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CHRISTIAN CHARITY.
Iti

pother part of this week’s Freethinker our readers will
d tiie'y'i’ !etter from the Rev. C. L. Engstrdm, secretary 
journals -rrist’an Evidence Society. Very few Christian
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“We atl. j and in this respect, at any rate, we think we 
the lenp-tih Vanta^e over ortb°dox parties. W e even go to 

thorn „  ;ls^’ ng our readers to break off at this point.

0 our reply.
retUrri to ))eruse Mr- Engstrdm’s letter carefully, and then

firs0” '  
str6ra. 
many of

t̂gstri)l̂ C„ intention was to let Mr. Putnam reply to Mr
'It n ,”1’ ail^ to leave the matter with the two disputants. 

^ n ot df  i the points raised are such as Mr. Putnam 
J^gland wrth’ as they relate especially to Secularism 
0rice, as j ' >Ve shall therefore answer Mr. Engstrom at 
S’lPplement aS seems necessary ;  leaving; Mr. Putnam to

reply from his own standpoint.
JaiMes i ,retary of the Christian Evidence Society rathertOt '  niS CfAna----^________ .1 -n .1 _■ 1___  __feel S Senei'°sity towards Freethinkers, but we do
>&ainst Particularly grateful. He does not sin himself 

\  aws good-breeding, but his underlings in 
%  Ul m °m k 'res ar'd pays— are notoriousof, Co,itrovIaann?rs’ and their addiction to the worst vices 
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Engstrom has often denied this impeach-
von t T*“ as Ee has never restrained his 

,. tahen the trouble to ascertain what they 
; impossible to hold him gudt ess. 
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true that
ï‘« W r ge? ” discussion after Mr. Putnam’s lecture. 
ki* dovY Said that our American visitor was-S ate .

Ho
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% ,r ^ ;  It IS true that we rebuked express
Engstrbm’s name, but i wa t̂ 0 Hall of 

jNce ^gentlemen should ho, able absolutely
note "'thout being “ spotted. the Ensstrom
S u l d far as wo ar0 concerned, w Y | his

not have mounted the platform and battled

¡ & f ?  maY cah  the American part
> S i hL W e ™d h y  Mr.Putnam. W « . . , .  jiith .at the

yearning 
an auditor who

,-u,ti v^' “uat the lecturer did not Mhnn g0iu\uct and
W  "• {or Christians, everythin^ ‘ Christians

'  a°thing.” He admitted that plenty chuTchos> £ ? . ® e n , 8and said he rejoiced to find the ̂  ^
secular work. What he a &n ethical

lvy’ as such, was a creed, and. q i t » because
^ j ieedtpat11? 0rahty was onlY “  tackCn.;n,r 0f that k ind ; 
M tW  °uhl get along without somet »  Qhrjstianity

Undor the disguise of moral .^V ts 0{ reason, 
^ i im  an infamous war against the g bc _̂
'*r. p^.at the cradle and ending at the i ; - with

is well able to answer Mr-Engstr ^
:. .Christianity in America. divines and

t  < ' r V s heyond dispute that the leading
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them and then to reaffirm them in 
For instance, tho difference between 
1 a “ universal Fall” is the difference 

.-> *■ and tweedlodee. Mr. Engs mm 
. 1CarioiiS atonoment, and bo admits eternal
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damnation, subject to his interpretation of “ what the New 
Testament says.”

What the New Testament says on hell and damnation 
was never much in dispute among Christians until they 
felt the necessity of making their creed presentable to the 
enlightened morality of the present age. Even now they 
cling to “  eternal punishment,” only they contend that it is 
not so long as we are apt to imagine. This is the 
contention of Dean Farrar, but it was not the contention 
of I)r. Pusey. Mr. Engstrom must surely know that Dr. 
Pusey’s book, to which he refers, was written expressly in 
reply to Dean Farrar. It was only with respect to 
whether the fire of hell is literal or metaphorical that Dr. 
Pusey allowed any latitude of opinion. He concluded his 
preface by declaring that “  if we know anything at all, wc 
know that the doctrine of Everlasting Punishment was 
taught by Him Who died to savo us from it.”

Mr. Engstrbm turns good Atheists into Christians in 
spito of themselves. It is kind of him, no doubt; but the 
good Atheists will prefer to wear their own ticket. And, 
after all, Mr. Engstrom does not hold the keys of heaven.

We put this question to the secretary of the Christian 
Evidence Society: If an honest unbeliever may go to 
heaven, what is the use of taking the trouble to be a 
Christian 1 It will not do to reply that there is no trouble. 
Christians must believo mysteries, and reconcile contradic
tions ; and that is a lot of trouble to a man of common sense.

Mr. Engstrom is but superficially charitable in his 
observations on tho Hall of Science. He is well aware— 
or, if ho is not, his ignorance is inexcusable— that the 
Christian law of England is dead against the natural 
rights of Freethinkers. They may dodge the law to some 
extent, but this is not very satisfactory. The time comes, 
sooner or later, when the dodge fails. Money can be 
devoted to Christian purposes without any fear of aliena
tion. It cannot be so devoted to Secular purposes. And 
this is a tremendous hindrance to our movement, which 
has lost thousands of pounds in this way during the last 
four or five years.

It is not truo that tho Churches subsist on the funds 
they raise annually. They flourish largely on endowments. 
They have their roots in graves. They livo on dead men’s 
money. But they deny us the same .advantages, and after 
robbing us by their own law, which they refuse to alter, 
they sneeringly ask us why we do not spend as handsomely 
as thomselves.

Architecture and decoration are simply questions of 
money. Christianity does not produce genius. Nature 
does that. Christianity merely employs it. How many 
firm churches could Christianity boast in the first two 
hundred and fifty years of its existence ? When it became 
respectable and wealthy, mainly through the patronage of 
tho State, it was able to employ architects, sculptors, and 
painters. Brahmanism, Buddhism, and Mohammedanism 
did tho same thing. And when Secularism is respectable 
and wealthy— or at least when it no longer suffers from 
legal stigma and robbery— it will be able to erect large, 
nohlo, and splendid buildings.

Mr. Engstrom flaunts the ten to fifteen thousand places 
of worship of tho Church of England. How rational ! 
How considerate! Is not tho Church of England estab
lished and endowod 1 Does it not subsist on the revenues 
of national property 1 Are not the very Freethinkers taxed 
to support it ? Even tho Nonconformist places of worship 
aro recipients of a State subvention. ,„Secular halls have to 
pay ratos and taxes ; churches and chapels pay none.
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It will be time enough for Christians to boast of their 
“  charities ” when they relinquish all their privileges and 
accept an equality of opportunity with Secularists. Let 
them give'up State endowments; let them forego State 
subventions; let them enjoy no more right than the 
Secularists to legacies and trusts; and then let us see 
what they will have to spare for their much-trumpeted 
work amongst “  the poor.”

Mr. Engstrom plays the Pharisee in asking to how many 
mourners we speak words of comfort. W e do not keep a 
register of these little kindnesses. Our own poor we 
relieve; we do not send them to Mr. Engstrom. We do 
not build hospitals, but probably we subscribe to them, 
without bawling it from the housetops. Certainly we do 
not try, as the Christians do, to make the hospitals 
sectarian institutions. W e have no special agencies for 
reclaiming drunkards and prostitutes. W e are laboring to 
bring about a state of society in which drunkenness and 
prostitution will die a natural death.

Mr. Engstrom winds up with an inaccuracy. He speaks 
of “  the Secular Cromwell Club ” at Plaistow. The 
Cromwell Club was not “  Secular.” It was a political Club. 
The Secularists engaged its lecture-room occasionally for 
a meeting. But suppose it had been a “ Secular ” Club. What 
is proved by stating that the building is now used by the 
Christian Evidence Society ? Two chapels, at Manchester 
and Portsmouth, have been turned into Secular halls.

G. W. FOOTE.

VANINI’S MARTYRDOM.

( Concluded from p. 30G.)
T iie story of Yanini in England ends with his escape from 
the tender mercies of Archbishop Abbot. His subsequent 
short career and tragic fate must be briefly sketched in 
illustration of the way in which free inquiry was welcomed 
by the Church in the seventeenth century of the teachings 
of the one divine religion.

At Paris Vanini set to work on a book probably 
designed to promote inquiry, while removing suspicions of 
his own orthodoxy. It was magniloquently entitled 
Amphitheatrum AUternw Providential aivino-magicum Chris- 
tiano-physicum, nec non Astrologo-Catholicuni, adversus veteres 
Philosophos, Atheos, Epicúreos, Peripatheticos et Stoicos, Lugdani, 
1615. This defence of Eternal Providence Durand regards 
as ironical, and Cousin as suspicious. Although usually 
set down as an Atheist, and burnt as one, Vanini’s mind 
may have been only partly emancipated on the God 
question. In setting forth the various opinions of 
philosophers on the subject, he probably designed to 
induce doubt and inquiry, though it must be remembered 
that he wrote with the fear of the Sorbonne and the 
Inquisition before his eyes.

His next work, De Admirandis Natural, Regince Deaique 
Mortalium, Arcanis: Dialoghi, 1616, showed a bolder 
front in its very title c SThe Admirable Secrets of 
Nature, the Queen and Goddess of Mortals. He had now 
obtained a patron, the Marshal Bassompiorro, to whom 
this book of dialogues is dedicated. It purports to be the 
record by his disciples of conversations with Vanini. 
Whomever written by, it certainly had his revision ; and 
this form of writing enables him to put heretical questions 
and sentiments into the mouth of the interlocutor, 
“ Alexander” ; while “ Julius Caesar,” the teacher, remains 
comparatively orthodox. His doctrine essentially is 
Pantheism, which, as Earl Beaconsfield said, is “  Atheism 
in domino," while in ethics it is Epicurean. Yanini, in 
short, teaches Naturalism, and ho says plainly that there 
were things in the Amphitheatre he no longer believed, and 
that “  infants born with weak minds are so much the fitter 
to become good Christians:” Asked his opinion of the 
immortality of the soul, he says : “  I have sworn to my 
God not to treat of that question till I am old, rich, and a 
German.” The work was certified by two doctors of the 
Sorbonne, but it is said to have been, soon after publica
tion, re-examined, and condemned to be burnt by that 
body.

Vanini removed to Toulouse, where he lived by teaching. 
It was not long ere he roused the clergy against him, 
and in August, 1618, he was arrested for Atheism and
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blasphemy.* Vanini was then only thirty-three years 
I he chief evidence against him was “ a pious gentlemany' 

one de Francon, who played the same Judas-like part tn» 
Mocenigo did towards Giordano Bruno. We have ^ 
particulars of the trial, but ifc is said that, in answer to 
charge of Atheism, he took up a straw and said_^j
would suffice to prove the existence of God. Gra111"

from fear,makes out that 
from conscience.

he argued for Theism from m*“ ’ 0f 
The judges preferred the testimony 

de Francon that Vanini had, in the intimacy of inen ^  
admitted to him his utter disbelief in the being ° ‘ jverse,

hich >Nature was the sole ruler of the univ- 
and her laws the supreme standards of action, to wh1'’
asserting that

things must conform. He was found guilty, and condemn““ 
<is au Atheist to have his blaspheming tongue cut out, 
bo strangled at the stake, his body afterwards to be burn 
and scattered to the winds. This truly Christian sente"“ 
was duly executed before the Church of St. Stephen-y31“,' 

on the same day, February 9 : but Sig? .palOwen Says on une same uay, l eui uaa y ” j ~ 
Palumbo and other authorities say the l" "11- 
Vanini died heroically is certain. Le Mercnre ^  ^  
said “  he died with as much constancy, pViens;l-(i in 
fortitude as any other man ever seen.” B® Inbet-" 
Italian : “  Come, let us die cheerfully like ra P*11 jg th"1. 
It adds that he declared, in the presence of thousa ’ 
there was neither God nor Devil. _ . ^mbr"

The pious Gramond writes : “  I saw him in the 
as they led him to execution, mocking the 
had been sent to exhort him to repentance, and fe,ir 
our Savior by these impious w ords: 1 Ha sweatod ̂ rajnon̂  
and weakness, and I, I die undaunted. . ''^hid1
relates, with evident approval, the brutal opera 10̂  pree- 
forced a shriek of pain from the poor martyr sflys, 
thought. “ Before putting fire to the stake, tongii“ 
“ Vanini was ordered to put forth his sacrileg1® cnlplo)' 
for the knife. He refused. It was necessary tcUHoOer's 
pincers to draw it forth, and when the _ 0*®, fl naor“
instrument seized and cut it off, never was 
horrible cry. One might have thought be

heard
heard tli“

cry. vjne mignt nave uuuuguu — 
bellowing of an ox which was being slaughtered' i ^  t"c 

The abbé Ladvocat, the learned librarian 
Sorbonne, in his biographical and historical ‘ 
issued in the middle of last century, says that ■ ere ", 
burnt alive, I and adds: “ Were justice eTudv ;ni’s fate
present, many persons would have met with Vanina ^
Oh, these good Christians, how merciful
made by their beautiful creed ! J. M.
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DEBATE IN DERBY.

Up to last week many of the good people o:l<fo

b»1¿

p c . [ . . j t e  01 u,ggio"
been for some considerable time in a high disCl1 .,nd 
ment, through the announcement of
which was to take place between Mr. G ^ w V f  " 

’ f tho Christian Evidence Society,Which is the W jrC"li H
e d < e„ V ¡the question, “ Atheism or Theism:

Reasonable ?” The anticipations thus ral®vF  n- | 
on the evenings of Wednesday and Thursday > c0 R» Q,, 
16, when the debate was held in the lem p0 sons. a
fine building capable of holding a thousam tf>e 0 A"
"  ■ "

M  ;  th0
this occasion it was crowded, 
majority of the audiences wero Christians ; 
whole, they listened fairly well to Mr. Foo e . ^  
when heavy and well-aimed blows were ‘ JoStey l(1
popular faith, the more orthodox prosont mm ......nl‘
of uneasiness; but Mr. Foote’s tact and tu 
kindly admonitions speedily allayed 
irritation.

e ffeflrf a li
Z)ead¡£he w* Gramond, in hia History o f France from, the “eality .Fs. 

iva : “ Ho nrotendod to tonch modicino ; 11 „..pj t)>says: “ Ho protended to toach modicino : ‘ gacred >
misleador of youth. Ho made a mockery 0 :j  not $
blasphemed tho incarnation of Christ. 10 A :n<r to c ‘.co , {b8 
tlio existoncc of God. Ho attributed over} ' and s°, g b*0 
worshipped Naturo as tho oxccllent mot 1 ,in(j ■{
beings. This was tho chief of all his err /■>„ 
audacity to teach it in Toulouse, that holy c j F vetoS " .t ¡i 

t Calvin similarly wroto of tho crios of 1 l J-
hollowing.” .

in tho Abbe MignA’s Catholic
also said, “ Il fut litrri aux flammes.” Tho -  ^
its account, “  Un At heist r, Italien brush- rtj '
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°n both1̂>er’ c.cbt'or tbo Derby Daily Telegraph, presided 
His I,pi . evenings, and an excellent chairman he made, 
of the ’ aĉ resses at the commencement and at the close

were models of concise and appropriate

;  ... . __________ . _________ . . . .  -
Were no ?Uc lences to statements which, to many of them, 
a striki h°ubt now and startling. This, he remarked, was 
circillnJ1» contrast to what had happened under similar
tliic  ̂ ^̂ lCGS in t,Vin.fi f,nwn f.nn itaath ncrn TTa f.VmnnrVif.

of t h e ,uPon the proce 
crowrlna SPlltants> and. ; We(l &Udiftnn.Aa fn «fan

upon the proceedings. He spoke of the ability 
of the attention paid by the

ptogres3a3'fnt- cban8e was an encouraging proof of the 
°ccurrecl t bbera  ̂ ideas upon theological cpiestions. It 
to \rhat \v me whether the Christians present understood

s in that town ten years ago. He thought 
s an encouraging proof of the 
upon theological questions. It

it com',! ;v° are indebted for this improvement. Certainly 
■tore p0 notf be. to the influence of Theism, for that was 
“Pinion tu- 'n Past Pi13,11 it is at present. In my 
êcnlar't l a(̂ Yancement is the legitimate result of the 

aW°a(j .pudencies of the age. The spirit of inquiry is 
&®d ’S°try has more than ever to yield to fair play, 
the 'ufliien^6̂  theological passion is supplanted by

As t0'tJ|Ce °*. paini reasoning.
n eXpro,- 6 abi%  of the disputants as debaters, I desire 
°oto I S opinion frankly and honestly. Of Mr. 

8*iU is ivnp p say but little, inasmuch as his polemical 
S H I , Z J E r » . .  r « ™ „ d iy , i  was exceedingly pleased 
■’'le 0f cthodical and dignified mode of conducting his 
:iri,l efTecf controversy. His thorough examination of, 
P̂poneripj,1' ? replics to, all that was relevant in his 

Ĵ UUens f Ca 011 the first night were, to my mind, grand 
,lVe retort° ¡\erceptive power and readiness of argumenta- 
I We, }lc' °u  the second night, when Mr. Foote led the 
pliant av.°iding the puzzle of metaphysics, made a 
, ttiserv ii upon the Theistic position, showing how 
J0Sethep suffering, and the inequalities of existence,
* bistort the sadness, cruelties, and injustice recorded 
a !erUed f contradict the theory that the universe is 

goojf. y a ^ °d  who has unlimited power, wis

to

wisdom,
lr||est a ?S- Mr. Foote was in splendid form, and his

fPpla

1 i yjyjvvs >v<to in
trfu] Moquent expositions wore frequently so

„ Mr. vA the Chair

commanding that he won the enthusiastic
5  ̂ portion of the Christian audience,

toman.
. _ulj - . j.jC0 is a good debater and a gentlemanly 

’̂ '''buug from his manner in the Derby debate.
ijo-.ngbv f ’ - W  from Dr. Harrison and Dr. McCann, 

Cl““  hnv„ U Pbe best advocate the Christian Evidence 
staff. A  less able debater than Mr.¿ ■ « a  °n the>

bt1'Vs tru^ b|nd in Mr. Lee a difficult opponent. He 
itlUr-u° °Verln v i be art of debate, and ho has sufficient 

min° b̂c strong points against him, and to mako 
an ai°,r. ‘ eatures that seem to tell in his favor. 

Mth a lence uaainly in agreement with him, he 
in,,® bo a(j . ‘ c°ufidence that, probably, would be wanting 
'VD ,lePrivnSv,‘ " g a hostile assembly. While not wish
es ¡T ’ jn all i • l1 ° i any credit to which he is entitled, I 
C ^ t h r n ,  T ness> suggest that he should not assume, 
in e 'a®> and up °ut the debate, that ho has all the truth on 
Ain t'-Jr' If tlVllt Pb°se who differ from him are necessarily 
i>is appe at " rerc so, all debating would be useless. 
V̂(.* i 'fit task to me Pbat, as a rule, Mr. Lee managed
1./ °Ue. c uauch better than others on his side would

Man leased * ,11 rn, atl(| ."O know that tho discussion is to bo printed 
rca ]. ls to be hoped that it will havo a large 

’ 0 - '  ln8 of it cannot but prove of great benefit
b
V e s'

Socief' lHarty- b shall be much disappointed if 
i Aff of thP m does not increase its members in conse- 
S d rtllecod iCUS.sion-
\k^Putatio'0 Usi°n of tho debate on tho socond night a 
\lç °te to > composed of Secular friends, waited upon 

Mr. \yi,.,ai|u liim for the admirable fight he had 
ÎV °i tlÎ!!1 delivered s

pr gre

. --------— a neat little speech, in which,
Derby Branch of the N.S.S., he assured 

. ..|le, • ab the members felt proud of their 
\^kkm nerl»n&ratulated him upon “ the efficient and

and'11.. ab the members felt proud of their

8aK„*eUa just finished. Thoy wero, indeod,
"^oote

Rebate m which ho had defended their position 
m:. ,!c . bad iust finished. Thev were, indeed.Satbf; i 1 just nmsned. inoy were, ind 

‘ b, aPpron,;C? ’ th°y " ’ero “  delighted.” Mr. Fi
\ l>- Pm ate reP1y-

and ln,n'lm an«  myself accompanied Mr. Foote
. Vi ” uUr A « . . .  m 1 _ l • . . I .  j. _  r
' \ f e « e i d , r American visitor was delighted. In 

it \v. 0111 bavo such debates, and, therefore, to 
' s a treat which ho fully appreciated.

C iia iti.F.s W atts.
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SECULARISM AND CHRISTIANITY.

THE GLxlSGOW DEBATE.

On the evenings of May 6, 7, 8, and 9, in the North Saloon 
of the City Hall, Mr. Charles Watts debated with Dr. A. 
Jamieson, Glasgow, the proposition for the first two nights 
being, “ That Secularism is Superior to Christianity,” and 
on the following nights the converse of this. Owing to the 
lateness of the season, the attendance suffered somewhat, 
although the meetings were fair throughout, and the 
audiences behaved with exemplary patience and decorum.

At the outset of his opening speech Mr. Watts warned 
his hearers against confounding what was loosely called 
“ Infidelity” with Secularism. By the first term was 
generally understood any form of revolt against the 
authority of theology; but Secularism was something 
more, inasmuch as it represented a body of ethical 
truths, and so claimed to set up a new discipline of 
life. As most of them knew, the word “ Secularism ” was 
first used, in its specific sense, as a doctrine-name by G. J. 
Holyoake: and both he and those who co-operated with him 
in establishing Secularism were constrained to that course 
alike by a lively belief in the soundness and salutariness of 
Secularist principles, and by a clear recognition of the fact 
that as Christianity, after nineteen centuries of power, 
had not only failed to better, but had positively worsened, 
the world, it was high time some different plan should be 
tried.. It was a common idea among religious people that 
belief was voluntary, and that, therefore, anyone who 
disowned all religion must do so through sheer wantonness. 
But it was now an axiom in psychology that the act of 
belief in itself was purely automatic. .Men did not 
command their convictions, but were commanded by them. 
Did any sane person imagine that, if the individual could 
persuade himself of the truth of anything, he would 
deliberately elect to become an outcast tor opinion’s sake. 
Yet that was what many Secularists had reluctantly done. 
It went without saying, then, that, conviction being deter
mined, it was monstrously unjust to penalise the opinions 
of minorities. So much for the intellectual and moral pre
requisites of Secularism. Members of all schools of thought 
were at one as to the need for some authoritative rule of life ; 
but there the agreement ended, for every school has a 
different standard. The Secularist alone proclaims the 
supremacy of reason, overtly and unreservedly; for, while 
some Christian divines like Hooker, Ohillingworth, anti 
Butler feel themselves logically bound to own tho 
sovereignty of reason, the vast_ majority of Christians 
assign it an inferior place, setting the authority of the 
Church or the Bible above it, although, by an unconscious 
yet whimsical inconsistency, it is actually by an exercise of 
their reason that they discover what seems to them to be 
tho true Church or revelation. He would now proceed to 
recite the articles of the N.S.S.—Declaration of Principles 
and Objects, defining all the capital terms, like “ reason,” 
“ happiness,” “ duty,” “ utility,” etc. Having gone over the 
various items of the Declaration, and enlarged upon the 
practical bearings of the principles there set forth, Mr. 
Watts concluded with a quotation _ from Air. Holyoake, 
vividly contrasting Christianity with Secularism, with 
especial reference to the absence from the latter of the 
detestable dogma of exclusive salvation, with all its 
inevitable horrors of religious strife, social confusion, and 
moral suffering.

Dr. Jamieson complained that his opponent had not 
instituted any real comparison between Secularism and 
Christianity. To do so, they must be brought into 
opposition ; but Mr. Watts had kept strictly to Secularism, 
and as long as he did so there could be no valid application 
of the comparative method, and consequently no settlement 
of the question of relative merit. What he proposed to do 
was to go through tho N.S.S. principles one by one, and 
demonstrate that they were all anticipated in the New 
Testament. They had heard from Mr. Watts that he 
approved of some phases of theology, while condemning 
theology as a whole. What a shocking example of stultifica
tion ! Then it appeared that Secularism only came into 
existence with Mr. Holyoake. But what did he find in one 
of Mr. Watts’s own pamphlets 1 That Secular principles 
existed long before Christ. Yet in all these centuries 
Secularism had been dormant or obscure, while Christianity 
spread and flourished. And to-day, when Secularism was 
pining away, the banner of the Cross was being planted 
everywhere, if the principles of Secularism were so far 
above those of Christianity, bow did it come that Christians 
won all the prizes in the race of life 1 Even Charles 
Bradlaugh himself once admitted that they had all the 
wealth, talent, and power. Where were the Atheistic men 
of science, of letters, of genius? His opponent could not 
give a solitary name of a man of the first rank in these 
walks wlio was an Atheist—not one. Mr. Watts emphasised 
the Secularist doctrine of the equality of the sexes, and 
notably of husband and wife; but the New Testament
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nowhere declared the inferiority of women. The injunction, 
“  Wives, be subject to your husbands,” meant no more than 
did the subjection of himself and Mr. Watts to their 
present chairman. Surely no one in his senses would 
argue that they, as disputants, were necessarily inferior to 
the chairman, because they were subject to him for the 
time being. Similarly, the Pauline prescription implied 
subordination in function merely—not degradation. They 
had been told that the only sanction requisite for truthful
ness, etc., was that the practice of lying, and vice or 
crime generally, militated against social stability and well
being. In other words, the Secularist set the observance of 
good morals on the low ground of expediency; and, as an 
illustration of the practical outcome of this grovelling 
opportunism, he would prove to them that Mr. Watts 
himself would permit lying and hypocrisy in certain 
circu mstances. Concerning the dogma of exclusivesal vation, 
over which Mr. Watts waxed so indignant, Christianity did 
not create hell. It simply warned men of the existence of 
a place of punishment for sinners beyond the grave, and 
since it pointed them the way of escape from that doom, 
Christianity was really man’s best friend. Mr. Watts 
evinced great anxiety to dissociate Secularism from 
“ Infidelity but, after all, they were one at bottom. 
Holyoake (quotation from Reasoner, vol. vi., p. 270), 
Braalaugh, and Mrs. Besant, all contended for the substantial 
identity of the tw o ; and Dr. Sexton, who knew more 
about the secret history of Secularism than anyone living, 
asserted positively that “ Secularism begins and ends in 
Atheism.” Now, what is Atheism 1—a blank negation, an 
intellectual nihilism. And yet, forsooth, we are told that 
Secularism is a philosophy of life. As if any philosophy 
deserving of the name could be based on zero. He would 
now, by an appeal to the New Testament, make it clear 
that all the principles of Secularism were derived thence. 
The remainder of Dr. Jamieson’s speech consisted of the 
reading of a series of texts from the Gospels and the 
so-called Pauline Epistles, to show that these authorities 
enjoin the free exercise of Reason, the diligent pursuit of 
knowledge, the doing of good works, the aspiration to 
happiness—recognise the legitimacy of utility as a test of 
principles and conduct, and the necessity of liberty as the 
concomitant of progress. While the Christian view of the 
interdependence of liberty and progress is rational, the 
Secularist tenet is absurd ; for the Christian is a libertarian, 
but the Secularist is a necessitarian, who, in Mr. Watts’s 
own words, regards “  virtue and vice as being as much the 
consequence of natural laws as the fall of a stone.” What 
has Secularism done for progress 1 If it boasts of martyrs, 
it will be a necessary, if painful, task to say plainly why 
they were put in prison or buffeted. Then Secularists 
pride themselves on their freedom from superstition, but 
“  Saladin ” actually wrote a poem in which he deified the late 
Charles Bradlaugh. Finally, what had Secularism done for 
education, and where was its Bible 1

In his second speech Mr. W atts traversed most of the 
topics introduced by Dr. Jamieson. So far from having 
omitted to systematically contrast Secularism with Chris
tianity, that was the last thing he did in his first speech. 
The poem of “ Saladin’s,” which had been quoted as a proof of 
Secularist superstition, was plainly ironical ; but, to remove 
all possible doubt, he had “ Saladin’s ” own assurance to that 
effect. Dr. Jamieson had labored to make out that 
Secularism was a poor, imitation of Christianity, but his 
citations were lopsided. What of the numerous passages 
putting the alternative of belief or damnation, of those 
setting a premium upon improvidence, or of those expressly 
disparaging and anathematising knowledge 1 When he said 
that Secular principles existed before Christ, that was a 
widely different thing from saying that Secularism itself 
was pre-Christian. The taunt that Secularism had achieved 
nothing came with ill grace from those who supported 
Christian-made laws that robbed Secularists of dead men’s 
money, interfered with their meetings, and intimidated 
public opinion. Besides, it would be time enough to 
reproach Secularism with failure when it had enjoyed the 
same_ terms of existence and opportunity as Christianity. 
It might be true that most men of science were nominally 
Christians, considering the political and social power of 
Christianity that was to be expected ; but what of men like 
Darwin, Tyndall, Huxley, and others 1—no one dare claim 
them as Christians.

In his subsequent speeches Dr. Jamieson reverted 
repeatedly to the subject-matter of his previous ones. 
Secularism begins and ends in Atheism. It encourages 
dissimulation by admitting “ passive members,” who may 
at the same time continue to masquerade as believers. 
It never does more than prate about science and edu
cation ; f° r they had it on the authority of Dr Sexton 
that the so-called “ Halls of Science ” were no better than 
drinking and dancing clubs, and Secularist lectures were as 
ignorant of science as their hearers were indifferent to it. If 
Secularists could not benueath their money at death, let them 
hand it over to their Societies during life. Secularism struck 
at the very root of marriage. Mr. Bradlaugh had expressly 
laid it down in the King debate that if a woman lived with a

man and bore children to him she was his wife ; and he ha 
also practically countenanced polygamy when he addressed 
Mrs. Sharpies Carlile the woman with whom, while his 1®» 
wife was still living, Richard Carlile consorted. Secularis. 
pretended to have as one of its objects the promotion j 
peace; yet representative Secularists were at _ contiuu 
strife with one another. The truth about Secularism is tn 
it is all talk, talk, and nothing but talk. . g

On Tuesday evening Mr. Watts opened by rcamrnu ° 
and reinforcing the case for Secularism, recapitulated 
points of contrast between Christianity and Secular1® | 
and enumerated the six articles in the Secularist Bn, j 
Rights, summing up the whole in the aphorism t 
Secularism proclaims freedom for all and persecution  ̂
none. Having completed this work of exposition, he wo 
now assume the defensive. The night before his opP^E g 
had frequently quoted from “ Saladin’s ” writings, descrm o 
him as a Secularist. He (Mr. Watts) had denied ^ 
accuracy of that description, but Dr. Jamieson seemed 
doubt his word. He now read “ Saladin’s ” answer to 1
U U U U l l  111»  W U I U .  -U LC  1A U  W  1 C U /U  k ja r lC M a il - l  O t** * * - '” -  .

correspondent from a number of the Agnostic JmirWti * 
1894, in wliich “ Saladin ” states : “ We are not a Secular - 
He had thus vindicated his veracity. ffas

Dr. Jamieson’s contribution to this evening’s debate t 
such skimble-skamble stuff that, in mercy to him, the s 
of it is better left unrecorded. There was the old iat ¡Dg 
insistence on trivialities, the almost monomaniacal “ :UT0 
on the sterility of Secularism in the matter of educaa j  
benevolent institutions, etc., on its demoralising doctri 
marriage, copious quotations from old journals lm0 
Shield o f Faith and the Secular Review to prove j;ng 
Secularists are all that is vile and contemptible, the re p 
of a sentence from a correspondent warning D r., 111 ¿r»l
to watch Mr. Watts’s quotations narrowly, with S®. 0j  
observations, drawn chiefly from Dr. Sexton’s 
Secularism, to show that Secularism is entirely -y.ieless’ 
in its propaganda, and that, in fine, it is a godless, bib 
unethical, and anti-social abortion. The overwhe ^  
dreariness of this wilderness of drivel was only rekeVatcbeS 
one or two far-sundered spots of green, and these ÏU t̂s’s 
were verdant with a vengeance. Referring to Mr. 1 ¡g.
strictures upon the doctrine of eternal punishmen > g 
Jamieson exclaimed that, although it suited Seculai 
raise a hrutum fulmen against it in public, they som p0r 
admitted sub rosa that that doctrine had its use • tbe 
example, in an old N.S.S. Almanack he found, ,Yp0pulaCS 
date of the anniversary of the Great Comet, 1 ,J.ried-, 
panic-stricken. Seven hundred kept mistresses 
Here the fear of divine vengeance prompted seven  ̂ ^ «y  
men to make reparation for the wrong inflicted on >l ̂  io 
women. Surely this was a moral gain. Then, 
appealing to Christians to be just to Secularists, the 
Bradlaugh sometimes urged: “ If you believe 
heretic is doomed to everlasting misery hereafter, s . ^ s  
thought of his awful fate should move you to t 
towards him here.” That is to say, Bradlaugh saw DisP 
that the logical consequence of a belief in eterna fo 
rnent ought to be that of awaking pity, and eve 
those in danger of it. , „„full}’ ,

It was in vain that Mr. Watts struggled in‘ îgnu®®
d i

to

redeem the debate from utter frustration, by a.n aou > 
appeal to his opponent to abstain from personal1 ■ apjrit j  
studied avoidance of all causes of digression. I*1 p.y,»3
divergation had smitten the protagonist of Clm,st1' -er o'v 
the voice of reason fell on unheeding ears. W,l0 j0 sb® 
scrap of argument did come his way Mr. Watts 11 J 
work of it. This was conspicuously the caS<L,ji a* 
Jamieson’s attack on the teaching of Secular ^
marriage. m0ry

Having first Pf %»11 cleared Mr. Bradlaugh’s 
the charge that he sponsored Free Love, ¿¡all? %  
affirmed the Secularist view of marriage as ®s9(j SV'itl> °̂ e 
of moncgamic union, in which one man of , ¡a
woman in true and lasting affection. But wor.f ¡p 
Christian theory of marriage 1 There was not )?
the Bible which forbade polygamy, and Lut 1 .i oritab (sHw. *i,„ t pv«se. autno* {ggo*1.
sanctioned that prince’s bigamy. As for q5'(Pari-®!*) i9. . . .  ■ — 0*2' ...kri^Mdiatribes upon the characters of prominent ‘ ’ cLcular13̂ b® 
rule seemed to be: If Secularists are !jad c
to blame; but if Christians misbehave, they g® j 
Christians at all. However, what was sauce j cftsily vi;id 
was sauce for the gander, and he couM . ^an3 ry 
abundantly prove that in all ages professing y  , of c »pd 
not only been accused, but had linen conY},c jra*0® t(0&
imaginable vice and crime. Mr. Watts i*1 .¡oil3 ,,,

....................................................................  -  • • *enforced this indictment by conclusive (jiiW
Mosheim, Miall, Dick, Wesley, etc.

(  To be concluded.)

. -yjg S
“ I wonder why people persist in wearing  ̂ „,aii^est 

on Bunday 1” “  That is the day set apart 
of the sole.”
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INGERSOLL AND SAM JONES.

( Continued from p. S17.)

Ingersoll on Jones.
Â Ter obtaining the views of Rev. Sam Jones on Colonel 
~a§ersoll and the influence of his lectures and teachings, the 

0 -Democrat sent a stenographer to the latter, as already 
■ iF'dncd, with instructions to ask questions as _ nearly 
Uentical as possible with reference to views entertained as 
° the Georgia revivalist and his methods. It was impossible 
ocarry out the instructions literally, as Mr. Ingersoll, after 
uttle hesitancy, finally warmed to the subject, anticipated 

a enes, and really delivered a very forcible lecture on the 
IlJfhon of revivals past and present, with a very lucid 
. lriltion of Agnosticism as compared with Atheism, and 

ore especially immorality, or indifference as to right and 
* -°n~- The Colonel was in the best of humors, told each 

who was admitted to the room that he was in perfect 
and was carrying his sixty-one years without an

¿long.
heanj wtl°. was admitted to the room that he was in perfect
efforf a j  was carrying his sixty-one years without an
any Tj a?. assured the interviewer that he had nothing of
redgio rtlCÛ ar interest to say about Sam Jones or any other
queA -u<i enthusiast. When pressed for an answer to the
iaflUpn n> What do you think of Mr. Jones and of the

11 Ass°e ■ Preaching V he at length said
r(;p0rt(.Trun"  feat the gentleman’s sermons are correctly
have red  ar basing my opinion on what little of them I
t}i°u.ri j,’ I cannot say that I particularly admire the style,
fromh y t“ e argument does not appear to differ very much
retaeml) Wi^ c^ revivalists have used ever since I can
aQl>iseinerV ,̂ en I was a boy the people had very few
do There were no theatres in the smaller towns,
except and nothing in the way of entertainment
Thiscirp travfAling circus which came round once a year.
s°th'it UiS. Kenerally carried a few mangy-looking animals.- - «at rel,cn0us peoJple ------  ■

ie winter tl 
orld. Ther

r,Jsuit tlie16 mad arrivea about once in every

-v inâ  o—-twiij ucmitju lew maugy-iooKing animals,
Soiu,. Tcogious people could have a satisfactory excuse for 
Test, of f t  U  ̂16 winter the little towns were cut off from the 
frozen anei1+nrld- .There were no railroads, the rivers were 
a result h lnah arrived about once in every week. As 
gettin’ n J)e°ple amused themselves every winter in 
Hree O,._reh§lon.’ The towns would be invaHfid V»v two nrKr?e ey^,?11̂ 011'1 The towns would be invaded by two or 
•heir auibrT 1S*iS’ who derived great pleasure from exciting 
• '8 nncnn„nCi , ■y vivid descriptions of the future home of 
>  whicb er ?̂d‘i They would describe the caverns of hell 
a s° the to t °d and hashed the waves of brimstone, andnev tortures and agonies inflicted hy thê vorm̂^ver dies. These meetings were held every ̂ vem ng,^^
seaH60^ 6 were invited to come forward
tin 1 Very much as they have been asked T(}ast two or t W  --  T

the

T rern(;mi„f t, !ree weeks in St. Louis, member tW . g- . b - ..... .....x~.....
every evening for

, 1(i little- ,!P?er that the first to come forward were generally 
aUh’ar, or n*r who, recalling that they had pilfered a little 

\v ’ perhaps, a piece of cake, felt conscience-smitten, 
, °tl(] i(,;n I'Hco the first to respond. Then some of the men 
Vfirte,] ln the -  • ~

y evei...
half ht refigp'nUtr|a mont'1> and nothing was talked about

v,, evei-,. procession, ar
S s C T c r * . ™ “ « « . -

procession, and some few would be con- 
great rejoicing. This thing

a a l t  ‘n g i o n  u 'i ,  -------- . > „ c o  x tb iiv .,..  . . . . . . . . .

iV ^ y - t h e ' p60̂ 10:.. '!61:6, ,aboat
¿“ »Red Ut. f iuy  to one hundred, and then, when business 

Vocat;1110 sPl'ing aud people began to resume their 
ix -̂Hico °.i}s’ ln°st of the converts would backslide. But, 
y°uhl be on I must add that the following winter they 
< /arly ev,.lv !an<1 again, ready to reoccupy the anxious-seat.
6v Pcriojipi;, 0Wn had what you might call a stock company rPcriep- al e n n w .  ■ • •
i °w l„
W  ..al
K^tiencTo1 corlverts, who went through the same 

hanr.v ,\ery winter, told how wicked they had been, 
ix.i 'dicide^ 3  were, how ashamed they were of havingre,r i3uU(ien " ‘ 'o' were, how ashamed they were’ of having 

il^med” ’ how gratified they were to be again 
» b id - -

. If
anybody to become better by being what

, -i-they become better citizens 1
^r\^ever knew anybody to become p i converted- 
t^  l  aQd other orthodox p r e a c h e r s  cal roU8 fellows
Wh0 ̂ rary, I  have known many J ° ^ i :e"sour, unsociable, a-tul rchgi°n, and immediately be the w ° >
MdcV ' 11- There is a conversion, if I ^  is a time in the
life 0f C0Eaes m the nature of things. There . touching
W y?nng man when lie feels responsio ,^ , ^
atl(l’ bo n le makes un bt° *■“

com,
- - r .1 , f he wishes to sorv, x, .- ne tails in love, and fee 1 1 call genuine

i°r somebody else. Ihisis  ̂ ^ ^  or an ov er 
W ed  1 n’ not horn of excitement, or b. t may g0 a step 
h-n’e,.,. Foom, or an idiotic impulse. gV,ithaniina .

Kay that the same ttung iaJ }  i.;cking over th 
WeeeĈ la?s a time when the colt ‘ lm l; '  ftts like a well- 
Vekulatpu(iv KoeH to pulling and eating In- upashig his tail, 
^6Shis t, )loi'se, an< 1 when the dog quV • 0f  partnership Mth tv1to l00k<iignitied,and assumes an an ot 1 • llC ; P rol>rietor.” 
kthrio.-you b '-  ’ -

«, ry,Tl 1 '— ****i.iv* tu XCtlVO Lllü 1U1UÜÛ ut J uu in
when t, ’ ^ a goal fixed in his mind. This hrtr>. I» u talU in . 1.1.„i. i......:,,l....

y}
VeC ' i t h i

the influence of Mr. Jones's revivals is

&  S g s  S i 'S  S iS 'S i »  S £

not to enlighten. There is no appeal to the judgment; the 
reasoning faculties are not called into play. The passions 
are aroused, and especially the fear of punishment and the 
hope of reward. Thousands and thousands of men and 
women have been excited to such a degree that they 
have become partially insane—many wholly so. Religious 
excitement has unsettled as many minds as any other 
cause, and the asylums to-day are filled with men and 
women who have lost their reason in consequence of these 
foolish revivals, conducted by orthodox ministers. Men 
and women are made to believe that they have offended an 
infinite God ; that they have hurt the feelings of the Holy 
Ghost: that their actions here, and especially their beliefs, 
are to have eternal consequences ; that they deserve to be 
eternally damned for what they have done, and that God is 
anxious to damn them, but is held hack by his son, who 
seems to have a little more mercy than is credited to the old 
gentleman himself.

“ They are also told that they can have an eternal reward 
of infinite joy if they only repent and believe in this son. 
In the conflict of emotions produced by these idiotic 
sermons many, as I said before, have lost their reason. If 
the sermons of Mr. Jones, or any other revivalist, could be 
answered from the same platform by a philosopher, by a 
humanitarian, or by a man of sense, no human being would 
ever be ‘ converted.’ Such a proceeding would end forever 
the revival system.

“ Another great fault of these revivals is, that people are 
told that those who do right have to carry a cross, while 
those who do wrong have the benefit of the pleasures of this 
world—that the wicked have their good time here, while 
the good suffer on account of their goodness and self- 
denial, but will be rewarded in another world. All this is 
not only idiotic, but it is positively immoral. The facts are 
exactly the reverse. Only those carry a cross who do 
wrong. On the shoulders of those who do right the cross 
changes, and the man is borne upward and onward.

“ That is the true philosophy of life. Men should act 
right because right action pays ; men should shun wrong 
because wrong inflicts and produce suffering. Everything 
is moral that tends to increase or to preserve human 
happiness and human well-being ; everything is immoral 
that decreases or puts in peril human well-being. In other 
words, all that preserves or increases happiness is right. 
There is no necessity for being miserable here in order to 
secure happiness in this world ; and if you are really happy 
in this life, happy by virtue of living consistently and doing 
right, there is no danger of being damned in another 
world. I know of no form of orthodox religion that 
contains any philosophy, and I never knew of a philosopher 
occupying a pulpit.”

“ In one of his recent sermons Sam Jones said that the 
terms 1 Agnostic ’ and ‘ fool ’ were synonymous. What is your 
reply to that criticism or statement 1” 

x\lr. Ingersoll laughed good-humoredly, and said : 
“  Coming from the Georgia evangelist, I think the remark 
calls for no reply, and it is certainly no argument. It is a 
curious fact that the savages are perfectly certain about 
things that philosophers admit are beyond the limitations 
of the human mind. The savage of Central Africa knows 
all about his god or gods. He knows just how the world 
was made, and how the human race was started. He knows 
exactly where we are all going after death. He doesn’t 
know anything about this world, but he does know all 
about the other two worlds. He doesn’t know anything 
about man, but he knows all about the gods. Now, if the 
Rev. Sam Jones would just think for a few moments, he 
would probably admit that he doesn’t know that any God 
e.xists at all. No doubt he believes it, but he certainly does 
not know i t ; and if he is honest enough to admit the truth, 
he admits that he is an Agnostic, or, to use the word he 
seems to prefer, a fool.

“ I confess that I don’t know whether a God exists or not. 
This is the only world I have ever lived in or have any 
memory of, so that I might be called a provincialist. That 
there may be other worlds, I don’t deny. There may be a 
God. There may be many. If there is one, I hope there are 
more, for one would he so lonesone. I don’t know the 
origin of the universe, having no evidence on the subject. 
It is beyond my mind. I cannot conceive of the creation of 
something from nothing, nor can I conceive of somotliing 
being changed back again to nothing. In other words, 1 
cannot conceive creation, and consequently cannot conceive 
a creator. I don’t say there is no God—I simply say I don’t 
know. So far as my acquaintance extends, I can truthfully 
say 1 never met a minister who did. Mr. Jones may be in 
the possession of facts of which I am ignorant, but if he 
knows there is a God 1 would like to have him tell his next 
congregation how ho knows, and what his ovidence is.

“ Mr. Jones says an Agnostic is the same as a fool. The 
difference between an Agnostic and a fool is about this: 
The Agnostic doesn’t know. He has sense enough to know 
ho doesn’t know, and honesty enough to admit it. A fool, 
on the other hand, says ho knows, whether he really thinks 
he does or not. Now, I am not prepared to admit that 
Humboldt was a fool, yet ho said ho didn’t know whether
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there was a God or not. Few men would call Louis Agassiz 
a fool, yet he said that science had not advanced far enough 
to say with any certainty whether God exists or not. I 
don’t think Darwin was a fool, yet he stated distinctly that 
the questions of God and immortality were beyond the 
limits of his powers of reasoning. Ernst Haeckel, the 
greatest naturalist in the world, is no fool, yet he says he 
doesn’t know. Does Mr. Jones suggest that Huxley was 
aver a fool 1 As a matter of .fact, he is the man who 
invented this definition of Agnosticism as representing this 
certain stage of thought. As a matter of fact, the greatest 
thinkers and scientists of this century have adopted this 
position, and I don’t think that the fact of the Iiev. Sam 
Jones denouncing them as fools will have even a tendency 
towards dimming the splendor of their reputation.”

The next question put to Colonel Ingersoll was the follow
ing : “ What have you to say in answer to the contention 
of Mr. Jones, that the moral influence of your lectures is 
calamitous, especially among those who have not had the 
benefit of being reared in a Christian home, as you were ?’

Without hesitating a moment longer than was necessary 
to shake hands with an old friend who entered the room 
while the question was being asked, the Colonel replied : 
“ Mr. Jones evidently doesn’t possess a clear conception of 
morality, or he would not insinuate that what I say has an 
immoral tendency. He seems to think that certain beliefs 
are essential to morality, that it is moral to believe in the 
supernatural, in the inspiration of the Bible, in the atone
ment, and in the scheme of redemption; and immoral to 
believe in absolute liberty of thought—immoral to advocate 
investigation and the use of the natural reasoning power 
that we possess. He seems to regard blind credulity as 
moral, and intellectual courage of thought as immoral. I, 
on the other hand, think morality lives in the domain of 
action rather than in the realm of belief. A man may accept 
a creed blindly and at the same time be a very immoral 
person ; while, on the other hand, if a man is really moral, it 
makes but little difference what creed he may accept or 
deny. Every religion preaches ordinary morality, and, in 
addition to this, the necessity of belief in certain super
natural things and the observance of certain ceremonies. 
Now, if j'ou were to take morality from religion, nothing of 
any value would be le ft; whereas, if you take from morality 
itself its religion, it would remain just as valuable as ever, 
and even more valuable.

“ I deny having said anything in my lectures that is 
calculated to make people immoral. 1 have told them that 
the Bible is not inspired, but that what is true in it is just 
as good as if it had been ; while the bad in it could not be 
made good by being inspired. 1 have told people that men 
wrote the book called the Bible, and that it is full of the 
ignorance of the times in which it was written. Also, that 
some of the things in it are noble and lofty, while it also 
contains things that are cruel, heartless, and even infamous.
I have said that we should throw away the bad and preserve 
the good. I have told everyone to be honest with himself, 
and to express his opinions honestly. I have warned my 
hearers against being controlled by prejudice or educational 
influences, and I have also said that the world was for the 
living and not for the dead, but that each one should live in 
accordance with his ideal. I have said all in my power in 
favor of intellectual liberty ; I have spoken in favor of all 
that is good and just and generous and noble. I deny that 
I have ever uttered a word calculated to make anyone 
immoral.

“ I have not been guilty of the inconsistency of telling 
people they can act like devils for seventy years, and then 
be forgiven in a moment, and be carried up to heaven by 
hosts of angels. Such a dr ^rine is immoral. I don’t teil 
the cashier of a bank that it is wrong to steal, and then add 
that if he steals every dollar in the vault he can repent and 
be forgiven as well in Canada as in the United States; 
neither do I tell him that when he repents there will be 
more joy in heaven than over ninety and nine honest 
cashiers who never stole! a dollar. That doctrine is immoral, 
but it is not mine. Neither do I tell people that they are 
accountable for the sins of a couple of people who lived 0,000 
years ago, and that they can be justly punished for offences 
they never committed. That would be immoral. Nor have I 
told people that they can get to heaven by the virtues of 
another man, or that another man or god can be good and 
they can get the credit for it. That, too, would be immoral.

“ I have not told people that they ought to become heavenly 
paupers and enjoy the glories of another world purchased 
for them by another person. That would be immoral. But 
I have told them that if they would bo happy they must 
earn happiness ; that happiness cannot be received as alms ; 
that, as a fact, happiness is the interest which decent actions 
draw ; that they must be good for themselves. I have also 
told people that there is no such thing as forgiveness; that 
everybody has to bear the consequences of his own acts, and 
that these consequences are a universal police, whom nobody 
can bribe and no one avoid. That is moral, and in addition 
to being moral it is true.

“ I have never told any one that a God of infinite wisdom 
and goodness could make hundreds of millions of people,

----------------------------------------------------------------------- \ jitt
knowing that they would be eternally damnea.. 
would be immoral, because it makes the God re^ ' #er 
talk about a monster. A  God of infinite wisdom and ¡s 
has no right to make a failure, and certainly a man ' 
born to eternal damnation can hardly be called a succ 

“ If I could change a stone into a human being, kn 
that he would be a murderer and be hanged before n0 jieil, 
get religion, and hence, according to orthodoxy, g° ¿od 
1 think I might far better leave the stone alone. 1 ¿j,
makes people out of dust and knows they will be <‘a tj,»t 
he had far better leave the dust alone. I don’t thin, 
any God has a right to add to the misery of inankin • ^  
think otherwise seems to me to amount to an insw 
that God is a monster and a savage.” j 0nes

“ In other words, Colonel Ingersoll, while Sam înk 
thinks the tendency of your lectures is immoral, y0“ ,̂ 
the criticism applies more accurately to his preaching ,,

“ I don’t want to criticise any one man in parUcuia ’ t 0t 
the reply. “ The religion of our day is immoral. * ¡gc 
the sermons preached are immoral, and, as a rule, t gStly 
subversive of the aims and ends of justice. I do *\ ^0^ 
think that if we had a few less sermons and a t0V gfo"' 
lectures of a sensible kind, the world would actual 3 
better, brighter, and happier.” ,pSS a»“

“ Do you think the revivals of to-day are as |ls(J]ieU you 
hurtful as those you have described as being hold w 
were a boy ?” • . , oUgh11

“ In answer to that I would say we are passing tjE jgore 
change. People are slowly becoming more :U* ueDcfl 
thoughtful, and I think the evangelist will, in c9rJ]\.1futUI’f 
soon become a thing of the past. The preacher of t 1 -eSts 
will be a teacher. He will be one of the high 1’ ,[J) 0". 
nature, and he will tell people how to live in this w ĵoO41 
how to enjoy the sunshine of this life. The se“  j0pg«r 
exhorters will have to go to the rear. They arc nn(jraOce' 
useful, if they were ever so. They are, indeed, a I'1 
Only a little while ago, in Spain, the people w. 
afflicted with cholera mobbed the doctors, looted ^ay tn 
stores, and relied upon religious processions to js 
pestilence. They were behind the times, j ,  i ‘ cr i l , 
revivalist who tries to stay the onward march ot ¡¡a# 
appealing to heavens or hells. He is pursuing * _ Tp 
course, with a certainty of achieving the same res,pink 
world is beginning to see that people act and ,U]J 1 
themselves under the circumstances of the hou 
realise that to improve people their conditici . 
changed. This can bo done !only by developing je 
and civilising the heart. We must convince the P E  js a 
wrong-doing is an ignorant blunder, that to get 1 ”.c fir>! ,r 
effort of intelligence, and when these thoughts yurtW 
embodied in the minds of the people there will he tg. 1 
use for medicine men, for augurs, or for evang ,
appeal to the supernatural will be useless. . . . jjftta e 

“ When that time comes man will cease to .1? peCoiH0 1 
controls the forces of this, world, and man wifi 
providence of man.”

—St. Louis Globe-Democrat.

May 26^S9^

MR. PUTNAM’S ENGAGEMENTS.

.Mu. Charles Watts lias mado the following 
engagements for Mr. S. P. Putnam

May 26, Liverpool.

lectu'

Abf

24, Derby ; so, Sheffield. M ’ ’
Bristol • %■ C,' f  ̂ ‘'-¿Ç-Street ; 7, Newcastle-on-Ty“0 ’

■ to i, io  and 17, Plymouth ; 21, Birmingham.
|f?'August ii, Failsworth.

fore friend^who^Wn Ur“f to Now Y°rk in Aug^y/uV cate with Mr. Wut.t* ,n o t  e,1guged him should 00 y tk 
above towns requiring 0,1,co- . Societies near?r Mr. I’utnam to y W Stares should f i ct a*
the Sunday. lsit them when he is in their dn>

Re\ T  Scientifique (May 1 1 ) there is f ' . ^ i ' l ' Î r
ji t'clo by M. J. V. babordo on “ Microceph*]® y puf ¡i
ceohah ■ R is accompanied by portr»1. , it
ce ph a les _ and a chimpanzee. 1 M. Laborde hold ^ lo*s ■ - • -  n . «d u cj% ,c % cl,biological law that the brain cannot b e j  HI1V1 
certain weight and size 
being reduced. The i
in intellectual status to the . x .
however, repeats the saying of M. lirocu. - 
pass for an intelligent ape than an imbcci

(me orma canno* —
,ze without the intellectual - 

microcéphales mention#chimpanzee. - u,() r*<
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A C I D  DROP S .
rection confounded me.’ 
unravelment.”

3 2 7

So it is to me a mystery beyond

May ig E~ ras shaken by an earthquake on Saturday night, 
fan ill cr j  s. wero set ringing in many houses, and people 
'«’.ere at n°W< s the streets. Of course the performances 
killed an s^°PPcd at the theatres. Some persons were 
'Vere laid a ^reat many injured. At Grassina forty houses 
kuryin., „ ln ruins > 'it Lapaggi several buildings fell in, 
Martino t?me J)ers°ns who were unable to escape. At San 
liver\v) i “ e church was destroyed, the congregation being 

by the falling masonry. ~ ’
"'asrovide;

„ — ________ ... . . . j . Several were crushed
anc*, a large number badly injured. Believers in

*  “ S  ’ should ask themselves why the worst mischief 
Sht m a place 0f worship.

Th* _____
of I?6!"80? 8- have been burnt to death in the Russian 

Ihis, t 0 rest-Litewski, which has been destroyed by lire. 
°u‘ldings RiVer’ hs a trifle to eternal hell hereafter. The
0lle Cat}

JUr

is a tnile to eternal hell hereatter. the 
destroyed included three Russian churches and 

who church.

,heriiahan’ ?lr>S probably remember our review of Mr. 
!i°°k, hIlf and the Ant. It appears to us a worthless
„It is reall 8 ^ et^0dist Times calls it “ a very fine study.” 
,and the ^ iU1 ?P°I°Sy I°r God,” says the Methodist organ, 
n r Bod i S°iUi*on Is that he suffers more than we do.” 

i lor n r , ^  18 sad to know that he suffers so much, and 
e*»e Jus i?lnK j but the saddest thought is that he has to 
■ l 'ir own aV° °?y  ” in the hands of little people who, on 
aboat in sll°wing, are relatively like maggots crawling 

n a mouldy cheese.
Tl

a I°r the Prevention of Cruelty to Children
pikers . ln8Trecently at the Mansion House. One of the 
* said ‘'l,ly Ancaster, who stateil that the Queen 
Vecessarv i r : u Gh, dear! to think that it should be 
tfty Uatuni lave such a society in this country.” It was a 
1, *uost (j) .ex.cIamation. England often boasts of being 
i3 a m e d ‘r ' lan couul t'y in the world, yet savages would 

mis t0 kreat their children as thousands treat theirs
^ -re a d in g  land.

■5°0,000 fo/^Shes wants the Wesleyan Methodists to raise 
î We t0 , missionary ” purposes. One of these days the 

C va!ity, and°^.,!Jlissionaries are sent will learn of our 
m Us tlu. '! Send over some of their own missionaries to 

error and wickedness of our ways.

^c^Sised^l’’ se°retary of the Cruelty Society, has never 
chrC ar>stM »  t lc monstrous lie he once uttered, that 
Ily e to tor*™ .Jl1® worst ill-users of children. He may

e

-“ iortm: ‘.“ ’ get it, but we shall remember it against hii .
i?tst ca ateJy. from his point of view, some of the ver^ 
ls lyint lua Society has taken in hand have disproved 

assertion. The culprits have been Christians,. d 
very pious Christians. Not one of them hasarist.

,°cCi hog

êcui,
tye Vu

vje engiiLj0 acknowledge any good work that Christians 
¡ S 4 J 1 «  ln, and we congratulate the Rev. W. Douglas 
fetial the chaplain of Wandsworth Prison, on the 
> h i 3 T Ce88 of Ins efforts to improve our penal system, 
Il teeti., 8candal to our civilisation. We had the pleasure* S  >»8. Mr '

"¡¡S '*
i- PnriforeilCO of t»ll6iYlr* Morrison at a recent ^on {ar more 

J’nHiDf>taruin League, and ho was chaplain who
t  and Imuiane than another prison 1
nonsense with a G od Almighty air.

plúch *raUQ1SOn íu stly 1'rí Í3et<i aU iis°“ y^inciples áre M  dou er naively remarks that ins l?itC 'Wn bv n. *
imes,

principles are all 
great jurist, Jeremy Beutham, but have

forgets
tk'**®rto **k*y flmt

Jereinv^^disregarded.” Our contemporary* D V  ] L n i i  V-/ cu . i
. l^oain was au Atheist

|%e f^ogist1 ^  writer rebukes Lombroso, 
- ievfjfjuer o,, <-u _ l1? !°w estimate of human

the great 
nature. A

Jkat tllc : 110 Methodist writer states that “ Christians 
mage of God is even in a man or

i s -
iiSurl ?e<l to v,- — ul viou is even ill a man or a woman 
iSuuSmbro-ro0 aincI erime.” This is going a great deal 

Sfg °f huim’ k 0 regards the criminal as an abnormal 
''Oh • afllif.,.1, •y*. According to the Methodist writer, 

1 lfstianitv ’ with the same evil predisposition; so 
h, fulrr, •’ 18 more pessimistic than Science.

a n s ;r ,at,S0̂ ticH are always asking, Why 1 This 
.̂ et eXni..,8 them : “ There are so manv thinors tliuv

od '_____
free agent.

\> to,,*«"taniA1“ «mm : “ There are so many things they 
^ ¡n j' Oq(J .. ained- They cannot understand the Trinity, 
^  iJ}J0can p Mpi'ie sovereign and yet man
(liJ,i let t ! ‘ey say : ' I don’t understand why a good

world.’ Neither do I. 
Câ kUir.Ĵ Kes . ,'S8 that child started in life with such 
V ' l S  1 j 'vl‘de others have

•ho:
' “ ¡»8 ' S 01 W1

started in life 
physical and mental

say
They get out of church on 

‘ That doctrine of the resur-

It is foolish to let the cat out of the bag in this fashion. 
Still, the folly has its compensations. For one thing, it 
saves Talmage the trouble of discussion. Why should he 
debate the Resurrection? It is a mystery. The.sceptic 
who wants to discuss it mustn’t apply to Talmage. He 
must apply to someone who is a little more foolish ; someone 
who doesn’t see that discussing Christianity only demon
strates its utter irrationality.

The New York Sun suggests that Talmage should get 
stereopticon views to illustrate his realistic sermons. It says 
that his verbal descriptions of the scenes in the skies of the 
New Jerusalem and those down in limbo, or deeper still, 
really ought to be translated from language into stereopticon

Eictures, which would have a hundred times the potency of
is words, even with his widest mouth and wildest gestures. / _______
Dr. Heber Newton, of New York, gave a sermon on the 

resurrection of Jesus, which he declared was spiritual, 
though his disciples mistakenly supposed it to be material. 
He has been denounced by many of his fellow sky-pilots, 
Dr. Tyler declaring that he denied in his sermon what he 
teaches in the service, for he repeats every Sunday the 
Apostles’ Creed, which declared “ the resurrection of the 
body.” The Rev. Mr. Harsha accuses Dr. Newton of 
striking a blow at the Christian faith. He says, if the 
disciples were mistaken, all the Christian Church is, and has 
been, at sea. The Rev. I. M. Haldeman declares that Dr. 
Newton is a traitor to the Christian cause and worse than
an infidel. ------

The Roman Catholic clergy are expressly forbidden to 
conduct the funeral service of any one who dies in the 
Orthodox Greek faith, so that Russian sailors, who happen 
to die in France, run a considerable risk, in spite of French 
enthusiasm for Russia, of being refused Christian burial.

The Abbé Lemire reports from Rome that the Pope was 
so painfully affected by the new tax on the religious orders 
in France as to shed tears. He would not counsel resist
ance, hut says he was only prevented from breaking off 
diplomatic relations with the Republic because it might he 
detrimental to the Catholic schools and other missionary 
enterprises in the East. The [Kicket cjms to be the vital 
point in all religions. ___

Apropos of the reception given by the Pope to the ex-Duke 
of Parma, the following anecdote is told : The Pope, 
wishing to console his deposed and melancholy visitor, 
said : “ Never mind, one must he resigned to the decrees of 
heaven, which prove to us the iniquity of the world. I also, 
as you know, am the victim of the evils of the time.” 
“ Your Holiness,” interrupted the ex-Duke, “ is not so badly 
off, being in your own house, while I must seek for 
hospitality far away.” The Pope changed the subject.

Mr. Carvell Williams asked a question in the House of 
Commons relative to the teaching of “ The Children’s Hymn 
Book,” which is a Church of England production, “ arranged 
in the order of the Church’s year,” by the School Board of 
Hambledon, Hants. The only satisfaction he received was 
the statement by Mr. Aeland that the Education Depart
ment consider that School Boards will he wise to retrain 
from providing hymn-hooks for children which are connected 
with any particular church or denomination, and to which 
objection might ho taken by some of the parents.

M. 1 ’ierre Courbet writes in Cosmos against Professor 
Max Müller for saying that, if the Buddhist Life of Jesus, 
brought forward by M. Notovitch is true, “ It would 
demonstrate once for all that Jesus is a real historic 
personage.” Ho says : “ What ! because there has been 
discovered in an obscure monastery of the Himalayas a 
manuscript that nobody knew about up to this day, do you 
pretend that this manuscript constitutes sucli an historic 
monument that it would smooth away all difficulties 
relative to the life of Jesus'! When an historic work has 
not been known to its contemporaries, it is necessary, if we 
are to accord it serious belief, that its author should be 
known, and that we should he able to show that the work in 
question is really his.” ____

M. Courbet thinks there is no need of any new document 
to establish the historic character of the life of Jesus ; hut 
he does not bring to the evidence the sceptical criticism 
which ho brings to the work of M. Notovitch. He displays 
his own ignorance of the subject by talking as if the Gospels 
were demonstrated to he the actual work of eye-witnesses, 
and by quoting the palpable forgery in Josephus and the 
questionable passage in the Annals ascribed to Tacitus, as 
if these were decisive. Ho even makes out that the Toldos 
Jeshu says that Jesus raised the dead. What the Tokios 
Jeshu does say may bo seen by any reader of The Jewish 
Life o f Christ.
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The following comes from America, and is not vouched 
for. Some may think that, if not true, it deserves to be : 
“ A  Congo native, who has been taught to read and write, 
has just sent a letter (his first) to the Archbishop of 
Canterbury. It reads as follows : ‘ Great and good chief of 
the tribe of Christ, greeting: The humblest of your servants 
kisses the hem of your garments, and begs you to send to 
his fellow servants more gospel and less rum. In the bonds 
of Christ. Ugalia.’ ” ____

The Holy Carpet has gone, as usual, from Cairo to Mecca ; 
but many intending pilgrims have been scared by the early 
outbreak of cholera. Even Muslims are becoming too 
infected with rationalism to fancy that the holiness of the 
carpet will ward off disease germs.

Catholicism has been defined as a religion of candle-grease ; 
but this definition will no longer serve, since the Pope has 
given his sanction to illuminating churches by electricity, 
except on the altars, which, as before, will only be lighted 
by wax candles or lamps with olive oil, the altar being 
specially dedicated to God, who is fond of the old fashions.

Mariano Gentile, the millionaire, who died recently at 
Messina, left his immense fortune to the Jesuits, although 
he had many poor relations. The fact has caused much 
indignation in Sicily.

The foundation-stone of the projected Roman Catholic 
cathedral for Westminster will be laid by Cardinal Vaughan 
on June 29. There is to be a great gathering of the faithful 
from all parts on this occasion. According to the prophecy 
of the leading Catholic organ in this country, the crowd will 
be the “ biggest ever gathered for a single service since the 
time of the Reformation.” Perhaps it will be, and perhaps 
not. In any case, the London Echo says, it will not be a 
bigger crowd than other religious bodies, “ or even 
Secularists,” could bring together, if they made as great 
efforts as the Roman Catholics nave made to secure a 
gigantic display. Still, it is no use blinking the fact that 
the Catholic Church is making headway in England. It 
seems destined to absorb a large part of the Protestant 
Church; and, as Charles Bradlaugh predicted, the great 
fight of the future will be between Catholicism and 
Ereethought—the two logical extremes of Faith and Reason.

The confession of Arthur Orton, the “ Tichborne claimant,” 
whose case excited so much attention about twenty years 
ago, ought bo remind people of the little weight to be given 
to popular judgment of evidence. The mass held that the 
claimant, having been recognised by his mother, in the 
dark, must be the real Sir Roger, and, with his counsel, Dr. 
Kenealy, he was, for a time, one of the mo3t popular men of 
the day. Such facts should serve as a warning against the 
too ready reception of strange stories of years gone by.

W. D. Howells, the American novelist, in a recent inter
view, said : “ I do not go to church, because the sermons I 
am likely to hear make me antagonistic. I feel that I want 
to get right up in my seat and refute, then and there, 
many of tne dogmas and arguments of the so-called Christian 
life.” ____

The Messiah business is not as flourishing as in the old 
days. Mr. Christ Koresh Teed has suspended his Flaming 
Sword; the prophet, T. L. Harris, who captivated Laurence 
Oliphant, and was said to have been rejuvenated, is showing 
signs of age, and losing the regard of young lady followers ; 
and Christ Schweinfurth, kn ¡to. as the Rockford Messiah, 
has been indicted by the grand jury of Wuinebango county, 
with three of his “ angels,” who, it is said, have become 
mothers under his ministry, professedly through the 
instrumentality of the Holy Ghost. They are charged with 
living in open defiance of morality. It always was a risky 
profession.

At a banquet of ministers in Chicago, on the evening of 
May 1, Fred L. Chapman, editor of a church paper, said he 
had thoroughly investigated the co3t of conversions in that 
city, and he found that each soul saved by the Baptists cost 
$285 ; by the Methodists, $384 ; the Presbyterians, $533, 
and the Congregationalisms, $580, the average being $443. 
Under the law of competition it would appear that the 
Baptists will ultimately possess the earth.

Under the heading, “ A Christianised Kafir,” the Pretoria 
Press, of South Africa, reports the case of a native charged 
with rape and attempted murder. It says : “ The accused 
was a member of a choir of Christian natives in this city. 
A hymn-book was found near the scene of the struggle, and, 
after being arrested, he asked for a Bible, which he said 
had been in his pocket.” Perhaps he had been reading the 
choice stories in the book of Judges, how the Israelites 
took the daughters of Shiloh, and how the Levite treated 
his concubine.

It is reported that a son of Mr. Frederic Harrison,^ 
famous Positivist, has just joined the Catholic bn . 
Our readers will remember that Mrs. Besant’s daugh*-6 -jy 
recently reported to have joined the same comm 
Those who are tired of thinking, or incapable ot lb 
Catholicism a soft pillow for their poor heads.

In the case of the young lady librarian who sued * 
of God at Los Angeles for a slander uttered in Y a 
prayer, the court decided that no prayer contain 
slander, publicly uttered, can be exempt from ®  ̂aStor 
consequences, and that no communication made by a ? , 
to his congregation is privileged because of such relat

On Sunday, at Clermont Ferrand, they celebrated,^* 
grand historical cavalcade, the eighth centenary ^  
First Crusade which Pope Urban II. preached at Vyj]lsit" 
and which the people received with shouts of “ v oc* 'nV0lved 
The religious wars then began lasted for centuries, 1 ¡n 
millions of lives, and finally left the hated ,rurkisk 
possession of the holy places at Jerusalem, while -.(¡¡jn 
soldiers still have to keep the peace between rival O 
sects. ____

It is noted as a somewhat curious coincidence % a!i*3Uoi><!e 
the Crusades are occupying the public mind in ;\[oh»ui' 
more, arrangements are being made for building a 
medan mosque in Paris. ____

In Paris there is now open a Buddhist T e m p ;llso 
Lafont assures us in his new book on Buddhism. ent oi>Aj? 
mentions that he knows of Christian missionai ies, S<L ¿¿bis»» 
convert the Buddhists, who became adepts of the 
faith.

,, prayed.
Dean Farrar has just issued a book on The Lora s a0d

“ Mostwhich is advertised in the Spectator as - - -  „  
readable.” Has the new Dean been perusing the r  ' 
and has he caught its profane infection ?

The Rev. Scott Hershey, of Boston, is reported « 
that there are two millions of young men in Amerr,v,i;
are practical and theoretical unbelievers in the 
religion, through the influence of Colonel Ingerso 
hope it is true.

ted a3_s,<̂ bo
;ti»»Ch*Tbet**8

Four youths have been charged before the b*0'  nle0 
trates with playing football on Sunday. The 8ri\[ie hot1? 
the charge was that the game “ was played during ^urd* 
of divine service.” But as it was not played near l̂ uCij v> 
the case was dismissed. Those four youths nave at to 
be thankful for. In the old Bible days a man w pl»yi"t’ 
death for ¡licking up firewood on the Sabbath. ry let*1, 
football would have meant roasting alive, at the

Last Sunday evening a sermon on “  The Use 
was preached at Westminster Chapel by W. Evans ^  « , 
M.A._ The chapel is a large edifice, and the preac ,
are informed by a friend who attended) was a(jaiid j  
eloquence. But he knew little of Atheism- :ty,
the brilliancy of the Atheistic attack on Christi^ ¿¡¡j9rl« 
alluded in highly complimentary language to the * , :s0i f  j 
Bradlaugh ; but he told his congregation that A .¡10jst 1* s 
“ sin in its most shocking form,” and that the ■».
“ no reason to lead a moral life.” Mr. H u rn a a ^ j^ l^
his little tabernacle for the illimitable universe. an iedunderstand any way of being good but bis o ^r0iê b 
forgets that the most immoral men of the age ,l

„11 l»*5
C or»** ’ tb«

Christians.

Parson Collins, of Blisland, near Bodmin, i»  ffer u* 9 
mediieval notions as to the function and IJllV/VlllV * U1 UVWmBB wo vu UUU —
Church. Four lads in his parish committed.an‘ 
servant girl, and the parson induced her to ” culp .-e 
out of consideration for their parents. Two o re^y 
agreed to go to church, confess their crime, ‘ ¡c0 t . 
absolution. This they did, and after the ^ es, by ,̂3

- fl t|,e
tin, 

»

absolution. This they did, and after tne L>y - (
distributed £2 worth of bread at the churchg „ 3opl0
of penance. There was a great concourse o l v̂a.V t;n ■ *’ > ■ >t °  i i„d gave ));iJ ti‘plenty of laughter and horseplay.-------_ —or auu nuiocjjijP. One lad K‘1'  ̂ bill »

read, and the other spooned out treacle tr0 upc’Tg 
- • ..................“ ilitia band

remembered in til,, „an. , tr°ae]e Sunday" .anything by the AA18.1- Whether morality reader5
to decide for themselves8 lnterfereuce we leave ° - .1 fft

A “ Christian Israelite” who has B5,V”Ni»n ir̂ T-ihpa 
forty years” advertises for some “ kind Chris j egUg e t 
lend him £30. What on earth, or elsewhere, Wjg ,̂r ‘ „ 
doing ? Why doesn’t he come to the relief o 
The streets of the New Jerusalem are paved oJ1 
a few ounces might easily be spared (say '  yj, 
repaving) for a found sheep of the House of 4

i the t?

sc;t > í
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

May !9. Hall Science, 142 Old-street, London, B.C. 
J ’ The Flight of the Jerusalem Ghost.

TO CORRESPONDENTS.
M, q **

J«no (j pLlis W atts’s E ngagements.—May 26, Manchester, 
be sent t “fbyrwell.—All communications for Mr. Watts should 
ei"'elono ° ” 'ra (11 a reply is required, a stamped and addressed 
S.W. 1 muat be enclosed) at 81 Effra-road, Brixton, London,
 ̂9oe(j 
ive

J, i°ld matter.

,OEg,_a
give At- i>° Paragraph. Liverpool is a big city, and should

Putnam big audiences. We note your memorandum

Pleased
Gott,_

"•h(
Glad to hear the Bradford Secularists were soW *t l ---  “ V “ 1 UUW -1-FA U U lO l  VI KJwu U KV l AO wO IM / iO  UV

'trevn- u "R- Putnam. He will make friends, and keep them, er he goes.
. ^HgionJj (^ U ).—Some comparative moral statistics of 
A Moljfjf - U |n<Ha appeared in the Freethinker of March 17.

I'totv Sô 8 (plasgow).—As you are “ a follower of Jesus,” ho may 
lrivite Ua etbing about you. We don’t. It is kind of you to 

*s °<iuall° a/ la"’or your letters in a Birmingham paper. Perhaps 
' L Jr.„ •’ a‘nd on °ur part to decline your invitation.

the

J.

grand d Isased to hear that you thought Mr. Foote’s lecture 
^tunced'lf ^“^ruotive.” Father Furniss’s Si'jht of Hell,

M  . -  ------U U 1  Ja/LVL u  u \j  u v o u h v

'e,JkUiT Shall appear in our next.
 ̂§ranc

“ Dangle” in the Clarion, has often been held up 
jR'Es °UCe iu Preethought journals.
P4t.^ j0SeVT®— See paragraph.

t&ionai p barker was for a brief period co-editor of the 
,birity y(r‘ !ef ° rmer with Charles Bradlaugh. It was moro than 
i, PtighsK aj?°' Joseph Barker did return to Christianity, and 

boss thi» r re°thinkers thought it was becauso he could not 
il°atlyb0x j ° 'v-” Ho was a man of frequent changes, and

«•.W
, - ••• hü waa Ui xxxuax <

>VuTt tlle compass of opinion. 
lfl c^sin(7'^ar^ an  ̂18 entitled to his opinion that ho succeeded

Ho is not cut out to do
to

ÎJyfchitiJ* jocular meeting-places.
^ tchant’ ^he kind. Mr. Foote is perfectly indifferent 
*tho Afu°.pinion him. He is content to lot his pamphlets 
JPoak f0 Shoemaker and the Hall of Science Libel Case 
if1-Bon8 n thepiselves. They will produce their effect on

Other persons must bo left to
stuPidity.'

Oj°lyoake>a~~(b .We do not remember such a sentence in Mr. 
a a votv ■ ' ritlngs. Ho is an Atheist himself, and tho author
C W ? “8 a,ld intl\ out uj he can re";
I-Jthe y j]„ ^y>”  though ho may have said, and said truly, 
On u '■ Ser>erally regard an Atheist in that light. (2)
on i Atheism ,Tlews on Atheism are expressed in his two essays 
Mr a (°rdshi ,'lnd Superstition.”  There is a careful article 

(j '̂coto’g //!8 crtticism of Atheism in the second volume of 
ur0 A^Cories . 1,6, 8 ° /  Freethought. (3) Catholic monasteries 
6tch • at®d as ar°- not subject to government inspection. They 
t l*  ¡nstituu Pril’ato houses. (4) We are quite satisfied that 
of b ta°y shou/Vh av° '3eon tho scenes of grave scandals, and 

J, ^ an  libert - 6 8uh)eck to inspection, in the common interest
C' ty s UAAkn ~gh„ii
(JMv ,iUTlt__Ti & 11 aPPear-

A k,, O u t , 10 Chronicle correspondence on “  Is Christianity 
__gQr PPeared early in 1802, wo believe.
epet.1.1,'? *'° hear there are threats of disorder at tho 0 ./Port • u'air

_ u -

MolVoaA\— (1) W e d o  not rem em ber suchy  °ake s writings. , .
"aforesting and instructive Trial o f Theism. It is 

t’bat he can regard an Atheist as one av to

•Bi
> * .

the Br: 
Thanks.

Meetings,
U ¡ í lncl1 platform.

Wo hopo tho local Secularists will 

Sou paragraph.

A /y,*101 book unv *'i° 'S in Scotland for an indefinite period, and

A.

* Ai\ -'-■vjk u v , ,  i  ’  *** u ^ u u i a u u  xu x  a n  xnv.

^c'V18» Sec ' ^a 0̂s 0̂r London Branches.
^ t o & h d e B i r e s  us to state that tho Hull Branch has 
C T 0 ŝumort0nfcinuo Hs mootings during tho summer. They 
‘^•--Outtir, °n t'1°  drst ®unday in October.

“ ^ wngs uro alw ays w elcom e. 
b.tthl>ear,'~Â anhs for your in terestinginteresting letter. Tho verses shall

-Wr’its,' ¿et, but ar® obligod for the copy of tho Theosophist 
?'51teo-:e3ant. ,,.a think we have given suflicito -»Qrio " ul,> Unlo ------  “ " ,D tii'cn sullicient attention to

hhi. career. \ v "°  Il°tice a fresh development in her 
fom Wo dare say thero will bo something toA 0111 M

J. u ,  fiS s .

.J  w v u u u  LIU 5XU  W i l l  UC5 »U llXU tX XXX X^ l/U

■ i utnam’s letters when tho Truth seeker arrives.

'tks
°xt week. Thanks.

ago. 1,110 joke is an old one. Wo told it and printed
^ C > r v ED , rhat—Crescent-Derby Daily T.oleAl̂ ’rwentieth Century— .- iv i- ;: ; Advertiser—Islamic World.  nuen Court— two
i^lds w®8Aen Chronicle—Public Ol»nl°, J  _Truthsoeker ^ ^ ‘^ o u d  New8-Light-^olidarit>rotor_ Loav0

Thinker—B oston G uardian tiKator—E ch o—Is^oSeeuW Thought-Boston -Ilfracombe
^ - v v  us-Treston Guardian—Hu B iUlct’8 Journal.

M orning N ew s-M orn in g  »  ^  {ftVor by
^ , 1, ' A  R6,'d  us nows\iaiiers w ould attontiou .

K the Passages to which they wish to cai

L etters for tho Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 
28 Stonecutter-street, London, E.C.

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

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. ,

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

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

Scale op A dvertisements.—Thirty words, Is. 6d.; every suc
ceeding ten words, 6d. Displayed Advertisements:—One inch, 
4s. 6d.; half column, £ ' 2s. 6d.; column, £2 5s. Special terms 
for repetitions.

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.

THE HALL OF SCIENCE.

Since my return from Derby I have been ploughing 
through tremendous arrears of work. During my absence 
from London I left certain critical matters in the hands of 
Miss Vance, who carried out my instructions with tact and 
loyalty. I desire to express the highest appreciation of 
the energy and attention she has displayed during the 
recent trouble in connection with the Hall.

The audience, on Sunday evening, were comfortably 
seated, and everything looked as usual. They little knew 
the narrow escape we had run, or what labor and anxiety 
had been incurred.

Owing to my preoccupation with so much other work— 
to say nothing of other reasons— I must defer giving the 
history of this Hall of Science affair. But I am thoroughly 
resolved to give it before the N.S.S. Conference, and 
therefore I shall give it in next week’s Freethinker, unless 
the paper or I should be dead before then.

And really a Secular leader is liable to curious dangers. 
I have mot with several madmen in my time, and a week 
or two ago I met with one who is now in an asylum. He 
called at the office and wanted to see me alone for a few 
minutes. I did not grant him the interview, but advised 
him to go home and see a doctor. Ho left a basket at the 
office, which ho would call for presently. When the police 
opened it they found several things, including a nice, sharp 
carving-knife.

With respect to the Hall of Science, it will be remembered 
that Mr. R. O. Smith would not promise to extend the 
time of his oiler to the end of May. So far as the time is 
concerned, after what has just happened, he cannot help 
himself. I am therefore keeping the matter open. At the 
finish he will either come to terms or he will not, and in 
any case I presume ho will consult his own interest and 
convenience, so that it is not so very difficult to make a 
reasonable calculation.

A  Dublin friend, who promises to take ten shares, 
expresses his surprise that my appeal has to be continued. 
He imagined that the £600 would be raised in a few weeks 
at the outside. In his own mind there is no doubt what 
ever as to the necessity of maintaining headquarters for our 
party in London.

Some Lancashire friends, who have previously subscribed 
to various objects in our movement, say they do not under
stand why the London friends cannot raise the £600 
themselves. “  How is it,” said one of them to us, “  that a 
well-to-do Londoner doesn’t come along and say, Here is 
the whole £600 for you 1” There is some force in the 
observation. But, on the other side, it must be said that 
London has furnished the major part of what has been 
received from this appeal; and that, after all, the 
provincial friends are not uninterested in the maintenance 
of headquarters in London. The metropolis is really a 
national centre, and a success in it reacts favorably upon 
the entiro country.

I want Secularists, in the provinces as well .as in London, 
to regard this matter very seriously during the next week 
or s o ; and to apply for shares, or to forward donations, 
during that poriod.

A Christian opponent at the Hall of Science on Sunday 
evening doclared that if 1 devoted what he called my
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“  brains and eloquence ”  to Christianity, I should not need 
to appeal so long for ¿6600. Perhaps not. But I make 
allowance for the relative poverty and disadvantages of 
Secularists. Still, I do think that the amount should be 
more than realised by the end of May.

The few donations that have reached me since last week 
will be acknowledged in the next issue of this journal. I 
will also state the exact number of shares applied for, the 
total of subscriptions, and the amount of conditional 
promises. Reckoning these we are not far off the requisite 
figure, and a little fresh effort should carry us to the point 
of success.

I desire to correct a misapprehension of my closing 
remarks last week. I do not mean to act— indeed I 
cannot act— except in concert with the Board of Directors 
and the shareholders of the National Secular Hall Society 
(Limited). If they do not approve my. plan, I shall be 
unable to carry it out. If they do approve it, I recognise 
no right on the part of others to any sort of objection. 
All our troubles at the Hall have arisen from conflicting 
powers and divided responsibilities. My own view is that 
an enterprise in which money is sunk should be conducted 
on business principles ; and I shall be much astonished if 
that view does not commend itself to the Directors and the 
Shareholders. G. W . FOOTE.

S U G A R  P L U M S .

Me. Foote occupied the London Hall of Science platform on 
Sunday evening, and lectured to a good audience on 
“ Riddles of the Sphinx.” He was listened to with profound 
attention, and tremendously applauded at the finish. Mr. 
Touzeau Farris, who kindly came and took the chair, said 
that such a lecture ought to have been heard in a hall twice 
the size and packed to the doors. He was glad to know that 
the President of the N.S.S. was one who could give real 
thought, as well as time and energy, to the work of the 
movement. Mr. Parris made an earnest appeal for support 
to the Hall scheme, which had his heartiest sympathy. His 
remarks on this point were supplemented by the lecturer ; 
after which there was some good-tempered discussion. Mr. 
Foote lectures at the Hall of Science again this evening 
(May 26), taking for his subject “ The Flight of the 
Jerusalem Ghost”—apropos of the Whitsuntide celebration.

The Derby Daily Teleyraph devotes an editorial to the 
recent debate between Messrs. Foote and Lee. The 
following extract from this article will interest our readers : 
“ For obvious reasons we shall make no attempt to report, 
even in summarised form, the arguments adduced ; and we 
have the less hesitation in adopting this course because 
arrangements were made by the disputants themselves to 
have the debate reported at length and published in 
pamphlet form. But the considerations at which we have 
hinted need not stand in the way of our bearing testimony 
to the skill and ability with which the two opponents 
sustained their parts. Both men are born debaters. To 
earnestness of conviction, and the rare gift of submitting 
complex matter in an attractive form, they unite oratorical 
powers of a really brilliant type. Mr. Lee, despite his con
nection with the West of Er land, furnishes evidence, in 
moments of fervid declamation, of Hibernian origin. That 
he loves his work—that his heart and soul are in it, no 
listener to his eloquent appeals could fail to perceive. On 
Thursday he was manifestly suffering from weakness—he 
had, it transpired, been compelled to spend most of the day 
in bed—but lie entered upon his task with an ardor which 
never failed him, and with a fascinating fluency which 
never for a moment flagged. Mr. Foote is more deliberate 
in his utterances, but his phraseology bespeaks the scholar 
no less than the elocutionist, and at times he rises to a very 
high level of oratorical expression. A more vivid and im
passioned peroration than the one with which he brought 
Wednesday’s meeting to a close it has rarely been our 
fortune to hear. We can pay its author no higher compli
ment than to say that it awakened recollections of Charles 
Bradlaugh in his best days. It is pleasant to be able to say 
the debate was marked by mutual courtesy. Mr. Lee gave 
to his conclusions the broadest basis. He made it clear, as 
may lie imagined, that he was a whole-hearted believer in 
Theistic doctrine ; but there was no suggestion, however 
remote, of the sectarian spirit. Mr. Foote, for his part, was 
studiously careful to avoid the aggressive style which 
debaters were accustomed to adopt a generation back. 
That lie advanced many points and drew many conclusions 
which were distasteful to some of his hearers will, of course, 
be understood ; but there was throughout a manifest desire 
on his part to uphold the dignity of the debate. The close

May 26,

interest with which the argumentative duel was f° LjiJ- 
was quite remarkable. On each evening the spacious D 
ing was crowded, many being unable to find sitting 
modation. Now and again there was a disposition o ^ e0 
part of a few sensitive listeners to interrupt the outsp0^  
advocate of Freethought; but, in the main, Mr. Foot ^ 
well and patiently listened to, and his own sympatitistu. 
the room did not fail to punctuate his more powerful ‘ ^  
ments with hearty cheers. It is hardly necessary L  ̂a 
that the great majority of the listeners—who inclui ^  
good many ladies—were favorably disposed towarj 
Lee, whose reception was of a most enthusiastic ue 
tion.” ____

Mr. Charles Watts had a capital audience at the ,C’®c'Jfas 
Hall, Camberwell, last Sunday evening. His l e c t u i  

enthusiastically applauded. Mr. Roger made anoeg0Cietfi
chairman. Mr. Clarke, of the Christian Evidenceto a P?bliu

,besoffered some opposition, and invited the lecturer - ^
discussion, which Mr. Watts declined. Our colleague \ rilte 
it to be understood that he cannot meet third- or four* 
men in set debate. He is quite ready to 
representative Christians, but with no others.

discuss wr

To-day, Sunday, May 20, Mr. Watts lectures three rse, 
in the Secular Had, Rusholme-road, Manchester. Ot 
he will have good audiences.

Mr. S. P. Putnam, our American visitor, delivered ^  
lectures to good audiences at Bradford on Sunday ^  
addresses were highly appreciated, and all who were 1 jfr. 

forward with great pleasure to the time "T  Jay’s• At the close of the“  ̂

times

look
Putnam will visit England again.
work a very hearty vote of thanks was accorded 'jj try 
lecturer. It was coupled with a request that he w 
to induce Colonel Ingersoll to visit the old country-

Liverpool friends will note that Mr. Putnam le<! nftbeif 
their city to-day (May 26). They will, of course, 
very best to give him crowded meetings in the y l . ¿¡vei" 
Hall. Many friends within easy railway distance , êar- 
pool will probably take this opportunity of seeing 'l the 
ing the President of the American Secular Union- ngVqr 
chances and changes of things some of them ® ^ e thp 
have another opportunity; they should therefore

■of %

to

one.

rne .Battersea uranen, m uenance oi ieju<
Sabbath,” is going to have a special entertain , 
dance this evening (May 26) at 8. Members m • , cts (3®‘ 
and their friends are heartily welcome. The ti ĵ,e ow 
and 6d.) can be obtained at the Secular Hall or jiequcr' 
door meeting. The proceeds will go to the Branch e 
which is in a depleted condition.

The Bethnal Green Branch deserves great cred1 opeH' ĵ 
brave way in which it has carried on ta aoo 
propaganda in Victoria Park. It has had to sui f bee 
deal from Christian rowdyism, but it has t0 stf ’ a 
intimidated. Last Sunday afternoon, we regret  ̂ l̂m 
had another painful experience. A  man called L* ,oUjjd 
one time asked assistance of Secularists on the gr aS l»t®*j 
he was “ a gentlemanly opponent of Atheism,  ̂ ba®. „a 
revealed himself in his true colors. He heads 
rowdies who molest our speakers and disturb ou pers0lJ 
in Victoria Park. On Sunday afternoon th ^  * .mpy, 
brutal tactics led to a scene of great disorder- und * 
to Freethinkers in the neighborhood to cm
Victoria Park platform, and assist in niamtai > , lo" 
against these fanatical followers of the meek 
Jesus. ____ tj,0

Delegates and individual members who wi , pns ,gt 
National Secular Society’s Annual Conferenc cUre(i 
and who desire to have hotel accom Branch scot" 
them, should communicate with the local Bra»1 ,
Mr. J. Keast, 32 Morgan-street, St. Paul's, l ' ris '

,-Tii.s fot* {'V
Little time is now left to make arrangem a

I he local Branch has everything ID-’T'for 
Ttranr.». ii concerned. All that now remains
sentedheSw A OVer*thecountry  to seeWe hope to see a large gathering on

&

Theth e  delegates1 fo f  th ® B ris to l B ranch " > r
Hie time permits - ! ! )  lnt?rest on Whit-Sunday, „ 
pleasant ¿u t nJ l’u, d 0,1 tbe Monday they hope to “ g Wlth M many friends as cab stay o'"

will. #3
hav

er-
d

____  ths suP.pJf
The Manchester Branch has for some mo1' jJbril'UtA 

copies of the Free Review to the various C°vinp\Vê ,' -  The L ibrarw ^,,^  ¡(¡0
have now undertaken to supply the magazm®eg8ful * ^  
Up to the present the Branch lias not been -ijjjjak®8, 
efforts to introduce the Freethinker, but i t w 
attempt shortly.
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REPLY TO MR. PUTNAM.

Sir
>da-

T °  THE EDITOR OF “  THE FREETHINKER.”

Had you, as Chairman at the Hall of Science last
M)idf,FVenxn.S> u°t deprecated (though you did not actually 
‘Wrii.a lsc0Ussi°n after the lecture of the President of the 
tainly ^  Secular Union, on “ Freethought,” 1 should cer- 

But t} e H once offered myself as a speaker.
S itv i°Ugh I considered Mr. Putnam’s account of Chris- 
th°uJ t .a a complete travesty of the facts, and therefore 

jl'dlcd for some criticism from myself before the 
those ««Persed, I could not overlook your appeal to 
ŝpeciallyS<nt to sPare Hie lecturer additional fatigue; 

u,1kuown fli5> w l̂en my name was called out, by someone 
JjUrageinpf ™e> your brief comment was a distinct dis- 
■ Chri«f\ 0 .lny being put forward as a representative of 

s»lenCe Clatl Slde : the instincts of a gentleman compelled 
Hd uttf,,.. llly IJart. Besides, whatever may be the views 
He pass;"11068 American Freethinkers, they are men of 
Hat ‘ n"" " "  ■ ' ■
tess

Warm?8 Christians ; and I could not help some- 
i of ij ■y sympathising with the very genuine friendli- 

. .-<cen i11ieftreccPti°n ° i  a Transatlantic cousin. Had I 
, °in an w  w°rds would have been those of welcome 

¡n •Jpishman to one of the great English-speaking— 
Hity win, .main, English-feeling—Republic, unbroken 
Hdd. 1 which would almost mean peace for the whole
- ’ uh asthèarSf ’Uy abstinence from the discussion was due only

^ S o n s  a l  r e a d  v  OlVP.n. T i.Vnnlr if. i «  d u o  f.rt m o  nr*

Pfesf
r;j,dier already given, I think it is due to me, or
r.>r®aenttiip«1)risi'lailHy—actual Christianity, not Mr. Putnam’« 

that I should be permitted to state m;myaici8Dla ~ ë  1 . l l - u i a c  1  SJ
¡Hire la, .°t bis statements „ _______ , ____ t ___
i°r Hira to f p  name certain facts which it will be wise 
Hhe nr.,,,; e mto account before he commences his lectures

in your columns, especially as 1

. I . ^ r?Hnces. 
H  ,.Ja tbe firsfvwors t- Piace, then, he went out of his way to nail 
t,. Hiauitv t'be mast, by defining what he understood by 
ftinous «1- , e distinctly restricted it to—made it co- 

-—belief in these doctrines: (a) the total 
arist; aii mankind ; (b) the vicarious sacrifice of 
H fop ViL®. ,r.nal damnation. And he added that faith

tubing. ^¿Hstians, everything, and conduct and character 
I .1,, T r>. be insisted that his definition was

iv^der^hT^'^- Christianity. 
Hither u.cse mrcumstances, Ijr-mer uumstances,1 need not go into the question
]0ssS ent above-stated definition agrees with the New 
(he force bv n°\ ’ though my criticism would certainly not 

'ffisent ,y.:nUc l an appeal. A reference to history (a) past, 
Ch ' Rig’ s I81™ 06-
CK^bari not unreasonable to appeal for the general
tli0. H a n o . ° f  doctrine to what is, par excellence, the 
itn 0 ie e d S ff® 7 of belief—the A p o s W  Creed. Compare 

°° 'V;iy de *'H. Putnam’s definition ; and, though I am 
the p lr?Ds to minimise any common ground, I csa resirtav»*- j.i-_ a___ •__ o ____ i tt_*__

5 4 ,? «16 butKoH^l)in-1c7aHon for substituting his statement for 
Uj '/r’d by hitQ j  ersiori. As to how far the doctrines, as

the Pr -?'s minimise any common ground, I call 
any ;,^?m ent of the American Secular Union to 
Dthorinf j :beation for substituting his statement for

U, iv j _
(7a ??e heir I / ’ are ln accordance with, or in antagonism 

AnJ k’or I Wl-t,y myself, I will state very briefly later on. 
of 4 k  coils;,|1 r.10r  Pass from the Christian creed of the 
Mnri 6 .°ase ,,«irlt; 1?  our own times. From the very nature 
Jnty.HUs, A, ' less be be a Don Quixote charging against 
lie ?Sltlg ninsi f reod which Mr. Putnam devotes himself to 
to sUrolv v, . p *at which Christians actually hold now. 
ÛtrV,iHr exiof° i cr9ssed the Atlantic to attack that which
It p bi all nn« 1, What, then, is the Christian creed as

4iìteiì-aii °ccum ^C,hurclle? and chapels ?occurpH , u
tot p Hie (wa.t?.me that Mr. Putnam may assert that in 
toeVame at tli!!riStl;ln creed is as he has defined it. I do 
V lbtig Jq e .moment to say what is or what is not the 
MtB u°f tiiy ow Ul<r  -̂n d̂s great country. I know that 

ts here_ r1,1 Episcopal Communion there aro at one 
°sHadin; j  ow wbat was the general teaching of the 

Ho0p r of „ red preachers in U.S.A. during the last
bn(,5s- I r ntur7—Mr. H. W. Beecher and Dr. Phillips tk “Dca« «now 1. . 1.1 I___ .. . _____ i___tjSKT. ""bat is held by a great many leading 
l.'Vftf̂ Hb x ^ n s ’ for [ have read their books. And all

of d^ ; 
in Fom ents.

j'a8li8ai*'tljlin'’ton<( j ‘ Risum teneatis, amici l I do not ask

A ™foiv, is wholly against any very marked 
n s statem°5irine’ sucb as could alone justify Mr.

ally 0£ v . _0 P- But supposing some trustworthy 
and lar 1S WeP! f? visit every church and chapel in 

'Mi C 'bat j,rn broYincial city or town, not once, but many 
Pif, U sUtiis n.b'.’H'P11 would the three doctrines with

fjfMwIr'(iacl1(ir' ,J' Christianity bear to the general teaching 1 fill  ̂iftH. * * At t/'O mAuI O 1AH»A
to my ov
> t enti 
at the F
.y observation of all cases verifiable, every

Urj, (( At the most, a not large percentage.
N X M » . ” i "

' 9.1|  ̂l*Gt̂
■Mly H.aukiuq >)°.Iny °wn views. As to the “ total depravity 

1 I«, i ®Ve th’ .f .^ntirely object to the ¡ihrase ; but I en- 
'CHh i tlowi, i the FaU is universal. As far as anvtbimr
i K i S s  x Y  _______________bve Sacric,l lVu „known has been sinful. As to the 

^to be V 0 v V'brist,” 1 entirely lielieve in it, and 
much in accordance with the universe, as

it is known to us, that, did Christianity not teach it, it 
might appear opposed to fundamental natural laws. As to 
“ eternal damnation,” I accept what the New Testament 
says, but take the words therein written in their natural 
sense, by which I mean their connotation in the minds of 
the original speakers, hearers, writers, and readers.

(1) Archdeacon Farrar—now Dean of Canterbury—in his 
speech at the Manchester Church Congress, October 5,1888, 
brought forward a mass of details : (a) as to the meaning of 
such words as “ eternal” ; (b) as to various views on the 
subject of “ eternal punishment” held by the Church of 
Christ at various times of its long history, which anyone, 
honestly desiring to form a just opinion, should know. I 
am in no way referring to Dr. Farrar’s views. I am simply 
calling attention to what he named as his facts.

(2) 1 also spoke on the same subject at that Congress, 
and named the opinion which I have, for nearly fifteen 
years, constantly expressed—i.e., that belief is not at all the 
same as a creed, and that a so-called “ infidel ” may often be 
far more of a believer in God and in Christ than those 
intellectually accepting the Christian creed. I hold that it 
is natural and reasonable that the phrase, “ belief in,” in the 
Bible should mean what it means in ordinary life ; and that, 
therefore, the man who shows every mark of the spirit of 
Christ is a believer in Christ. I fancy that many “ infidels ” 
will be in a future state (or, rather, are in the spiritual 
world now existing) far higher than multitudes of fairly 
sincere Christians; and everything I read about Christ in 
the Gospels, of which the latter half of St. Matthew xxv. is 
one remarkable instance, confirms me in'this view. Nor do 
I recollect that any Christian to whom I have explained it 
has objected to it as un-Christian.

(3) But, as the name of Farrar may almost prejudice 
many against his views, and my opinion may be regarded 
as of little value, I will now bring forward the testimony of 
one whose ecclesiastical and theological learning was 
gigantic, whom no one could accuse of being Latitudinarian, 
and who, as his Life proves, was the last man to yield an 
iota of what he regarded as true dogma or Catholic truth 
in deference to the wishes or denunciations of the religious 
parties who might, at any given time during his career, be 
dominant in the Church. I mean Dr. Pusey.

In his volume, What is o f Faith as to Everlasting Punish
ment l he states, as expressing the orthodox view of the 
Universal Church : “ None will be lost whom God can save 
without destroying in them His own gift of freewill. None 
will be lost who do not obstinately to the end, and in the 
end, refuse God.” Substitute in that quotation, for “ God,” 
“ the ever-living Being Who is infinite Love and Truth and 
Equity and Holiness and Wisdom and Power,” which sums 
up the Christian idea of God, and it would seem that the 
belief of the Church of Christ simply endorses the cry of 
Abraham, “ Shall not the Judge of all the earth do right V

But to return to my main present thesis—viz., the im
mense difference between Mr. Putnam’s definition of the 
Christian creed and the creed itself, both past and present. 
How did that difference come about 1 Well, the only person 
who can fully explain it is that gentleman himself. Still, 
one may conjecture that, for his own purposes, he has 
chosen to name as the true Christian creed that which un
doubtedly was for a long time very dominant in America, 
though never in England or on the continent of Europe. 
He has, I presume, Calvinism in view ; but even in America 
Calvinism has, I believe, ceased to be dominant. The 
present danger in America—I speak from the Christian 
point of view—is not that too much Calvinism is preached, 
but that its many noble elements are likely to be over
looked and forgotten—e.g., its splendid testimony to the 
exceeding sinfulness of sin, and to Christ being the only 
Savior from sin.

II.—But I have not yet done with Mr. Putnam’s definition 
of the Christian faith. I have dealt with it as regards the 
Church’s creed, but I have hardly touched at all so far on his 
statement—-which it is difficult to quote without indigna
tion—that “ faith was, for Christians, everything, and 
conduct and character nothing.”

I have already pointed out that faith in the Bible covers 
conduct and character ; but it is better, because simpler, to 
ask whether any considerable section of the Christian 
Church has ever held a view so dishonoring to God and so 
lowering for man. Did Calvinists, when they were 
dominant in what is now the U.S.A., speak lightly of 
holiness 1 Were they indifferent to conduct and character ? 
Was it not the very nobility of their lives which almost 
commended what was narrow and untrue in their setting 
forth of the creed 1 Is Mr. Putnam so ignorant of the 
history of his own people as not to recognise that, to their 
indomitable resolution and martyr spirit, and zeal for 
righteousness and abhorrence of falsehood, the American 
Republic, to a great extent, owes its very existence ? 
Again, ho has probably heard of Mr. Moody, a renowned 
American Evangelist, who has more than once visited our 
shores. Would it not be unjust to the last degree to say of 
Mr. Moody that he had not with burning enthusiasm 
declared the absolute necessity of a converted life, full of 
goodness in thought and word and deed 1
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But, taking the widest view possible, whom has the 
Christian Church ever honored the most? Why, the 
saints. And what does “ saint ” mean but an eminently 
good man—loving, humble, self-sacrificing, truthful, honest, 
just, temperate, pure ?

I I I .—And this leads me, in conclusion, to contrast so-called 
“ Freethought ” and the Christianity Mr. Putnam has crossed 
the Atlantic to oppose. As he is a stranger here, he ought 
to be thankful to me for naming some facts emphasising the 
contrast.

(a )  He was in the “ Hall of Science.” Is science taught 
there now 1 Not much, I think. I am not at all a likely 
person to be unjust to “ Freethinkers.” Often the sense of 
their extreme weakness in numbers, and in means, and in 
power, so appeals to my feelings of pity that I would fain 
abstain from drawing attention to that weakness. And so 
it was that, when three ladies of great intelligence and 
earnestness were, for a time, holding classes in the Hall of 
Science, I went out of my way in conversation with 
Christians, and in speaking to Freethinkers in the hall 
itself, to draw attention to the extraordinarily high 
percentage of honors attained by Mrs. Besant, Mrs. Bonner, 
and Miss Bradlaugh’s pupils. But how long did this last ? 
A  few years only ; then—I believe I am right in saying so— 
the classes ceased to exist in that hall. What had gained 
my sincere admiration turned out to be a mere flash in the 
pan ; and I could not help thinking of the old Christian 
standard of “  patient continuance in well-doing.” And, 
because I was almost more than fair to Freethinkers, I am 
entitled to point to the hundreds and thousands of Christians 
who, with no desire for popularity, and out of pure love of 
their kind, continue, year after year, in ceaseless efforts for 
the intellectual (for I am not now speaking of the spiritual) 
improvement of their younger brothers and sisters. A 
single Christian man, Mr. Quin tin Hogg, out of his own 
resources, has done more for the scientific education of the 
millions of our metropolis than fifty Secular Halls of 
Science ( if  they had existed!) would have done in a century !

(b) I repeat, Mr. Putnam was in the “ Hall of Science.1' It 
is the cathedral of his English comrades. It does not strike 
one by its vast dimensions. It is not very noble in its 
architecture. Its adornments are not remarkable. In the 
same street is St. Luke’s Church. It is in a poor neighbor
hood, with small resources. From mere curiosity I looked in 
last Sunday night, and was astonished at its dimensions, its 
architecture, and its adornments. I had anticipated 
nothing of the kind.

But, farther, how many “ Halls of Science ” or the like are 
there in the country ? There is one at Leicester. Are there 
ten of any pretension in the whole of England ? I trow 
not. But churches—why there are, I suppose, from 10,000 
to 15,000 ; and in saying that I am speaking of the Church 
of England only.

Again, you, M r. Editor, congratulated Mr. Putnam on the 
very large attendance. Well, the hall was crowded, but it 
was an altogether exceptional occasion, and there are many 
Nonconformist chapels which can boast a congregation far 
larger every Sunday in the year. Why is that 1 Have you, 
after all, made a mistake as to human nature, and have we 
blunder-headed Christians, by some happy piece of luck, 
managed to come into touch with the great heart of 
humanity ?

(c) Once more, Mr. Putnam was in the “ Hall of Science,” 
the English headquarters of Secularism. If Secularism fails to 
be secular, where does it expect to succeed 1 Well, Mr. Putnam 
can inquire of you what Secularists are doing—of you, Mr. 
Editor, and all your lieutenants, who are forever denouncing 
us for our lack of good deeds, as is natural, considering our 
creed knows nothing of “ cond> ,t and character.” I do not 
mean “ doing ” on the platform or in the press, but I mean 
in good works. I urge him to inquire carefully how many 
children the members of the National Secular Society 
instruct, how many sick persons they visit, how many poor 
they relieve, how many hospitals they provide, how many 
drunkards they reclaim, how many of their fallen sisters 
they restore to the paths of virtue, to how many mourners 
they speak words of comfort. This is good secular work, is 
it not ? I do not ask Mr. Putnam to inquire how much you 
talk about these works of mercy, but how many you do. 
And Christians—what of them 1 I will take but one single 
instance, though in my own experience I have known, and 
sometimes taken part in, scores of a like character.

Last Sunday morning I received by post the May number 
of the Plaistow Parish Messenger. I put it in my pocket to 
refer to when my opportunity came in the evening to reply 
to Mr. Putnam. That opportunity you did not offer, so I 
refer to that “ Church Monthly” now. You will, I am sure, 
recollect that not so many years ago Secularism was jubi
lant in Plaistow, London over the Border. It had a local 
habitation (not always its good fortune elsewhere), the 
Cromwell Club. That Club, by the way, had rather a bad 
name in the neighborhood. It was not, I have been told, a 
centre of “ light and leading.” The Club has long departed 
from the building. The Christian Evidence Society gives 
lectures in it now, and Christianity is doing something for 
the 21,000 odd persons in that desperately poor parish.

What is it doing ? Of course, nothing as regards -. 
improvement of “  conduct and character,” for Mr. Put“»» 

Mear about that. That was what the Secular
Club existed for • Christianity, historically, never! h W 
ever, I  open Mr. Given-Wilson’s “ Church Monthly- \ . 
are many things of a religious and spiritual chara° 
but,_as these are to the Presidents of the N.S.S. an<- -  -  h u rQ }^

the

A.S'.U. what a red rag is to a bull, I  will not m a y  tbe 
feelings by naming them. I will speak o i  puiA 
secular undertakings it records. (1) 9 Wen APirv’s D8?
(2) “ Children’s Annual Excursion.” (3) St. -

Home for Children.” (7) “ St. Monica’s Home o

Nursery.” (4) “ St. Mary’s Hospital for Sick ptypjuday 
(0) “ St. Mary’s Medical Mission.” (6) “ St. Mary s c f0r

.........................Home ol ■»“ * « ~
Rooi
iVnnt

Tea.” (11) “ St. Mary’s Gymnasium.” (12) " 9hat'tfiere 
England Temperance Society.” I observe, also, tn y0u

Women.” (8) “ St. Mary’s Parish Sale Room." pf'iL... 
Mary’s Garment Society.” (10) “ The Annual m of
m -  jj \  ic  r t i  - \ r  j /~ i  •_____  »  \

St
:hl»!

are acknowledgments of gifts from just 250 perso j j  1IlUst 
will pardon me for naming the saints so often, s0nie 
apologise for such hypocrites and fanatics having, -j)ierCy. 
sort of accident, got connected with secular works o Rr‘ 
It has just occurred to me that I am sadly mistaa ^  Dot 
Given-Wilson is a Freethinker in disguise, and, ha’ n(jpoj> 
been Jesuitical, he would have omitted all the sain^ mal,’

beinstead the “ N.S.S.’s Day Nursery,” the N.S.S. s I f .  *jy 
etc. As to the 250 contributors, they must cert 
habitues of the Hall of Science, Old-street. surnii't‘

This is, indeed, a subject for inquiry. Should my jo 
be justified by facts, these generous Freethinkers, r̂£ug 
their modesty pose as Christians, must no l°nA 
credit to that detested name, but avow themselves 1 , j^e, 1 
they are—the only honest men. But, in the m ?,a erents 
will ask Mr. Putnam to inquire whether all the a,dv?n(rliind, 
the N.S.S., through the length and breadth of ° p0or 
do as many secular good works as one vicar of 
parish, and those who respond to his appeals.

C. Lloyd EngstkoM, agciê ' 
Secretary o f the Christian EvideW 

13 Buckingham-street, Strand, W.C., May 11,

DON’T RAKE UP OLD GRIEVANCES-

The spook of the Rev. H. P. Hue,
When expelled from Mother Earth,

With spookly speed to Paradise flew 
To claim his abode with the saintly crew,

And join in their dismal mirth.

Saint Peter looked out, “ Who the dickens ai0 $ 
Comes hammering thus at the gate T 

“ I’m the spook of the Rev. H. P. Hue,
Who so long have harassed the infidel ere' >

Come at last in a sanctified state.” , ,
1’t d0 ’

“ Nay,nay,” said Saint Peter, “ that story 'v'°1 
Your lying is known too well.

If you are the Rev. H. P. Hue, _
You know that all liars must get their due 

With the fibbers that frizzle in hell.’

But the spook of the Rev. H. P. Hue 
Smole a Cheshire grimalkin’s smile, „

As shrilly he crowed “ Cock-a-doodle-doo,
And made St. Pete look exceedingly blue,

As he stirred up his heavenly bile.
• Ra®’

“ For God sake,” he cried, “ come in, Broth0
Don’t rake up that wretched old score; ci-e"r- 

My skin was at stake when that d—d roos 
But just let it drop, and I promise you tru 

That I’ll mention shoemakers no more^ g^yiS’

•d toHere is a good specimen of honest prayer, sa <t g  fie1 ’ 
been made by a disappointed Scotch immigrant: , t jp d
we, thy disobedient children, approach thee this n|(r|1czi 
attitude o’ prayer (an’ likewise o’ complaint). ,, 
cam tae Canady, we expectit to find a land ’ B(,plit, '0’ 
milk an’ honey. Instead o’ that, we fouu’ a lflaCt7g jaO°^ye 
ungodly Irish. Scoor them oot, drag them o’er pri fbat

r.  ̂nwj, " y
hewer? of wood and drawers of water; but, O H jl0[-

the bottomless pit, but ye needna let ’em drap V̂ eni 
them to the uttermost pairts o’ Canady. Mak j
i i u  n u i o  u i  yy y jy jvx  o /l i a a  y a i  c*i yy v^*. q  \ jjl yy cm u u i  ,  -

mak’ them magistrates, members of Parliament, *-
kind o’ rulers o’er the people. An’, O Lord, gin ^ 0ple, 1 ¡0 
ony lan’ tae gie awa’, gie tae thine ain peculiar 
Scotch. An’ the glory be all thine aiu. Amen.
“ Secular Thought
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PROGRESS IN AMERICA.
A s

infiile/n8tance °f h°w the work of Ingersoll and the
»11. IS f.pllinrr r»n A m orin on  n n in in n  w o  onf. th©

to
follow; *S e 18 telling on American opinion, we cut t 
the ATrn®clrom an article contributed by Mr. R. B. Marsh
“ Th?livkCia” 'am •’'—and mo “¿hie idea of the ways and times in which this earth 

and t|, n “egan to be ; of man’s fall, and the curse upon him 
en0ll i® earth ; of the need of an atonement, were all well 
higher • 'i" len men knew no better, and could not see any 
and t0 when these ideas were used to check, to torture, 
'vas ),aKl J those who tried to read God’s real book, then it 
great in’ •’ and was the moving cause and justification of 
°Urse • a Ŝ lce and wrong. We know there was no ‘ Fall,’ no 
especiall at labor is the salvation, not the curse, of the race ;

that God could not have been circumvented, 
"’fjtnan an8ered, or led to repent. We cannot believe that 
tQan’s _-Was an after-thought, nor that she was the author of 
gamy ?> or the cause of his ‘ fall.’ We do know that poly- 
sake, ave.ry, wars of conquest, persecution for belief’s 
HtifierU6 l̂ eon, and some of them yet are, excused and 
far in ' • Jy many passages in the Bible. When men are solUSr»* j u aR j III LIlfc5 JilUItJ. VV Ilt3LL LUtJIl cMt5 oU
and thp re< l‘y the spirit of the truth that wherein the Bible 

pose facts and righteous acts they can say, 
'"'hen t:,Y°,rse tor the Bible,’ as the anti-slavery men said
aad wP0ld.¿hat the Bible t a u .................................  ' ”

"The'Wld cease to object, 
the Fal|COru,rnon view of the merits of Christ are based on 
• e do a,ni the Curse, though Jesus never referred to them, 

¿fow of the i leve that Jesus could have had as truthful a 
[deaof nrpt. laws of the universe as we have to-day. His 
jje trufj r']|er! since he knew little of natural law, may not 
have i tt believers can have anything they ask for, we 
Nothin,, no true believers ; and we can easily see that 
)vay ¿W'cjulfd so quickly and surely ruin the race as that 
18 the « ft* ? «  things done. We cannot believe that Jesus 
^°rld n le hope of the race, since but a small part of the 
p°ul(] n 8 <!,ver heard of him, and the ages before his time 
Plan’ have accepted him. If God is limited in his 

?•>(! r0V(f  80 narrow a ‘ scheme ’ as this, our belief in him 
■Ut eo\v.,r<'iice f° r him would suffer such a shock that nothing 

artily fear could induce us to worship him.”

tii
0 . Witches.

de,' ’h^sajfs—and says truly
« ? d the

holds
that (theological) “ Chris- 

that” communication between the
*Ds°lute Ule unse.en world “ is not only a possibility, but an 
1° arid Pn9uestionable fact and he might have gone on 
Y^Oniag ] ^  holds with equal decision the reality of
’ ’ °W) js ,?t Possession,of divination, and of sorcery generally. 
Ŝsat.iV« t'sre one syllable in the entire Bible about the 

mate
'Peal rr!an at the present day, who has faith in

ra tio n  af S one syllable in
'gtior 1 t,lese supernatural or extra-natural phenomenal 
lical in11*"- man at the present day, who has faith in 

r hehes .nsPlration, is bound to believe in the existence of 
of 0r91'rers, evil spirits, diviners, media, and all the 

■toChper«V, the slightest hint is anywhere given that 
W  e n d 8 are ever t° cease out of the land as long as the 

n °Se pitif r?S ’ a-nd’ this being so, the wretched creatures 
stnal] tu stories you narrate in your leading article had 

<l(;ai;tnour;fc of justification for their belief that they 
U i aQc] Jp" with the powers of evil. If, instead of wasting 
- <lc'et'3tarli)0ney fQ attempting to make these poor creatures 

n r  be n f  suhjects which can f
*ir ' l

t^d n-i.ri.'“ 'orilacs were merely people afflicted with epilepsy

«V,t , - De of “ "»Jjccus wnicn can scarcely by any possibility 
l d d(!rn an7 use to them, they were taught that the so

ft ^arn.i0niacs were merei S’ PeoPle afflicted with epilepsy 
.Bune-tnij and fhat the Witch of Endor was nothing but a 
In °f thei6r and ventriloquist, and as big an impostor as 
r dJPbngn. scoundrelly “ media ” who so cruelly and wickedly 
all r RuastiP°or Miss Florence Marryat, the Clonmel and 

Peify tragedies might well have never happened at 
''■Wai,. n 'm ° f  the Royal Astronomical Society, in ‘‘Rnylish

Ü) 9etyour i
How to Help Us.

try Y n°wsagent to take a few copies of the Freethinker and
(2) rj, Jea»ain 80h t̂hem, guaranteeing to take the copies that
(3)  ̂ a cj^ j^ tra  copy (or more), and circulate it among your

(4\ ,, ear \ c°Py °f the Freethinker now and then in the train, the 
U*«PlaV tho omnibus.

of a ’ r displayed, one of our contents-sheets, which ar 
(5) j,. senq y°r'ven*ent size for the purpose. ' Mr. Forder wi 

'^butPublic . . .
6) o Corn... meetings, or among the audiences around street-

Qetŷ  Preached.
newsagent to exhibit the Freethinker in tho window.

are 
will

-m on application.
Public6 ̂ onio our oheaP tracts in your walks abroad, at

OUR T A S K.

Some people, not over wise, often advise me to let the 
parsons and theology alone. Why 1 We, the Freethinkers, 
began our open attacks upon the Protestant fetish, the 
Bible, considerably over two hundred years ago. If our 
attacks had been fruitless, we might have been discouraged, 
and even dropped the task. But has it been? Is there a 
single point upon which we have directed our guns which 
has not suffered ? I know of none. We have been answered, 
refuted, imprisoned, ostracised, abused, slandered, refused 
the rights of citizens ; but somehow the Christian scholars 
have been compelled to adopt our principal views and drop 
the principal ones they formerly held. The early unbelievers 
who attacked- the Bible were very much milder than the 
Bible’s defenders of to-day. They have lost the battle, and 
we have won. Our views are now in possession of foremost 
scholars and of the Universities. Then why should we cease 
to attack the Bible and theology ? We must convert the 
masses, and rescue them from priestly and parsonic bondage. 
That is our task, and we shall certainly accomplish it.

Besides, people who bid us drop it are unphilosophical. 
It is only by canvassing the past and present notions of 
mankind that we can work improvement. All true educa
tion must take man as he is, study his present state, and 
teach him its defects. There is no other basis for true 
education for the individual or the world. Socrates took 
the Athenians as they were, canvassed their current and 
most familiar views and prejudices. So did Plato, Aristotle, 
and the rest of the philosophers. Not to multiply examples, 
if the Reformers had not discussed Aristotle and attacked at 
least the dominant post human folly had assigned to him, 
they must have labored in vain. Were Aristotle or any 
other philosopher at present dominating men as that name 
had done for ages before the Reformation, we should be 
compelled to attack him in the interests of human advance
ment. Ay ! and if Aristotle had been all his worshippers 
averred, it was still necessary to attack him, for, right or 
wrong in his views, his name dominated and enslaved the 
European intellect. And let me say, an enslaved intellect, 
even if right in its views, is immensely worse off than a free 
intellect, even if its main opinions, should be false. It is 
the dominance of an opinion or of a name that man has 
most to dread. And so now, if Jesus and the Bible were 
all their votaries say, it would be necessary to attack them 
both, to rouse thought and doubt and disbelief and keenest 
criticism, in order to emancipate the human intellect from 
the thraldom they have produced. Yes, we must begin with 
man as we find him, if we would work reform. We must 
canvass the views he holds, whether in politics, social life, 
or religion. There can be no improvement without this. 
I defy my critics to name any reform in the history of man 
which did not spring from a sifting of the prejudices and 
views before held. There never was, there never can be, a 
reform without this course being pursued. And our critics 
themselves see this plainly in other departments of life ; 
but for some unexplained reason cannot see that it holds 
good in religion.—J. Symes, in “Liberator.”

P R O F A N E  J O K E S .

“ Your new servant girl is very pious, I hear ?” “ Yes. If 
she was as careful about the crockery as she is about the Ten 
Commandments, she would be a jewel.”

Pulpit sensationalism has reached a climax in San 
Francisco, where a young preacher illustrated his sermon 
on dancing by waltzing through it. It was a very moving 
discourse.

Missionary —“ Has the Lord been good to you since my 
last visit?” Native—“ Yes, de Lord was bery good to us till 
last spring, when de Debil put it into de head of some man 
to build a lighthouse on dat p’int, and we hasn’t had a 
wreck since.”

Joe—-“ There goes a man who for ten years never drank 
liquor, used tobacco in any form, or stayed out after 9 p.m., 
and never missed a Sunday at church.” Bill—“ A model 
man, indeed. Is he a missionary?” Joe—“ N o; he’s an 
ex-convict.”

“ I never take a lad into my employment who does not 
know his Bible, and know it well,” said the smug individual 
in sombre black. “ Quite right, sir,” said the sky-pilot, 
warmly ; “  nothing like a knowledge of the Scriptures for 
fitting a lad for any walk in life.” “ I find it so,” replied the 
sombre one; “ I am a grave-stone cutter; and when 
Christians come to bury a relative they like to have a nice, 
smooth, fire-insurance text to put on the tomb. They never 
know where to find those texts, and I make the lads find ’em 
for ’em. It pays.” “ Er, yes,” said the sky-pilot, as he moved 
away to think it over.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.

\NoticM of Lectures, etc., must reach us by first post on Tuesday, and 
be marked “  Lecture N o t i c e i f  not sent on post-card.]

LONDON.
Hall os’ Science (142 Old-street, E .O .): 7, musical selections ; 7.30, 

G. W . Foote, “  The Flight of the Jerusalem Ghost.”
Battersea Secular Hall (back of Battersea Park S ta tion ): 7.45, 

special entertainment and dance. Tuesday, at 8.30, social gathering.
Camberwell (North Camberwell Hall, 61 New Church-road): 7, 

conversazione for members and friends.
W est London Branch ( “  Sun in Splendor,”  Portobello-road, 

Notting Hill G a te ): Monday, at 8.30, business meeting to discuss the 
Conference agenda.

W est London Ethical Society (Princes’ Hall, Piccadilly) : 11.15, 
Dr. Stanton Ooit, “  The W orkings of Conscience in Shakespeare’s Plays.” 

W est Ham Secular Ethical Society (61 W est H am -lane): 7, 
Councillor Ward, “  ‘ Nunquam’s ’ Merrie England."

Open-A ir  Propaganda.
Battersea Park  Gates : 11.30, “ The Two Adams.”
Camberwell (Station-road) : 11.30, S. E. Easton, “ Is the Bible Man’s 

Highest Guide to Morality ?”
Clerkenwell Gr e e n : 11.30, A . B. Moss, “ Antidotes to Supersti

tion.”
Deptford Broadway : 6.30, debate between W . J. Ramsey and H. 

Oheavers, “  Is the Bible Account of Creation in Accordance with Science ?” 
Thursday, at 8, C. James, “  What Think ye of Christ ?”

Edmonton (corner of A ngel-road): 7, C. Jam es,‘ (God at the Bar of 
Humanity.”

Finsbury Park  (near the band-stand): 11.15, C. Cohen, “  The Fruits 
of Christianity 3.15, W . J. Ramsey,“  Salvation, True and False 6.30, 
J. Rowney will lecture.

Hammersmith Bridge (Middlesex s id e ): 7, Stanley Jones, “ Woman : 
Past, Present, and Future.”  Thursday, at 8, a lecture.

Hyde Park  (near Marble A rch ): 11.30, Stanley Jones, “ The Soul 
aiyd Science” ; 3, “ W om an: Past, Present, and Future.”  Wednesday, 
at 8, Arthur B. Moss, “  Some Delusions of Theology.”

Islington (Prebend-street, Packington-street) : 11.30, J. Rowney will 
lecture.

K ilburn (High-road) : 6.30, St. John will lecture.
K ingsland (Ridley-road, near Dalston Junction) : 11.30, T . Tlmrlow, 

“  The Bible v. Science.”
Mile End Waste : 11.30, F Haslam, “  Bible Stories : Are they T rue?” 
Old Pimlico Pier : 11.30, W . ,T. Ramsey, “  The Kingdom of Heaven.” 
Regent’s Park  (near Gloucester G ate ): 3, a lecture.
V ictoria Park  (near the fountain ): 11.15, W. H .Vining, “ The Great 

French Revolution 3.15, C. Cohen, “  The Existence of God.”
W ood Green (Jolly  Butchers’ H ill) : 11.30, Stanley Jones,“ Our Lord 

Jesus Christ” ; 7, “ What is there Left of Christianity?”  Thursday, at 
8. O. Cohen, “  Christ as a Teacher.”

COUNTRY.
Chatham Secular Hall (Queen’s-road, New B rom pton ): 11. 

T. Garner, “ Christian and Secular Redem ption” ; 7, “ The Secret of 
England’s Greatness.”

L iverpool (Oddfellows’ Hall, St. Anne-street) : 11, S P. Putnam, 
“ The Bible and Modern T hou gh t” ; 3, “  Christianity and Woman ” ; 7, 
“  Christ and the Nineteenth Century.”

Manchester Secular Hall (Rusholme-road, A ll Saints) : 11, 
Charles Watts, “ Trust in God a Delusion” ; 3, “ Mohammed and Christ ’ ’ ; 
6.30, “  Man and the Universe—from a Christian and Secular Standpoint.” 

Sheffield Secular Society (Hall of Science, Roekingham-street) : 
11, W. Heaford, “ God and Morality ” ; 3, “ The Lord’s Prayer Critically 
Examined ” ; 7, “  The Creed of an Unbeliever.”  Tea at 5.

South Shields (Seaman’s and Fireman’s Union Hall, Coronation- 
street) : 7, 0 . Aarstad will lecture.

Sunderland (Lecture Room, Bridge End Vaults, opposite Echo o ffice ): 
7, The Secretary, “ Brain and Soul.”

Open-A ir  P ropaganda.
Bristol (Eastville Park, lower e n d ) : 7, Mr. Smith, “ The Creation.” 
DERnY (M arket-place): 11, W . Dyson, “ The Origin of M an” ; 7, 

“  Historic Man.”
Newcastle-on-Tyne (Quayside) : 11, debate between Mr. Mitchell 

and the Secretary of the local O.E.S.
South Shields (Market P la ce ): 3, O. Aarstad will lecture.

Lecturers’ Eng-agements.
C. Cohen , 12 Merchant-street, Bow-road, London, E.— May 26, m. 

Finsbury Park, a. Victoria Park, e. W ood Green ; 30, W ood Green.

Stanley Jones, 53 Marlborough-road, Holloway, London.—May 26, m. 
W ood Green, a. Hyde Park, e. Hammersmith ; 30, Hammersmith. June 2, 
m. Kingsland ; 0, m. Pimlico, e. Camberwell; 13, W ood Green; 12, m. 
W ood Green, e Edmonton ; 20, Hammersmith; 23, m Victoria Park ; 
26, Hyde Park ; 30, m. Battersea, a. Victoria Park, e. Deptford.

A rthur B. Moss, 44 Oredon-road, Rotherhithe, London.— May 26, m. 
Olerkenwell. June 2, Camberwell ; 9, m. Mile End, a. Victoria Park, e. 
Tottenham ; 16, m. Mile E nd; 23, m. W ood Green, e. Tottenham ; 30, 
Olerkenwell, a. Finsbury Park.

T. Thurlow , 350 Old B’ord-road, E.—June 2, m. Finsbury Park ; 19, 
m. Kingsland. July 17, m. Kingsland.

STANTON, the People’s Dentist, 335 Strand (opposite
Somerset House).^-TEETH on VU LCAN ITE, 2s. 6d. each; upper 

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

TO FREETHINKERS.— Ladies and Gentlemen requiring 
SUPERIOR OUT GARM ENTS at moderate prices. First-class 

Style and Fit Guaranteed.—H. HAM PTON, Artiste Tailor, 14 Great 
Castle-street, W . (three doors from Regent-street). Patronised by 
leading Freethinkers.

Freethought Publications.

Crimes of Christianity. Vol. I. By G. W. F°a°Mndâ
J. M. Wheeler. Hundreds of exact references to j.rllst- 
Authorities. No pains spared to make it a comp*® ’ 
worthy, final, unanswerable Indictment of Christianity- to 

Chapters:— 1, Christ to Constantine; 2, „ nS - fraud3! 
Hypatia; 3, Monkery; 4, Pious Forgeries; 5,  ̂°-peI.secoti°D 
6, Rise of the Papacy; 7, Crimes of the Popes; jo 
of the Jews ; 9, The Crusades. Cloth, gilt, 216 pp-> “ ' tMi or 

The Jewish Life of Christ. Being the SepherToldot prefacc 
Book of the Generation of Jesus. With an Histori ŷjlCelcr- 
and Voluminous Notes by G. W. Foote and J- •“ • ^ is. 
Paper covers, 6d.; superior edition, superfino paper, c 

Bible Studies. Essays on Phallic Worship and ° ^ r sUperi°r 
Rites and Customs. By J. M. Wheeler. Illustrate , 
paper, 2s. 6d. . s a&d

Biographical Dictionary of Freethinkers of All A? ci0th, 
Nations. By J. M. Wheeler. Handsomely boun 
7s. 6d. ^ 0f the

Darwin Made Easy. By Dr. Edward B. Aveling, F®°;tion oi 
London University. This is tho best popular exp 
Darwinism extant. Cloth, Is. (Athe'31

Essays in Rationalism. By Charles Robert Nowman l ;eorge 
Brother of the late Cardinal Newman). W ithal refac (ŷ gelei- 
Jacob Holyoako, and a Biographical Sketch by J- 1 •
Is" . christi3,115’Bible Handbook for Freethinkers and Inquiring Cb niv'1 
Edited by G. W. Footo and W. P. Ball. ° o m i)boun<I 1,1 
covers, Is. 4d.; superior edition, on superfine pap01’ 
cloth, 2s.

L ondon: R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.

Works by Colonel R. G. Ingersoll.

S o m e  M is t a k e s  o f  M o se s .
The only complete edition in 
England. Accurate as Colenso, 
and fascinating as a novel. 132 pp. 
Is. Superior paper, cloth Is. Gd.

D e f e n c e  o f  F r e e t iio u g iit .
A  Five Hours’ Speech at the Trial 
of 0. B. Reynolds for Blasphemy. 
6d.

T h e  G o d s . 6d .
R e p l y  t o  G l a d s t o n e . With

a Biography by J. M. Wheeler. 
4d.

R o m e  o r  R e a s o n !  A R e p ly
to Cardinal Manning. 4d.

C r im e s  a g a in s t  C r i m i n a l s .
3d.

O r a t io n  o n  W a l t  W h i t m a n .
3d.

O r a t io n  o n  V o l t a ir e . 3d . . 
A b r a h a m  L in c o l n . 3d . 
P a i n e  t h e  P io n e e r . 2d. 
H u m a n i t y ’s D e b t  to  T h o m a s  

P aink. 2d.
E r n e s t  R e n a n  a n d  J e s u s  

Christ. 2d.
T r u e  R e l ig io n . 2d.
T h e  T h r e e  P h il a n t h r o p is t s .

2d.
L o v e  t h e  R e d e e m e r . 2d.
I s  S u ic id e  a  S i n !  2d .
L a s t  W o r d s  o n  S u ic i d e . 2 d.

London : R. Forder, 28

G o d  a n d  t h e  S t a t e - 
W h y  a m  I  a n  A g*  , 

P a r t i . 2d. a „K 0SllC
W h y  a m  I  a n  

Part II. 2d.
F a i t h  a n d  F a c t .

Dr. Field. 2d.
G o d  AND M a n . Secon< 

to Dr. Field. 2d. „  j
T h e  D y i n g  C rk k u - “  ^ , 0S- 
T in s T.tmtts OF T oLE f\ P

2d. F aU 0-
T h e  H o u s e h o l d  of 

2d. qd.
A r t  a n d  M o r a l it y - 
D o I  B l a s p h e m e ! * • „ 0ji
T h e  C l e r g y  a n d  

Sense. 2d. «4
S o c ia l  S a l v a t io n , f  
M a r r i a g e  a n d  D rvoK CJS

Agnostic’s View. - £l*
S k u l l s . 2d . id-
T h e  G r e a t  M is t a k e - 
L i v e  T o p ic s , id -  pi. 
M y t h  a n d  M ir a c l e - 
R e a l  B l a s p h e m y . 1 ‘ pi.
Repairing the Idol • 1(i 
CnnisT and Miracles- j(i. 
Creeds & Spiritual!11’

Stonecutter-street, E-C

A oKOS 

R eply  t0 

adrePly

T h e  L im it s  o f  — rron. i  ■ .
A  Discussion with th xfn0(jfof 
Coudert and Gov. S. h-

Handsomely bound in cloth, post free 7s. 6d.,

B I O G R A P H I C A L  D I C T I O N A R '  

FREETHINKERS OF A L L  AGES AND NATIOnS’
J. M. WHEELER.

“ The Dictionary has involved enormous labor, and thel bLl'-'  ̂ - f ,

deserves the thanks of the Freethought party.” —National ReJ  ̂ ^
“  The work will be of the greatest value.” — Freethought. CbT re^
“  A t last we have the long-wanted means of silencing th ° * .  5U gr 

who are continually inquiring for our great men, asserting t - ’Xo&'pe 
men have been on the side of Christianity.” — Truthseeker (-^

“ The most important Freethought work published this ) 
Dageraad (Amsterdam). 0n\Dt°*‘

“ A  good and useful work that was much needed.” — Comm
London : R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E-0.

FOR CIVIL SERVICE » I âJÆJïïJk
Freethinkers will find BEST GUIDANCE AND IN STR C j- 0pV 
FULL SOLUTIONS, MODEL ANSW ERS, Etc., at the (£ ■  ¿p i 
SERVICE COLLEGE, Fenchureh House, F e n c h u r c h - s t r e  iirK- 
Principal, O Y R IL  BEDE, M.A., 4 Victoria-terrace. Tolling10
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„ ALLINSON f o r  h e a l t h .
c o n s u l t a t io n s — 1 0  a.m. to i  p.m., io s . 6J.;

up ^P-ni. to 8p.m., Js. Patients Visited.
Jr.tain, ,ICAL ESSAYS. Vol. I. For Postal Order for is. 2d.
‘ ‘V o .  T?“ 1« .  on

^ 2 6 ^ 8 9 ^ __________________________________

The Dr; ii? Management of Infancy, Health, Longevity, The Teeth. 
(' l l’ i!|Housness T- Question. Also the Cause and Cure of Disease, Constipa 
Th. i Chest i iema’ lllackheads and Pimples, Nervousness, Coughs anc 

, J_tch, Ptc Plaints, Dec fness, Thread Worms, Long Worms, Tape Worms,

jgiiain, AnLî 1 ®®^AYS. Vol. II. For Postal Order for is. 2d.
f-iir an!] a[lic,lis on The Healing Power of Nature, Urine, Saline Starvation the 
n tl>e £  .‘ “ eanent, Sleep and Sleeplessness, Want of Energy, etc. Advice 
V>«gh, R „ ; for the Stout; Simple Fever, Measles, Scarlet Fever, W hooping 
ÛlHours, etc'V°rm’ Hypochondria, Bloodlessness, Diarrhoea, Ulcerated Legs,

e s s a y s . Vol. III. For Postal Order for is. 2d.
HiijCted horns!!- .H° More Death, Management o f Young Children, Un- 
Att, red YeapctlC Pois°ns, How to Grow Tall, to Keep Warm, to Live One 
^active. ^ rs’- t0 ImDrove the ' "  ‘  ~
^cos^Y  j^P ^ ^C ause^nd Cure ^ h^ i^c^^ oub les^ ^ ^t^ m m e^ S ^e^ in^ ssI

1TUrUry* Sn* ^h>lains, Epilepsy, and on the Diseases Produced by Taking 

fetains ASSAYS. Vol. IV. For Postal Order for is. 2d.
PW* Pood e!i,0nav^arilening, Work and Overwork, Sugar and its Abuse,

_ -  . tn* t -----^  ! ? A— the Knife, Arsenical
Swallowing Pins and

F 'i  7 -  f o o d  **«**• v A c u iu g ,  v v u t k . a t t u  u v c r w u u t ,  ».
owning -T. » lhe Tomato, Poultices, Quinine, Against 
I ir Wcle« n‘ aS,’ ASainst Stimulants in Disease, about w
it e- Chicken u A so Cure of Sunstroke, Dog Bites, Pains in the Back, Pedicuh or 

is (Tettev °X* Synovitis or Inflammation of the Joints, Tonsilitis or Quinsy, 
Sciatjp- D0r .Shingles), Erysipelas, Ulcer of the Stomach, Epidemic Influ- 

' a ’ “ SOnasic rrv V ----K~U T -----A—or English Leprdsy, etc.
¡fHtains J A'^ ESSAYS. Vol. V. For Postal Order for is. 2d.
loen'Tra?n1S 0I* Pure Water, The Mouth, Its Use and Abuse; Rules for 
°̂°!ha K ^Um Boil Letting, Nose Bleeding,  ̂Felon^or Whitlow, Ingrowing

Hy ĵ^he, c0 ?jf, Cold in the Head, a Red Nose, Flushing and Blushing, 
ty0 ds» Pits p • 0at »̂ St. Vitus’ Dance, Goitre, Mumps, Inflamed Eyes and 

Burns o 111,11,11?» Apoplexy, Spitting and Vomiting of Blood, Vomiting, 
*he PtM. Tr , ’ Bruises, etc.

Volumes, strong
K?rlalcers ^ ^^LICIN E. For Postal Order for is. id.—An Eye Opener to vft KTiai

stron9 h  and neatly bound, price Gs. 9d., post fr  
^EDICIWï- u~. r„_ «  , a _ a „  c™  n „„

b I fTU AUTISM • iTc Post free for 7d. 
Post free 7d.

ITS CAUSE AND CURE.
'-.STION. Post free for 71I.

,3 ft —  i ITS NATURAL CURE.
I’H ^ p  00lSj bound in One Vol., post free, 9s. 6d. Send Postal Order.
* liOOKPKopPîî LETS FOR YOUNG MEN. For Postal Order for is. id.
 ̂ Co mm . ^  MARRIED WOMEN. For Postal Order for i s . ad.

Nations to be addressed to—
DR. T. R. ALLINSON, 

ish-piace, Manehester-square, London, W.

THE BEST book"
Î R i l r - ° N NEO-M ALTH USIANISM  IS , I  BELIEVE,

MO----------  ---------------------
pftACT|

' sPan

,E m o r a l it y , or t h e  t h e o r y  a n d
' " I C E  OF N EO -M A LT H U S IA N ISM .

j6o %  j .  R. HOLMES, M.M.L., M.V.S., M.N.S.S.
*a9et, with portrait and autograph, bound in cloth, gilt lettered.

,°SE P g ^ t  parts of the book are issued in a pamphlet of l l2  pages 
i j i ' l j o s t  f rP° 8*' r̂ae ^d. Copies o f the pamphlet for distribution Is. 
Li>, ® Hatir...-, L .

Price Is., post free,
»t°ra* '■hportll1!.*'0 brine the information within the reach of the poor, the 
»i, 8 •'Envv Parta of the book are isi

a|r“ iet a Reformer of 4th September, 1892, says; “ Mr Holmes’ 
le ĵOttsiaa’ ,1 ■ ls an almost unexceptionable statement of the Neo- 
Sjau?g. , £of y and practice . . . and throughout appeals to moral 
tv. ; 1 u.3Un c;i aPec*a  ̂ value of Mr. Holmes’ service to the Neo-

t his n 130 an^ to buman well-being generally is just his combi- 
famifa r PliIet a F a,n statement of the physical and moral 

lo J *  ^curoa^ “ faitation with a plain account of the means by which it 
TkŜ  Posnn.7’ an<l  an offer to all concerned o f the requisites at the 
*06 (V ._ ,!e prices."°th,« Lonnr-; ibices. -
Tt8 W e  ai o£ tbe Malthusian League, Dr. Drysdale, Dr. A llbutt, and 

0;*, Trad. . l!0 sP.oken of it in very high terms.
r order, 0s,uPP'ied by R. FoitDER, 28 Stonecutter-street, London, E.O. 

J, nonld be sent to the author.

‘ Ho lm es, h a n n ey , w an tage, b e r k s .
to  T -----------------------------------------------------------------------

Hendell’s uWife’s Friend”
in 'S .J y  Mrs. Besant in Law o f  Population, p. 32, and Dr. 

lA Han<lbook, p. 51. Made solely by J. Pullen, 15 
llUea) Olerkenwell; 2s. per doz., post free (reduction in larger 

 ̂ 0r particulars send stamped envelope.
t C r w „ J M p o r t a n t  c a u t i o n .

« -jHSeless imitations substituted by some dealers and chemists, 
SlBly inI"e^<Lell & Qo. ”  and “  J. W. Rendall ”  being speciously and 

°duced to deceive the public.
° K for A utograph R egistered T rade Mark

No. 182,688.
' " K 0Ii Ea° h Box, without which None are Genuine,

,Jr a5,8, '6d°n r,^yr'nge>witb Vertical and Reverse Current, 3s. Gd., 4s. 6d., 
hi U'Jtttt>„ },•. Palfrey’s Powder, Is. 2d. Quinine Compound, Is. 2d. 1 • J jj ' Quinine Powders, 3a. per doz. A ll prices post free.

' * s n d e l L, 15*Chadwell-st., Clerkenwell, E.C.

Colonel Ingersoll’s
Great New Lecture

ABOUT
TH E HOLY B IBLE

Price Sixpence.
London : E. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.

Works by G. W. Foote.
Flowers Of FreethOUght. First Series. 221 pp., bound in cloth, 

2s. 6d.
Flowers of Freetliougllt, Second Series. 302 pp., bound in 

cloth, 2s. 6d.
Bible Heroes. Cloth, 2s. 6d.
Letters to the Clergy. First Series. 128 pp., Is.
The Grand Old Book. A Reply to tho Grand Old Man. An 

exhaustive answer to the Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone’s “ Im
pregnable Rock of Holy Scripture.” Is.; bound in cloth, Is. 6d.

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

Is Socialism Sound ? Four Nights’ Public Debate with Annie 
Bosant. Is.; superior edition, in cloth, 2s.

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

Darwin on God. 6d.; superior edition, in cloth, Is.
Will Christ Save Us ? A Thorough Examination of the Claims 

of Jesus Christ to bo considered tho Savior of tho World, fid.
Reminiscences of Charles Bradlaugh. 6d.
A  Defence of Free Speech. Three Hours’ Address to the Jury 

before Lord Coleridge. With a Special Preface and many Foot
notes. 4d.

Comic Sermons and Other Fantasias. Sd.
Rome or Atheism—the Great Alternative. 3d.
Letters to Jesus Christ. 4d.
Interview with the Devil. 2d.
Philosophy of Secularism. 3d.
Atheism and Morality. 2d.
My Resurrection. A Missing Chapter from tho Gospel of 

Matthew, discovered by G. W. Foote. 2d.
The Folly of Prayer. 2d.
Ingersollism Defended against Archdeacon Farrar. 2d.
Was Jesus Insane? A Searching Inquiry into the Mental 

Condition of the Prophet of Nazareth. Id.
Christianity and Progress. A Reply to Mr. Gladstone. 2d.
The Impossible Creed. An Open Letter to Bishop Magco on 

the Sermon on the Mount. 2d.
What was Christ ? A Reply to J. S. Mill. 2d.
The Bible God. 2d.
Salvation Syrup ; or, Light on Darkest England. A Reply 

to General Booth. 2d.
Is the Bible Inspired ? A Criticism on Lux Mundi. Id.
The Dying Atheist. A Story, id.
The Rev. Hugh Price Hughes’s Converted Atheist. A Lio

in Five Chapters. Id.
Mrs. Besant’s Theosophy. A Candid Criticism. 2d.
Secularism and Theosophy. A Rejoinder to Mrs. Besant. ?d
The New Cagliostro. An Open Letter to Madame Blavatsky. 

2d.
Bible Romances. New Edition. Revised and largely re-written. 

(1) The Creation Story, 2d.; (2) Eve and the Apple, Id.; (3) Cain 
and Abel, Id.; (4) Noah’s Flood, 2d.; (5) Tho Tower of Babel, Id.; 
(6) Lot’s Wife, Id.; (7) The Ten Plagues, Id.; (8) The Wandering 
Jews, Id.; (9) Balaam’s Ass, Id.; (10) God in a Box, Id. (11) 
Jonah and the Whale, Id.; (12) Bible Animals, Id.; (13) A Virgin 
Mother, 2d.; (14) Tho Resurrection, 2d.; (15) The Crucifixion, 
Id.; (16) John’s Nightmare, Id.

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

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

L ondon: Robert Fo r d er , 28 Stonecutter-street, E.O.

Read “ THE TRUTH SEEKER.”
Monthly, Price Id .

Edited by J O H N  G R A N G E .
Of all Newsagents to order. Wholesale, Mr. Forder.
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A F E W  L E F T .

LOT 11.
19|- CARRIAGE PAID.

3d. AWF 64pp.

TH E

HALL OF SCIENCE 
LIBEL CASE.

WITH A

FULL A N D  TRUE ACCOUNT

OF

“ T H E  L E E T S  O R G I E S . "

E d i t e d , w i t h  I n t r o d u c t i o n ,

I1Y

G. W. FOOTE.

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

Price I s .; bound in cloth, Is. fid. post free,

THE GRAND OLD BOOK.
A  REPLY TO THE GRAND OLD MAN.

BY
G. W. FOO TE.

An Exhaustive Answer to the Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone's 
‘ Impregnable Rock of Holy Scripture.”

Contexts :-—Preface— Preliminary View—The Creation Story— The 
Fall of Man— The Psalms—The Mosaic Legislation— Corroborations of 
Scripture— Gladstone and Huxley— Modern Scepticism.

London : U. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, F/.O.

Freethought Headquarters

BRADLAUGH MEMORIAL.
piirtf

In order to provide Suitable Headquarters fdr 
in London, which shall also be a worthy Memorial ot
C harles B radlaugh , the

NATIONAL SECULAR HALL SOCIETY goCietf
has been formed under tho Friendly Society’s Acts. Of N  e'* ■
Mr. G. W. Foote, President o f the N.S.S., is ¿ho
ono of the Directors is, and must bo, also a member 0 ° ° f 1

This can only bo dono by tho assistance of the 
Party, who aro hereby appealed to earnestly. 1 i>atio°i, ,mC1 
each, payable in easy instalments of 2s. 6d. on app11 ‘0I1tl»3’ n 
on allotment, and 2s. Cd. on each call, of which two i 
must bo given.

FORM OF A P PLIC A T IO N -
. ^  gee«"'

Pleaso allot me..........Shares in tho “ Natio ]iere"''t
£jepoi*

Gentlemen,—

Hall Society, Limited,” on account of which allot»10  ̂ ^
hand you tho sum of..........pounds.......... shilling8, j he(®
of..........pounds.......... shillings per sharo thoreon. J ^^goci6^
agreo that, if admitted a Shareholder in tho above »■ ^
I will conform to its rules, and to such of its byo- 
from timo to time in force.

Name (  in full). 

Postal address .,

Occupation ( i f  any)  ............................... . ■ •

C U T  T H IS  OUT AND FILL

and forward (with romittanco) to tho Sect0

MISS E. M. VANCE ,
28 Stonecutter-street, London, E-^-

IT

itarf

|N<

Printed and Published by G. W. F oote, at 2fi Stonecu1 
London, E.O.
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