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A PRIZE BIGOT.

There have been “  scenes ” of late on Peckham Eye. The 
space set aside by the London County Council for public 
speaking has been utilised by the Secularists, who have 
held meetings thero in common with other political, social 
and religious bodies. Unfortunately, as some Christians 
think, these Secular meetings have been highly successful, 
Crowds of people have listened to the Freothought 
lecturers, and the seeds of scepticism and free inquiry have 
been sown in many minds. This is naturally irritating to 
the orthodox, and it is not astonishing that desperate 
efforts have been made by the baser sort of Christians to 
break up the Secular meetings by disorder, and even by 
violence. Such tactics, however, are pretty sure to fail. 
In the first place, Secularists are not easily frightened; 
and, in the second place, there are policemen about with 
instructions to restrain those who commit or provoke a 
breach of the peace. It must be admitted that the police 
are acting impartially. They have repeatedly warned off 
rowdy Christians who molested the Secularists, and only 
the other day they arrested a Christian ruffian whose con
duct had long been intolerable. This fellow is an ex-gaol 
bird, and is therefore considered by some of the orthodox 
■is a particularly excellent soldier of Christ. He is flatter
ingly described in the South London Mail as “  an active and 
nloquont champion of the Christian Evidence Society.” We 
leave it to Messrs. Engstrbm and Waterman to disown his 
connection with that body ; but as to his oloquonce, we 
may remark that ho tried it upon a London magistrate a 
few years ago, yet it did not save him from imprisonment 
as a convicted criminal.

Wo do not intond to wasto our time over this wrotchod 
feature. We have to fly at higher game. In our last 
issue wo roferrod to the bigotod articlo in the South London 
Mail, calling upon tho authorities to stop the Secular meet- 
ings by prosecuting tho speakers for “ blasphemy,” and 
°bliquoly inciting the Christians to resort to physical 
v>olenco against tho Secularists. We havo now to observe 
that the Mail returns to the charge with added fanaticism. 
Tho writer—presumably the editor— no doubt regards him
self as a vigorous journalist. Ho is cortainly vehement, 
his style is very turgid, and his English often ungram
matical. His adjectivos and adverbs pullulate liko a small- 
P°x eruption. He is a master of tho forcible-feeble kind of 
COtnpoaition. A  multiplicity of words ekes out tho paucity 
°f meaning. Apathy must bo indifferent, and indifferenco 
must bo apathotic; but this writor is dissatisfied with any
thing short of the pleonasm of “  apathetic indifference.”
I chaps his clients think it marvollously fine writing; it 
?*«. however, nothing but a vulgar display of pompous 
“ literacy.
. This now articlo of his, like the former one, abounds in 

r>otous abuse. “  Blasphemous utterances,” “ traffickers in 
Pr°fanities and obscenities,” “  poison of infidelity,” “  pesti- 
jont Freothinkors,” “  obscone tirades ”— these aro a few 
“ aphazard specimens from his budgot of vituperation.
* chaps he is a half-pay clergyman ; anyhow, he seems to 
,)e a faithful student of tho Biblo, which is a perfect toxt- 
m°k of controversial Billingsgate. Nothing equals it in tho 
Cabulary of malediction and imprecation.

Iho oditor of tho Mail refers to the Biblo, but does not 
mention it. He troats it as the Jows do the ineffable 

of Jehovah. Ho calls it “  tho Book,” or “  the Book 
01 the Sacred Law.” To him it is a sacred fetish, which 
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must be approached with fear and trembling, and only 
touched by consecrated hands. Those who presume to 
handle it without warrant, or in a rational spirit, deserve 
the fate of Uzzah, and he would delight to see them suffer 
it. “  This is our book,” he says in substance to all Free
thinkers, “ and touch it if you dare. Criticise it and you 
insult us. We won’t have it questioned. It is not to be 
examined, but accepted. And if you can’t do that, go and 
hang yourselves; or if you object to suicide, come to us 
for your quietus, which wo shall be happy to give you with 
the promptest dispatch.”

One aspect of the Mail man’s solicitude is positively 
touching. He is quiveringly anxious about the “  children.” 
He does not mind their reading all the filth of the Bible ; 
on the contrary, he thinks there is nothing better to train 
them in modesty and purity. What he contends is, that 
they have a right to walk on Peckham Eye without the 
danger of hearing the “  pernicious teachings” of Secularism. 
A  terrible risk indeed ! Something ought to be done to 
protect these young innocents. Fancy what would happen if 
they learnt that the whole human race is not in peril of ever
lasting damnation because two persons, who never existed, 
ate an apple between them. Their whole moral nature would 
bo immediately corrupted. They would lie, and swear, and. 
steal, and go to the Devil generally, and perhaps end their 
days in the prison or on tho gallows. Yes, the children must 
bo safeguarded. The editor of the Mail says so. From 
experience, personal and otherwise, he knows the natural 
turpitude of tho human heart. He is thoroughly assured that 
veracity is impossible unless children are trained to revere 
a book which approves of lying for the glory of God ; that 
decency is impossible unless they are compelled to read 
laws against unnatural offences, and beautiful stories such 
as that of Lot and his daughters, Judah and Tamar, the 
Levite and his concubine, and Gabriel and Mary ; that 
honosty is impossible without a profound study of the life 
of David ; that humanity is impossible without a complete 
knowledge of the holy wars of tho Jews ; and that chastity 
is impossible without an intimate acquaintance with tho 
continence of Solomon, and the wifely fidelity of his 
mother, Bathsheba. For theso reasons ho demands that 
South London children shall not bo oxposed to the awful 
danger of hearing that the Bible is not a proper handbook 
of ethics, that morality is based upon the welfare of human 
society, that it is right to promote the happiness of others 
and wrong to do anything that conduces to their misery.

But how are these Secular meetings to bo stopped 1 
That is the question. Violenco has failed, and "  tho activo 
atid oloquont champion of the Christian Evidence Society ” 
ias been taught tho folly (and risks) of it by the magis
trate. The editor of the Mail evidently regrets this lame 
and impotent conclusion. Nevertheless he cannot alter it, 
and he therefore admits, however reluctantly, that there is 
no romedy in “ physical force.” Nor does ho expect much 
from tho authorities, who are so blind to their Christian 
duties that they rest satisfied with keeping the peace. No 
disposition is shown by them to prosecute the Secularists 
for “  blasphemy,” but “  prosecution for blasphemy by public 
subscription may drive them into their holes.” Never mind 
tho law of Maintenance— “ tho public must take care of 
itself.” Yes, but the public does not appear to be very en
thusiastic in this mattor. Tho oditor of tho Mail is really 
speaking for himself and a handful of similar-minded 
bigots. Still, if the public-subscription policy fails, there 
is°no reason why the editor of the Mail should not 
take action himself. Perhaps it is hardly correct to
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say “ no reason,” for a bigot is generally a person who 
likes to gratify his prejudices at other people’s expense. 
If he assisted at the burning of a heretic, he would hand 
round the bag for donations towards the cost of his own 
bundle of faggots. But if the editor of the Mail is above 
such sordid considerations, let him start a blasphemy 
prosecution himself. He poses as the guardian of Chris
tianity in South London, and, although self-elected to the 
office, he should try to fulfil its obligations. We do not 
choose to tell him how to proceed. He can find it out by 
paying a solicitor for the information. Instead of bleating 
like a frightened sheep, let him try to roar like a furious 
lion, even if he only succeeds in rivalling Bottom the 
weaver. Better still, let him try to develop claws and 
fangs; or, to put it on the level of his intelligence, let him 
bell the cat himself; so that, when half the Secular 
lecturers of London are in gaol, he will be able to say : 
“  Alone I did it.” Meanwhile, the Secularists will await 
his onset with equanimity. On the whole, they would 
rather see him come out in the open, instead of skulking 
behind the barriers of anonymous journalism. The public 
would then be able to gaze upon the form and features of 
this Bayard of the faith, and perhaps acclaim him as the 
very forerunner of the long-expected Messiah.

We invite this pious gentleman to begin business. He 
will have ample opportunity for a start this afternoon 
(Sunday, September 4), when a great Freethought Demon
stration will be held on Peckham Rye, and addressed by 
the leaders of Secularism.

G. W. FOOTE.

ATHEISM AND AGNOSTICISM.

In the August number of the Literary Guide there appeared 
an article of mine under the above heading to which my 
friend Mr. Percy Ward takes exception. His criticisms 
of my statements were printed in last week’s Freethinker. 
The principal object which he appears to me to have had 
in view when writing his letter was to show wherein he 
considered that I had contradicted myself, and where my 
position as stated in my article was an illogical one. How 
far he is right in his views may be presently seen. But 
here I desire to assure my friend that, in my opinion, it is no 
presumption upon his part to criticise any of my writings. 
I make no claim to infallibility, and therefore it is always 
a pleasure to mo to be set right when it is shown I am 
wrong. In this case, however, I fail to see that I am
wrong. Of course, this may bo in consequence of my 
mental inaptitude, or it may be the result of my friend 
being in a state of “  astonishment ” and dissatisfaction, 
which might have interfered with his “  precision, both of 
thought and expression.” But of that the reader will be 
the better judge.

Before noticing the five points upon which Mr. Ward 
desires further information or explanation it may bo an 
advantage to repeat that the object of my articlo was to 
state the Atheistic and the Agnostic positions, and also to 
indicate wherein they differ. Now, it must not be over
looked that there are two classes of Atheists, the negative 
and the affirmative. Upon this subject Mr. George Jacob 
Holyoake writes: “  Affirmative Atheism of the intellect is 
a proud, honest, intrepid, self-respecting attitude of the 
mind. The negative Atheism of mero ignorance,”  etc., etc., 
is a “  species of Athoism I recognise only to disown and 
denounco ” (Trial of Theism, p. 244). Fortunately, negative 
(dogmatic) Atheism is rapidly disappearing, although, as I 
mentioned in my “  Explanation ” (see Freethinker, August 
14), I still meet some who believe in it. It is true that 
all the leading Atheists of to-day agree with Mr. Bradlaugh, 
who said : “  I do not deny God, because I cannot dony 
that of which I have no ponception."

In my statement of the meaning of Agnosticism my 
remarks were based upon Professor Huxley’s definition, 
which amounts to this, that “ nothing is known beyond 
phenomena,” and that “  a man shall not say he knows or 
believes that for which he has no scientific ground for pro
fessing to know or believe.” Now, so far as my article is 
concerned (and that is the only subject under consideration 
here), it is not which of these theories is the true ono, but 
rather, is my statement of them correct ? In the article 
itself I remark: “  It will be seen that in this article our

[ object has not been to favor either Atheism or Agnosticism, 
but rather to indicate what the two terms represent, and 
wherein they differ.” I hope this is sufficiently clear for 
Mr. Ward, and that, so far as it goes, it will “ satisfy ” him. 
My own views will be made apparent, I hope, further on.

Mr. Ward seems to take exception to my allegation 
that some persons suppose there is a difference between 
Agnosticism and Atheism, and he asks : “  Who are the 
‘ some persons’ ? Theists, Atheists, or Agnostics? Does 
tho article represent Mr. Watts’s ideas about Atheism or 
Agnosticism, or does it not ? And, if not, I respectfully 
ask, What is the utility of an article which states what is 
‘ supposed by some persons ’ to be the difference between 
Atheism and Agnosticism, if it does not represent the 
views of leading Atheists and Agnostics, but of 1 compara
tively unknown ’ persons ?” Now I have not used the 
phrase “  comparatively unknown ” in reference to persons 
who recognise a difference between Atheism and Agnosti
cism, but to those who openly avow their denial of the 
existence of God. This (unintentional, of course) mis
representation of my writing does not fill me with 
“  astonishment,” although I confess to a little “  disappoint
ment ” that one who criticises another should be so careless 
himself. Writers who are by no means unknown have 
held the opinion I have here stated. Dr. Bithell writes 
thus: “  When we hear writers of repute confounding 
Atheism, Positivism, and Agnosticism in one category as 
essentially alike, though differing in name; . . .  it is
certainly incumbent on those who value the truth to come 
forward and put these purblind babblers in the right.” 
Samuel Laing also states: “  We may frankly acknowledge 
that the real essence and origin of things are ‘ behind the 
veil,’ and not knowable, or even conceivable, by any 
faculties by which the human mind is endowed in its 
present state of existence. This is Agnosticism. There is 
one other conception of which we may certainly say that 
it is not true—that is, Atheism ” (Modern Science and Modern 
Thought, p. 71). In his pamphlet, Is there a God? Mr. 
Bradlaugh says : “  If, however, God is affirmed to represent 
an existence which is distinct from the existence of which 
I am a mode, and which, it is alleged, is not the noumenon 
of which the word ‘ I ’ represents only a speciality of 
phenomena, then I deny ‘ God,’ and affirm that it is im
possible ‘ God ’ can be. That is, I affirm that there is one 
existence, and deny that there can be more than one ” (p. 2). 
This is Atheism ; but Professor Huxley, tho Agnostic, 
argues that there may be something beyond, and Herbert 
Spencer observes : “  At the utmost reach of discovery 
there arises, and must ever arise, the question, What lies 
beyond ?” Samuel Laing, in speaking of the “  wonderful 
universe of worlds that has been evolved by inevitable 
laws,” says : “  What are they in their essence, and what 
do they mean ? It is ‘ behind the veil,’ and may be any
thing. Spirit may be matter, matter may be spirit.” 
Thus, while Atheism and Agnosticism may be regarded as 
practically‘ the same in their rejection of Theism, they 
differ upon several minor points. For instance, Atheism, 
according to Mr. Bradlaugh, alleges there is but one exist
ence, and denies “ that thoro can be more than ono.’’ 
Agnosticism makes no such statement, but admits tho 
possibility of other existences. Atheism assumes the 
eternity of matter; Agnosticism has nothing to say oither 
pro or con. Atheism regards phenomena as a part of the 
one existence; Agnosticism says there may he some other 
existence behind it, but what that existence may be we 
cannot tell. As I stated in my article : The Atheist can 
see no reason for believing in any God whatever ; on the 
contrary, to him the existence of such a being seems im
possible. Tho Agnostic believes that “  tho power which 
the universe manifests to us is utterly inscrutable,” and, 
consequently, he professes neither belief nor disbolief with 
regard to its nature or its attributes. To him it is un
important by what name it is known; tho thing itself— 
that is, tho power in the universe— can never becomo an 
object of human thought. Tho difference between tho 
Atheist and tho Agnostic may be put thus : Is there a God ? 
Theist: “ Yes.” Atheist and Agnostic: “ Wo do not 
know.” Is the universe infinite and eternal 1 Atheist: 
“ That is my opinion.” Agnostic: “ I do not know.” Is 
matter tho cause of all phenomena ? Atheist: “  I think 
so.” Agnostic : “  I do not know.”

I now como to my five statements, which, to Mr. Ward’s 
mind, “ are most perplexing.” For the sako of brevity» 
the reader is asked to study them ono by one, as Mr.
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Ward has put them in his letter, and then note my reply 
thereto.

1. I am both an Agnostic and an Atheist upon the 
questions of the existence of God and a future life. Apart 
from these subjects, Atheism appears to me to be the more 
logical of the two.

2. The two phrases are “  a distinction without a diffe
rence,” and, therefore, they are not, as Mr. Ward asserts, 
a contradiction. The two “ isms,” as I have already 
alleged, are practically alike so far as disbelief in God is 
concerned.

3. It is quite true that I regard it as equally dogmatic 
either to affirm or to deny that of which nothing is known, 
and yet I may infer there is no God. Inference is not 
denial. This is not “ a distinction without a difference.”

4. Mr. Ward here asks : “  If a person positively asserts 
the meaningless formula 2 +  2 =  5, is the mental attitude 
of the individual who positively denies the assertion to be 
characterised as unphilosophical 1 Or would it be more 
philosophical and judicious to neither deny nor affirm any
thing about the matter, and say ‘ I do not know ’ 1 And 
is the illogical position of the Theist who defines God as a 
personal infinite being, a term ‘ meaningless ’ and ‘ unthink
able,’ shared by the Atheist who denies that a God so 
defined could exist ?” The first question bears no analogy 
to the problems under consideration; for the reason that 
the science of arithmetic gives us an undeniable answer to 
the “  meaningless formula ” ; but wo have no means of 
obtaining a similar reply to the question, Does God exist 1 
Therefore I should deem it both injudicious and unphilo
sophical to answer the arithmetical query by saying, “  I do 
not know.” The second question submitted in this para
graph I answered in my article by saying: “  The Atheist 
does not admit that, in practically denying the existence 
of God, he is guilty of the same fault which he charges 
upon the Theist— that of attempting to bring such a 
being into human conception; that is, of holding that the 
infinite can be comprehended by the finite. God, as por
trayed by philosophical believers, is eternal in duration and 
infinite in extent— terms which no human mind can grasp; 
thoy aro really unthinkable. Tho positive assertion that 
such a being exists is deemed by tho Atheist as a reckless 
piece of dogmatism, because it is not susceptible of proof, 
and it cannot be even clearly thought of. In a word, the 
terms convey no definite idea, and hence the words used 
are meaningless.”

5. I fail to see that tho two statements I made— the one 
in the Literary Guide, and the other in tho Freethinker— aro 
not in harmony. In the one case I referred to the dog
matism of the Atheist who positively denies the existence 
of God, and in tho other case I simply recorded my opinion 
that such positive denial is as dogmatic as the positivo 
affirmation of God’s existence. These two statements in 
no way destroy tho distinction I drew between Atheism 
and Agnosticism.

I have now answered Mr. Ward as fully as tho space at 
my command will allow, and I hope that this friendly 
criticism will tend to enhance the truth we both have at 
heart. Charles W aits .

OUGHT WE TO BE NEUTRAL?

Sometimes I notico a disposition among a very good set of 
People to adopt a position of neutrality with rogard to 
Christianity and Freethought. They say it does not 
matter what a man believes or disbelieves ; we must go by 
a man’s deods, not his words : if good social rosults aro 
ubtained, we need not concern ourselves with tho religion 
°r non-religion that lies behind ; and hence, if questions 
aro put to us as to our religious opinions, we may decline 

answer.
This sounds logical. It looks fair. It commends itself 

"U tho peace-loving person who regards all opinions about 
‘ ho universe as a sort of inconvoniont lumber which had 
bettor bo hiddon away in order to avoid disputes.

Does it matter what theories we hold 1 Now, thoro may 
como a time whon men will havo such a hold upon tho 
mets of nature, and have brought tho results of experience 
to such a practical method of life, that theory will be very 
much pushed into tho background. We have not reached 
chat stage. Our conduct is still largoly swayed by theory, 
Ar° you a monarchist ? I know what you aro likely to do

on Jubilee days, or occasions of royal visits to your town, 
or when grants to the Royal Family are debated in the 
House of Commons. Are you are a believer in the bene
ficial action of drugs 1 I know your attitude towards the 
physician, towards vaccination, towards Pasteurism, and 
the like. Are you a social democrat 1 I know what you 
will say about the proletariat, tho capitalist, the land- 
owner. And thus, like so many good or evil spirits, 
theories float over tho world, and movo men to action, to 
heroism, or to fury. I think every man should take a 
definite stand with regard to social and intellectual theory. 
Either we should vote for this or that theory, or have clear 
reasons for dissent. We ought to say whether we are for 
or against. Our responsibility to society demands that we 
each play our part as advocate, or opponent, or critic. The 
indifferent man is a traitor to the commonwealth. He who 
lounges aloof from the battle is as bad as a deserter.

In reality, a theory which is sincerely held is itself a 
deed ; for it is the mother of a thousand deeds. It supplies 
the directing thought. It maps out our conduct. It gives 
the plan to a long succession of words and acts. It is, 
therefore, an idle excuse to say that theory is only dream 
and speculation, and may be concealed as a thing of no 
account. If a man comes into our house or our company, 
we have a right to know his business. If a man mingles 
in tho work of the commonwealth, we have a right to know 
his spring of action. It is a part of good manners that a 
man should say what is his spiritual nationality, what 
cause he represents, and whither he is bound. If we meet 
a man who carefully avoids all reference to his work, his 
objects, or his family, we suspect him. We have no right 
to pry into his private affairs, but we expect him to tell us 
enough to explain his relation to the world in general and 
ourselves in particular.

Now I come to the special point which I have had in 
view all along. The Christian theory is the popular theory. 
It governs modern life nominally, and sometimes really. 
This Christian theory has fallen under suspicion. There 
is a minority of heretics, so earnest and so thoughtful that 
even tho Church does not despise them. The issue is more 
and more pressed upon tho attention of the world, Is the 
Christian theory true or false 1 It is alleged— I allege i t ; 
all Freethinkers allege it— that the Christian sacred litera
ture rests upon false claims. It is alleged that the Bible is 
not the Word of God ; that the reputed authors of many 
of its books were not the real authors; that the origin of 
these documents was quite different in character from what 
the Christian Church declares; that the “  miracles ” are 
only legends, and the theism only a primitive conception 
of nature which science is superseding. It is alleged, also, 
that tho Christian theory does not assist us to meet the 
conditions of modern lifo ; that its doctrines of prayer and 
atonement do not console or redeem; and that its hopes 
do not inspiro us to labor for social regeneration. In my 
opinion—in tho opinion of an increasing circlo of thinking 
men and women— the Christian theory fails. It is not an 
asset. It is a bad debt. It must be written off tho books.

Will any honestman tell meit isof noconscquence whether 
ho calls himself a Christian or not 1 Will ho say his con- 
corn is with things moro important, with broad, with 
clothing, with employment, with wage earning, with edu
cation ? N o ; ho has no right to dodge round tho bushos. 
He ought to como out into the open. Is he, or is ho not, a 
Christian 1 Is he, or is he not, an Atheist or Agnostic 1

I will adduce anothor reason for plain spoech. Heresy 
has been persecuted; heresy is the badgo of tho untitled 
fow ; heresy lines not the purse; heresy wears the crown 
of thorns; and therefore heresy implies a moral purpose— 
and moral purposo is tho salt of life. IIow, then, can any 
man of integrity pretend that heresy lies beyond the scope 
of his serious thought t How can ho say that he has moro 
important things to pursue 1 How dare ho, whilo his brother 
struggles with prejudice and unreason, pass by on tho 
other side, and not join in the magnificent rebellion 1 I do 
not understand this velvet philanthropy which will not soil 
its fingers with the touch of heresy. I do not understand 
tho idoal of lifo which takes no account of intellectual 
dignity, which provides food, and wages, and recreation, 
and yot omits care for tho instinct of liberty. To me the 
power of protest against a crooked and unworthy philosophy 
is as much a necessary of life as bread.

Of course, discretion is part of tho equipment of a propa
gandist. Tho unbeliever in Christianity need not carry 
atheism into ovory railway carriage, or worry the family
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circle every day with observations on the defects of the 
Church, or mingle Biblical criticism with the amenities of 
wedding breakfasts. There is, as the Jewish moralist 
remarked, a time for everything. There is a time to sup
press controversy. But there is also a time for self-revela
tion. There is a time to declare which cause we follow, 
which king we serve. There is a time when every right- 
minded man should profess, in the language of the people, 
his opinion on great religious issues. I do not ask that he 
should call himself Sceptic in such a way as to lead his 
neighbors to suppose the label Sceptic covers his whole 
character. If that were the case, his scepticism would be 
worth nothing. But it is not likely to be the case. He 
who entertains a genuine objection to the Christian creed, 
and says so in honorable English, will probably be straight
forward in other departments of thought and practice. 
He whose warp is honest will almost certainly not cheat in 
the woof. * F. J. Gould.

JOSEPHUS AND THE GOSPELS.

(By  the late J. M. W heeler.)
( Concluded from page BJfi.)

If wo consider the utter improbability that Luke or any 
other Christian writer in the second century should possess 
such accurate knowledge of the proceedings within the 
Sanhedrin as to bo able to give, word for word, Gamaliel’s 
speech as it was spoken, we shall probably conclude that 
it, like so much else in the narrative, is a concoction. 
That the account in the Acts of the Apostles is utterly 
untrustworthy, and, moreover, founded on events narrated 
by Josephus, is evident from the reference to Theudas, 
which involves a double mistake.

Gamaliel is made to say that before the time of Judas of 
Galilee there rose up Theudas, “  boasting himself to be 
somebody ; to whom a number of men, about four hundred, 
joined themselves : who was slain; and all, as many as 
obeyed him, were scattered, and brought to nought.” 
Now Josephus mentions this Theudas (Antiq., bk. xx., 
chap. 5, sec. G). He, like so many others at that time, was 
an impostor, calling himself a prophet. He persuaded a 
number to follow him to the river Jordan, telling them 
that he would, by his own command, divide the river and 
afford them an easy passage over it. The Roman pro
curator, Fadus, sent a troop of horsemen against them, 
who killed many and took the rest prisoners. (Four 
hundred are mentioned afterwards as slain in another 
rising.) The head of Thoudas was cut off and sont to 
Jerusalem. But this Theudas lived more than a genera
tion after Judas, for Fadus was procurator of Judea in the 
days of Claudius Ciesar. The discrepancy between tho 
Acts and Josephus is .admitted by orthodox Christians; 
but they say, with tho Bishop of Bath and Wells, “  Luke 
is as likely to be as right as Josophus.” W e venture to 
hope that no immortal soul will be imperilled by the 
thought that Josephus is as likely to bo right as the 
anonymous author of the Acts of tho Apostlos, a book 
competent critics assign to tho latter half of the second 
century, and which was rejected by the Marcionites and 
other early Christians. Josephus places the event in its 
due chronological order, and from his official position could 
not mako a mistake of thirty years in regard to an out
break which took placo within his own lifetimo. It should 
be observed also that, whereas the author of the Acts makes 
the sect of J udas of Galilee come to nought, Josephus assigns 
them a most important position.

That the Gospel compilers did mako glaring chrono
logical errors in regard to historic facts wo have evidenco. 
The anachronism in Matthew xxiii. 35 is of itself sufficient 
to show this. Jesus is made to doclare that the Jows of 
his generation shall suffer for “  all tho righteous bloodshed 
upon tho earth, from the blood of righteous Abel unto the 
blood of Zacharias, son of Barachias, whom ye slew between 
the templo and the altar.” Now, Josephus (W ars of the 
Jews, bk. iv., chap, iv., sec. 4) tells us Zacharias, son of 
Baruch, one of the best and most eminent citizens, was 
slain in the Temple at the time of the siege of Jerusalem, 
more than thirty years after the alleged crucifixion of 
Jesus. Lardner, and other Christian evidence writers, 
feeing in what discredit tho Gospels would be landed by 
the admission of this anachronism, allege that Zecharias,

the son of Jehoiada, killed in the court of the Temple 
(2 Chron. xxiv.), is meant. But, apart from the identify
ing designation “  son of Barachias,” is it feasible that 
Jesus, beginning with Abel, the first known innocent 
blood, would stop with Zacharias, who was killed B.c. 840, 
when there was a flood of righteous blood shed among the 
Jews after that date 1 Zachariah the prophet cannot be 
intended, for in his time the Temple was in ruins, and 
nothing is known concerning his death. That the Zecharias 
referred to is the one spoken of by Josephus is evident; 
for the writer of Matthew goes on to make Jesus lament 
over Jerusalem, and in the next chapter detail many other 
events in connection with the destruction of the city.

These passages simply prove that the writer lived after 
A.D. 70. The apologists have to confess that the son of 
Jehoiada is confused with the son of Barachias, which of 
itself is instructive of the process by which events, belong
ing to different ages, got mixed up in the course of a few 
generations.

Another instance of the untrustworthy nature of the 
Gospel statements concerns the date assigned to the census 
or enrolment for taxation under Cyrenius (Luke ii. 2). 
According to tho gospeller, this census was synchronous 
with the birth of Jesus. According to the Jewish historian, 
it took place ten years later— viz., after the deposition of 
Archelaus, Herod’s son and successor, who had already 
ruled some time as king, and then for ten years as tetrarch 
(Antiq., xvii., 13, secs. 2, 5). No reason can be assigned for 
Josephus misdating this event, which, as an annalist, he 
must have been able to determine. Indeed, it is evident 
that while Herod was living, and acknowledged sovereign, 
such a census would not have been instituted.

We may also briefly refer to the death of Agrippa, 
whom the writer of the Acts (xii. 21, 22) evidently con
founds with his grandfather, Herod, the king.* Luke 
introduces the angel of the Lord, whereas Josephus speaks 
of an owl as being present. Eusebius, pretending to cite 
from Josephus, has tho audacity to substitute “  angel ” for 
“  owl ” to make the accounts the more resemble each other.

But to return to the Galileans and the process by which 
the foundor of that sect got to bo considered Jesus instead 
of Judas. Josephus tells us in the very same chapter of 
tho Jewish Wars (book vi., chap. 5), in which he relates 
that miraculous signs appeared in the heavens in the year 
of the destruction of Jerusalem, and that a heifer, as she 
was led by the high priest to be sacrificed at tho Passover, 
brought forth a lamb— tells of one Jesus, the son of a 
plebeian, who, four years beforo tho war began, came to 
the feast of the tabernaclo crying: “  A  voice from tho 
east, a voice from tho west, a voice from the four winds, 
a voico against Jerusalem and tho holy house, a voice 
against tho bridegrooms and tho bridos, and a voice against 
this whole people.” This was his cry by day and night. 
Some people in authority took up tho man and gave him a 
great number of severe stripes ; yet did he not either say 
anything for himsolf, or anything peculiar to those that 
chastised him, but still wont on with tho same words which 
he cried before. Hereupon the rulers, supposing thore was 
a sort of divine fury in tho man, brought him to the Roma» 
procurator, where ho was whipped till his bonos woro laid 
baro, yet did ho not mako any supplication for himsolf, but 
at each stroke of tho whip cried : “  Woo, woe to Jerusalem. 
Tho procurator dismissod him as a madman, and ho con
tinued his cry for soven years and five months, when ho 
saw his prodictions fulfilled in earnest at tho siogo. Stand
ing on tho wall, ho cried aloud : “  Woo, woo to tho city 
again, and to tho holy houso.” And, just as he added at 
the last, “  Woe to myself also,” there came a stono from a 
catapult which killed him immediately.

Thore can bo no doubt that tho career and fato of this 
strange prophet must havo left a deep impression on his 
ago. Tho naturo of his prediction, his insanity, and tho 
mild, submissive persistence, remind us of traits of tho 
Gospel Jesus. But there is yet anothor Jesus of a very 
different character, mentioned by Josephus in his account 
of his own life, as woll as in tho Wars. This Jesus was 
tho leader of what Josophus calls “  a seditious tumult ot 
mariners and poor people” in Galileo. He was ruler m 
Tiberius, and “  an innovator beyond everybody clso.” Mr- 
George Solomon, in his curious book, The Jesus of EistoCI 
and the Jesus of Tradition Identified (1880), argues that the

* Mark vi. 14 also speaks of “  Kin^ Herod,” who is confounded 
with Antipas, the totrarch,
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Gospel Jesus is a mixture of these various historic elements. 
But, manifestly, none of these accounts represent the 
miraculous elements of the Gospels. Those, however, who 
hold that the Gospels are really nothing better than 
romances of the second century will, at any rate, be dis
posed to think it possible that the romances have distorted 
events which can be seen more clearly in Josephus. Mr. 
Richard A. Proctor, the eminent populariser of astronomy, 
in his articles on “ The Beginning of Christianity” in 
Knowledge (Jan., 1887), and in the one on “ The Gospel 
Life of Jesus ” in the Freethinkers' Magazine, already referred 
to, endorses this view, and considers that the supernatural 
parts of the Gospel story are founded on solar myths. 
After alluding to these, he says :—

“ The records of ordinary events, natural in their 
proper place, which appear with a non-natural aspect 
in the life of Jesus as presented in the Gospels, are 
apparently taken from the works of Josephus. They 
may, of course, have been simply derived from stories 
of the self-same events, as they really happened, handed 
on over a generation or two, by ordinary oral tradition. 
But most of them have undergone less change than is 
commonly found in stories thus carried on.”

But it will be properly asked, How came the evangelists 
to refer back the story of their Jesus to the days of Herod 
and Pilate 1 We have already seen that while, according 
to Matthew, Jesus was born during the reign of Herod, 
according to Luke it was not until ten years after, and 
Jesus must have been but a stripling when brought before 
Pilate. How little was really known may be seen from 
the passage in John viii. 57, which implies that Jesus was 
over forty, while Irenseus in the second century argues on 
the authority of all the elders in Asia that Jesus reached to 
fifty years of age.

Now Josephus does tell us of a false prophet of the 
Samaritans who was put to death by Pilate. That ho does 
go assures us the more that he knew nothing of Jesus. 
Luke, moreover, tells us (xiii. 1) that Pilate mingled the 
blood of the Galileans with their sacrifices ; and this, though 
Uncorroborated by any historian, may indicate that there 
was a tradition of persecution.

As to the crucifixion, Rabbi Wiso, of Cincinnati, makos 
a suggestion which is surely worth consideration. There 
existed at tho commencement of the Christian era a wide
spread and doop sympathy for a crucified King of the Jews. 
This was Antigonus, tho last of the famous Maccabees. 
Herod, with the assistance of the Romans, defeated Anti
gonus and took Jerusalem after an obstinate siege. Anti
gonus was handed over to Mark Antony, who had him 
executed as a common malefactor. Strabo, Plutarch, Dion 
Gassius, and Josephus all relate this as a remarkable event, 
Rr never previously had tho Romans put a king to death 
so ignominiously. Strabo says that, becauso tho Jews 
obstinately refusod to recogniso Ilorod, Mark Antony was 
persuaded to try this sovero method of removing their 
respect for their lawful king. Josephus tells us ho was 
beheaded, but tho seeming contradiction which probably 
aroso from Josophus’s woll-known suppression of olTensivo 
truths is explained by Dion Cassius, who tells us that ho 
" ’as first whipped and crucifiod, and then had his throat 
°ut. Rabbi Wise, in his History of the Hebrew's Second 
Commonwealth, writes :—'

“ Dion Cassius says : ‘ Antony now gave the kingdom 
to a certain Herod, and, having stretched Antigonus on 
the cross and scourged him—-which had never before 
boon done to a king by the Romans—ho put him to 
death.’ The sympathies of the masses for the crucified 
King of Judea—tho heroic son of so many heroic 
ancestors- and the legends growing, in time, out of this 
historical nucleus, became perhaps the source from which 
1’aul and the Evangelists preached Jesus as the crucified 
King of Judea.”

Thore was another event, unnoticed by either Mr. 
‘jolomon or Mr. Proctor, which may have contributed to 
Place tho advent of a Messiah in tho days of Herod. It was a 
dosaianic conspiracy which took placo in his days, and which 
Uo quonchod in blood. Tho passagos in Josephus relating to 
his intriguo woro first pointed out to mo by my friend Mr. 

vv • J- Birch—a gentleman dooply versed in all the litera- 
Ure of tho first ages of Christianity, and who has written 

' l l / 01110 len§kb on this point. They may bo found in tho 
tki S of the Jews (bk. i., chap, xxix.), and in the Antiquities 
(bk. xvii., ond of chap. ii.). The wife of Phororas tho 
Petrarch, brother of Herod, seems to have been prophesied 
to bear tho coming King. Pheroras, being a just man, was
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asked to put her away, but was not so minded. Josephus, 
strangely enough, puts the blame of this conspiracy on the 
Pharisees, the principal of whom were slain, together with 
those of Herod’s own family, who had consented to what 
was foretold; and one Bagoas, an eunuch, who is declared 
by Josephus to have “ been puffed up by them, as though 
he should be named the father and the benefactor of him 
who, by the prediction, was foretold to be their appointed 
king ; for that this king would have all things in his power, 
and would enable Bagoas to marry, and to have children of 
his own body begotten.” Perhaps this was in allusion to 
Isaiah lvi. 4, 5.

Lardner says of this curious business : “  Josephus’s 
account is a perfect comment upon St. Matthew’s.” But 
may not the account of the author of the Gospel according 
to St. Matthew be a comment on the transactions related 
by Josephus ? That Herod should be concerned, and should 
stifle in blood a conspiracy in which were engaged the heads 
of the court and some six thousand Pharisees, bears all the 
air of probability; but that he should be alarmed at the 
prophecy by Magi of the birth of a poor child, and, when 
he did not find the child, should slay all the children that 
were in Bethlehem and in all the coasts thereof, from two 
years and under, without one word of notice from any 
historian, demands greater faith than is possessed by the 
present writer.

THE DEITY AS A HUMORIST.

A Cold-Blooded Essay for the Hot W eather. 
One of the best-quoted proverbs is that which bids us 
givo even the devil his due, the same devil who has been 
facetiously termed “ the fourth person of the Trinity.” If 
this should be so, there is no reason why the same courtesy 
should not be extended to the other august persons compos
ing this “  household of three.” Oddly enough, the Ghost, 
the third member of the family, has been credited with 
being tho only literary gent among them, though how the 
devil this comes about the present writer cannot guess. 
The Ghost, it is true, has been celebrated for other matters 
not entirely connected with theology, but history and Mrs. 
Grundy wisely avert their eyes. Raking up ancient 
scandals is dirty work, and only well paid if ono is a lawyer. 
Now Mr. Froude has whitewashed the character of Henry 
the Eighth someone may turn his attention to our Ghost, 
tho most famous Ghost in history, with all due respect to 
Hamlet’s papa, Scrooges’ partner, and the eminent one of 
Cock-lane.

As was said a sentence or so back, the Ghost is an 
author, and until recently was considered a very dull one 
too. The contention of the present writer is that the 
Ghost is a humorist, and that he challenges comparison 
with Mark Twain, Artemus Ward, G. L. Mackenzie, and 
Dod Grile. The latter has told us that he was inspired by 
his “  scholarly friend, Mr. Satan,” and it is to be feared the 
samo thing is true also of Mr. Mackenzie, “  the Laureate 
of Secularism.”

But to return to our “  muttons,” as Shakespeare says. 
The Ghost’s book is called “ The Bible,” and is usually 
classed as sober fiction. Thero is, howevor, a sprinkling of 
fun, a day’s march between each joke ; but what of that ? 
A pearl is none the loss a pearl oven if it is surrounded by 
an intolerable doal of oyster, which, by tho way, is a similo 
of solemnity.

Tho motif of tho Ghost’s book is irresistibly funny : tho 
idoa of a “  God ” who puts himself to death to satisfy him
self. Tho prevailing opinion is, of courso, that tho wholo 
book is a dreary document of the past. This wrong view 
is partly owing to the fact that people do not read tho 
volume for themsolvcs, but merely chatter about it. Then, 
secondly, to stupid persons, who must be serious or 
nothing.

Of tho Ghost’s humor the following are good specimens. 
Ho tolls us that Adam and Eve “  hoard the voice of tho 
Lord God walking in tho garden in the cool of tho day.” 
This is a very fine voice to walk in gardens and elsewhere, 
and to wear brown boots.

Yet another favorite : “ And it came to pass that night 
the angel of the Lord went out and smote in the camp of 
the Assyrians an hundred four score and five thousand; 
and when they arose early in the morning, behold thoy 
were all dead corpses.” How surprised those Assyrians
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must have been when they got up in the morning and 
found “  they were all dead corpses.”

Mark Twain has quoted another. The Ghost refers in a 
short story attributed to St. Luke to a “ street which is 
called straight.” The American humorist says that the 
street in question is “  straighter than a corkscrew, but not 
as straight as a rainbow.”

The cultured readers of this journal will say that the 
above specimens are examples of very elementary irony. 
Quite so, but they were written many centuries ago, and 
by a Ghost. Further criticism is disarmed by the fact of 
the Ghost being “  one ” with two other gentlemen. We 
shall never be absolutely sure whether this congenital puzzle 
did not have a blighting effect upon the “ humor ” of the 
writer we are referring to.

Another example is where the Ghost refers to a lady’s nose 
as resembling a “ tower that looketh towards Damascus.” 
Really this is an ungentlemanly joke, and must have pro
voked a quarrel. It is nearly as bad as if he had 
suggested that her face was like “  a fly-blown beefsteak 
with a tin-tack in the centre.” If he had always written 
in that strain, he might have avoided that unfortunate 
business with a carpenter’s wife which clouded his later 
years.

A  more delicate irony is contained in the two accounts 
of the death of Judas. In the one he falls and his bowels 
gush out, and in the other he hangs himself. There is no 
contradiction. Judas simply strangled himself with his 
own entrails. This, probably, was the germ of the oft- 
quoted passage of Diderot’s.

But I must desist. I am anxious to contemplate the 
beauties of Nature, to amuse the little ones by throwing 
stones into the sea, the while I listen to their chatter. On 
another occasion I must return and reperuse tho effusions 
of the high and mighty author, the Ghost.

Mimnermus.

THE BEDBOROUGH PROSECUTION.

Me. G eorge  B e d bo k o u g h ’s trial takes place in the September 
sessions at the Old Bailey. Our readers will recollect that 
he is indicted for “  obscenity,” and that his actual offence 
was selling a copy of Dr. Havelock Ellis’s book on Sexual 
Inversion. We have already given our opinion of this book, 
and we are glad to.see that it is shared by the editor of the 
Review o f Reviews. “ I have read the book,” Mr. Stead says, 
“ and no person who reads it with an impartial mind could 
come to the conclusion that it was published with the in
tention of corrupting the morals of Her Majesty’s subjects.” 
It appears to us that this is a case in which the right of 
publication (there is nothing else at stake) should be strenu
ously defended. We have pleasure, therefore, in announcing 
that_another “ protest” meeting will be held on Monday 
evening (Sept. 5) in »St. Martin's Town Hall. Several well- 
known speakers will be upon the platform, and we hope 
there will be a large gathering of sympathisers in tho body 
of the hall. All who value the freedom of the press should 
try to make this meeting as large and influential as possible, 
if only to compel the attention of the press, which has not 
given this prosecution the attention which it demands. We 
also beg to state that funds are urgently needed for Mr. 
Bedborough’s defence. Competent counsel are engaged on 
the expectation that the friends of liberty will find the 
necessary cost. Subscriptions should be sent—and the 
sooner the better—to the honorary secretary of the Free 
Press Defence Committee, Mr. Hen^y Seymour, 51 Arundel- 
square, Islington, London, N. We may add that tho Com
mittee is now very large and representative, including 
clergymon, artists, editors, authors, and publicists. Amongst 
the Secularists upon it are G. J. Holyoake, G. W. Foote, C. 
Watts, J. M. Robertson, C. Cohen, and W. Heaford.

How to Help Us.
(1) Get your newsagent to take a few copies of the Freethinker and

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

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

(3) Lcavo a copy of tho Freethinker now and then In tho train, the
car, or the omnibus.

(4) Display, or geb displayed, ono of our contents-sheots, which are
of a convenient size for the purpose». Mr. Fordor will 
send thorn on application.

(5) Distribute some of our cheap tracts in your walks abroad, at
public meetings, or among the audiencos around stroet- 
corner preachers.

(0) Get your newsagent to exhibit the Freethinker in the window.

A C I D  DR O P S .

N a p le s  has an “ ecstatic virgin,” who is certainly ecstatic, 
whether she is a virgin or not. Her name is Almerinda 
Ettore, and she is reverenced by the ignorant and credulous 
multitude as a “ saint” of the first water. She prophesied 
that she would die on August 5, that the earth would then 
be convulsed and the sun darkened, while a great black 
cross would appear in the sky. Unfortunately for her 
reputation as a prophet, she is still living, though the most 
elaborate preparations were made for her funeral; the 
explanation being that her spirit refused to leave her body. 
“ Had I expired,” she says, “ I must have risen again from 
the dead on the next day.” But, despite her egregious 
blunder, she is still regarded as inspired, and Italian press
men crowd about her to obtain copy for their journals. 
Who would have thought, a hundred years ago, that such 
phenomena would mark the close of the nineteenth century 1

Catholics in England, where they are in a minority, and a 
poor one at that, talk unctuously about toleration and free
dom; but Catholics, where they are in a majority, are 
insolent persecutors of all who differ from them. Take, for 
instance, the following story from Ischl, a famous Austrian 
summer resort. We give it in the words of the Vienna 
correspondent of the Daily News.

“ The Dutch pianist, M. Sieveking, who is a pupil of 
Leschetitzky, was spending a week in Ischl, and, on being 
requested to join in a concert given for the benefit of the 
poor of Ischl, willingly promised his help. On Sunday he 
was walking through a street, when a priest of inferior 
degree—a co-operator, as he is called in Austria—passed on 
his way to a death-bed. He was accompanied by a sexton, 
who, to all Catholics, announces by a tinkling of the bell 
that he carries the sacred wafer, the Body of Christ. Sieve- 
king did not take any notice, as no doubt any Englishman 
would have done in the same situation. The priest stopped 
and cried out angrily : ‘ Whatever religion you may belong 
to, you are certainly an uneducated m an; otherwise 
you would have taken your hat off.’ Sieveking, no doubt, 
gave an impatient answer, but he cannot recall what 
he said, and in a few moments he was surrounded by a 
group of threatening natives, who crowded round him so 
closely that he made his escape by entering a house. He 
went to see the Mayor later, who is a Liberal, and he advised 
him not to go home, as two gendarmes were waiting to arrest 
him ; so he dressed at the Mayor’s house, and went direct to 
the concert, which was crowded, and where he was enthusi
astically applauded. The Mayor, in the meantime, endea
vored to prevent his being arrested, but the gendarmes were 
waiting for him in the artists’ dressing-room. A  supper was 
to be given in the artist’s honor, and the police allowed him 
to join it, they sitting at a side table close by. The Mayor 
offered to stand bail for him, all to no avail. After supper 
he was marched off to prison, which he reached about mid
night.” ____

M. Sieveking did not insult that Catholic priest, but 
simply took no notice of him, yet he was charged with 
“ disturbing a religious ceremony.” What a mixture of 
humbug and impudence ! It reminds one of Ingersoll’s 
caustic remark about tho Catholic bigots who, when they 
burnt a heretic alive, gagged his mouth or cut out his tongue, 
lest he should say something that might hurt the feelings 
of the gentlemen who were piling up the fuel.

M. Sioveking was taken off to prison in ovening dress. 
He was not allowed to change his clothes. He had to lie 
down on a long board fixed to the wall. His pockets were 
emptied, and he had neither light nor water. In the morn
ing he was allowed a little water, but no towel. Some one 
sent him in a meal, or he would have had nothing to eat. 
Such is Catholic Christianity.

Mr. Justice 1’hillimore, who is a High Churchman, had to 
sit in court the other day in the Divorce Court and register 
the dissolution of nineteen marriages. That was all he 
had to do, but his Christian conscience prompted him to 
deliver a sermon on tho matter. “ I cannot,” ho said, 
“ take this step as a Christian man without saying how very 
much I regret, on social, moral, and religious grounds, that 
these_ facilities should bo givon to people to dissolve the 
marriages which they have contracted.” Of course the 
judge had no more right to say that than any other man in 
court. “ Judges,” as the Daily News remarked, “ had much 
better stick to the law and leave theology alone.” A 
court of law is not a church, and a judge’s seat is not a 
pulpit.

The Khalifa, who lives near tho Malidi’s tomb, has a 
reputation for miraculous powers, which will soon bo put 
to tho test. Tho Sirdar is upon him with a well-disciplined 
and scientifically-equipped army ; and prayers to Allah, liko
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prayers to Christ, will hardly stop the flight of bullets and 
shells.

Curiously, however, there is an English Field-Marshal, 
Sir J. L. A. Simmons, who thinks that the Sirdar and his 
army should be supported by prayer. We at home, he says 
in the Times, should “ render them all the assistance in our 
power.” He suggests that “ earnest and united prayers in 
our churches and all places of worship ” should be offered up 
h? the King of Kings for their success. But won’t the 
Khalifa’s army be supplicating the same God for the same 
result 1 And how the deuce is he to oblige both 1 Or why 
should he oblige one rather than the other 1 The only way, 
apparently, is to let them fight it out.

Bailie Monro, of Pollokshaws, is so pious a man that he 
catechises and preaches to the prisoners who are brought 
before him. He is laughed at in the local News, and broad 
hints are thrown out that the Bailie, while remarkably 
Pious, has a keen eye to his own advantage in business deal
ings, even with the Town Council.

Klondyke seems a barren field for missionary enterprise. 
A soul-saver writes from the spot to the London Times.

Scepticism,” he says, “  is rife among miners, and, while 
most of them are respectful when talking to the minister, 
v’cry few even pretend to lead Christian lives ”—whatever 
that means. As a result of a year’s work this missionary 
has made only one convert.

The Daily Chronicle refers to the “ fights that have 
Recently taken place between Christians and Secularists on 
I eckham Rye.” This is very misleading. Secularists have 
pot interfered with Christian meetings; Christians have 
interfered with Secular meetings. The Secularists are 
guilty of nothing but self-defence.

Kensit, the Protestant Reformer, used to be a feeble 
opponent of “ infidelity,” and amongst his wretched publi
cations was a filthy libel on Colonel Ingersoll. Perhaps he 
found it didn’t pay after all. Anyhow, he has struck oil in 
a new direction. The noble Kensit appeals to the British 
Public for £10,000, to be expended by himself in sending 
^hat he calls “ Wicklif preachers” throughout England. A 
few of them are already on the job. Their chief business 
seems to be disturbing High Church services. This is a 
Proceeding with which we have no sort of sympathy. 
Rowdyism is no cure for illegality.

The Romish Church, says the New York correspondent of 
Secular Thought, Toronto, received an illustrious convert 
mto its bosom during the current week. The murderer 
f horn, the partner of Mrs. Nack in the murder of Gulden-
s. pPpo that created so much sensation some months back, 
died in the electric chair with a crucifix in his hand, and an 
invocation to Jesus to save him on his lips, while a priest 
Recited sentences appropriate to the occasion in his hearing, 
•ff is the regular fashion here for murderers to turn Roman, 
f’S there have been occasions when commutations of death 
that have been previously refused have been granted on the 
ponvict professing his belief in the doctrines of Mother 
f-Rurch.

The Rev. G. W. Peel is rebuked by the Advocate o f India 
f°r declaring that God has sent the plague over there 
because the English had tolerated idolatry. “ The heavy 
charge at which India has to support an alien Church,” it 

“ is not enough for Mr. Peel. He is not satisfied that 
^ h u r c h  receives the money of the impoverished people

India, who_ do not belong to it. He goes further, and 
ufges the Indian Government to begin a crusade against the 
old religions of the country, in defiance of the most solemn 
Pledges, and at the risk of the most frightful suffering.” But 
what are these things to the salvation of immortal souls ? 
fo say nothing of the welfare of the clergy.

Children have done a lot of cadging for missionary 
societies, and five lads at Penge decided to get even with 
che soul-savers, so they broke into a Sunday-school and 
emptied the missionary-boxes, realising the sum of £1 Os., 
"Inch they spent on cyclo-riding, two of them taking a 
j *P to Brighton. The spree ended, however, with an 
introduction to a magistrate.

j  Sabbatarian bigots at Chatham have had a youth named
t,  arry White fined 7s. 6d. for selling artificial flowers in 

0 street on Sunday. The Act thus cruelly enforced was
the reign of Charles II. of pious and unclean

J l r -  Wilson Barrett’s head appears to have been turned 
to f 8 ^nancial success of his Sign of the Cross. Ho seems 
lnj a.ncy himself a great public teacher, with a sort of divino 
lik381011 1° elevate the morality of the British public. “ I

0 my plays to have a purpose,” he says, “ and an earnest
e, too. I like them to be truo ; true to what is best in

Passed in
Memory.

men and women.” This is sickening talk on the part of a 
man who has pretensions to being an artist. Perhaps it is 
blasphemy to say that William Shakespeare was a greater 
dramatist than Wilson Barrett. Still, a great many people 
think him so. And, according to Shakespeare, the business 
of the dramatist is to “ hold the mirror up to nature ”—not 
only to “ show virtue her own feature,” 'but also to show 
“ scorn her own image.” Surely the man who wrote Hamlet 
would smile at the ethical antics of Mr. Barrett. What a 
conception of art, to fancy that the function of a dramatist 
is to be a clergyman in a theatre !

Hall Caine’s flashy novel, The Christian, has been separ
ately dramatised by the author and Wilson Barrett. Caine’s 
version will be played in America, and Barrett’s in Australia. 
The version to be played in London will be the joint 
production of novelist and dramatist. It ought to be some
thing at the finish.

Wilson Barrett is to play the part of John Storm, the 
celibate priest. Of course it will fit him to a nicety. Who 
was that laughing 1 Silence, sir, in the presence of moral 
greatness!

A coroner’s jury has returned another verdict of man
slaughter against two of the Peculiar People—James and 
Grace Cook, of Lambeth—for not providing medical assist
ance for their child, who died of whooping-cough, bronchitis 
and diarrhoea. A full report of this case appears in another 
part of this week’s Freethinker, to which we refer our readers. 
Both parents are committed for trial, and we shall notice 
the case further when it comes before a judge and jury in 
the criminal court.

Commenting on this new “ Peculiar ” case, the Christian 
World says : “ It is not to be wondered at that there should 
be such lamentable folly among poor and ignorant people 
when ‘ Christian Science,’ which is several degrees more 
absurd, is fashionable in the West-end.” We quite agree 
that Christian Science is the height of absurdity, but why 
does a Christian paper call it lamentable folly to obey Jesus 
Christ ____

The Wolverhampton Express and Star is unintentionally 
very funny over the case of these poor “ Peculiars.” “ These 
strange people,” it says, “ evidently translate the Scriptures 
literally.” What is meant is that they read it literally ; in 
other words, they think the Bible means what it says. The 
editor of the Express and Star is not such a fool. No doubt 
he thinks it is a poor Christian who can’t make the Bible 
mean anything. ____

A curious electrical Prayer-book, “ used in converting 
Indians,” was recently bought (the Christian World says) 
by a collector of rare volumes from a New York bookseller. 
Brass plates are rivetted to the covers, at the top of which 
there are appliances for the insertion of electric wires. The 
story is that it belonged to a backwoods missionary who 
owned a small battery. When he wanted to convert an 
Indian he placed the book in the redman’s hands, and 
surreptitiously turned on a current which sent mild but 
appreciable thrills through the latter’s frame, giving him 
indisputable proof that he had “ found religion.”

Rev. Hugh Price Hughes, President of the Wesleyan Con
ference, thanks God for the School Board system. No 
doubt ho does. It is Nonconformist religion, as Lord 
Salisbury said, which is taught in Board schools.

Piety and good taste do not always go together. Mrs. 
Spurgeon tells the story of her courtship and marriage by 
the famous preacher, as part of the second volume of C. II. 
Spurgeon's Autobiography, just published. She also prints 
some of his love letters. Now if this had been done by a 
third person when husband and wife were both dead, it 
would perhaps have been pardonable ; but for a widow to 
publish her dead husband’s love letters argues, in our judg
ment, a decided lack of delicacy. What public justification 
can bo pleaded we are at a loss to discover. Can it really 
be maintained that the people who heard Spurgeon preach 
had a right to hear how ho made love to a woman 1 Are 
there no sacred intimacies in lifo which it is a profanation 
to expose to the general gaze 1

Mrs. Spurgeon tells us that her husband introduced his 
declaration of love by drawing her attention to some lines— 
very wooden lines—from Martin Tupper, who was just fit to 
be the poet of the Tabernacle. Tupper had a great vogue 
in those days, and he was road admiringly by the Queen. 
He had a multitude of admirers in America too, one of 
whom asked Thackeray “ what the English people thought 
of Tupper.’’ “ Sir,” said Thackeray, “ they do not think of 
Tupper.” ____

Ruskin, in his younger days, was an admirer of Spurgeon, 
and used frequently to hear him preach. “ In later years,
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however,’’ as Mrs. Spurgeon says, “  there came a change of 
feeling on Mr. Ruskin’s part, and he strongly repudiated 
some of the theological opinions to which Mr. Spurgeon 
closely clung to the end of his life." This, of course,'was 
inevitable, lluskin’s mind developed, Spurgeon’s did not. 
The great writer lived to see the nonsense of the great 
preacher’s belief, for instance, that every word of the 
Bible came from the mouth of God ; and to despise and 
ridicule his paltry little theory of salvation, acc ,rding to 
which the great majority of mankind were going to ever
lasting hell, and a little minority of the “  elect ” compla
cently rejoiced in the prospect of being saved themselves 
while all their fellow-men were damned. Spurgeon never 
developed a bit. He was taught a certain theology as a 
boy, and he went on preaching it to the day of his death. 
What distinguished him was not any originality of mind, 
but a musical voice, immense self-confidence, a large 
command of simple vigorous English, and a power of homely 
illustration exactly on the level of the particular crowd he 
addressed.

“ Blessed be ye poor !” said Jesus Christ. That’s the text, 
and now for the commentary. Canon Chapman, of St. Paul’s 
Cray, was summoned the other day at the Bromley Police- 
court for keeping three unlicensed male servants. For the 
defence it was stated that the three “ under gardeners ” were 
only partially employed, and the Canon had no desire to 
evade payment of any licences ; indeed, he had already paid 
for two footmen, a coachman, a gamekeeper, and a gardener. 
All these servants were necessary to one man, and that man 
a minister of the gospel promulgated by the poor carpenter’s 
son of Nazareth ! Why, if that gospel be true, Canon Chap
man is as sure of hell as he is sure of dying ; for Jesus Christ 
not only said “ Blessed be ye poor,” but “ yours is the kingdom 
of heaven.” All the rest go elsewhere.

There is a haunted house, called St. Austin’s in the Forest 
Hill-road, near Honor Oak railway station. Crowds of 
people gather there to see the “ ghosts,” and, owing to the 
evil reputation of the place, all efforts to let or sell it have 
failed, although it stands in an acre of ground, and is charm
ingly situated, commanding some of the finest views south 
of the Thames. The caretaker, however, who has lived in 
the house with his family for years, laughs at the “ ghosts.” 
He has never seen them himself, and declares they are old 
women’s inventions. But this is exactly what a sensible 
man would expect. In superstition, as in landscape,distance 
lends enchantment to the view. Knock at a haunted house 
and enquire for the ghost, and the occupiers will toll you to 
go to the devil ; go round the corner in the next road, and 
the people shake their heads and say there is something 
strange; go a mile away, and they swear there is a ghost, 
and tell you to a minute when it is visible.

The Duke of York commanded the Crescent, which acted 
as guardship at Cowes during August. He piously read the 
lessons on Sunday morning, and the British and Foreign 
Sailors’ Society, or which ha is patron, sent him 600 New 
Testaments to be distributed amongst the crew, who would, 
no doubt, have sooner had a quarter of a pound of tobacco.

Evangelist Moody boasts of having distributed thousands 
of New Testaments (what price the Old 1) amongst the 
American soldiers. “  Noarly all the regulars,” he says, “ now 
before Santiago were given Testaments before they left 
Tampa.” Well, John Fox, Harper’s correspondent at San
tiago, writes that the way to Caney was strewn with Bibles 
on both sides, where the soldiers throw them before going 
into action. ____

Jesus Christ rode into Jerusalem on an ass, but the German 
Emperor will enter it in a much more imposing fashion. 
The Christian World is bold enough to remark that pious 
Emperor William will bo honored by the assassin of the 
Armenian followers of Christ, and all “ becauso the Kaiser 
prevented Europe from rescuing the rest of the Armenians 
from the blood-stained clutches of the Sultan.”

Pious Emperor William has been photographed in forty 
different ways in the new uniform ho intends wearing at 
Jerusalem. What a man ho is ! There has boon nothing 
like it since Nero.

Joseph Lewis, who was hung a few days ago at Swansea 
Gaol, made a confession of his guilt. He prayed for the 
widow of the man he murdered, and declared that he had 
no ill-feeling towards anybody in the world. What kind
ness ! And what condescension! Murderers often die 
forgiving everybody they have over injured.

“ I am not going to tell a lie about it. I am in the 
presence of God.” So said William Viney at the Stratford 
Polioe-court, where he was committed for trial on the charge 
of wilfully murdering his three children. Evidently the 
“ presence of God ” is not sufficient to keep a man from com

mitting murder. The presence of a policeman is much more 
effective. ____

A speaker at a missionary meeting told how he was 
entertained by a cannibal king. The principal dish was a 
pie, which, when it was opened, disclosed two human fingers. 
Everybody shuddered except a man at the back, who called 
ou t: “  I ’ll bet that finger was our parson’s ; he’s got a finger 
in every pie.” ____

At the Highgate Police-court some days ago a woman 
who keeps a restaurant in the Archway-road applied for 
“ protection ” against the Salvation Army. A meeting was 
held outside her house every Sunday evening from half-past 
six till nine ; there was a band and lots of singing, and the 
noise drove away most of her customers. The applicant 
was told that she must request the Salvation Army people 
to go away before anything could be done to redress her 
grievance. When she has done that, however, she will 
probably find herself far from the end of her trouble. The 
Boothites are very obstinate disregarders of everybody’s 
comfort but their own. Besides, making a noise unto the 
Lord is distinctly recommended in the Bible.

According to the New York Truthseekei', the prosecutions 
and fines for profanity in the city and its vicinity work out 
rather curiously. A “  damn ” costs ten dollars in Harlem, 
twenty-five on Staten Island, only five in Jersey City, and 
merely two in Brooklyn. It would pay a New Yorker who 
wanted to let off steam badly to cross the East lliver.

Men of God have their little peculiarities in America as 
they have here ; witness the following cases from one 
number of the New York TrnthseeJcer : —“ The Rev. Ralph 
Baldwin, of Saginaw, Mich., tcok a young lady from London, 
Ont., and eloped with her to Detroit, Mich., where the 
couple lived a gay life. He returned to Saginaw to attend 
to his religious duties, but inquisitive neighbors at last
reported his goings-on, and a scandal is the result.----- The
llev. James Ross, of Jacksonville, Fla., is to be tried for 
cruelly beating and abusing his fifteen-year-old daughter, 
whom he stripped and thrashed with a half-dozen switches, 
throwing her upon the iloor, holding her down with his foot, 
and kicking her in the mouth. In his defence he charged
that the girl used profane 'language.------An attempt was
recently made to lynch the Rev. R. E. Howell, who is in 
jail at Warrensburg, Mo. The Rev. Howell’s offence is 
preaching and praying to the wife of William Henderson, 
and converting her—to his own use. The mob that tried to 
lynch him was frustrated. He will not bo tried for eloping, 
but there is a charge of arson against him that is likely to 
land the reverend gentleman in the penitentiary.”

The blood of Christ will henceforth be drunk in grand 
stylo at St. Matthew’s, Bayswater. The church has been 
presented with “ two chaste and handsomely jewelled 
flagons” for the holy communion. There aro also two gold 
patens for the body of Christ. Canon Bristow also 
announces that ho has received some beautiful jewels for a 
chalice at St. Savior’s, Southwark, and that ho will be glad 
to receive more. Why, certainly. Who doubts i t '1

The Jew-hunt still goes on merrily in Franco. Its latest 
participant is the aristocratic lady who writes as “ Gyp-” 
She is very clever, and, according to English taste, frequently 
blue. But she is a good Christian, and she hates the Jews— 
perhaps because they killed Jesus, though he was a Jew too, 
which makes it a domestic quarrel after all. Well, the lady 
wrote an article in a Baris paper proposing that all Jews 
should bo boycotted. She apparently forgot that hor own 
publishers were Jows. Messrs. Cahnann-Levy, it is rumored, 
have turned the boycott upon her by informing hor that she 
can find another publisher for hor futuro works, and also for 
reprints of her former ones.

An Ayrshire clergyman, the Glasgow Evening News says, 
in praying for the Prince of Wales introduced a fooling 
reference to his accident. “ And now, brethren,” ho con
tinued, “ we will join in singing hymn No. So-and-so, 
* Courage, brother, do not stumble.’ ” The congregation 
giggled, but the minister never saw the joke.

WHEELER MEMORIAL FUND.

Per R. Fonder :—From Rangoon, Burmah, per C. Burgess : 
A. Harris, f> rupees ; C. Burgess, 5 ; Rainford, 5 ; E. H. Sep 
pings, 5 ; D. Costa, 5 ; Harwood, 5 ; Mrs. Dale, 5 ; Matthews, 
3; Buttery, 2 ; total 40 rupees = £3 5s. R. Rattray. 5s. > 
A. Hurren, 2s. Od.; H. Slater, 2s. 6d.; J. Bradley, 2s. 6d.; G- 
Smith, Is.

Chas. Lewis, 3s.; J. G. Thompson, 10s.
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Hr. Foote’s Engagem ents.
Sunday, September 4, 3.30, Freethoughb Demonstration, Peck- 

ham Rye ; 7.30, Athenaeum Hall, 73 Tottenham-court-road, “ The 
Czar’s Appeal to Europe : A Freethinker’s View.”  11, Athemoum 
Hall; 18, Birmingham; 25, Liverpool.

October 2, Glasgow; 9, Leicester.

TO CORRESPONDENTS.
Mu. Charles W atts’s Lecturing Engagements.—September 4, 

Peckham Rye ; IS and 25, A then.-cum Hall, London. November 
27, Birmingham. December 4, Glasgow ; 11, Liverpool.—All 
communications for Mr. Charles Watts should be sent to him 
at 24 Carminia-road, Balham, S.W . If a reply is required, a 
stamped and addressed envelope must be enclosed.

S. T ruman.—Dr. Karl Pearson’s Ethic o f  Freethought is a book 
well worth your reading. It contains other Essays than those 
indicated by its title. The one on Martin Luther is particularly 
vigorous and outspoken. He charges the great Protestant 
hero with having been a hindrance instead of a help to European 
progress. Dr. Pearson’s Grammar o f Science is an important 
work, displaying very great ability. “  We must turn a deaf 
ear,”  he says on the last page, “  to all those who would suggest 
that we can onter tho stronghold of truth by the burrow of 
superstition, or scale its walls by the ladder of metaphysics. 
We must accomplish a task more difficult to many minds than 
daring to know. We must dare to be ignorant.”

C. E. S.—Many thanks.
W. p. Ball.—Much obliged for your weekly batch of cuttings.
Horace Seal applies for membership in tho Secular Society, 

Limited. This correspondent’s subscriptions to two other 
objects are acknowledged elsewhere.

Walt Sparrow, applying for membership in the Secular Society,
..Lim ited, writes: “ The argument raised by Christians, that it 

is unfair to insult and ridicule their beliefs, has kept mo from 
joining your movement before ; but on hearing tho Christian 
Evidence men in the recent demonstration, and John Konsib 
and Job Williams in their crusade against Ritualism, I have 
como to tho conclusion that it is only a piece of pious 
humbug on their part. A certain Christian Evidonco locturer 
advised his audionco to compare tho speeches and the appearance 
of the speakers in Finsbury Park tho otherJSunday. I havo dono 
so, with the above result.”

Joseph Maling, joining the Secular Society, Limited, writes as 
one who “  has only rocontly found an adequate philosophy of 
life in Secularism.”

H. T hwaites.—Glad you aro joining the Secular Incorporation. 
We hope others will hurry up during tho next wook or two. 
Copy of prospectus forwarded.

A. B. Moss.—You must indeed have had a hard day’s work on 
Sunday with throeopen-air mootings. Mr.Cohen and Mr.Heaford 
were similarly engaged. Wo hopo tho Freothought party duly 
recognises tho value of such arduous service. Thanks for copy 
of the Mail. Trust you roceivod those of the Freethinker.

J- G. T hompson.—Subscriptions acknowledged in their respective 
places. Thanks. Also for your application for membership in 
the Secular Society, Limited.

Children’s E xcursion.—Miss Vance acknowledges :—George 
Anderson, £3 3s.; W. H. Harrap, 2s. Gd. We have rocoived : 
Hosaco Soal, £1. It. Forder acknowledges : R. Rattray, 5« 
R. H. Side, 10s. Moro subscriptions aro urgontly neoded for 
this good object.

N. S. S. T reasurer’s Scheme.—Miss Vanco acknowledges : S. 
Burgoyne, 5s.

T- Dunbar.—In our noxt.
C- Mascall.—It was acknowledged in tho Freethinker. Certifi 

cates will bo sent out with the notices for tho Genoral Mombers 
Meeting.

Cmicron.—Shall appoar in our noxt issue. “  With regard to 
advertising tho Freethinker,”  you say, “  I think it is desirablo 
you should Btato tho amount you roquiro as a commoncomonb, 
and over how long a poriod such contributions would bo noodful, 
as thon contributors would have something to guido them as to 
tho amount of thoir donations.”  Thore should bo £50 at least— 
£100 would bo much bottor—to oporato with as soon as possiblo. 
£200 spont during tho wintor would covor what wo aro contem
plating. Of courso thoro is a groat saving whon advertising is 
Paid for in advanco ovor a lengthy poriod.

John Graham asks us to announce that tho Wigan mooting for re
organising tho N. S. S. Branch adjourned until Septombor 11 at 
the Bull’s Hoad Hotel. A full gathering is thon earnestly
requostod.

K  1). J ones.—Thanks for cuttings.
William T ipper applios for membership in tho Secular Society, 

Limited. This correspondent’s lotlor is being attondod to.
Ames Neate.—Thanks. Soo paragraph.

, • H. H oward .— Shall bo doalt with in our next.
Freethinker” Circulation F und.—Horace Soal, £1 ; R. T.

p  ■‘vtchols, 10s. Gd.; J. G. Thompson, 10>.
^t'Eus R eceived.—Ethical World—Truthsooker—Croscont—Free 
society—Progressive Thinkor—l ’ollokshaws Nows—Liborator— 
Wolverhampton Express—Glasgow Woekly Citizen—Isle of Man 
Limos—Sydnoy liullotin—Public Opinion—l ’ooplo’s Nowspaper 
j~8outh London Mail—Advocato of India—Socular Thought— 
Lorch of Roason.

Le-lteRs for tho Editor of tho Freethinker should bo addressed to 
^Stonecutter-street, London, E.C.

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

The Freethinker will be forwarded, direct from the publishing 
office, post free, at tho following rates, prepaid:—One year, 
10s. 6d .; half year, 5s. 3d. ; three months, 2a. 8d.

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

The National Secular Society’s office is at No. 377 Strand, 
London, where all letters should be addressed to Miss Vance.

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 
is due.

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

8qale ot A dvertisements.—Thirty words, Is. 6 d .; every suc
ceeding ten words, fid. Displayed Advertisements:—One Inch, 
4s. fid.; half column, £1 2s, fid.; column, £2 5s. Special termB 
for repetitions.

S U G A R  P L U M S .

F e e e th o u g iit  lectures will be resumed at the Athemeum 
Hall, 73 Tottenham-court-road, this evening (Sept. 4), the 
chair being taken at 7.30. Mr. Foote occupies the platform, 
and will discourse upon “ The Czar’s Appeal to Europe : A 
Confidence-Trick or an Inspiration 1 A Freethinker’s View 
of the Matter.” There ought to be a crowded audience on 
this occasion. Freethinkers should try to briug Christian 
friends along with them.

Another grand Freethought Demonstration was held on 
Sunday afternoon in Victoria Park. Mr. Wilson kindly 
supplied a brake as before, but, although it was used to 
drive to and from the Park, it was not used as a platform 
for the speakers. Demonstrations are not very frequent 
there, and the place allotted for them is not the one where 
the multitude gathers on Sundays to hear the orators of 
different persuasions. It was therefore decided to leave the 
brake on the roadway, and to hold the Demonstration at 
the spot usually occupied by the local N. S. S. Branch- This 
secured a larger audience. It also “ sold” the Infidel 
Slaughterers, who were there with a rival brake, and who 
had been heard to say that they meant to get as close as 
possible to the Freethought meeting—with what object is 
easily understood. They arrived first, and had driven to 
the demonstration ground, where they postponed business 
until the Secular party arrived ; and their astonishment 
was a sight for tho angels—white and black—when they 
beheld the Secular party leave their brake and coolly walk 
to the ordinary place for public meetings. Those polite, 
amiable, and peace-loving Christians had the one spot all 
to themselves ; consequently their sweet compliments were 
wasted, and their meeting was comparatively insignificant. 
They will remember Victoria Park for a long time.

Mr. Waldron, of the Christian Evidence Society, was 
shouting away at a great rate not far from the N. S. S. 
Branch station, but of course he couldn’t keep that up long, 
and his meeting was soon over. There was a large crowd 
around the big and lofty Branch platform, on which Mr. 
Moss was standing as a landmark, and a loud cheer went up 
as Messrs. Foote, Watts, Cohen, and Heaford made their 
way through with Mrs. Foote, Miss Brown, Miss Bater, and 
other ladios, for whom seats woro provided. Mr. Moss led 
off as chairman in a little speech marked by much vigor 
and humor. Mr. Heaford followed with a longer speech, 
and one of considerable force and eloquence, which merited 
all tho recognition it received. Thon came Mr. Watts, who 
was heartily greeted. His speech made a great impression, 
and was hotly applauded at the finish. Mr. Moss then 
introduced Mr. Foote as President of the National Secular 
Society and tho gentleman about whom the Christian 
orators were always talking. They had heard a lot about 
Mr. Foote, and now thoy would hear Mr. Foote himself. 
Enthusiastic applause greeted the new speaker, and the 
meeting, which was a remarkably fine one when ho rose, 
swelled into magnificent proportions as he proceeded. He 
was in a humorous vein, and his speech was punctuated by 
frequent laughter ; but ho was serious enough in finishing, 
and the final quotation from Shelley provoked a storm of 
cheers. Mr. Cohen spoke last. He said he was suffering 
from toothache, and he certainly looked pale ; but he warmed 
to his work as he went along. His speech was instructive 
and entertaining, and there could be no mistaking the 
warmth of his reception. Ho has done a lot of good work 
in Victoria Park, and the hostility he first aroused has given 
place to respect and admiration.

Miss Brown, Miss Bater, and other friends, went through 
the vast crowd while Mr. Foote was speaking and took up a 
gratifying collection, which will go with the other collections 
towards defraying the expenses of these Demonstrations.
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Any Freethinker who wasn’t present, and feels that he 
would have given something if he had been, dan send the 
amount (or more) to Miss Vance, at the N. S.S. office, 376-7 
Strand, London, W.C., or, if he prefers, to the editor of 
the Freethinker. Mr. Foote is responsible for the conception 
and organisation of these special efforts, and cannot very 
well take anything himself in the circumstances ; but some 
acknowledgment must be made to the other speakers, who 
have even given up previous engagements to take part in 
this particular work.

Another Freethought Demonstration will take place this 
afternoon (Sept. 4) on Peckham Rye, at the usual time— 
namely, half-past three. The speaking will be from Mr. 
Wilson’s brake. No doubt there will be an immense gather
ing. The South London Mail devotes five columns more to 
the denunciation of Secular “ blasphemy,” and calls still 
more fiercely upon the authorities to stop these pernicious 
attacks on the faith of the English people. This incendiary 
journal is doing its best to set the neighborhood on fire. 
But it will not frighten the Secularists. They will be on 
the Rye, and the Mail’s ravings will only serve to swell 
their audience. We scarcely need say that South London 
Freethinkers should rally in strong force on this occasion— 
for reasons that are too obvious to be recited.

Mrs. Ritchie, Thackeray’s daughter, is bestowing valuable 
annotations upon the new edition of her father’s writings. 
One of these annotations, in the latest (fifth) volume, throws 
light upon the problem of his orthodoxy. In a letter, written 
when he was engaged on the “ Journey from Cornhill to 
Cairo,” he says : “ I have been reading lots of books—Old 
Testament—Church histories, travels, and advance but 
slowly in the labor. I  find there was a sect in the early 
Church who denounced the Old Testament ; and get into 
such a rage myself when reading all that murder and crime 
which the name of the Almighty is blasphemously made 
to sanction, that I don’t dare to trust myself to write, and 
put off my work from day to day.”

The New York Truthseeker appears to be profiting by the 
resumption of Watson Heston’s cartoons. From the latest 
number of our contemporary to hand,we see it is reported that 
James M. Tuttle, a wealthy resident of Lincoln, Illinois, has 
made a provision in his will to pay a thousand dollars to 
Colonel Ingersoll for a funeral oration. Mr. Tuttle is 92 
years old. _____

By the way, why does the Truthseeker, in congratulating 
John Hay on his recall from London to fill a higher position 
at Washington, say that he will have greater opportunities 
for usefulness there than in “ loafing round the throne”? 
The American Ambassador in London does very little loaf
ing round the throne. He is kept very busy, not only by 
the regular duties of his post, but also by the numerous 
social calls upon him. He is a welcome figure at literary, 
educational, and benevolent gatherings, where he does a 
great deal to promote friendship between America and 
England. We hope this is not lacking in “ usefulness.”

The Glasgow Weekly Citizen takes the Rev. Dr. Robert 
Drummond to task for asserting that “ The Sabbath is a 
Christian Institution.” “ As a matter of fact,” it says, “ it 
was an institution long before the dawn of Christianity, and, 
indeed, before the growth of the Mosaic law.” The orthodox 
Professor Sayce is quoted in support of this statement, which 
is of course incontrovertible except by ignoramuses. Another 
article in the Citizen, over the familiar initials of “ A. G. W.,” 
gives somo fine quotations from Guyau’s book, recently re
viewed in our own columns.

The Liverpool Branch opens afresh at the Alexandria 
Hall, Islington-equare, to-day (Sept. 4). Addresses will be 
delivered by Messrs. Iloss, Bergman, and Hammond. Local 
Freethinkers will please note.

The Manchester Branch re-opens its hall to-day (Sept. 4) 
for the new lecture season. Mr. Percy Ward is the lecturer. 
Those who heard his vigorous speech at the N. S.S. Confer
ence will probably want to hear him again.

Mr. Robert Buchanan in the London Star, vigorously 
denounces the prosecution of Mr. George Bedborough. With 
regard to Dr. Ellis’s book, for selling which Mr. Bodborough 
has to stand his trial, he writes : “  A few benighted sceptics 
like myself are foolish enough to think that the best way to 
save foolish people from sin and disease is to enlighten them 
scientifically. We do not find that the study of corruption 
encourages us to concupiscence ; on the contrary, were we 
not morally inclined already, the dreadful truths detailed in 
such books as this of Dr. Ellis would appal us into continence 
and self-respect. We think, therefore, that to insult a man 
of science and to punish the unfortunate publisher for car
rying out what is in point of fact a noble bit of work, done in 
the interests of suffering humanity, is more worthy of savages 
than of sane men living in the nineteenth century.”

Mr. J. M. Robertson started a monthly magazine called 
the Free Review, and conducted it, for a couple of years we 
believe, with marked ability. It ought to have succeeded, 
but of course it was doomed to go the way of all really 
advanced monthlies. The public for them, unless the bulk 
of the matter is popular padding, is very limited, and trade 
obstacles prevent even that limited public from being 
reached effectively. Mr. Robertson eventually transferred 
his magazine to other hands. Under the new auspices it 
was enlarged, and its title was altered to the University 
Magazine—not a very happy designation. Some excellent 
articles have appeared in it, but it has not succeeded. We 
hear that it is to be dropped, the September number being 
the last issue. The Bedborough prosecution is used as a 
cover for the retreat, but the real fact is that an advanced 
periodical which has to depend upon its circulation, without 
commercial adjuncts, such as advertisements, is very difficult 
to maintain. The repeated failure of such gallant ventures 
ought to convince everybody concerned of the necessity of 
giving every possible support to a journal like the Free
thinker, which has braved every danger and survived every 
trouble for more than sixteen years. We also are unable 
to obtain advertisements which are given to papers with a 
smaller circulation than ours. We have to depend almost 
exclusively upon our circulation, and we are asking our 
friends, who can do it easily if they choose, to enable us, 
by judicious advertising, to promote the circulation of the 
Freethinker, and to make it, if possible, more accessible to 
the multitude of liberal-minded people who might purchase 
it weekly if it were only procurable like other journals.

THE SECULAR SOCIETY, LIMITED.

(Company Limited by Guarantee.)

MEMORANDUM OF ASSOCIATION.
1. —The name of the Company is The Secular Society, 

Limited.
2. —The registered office of the Company will be situated 

in England.
3. —The objects for which the Company is formed are

(a) To promote, in such ways as may from time to 
time be determined, the principle that human 
conduct should be based upon natural knowledge, 
and not upon supernatural belief, and that human 
welfare in this world is the proper end of all thought 
and action.

(b) To promote the utmost freedom of inquiry and the 
publication of its discoveries.

(c) To promote the secularisation of the State, so that 
religious tests and observances may be banished 
from the Legislature, the Executive, and the 
Judiciary.

(d) To promote the abolition of all support, patronage, 
or favor by the State of any particular form or 
forms of religion.

(r) To promote universal Secular Education, without 
any religious teaching, in public schools main
tained in any way by municipal rates or imperial 
taxation.

(J) To promote an alteration in the laws concerning 
religion, so that all forms of opinion may have the 
same legal rights of propaganda and endowment.

(g) To promote the recognition by the State of mar
riage as a purely civil contract, leaving its religious 
sanctions to the judgment and determination of 
individual citizens.

(h) To promote the recognition of Sunday by the 
State as a purely civil institution for the benefit 
of the people, and the repeal of all Sabbatarian 
laws devised and operating in the interest of 
religious sects, religious observances, or religious 
ideas.

(i) To purchase, lease, rent, or build halls or other 
premisos for the promotion of the above objects.

(;') To employ lecturers, writers, organisers, or other 
servants for the same end.

(£) To publish books, pamphlets, or periodicals.
(l) To assist, by votes of money or otherwise, other 

Societies or associated persons or individuals^ who 
are specially promoting any of the above objects.

(m) To have, hold, receive, and retain any sums of
money paid, given, devised, or bequeathed by »ny 
person, and to employ the same for any of the 
purposes of the Society. _ ,

(n) To co-operate or communicate with any kindred 
society in any part of the world.

(o) To do all such other lawful things as are conducive 
or incidental to the attainment of all or any of the 
above objects.
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THE ATTITUDE OF THE PRESS.

The newspaper press is a powerful institution, and might 
be still more potent but for its ill-disguised venality. There 
is no need of sensational disclosures to prove its amenability 
to “ influence.” Bribes and subsidies may be, and no doubt 
are, rejected with scorn by organs of the higher class. 
The indignation of these journals at the bare suggestion 
of “ being bought,” in the vulgar sense of the term, is 
probably justified by the policy they pursue. Albeit their 
wrath is occasionally so extravagant as to become some
what amusing, even if it does not confirm the suspicions 
it is intended to allay. It may, however, be readily 
admitted that the leading journals are above and beyond 
any species of coarse corruption. But that does not say 
that they are insusceptible to blandishments and induce
ments of other kinds. And in regard to the numerous 
class of inferior organs, so much goes on behind the scenes 
that all the vauntings and vaporings as to the general 
incorruptibility of the press can only be described as sheer 
humbug.

Freethought owes nothing to the newspaper press. We 
cannot buy its support, nor always secure from it fair play. 
When a century or two hence some historian sets himself 
the task of describing the progress of the Freethought 
movement, he will have to sorrowfully admit that the 
newspaper press—from its inception to the end of the 
present century— rendered not the slightest assistance in 
the march of emancipation. He may discover one or two 
newspapers that, in a more or less equivocal fashion, have 
accorded recognition to the swelling tide of Rationalist 
thought. But they are exceptions of comparatively recent 
date. They serve but to mark that lack of discernment, 
°r of honesty, or of courage, which will be remembered to 
the eternal discredit of the bulk.

Ever since Freethought became an organised movement
has had to fight the newspaper press. And the fight 

has been on most unequal terms. The press has had a 
giant’s strength, and used it like a giant. When it has 
not joined in a conspiracy of silence, it has resorted to 
malignant misrepresentation. In earlier days it circulated 
the vilest fabrications, and suppressed all denials or state
ments of the truth. Its libels were innumerable, and for 
the most part unpunishable. It gave no publicity to any 
Freethought proceedings except such as it thought might 
he turned and twisted to the discredit of the cause. Free- 
thougfit was never referred to except to bo reviled. Of 
late years there has been an improvement, but it is small, 
tailing far short of what should havo taken place. There 
ls decidedly less calumny, but no disposition to accord that 
publicity, in the way of adequate and impartial record, 
Which the importance of the movement demands.

Newspapers, of course, are not to be expected to turn 
themselves into vehicles for the dissemination of Free- 
thought views. No such proposal is made. Proprietors 
regard it as their first duty to consider the tastes of their 
Public, and to supply the material which they believe will 
yield the most profitable return. Hence the religious 
c°mmunities receive a considerable share of attention in 
the daily columns, though probably not so much nowadays

formorly. Thero is no objection to that, but what really 
18 open to objection is the boycotting of information 
respecting the advanced movements that proceed on lines 
autagonistic to what are supposed to be orthodox beliefs. 
. Tho explanation of tho present backwardness of tho press 
18 that its conductors quite fail to appreciate tho volume 

extent of the Rationalistic thought which pormeates 
society. If they but once realised the numerical strength 
of tho clientele which is still waiting to bo sorvod, it is 
°°rtain that an enlargement of their policy would speedily 
°Usuo. Why they should bo so blind to tho existing 
re<luiromonts in this direction is indeed a mattor for 
8Orpriso, It is not to bo supposed that thoy estimate the 
Nationalist strongth by the moro numbers enrolled in 
°rganisations. That would bo taking an cstimato within 
absurdly narrow limits. Thoso who havo the moans of 
. servation ¿ now bow vast is tho Rationalist realm, how 
jPnU(aorablo aro the units by which it is peopled, and how 
, ’ ttlo likely tho bulk of them are to bo discovered except 
y those who look beneath tho surface. The religious 

communities aro very much in evidonco, but, loud and 
Obtrusive as thoy are, thoy do not comprise everybody 

b° proprietor of a powerful nowspapor could well afford

to offend such of them as are bigots if, on the other hand, 
he secured the zealous adhesion of the hundreds of 
thousands of liberal-minded, progressive, freethinking 
people who at present have no accredited organ in the daily 
press.

Occasionally one is startled by some little heretical 
remark, or some outspoken leader that finds its way into 
newspapers even as now conducted. Therein one sees the 
spirit of Freethought—which is cribbed, cabin’d, and con
fined in many an editorial sanctum—trying to find an out
let even at the risk of subsequent managerial remonstrance. 
Any paper that for once in a way will thus speak the honest 
truth undoubtedly deserves, and will hardly fail to receive, 
the support of Freethinkers. The misfortune is that there 
are so few leading papers that dare to admit, either in their 
editorial or news columns, anything that smacks of heretical 
thought.* For ever in front of the managerial eye is the 
terrible religious “  Mrs. Grundy.” Space may be found 
and prominence given to the most inane utterance if it 
should be made by a Bishop or a dissenting minister whose 
clap-trap had secured a following. But a Rationalist dis
course, though brimful of current interest, of original 
thought, and epigrammatic expression, is dismissed in a few 
lines, or, what is more frequently the case, entirely ignored.

That this system of exclusion can for ever continue is 
quite beyond the bounds of reasonable probability. There 
are indications in many quarters of the barriers breaking 
down. I notice, as one of the signs of the times, that the 
'Record takes a Lincoln newspaper severely to task for 
inserting a contribution which, it says, could only be 
equalled by the kind of thing that appears in “  Secularist 
publications.” The extracts which are given are in them
selves so extremely sensible, and so exactly hit the mark, 
that the “  Secularist publications ” ought really to ironically 
thank the Record for its unintended compliment.

Francis Neale.

THE N. S. S. CHILDREN’S EXCURSION.

The Committee are pleased to announce that the arrange
ments for conveying the children to Tinner on Saturday, 
September 10th, are now complete. It being impossible to 
make a starting-point for each branch, the following places, 
accessible and well known to London Freethinkers, have 
been chosen. Each conveyance will be in the charge of 
members of the Committee. For Camberwell, East London, 
and Bethnal Green branches, brakes will start from South 
Place Chapel (which is situated between Liverpool-street 
and Moorgate-street stations) at 10.15 a.m.

Finsbury Park and Wood Green Branches : Holloway 
Castle, Camden-road, Holloway end, at 10.30.

Finsbury Branch and members of the parent society: 
Clerkenwell Green (usual meeting-place), 10.30.

North-west London and members, usual meeting place, 
Athenaeum Hall, Tottenham Court-road, 10.30.

West London Branch and members, Marble Arch (corner 
of Edgware-road), 11 a.m.

Tickets for the return journey, luncheon, and tea, are now 
obtainable.

Branch secretaries and parents are requested to at onco 
inform the N. S. S. secretary—Miss Vance, 377 Strand, W.C. 
—the exact number of tickets required, together with the 
names and ages of the children, as seats can only be pro
vided in accordance with the number issued.

The time of return can be ascertained before the depar
ture in the morning.

The secretary will, upon the receipt of a stamped addressed 
envelope, be pleased to advise as to the easiest method of 
reaching the nearest starting point, or helping in any 
difficulty which may arise—in seeing safely homo any 
children living at a great distance.

Yankee Soldiers’ Menu.
The following is a description from camp of the first 

dinner of some of the American soldiers:—“ From Uncle 
Sam : Soup, hard tack, beans, and coffee. From our parents : 
Roast chicken, pickles, gingerbread, mince-pio, jam, and 
cheese. From our girls : Angel cake, everyday cake, bride 
cake, and sure-enough cake. Captured : Bananas, straw
berries, peanuts, cigarettes."

* Tho 5'tar and Morning Leader aro to bo honorably exempted 
from any censure in this respoct.
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“ PECULIAR PEOPLE”  IN LAMBETH.

V e r d ic t  of M a n s l a u g h t e r .
Mr. W. S c h ro d er , deputy coroner, held an inquiry at the 
Lambeth Coroner’s Court on Tuesday, August 22, into the 
circumstances attending the death of Ethel Grace Cook, 
aged twenty months, daughter of James Cook, a carman, 
living at 67 Lambeth Palace-road. The parents of the 
deceased are members of the sect known as the “ Peculiar 
People.” Grace Cook, the mother, said that the child 
suffered very frequently from colds.

The Coroner : Did you ever consult with your husband as 
to whether you ought to call in a doctor 1

The Witness: We did not think of such a thing. We 
trusted in the Lord. We belong to the sect known as the 
“ Peculiar People.”

The Coroner : Is it part of your religion to refuse to have 
medical advice 1

Yes, sir.
Continuing, the witness said that about six weeks ago 

the deceased had a cough, which developed into whooping- 
cough. She gave the child no medicine of any kind. She 
remained in about the same condition until about a fort
night ago, when bronchitis set in. The witness then kept 
her in bed ; but about two days later she got worse and had 
diarrhoea. The witness administered arrowroot and brandy, 
but the diarrhoea did not cease, and the child gradually 
wasted. On Sunday, August 14, convulsions ensued, and 
death just a week later.

The Coroner : What did you do to relieve the child 1
The Witness : I had hands laid on the child by an “  elder.”
Anything else 1
She was anointed twice with oil, and we prayed for her in 

the chapel.
In what way—that she might be relieved of her pain and 

sickness 1
Yes ; if it was the Lord’s will, and if not that she would 

be taken away. We left it entirely to the Lord.
If medical advice had been offered by a medical practi

tioner or any person, would you have refused it 1
Yes, sir.
James Cook, the father, gave evidence corroborating that 

given by his wife.
Thomas Gentry, stableman, said he was an “ elder” of the 

sect. _ He was called in in that capacity to see the child, and 
he laid hands on her, and anointed her with oil, and prayed 
for her, believing that the Lord would then restore her if 
it was His will.

Dr. George Nicol Henry, police divisional surgeon, of 175 
Kennington-road, said he had that day made a post-mortem 
examination of the body in conjunction with Dr. Iloe. The 
body weighed 14 lb. 3oz. Death was due to asphyxia 
supervening upon bronchial pneumonia. It was his opinion 
that if the child had had proper medical attention it would 
have lived. Dr. Roe gave similar evidence.

The coroner told the jury that he could only advise them 
to return a verdict of manslaughter against the parents, 
and, after consideration in private, they found unanimously 
“ That the parents were guilty of criminal neglect in not 
providing medical assistance when they knew that their 
child was so ill.”

The coroner said that was a verdict of manslaughter 
against the parents, and ho committed thorn on his warrant, 
but said he would release them on bail, as their position 
was due to a conscientious belief on their part. They would, 
however, have to be arrested and taken to the police-station 
and charged, which was done. Bail was fixed at £100 for 
each.

B O O K  C H A T .

T he  September number of the Literary Guide is perhaps 
rather more “ reviewy” than usual, though bookish readers 
will probably regard this as a merit rather than a defect. 
There are some independent articles, however, one of them 
entitled “ Why V by Amos Waters, beiag a spirited vindica
tion of scepticism. The paragraphs on various topics are 
bright and informing. A letter from an irritated Agnostic 
seems to show that Mr. Watts’s article in the August 
number on “ Agnosticism and Atheism ” has given offence 
in both directions. It reminds one of Butler’s shrewd 
couplet:—

Those who in quarrels interpose 
Must often get a bloody nose.

*  *  *

The MacMahon ; or, The Story o f the Seven Johns, by 
Owen Blayney (Archibald Constable), is pre-eminently a 
book worth reading. In this volume we meet once more 
the old delightful characters with which wo have been 
familiarised in the novels of Charles Lever, Maria Edge- 
worth, Samuel Lover, and F. M. Allen, authors who have 
seen in the versatility of the Irish character material for

stories which combine, either in matter or the manner of 
telling, the light and shade of a people, whom to know, be 
it only through works of fiction, is to love.

* * *
The period of this novel is the closing years of the seven

teenth century, when Ireland, where the scenes are laid, 
was torn by the fierce fighting between the armies of Kings 
William and James. The real hero of the book is John 
McKinley, and he does not hesitate to speak out, as in the 
following passage:—

“ 1 It’s the religion o’ the creeds that makes the pro
fessors. Good men it turns into persecutin’ cruel wolves,
while it provides a cloak for the villainies o’ knaves......
See the Church o’ Englan’ persecutin’ Papists; an’ 
Presbyterians persecutin’ Papists an’ Presbyterians; 
the Presbyterians in Scotian’ persecutin’ all who differ 
from them; an’ the Papists in Spain an’ France burnin’
the Protestants...... It wur religion did it. Religion !
God give me patience ! A’ve got an account to settle 
wi’ i t !...... My God ! What wickedness hez it not pro
voked men to 1 It hez kindled the toarch o’ all but 
universal war. It hez slain, an’ racked, an’ burned. 
Did ye hear the death wail o’ that band o’ poor Jews 
who wur burned alive not twenty years ago to grace 
the weddin’-feast o’ Spain’s most holy Christian King 1 
It wuz done to plase the Holy Father, an’ to win a 
blessin’ from God on the married pair. Religion!’ he 
exclaimed, throwing up his hands with a fierce gesture, 
and bringing them down with a bang on the fox-skin 
cover of The Christian’s Consolations, ‘ tell me o’ any 
deed o’ infamy over which hell fiends may grin an’ gloat, 
an’ A ’ll fin’ ye it’s patthern an’ example in excess in the 
doin’s o’ religion.’

“ ‘ But it has done some good, Mr. McKinley, hasn’t it 1
...... It’s all a case of reward and punishment—I mean
the world’s made up of right and wrong, and religion 
teaches that right shall be rewarded and wrong 
punished.’

“ ‘ That’s’ how it ought to bo; and maybe it is what 
pure religion teaches, if ye go into the question. But 
plainly, it’s not the religion o’ the hour, an’ decidedly 

* it’s not a religion taught be any Church at this ininit. 
“ Maintain an’ reverence me, an’ respect the Pope an’ 
King James,” cries one set; “ Maintain me, an’ swear 
be Protestantism, King William, and Luther,” shouts 
another. That’s here ; in other Ian’s the cry’s different. 
Give mo the people who do good fur the love o’ doiff 
it, un’ fur love o’ their fellas, un’ not fur the hope o' 
reward. But that’s not what the Churches say : “ On’y 
b’lieve what A tache ye, accept me creed, conform te 
me practices an’ cereminies, an’ ye’re all right.” ’ ”

This extract is by no means the best; but it is of interest 
to Freethinkers. The first portion of The MacMahon has 
some passages which, for mirth and humor, are scarcely 
excelled in recent fiction. Should this short notice induce 
a single reader to read Mr. Blaynoy’s book, wo are con
fident that he or she will enjoy many hearty laughs, and 
will peruse a commendable story.

* * *
Place aux dames ! We heartily welcome a new volume 

from the pen of Constance E. Plumptre, the author of 
Natural Causation and a masterly study of Bruno and H*s 
Philosophy. Her now book, which is issued by Messrs. 
Swan Sonnenschein & Co., is entitled Studies in Little- 
Known Subjects. There are eighteen essays in this volume; 
which is divided into two parts—“ Studies in Times Past ’ 
and “ Studies in Times Present.” Perhaps the most gene
rally interesting of the papers are those on “ Japan,” 
on “ Thackeray’s Letters,” and on “ John Francis and the 
Athemeum.” Miss Plumptro writes exceedingly well, and 
of course writes from the Rationalistic standpoint.

* * *
The good old Daily News reviewed Miss Plumptro’s book 

on August 25 last. The reviewer did his utmost to belittle 
the volume, and referred to the author as “ Mr.” Plumptro. 
Of course tho creature knew better, but he was paid to 
tickle the long ears of tho Nonconformist fools.

* * *
Rationalistic writers have a great deal to boar with- 

Their books are either boycotted altogether, or else they 
have to put up with notices which are grossly unfair. Even 
in tho case of an intellectual giant liko Buckle tho samo game 
was played, only on a larger scale.

* * *
The cream of tho joke is seen when a series of wretchedly- 

written “ anti-infidel ” pamphlets, by a mannikin of the name 
of Hastings, directed against ¡Secularism, meets with a storm 
of approval, and sky-pilots and journalists write flattering 
notices by the yard.

*  *  *

Messrs. Macmillan have earned tho thanks of all lovers o 
good literature by the publication of The English Men oj 
Letters, a series of most admirable monographs, edited1 ny 
the Right Hon. John Morley, M.P. One of the best is
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on Shelley by John Addington Symonds, an author of world- 
renowned reputation. Unfortunately, the book was origi
nally written before the publication of Professor Dowden’s 
authoritative Life of Shelley, and Mr. Symonds found it 
necessary to rewrite a portion of his monograph. One 
would think that Messrs. Macmillan would have printed a 
new edition ; but, for some absurd reasons best known to 
themselves, they merely printed the new matter as an 
appendix, and asked the reader to consider all those earlier 
pages, marked with brackets, as being cancelled. The result 
is that the early editions of Symond’s Shelley are inaccurate, 
and the later ones simply unreadable ; and the poor reader, 
like the man in the tale, is between the devil and the deep 
8ea.

*  *  *

This is the era of cheap publishing. Messrs. Bliss,
Sands, <fe Co. have produced an edition of Shakespeare at 
•Is. Gd. This FaZstaff edition, as it is named, is an admirable 
hook for the price, well-printed, well-bound, and a most 
desirable volume for any working-man’s library. A com
panion volume issued by the same firm is Boswell’s Life of 
Johnson, the best biography in the English language. As 
a matter of fact, Johnson’s fame rests more on his biography 
by Boswell than on his own writing.

*  *  *

No more prejudiced man ever lived than Dr. Johnson. 
Goldsmith was right when he said : “ There is no arguing 
with Johnson, for when his pistol misses fire he knocks you 
down with the butt end.” Johnson could not tolerate a man 
who thought independently on traditional orthodoxy. He 
calls Bolingbroke “ a scoundrel and a coward.” And yet 
Johnson had never read a syllable of the works whose author 
he so savagely pillories. “ I have never read Bolingbroke’s 
impiety,” he remarked. To Johnson Freethinkers are vermiD, 
which his rhetoric would fain exterminate. Hume, Gibbon, 
and Voltaire are all scoundrels. At best, Voltaire is allowed 
hut “ a petty wit.” Men like Priestley and Price were an 
abomination. Boswell says that he was present at Oxford 
when Dr. Price came into a company where Johnson was, 
who instantly left the room. Rousseau was “ one of the 
worst of men, a rascal who ought to be hunted out of 
society.” His hatred of the Scotch is well known, and even 
appears in his definition of the word “ oatmeal ” in his 
dictionary. For real fun it would be difficult to match 
his definition of “ network,” which a small boy once 
described as “ a number of holes joined together with 
string.”

*  *  *

A vigorous attempt to oust the sea serpent and the big 
Kooseberry has been made by the editor and stalF of the 
Daily Chronicle. A correspondence has been published in 
that paper asking why a cheap edition of Fitzgerald’s 
translation of Omar Khayyam is not issued in England. 
*'e hope that Messrs. Macmillan will take the hint and 
’blow a silly season boom to bear a practical result.

CORRESPONDENCE.

STREET RUFFIANISM.
TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

S ir ,—The above question should bo of special interest to 
{'roethinkers just now, because the Dean of St. Paul’s attri
butes the state of a Hairs to the lack of religious teaching in 
board schools. As among the ruffians convicted there is a 
plentiful sprinkling of Irish names, it is probable that the 
Irish Hooligan at least has not been contaminated by a 
board school. The fact is, that for somo reason or other 
°ur magistrates and judges, and more especially country 
ii,agistrntes, among whom there is moro than a fair sprink- 
llng of the clergy, do everything possiblo to encourage 
Udlianism. I give one sample out of thousands—from truth. 
J)aventry Divisional Petty Sessions; before C. Rodliouse 
and W. Asheby; Ernest Pike charged with assaulting Alfred 
y.- Goles. Defendant struck complainant in the face, cutting 
hli3 lip, and knocking him down. Coles complained to a 
Policeman, and defendant then gavo him another violent 
b.ffiw, knocking him down again, and rendering him insen- 
s,ble. There was a long list of convictions against defendant, 
5j?d ho was under a bond of five pounds to keep the peace. 
,.ln°d ten shillings and seventeen shillings costs, and allowed 
tU f P*y the amount of the forfeited bond. A trilling 
Heft would have been mercilessly punished ; but, for all 
>Kt, thero can bo no doubt that Christianity oxaltotli a 
atl°n . A. J. M a r r io t t .

OF THAT ILK.
TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”
notice that the writer of “ Book Chat,” in the 

tl. 'fJllnker of August 7, uses the phrase, “ of that ilk,” as if 
Words meant “ of that sort,” “ of that kind,” “ of that |

kidney.” This is a most reprehensible [error with many 
writers who ought to know better. Is there any call for 
adding to the variety of forms in English speechl which 
denote “ of that sort ’? Is it fair to the Scottish tongue to 
take a phrase, that has a special and particular meaning 
when correctly used, and turn it to some other purpose 
which is altogether away from its proper meaning 1 “  Ilk ” 
does not mean “ sort.” In the present-day Scottish ver
nacular it means “ each,” as “ Ilk lass lifts her leglin,” etc.; 
and in some earlier generation it has denoted “ same.” The 
words, “ of that ilk,” where they occur in territorial designa
tions—and I have never seen them apart from designations 
—can only mean “ of that same.” Thus Hugh Logan, of 
that ilk, means Hugh Logan of Logan, or otherwise Hugh 
Logan of that same.

The Irish have the same form of expression, which is more 
general with them, and more special with the Scotch. In 
English speech the form is not unknown. A Scotchman 
might say, “ I told you else while an Englishman would 
say, “ I told you otherwise.” If I am correct in construing 
the old form of words as above, then it must be apparent 
that the use complained of is stupid and in bad taste.

A. B.

SONNET TO THE HOLY SABBATH.

M e a n  are our days ; meanest of all art thou,
Poor jaded relic of a played-out creed !
Thine hour hath come ; yea, thou hast sown thy seed, 

And reaprd the golden fruit thereof ; but now 
Time sits in judgment on thy senile brow, 

Deep-scarred by many a priest-beridden deed.
Go ; for thy knell hath tolled ! No more impede 

The strides of thought before which thou must bow.
The tell-tale seams upon thy withered cheek 

Are witness to the crimes that thou hast fed.
Thine aims are not the aims that we would seek.

Dark day of Ignorance, we wish thee dead.
Go ; take thy wizened visage from the week !

We greet the day of Reason in thy stead.
B e r t a  C . E. Buss.

FREETHOUGHT GLEANINGS.

It is bad enough for adult men and women to  have to 
kneel, weekly or monthly, at the feet o f a priest (usually 
one whom they know intim ately), and detail every unw orthy 
thought and act in to which they have been betrayed ; but 
for girls and young women to discuss their innermost 
thoughts and feelings with a person o f the opposite sex is 
vicious and lamentable. If they are still o f a refined 
character, such a practice is a source o f exquisite pain, and 
often leads either to duplicity  or to  actual d ebasem en t; if 
they are less refined already, tho tem ptation to  abuse their 
condition  is overpow ering.—Joseph McCabe.

Biblical scholars have concealed their discoveries from us 
and talked to us in hieroglyphics long enough, quieting our 
doubts with claims of false translations, interpolations, and 
hidden mysteries that wo should not try to penetrate. But 
if the book was given to us for a moral guide through this 
earthly life, and our salvation depends upon it in the 
heavenly life to come, surely our religious teachers should 
tell us in plain English’ what the writers intended to say as 
to the character of God and the duties of men to him ana to 
each other.—Elizabeth Cady Stanton.

Ethically, we are required to do no evil that good may 
come; theologically, to worship a deity who is doing just 
that all the time. —J/. D. Comoay.

For thousands of years men have been writing tho real 
Bible, and it is being written from day to day, and it will 
never be finished while man has life. All the facts that we 
know, all the truly recorded events, all the discoveries and 
inventions, all tho wonderful machines whose wheels and 
lovers seem to think, all the poems, crystals from the brain, 
(lowers from the heart, all tho songs of love and joy, of 
smiles and tears, the great dramas of imagination’s world, 
the wondrous paintings, miracles of form and color, of light 
and shade, tho marvellous marbles that seem to live and 
breathe, tho secrets told by rock and star, by dust and 
(lower, by rain and snow, by frost and dame, by winding 
stream and desert sand by mountain range and billowed 
sea .—Robert G. Inyersoll.

Of all my seeking this is all my gain ;
No agony of any mortal brain
Shall wrest the secret of the life of man :
The Search has taught me that tho Search is vain.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.

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

LOUDON.
The Athenjium Hall (73 Tottenham Oonrt-road, W  1: 7.SO,

G. W. Foote, “ The Czar’s Appeal to Europe : A  Freethinker's Yiew.” 
BRADLAtraH Club and I nstitute (36 Newington Green-road, Ball’s

Pond): 8.30, A  Concert.
Camberwell (North Camberwell Hall, 61 New Church-road): 

7.30, 0. Cohen, “  Some Lessons of Evolution.”

Open-Air Propaganda.
Bethnal Green Branch (Victoria Park, near the fountain): 3.15, 

K. P. Edwards.
Camberwell (Station-road): 11.30, 0. Cohen. Peckham R y e : 3.15, 

Freethought Demonstration, addressed by Messrs. G. W. Foote, Charles 
Watts, 0. Cohen, A. B. Moss, and W. Heaford.

East London Branch (Mile End Waste): 1130, A. B. Moss; 7, 
W. Heaford. September 7, at 7, 0. Cohen.

Hammersmith (near Lyric Theatre) : 7 15, Mr. Davis.
Hampstead Heath : (Fleet-road, corner of Downshire-hill): 7, 

R. P. Edwards.
Hyde Park (near Marble Arch): 11.30, R. P. Edwards; 3.15, Mr. 

Davis.
Kilburn (High-road, corner Yictoria-road) : 7.15, E. Pack. 
Kingsland (Kidley-road) : 11.30, E. Calvert, “  Secularism.” 
Limehouse (The Triangle, Salmon-lane): 11.30, W. Heaford. 

September 6, at 7, C. Cohen.
Westminster Secular Society (Grosvenor Embankment): 11.30,

H. Oourtnay, “  What is Secularism ?”
Wood Green (Jolly Butchers’ H ill): 11.30, Stanley Jones, “ The 

English Bible.”
COUNTRY.

Derby (Central Hotel, Market-place): 7, J. Brownsword, “ Some 
Fallacies of Trade Unionism.”

Glasgow (Lecture Hall, 110 Brunswick-street): H. P. Ward—11.30, 
“ Charles Bradlaugh, Atheist” ; 2.30, “ The New Woman and the Old 
Man ” ; 6.30, “  Shall we Live after we are Dead ?”

Hull (Friendly Societies’ Hall): 7, W. Ledger, “ Peace on Earth.” 
Sheffield Secular Society (Hall of Science, Rockingham-atreet): 

7, Pleasant Sunday evening, musical and other recitals.

Lecturers’ E ngagem ents.
O Cohen, 17 Osborne-road, High-road, Leyton—September 4, m., 

Camberwell; a., Peckham Bye ; e., Camberwell; 7, Mile End Waste.

’¡A .  B. Moss, 44 Oredon-road, London, S.E.—September 4, m., Mile 
End ; 11, m., Mile End ; 18, m. and a., Hyde Park ; e., Kilburn ; 25, 
m , Finsbury ; a., Victoria Park.

H. Percy Ward, 526 Moselev-road, Birmingham.—September 4, 
Glasgow; 11 and 18, Manchester. October 2, Sheffield ; 16, Birmingham. 
November 27, Liverpool. December 18, Birmingham.

POSITIVISM.
“Reorganization, without god or hing, by the systematic 

worship o f Humanity.”
Information and publications on the Religion of Humanity 

may be obtained free from Mr. Malcolm Quin, Church of 
Humanity, Newcastle-on-Tyne.

S H A K E S P E A R E ,
A LECTURE By

COLONEL INGERSOLL.
HANDSOMELY PRINTED.

“ A powerful piece of literary and philosophical criticism. 
IngersoH’s glowiDg style, his forcible logic, and his acute 
discrimination make his panegyric of the Bard of Avon 
almost as interesting to read as, no doubt, his lecture was 
inspiriting to hear.”—The Stage.

Price Sixpence.
London : R. Forder, 28 Stonecuttor-stroot, E.C.

TIIE PROSECUTED JOURNAL.

THE ADULT.
Unconventional and uncompromising. Henry Seymour, Editor.

Post free 4d.
Contents f ir  September Memoranda,”  by the Editor—“ The 

Prosecution of Mr. bed borough,”  by G. Bernard Shaw—“ Reputations,” 
by William Platt—“ What Do the Censors W ant?” by Lucv btewart— 
“ To Eleanore ” (A  Poem), by W. F. Barnard—“ I he Question of 
Children,” by William Piatt—“ Pertinent Paragraphs,” by George Bed- 
borough—“ The Logie of Free Love,”  by Gerard Moore—“ If I were 
G ood” (A  Poem), by Swanhilde Bulau—“ TheMartyrdom of Mrs. May- 
brick,”  by “  Verax ”—“ A Love Tale of Old Sardinia,” by Henry Seymour. 

London : Robert Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.O.

W orks by Colonel R. G. Ingersoll.
S ome M ist a k e s  op M oses. 

The only complete edition in 
England. Accurate as Colenso, 
and fascinating as a novel. 132pp. 
Is. Superior paper, cloth Is. 6d.

D efen ce  of F r e e th o u g h t . 
A Five Honrs’ Speech at the Trial 
of C. B. Reynolds for Blasphemy. 
6d.

Sh a k e s p e a r e . 6d 
T h e  G o ds . 6d.
T h e  H o ly  B ib l e . 6d.
R e p l y  to G la d st o n e . With 

a Biography by J. M. Wheeler 
4d.

R ome or  R easo n  1 A Reply
to Cardinal Manning. 4d.

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

O r a t io n  on  W a l t  W h it m a n .
3d.

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

Paine 2d.
E r n e st  R e n a n  a n d  J esu s  

Christ. 2d.
T r u e  R e l ig io n . 2d.
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.
Is S u ic id e  a  S in  1 2d.

London : R. Forder, 28

L a st  W ords  on  S u ic id e . 2d. 
G od  a n d  t h e  S t a t e . 2d. 
W h y  a m  I a n  A g n o s t ic ! 

Part I. 2d.
W h y  a m  I a n  A g n o s t ic "

Part II. 2d.
F a it h  a n d  F a c t . Reply to

Dr. Field. 2d
G od a n d  M a n . Second reply 

to Dr. Field. 2d.
T h e  D y in g  C r e e d . 2d.
T h e  L im it s  of T o l e r a t io n .

A Discussion with the Hon. F. D. 
Ooudert and Gov. S. L. Woodford. 
2d.

T h e  H ou seh o ld  of F a it h .
2d.

A r t  a n d  M o r a l it y . 2d.
D o  I B l a s p h e m e ! 2d.
T h e  C l e r g y  a n d  C ommon

Sense. 2d.
S o c ial  S a l v a t io n . 2d. 
M a r r ia g e  a n d  D iv o e c e . 2d. 
S k u l l s . 2d.
T h e  G r e a t  M is t a k e . Id . 
L iv e  T opics. Id .
M y t h  a n d  M ir a c l e . Id . 
R e a l  B l a s p h e m y . Id . 
R e p a ir in g  t h e  I dols . Id . 
C h r is t  a n d  M ir a c l e s . Id . 
C r eed s  & S p ir it u a l it y , id .
Stonecutter-street, E.C.

T H E BEST BOOK
•ON NEO-MALTHUSIANISM IS, I BELIEVE,

TRUE MORALITY, or THE THEORY AND PRACTICE 
OF NEO-MALTHUSIANISM.

By J. R. HOLMES, M.M.L., M.V.S., M N.S.S.
1G0 pages, with portrait and autograph, bound in cloth, gilt lettered. 

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

most important parts of the book are issued in a pamphlet of 112 pages 
at ONE penny, post free 2d. Copies of the pamphlet for distribution Is. 
a dozen post free. ,

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

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

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

W. J. Rendell's “ Wife’s Friend”
Recommended by Mrs. Besant in Law of Population, p. 32, and Dr 
Allbutt in Wife’s Handbook, p. 51. Made only at No. 15 Chadwell- 
street, Clerkenwell ; 2s. per doz., post free (reduction in larger 
quantities). For particulars send Btamped envelope.

Important Caution.
Bkwaiik of useless imitations substituted by some dealers and chemists, 
the words “  Rendell & Co.” and “  J. W. Rendall,”  etc., being speciously 
and plausibly introduced to deceive the public.

Look for Autograph Registered Trade Mark

No. 182,688.

in Red Ink on each Box, without which none are Genuine. 
Higginson’s Syringe, with Vertical and Iteverrie Current, 8s Gd., 4s. 

and 5s. Gd. Dr. Palfrey’s Powder, Is. 2d. Quinine Compound, Is. Ja 
Dr. Allbutt’s Quinine Powders, 8s. per doz. All prices post free.
W. J. RENDELL, 15 Chadwell-st., Clerkenwell, E.C. 

H E R B  P I L L S  MADE FROM
Podophyllum, Gascara Sagrada, Dandelion, Rhubarb, 

Burdock, etc,
These Pills have been used during the last 30 years as a Family 

Medicine. Nothing else required if used occasionally. Sold at Gd., *”■> 
and 2s. 6d. per box, with directions for use ; or free by post for value i 
stamps or Postal Order to

G. THWAITES, 2 Church Row, Stockton-on-Tees.
Advice free on all Diseases. A  Herb Recipe to cure any Disease wi 

Herbs free.
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FREETHOUGHT WORKS.
Suicide. By David Hume. A powerful essay, first published 

after the author’s death, and not included in ordinary 
editions of his writings. 2d.

Letters to the Clergy. By G. W. Foote. Subjects Creation 
—The Believing Thief on the Cross—The Atonement—Old 
Testament Morality—Inspiration—Credentials of the G ospel- 
Miracles—Prayer. 128 pp.; Is.

Flowers of Freethought. (First Series.) By G. W . Foote. 
Fifty-one essays on a variety of Freethought topics. 214 pp., 
cloth, 2s. 6d.

Flowers of Freethought. (Second Series.) By G. W. Foote. 
Fifty-eight Essays on a further variety of Freethought topics. 
302 pp,, cloth, 2s. 6d.—These two volumes of Flowers form 
together a complete Garden of Freethought. Every aspect of 
Reason and Faith is treated somewhere, and always in a popular 
style. Contains much of the author’s best writing.

John Morley as a Freethinker. By G. W. Foote. Valuable 
references to Mr. Morley’s writings. Good for Freethinkers to 
read first and then lend to their Christian friends. 2d.

Is Socialism Sound ? Four Nights’ Public Debate between 
G. W. Foote and Annie Besant. Verbatim, and revised by 
both disputants. Is.; su. erior edition in cloth, 2s.

The Sign of the Cross. A Candid Criticism of Mr. Wilson Barrett’» 
Play, showing its gross partiality and its ridiculous historlo 
inaccuracy, with special reference to the (probably) forged 
passage in Tacitus and the alleged Neronic massacre of Chris
tians. Handsomely printed, 6d.

The Birth o f Christ. From the original “  Life of Jesus”  by 
the famous Strauss. With an introduction by G. W . Foote. A 
most thorough Analysis and Exposure of the Gospel Story by a 
Master Hand. 6d.

Christianity and Secularism. Public Debate between G. W, 
Foote and Rev. Dr. McCann. Verbatim Report, revised by 
both Disputants. Is.; superior edition in cloth, Is. fid.

Bible Heroes. From Adam to Paul. By G. W. Foote. In
structive, interesting, amusing, and honest; In fact, the only 
honest book on the subject. 200 pp., doth, 2s. fid.

The Grand Old Book. A Reply to the Grand Old Man. By
G. W. Foote. An Exhaustive Answer to Mr. Gladstone’s 
Impregnable Sock o / Holy Scripture. Is.) cloth edition, Is. fid.

W ill Christ Save Us 7 By G. W. Foote. An Examination of 
the Claims of Jesus Christ to be considered the Savior of the 
World. Contains mnch Historic Information on Slavery, the 
Position of Woman, General Social Progress, and the advance 
of Science and Freethought in opposition to Christian bigotry, 
fid.

D»rwin on God. By G. W . Foote. A full and minute account 
of Darwin’s mental development, with a brief Memoir of his 
grandfather, the famous Erasmus Darwin; containing all the 
passages in Darwin’s works, and in his Life and Letteri, bearing 
directly or indirectly on the subject of religion. Every Free
thinker should have and keep a copy of this important little 
volume, fid.; cloth, Is.

Footsteps of the Past- Valuable Essays in the Evolution of 
Religion and Ethics. By J. M. Wheeler. With a Preface by 
G. W. Foote. Cloth, 3s.

Infidel Death-Beds. By G. W. Foote. Second edition, revised 
and much onlarged. Contains authentic details of tho last hours 
of sixty-two historio Freethinkers, and in most casos a sketch 
of their lives. Precise references given in every instance. 8d. j 
doth, Is. 3d.

Domic Sermons and Other Fantasias. By G. W. Foote. A 
selection of the author’B bost satirical writings. Contentt:— 
A Sermon on Summer—A Mad Sermon—A Sermon on Sin—A 
Bishop in the WorkhouBe—A Christmas Sermon—Christmas 
Eve in Heaven—Bishop Trimmor’s Sunday Diary—Tho Judge 
and the Dovil—Satan and Michael—Tho First Christmas— 
Adam’s Breeches—The Fall of Eve—Joshua and Jericho—A 
Baby God—Judas Iscariot. 8d.

Defence o f  Freethought. By Colonel Ingersoll. A Grand 
Speech, occupying four hours in dolivory, made in defence of 
Mr. Reynolds, who was prosecuted for Blasphemy in New 
Jersey, fid.

Defence of Free Speech- By G. W. Foote. Three hours’ 
address to the Jury in the Court of Queen’s Bench bofore Lord 
Ooleridgo, in answer to an Indictmont for Blasphemy on account 
of oertain issues of tho Freethinker. Carefully revised, with an 
important Prafaoa and Footnotes, id.

Reminiscences of Charles Bradlaugh. By G. W. Foote. 
Written directly after Bradlaugh's death, and containing 
personal anecdotes and characteristics not to be found elsewhere. 
Necessary to those who want to know the real Bradlaugh.

The Shadow of the Sword. A Moral and Statistical Essay on 
War. By G. W. Foote. Christian papers have called it 
“  powerful ” and “  masterly.”  2d.

Bible Romances. By G. W. Foote. 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) The 
Resurrection, 2d.; (15) The Crucifixion, Id.; (16) St. John’s 
Nightmare, Id.

Royal Paupers. Showing what Royalty does for the People, 
and what the People do for Royalty. By G. W. Foote. 2d. 

Open Letters to Jesus Christ. By G. W. Foote. Racy as 
well as Argumentative. Something Unique. 4d.

Philosophy of Secularism. By G. W. Foote. 3d.
The B ible God. A Scathing Criticism. By G. W. Foote. 2d.
Pagan Mythology ; or, The Wisdom of tho Ancients. Bj

Lord Bacon. 1b.
Church of England Catechism Examined. A Masterly Work, 

which narrowly escaped prosecution. By Jeremy Bentham, la. 
Utilitarianism. By Jeremy Bentham. 3d.
Free Will and Necessity. By Anthony Collins. Reprinted 

from 1715 edition, with Biography of Collins by J. M. IV heeler, 
and Preface and Annotations by G. W. Foote. Huxley says that 
“  Collins writes with wonderful power and clcsenees of reason
ing.”  Is. ; superior edition, on superfine paper, cloth, 2s.

The Code of Nature. By Diderot and D’Holbach. 2d.
The Essence Of Religion. God the Image of Man, Man’s Depend

ence upon Nature the Last and Only Source of Religion. By 
Ludwig Feuerbach. “ No one has demonstrated and ex,lained 
the purely human origin of the idea of God better than Ludwig 
Feuerbach.” —Büchner. Is.

Crimes of Christianity. By G. W. Foote and J. M. Wheeler. 
Hundreds of exact references to Standard Authors. An un
answerable Indictment of Christianity. Voi. I., cloth gilt, 
216 pp., 2s. fid.

The Jewish Life of Christ. Being the Sepher Toldoth Jcshu, or 
Book of the Generation of Jesus. Edited, with an Historical 
Preface and Voluminous Notes, by G. W. Foote and J. M. 
Wheeler, fid.; superior edition, superfine paper, cloth, Is.

Tho Mortality of the SouL By David Hume. Not Included 
in ordinary editions of Hume’s “  Essays.” 2d.

Liberty and Necessity. By David Hume. 4d.
Essays in Rationalism. By Charles Robert Newman, the Atheist 

brother of the late Cardinal Newman. With a Preface by G. J, 
Holyoake, and Biography by J. M. Wheeler. Is. 6d.

The Rights of Man. By Thomas Paine. With a Political Bio
graphy by J. M. Wheeler. Is. ; cloth edition, 2s.

Satires and Profanities. By Jarnos Thomson (B.V.). “ As 
clever as they are often profane.”—Christian World. 1b.

A  Refutation of Deism. By Shelley. Really a Defenoe of 
Atheism. 4d.

Miscellaneous Theological Works. By Thomas Paine. AU 
his writings on Religion except the Age of Seaton. Is.

Theism or Atheism. Publio Debate between G. W. Foote and 
the Rev. W. T. Lee. Verbatim Report, revised by both Dis
putants. Well printed and neatly bound, 1b.

Bible and Beer. By G. W . Foote. Showing the absurdity of 
basing Teetotalism on the Christian Scriptures. Careful, 
thorough, and accurate. Freethinkers should keep this pam
phlet by them. 4d.

The Holy Bible. By Colonel Ingersoll. A Masterpiece of Popular
Criticism ; one of Ingersoll’s greatest efforts, fid.

Tho Coming Civilization. By Colonel Ingersoll. An Address 
delivered in the Columbia Theatre, Chicago, Sunday, April 12, 
1896, to a vast mooting of Members and Friends of the “  Churoh 
Militant.” 3d.

The Foundations of Faith. Bv Colonel Ingorsoll. Contents 
The Old Tostament—Tho New Testament—Jehovah—The
Trinity—The Thoologloal Christ—The “ Sohcme”—Belief_
Conclusion. 3d.

LONDON : R. FOKDER, 28 STONECUTTER STREET, E.C.

CHARLES WATTS has resum ed Business as 
fin ter and Publisher, and w ill be g lad to  hear 

old Patrons as well as new ones. All 
kinds o f  printing undertaken. Special attention 
^iven to  Freethought publications. MSS. pre
pared fo r  press. Address— 17 Johnson’s-court, 
Pleet-street, London, E.C.

STANTON, tho Pcoplo’s Dontist, 335 Strand (opposite
Somerset House).—TEETH on VULCANITE, 2s. 6d. each ; upper 

orlowerset, £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. Teithon 
platinum. 7s. 6d. each ; on 18 ct gold, 16s ; stoppii g, 2e. 6d.; extrsetien, 
Is ; painless by gas, 6s.

UNIGRAPHIC SHORTHAND is the Briefest and most 
Perfect of all Systems. Parts I. to VIII. now ready. 7d. post 

free. P. W. Baldwin, O.M., Asbton-on-Ribble.
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THE CZAR’S APPEAL TO EUROPE
A LECTURE By

MR. G. W. FOOTE
AT THE REOPENING OF THE ATHENAEUM HALL, 73 TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD,

ON

Sunday, September 4, at 7.30.
Admission Is, and 6d. -  -  -  A few  Back Seats 3d.

Questions and D iscussion after the Lecture.

You never Saw such Bargains before!

GOTT’S GREAT SUMMER STOCK-TAKING SALE,
A FEW OF THE LEADING LINES. SALE ENDS SEPTEMBER 30th.

Lot 1.— 1 Tweed Suit Length, 1 Tweed Dress Length, 1 Lady’s Umbrella, and 1 Lady’s Mackintosh ... for 20s.
Lot 2.— 2 Trouser Lengths, 1 Tweed and 1 Worsted, 1 Dress Longth, and 1 Lady’s Mackintosh ... ... for 20s.
Lot 3 — 1 Black Cashmere Dress Length, 1 Navy Sergo Dress Length, and 1 Lady’s Mackintosh ... ... for 20s.
Lot 4.— 1 Scotch Tweed Dress Length, 1 Pair Boots or Shoes, and 1 Lady’s Mackintosh ............................  for 20s.
Lot 5.-—1 Serge Suit Length, 1 Blouse, 1 Umbrella, and 1 Lady’s Mackintosh ............................  ... for 20s.
Lot 6.— 30 Yards of Remnants for Children’s Dresses and 1 Lady’s Mackintosh ... ... ... ... for 20s.
Lot 7.— 1 Pair Gent’s Boots, 1 Umbrella, 1 Trouser Length, and 1 Lady’s Mackintosh ... ... ... for 20s.
Lot 8.— 1 Dress Length, 1 Under Skirt, 1 Umbrella, 1 Blouse, 1 Mackintosh, and 12 Yards Flannolotte ... for 20s.
Lot 9.— 1 Dark Brown Bear Victoria-shaped Fur and 1 Lady’s Mackintosh ................ ... ... ... for 20s.
Lor 10.— 40 Yards of Flannelette (fine quality) and 1 Lady’s Mackintosh ... ... ... ... ... for 20s.
Lot 11.— 1 Pair of Blankets, 1 Pair of Sheets, 1 Quilt, 1 Tablecloth, and 1 Lady’s Mackintosh ... ... for 20s.
Lot 12.— 1 Dress Length, 1 Trouser Length, 1 Boy’s Suit, and 1 Lady’s Mackintosh ... ... ... ... for 20s.
Lor 13.— 10 Yards of Cotton Shirting, 10 Yards of Flannel, 10 Yards of Flanneletto, and 1 Lady's Mackintosh for 20s. 
Lot 14.— 1 West of England Suit Length and 1 Lady’s Mackintosh ... ... ... ... ... ... for 20s.
Lot 15.— 2 Sailor Suits (to fit boys up to seven years of age), 2 Pairs Boys’ Boots, and 1 Lady’s Mackintosh, for 20s. 
Lot 1C.— 2 Pairs of Trousers (made to measure) and 1 Lady’s Mackintosh ... ... ... ... ... for 20s.
Lot 17.— 1 Good Melton Overcoat Length, 1 Suit Length, and 1 Lady’s M ackintosh.........................................  for 20s.
Lot 18.— 3 Real Scotch Tweed Trouser Lengths (all wool) and 1 Lady’s Mackintosh ... ... ... ... for 20s.
Lot 19.— 1 Gentleman’s Scarboro’-shaped Mackintosh and 1 Lady’s Mackintosh ... ... ... ... for 20s.
Lot 20.— 1 Parcel of Odd Lots, including Suit Length, Dross Length, Blouso, Umbrella, Apron, Braces, Belt,

and 1 Lady’s Mackintosh ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... for 20s.

Is. m ust be added for  Carriage. We cannot send Patterns.

G. W. Foote’s Flowers of Freetlmiglit or F. J. Gould’s Chats and a great hoap of Froothought pamphlets to each
customer free of all cost.

J. W. GOTT, 2 & 4 Union Street, Bradford.
Price 2d., by post 2Ad.; yearly subscription (including 

Supplements), 2s. 8d.

THE LITERARY GUIDE
AND RATIONALIST REVIEW.

T h e  S e pte m b e r  N u m ber  C o n t a in s  
Why 1 By Amos Waters.
Physical Individuality. By Charles E. Hooper.
A Word to Crusoe. By F. J. Gould.
Sketches by a Master.
Tolstoy.
The History of Conscience.
Ancient Christianity and Modern Morals.
A Militant Freethought Novel.
Solving the Social Problem.
Signs and Warnings (gleaned from the Religious Press). 
Random Jottings.
The Fatal Rainbow : The Polychrome Bible.
Passing Thoughts. By R. Bithelb 
Rationalism in tho Magazines. Etc., etc.

London : Watts & Co., 17 Johnson’s-court Fleet-street, E.C.

NOW READY.

THE HOUSE OF DEATH.
BEING

FUNERAL ORATIONS, ADDRESSES, ETC.
BY

COLONEL INGERSOLL
BEAUTIFULLY PRINTED ON FINE THICK PAPER 

AND HANDSOMELY BOUND.

PRICE ONE SHILLING.

London : R. Forder, 28 Stonecuttor-stroet, E.C.
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