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County Council Nonsense.
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n '? not infallible, and to criticise g bent upon

is composed o f men who ar® d b tQ their lights. 
tftVlng the public honestly according • dorn than

popular election no more guarantees w ,s
d°es the principle o f hereditary succes
Pnrov'des an easier w ay  o f gettin g  rid ot

'̂sances when they are seen to  be so. Council
: the functions o f the Lone 0 for music,
'V he licensing o f places o f entertainment “aticing-. ->~.i

It only 
fools and

per - -g.and the sale o f drink. Now there a r e ^ a n y
to °n? wbo hold that this function oug 1 n County 
C0uSUC.h a large and composite body. The County
PartS1 !? .numerous
Pubiic ’ ancI to

enough to divide into several
—v. m . partake o f all the weaknesses of a 
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Pat ‘  Places o f entertainment would then know
and it would be simple and easy to

legislative powers, which belong only to Parliament. 
W hat the Council has to do is to carry out the law, not 
to make it. W h at it is really doing is m aking a Sunday 
law  of its own. Mr. Flem ing W illiam s, an alderman, 
and also a Christian minister, in the recent debate on 
licenses, called the action of Mr. Newman at the Queen’s 
Hall an insolent defiance o f the Council’s authority. 
But the truth is that the Council is guilty o f an insolent 
defiance o f the law of the land.

Let us see precisely how the matter stands. There 
is no such thing as a Sunday license for a place of enter
tainment. The London County Council grants licenses 
under the general law, and the licenses are for six days. 
The condition attached is “ That he (the licensee) does 
not open his said house or place on the Lord’s Day, 
commonly called Sunday.”  If the licensee does open 
his establishment, it does not lie with the Council to 
punish him ; nor could the Council reasonably refuse to 
renew his license unless he so violated the conditions as 
to carry on his usual entertainment for seven days 
instead of six. If he opens it for another purpose he 
does so at his own risk, under the statute and com
mon law of the country. According to the old Act 
of 1781, as it used to be interpreted, he is liable to 
heavy penalties for carrying on any entertainment on 
Sunday, to which there is an open or disguised charge 
for admission ; this liability being quite irrespective of 
whether his “  p'ace ” is licensed or not. But a new
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959 astray. Here again it is aim ing it

interpretation of the Act has been given by Mr. Justice 
Collins, who laid it down that there is no breach 
o f the law as long as there are some free seats. 
Apparently a single row suffices. Now, if Mr. Justice 
Collins is right, the County Council has no business to 
interfere with a lessee like Mr. Newman, who opens his 
hall for high-class musical entertainments on Sunday ; 
and if Mr. Justice Collins is wrong, the County Council 
itself violates the law during the summer, for it has 
established bands which play on Sundays within an 
enclosure to which admission is obtained by payment 
this enclosure being a “  place ” within the meaning of 
the Act.

A t present the Council is arrogating to itself the right 
to decide the Sunday question for the citizens of London. 
Sunday concerts, it says, may be given in this hall, but 
not in that one. W here the Sunday League operates 
the concerts are all right ; elsewhere they are all wrong. 
But what is the Sunday League ? It is a very useful 
body, no doubt, but it has no claim to monopolise 
Sunday recreation. Nothing could be more fantastic 
than the Council’s condition that a licensee shall not 
open his hall on Sundays “ for private gain, or by way of 
trade.” If the Alhambra is let to the Sunday League, the 
proprietors receive rent, and that involves trade and 
gain. Still, the Council is satisfied. But if the Queen’s 
Hall opens on its own account, and only earns the same 
amount that the Alhambra proprietors receive as rent, 
the Council falls into a fit o f virtuous indignation.
It declares that this is “ trading,”  which is now the 
unpardonable sin. Apparently it is not trade if a 
man sits still and lets other people do the work while 
he takes the “ gain .” The Council does not trouble 
about'anything else. All the lessee’s employees may 
work only six days a week, but that does not matter. 
W ell we beg to say it is the only matter worth con
sidering. Men and women ought not to work seven 
days a week. Anything beyond that is mere Sabba
tarianism. This is what the County Council is pro
moting. This is what John Burns is passionately 
assisting in the name of Labor.

G. W . hooTE.
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Christian Revolutions.
xplodsd'created for man’s special benefit, has long- been ex 

The vastness of the universe, and its effects on

T he history of mental progress has been a record of 
intellectual revolution. The revolt against existing 
conditions is an indication of the desire to secure a 
change and an improvement. This has been strikingly 
manifested in the inception and history of Christianity. 
A g e  after age has been marked by a revolution within 
its fold. This brings to our mind three prominent 
errors which have been associated with the Christian 
faith from its dawn, and also through its many stages 
of development. These are its alleged divine origin, 
its historical continuity, and its definite authority. 
These were once regarded by Christian apologists as 
undoubted evidence of the unique character o f the 
Christian religion. W ith  the exception of a few persons 
o f the strictly orthodox type, the defenders of the faith 
have now given up such claims. The most profound 
thinkers and the ablest writers in the Church to-day 
have abandoned the old notions entertained as to the 
introduction of Christianity into the world, its con
tinuity of teachings, and a uniform recognition of its 
authority. In these three sections of apologetics an 
entire revolution has taken place, which, in our opinion, 
is a decided proof o f the utter fallacy of the original 
pretensions urged in favor of the Christian faith. More
over, it shows that Christianity has not been materially 
different from other religions in its rise and develop
ment. The lesson o f history appears to us to be that 
all theological system s have been the outcome of the 
human mind in ages o f ignorance and credulity ; and 
that such system s have varied according to the intellec
tual status of the people by whom they were professed.

The latest proof furnished o f the revolution which 
has occurred in reference to Christianity is in an article 
by Mr. W . H. M allock, which appeared in the N ineteenth 
Century o f last month, entitled “ The Intellectual Future 
of Catholicism .”  It is a severe blow to the boasted 
consistency and stability o f Christianity in general, and 
of the Protestant faith in particular. It is also a pleasing 
illustration of the rapid grow th of Freethought criti
cism. Mr. M allock seeks to show that the Roman 
Catholic Church is the only competent authority to 
settle the serious and important disputes now existing 
am ong the various Christian sects. He asserts in 
another form w hat we, as Secularists, have often con
tended— namely, that the final battle between reason 
and superstition will have to be fought by the adherents 
of Rationalism and of Roman Catholicism . Mr. 
M allock shows very clearly that no one form of Pro
testantism, or any combination of its sects, has any 
final authority to which it can appeal against the teach
ings of historical or demonstrative sciences. This, no 
doubt, is true, but we should go  further and urge that 
no authority whatever can set aside or overrule the 
conclusions of science— for the good reason that science 
means discovered and verified truth. Hence, the theo
logical speculations o f the world are outside the domain 
o f demonstrated science, because its pretensions cannot 
be verified by reason and experience. O f course, the 
authority of science m ay be disputed, or its conclusions 
may be rejected; but that would not destroy the authority 
itself.

In stating his principal thesis Mr. M allock says : “  I 
shall endeavor to show that, if the Christian religion 
holds its own at all in the face o f secular know ledge, it 
is the Christian religion as embodied in the Church of 
Rome, and not in any form of Protestantism , that will 
survive in the intellectual contest.” He then proceeds 
to show how modern know ledge has affected the founda
tions o f the Protestant and Catholic bodies respectively. 
I he new know ledge is classified by him under two heads 
— the cosmic and the historical. The first-named science

which, according to him, bears “ on the relations of 
man to the m atter o f which this planet is formed, and 
the relation o f this planet to the solar system, and to the 
universe ” — may “ be set aside,”  because it equally affects 
all view s o f Christianity without distinction. There is, 
however, it is urged, this difference between this science 
and the teachings o f the Christian faith. The former 
reduces man to insignificance, “ whereas it is the essence 
o f Christianity to invest it with some solemn and eternal 
im port.” But surely it must be evident to impartial

nature and conduct of man, have completely rev

the
volu- ̂ Cl 1.1'.l CUUUUV/k 1 u ia u , . jrt

tionised the old theological theories as to the orig 
and nature of the universe. 1))(|

Mr. M allock recognises very clearly the changes“ 
modifications which have m arked the history 0

back over the nineteen
Christian faith. He says :

“ Christianity, as we look 
centuries of its existence, will be seen to have P‘ ^  
through two similar, though contrasted, crises, 8 ^  
and more momentus than any others that can he 
pared with them. The first of these was
and more momentus than any others that can —. (i 
pared with them. The first of these was the u‘tl .^j 
and decisive victory which Christian theologyu i i u  u v v i j i  « c  v i e t e / i  j  n  m w i i  v /» » »  fc * » * - - — u *  .  ’J'JlC

over the secular thought of the ancient world' ,ar 
second is the victory, no less decisive, which 
thought of the modern world has gained over Cn (|lC 
theology. The first of these events is summed up ,0  
words of the Emperor Julian : ‘ Thou hast conque 
Galilean.’ The second may be summed up *! * ,  so 
which, willingly or unwillingly, the Church, 
triumphant, has had to utter to another teacher-7 .¡|eo.’ 
almost identical: ‘ Thou hast conquered,_ O ,mcto 
The significance of this last confession it is inip°s 
over-estimate.” ^

D oubtless this is so, but does it not deteriorate .), 
value of the Catholic, as well as o f the Protestant, £J 
as an authority ? W e think so ; for, despite its aS 
infallibility, the Catholic Church, in its confi|Ĉ  c3[i

IF-stscience, has been hopelessly defeated. Hence 
add the third exclamation : O Science, thou 
conquered, and we believe that thou wilt rem* 
victor fbr all time !

In dealing with the science of history, Mr* ‘ [k 
hits Protestant Christianity exceedingly harcj p̂i- 
says : “ Historical science tends to annihila ® 
pletely, in the eyes o f e v e ry ‘ thinking man, ^  ¡s 
great principles which are the foundation 01 IF 
called Reformed Christianity.”  These pr*r'clP[)Ci 
describes as being the inerrancy of the Bible “ . t>| 
argum ents based upon the beliefs and praC r̂itf5. 
Christ’s earliest followers. O f these he frankly r 
“ Both these principles the scientific study of 
rendering, year by year, more completely , • nld1̂ .', 
indeed, we may say more completely un . ,■ &
W hilst increasing the interest o f the Bible 111 
respects, it is exhibiting the Biblical books a.^ ¡F)
incompetent, in themselves, to supply us_ 
system of coherent doctrine, or to prove d lit«
increasing the interest o f the history o f  the ^  pF 
Church, if is show ing us that the C h ristia n ity ^  0 
testantism, no less than that o f Rome, is, 
being primitive, the gradual grow th of _c®. ft?  
Here is another o f those justifications of . tin"1 £ 
thought position tow ards the Bible and . pof l-, 
which modern thought and critical exairuna j>iby 
constantly furnishing. The alleged truth ot ¡j n. 
which at one time w as implicitly believed ’ 1
longer recognised by the more intelligent adkyk^ny 
the Christian faith ; and the old notions 0 ^ npt ^  
Christianity have entirely changed. W e c g0fi 
welcome these transform ations, as they • o l i i l ^  
m istakable evidence of the force of Secular P . e,)t .,p 
It would be interesting to read what the cq 
respectable members of the Christian Evide11 ^ t|,i 
have to say of these acknow ledged instan  ̂ ^ 0 
decay of “ the faith which w as once deliver0 <
saints.”  _ _

N oticing the important confession that • .
triumphed over the Christian forces, Mr- Ma ¡tseU'kjl 
out “ that in the eyes o f the very Churc ^ ¡p 
science has established its position as the s° t,|g 1 m  
authority with regard to all subjects arn  ̂„  
methods and apprehension ; and that 
which now confronts us is not, as it was . ei

mce, but
can find room for theology. It is for ^j^!vV.er.’' Jj '

3 5s once, ,
vhethef‘‘"-theology can find room for science, but w 

can find room for theology. It is for G«1
for science, to g ive this question its an‘ ¡t v'c 

- - - ;wer,
S cieuf^ e^ p -

posing Christianity could give the answer, 
based upon facts, be in the negative ‘
has nothing to do with the speculation rep1 
The former, as we have already mentio* ^ j e ■ $ 
verified facts, while the latter is a recor 
The one deals with the realities ol V  -ng- 
other refers to hopes and fears pertai ¿i)

thinkers that the old notion, that the universe w as I existence, if there be one. The value o
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tested in 
decided,

^ut another

Tim e ; the truth o f the other can only be
if at all, in w hat is termed Eternity.  ̂ ,

-- .mother question arises. Assuming' t ia
Christian religion is a  religion which may ’c _rû
Possibly, our sole question here is whethei, in e ac.<'
, advancing knowledge, men can any longer  ̂ e 1

be true actually.” ' T o  this we reply that, whatever ;'lr. M0I1--1 •
true _

, Mallock intended his article to have proved, 
e facts which he g ives amply show, in our opinion, 
at the alleged truths o f the Christian religion 

J"e thoroughly refuted by the scientific criticism 01 
; 0tJern times. This we will endeavor to demonstrate 
n °«r next article. C harles W a t t s .

(  To be concluded.)

The Atonement.

collectionaPol(W‘4l' “ UN of 
C h ri^ f8 for, the

all the different theories 
doctrine o f the Atonement

of, and 
o f Jesus

VolUmev°uld constitute a  very bulky, if  not a profitable, 
faith h ’ robably no other portion o f the Christian 
¡sthergS cahed forth so much apologetic literature, nor 
< * 1 « ^  ?fb er portion that presents so many diffi- 
the m Particularly those of an ethical character;— to 
asPects° f  Difficulties connected with other
tive e„ ° f  Christianity may be shelved with compara- 
belief •Sc’ Difficulties in the w ay of accepting the 
Popular’' Creation may be parried by confusing the 
ficity‘o f31’ 1* scientific sense of the term ; the authen- 
'ng tji(> the Biblical w ritings by vague talk concern-
Nief in sublimity of their teaching

God
or s ty le ; the

"K anj ^y fbe savin g presence of loose think-
l̂ent doesSC anaf0S 'es- The doctrine of the Atone- 

j^Planati«  ̂ n? t admit o f such easy acceptance or
tuV'-arion. Its general m eaning is simple en tu B 
anii e « m  reach 

thls' feligri
> c f ¡ f 0us
patio To

o f the meanest understanding—  
“ i religious matters, is far from a blessing, 

doctrine is safe while people can under- 
on fr ~ be_ invulnerable it must be full o f mysti- 

"aid, is beginning to end. No man, it has been 
fr°Perlv*: lcro to his valet, and no 
'nUerst-,„ 7lpi]esses a true believer 
I'he \vh0, w,hat it is all about.

man
religious teaching 
unless he fails to

in ,vn°le doctrine of the Atonement may^^ into sin 
^ ‘ .sentence. Man, born perfect, -  . nxious
^ savCpUrred anger of God. ^ . ^ 'S b e d i e n c e ,
Caanot ,man from the eff?CtS f° l i s  forgiveness is paid- 
A * ‘i 0 so unless the price o f his » . (lC takes

is found in the person 0 ,-gobedience, God 
fo J  himself the burden of man s - (Yer;ng  and—c & es man for the sake of Jesus s suffer' ^  the 

■« 1,
the ages. The great Christian father, 

th P ° ' V e r , ^ 0Wn definitely that the whole race w as in
* Price °r -the devil

ÎrS htfu,i', io.
"i,

e„ ° f  its
‘Ps ”

'0 „ Cl
ÌL0?0 arist

who demanded Christ’s blood as
........ .. . ... __  o f his

cheerful hymns, speaks of the black 
Jesus’s blood “ that cleansed G od’s frown 

Mr. Charles
seized
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Haddon Spurgeon declared

•"to.
le'vhoíeernendo
Pat

the cup in both his hands, and, 
° f  P f S ĉ ra.uS'ht, drank damnation dry.” 

<s clirre ° f  e v , °  e8tantism is built upon this idea, the 
T0 ,ucalt to ‘ n^ehcal Christianity is soaked in it, and 

"a t||A. e Uhciv:i-e c 'vbat Christianity has without it. 
dN  H ^ e s .  p  , mind such teaching presents few or 
®ity f,evout ;ods are sociological products, and the

. ke.i le qualit; en‘‘gfhtened believer only gives to his 
a. lies hfl „ a - .:------- /•------^ orl W hered e C UU'es he admires or fears in V a n . W her 

or beP° tlsI?„ exists, where people m ay a - )
0f S re rev!acrifl.ced to the gratification of a caprice
fif VJr\̂ 1 '•np'P 10 r»..« _r.i  ‘ i* 1 fUrt \r\c*COf.;lh(.'°d win,n^e 18 one o f the'cardinal virtues air,.. v‘io neoa.. i- .. •?f t .‘.aiic

the idea 
g  by the sacrifice■ •*10 needs his w rath apP®aslV  circumstances 

^ uaUy-?oent victim  fits in w ell w 1 11
i i > i le -

S  C n  lher- 1 o the developed ^  vvlll pardon
S e  > * n g  a  blood sacrifice before f his own
S i J J j  * •  "vhat they are, as the practice of

is as distasteful as ^

g  '** “ W __ ___
Ses tvitj,1’1 ^°r ^lc very  reason that this teaching 

-j,ne phase o f civilisation it is distaste- 
0 the developed mind the idea o f a

V a h ó l e  tr¡be 
00 an olTcncc.

the result
the savage practice 

because one o f its members

„  f f  ls onIy t0 be expected, therefore, that the cry of 
W ashed m the blood o f the lam b,” etc., should tend 

to become the exclusive property o f the uneducated 
portion of the Christian w o rld ; while, on the other 
hand, the educated portion seek by methods more or 
less legitimate to so frame the doctrine that its repulsive 
features may be lost sight of. The first answer to the 
Rationalist objection w as that all nature testified to 
the reality o f vicarious suffering. Man is constantly 
receiving the benefits or bearing the injuries of others’ 
actions ; and, therefore, the vicarious suffering o f Jesus 
was only upon all-fours with common experience. To 
this defence the reply was easy. That society collectively 
shares in the results o f the actions of its individual 
members is true ; but there is a world of difference 
between the inevitable communion of good and evil 
resulting from social life and the arbitrary infliction of 
punishment by a vengeful deity. Besides, it is not 
so much the fa c t  that is objected to as the moral 
nature o f the fact. It is no excuse for cruelty tosay 
that nature too is cruel. Cannibalism cannot be 
defended upon the ground that the practice is tolerably 
common in the animal world, nor can the morality of 
vicarious punishment or suffering be defended on the 
ground that it exists in nature. All that the argument 
proves is that the Christian deity is as brutal, as callous, 
to suffering as nature itse lf; that each is a fair reflex of 
the other.

But religious apologies are not usually long-lived. 
Invented to overcome or silence the difficulties o f a day, 
they usually disappear with the night ; while their 
decease leaves the creed poorer by the burden of their 
support. The price that has been paid for the various 
apologies concerning the doctrine o f the Atonement is 
strikingly brought out in a series of articles by pro
minent religious writers, and now appearing in the 
Christian World. To this series Dean Farrar and Dr. 
Lyman Abbot contribute the more important articles, 
and neither of them seems to leave much of the doctrine 
by the time they have finished explaining aw ay its 
difficulties.

Nearly the whole of both articles is taken up with 
disclaiming certain current views of the Atonement. 
Dean Farrar rejects as “ utterly false” the teaching that 
represents “ God the Father as full o f wrath and 
vengeance.” Jesus was not killed to satisfy G od’s 
vengeance ; the notion that he bore our punishment 
is “ dishonoring to God, and revolts the unsophisticated 
conscience of man.”  His death was not a counterpart 
o f “ the mosaic sacrifices of the old dispensation” ; 
indeed, the death of Christ occupies an altogether 
subordinate position in the Christian scheme. All this 
with that display o f learning and pretence of accuracy 
characteristic o f the Dean— a parade and a pretence that 
break down before a little close scrutiny.

Dr. Lyman Abbot follows suit, in a much more 
attractive style, in denouncing all teaching as non- 
Christian that pictures God as angry, or conceives of man 
as by “ his repentance and acceptance of a vicarious 
sacrifice securing the Divine favor,” or “  o f the sacrifice 
itself as offered by one Divine Person to appease the 
wrath and satisfy the justice or fulfil the law of another 
Divine Person.” And, after all this pretentious rigmarole 
by the new Anglo-American alliance, one wonders what 
there is left o f the Atonement. If it does not mean any 
of the things denounced by these two writers, what on 
earth does it mean? And what becomes of the doctrine 
of Grace, or that o f Justification by Faith ?

Dean Farrar, after taking up four columns in saying 
what it does not mean, comes to the brilliant conclusion 
that “ W e know that Christ died for us men and for 
our salvation but “  any attem pt to explain the exact 
nature and method of this transcendently Divine com
passion is a futile attempt to be wise above what is 
w ritten.”  W e must, therefore, be “ content to know 
that, ‘ after a certain admirable manner ’— but how, we 
are unable to define— it was in its effects a full, perfect,
and sufficient redemption....... for all the sins of the
whole world, both original and actual.” T h ere! it 
takes a Dean of the English Church to tell the world 
that he knows that “ Christ died for us men but how 
he died, why he died, what he died for, whom he died to 
satisfy, and who was benefited by his dying, we cannot 
know without com mitting the unpardonable sin of 
trying to be “  wise above what is w ritten.”



788 THE FREETHINKER. D ecem ber  io , 1899’

Dr. Lyman Abbot is a little less incoherent, but 
hardly more satisfactory. According to him, “  The 
object o f the Atonement is the purification of Man, not 
the appeasement of G od.” The sacrifice of Jesus was 
necessary because “  an unsuffering God could not 
redeem a perishing world. The passion o f Christ tells 
us what sin is, for it tells us how a sinful world treats 
perfect love.”  So that, while one member of the Anglo- 
American Alliance tells us we know nothing at all about 
the matter, the other assures us that the whole affair 
w as in the nature of a theatrical performance, designed 
for the purpose of show ing the people how the world 
treats “ perfect love.”  Im agine the same principle 
carried into social life, and we should ill-treat children 
to show “ a sinful world ” how bad parents ill-use their 
families, crucify reformers on the principle of warning 
others not to do it, and generally punish innocence so 
that guilt m ight see the folly o f its w ays. Dr. Abbot 
m ight remember that this exhibition theory of suffering 
w as once the regular thing in criminal procedure. 
People were placed publicly in the stocks, whipped in 
public, hung in public, so that the world m ight learn 
som ething from the spectacle. All that it did learn 
w as to become familiarised with suffering, to applaud 
the criminal who “ died g a m e ” ; and the civilised con
science which has rejected this principle in social 
matters is hardly likely to tolerate it for any length of 
time in theology.

The truth o f the whole matter is, that the doctrine of 
vicarious atonement of blood-sacrifice represents, to use 
Farrar’s expression concerning the opinions of his 
brother clerics, “  a survival o f doctrinal crudities ” —  
only its origin goes much farther back than Christianity. 
Blood offerings to gods and ghosts, human sacrifices to 
appease the anger of incensed deities, are common with 
all early religions. They can be traced in the Bible, and 
the sacrifice o f Jesus is only a more refined form of the 
earlier revolting ceremony. A fter all, man’s religious 
history is as continuous as his social development ; the 
latest and most refined religion is a direct descendant of 
the earliest and most brutal, and its refinement bears 
evidence to the purifying influence of man upon his 
gods, not the reverse. And it is this progressive 
civilising tendency that renders the Atonem ent an im
possible doctrine for the modern mind to retain in 
both its intellectual and moral aspects. The Atone
ment is m eaningless without the F a ll;  the Fall is a 
doctrine incredible to all who understand the A  B C of 
modern science ; and it is this last fact that induces 
preachers to try and read a new meaning into the death 
o f Christ. In its w ay, all such apologising is welcome. 
It is a confession that all is not as well with Christianity 
as it m ight be. O f the results o f such effusions we need 
have no fear. They convince none who do not already 
b elieve; they su ggest many doubts where none previously 
existed. W hen all is done, the notion o f an innocent 
man, killed to appease the anger of God, is the only 
foundation for the Christian doctrine of the Atonement. 
T h at idea is bound to die out as civilisation advances, 
and its decease is only an indication of Christianity’s 
ultimate fate. C. C ohen.

The “ Church Gazette ” and Atheists.

T hat very lively and up-to-date “ Review of Liberal 
Religious T h o u gh t,”  the Church Gazette, returns to 
the charge. In its issue of the end inst. it publishes 
the follow ing editorial notes, in the w ay o f rejoinder 
to some observations of mine in the Freethinker o f the 
26th ult., which primarily had reference to a reply of 
the Church Gazette to an article on “ The Country 
Parson.”

W e have now, it will be seen, drifted from the ques
tion o f skeletons in parsonic cupboards— which, after 
all, is o f less importance to Freethinkers than to the 
Church itself— into the discussion of whether there are 
any Atheists in the world, or whether, as the C. G. 
continues to suggest, the race is as extinct as the dodo. 
The idea of raising— and persisting w ith— this question 
must be rather staggerin g  to readers of the Freethinker 
acquainted with the past and present o f the movement, 
and a little annoying to individual members, who are

thus informed that they are non-existent. But n0 
matter ; here is the rejoinder of the C. G. :—

“ We think it is both a crime and a blunder to 
with a silence, which verges on contempt, the hon̂ .̂ 
opinions and utterances which represent any shade 
actually existing opinion. Thus it appears to us to anioa'1 
to distinct neglect of their duty on the part of journa’ 
representing Christianity of any type, when these journa 
utterly ignore the protests or the difficulties of non-Cnfl 
tians, or when they refuse to meet them on their 0" 
grounds. To meet them on any other is plainly as 6 
as not to meet them at all, while silence is apt to be c° 
strued into a confession of weakness. _ j

“ These remarks apply, or should apply, with e<lû  
force to the representatives of all Christian forms 
belief. If they hold their own doctrines to be defense ' 
they should take the trouble to defend them, not m 
ears of their friends, but so as to convince their °Pff, 
nents. But whether party journals, devoted to me 
party aims, can ever be expected to do this is a ' 
different thing. Whether or no, it is evident enough  ̂
to do so is, in a special sense, the duty of a print 
strives to present the wider phases of religious thougjj'

“ Among these unfashionable folk is certainly the c“ ^  
of the Freethinker, who states in so many words m _ 
last number that he rejoices to call himself an AW ^  
which he does in reply to a previous statement ot 1 
that the breed of Atheists was ‘ as extinct as the do  ̂
Well, we cannot go behind his confession of ^  
Suffice it that no one can prove there are not one or 
dodos remaining to this day. ’ „Js

“ But further we come to something which del1’" |]f 
explanation, as being important. ‘ Might we n£j’ ¡¡l 
says, ‘ imagine, with all due respect, that the, '.‘ "'i 
Gazette has failed to understand the term “ Athe> ¡s 
And again : ‘ As a matter of fact, the Church is,
under a misapprehension as to what Atheism rea y ¡,s 
and has been.’ This may very easily be true ; but ^  
is immediately after explained, Mr. Watts has s l |,e 
from ‘ the definitions of leading Atheists from who  ̂
quoted,’ that the Atheist does not ‘ deny’ the e*1 »re 
of God, we desire to note two points : (1) If Athei-^ ^  
tJ go by ‘ leading’ authorities, they are as much 1 ¡sts 
nature of a flock of sheep as are certain caO . .¿5 
amongst ourselves. (2) Why retain a name whiC‘j Hst(' 
their position away ? It is plain these ‘ leading At yV 
are not actually Atheists at all, but pure Agnostics- y 
never doubted for a moment the wide spread of 
ticism.” f pi

O f course, the reference of the C . G. to the eddjj^f 
the Freethinker is a little oversight— perhaps a ; ^J, 
the pen. The remarks were made by the unders ^ 
and not by Mr. Foote, and were not intended 
taken as other than my own expression of tl's 
T hey probably have the added w eight of l,ell1J set‘> 
view s of other Freethinkers, but I ask no one .^ J  
be responsible for what I say. W ith  the broad-11 ^  I 
spirit o f the first two paragraphs quoted above^ ¡(,.1! 
think, must agree. It is som ething to be assure ^|t 
the opponents of Christianity are nowadays to D ^  
with by other methods than fine and irnprisonm ^  o11 
legal disability, and that a “  silence which pF
contempt ”  is not the w ay to meet non-Christy
tests and difficulties at the present time.
paragraphs o f the C. G .’s rejoinder are base0 ‘ ti^’ 
confusion of terms and a difference of interpr^ gi\c 
the main point being that the editor will 11 thi 
Atheists credit for know ing their own opinions 
most suitable name whereby to denote them. ejiFr' 
about the dodo may be passed over, because tn  ̂^  e 
though he seems to talk as if there were on ] ^ n’l 
two Atheists in existence, can hardly contro ¡i\0< 
former assurance that “ there are many Pers°-n(J- '̂vy' 
than m ay be supposed by the clerical nj11 r30-V, 
describe themselves as A theists,” and that ‘ ^  j, »l1'
Atheists, so far from being extinct, is very m1’

and constantly increasing.” anf’f,
Everything, o f course, depends upon the 

attached to the term “ A theist.”  The ^ WCe,st ^ K 
had apparently previously understood an At*1 ^  o|y 
one who “ denies ”  the existence o f God. I*- s£eS al'1̂  
half inclined now to alter that opinion. I t ,T1il t is *j,- 
point o f the reference to “ leading ”  Atheists, ^  jii^ f 
intelligent not to be aware that the allusion ‘ „eid* [¡j 
to the prominent and more widely-known cXP 
Atheism, none o f whom have ever made any g pri  ̂jr 
dictatorship similar to the assumptions of .̂g£Ci Ox 
caste. Any such domination as that exer ptiy ,.¡1 
religious “ flocks o f sh eep ” would b e p rtj t>eCl> 
effectively resented by Freethinkers— simp 2

iiy
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they are Freethinkers. There are in the domains 
feethbught, as in those o f science, thinkers whose

?8g

of
py . . o — 7 ***» «.1 vji aucutc, umnvcts wuusc
comSltlons» from their inherent lucidity and power,, „..,*11 111UEI«» muuiijr cii»-« F“ VVC
commend themselves to the acceptance of persons of
'ke turn of mind, and who, in g iv in g  expression to their on.™ ..................  *

miM ° Wn *ncfrvidual views, find responsive echoes in the 
from t i  ° ^ ers> ^ ut they claim no authority apart

said"1*!-0  ̂ t*’ ?se cx ponents o f Atheism, Mr. Bradlaugh, 
then r0m- '■ 'me f°  time— and his declaration received 
Athp’’ f  j I(: ^oes now i widespread approval : “ The 
kn o 'St aoes not say ‘ there is no G od,’ but he says, ‘ I 
°f q V .n° f  what you mean by God ; I am without idea 
c]ea ’ *-fre word God is to me a sound conveying no 
becai. ° r r ^‘Stinet affirmation. I do not deny God, 
eeptj se cannot deny that o f which I . have no con- 
s0 j n’ an£l the conception of which by its affirmer is 
the Q,er‘ect that he is unable to define it to m e.’ ” Vet 
says Gazette, in its issue o f September 30,
found l lt •Atheist describes a man who has definitely 
Wat, ° Ut that there is no G od.”  T o which Mr. Charles 
niet o V<â  e.mphatically replied: “ W e have never 
anyth; °  Atheist who professes to have ‘ found out ’ 
ledire th °^ k 'n<fr The most he does is to acknow-
G0j  » 1? t *le has failed to find out that there a  a 
think • trohen, in the last issue of the Frcc-
Atheî 7"’ s,a>'s: “ W h at Professor Huxley called ‘ dogmatic 
God n̂i’ ant  ̂ which w as held to assert that there is no 
'Vriter’S a- ôrm ° f  anti-theism which existed only in the 
could ,s P ag in a tio n , or in the mouths o f those who 
M <* taken

,r„ 10 those who are, to use Cudworth’s language,

Christianity Reconsidered.

f0uld hardly*be taken as representative speakers. Such 
S to those w  ,

re novices in Atheism, and a kind of 
^¡¡'Wishers to it.’ ”
\vi,;U.t the Church Gazette

tr0llu i' . \ °  00 .
dip c to inquire, who
an; oanCCUrauCy of the term s lie hears or employs.

asks

bungling

“ W h y retain a name 
position a w a y ? ” Gives it aw ay to 

one surely who has taken the least 
is in the least concerned as to

Nor to
m o„e;,,Who’ apart from inquiry, gives the matter ™ 
the a , i * thought, for he must at once perceive that 
fTojl L- lcist who denies that there is a God must he a,1 , **IITlv;r»ir 't' • - - • ■ *«Odo ■ mself.... Though we may‘ be a s b e

deities1 an !10t,awarc; that,!U1L  uheists who arc going tlie 1 ls l'le gods and not Atneisi
|\ay of the dodo. ,, f 11S who are

“ ,’.e Ghurch Gazette would have al • ;t
is p 10111 God” accept the name of 1 £n ™ a former
oCca .Matter of individual preference. t0  call

-  s r , 1 ■ »? reason^ t^ , , r o S ™ a « » “ otMV A an Atheist. I agree with the *• Vten—  -
rCCi

the

’eOrg-e 1 ai»,c e witu
“ \C!’ tly d 1 j™, ac°h H olyoake made many years ago, and 
(/theisn, istCdi 'Vlth a PProvaI by Mr. Charles W atts : 
t„ Occision ^ehant, militant word. There is a ring 

ePs nn t- <l lQut it. There is no cringing1 in

f e er? of

ring 
it. It 

war, and
. ’ IJ» no 1 neic is
• ean$ jms with superstition. It makes

“  carries you aw ay from the noisome word-

Cet0 f-,™ U.le conventional’ pulpits, and brings you 
Agnnlue-Wlth nature.”

- 1  than Atheismio racism  is a term scarcelydess °PC pcoplc who
H Misinterpretation and m isappl'cat^1^  , makc
U,-h'wen t0 ioose and random p ' 
edit a?Sertion with the support of 
pr0°,ri.a'  September 30, it sPe‘
it t 'aitns lazily that he is an Agnc - ■ connectedly o

0 much trouble to think rigidly t) ;t further
question which presents difficulties. ers t 0 “ tu- .• v

the C. G ., for, in its
'ft " " a s  lay-i ........bu> 11 speaks of the “ man who

°° nimef! !̂ -v that he is an Agnostic, because he finds

rek " 
c0t
H

ilive*rs uncalled-for imputations vaguely
•ch ______ —  ... riljn g  public,

- “vu against Agnostics by a’\ u'V v Gf conduct aiul 
careV‘ attributes to them a general a- ;IS display-
i'ii... Ssness as to belief,” and regari s ^ according 
to lh.nierc intellectual laissez-faire. p>° aS Atheists 
or \ s Church journal, we should, '  , imputations
fr0̂ n°stics, still be liable to uncalled-tor th
opini au undiscerning public. ' ’ u ; intellectua
f e  of such a pulffic? T y r a n t  S n  that «an 

,are fast drifting to the L ,
Atheist is the noblest work o p RANClS Nh-'u:-

^.-6 ~~~

‘mrném i1 cfr‘ld helps humanity with a distinctness, 
‘'’'Ve ¡„ a“ ‘. eness, which no other help given to human

Sai„_.
- * t e Æ of

their human life can possibly

Doubtless a large number of Freethinkers have been, like 
myself, at some time or other during their lives, connected 
with some section of the Christian Church. In this country 
and in all countries where Christianity is the recognised 
religion, where it is looked upon as good form, and proper, 
decorous conduct, to be associated with one or the other of 
the Christian sects, it is likely that the majority of those who 
are at the present time in the ranks of Freethought have 
been at one time of their lives Christians, and have, for 
reasons which it would not be difficult for them to specify, 
been compelled to discard the faith of their fathers to enable 
them to accept broader views of life which have been held by 
such men as Charles Bradlaugh, Robert Ingersoll, etc. At 
any rate, speaking personally, this has been my own experi
ence, for I was brought up in a Christian family, and, up to 
a few years ago, I adhered to the faith ; but, having seen 
good_ cause to change my views and to join the army of 
sceptics, it occurred to me that it might be of interest to 
others, whether Christians or Freethinkers, to have put before 
them briefly some of my reasons for the rejection of the 
Gospel. It is not intended that this article should be 
autobiographical, but it- will seek to examine, in a general 
way, the doctrines of the Christian religion, pointing out 
what, in my opinion, are the error and falsity of that religion.

I have said I was brought up in a Christian family ; but let 
me say also, at the outset, that, although this was the case, 
yet my experience was very different from that of a good 
many people I have been acquainted with. The religion I 
was taught at home was not of a hard and cruel type. I 
was never terrified with vivid pictures of hell, or stories of the 
Devil waiting with a black bag to carry off naughty children 
who would not do what they were told. I was blessed with a 
father who, though a Christian, yet was sufficiently free of 
thought to know that everyone has a right to his own 
opinions, and that the mind of the young should be allowed 
to grow as far as possible untrammelled by the authority of 
ancient tradition. In other words, I was taught to think for 
myself, to read for myself, and examine the foundation of the 
faith that was within me. The natural result of this was 
that, in early years, I became exceedingly “ heterodox,” 
taking modified and toned-down conception of the doctrines 
which I accepted as true, with certain reservation of my 
own. I think the works that really influenced me most were 
some books by Samuel Laing, which my father borrowed 
from a friend of his, and which he allowed me to read. The 
titles of the books were Modcrii Science and Modem Thought, 
Problems of the Future, and A Modern Zoruastrian. These 
first set me thinking along the particular line of thought 
which I afterwards adopted in place of the ancient faith. 
Then, I think, Thomas Paine’s works influenced me a good 
deal, and I must not omit to mention Ingersoll’s works, which 
I have, from time to time, devoured with much relish. 
Perhaps I have now said sufficient of a personal nature by 
way of introduction, and will at once proceed to a brief 
examination of the Christian religion, with a view to show
ing, in a small way, my reasons for rejecting the creed to 
which 1 was educated in my younger days.

To the sceptic attacking the Christian faith one initial 
difficulty presents itself at the outset, and that is the difficulty 
of coming across a satisfactory definition of what Christianity 
is. There arc so many sects and sections of the Christian 
Church, all of which have a specialty of their own to dis
tinguish them from the others, each of which either dog
matically asserts, or, by the mere facts of its separate exist
ence, proclaims to the world that it is the true Christian 
Church, and all others are more or less false. To get over 
this difficulty, I shall take it for granted that all those 
religious bodies which call themselves Christian arc such, 
and I have no doubt my remarks will touch them all in turn.
At any rate, I shall do my best to so state my case against 
Christianity that it shall leave no sect untouched in some way 
or other.

In examining the Christian religion, the first tiling that we 
have to do is to test the foundations of that faith. The Christian 
Church is built on the Bible (or is supposed to be) as a Church, 
and, as a system, it stands or falls with the Bible. The 
claim is made that the Bible is an inspired book. It is 
almost as difficult to get a definition of inspiration as it is to 
get a definition of Christianity itself. At first the claim was 
made that the Bible was inspired in every word, and even 
every letter, of its contents by God ; that every word was true 
in every respect. Then, when it was driven (and not until it 
was driven) from this position, the Church made the claim 
that, although not inspired in its science, it was inspired in its
history. , , , . „ , .

This, again, was disproved, and, being compelled to give 111 
once more, the position, that the moral and ethical teaching 
of the Bible was unique and inspired, was taken up. But 
this claim, in turn, has also been shown to be unfounded.
In fact, every claim which has endeavored to place the Bible 
on a different footing to that of other literature of the world, 
which has endeavored to place it above the ordinary produc
tions of man’s mind, has been shown to be false and untenable.
But, in spite of this, in spite of the fact that time after time
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the claims of Christianity have been shown to be false and 
unfounded, yet there are to-day in our midst people who will 
often stand for the old-fashioned ideas concerning their religion 
which some of us may have thought were long ago dead and 
buried. It is quite true that many Christians who are 
described as “ enlightened ” have given up the extreme posi
tion which I have outlined above ; still, as I have said, there 
are people, even in these days of enlightenment, who stick to 
the old claim for the inspiration of the Bible. It is for this 
reason, amongst others, that I think it is necessary at the out
set of an article of this nature to first of all deal with the 
Bible, which is the book or collection of books on which the 
superstructure of Christianity has been erected. We will, 
therefore, examine the Bible from three points of view— i. e., 
as to its scientific, historical, and moral aspects. Taking 
these aspects in the order given, let us first inquire, Is the 
Bible inspired as to its science ? I f it is inspired, we ought 
to find in it no erroneous views, no wrong ideas of life, of 
nature, of man ; in all things it should be true and should 
controvert no known facts. But what do we find ? The 
world is stated to have been created in six days ; the sun, 
moon, and stars are regarded merely as “ lights,” created 
solely for the purpose of giving light to our little planet; the 
world itself is evidently regarded as being larger than all the 
surrounding heavenly bodies. The whole earth is supposed 
to have been drowned in a flood which covered the tops of the 
highest mountains, and from a few animals which are sup
posed to have been saved in the Ark the whole earth has since 
been populated in an incredibly short space of time. Against 
these ancient traditions we have to place the revelations of 
modern science, which teach us that the earth lias been ages 
upon ages evolving from a gaseous condition up to the state 
in which we find it at the present time ; that the sun is many 
times larger than our earth, and that there are other bodies 
many times larger than the sun ; that there never could have 
been such a flood as is recorded in Genesis without leaving 
some geological record of it, and there is no such record to be 
found. And so on, through the various accounts of the circum
stances of the creation and early history of the earth, as 
recorded in the Bible, we find that the ascertained facts of 
science are controverted. Therefore, it is claimed that in its 
science the Bible is shown to be inaccurate and misleading, 
and, consequently, not inspired.

As to history, if the Bible is inspired, its so-called historic 
records should not only be true and square with facts, but it 
should also be consistent with itself. But it is not so. Where 
does the inspiration come in ? When it tells us that Goliath 
of Gath was killed first of all by David and afterwards by 
Elhanan ? As if it were not sufficient that the poor warrior 
should be killed once, he must needs be killed over again 
to make sure of i t ! Take another little example of Bible 
“ history.” We find, in dealing with the plagues that were 
supposed to have befallen theland of Egypt under Raineses II., 
that the cattle of the Egyptians were all killed by a hail
storm ; then the first-born of the cattle were destroyed. 
Thus, we see that, to say nothing as to agreeing with actual 
history, the Bible is self-contradictory as to its own records. 
How, then, can it be inspired ?

Coming to the question of morality, we have only to refer 
to many passages in the Old Testament to find records of 
immortality and filth, which it would be difficult to equal in 
the whole range of the world’s literature. This fact is so true 
that, were some of the records published in this journal, it 
\vould render itself liable to prosecution for publishing 
immoral and debasing literature. O f course, any of our 
Christian friends who should happen to read this article 
will say: “ Oh, but you were speaking of the Old Testa
ment, of the ancient writings which it comprises, and you 
must make allowances for this.” But no. If the claim of 
inspiration is of any effect, then it must apply to the Old 
as well as the New Testament; and one part of the Bible 
is as authoritative as another, and we have an inspired book 
and guide which records, without a word of reproof or a 
suggestion of disgust, stories so revolting and repulsive that 
110 clergyman or minister would dare read them tohiscongrega- 
tion,and which no man of decency and refinement would read 
even at a meeting“ for men only.” How, then, can the Bible be 
inspired when these things can be said without fear of contra
diction? Harold Elliot.

(  To be concluded.)

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

(4) Display, or get displayed, one or our contents-sheets, which
are of a convenient size for the purpose. Mr. Forder will 
send them oil application.

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

Acid Drops.

County Court Judge Bacon had a lady' before him 
wished to affirm instead of swearing. He asked her 
what grounds?” and she replied that she considered 
word as sacred as any oath sworn on the Bible. “ y ia’t 
said the Judge, “ is not a conscientious objection. It lS ,j 
conscience, but vanity'. Still, you may affirm.” Now, c? * 
anything be more absurd ? Where on earth does the “ van'-*(j 
come in? Surely it is not vanity, but self-respect, to ret,  ̂
one’s word as sacred, and to have only one measure 
veracity. Moreover, the. judge had no right to talk abo 
“ conscientious objection” at all. No such words oCS oSc 
the Oaths Act which was carried by Mr. Bradlaugh. * ^  
who claim to affirm have simply to state, either that /. 
have no religious belief, or that the taking of an oa (jlC 
against their religious belief. Having stated one 0 0f 
other, they have an absolute legal right to affirm, in SP‘  ̂
all the bigotry of the bench.

There was an excellent and powerful leaderette »¡l  ¡s 
Daily Neius on this case in Judge Bacon’s court. |j 
intolerable,” our contemporary said, “ that Judges s j. 
take advantage of their privileged position to insult 
able men and women who are exercising a legal right; ^  
next witness who is asked by Judge Bacon what m to 
scientious objections to being sworn are should tell 
mind his own business, which is judicial, and not inquis1

The Daily News was a little off color, however, in |,r p0rJ 
that this case would “ meet Lord Halsbury’ŝ  eye- , ;\|l 
Halsbury is himself one of the worst bigots in Eng|an I ;1i;J 
he ever did to gain the woolsack was to bait BradlaUg 
send the editor of the Freethinker to prison. Judgc 
need not fear the wrath of such a Lord Chancellor.

Tlie Halifax Board of Guardians have invented 
Leeds Daily News calls a new denomination. Pauper^u)X-li 
creed is doubtful are no longer to be credited to til -,fl. 
of England. They' are to be entered as “ creed Ul1 n\̂ 3.P°l] 
A close inquiry would probably show that this den° 
included the majority of the inhabitants of Great b11 ‘

—  . * .Martha Flatley is a woman with a real grievam strLltig 
was brought before the Hanley magistrates lor usiné» ¡¡at!,l’ 
language ; and, although no line was inflicted, ¡nSt l>‘ 
pay the costs. Now the person who informed ,an‘ u5 in/1! 
was her next-door neighbor. He was a very rehgoUd vl,|t'r 
who wrestled in prayer with God at the top of hn> „¡ed 
till three o’clock in the morning. He thus PrcV,nSta’r5 It 
from sleeping ; indeed, she had shifted her bed ^Q(g,cei jh 
escape his vehement pleadings with the Throne ot ^|]Cn sjjj 
even there her slumbers were fearfully broken. aIiJ 
could stand it no longer she let out. He 
swore. And perhaps that should have ended t ^  ji#  
But this is a Christian country, and if you p uC. r tJ d° j.j 
your neighbors with your prayers you are at hbei y ^  
but if you believe in the efficacy of your praye ’ 
Peculiar People, you arc liable to be treated as a w

___ «tof ,,
Mr. Frank T. Bullen, the charming author of s ‘̂ovV 

has been interviewed by the Daily News. He lScI1t at *‘Sl 
three years of age, fifteen years of which he P̂|.CJ si*1 ;it 
Once he was nearly flung overboard by shipwfeL \g n 
who resolved that he was the Jonah. Mr. Bulk1) », 3
reader of the Bible himself, but he has no very “ 'b ,S| ' 
of missionaries. “ I am bound to confess,” ç \u-ctâ  
many of the white missionaries lead disgraces flaa1 y 
luxurious lives, and I often smile w hen 1 read .g a Ii 
reports and reflect on what lies behind.” Ihcic
ambiguity in that “ lies behind.’

IndD;
t\ l*

“ Providence ” lias forgotten to send rain to i s0]uU’v ĵ v*5
distress is increasing. Nearly a million of the ao= ¡'nipt , 
tute are receiving State relief. “ Providence tryiik 
meant to call them home, but the Governnie11 
keep them here.

N >sS, ,iir ,f K
Donald Mackenzie, fisherman, of Eoropie» ^-¡nio11 ^  0' 

in the Highlands, is married to a witch, in/ lC .* p°'\cVfi 
neighbors. Donald’s wife is credited With iidHvit1̂  
bewitching cattle, and was specially accused .j^
Mrs. Morrison’s cow to give a poor supply ot  ̂ c^ 'L i ':l> 
flared up at this accusation, and administcrc so jjd 
to Mrs. Morrison, who had him up for asS? r0uftpel’ to 
was fined thirty shillings, with the option ot rtie5 vd1, 
imprisonment. Sheriff Campbell told all j lCg{|;J tj1? Jijijjj 
home and behave themselves properly. Tie - vVit r•(« agree p no such thing as witchcraft, and we quite ■ r>, or> jc. 

- • ----  - ‘ * hard po"

pib'1”

¡t5only the Bible says there is, and it seems _ ,jesSe< 
worshipper to rate another for believing the > glld .(1

-----  . .giiglohi jjje
Christianity is a wonderful soul-saving " jij  be ',0iil’.,|i 

missions are all over the world. There "L e0 tb® rfl” 
other worlds if they were only accessible._ ¡yjiss'0
lepers are attended to. At least there is
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collects, and of course spends, a fair amount of money for 
he spiritual refreshment of those unfortunates. God s hand 
s heavy upon them, and the missionaries (in God s name) 

tr7  to lift it a bit.

%  the way, there are more lepers* ^00,000, and
generally supposed. India has 400,00, ‘ e most loath
Japan 200,000. What appalling statistics of the most 
some and humiliating of diseases.

■----- - . iy,hle. WhenA good deal is written about leprosy m him most
Ford spent forty days with Aloses, •’ * ^ad leprosy 

'"mute instructions how to tell whether ‘ f0r curingit. 
or not ; but he never gave him a  Prcsc?P  .)ie usciessness 
Trh>s fact was adduced by Ingersoll to sh

revelation.

. Ro:
Pr^verpoolthe 1^ Rai'le, aged forty, of no occupation, was indicted at r-ivernnr,! 4„_:_ , 1 .... —- Assizes for the murderof her Baugbt tcst-p-ie j  

ncc> the principal medical oflicer of AA a unon by God
was insane. She said she was caHcd[ upon t y ^  

U | . «rself. The poor creature vnu. J  a very
?otained during her Majesty’s pleasure. It is at > . . .

sign when people get what Mr. 
fr°m heaven."

fhatshe
£,d-stro>'

Stead once called “ tips

Colonci pi *i*
Soldier, •pi '! ¡Ps> ° f  the 14th Hussars, is probably a good 
, J's ago 1h> l 'f  us trade. But he is a silly speaker. Some 
’'eetin,r a, dressed a Young Men’s Christian Association 
..̂ marked 11 fe eJ  Hall, and in the course of his speech lie 
'n,ng, f0r “ ., l ‘,e war cloud in South Africa had'a silver 
°],i,—  ic country had never sent out so many godly

the
of

pliers as
Silent Kr 11 , Present occasion.” lie  forgets
lp uger has also sent a lot of godly soldiers into

that

same 1
godiv of South Africa, and that the two different sets 

glory. °ldiers are doing their best to send each other to

Tfc
."oui.i ii !°us Colonel expressed ;i hope that our godly soldiers 
¡ato 11. ,CT. means of bringing many of their comrades 

kingdom.” But it is more probable that they will 
fheir',,: ,?ans of. bringing into the Kingdom a good many ol 

f>°d|y enemies.
Cc

Truce of (l.°u.s„Pcople are suggesting that there should be a 
l'ristm-, “5* observed by the fighting Britishers and Boers

>, Priii,-S W hy? T o  celebrate, forsooth, the Nativity
“°dnüi . 0 ol Peace and the introduction of the Gospel ot

'•»out t] 10 all _ ...............
10 day before and <1io dav nftcr ?* Does not this

rGrh •
h;.. Us of ft ctiiu ine uny au u  i * 
trS l,lc0nsisf 10 General Gordon, wherein, admitting
m°°Ps hurr^110̂ ’ l̂e sPeahs of the Christian members of his 

^  Go 1?krfOVe.r their prayers at breakfast—in which 
o * to forgive them their trespasses as they forgive

“ ng » S f ^ s t t h c ..............................b 01 the day before.

Uw tresna -  . ------
ghtinir ogainst them—in order to quickly resume

The
fciSPecTal?rOp0SiiI S r^ .h e n.  . .as. to Christmas sounds almost ironical,

esemblin,, ,1 suggested that we should thus have a 
b ie Nativity, of which Milton sings
No war or battle's sound
AA as heard the world around ;
1 "o ¡die spear and shield were high up-hung.

f e  B°ers a r
The -^dvers^ijj^M to fR's “ truce of God,” we should recom- 
rUcf,i l0L,s n.._ ler to take no notice of their acquiescence,i-, -"'.i 10 taivc no notice 01 mm  — •

°Ppers are not to be trusted in the matter of

¡ f ca« of!NCtjs>dc
r.°'Hl„,

lOsts _ ,
!s arn! strength and rciugc.

r ) !'*urfla,n declines to use in the Cathedral 
ie \S , Jarfie the prayers in war time recom- 
: of ,, blsh°p of Canterbury and York. No 

iese notifinns ¡v; addressed to the “ Lord•till,0*' Hostl*2 °* Ulese petitions is addressed Cominon-

,»aJ\Vers Bull,’ " " " ”  A”  “ “ “ a in,,, ,-----
W»8low • lionn.i ,r Bis “ Tommies.”  O f course, the
lO ^ O r11 's rathe ° ,strcnSthen their arms, but i f  lie inter- 
strirCrc-iii° 'v°Uld i,-1" , c ‘n the day. The intervention of 

8 'the con'|Ve x'cn In°rc opportune during what the 
1 roversy which has led us into the present

}* beet, -----
«im® fira?8 Preseiu'nf01!1 as rather curious that the orders for 
10 ,,%  1, ° f  Q UaI,„  chocolate to the troops were given to
v °  shnniVe Sonin^mn- w!10 are necessarily opposed to war, 

'co. P T of CV(, ‘ acuity in reconciling their consciences 
o SUc 1 mild pabulum to men on fighting

in war :
“ k  -,Ile c i ' S anj; circumstances, engage 

°r:- 1,1 th* ‘s an unri ***** replies to this question as
• *s W0rjt| - ..CHmhle fact that no nation can hold its 

- 1 ‘out war. Each nation has to fight
\  ¡(s m
enîsi>ou|jtence, 

Jet,

Nil,

, .M J p L >v i i  I. ..... .
f inwqeterminothS,ng,e nat*on should totally disarm, 
n 3se ( ar> thcru • lat under no circumstances would it 

Wa-i 0 e,x;st as ls not the slightest doubt but it would 
a nation ; it would be seized upon andÜP b• _ ‘iciLiuii ; it wuuiu    - -

y the others. But all this does not make wa

right. The Gospel proclaims peace on earth ; Christ com
manded his followers not to resist, even when trampled upon 
and beaten, and to suffer the loss of all their goods rather 
than use violence against any man. A Christian man can no 
more fight and yet retain his Christianity than he could steal 
and yet be an honest man.” _

Victor Hugo, though a Freethinker in regard to many 
of the doctrines of theology, never divested himself o f the 
major superstition— the belief in God. Once he saved the 
life of a mouse, and quoted the Divine kindness as his reason. 
“ To that little being,” he said, “ I am Providence.” Therein 
A’ictor Hugo proved himself much more tender-hearted than 
his God, wlio is now looking silently and inactively on all the 
terrible slaughter of human beings in South Africa.

The following amusing comment on the action of the 
Indiana Sunday-school, in condemning as profane the works 
of certain contemporary writers— Mr. Kipling amongst them 
— comes, says the Literaiy World, from the other side of the 
w ater:—

The prim and cultured stripling 
Will piously declare 

Jjlie world would swear by Kipling 
If Kipling wouldn’t swear.

Though, while his fancies break red 
And lurid from his brain,

Some hold that Kipling's sacred,]
Altlio’ he be profane j

Sea-submerged churches is the subject of some interesting 
little contributions to Notes and Queries. One correspondent 
writes that four or five years ago he saw a church standing in 
the sea close to Ilappisburgh, in Norfolk. It has, he believes, 
since fallen down. Tiie ruins of another church, he adds, 
were visible in the same neighborhood. Other correspondents 
mention similar instances, including the old church at Whitby, 
which is likely to soon share the same fate, though tradition 
says that it was built at a distance from the sea. And it is 
surmised that there are several churches under the Goodwin 
Sands. ___

These facts arc interesting from an archaeological and 
ecclesiastical point of view. But they also have a bearing 
on the doctrine of Providence ; for, if a god cannot, or will 
not, take care of his own temples, specially and solemnly 
dedicated to his service, how much dependence can be placed 
on him in other directions? Churches, of course, like other 
edifices, arc subject to decay and destruction, but why did not 
Providence, in these cases of submerged churches, inspire 
their founders to build a little more inland ?

The Rev. David Samuel Donovan, clerk In holy orders— 
that is to say, a clergyman of the Church of England is a 
curious illustration of the height to which Christian charity 
can attain. He presented a petition in the Divorce Court for 
the dissolution of his marriage, and his wife had to come 
overall the way from Kimberley, where she was acting as a 
nurse in the Hospital, in order to defend her honor. It was. 
alleged by this man of God that she had committed adultery 
with two co-respondents, but the evidence he produced was 
of such a ridiculous character that Mr. Justice Barnes had 
no hesitation in saying that the charges of misconduct had 
been made without the slightest foundation. On the other 
hand, the Court held that Mrs. Donovan had been the victim 
of her husband’s cruelty and desertion. Accordingly she was 
granted a decree of judicial separation, with costs, and the 
custody of the children. Probably this servant of the Most

• ------*---- 1 itiicrnf!nn He has lost his
of Justice as a 

nnocent wife has
recoiled upon himself.

Parson Donovan can, of course, appeal to the Court of 
Heaven. He conducted his own case in the Divorce Court, 
and if he does the same in the other court, at an early date, 
it would not be exactly a calamity.

Tames Thomson (“ B .V .”) the poet once_ saw Kegan Paul 
the publisher, with a view to getting a volume of his verses 
brought out. The negotiations came to nothing; and 
Thomson, who had a keen satirical wit, summed up his 
impression of ” " M!eher bv savimr that “ There was a; the* publisher by saying that “ ' 
good deal of Kegan and very little Paul. ’

Kegan Paul was supposed to be a Freethinker, a 
h something of that sort ; but by-and-bye it was 

ne a Christian, and eventually that 
In his recently published Memories

Mr.
Pncltivist or somctmng 01 mm.
1 0S, , ro(| that he had become a Christian, and eventually that 
he was a Roman Catholic. In his recently published Memories 
Mr Paul attributes his conversion to ‘ the Great Lying
rhurch ” to“ the writings of Thomas a Kempis and Cardinal 
Newman and to some miracles at Lourdes and elsewhere. 
TVrhans there is some significance in the iact that he made 
submission the day after Newman s death.

“ Positivism,” says Mr. Paul, “ is a  fair-weather creed, when 
men are strong, happy, untempted, or ignorant that they are 
tempted, and so long as a future hie and its dread possibilities
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do not enter their thoughts ; but it has no message for the 
sorry and the sinful, no restoration for the erring, no succor 
in the hour of death.” This is remarkably like saying that 
Mr. Paul became a Christian when he grew weak and 
frightened.

One of Mr. Paul’s stories relates to John Bright. The 
great Radical orator was staying at a certain house, and 
on Sunday evening he was asked to read something aloud. 
“ What shall I read ?” he asked. One of the party handed 
him a volume of Shelley. Bright put it aside, saying “ Shelley 
was an Atheist.” Well, it was true, anyhow.

Mr. Paul tells another story about Renan. Readers of the 
Vie de Jesus will remember that, in the great French sceptic’s 
most famous— though far from greatest— book, the raising of 
Lazarus is spoken of as perhaps a little plot— no tragedy, but 
a comedy— in which Jesus was implicated ; Lazarus not been 
really dead, but feigning to be, and Jesus being aware of the 
fact. Well, it was pointed out to Renan by Mr. Paul that 
Englishmen could not stand this sort of thing ; whereupon 
the fat, bland, witty Frenchman said, with an air of astonish
ment, “ Mais, mon ami, ce n’etait qu’une hypothese ”— But, 
my friend, that was only an hypothesis. Mr. Paul, with his 
duller British mind, evidently did not see that Renan was 
poking fun at him, and at the same time avoiding a profitless 
controversy.

Seven hairdressers have been summoned at Woolwich for 
exercising their trade, contrary to Act 29 of Charles II., ch. 7. 
The stipendiary was rather of opinion that shaving and hair
cutting was not a “ trade,” because a hairdresser simply sold 
his labor. If a hairdresser sold a newspaper or a bottle of 
pomade, he would be liable to be fined. It was urged by the 
prosecution that the shops were open and goods were exposed 
for sale in the windows. The magistrate thought there might 
be something in that, and he fined the defendants one penny 
each without costs, and said that if they asked for a case he 
should be happy to grant one.

From this it is evident that the Woolwich stipendiary is not 
in favor Of the enforcement of this obsolete statute. Though 
the prosecution was instituted by the Woolwich District 
Hairdressers’ Association, the spirit underlying it and the 
enactment appealed to are Sabbatarian and extremely absurd. 
Why should there be any difference made between a man 
going into a shop fora shave or going into it fora newspaper 
or a cigar? Sometimes all these wants are met in the same 
establishment.

It is noted by the People with great satisfaction that 
Parliament is to be asked to take away from the London 
County Council the licensing powers it has so scandalously 
abused. “ Its recent proceedings,”  says the People, “ show 
that this fussy and fanatical body have no idea whatever of 
equal treatment for all places of entertainment, and, indeed, 
some unfortunate lessees might as well have been Uitlandcrs 
before Judge Gregorowski as applicants for licenses to the 
London County Council. It is imperative that this tyranny 
should be put an end to, and the licensing vested in some 
impartial and really judicial body.”

Reader Harris, Q.C., is an ungrateful man. lie  quotes in 
his Tongues of Pire the comments of religious journals, such 
as the Christian, the Christian World, the Baptist, and the 
Record, on the late Pentecostal League Conference. But he 
never says a word about the comments of the Freethinker. 
Their reproduction would, at least, have relieved the arid 
wastes of the paper he edits._

A writer in the Church Review  warns the bishops that 
“ Should they find their scats totter, and the whole edifice of 
State Establishment come clattering about their ears, they, 
and they only, will be to blame.” Well, whether they will be 
to blame or not, it is to be hoped that the “ clattering ” will 
not long be delayed. I11 view of such a contingency, we 
should warmly recommend the bishops to keep on putting 
down the use of incense, processional lights, and other 
nonsense. Two good ends will thus be served.

Mr. Lloyd George, M.P., in an address at Liverpool, said 
th.it the Anglican Church was undoubtedly being Romanised, 
and the people were advised to trust the bishops; but the 
bishops were firing with obsolete guns and plugged shells 
and at too long range, and some of them, he was afraid, 
were too intent upon the loot. _

The Christian is sorry to learn from the Sussex Daily News 
that “ the sporting persons arc not, as we supposed, nearly 
extinct. The race seems to be numerous, if not as numerous 
as ever, and greatly enamored of fox-hunting as a form of 
amusement. One would have thought that humanity and a 
sense of things becoming a Christian pastor w’ould lead 
ministers to seek recreation somewhere else than at the tail 
of a pack of hounds.”

There is something sweetly naive and simple about the

following sentence in the report of the Evangelical M*ss 
to Theatrical Employes : “ To conduct such a mission 
Evangelical lines, and yet in such a way as to reta,n ear 
attendance and confidence of theatrical people, would apP 
no easy task.” No, we shouldn’t think it was, and can ‘1 
understand the poorness of the results.

The Bishop of London has been telling tales out of school-
He was entertained the other day by the Authors’ Cl" • aW) 
the course o f a speech, he said the religious historians u j 
the chief theologians were profound readers of novels-^ 
know two bishops who read all novels, and I once stay/L jiis 
one o f the most eminent theologians, who took me nj (yoll 
library, and, pointing to Hie formidable tomes, said;1 four"
will find something better behind.’ On investigating ‘J“ve|l, 
this was the case; behind these front books were 
something much more readable in leisure moments.

The two bishops who read all novels must have. a 
time on their hands. And their minds must be redu ^  aI)j 
very fit state for the composition of episcopal 
cathedral sermons. No wonder we come across a j CI1cy t<J 
examples of prelatical incoherence, flabbiness, ten
wild fiction, and sometimes absolute imbecility.

----- . \ - or ra‘liei
But what about that “ most eminent theologian- jl0Vio 

that sly dog, who hides the literary solace of his lc" 
behind heavy tomes? Are Rabelais, Paul de atjl'?

the
Daudct, Ernest Feydeau, and Zola to be found sect. ¡aStid 
back of Butler, Paley, and stately editions °L.fCt.olirsf- ? , 
history and of pious meditations on Christ ? CM *- (̂jling 
two bishops who read all novels must have. g °nC 
through some French fiction of a rather special tyP

E. Morrison- liaS 
T h e motive/

amiable-

bcc"
A Texas minister, the Rev. G. 

hanged for the murder of his wife, 
was said to be to rid himself of a pretty, 
wife in order to marry a wealthy woman.

-----  -n
The Rev. W. Acraman, Vicar of Cricli, has ^  ai"*.fjjj; 

guilty of indecent assault on a girl, aged tlurt61 ¡n ,f|
tenced to two years’ imprisonment. He dec* .C(J dlCf  « 
sight of God ” he was innocent, and that he be j seeiUe®. 
to be over fifteen ; but the judge told him that t oVI\t\gl 1
make his offence morally ten times worse, as ■  ̂
he had been watching for some girl of an age 'v 
so behave with impunity.

s1,0'h e* ’ul
|J

dll'

A girl aged thirteen was charged at h° cral 
picking pockets. She confessed to stealing . jjad J 
during the past four years. Evidently she ‘ j cr 0

- - - - . . 1 me lief»--religious training, for when she heard (0t r,
magistrate that her father should be bound »\ ^  a jii" 
behavior, she exclaimed : “ God be merciful to

tfill' 110

The Rev. Dr. Tulloch seems to be a clerical the J pc' 
small opinion of his own abilities. He has be"’ ucc" 
of conducting Divine service and PrcaC gt, fie 
Majesty the Queen,” and he can’t forget it- Queen, cglit̂  
writing to an American periodical on ‘ Ho. /hoW" . a¡ii'11t i l l  U l l i v u t / U l l  ------ t w i l l  J|U  f

Goes to Church.” Ile docs not fail to mcl“ /rforiiia'’%  V1
the Queen appeared to be with his P aClii"i 
apparently would like to have the job 01.fi 
every day of the year. His article is very sic

-c-llSl
ill

The bishops are not going to abolish ,V to f̂-hiii 1̂ ° ff-l_V __irolllg . ,i„, C"the State churches. They arc only fit01 ,h,j 
Thus the High Church party wins again, 
England is one step definitely nearer Rom

the

Eng1'iirlan^-liil«
th^id ^

. . . .  r c l l6 . .
national propaganda o f the Catholic l,e'ticCSl '¡si1

- here at the beginning of « « ¿ J
There were to be lectures, sermons, , org" 1 ,,;J- 
leaf1"*" '*___--------- ¡Urinwire WOUW I.„S<1’ . .,
the 
to
remove their disbelief, 
it is our turn

Unbelief will soon be done for in ~ f st. 
Vaughan is going to deal with it in ca statcd 
mg a new Catholic church at Ealing rCfigion 
national propaganda of the Catholic^ 
inaugurated 1----

.............  Thus far Carcliii«*t the cpy/p»; j,e
We beg to remind h.mtl^t j y

will be intluenced by such a crusade  ̂ ull ĉlie ^win uu itiuuciiucu uy siic/c <*- - « \1U^~ 1

If this Catholic prelate wants to re ĉ nS of 
should address them through the co j esjres 1 * 
And he shall have an opportunity i 1

Nor does it seem that tlie presen*- ^ ^ o n  
Catholic attack upon the minds ol .J press 5o, t" 
- n o t  even the imbeciles. The Vatican ^  uCti^ ,j 
elsewhere is ferociously Anglopno ’jl£lVC a« 
that Cardinal Vaughan is reported 10 
I’ope g strong letter of renionstrai c
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

,, Sunt lay' December 10, Athenaeum Hall, Loudon, W., 7-3°> 
The Mother of God.”
December 17, Athenamm Hall, London.

To Correspondents.

Mr' Charles W atts’s Lecturing E . t on-Tccs; 17, Man- 
>0, Manchester; 11, Bolton; ' 5> st°  , rv , Sheffield; -5> 
Chester. January 14, Leicester. *’®.br r l4 rles Watts should 
Glasgow.—All communications for Mr. ‘ y  If a reply 
^  sent to him at 24 Carminia-road, Balham, be en.
Required, a stamped and addressed envelop

G'.J- WARREN.-Thanks. Late for this week, but wdl be noticed 
ln our next issue.* . „  t|ic AppH"

James Neate.—W e have handed over to the1 S e c r e fuUy ^ id 
eation you send us from your brother-in any, Limited.
“P Shares in the Freethought 1 ubhshn g  .jj bc lorwarded Accept our thanks for your trouble. Keceq
by the Secretary. , u  1 ,«  not been

J' Honkor_A third series of Flowers of ̂ ^ “¿ s -tU ^ lo n g e r
Promised. Another volume of Mr- year under another
ones—ViU probably be published m the Christianity wdj.
' C; The second volume of Crimes f  tbought lhibhshi 

l ushed forward as soon as the new fmm ®Mrv"onipany's arranerementu detail — -

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

Scale of Advertisements :—Thirty words, is. 6d.; every suc
ceeding ten words, 6d. Displayed Advertisements :—One inch, 
4s. 6d.; half column, £1 2s. 6d.; column, ¿2  5s. Special terms 
for repetitions.

be
—  .... ----  --------- „  _ fishing

. .... — arrangements release Mr. Foote from wearying 
Nearly an and set him free for his more special labors. 
‘rorn M.. 1- le back numbers of the Freethinker can be obtained

R. Cin„ order, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C._O m
S. A. gL, ‘ aec Paragraph. You did not give the date.

fe>f so. Charles Brad laugh swian Atheist. He called him-
■ e hadee 1 . . .  Wr°te A Flea for Atheism. He never adopted 
‘s no God gnosticism. O f course he did not say " There 
«'her man “ e said he knew of none, and believed that every 
f °ugh, hP \'as. 'n 'be same state o f ignorance. Certainly, 
°und their . .?Illec' all the gods that were ever defined, for he 
radict(vi t,,. J.ef»ed attributes eitlicr self-contradictory or con-egeu• aoicted by facts.

bJ-S.S. General F und.-Vi. Hunt,

Sugar Plums.

M r. F oote lectures at the Athenaeum Hall— 74 Tottenliam- 
court-road— this evening (Dec. 10) and on the following 
Sunday. In view of the approaching Christmas season he 
will deliver two discourses on the primary Christian doctrine 
of the Incarnation. The first will be entitled “ The Mother 
of God,” and the second “ The Baby God of Bethlehem.” 
These two lectures will, as far as possible, cover the whole 
ground of the subject; and Freethinkers will do well to 
induce their most orthodox friends to attend.

The dense fog which prevailed in London last Sunday 
interfered with Mr. Charles Watts’s meeting at the Athenaeum 
Hall. Still, the audience was an enthusiastic one, and warmly 
applauded the various points in Mr. Watts’s new lecture, “ The 
Defeat of the Cross.” Mr. C. H. Cattell presided, and, in 
opening the proceedings, made a neat little speech upon pro
pagandist work. We are glad to hear that the sale of litera
ture was very good. __

To-day, Sunday, December 10, Mr. Watts lectures three 
times in the Secular Hall, Rusholme-road, Manchester, 
when he hopes to see his friends from the surrounding 
districts. On Monday, the nth, he visits Bolton, and on 
Friday, the 15th, he lectures at Stockton-on-Tees.

W.

"h,
■ Hi

£1H, T,

■ j , ma y  |)e for your amusing letter.

Miss Vance, secretary, acknowledges :—

niioiT — il'1 1 I ree'b°uglit meeting. 
Siq., b . 1' oote is writing you.

■ Ns asks I

The first special article in the Secular Almanack is entitled 
“ Our Outlook.” It is from the pen of Mr. Foote, writing as 
President of the National Secular Society and Chairman of 
the Board of Directors of the Secular Society, Limited. We 
commend it to the attention of all Freethinkers. Everyone 
of them ought to read it. There are other interesting articles 
in the Almanack by leading Freethought writers. We may 

One never knows | a d d -o r rather repeat-that this Almanack is issued by the 
U 1 National Secular Society, and that whatever profit accrues

from its sale will £o into the Society s exchequer.

l0ni«tl FumiciUS state that contributions to the Fagan Testi- 
R. Yy (| ° uld be forwarded at once, as it closes shortly.

HrpSC ‘'nos ,,o T . and float ” don't rhyme. Writing good 
It i . ,.l? 'Ural gin c? me by nature. Intellect and imagination 
«lid ilbvays b s> '’ tit the technique of art has to be acquired. 

Y0(J "‘ "st Write ver. St'C*< *° I,rose’ 1H,b‘ss one really is inspired
C .G erses*nan you S & ’-W e a c ; troublecan hel • auvise you not to cause more
on eremptorv *V." 'bo domestic circle. Youth should never
'• ■■Ucl' subiy‘ Nor are you bound to talk with your relatives

,|lc same *n -  un.less the conversation is forced upon you.)’Oh I *5d|JJg .•
fheir ,0l,ld tliifl|” 1< ’ lj1cy have no sort o f right to dictate what 

y0l]* t4rh Y 0II* :U,U ^ou should resist any such attempt on 
" r.^ervvise ûl!l l oaci il,,d think for yourself, quietly ; and 

of _ ..° ) v r^Pect for your elders, and affection for* * * ■ - a .11 _!_Li
«ir
"> th,

'• o,

id,
sh,

y°ur family, you will probably come out all right
OWL]'«°ks w

eci are Worth*,° ‘J“ think any of the late Grant Allen’s 
"ovvi’n 1. 'p| rO"bfing about except bis Evolution o f  the

 ̂ 'v'de r.. . ,IS a work of very considerable merit, 
lal{e’5it’OxI)Ey arch and careful thought.

° a"Awer" mus.' remember that the Editor cannot under- 
Vw,S ^ C Elv^ ,,eS' ' ° - b y p osL

1 ~ Daii ®̂cular Thought—Cork County Eagle— 
- s Guardian— Kreidenker— Der Anne Teufel

e «S

\,°rld VJr«ss Ri. j  ' ’ "araian— FreidenKer— uci mint . .  
M 1 '^,'-reSCf.,“< e~Torch of Reason—Two Worlds—Ethical

Mercury —  Truthseeker (New 
o r — People’s Newspaper—De

f t * ),r,je
urn.. . c i l  UI

'Free So*'  ̂arm°uth
>!1 ̂ e 14!C «chte  Liberator — People s isewspapc.—
I 1">ker' ' G'biireh \ r  . Opinion— Isle of Man Times—Sydney 

, ê<!ds is~.D°stoii , 'ssionary (Japan) Quarterly— Progressive 
«by ¡Ve, "vestigator—Aberdeen Evening Express— 

r?s for •* S Derbyshire Advertiser.
^8

b. u ïo r  (i. J
,«neCutter_„iîitor 0/ the Freethinker should be addressed to

■ms , '" lter-street, London, E.C. 
\’,0ndon°nal Secular Society’s office 
v«nce. ’ " ’bere all letters should

*55* eont

IS
be

at No. 377 Strand, 
addressed to Miss

(L® Du " " ’ben U)e° D°st-Ofiice regulations to announce on the 
e- fir in a u.bscr'ption expires, subscribers will receive 

olored wrapper when their subscription‘ Its -,

Jv’®> Post* Wl" be forwarded direct from the V'b  ̂
^■1 haw00’ at "'e following rates, prepaid :-O n e ye , 

1 year, 5s. ,̂ d.: three months. 2S. o •
l 0s, ^  - -

-  J-ear, 5s. 3d.; three months, ŝ’ the faVor by
send os newspapers would , Ĉ  to call attend"- 

r̂  the Passages to which they wish ^ . 28 Stone-
bteraturo should be sent to Mr. R- F°’ d ' lreet, E.C.

We are happy to be able to state that only a very few of 
those who promised support to the Freethought Publishing 
Company, Limited, have not yet applied for Shares. One or 
two of them were poor people, who now find themselves 
unable to do what they expected. O11 the other hand, 
between four and five hundred Shares have been applied for 
by persons who did not make any promise. This is highly grati
fying, and it may be added that applications for Shares are still 
coming in. Still, we should like to impress upon all well- 
wishers— that is to say, all real, earnest Freethinkers—the 
advisability o f acting forthwith, if they have not yet moved. 
He gives twice, the proverb says, who gives quickly. Sup
port at some future time will of course be welcome, but it is 
doubly valuable just now. If all the 4,000 Ordinary Shares 
were taken up by the end of December, the Company would 
begin the new year with a splendid prospect; and Mr. Foote 
himself would face the future with a lighter heart.

Those who place any value on Mr. Foote’s service to the 
Freethought cause should recollect not only that he is mortal, 
but that he is getting older. Naturally he has not the same 
life-prospect that he had ten years ago. Not that he is an 
old man by an}’ means. By looking in the Secular Almanack, 
under the date of Jarxiary 11, which is his birthday, you will 
see how long he has been a pilgrim in this world—as the 
Christians sa y ; and you will be able to form some estimate 
of how long lie may reasonably be expected to retain some
thing like his present activity. Year by year slips away, (lie 
sense of mortality deepens, and the desire intensifies to make 
the most of the life that is left. And to make the most of it 
the Frecthought party— if it shares his desire— must supply 
the sinews of successful warfare.

The Howard Association’s Annual Report, dated October, 
1800 contains the following reference, which our American 
exchanges will please note : “ It is only fair to the late Colonel 
Inuersoil t0 sav that lie, too, set an excellent example to the 
Churches in liis defence of the oppressed race. A negro 

< For thirty years we had no truer friend.’ ”
Churche 
newspaper says

The New York Truthseeker for November 25 reports the 
Annual Secular Congress held at Boston a week before. 
There seems to have been a fauly good attendance, but we 
do not gather that our American fnends are making much 
headway in the matter of organisation. The third and last
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day of the Congress was devoted to the late Colonel Ingersoll. 
Many enthusiastic eulogies were pronounced, one of them by 
a lady, Mrs. Ricker, who thanked the great dead Freethinker 
for his chivalry to women—not a mawkish, but a manly 
chivalry. A letter, in which Ingersoll was highly praised, 
was read from Mr. G. J. Holyoake. The letters from Mr. 
Foote and Mr. Watts do not seem to have reached the 
Congress.

Mr. Holyoake quoted Ingersoll as saying that “ l ie  would 
make health as catching as disease.” This is not accurate. 
Ingersoll went much farther. What he said was that, if he 
had the arrangement of things in this world, he would make 
health catching instead of disease.

“ Charles Bradlaugh and His Visits to Yarmouth ” was the 
title of a lecture by Mr. A. H. Smith, which is reported at 
considerable length in the Yarmouth Mercury.

Mr. Andrew Lang, writing in Longman's on the late Grant 
Allen, says he “ behaved, if I may say so, more thoroughly in 
the spirit of the Gospel than any man I ever met, though his 
intellect rejected so much that religion believes.” No doubt 
this is well m eant; and, perhaps, it is ungenerous to scrutinise 
a eulogy too closely; otherwise we might have asked Mr. 
Lang to tell us what he means by “ the spirit of the Gospel.”

The London Freethinkers’ Annual Dinner has been fixed 
for Monday, January 8, at the Holborn Restaurant. Mr. 
Foote will preside as usual. Further particulars in due 
course. The tickets are 4s. each.

At a smoking-concert held recently at the Radical Club, 
North Shields, a presentation was made to a veteran Free
thinker, Mr. Thomas Thompson. County Councillor H ogg 
paid a high tribute to the recipient in making the presenta
tion. Mr. Thompson suitably responded, and the rest of the 
evening was spent in sociality. Councillor Robinson pre
sided, and was supported by the Mayor.

The Freethought Publishing Company, Limited, has in the 
press a new edition of Ingersoll’s brilliant and wonderfully 
entertaining Mistakes of Moses, which has been for some time 
out of print. This edition is not to be printed from stereo
type plates, but from a nice font of good clear type ; and it 
will probably be ready by the first week in the new year. 
The popular edition, in stiff paper covers, will continue to be 
priced at one shilling, and will be a very cheap shilling’s- 
worth. An edition de luxe is also being printed on fine toned 
paper, and will be handsomely bound in cloth. This edition 
will doubtless be welcome to the admirers of Ingersoll who 
can afford it. The price will be half-a-crown. All who wish 
to secure a copy of it should order in advance. If they send 
half-a-crown per copy to Miss E. M. Vance, the Company’s 
secretary, at 377 Strand, London, W .C., they will receive as 
many copies as they subscribe for post free. Orders and 
remittances should be sent to Miss Vance only— not to Mr. 
Foote or elsewhere. The receipt of orders will be acknow
ledged by postcard.

Prison Reform.

Ix an appeal for pecuniary support, the Criminal Law and 
Prison Reform Department of the Humanitarian League 
regrets to say that “ there is no Branch of the League which 
stands'in such need as that which is doing its utmost to 
humanise the barbarous English prison system.” To the 
usefulness of such work the following letter from Dr. VV. 
Douglas Morrison, author of Juvenile Offenders, and editor 
of “ The Criminology Series,” bears witness : “ I can safely 
say that the Prisons Department of the Humanitarian League 
has been instrumental in exposing many abuses, in redress
ing many wrongs, in acting as a salutary check on a 
bureaucracy whose actions seldom see the wholesome light
of. day.......It was recently stated in an official Report on
prisons that the Home Secretary—the parliamentary head of 
the 1 rison Service— * cannot follow the details of prison 
management. Io follow these details in the public interest 
is one of the duties which your Society undertakes, and it is 
a duty which deserves public support. I trust that the public 
will generously assist you in the admirable work in which you 
are engaged. \Y e hope that those of our readers who agree 
with the principles of the Humanitarian League will do what 
they can to support it. Mr. Joseph Collinson, the Hon. 
Secretary, will be liappv to furnish anyone with particulars 
as to the aims and objects of his Society, together with 
literature bearing on the subject. All communications 
should be addressed to him at 53 and 54 Chancery-lane, 
London.

Freethought in Cromwell’s Time.

(B y  the L ate  J. M. W heeler.)

T he time of the Commonwealth w as one of relig1(4u ’ 
no less than of political, turmoil. The Episcopal'31IV_> L11 <111 VJl IUIIIIU11. J.11C/ 1
party, which had used its authority without boundspany, which nau useu us auuioruy wiuiuui .«■  3
the purpose of restraining the liberty o f all who diner j. 
was at last overthrown. From  out of the stri e
Papists and Protestants, Calvinists and Arnun13̂  
prelacy and independence, at length emerged the 1 
o f toleration, at first feeble and tentative, but gra 
acquiring strength and universality. The most p 
cuted sects, the Anabaptists and Antitrinitarians, 
naturally the first to plead for liberty of c0.nS,C! l iln, 
Shortly after the burning of Legate and Wig*11 „onuruy auer me Burning oi uegare anu .--o <¡n¡r
Leonard Busher had issued a tract, earnestly ple ,

Hi__... -r ____ 1___ -TL-___ ____ IntflH 111 IU4U|for liberty of conscience. This was reprinted inJ  i er 
when already Sir Henry Vane, Lord Brooke,_ v |or
W illiam s, and John Milton had given their
freedom. Vane (who had lied from England lects at
in his twentieth year, resigning all his Pr° s^ aSsa- 
Court in order to enjoy liberty of conscience in . e„t) 
chusetts, returning in time to sit in the Long Par „t

'L ib é r â thad published A n  Earnest P lea  fo r  Universal 
Conscience, and against the M agistrates Intern t|ie 

T o  this Milton doubtless allu ei5 
Sonnet to V a n e ” —

with Religion,
line o f his

1 The bounds of either sword to thee we owe.
s friend,

-  / mu °JLord Brooke, son o f Sir Philip Sidney s 
Fulke Greville, in his D iscourse on the Re.,\foro‘mti«n -!tote urevine, 111 ms discourse on me n0n w

M other Church  (1641), pleaded for tor 'r‘ called
Separatists, as the Nonconform ists were_,^e"vaS ably
The Bloody Tcnent— i. c ., tenet— o f persecution .^„ce, 
attacked by R oger W illiam s, the founder of 1 r jĵ erty 
Rhode Island, and apostle o f civil and relig(° ^onio0 
in America. This work, which he wrote ghcde
whilst occupied in obtaining the charter ^ ¡ c(, sa"f

store'
henee

Island, was published in 1644, the same yea s 
the birth of M ilton’s famous Arcopagitiea, <re W'li 
house of noble thoughts in eloquent langua» £SS havC 
all succeeding advocates o f the liberty of the P  ̂ p re 
drawn supplies. W illiam s, like Milton, w‘l3 ^ 0 0 $  
thinking Christian, attached to no Church a i^  aflCl tn
opposed to the legal establishm ent of rclig101 
com pulsory support o f the clergy. ¿e(e^ crS,L

Shortly after these two more o r t h o d o x * 
toleration appeared in the persons of John 1 et, " 11.ppeared in the persons u, j ...... stree1’
independent vicar o f St. Stephen’s, Cole111,1' cb a^e/  
preached a  sermon defending the execution -tg ( iWj 
and Jeremy T aylor, whose lib erty  o f Pr0P ( (
founded on the difficulties o f agreement inu]tbor’s 3 
service for Freethought, despite its ,nCed 
sanction o f persecution, which he had <-c

\vhc"

H'3S
his own party w as in adversity. tolerat*0? ter

The impulse given to the demand for ^yestmin 
stimulated by the proceedings of the nl3jority ^ 
Assem bly o f Divines, the Presbyter*3' ne3' ^  
which, especially when the Scots ^rmy ¡s bu tj,c
land, fully disclosed that “  N ew  Ercj_ ^

eiii
C ollege to frame and send in a petition to^^ (]je rn. ĵe 
declaring “ how much we detest am a v0ked ‘a y-y  
endeavored toleration.”  This petrtio1 0( the - 
anonymous pamphlet, worthy the <m g\ ¡ 1 1 ‘ “ s0 
pagitica, entitled Tolleration lu stifec  1 for th° ” 
the first time toleration is claime c ^

priest writ larg e .”  Som e o f  the at lbiy,
whole of the London ministers ,asS ̂ the A ^ u c b -

far misinformed as to deny a deity, ornas \vl,a
__írft OI A u _ « —This pamphlet excited the ire o gdwam 1 <' ,0 thf

immortalised by Milton as “ s*1“1 0 j Der,lily jeres 'lC.' 
also mentions : “ There is a pamph ffin f .v  uet&f. 
B ill fo r  Preventing the Growth and’ • P agai',s . ,-a“’jjiu  jo r  rrevem in g me xrrww- -  - e ag»~- . «R3 ,
that came out lately since that or ‘ imo0s, f ,
w as brought into the House of ents G°*\
(p. 3) with many Libertine ¡£g  there *3 11 glial13 
punishing o f those that m ain t^ ^  ^  trace-

iis pamphlet I have been1 iinanic 
iw ards enum erates with all the Father,.’ ¡or

Th
Edwards enumerates with a l‘ JJT Fathe,f.’ -fiin1. s 
o f his prototypes, the early Chris ‘ ^  ye(eS\ti
and Epiphanius, and, p ro b ab ly ,"  eVenty-S I nt p3 
tion, no fewer than one hundred and se subsequea
rife in 1646, and to these he a >
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... .. to two hundred. One must not suppose this
^presented the number of sects, since many heresies could 1™ - »  • - -

01 his then famous Gangrccna, enough to make up the 
number to 1
representec. „
could be, and doubtless were, held by the same peisons. 
1 he heresy of heresies in which all agreed was Liberty 
? Conscience. A m ong the damnable heresies cata- 
°krued by Edwards are :—

“ That the scriptures are a dead letter, and no more to 
be credited than the writings of men. That right reason 
‘s the rule of faith. That the magistrate may not punish 
tor blasphemies, nor for denying the scriptures, nor lor 
ueuying that there is a God. That the least truth is ot 
more worth than Jesus Christ himself. That the soul o 
man is mortal as the soul of a beast, and dies with the 
iody. That many Christians in these days have more
Knowledge than the Apostles. That it is lawiul 
Women to preach. That it could

for
ther „  cornu not Stand with u

-- m ac rreaturcs eternally-goodness of God to damn Ins own crea heresy
i'tom which it will appear that much of ‘J1® ® wurds 
!s not so novel as some persons thinK. 0f  Free
's the first who mentions the open P"-' r(f  extracts, 
‘^ught in England, I must make a tew more 

hus he cites a letter . are not to
“ Some sectaries do commonly a hi' ovvn reason 

belceve the scriptures further then 1 ■ and that the
doth persuade them of the trut 1 , than the words
scriptures are no more the word ot Gou any me- -
~“y man speaks arc, because he could1 11 tojd me
words but by a power from Goa. ‘ „nv of persons 
!r,om good hands that there is a  °  rc£son and object 

London who meet weekly wore about the
against the scriptures ; their meetinJ’ S, noW they .shift
Spille, and since in Houndsditch, and surprised ;
P'aces for fear they should be d^eovereU ^“ t0 it to find 

were good that authority should v from whom 
them out; I shall be ready to name the me 
1 have had such informatin

11 his third
Information.’ 

part Edwards also mentions-
“ A .......  .

- a s  that the -  -, V "  factory  of Noah were
the drowning of the old world and st ^  1?urlher, that
"ot true, with other tilings of that n u forty persons
pt a bn—  j„  Redcross-strect, City , son]

1 I- -- **

hat-Hfi.11 l,repcher in Lynn who vents many heresies 
dro'w-i“ sc.r’Ptures were not the word of God, that

bP:" houseUeiHjr . — >'V,UL1U5S-S
"ot God SCnt’ 0110 did affirm : (1) That Jesus Christ was 
'Vere not’ fi001" the son of God ; (2) That the scriptures 
t° prove '1°. v̂ord of God, and brought many arguments 
bodies.» U ’ td) That the souls of men dye with their 

I-h is
^  ^eresy was, as far as I am aware, first 

“ 'jpti.se Pr ' .‘l Pamphlet entitled M an’s M ortalilie, a 
n . 0. » ,vinf» man a compound wholly mortal, by
Qri,1ted ’jn . a ed from Am sterdam , 1643, but probably

Neither Edwards nor Pagitt speaks of the existence 
o f any sect o f Atheists, although that term is used as a 
convenient one of reproach. It was, as we have seen, 
part of the armory of the odium theologtcum. The 
earliest printed English treatise against Atheism I have 
met with is that o f Sir George More, published in 1597, 
the same year which saw the publication of Bacon’s 
essay ; but More directs his argument against the 
Atheists o f ancient times. Dr. Idove (1605), as we 
have seen, classes all kinds of unbelievers as Atheists. 
Bishop Fotherby’s Aiheom astix (1622), the title whereof 
was copied from a Latin treatise by Assomlevilla, pub
lished in Antwerp 1601, is rather an argument for 
Theism than an onslaught on Atheists, and it is not till 
after the time of Hobbes that the name seems applied 
with any sense of propriety. Edwards speaks of one 
Clement W righter, formerly of W orcester, now of 
London, sometimes a professor of religion, but now a 
fearful apostate, a seeker, and “ I fear an A th eist” ; 
this W righter being one of the chief heads of those that 
deny the scriptures to be the word of God, and that 
question all points of Christian religion. It appears 
that he affirms that those in the grave sleep until the 
resurrection, and declares the Virgin M ary— what we 
forbear to name. Then there is a certain John B oggis, 
who went to such unheard-of lengths that even W righter 
must have disowned him.

Archbishop Trench, in his Study o f Words, gives the 
first use of the word Rationalist as occurring in a 
news-letter from London, dated October 14, 1646, 
preserved in the Clarendon State papers : “ There is a 
new sect springing up am ong the Independents, and 
these are the Rationalists, and what their reason 
dictates them in Church or State stands for good until they 
be convinced with better.” Possibly these Rationalists 
were followers of John Biddle and Paul Best, both of 
whom had been imprisoned for denying the Trinity. Or 
they may have been of the school o f Falkland, Chilling- 
worth, and Hales. In 1648 Sir John Suckling, the 
poet, published A n  Account o f Religion by Reason, not 
without fear of a charge of Socinianism. ')

( To be concluded. )

National Secular Society.

O v e r t ' "  P°ndon early in 1644.
S i  tl° ’ was a Materialist, who defended his position

The author, Richard
r S  the S S- a Materialist, who d ^ — ~ r -------
K'\ the t:..cn Ptures like the modern Christadelphians

«0

the

thè
» dieth th .........
S e s .  e other:tu■ Ha,cy,

ota

Hi.
and fr0

Pa&re appears the te x t : “  For that which 
s°ns of man bcfalleth beasts ; as one dietli 

yea, they have all one breath ” 
Overton got into trouble for con?).

m
of "Tains/ j ,  f  i '“; ’ 
tir; 1 le Cv,-i • Tyrants, 
■ lnter i ^ o p i a n

his prison in N ew gate sent forth A n
... .  ̂ Printed a t the backside

S u m !0 theTcver«m? U,ntains by Martin Clasoclergy, 
sUe | d at the leiH Assem bly ot Divines, and are to 

0 Persor',.t:„'?ne o f the Subjects Liberty, right oppo-
ipt',otherSS n£ coul't, '646.
■ rnim ]>., r!.cr against the toleration of heresy was.'’' ’"our!!!1 ap lnst ................M  .

■ dter 1 Sever-ii’ j.*10se Heresiography (1645) passed
,0 his EP istle dedicatory,

¡Odeo,Usly pret , t lu impure Fam ilists who blas- 
c0n:.tf|ey are r  to. Codified like God ; whereas, 

((1|]Ues _t,1VeHified like their Father the D iveil,”

have \< 1 •and ; as conim\,_?*s too many, as amongst others, one 
at Ti; Cr<-d at r i  • hy a Justice of Peace, who mocked 
Us . '° ulouSe • jest’s Incarnation. His father was burnt 
Pr»’ .°° man» .,rance ; he'scapeth unpunished amongst 
the L,Se their j ei?  "  e have. They preach, print, and 
Miiri °°dy Tn eret,cah opinions openly: for books, vide 

.Tk; 1 the bondnet ’ "  itnesse a tractate of Divorce in 
AfeJJ last r " ds are let loose to inordinate lust.”

¿ ‘L' and ^ ereace is to M ilton’s Discourse on the 
q.'th ju. lshed ‘T T d in c  o f  D ivorce Restored, which was 
o'V°rcp . toil's 10 I®45> the second edition appearing 
tLr l y  ls kno«?atne ,n , 644- N o other tract upon 

6 i e t h ; „ , _ .  11 as belotiijing to this period

R eport of monthly Executive meeting, held at the Society’s 
office* 377 Strand, W.C., on Thursday, November 29; the 
President, Mr. G. W. Foote, in the chair. There were 
present : Messrs. E. Bater, C. Cohen, T. Gorniot, V . Roger, 
F. Schaller, W . Heaford, J. Neate, T. Thurlow, A. B. Moss, 
W. Leat, If. Brown, B. Munton, R. Edwards, H. Cooper, 
C. Quinton, T. VViimot, E. E. Sims, and the secretary (.Miss 
Vance).

Minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed ; 
and the cash statement was received and adopted.

New members for the Finsbury and West Ham Branches, 
and also for the parent Society, were proposed and accepted.

An application for permission to form a new Branch was 
received, and, upon the Secretary reporting that the necessary 
conditions had been complied with, it was resolved “ That 
permission be granted for a Tooting and District Branch of 
the N.S. S.”

It was decided to have the Annual Dinner at the Holborn 
Restaurant, on Monday, January 8, 1900, and the arrange
ments were left in the hands of the officers.

The President called the attention of those present to the 
unfortunate circumstances of Mr. Peter Weston, an old and 
valued friend to the cause in Newcastle and the surrounding 
neighborhood. The Secretary was instructed to send him a 
special grant, and the President moved, and Mr. Cohen 
seconded: “ That this Executive deeply regrets to hear of 
the misfortunes that have overtaken Mr. Peter Weston, one 
of the most steadfast and devoted of Freethinkers, and begs 
to assure him of its sincere sympathy.” Mr. Cohen, Mr. 
Moss, and others, spoke in support of the resolution, and it 
was carried unanimously.

The President reported the issue of the Society’s Almanack 
for 1900, and the meeting adjourned.

E dith M. V ance, Secretary.

Thus\ '“Cllinl • Il I id i 
d e ists  klng Puritan poet' is catalogued amongst

Testimonial to Mr. John Fagan
The following further amounts have hoen 1

Miss E. M. Vance : - E .  R. Webbley 6d ?  « « ‘« d , per 
W. H., Od. ; Arnold, 6d.; C. Bowmanfas ¿d r S sÏ
is.; -W ilson, es. 6d.; W. Hunt, 2s ■ G  T « /  Lancasler> 

Green-road? N? *’ TreaSUrer’ Bradlaugh Club,'36 Newington
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The London County Council and Sunday 
Observance.

T he Rev. Hugh Price Hughes, in a letter to the Times on 
November 21, 1899, refers to the letter by Mr. Mark H. Judge, 
of the previous day, in the following terms :— “ The older I 
grow the more I realise that there are some people who 
believe every bold statement that is not contradicted. It is, 
therefore, conceivable that there may be some persons capable 
even of believing Mr. Mark H. Judge’s statement that ‘ A 
League concert is in exactly the same position as the orchestral 
mission at St. James’s Hall.’ It is, consequently, necessary 
to say that what Mr. Mark H. Judge describes by the abso
lutely meaningless expression, an ‘ Orchestral Mission,’ is a 
religious service of the most pronounced type. Just as reli
gious services elsewhere are sometimes preceded by an organ 
recital, and generally by an organ voluntary, it is customary 
to precede the religious service in St. James’s Hall on Sunday 
afternoon and Sunday night by some instrumental music, as 
we do not use the organ, but this is simply preliminary to 
religious worship, consisting of sacred hymns, prayers, the 
reading of the Word of God, and, invariably, a sermon of 
half an hour’s duration. O f course, admission is free.”

To this Mr. Judge replies, on November 25, as follows : — 
“ As it is conceivable that there may be some persons capable 
even of believing that the Rev. Hugh Price Hughes, in his 
letter which appeared in the Times on Tuesday last, contra
dicted some statement contained in my letter published the 
previous day, it may be well to point out that he has done 
nothing of the kind. My statements with regard to the 
concerts of the National Sunday League of Protestant Dis
senters, who object to be designated, was that these concerts 
were ‘ in exactly the same position as the orchestral mission 
at St. James’s H all.’ The ‘ contradiction ’ attempted by Mr. 
Hughes is simply a statement to the effect that the ‘ orchestral 
mission is a religious service of the most pronounced type,’ 
the implication being that the services of the National Sunday 
League cannot be so described. He might, with equal 
relevancy, have set out how his orchestral mission varies 
from the services of every other body of Protestant Dissenters. 
He has left untouched my statement that ‘ a League concert 
is in exactly the same position as the orchestral mission at 
St. James’s H all.’ Mr. Hughes is equally unhappy in des
cribing the particular religious services conducted by him. 
As if to make the readers of the Times believe that his non
conformity is not of a very pronounced type, he says : “ Just 
as religious services elsewhere are sometimes preceded by an 
organ recital, and generally by an organ voluntary, it is 
customary to precede the religious services at St. James’s 
Hall on Sunday afternoon and Sunday night by some instru
mental music, as we do not use the organ.’ ‘ Some instru
mental m usic’ is Mr. Hughes’s euphonism for a concert 
when writing to the Times, but when appealing to his con
gregation he is more realistic. It is then : O h! listen to the 
band! as will be seen from his current advertisement, from 
which I quote the following :— ‘ West London Mission, St. 
James’s Hall. Sunday. Military Band will play at 3, and 
Orchestral Band at 6.30.’ ”

Obituary.
T he Frecthought circle in Leicester lias lost one of its 

Grand Old Men through the death of Mr. John Hart, at the 
age of seventy-nine. In his youth Mr. Hart was attracted 
by the teachings of Robert Owen, and, having given up 
orthodoxy, remained a staunch Freethinker for sixty years. 
I conducted the funeral ceremony on Saturday, December 2. 
Some of the family who were present arc Christians, but 
they respected the opinions of the deceased, and readily con
sented to my carrying out the service in the Secular form. 
Mr. Hart died at peace with all men, and every neighbor 
respected him.— F. J. Goi'Lu.

The Academy, in reviewing Dr. Cheyne's Encyclopadia 
Biblica, remarks : “ Canon Clieyne would no doubt consider 
us uncharitable if we suggested that lie is here saying, in a 
periphrastic way, that the priestly writer deliberately wrote 
for ulterior purposes what lie knew to be false.” And, after 
quoting the Rev. Canon’s statements about the utter dubious
ness of the existence of Abraham, and another contributor’s 
demonstration that the theology attributed to Paul in the 
Acts is totally at variance with the theology of his Epistles, 
it adds : “ One begins to wonder whether such critics consider 
any part of the Bible trustworthy.”  This perfectly sub
stantiates our oft-expressed position that the Christian 
Scriptures are admitted by all competent scholars to be false ; 
and it is an obvious fact that the defence of the Bible is now 
left entirely to illiterate and scurrilous ranters at street- 
corners and in the public parks.

Book Chat.

TH E RELIGION  O F TH E  T W E N T IE T H  CENTL'R '

UN-rniK the prophetic-and, as some w ill think, fanW^T 
title o f The Religion o f the Twentieth Century, Mr. J°£'
McCabe has published through Watts & Co. a very e*ce pf
and carefully-written volume of Rationalist criticisi ■ ^  
course it is difficult to discover or invent new arg 
at this time of day. Originality in that direction 
to be expected. Nevertheless, there is a certain orl|-a|iist 
in the way in which Mr. McCabe puts the. case ^  0|j 
religion— or, if you please, theology. He is not ^  
hackneyed hand, like some of us ; he writes from t 
outlook of one who has rather recently left what * ¡̂sCuss 
“ faith” behind him, and now turns to examine atl. feeling' 
it with as little as may be of partizanship or Pe^ oni|aS tab£l1
Mnf t h a t  lip ic rnlrl nr pmntinnnllv inrlt fferent. HeNot that he is cold or emotionally indifferent. eilci»"t’
his side on intellectual grounds, but he sees the far- ŝ;asni 
ethical change which is involved, and he haiLw'ithen ^  sUre
the decadence of supernatural religion and the slm 
advent of the new religion, or idealism— call it wl> 
— of humanity.

Mr. McCabe’s first chapter is on “ The Right all.^e«n,‘11! 
Reason.” He points out how idle it is to a s s e r t , ^  |e,iJO It 13 ~—  ifoW- il,a *"• «
did, and as so many smaller apologists who ton facuilie’ 
are doing, that reason and faith are two distm ¡f yo“ 
dealing with different subject matters. Ultima 
think at all, you must come to an intellectual  ̂ ¡Jea* 
the most mystical faith is found to rest upon je-uStilie%:, 
which are or are not true, and do or do not stand J 
evidence. Everything else is subsidiary an ,,utli> I'S. 
“ Religion,” Mr. McCabe says, “ is a matter 
of taste.” This is enforced in a really fine P‘l̂ j1iark a„vC
is a rhetorical amplification, so to speak, of ll3ve13 tX 1 1R.TUI lLrtl < 11 11 | 11 111L<11 1 Is I I , 3U LV-» #
buted to George Eliot. That great writer is 1T  to ^'g(ie
said to a clergyman that she had only one obj ¡¡. vv<is, 
tianity ; and when lie hopefully asked her w 
replied : “ It isn’t true.”

*  *  *  - -| Mr.
With regard to the “ consolations ” ofI . _o ____ ___  • the

writes : “ The man who felt real consolation m t)fj bo- c. 
i____ \a .— u — 1.. 1_____ *1ip iiire ?*ii h,<;he would suddenly become rich at the age o ¡̂tli 
some prophet had foretold it and it harmonis at t'5' f 3

tely r' . so, iin“ ,C-
dies, because his parents and pastors have toĵ  bidder* 
finds the assurance consoling ?” This i s 'v , its u .v

man who believes he will be made infinitely  ̂ s£,>iac0ri,e'

nation, would be an object of derision. t|lC 
difference is there between such a case a , richcr vv,lf,J he

finds the assurance consoling ?” This is wy--. ;ts 
thing might be added. Every faith cons ^  par . t<j 
because they have been trained to requir , ad*>P clt&
sort of consolation. Their feelings |’f , nve th»1 ng1"soil ui uuiisuiauuil. m en ittui-t," rove l“~
their creed, and the adaptation is cited to P jjy, re»5 
is true. Which is substantially, if not i°n
a circle. ¡ <

# t itt|e
The next two chapters of Mr. McCabe  ̂ light ijjiosopf’̂ f

trenchant criticism of religion, first "i l0dern P qiinFf0r 
science, and secondly in the ^ t|,em

lfi of
neienee, .mu jvwiiuij ......... - ... ... ,
There is no trace of God or immortality ^otl0 ,n j  
physical science, none in human history, ^ .nj  nfi“ fer1̂
psychology 
the gulf is only

There is no gulf between  ̂ ^  l0g  j i g i i  
ilv between the highest < aS I MiA - jiime gun is unii usiwrai uit —  r ¡is .u1 is" 

mind. “ The human mind,” nioreov*’ , It
remarks, “ is not an isolated phenorne j  sti f Îjnd SL
the general scope of evolution. - . ,  „1,. ln4.
must be placed behind the world-Pr<J e(j the*®’ „jyers®
Phases of it ; and it can only be place“ 
those who know— if  they do know— that

the urn

had a beginning. *uthofit£?iuif;

Mr. McCabe’s fourth chapter----------- -------------------- ,  df ! h a fa u t I>?f,pr£’,̂ > r
Impossible Basis.”  He points  ̂ out wh|C or s"Pjjee*
mately rest upon reason, since ‘ t 1S r . ¡nlbrU'C“ .■ -■  ..........L n f of bctter-im ^e e r ^ io ^ rgnient of betiei-.-submission Is hidolcn&f ' ^  w ■ pl

re that religion is honesty ‘not true nilmcf'lys, -j-Æ

sit

to defer to the judgment of 
thinkers. Any other submissh 
Moreover, it is not true that rens— .- . 
the greatest names on its side. I t ,s !? ¡s 
France, or even in England. But tin anu . v 
hominem. Logically’, as Mr. McCabe . ffici’i1 ¡¡¡'y 
not really matter how many distinguis j.o0 is s ? 
has. The great question, the final q««s 0f  th«1« 
true? Docs it correspond with the r 
supported by adequate evidence ? ;s tl>“

.  .
Perhaps the most important chapter |( j t ¡s fleSlS t^  

on “  Morality as a Connecting jj. Its h ¡¡1 s‘ eef 
.morality is a purely natural f S  be 
independent of religion, and so si àist,n , e d‘st s 
Supcrnaturalism did not teach Vs . Ug-Jit us lt 
right and wrong, any more than 1 ¡s wha . . 
between beauty and ugliness. ‘ {e‘ Jat yet 
taste, good [is what rpinisters
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I ? Ii*?s.from society. If  man had not been gregarious he 
u d lmve had no more morality than a sharH or aTt. g  .  

m ^ 1S *ls admirably worked out by Mr. McCabe.
declares, and not God. who said. ‘ Thou 

is n, 1 a?d “  Thou shalt * only able tomrwi*.

God, who said, “ Thou shalt not 
not commit adultery.” The priest

ni°raiitvU-le,ti° teacJ' the contrary, because the average man’s 
*°r?ets in ic 1 huit o f his early training— a process which he 
next to _ ,.s. ter lifenml • > ar)d because the average man knows
National nm the. evolution of patriarchal, tribal, and__

— *ai morality in ancient times. >stens acquie-
eheki

J ermined him to do so

Just in the same way he 
j!ecaUse he b”n^CUUi  to nonsensicaI talk about his free-will,
"at have dnfc.0VV-S 1 lat he wills, but does not know the causes L determined Mm m ,i„ „„

Her > * * *
httle at'!',0 H^y.be permitted to say that Mr. McCabe fails a 
Paginate fP'Ht; It is quite true that morality does not 
justinct 1 i*1, j fruism, hut in the course of time the social 
mstinri!.,«i"lc 1 !s developed in society, may carry a man 

**' loftiest self-sacrifice. Action ceases then

point.
m altruism, 

which ‘

‘.'“[‘actively to the .......... ‘ *'comething m?r,e
. become a calculation of loss and Sa •. . sense,” which

involved than “ a sacrifice only m a  man makes in
‘ £  ^?Cabe seems to imagine is all , ‘ oral good. 1°
som rd'natlng his Personal >nterest to (• .^vantage, direct or 
;n've lnstances he expects no sort o personality °ut °|

direct; if he faces death, he cross®f '•>commendable_and
inf Jesuit. This is something more t asserting itself
i^lig,bie egoism.” It is the social .p e r s o n a l  instinct of „ ,i le individual, and dominating P

•̂‘-preservation. *

* * „.Upn he turnsCabe, however, whe
We

l,al)les Upon hlr. Cabe, however, when he turns the
, ave not hn lnstlan advocates, and argues that Freethinkers 
ea?Use pi Pro.wed ethical ideas from Christianity, simply 
c h'cal fun/'^ 'anity borrowed them from the common 
th Ury it ;°V t ,e. race- As a matter of fact, in the present 
.noun.!., „ s Christianity that has borrowed from Free-

v'Iiich hac ^!ie human improvement,” as Mr. McCabe says,
come. over most of the Sd

nt -, 3 solely due to the fact that they moralists." A 
pr0(P tl the ethical ideas of purely na „¡ven.

ess °f which several pertinent instances , k

¿ M c C a b e  urges that the dogmas of God the
Patron6 destr°yed, that morality must be fee j ethroned
from a.ge °f theologians, and that religi This is the
jusUfi^iJ^tical and social predominance.^! ̂  work>

it did, more especially as this is the very point which is most 
often misrepresented and misunderstood.

Mr. Dunbar objects to Cromwell being compared to 
Napoleon Bonaparte, but the two cases are perfectly analogous. 
Bonaparte, being a man of great military capacity, became 
the head of the Republican arm ies; and, when he thought 
the French house of representatives opposed his interests, he 
turned out the members by force, and seized the Government 
himself. Cromwell did exactly the same.

Mr. Dunbar objects to Cromwell being equated with 
Charles I. I gave a very incomplete list of things in which 
Cromwell went to greater lengths than the king, and I fail 
to see how those actions can be defended, except on the 
assumption that what is wrrong in a king is right and proper 
in a military usurper.

The allusion to bear-baiting was an obvious repetition of 
Macaulay ; and as to persecution for conscience sake, freedom 
of the Press, etc., Mr. Dunbar had better refresh his memory 
with the Acts of Parliament promulgated during the Common
wealth, and he will then perceive that the Commonwealth 
was not an advance edition of Paradise Regained, but was a 
very dangerous and uncomfortable government to live under. 
No one finds fault with Cromwell for being a Christian ; that 
was the effect of his environment. His toleration was the 
result of his position as an Independent, which put him in 
conflict with the powerful Presbyterian majority, and com
pelled him to make common cause with the other minor 
Protestant sects.

Mr. Dunbar agrees that Cromwell used his power for his 
own advantage. His monetary position has nothing to do 
with the case, for a man’s life consisteth not in the multitude 
of things that he possesseth ; and it is surely futile to deny 
that Cromwell was actuated by love of power, or that he 
showed at critical moments in his career a firm determination 
to keep the reins in his own hands.

The struggle between Charles and his Parliament ended 
with the death of one party to the quarrel; and the interval 
between the king’s death and the restoration of Charles II. 
remained entirely fruitless. Cromwell’s part was merely that 
of general to the Parliamentary armies. As a soldier, he 
occupies the first rank in his own period ; but as a civilian 
he is indefensible. In the November number of the Century 
Mr. John Morley aptly says: “ Wherever force was useless
Cromwell failed.” Ciiu.peric.

heŜ i on ° f  ” a critical propaganda. applauds
the ¡A ’ ls as necessary as constructive v\ • praising the 
tilo .borrs the National Secular Society, while P other 
d4 on°/ l’,e Ethical. Societies, the Positives, Finally, he 
Ventu ’s ° f  the one great army of Pr0S , ’ 0f  religion
"Hi com-t0 ProPbesy that, while the dec® professional
« ce fe p u e , a “ strong effort will be made bt pro __......
4nd Üastlcs at tko - - -  8
cUn
rate
the

Hotand —1“os at the commencement of theAti\V"^Naturally we 
Progress will be temporarily impeded1  ot true. At an) 

contradict this, but we hope it « “  the religion o' 
>s covered by the larger prophecy in ;deaUsm. 

will be an “ ethical and purel) huma
taki

future C°-Vered
an

*
of Mr.

*

McCabe’s it,me by sayio§>¿ ul,Ke leave of Mr. McCabe’s .^ „ r e ^ n d  admiration, 
that;!6 lave read it through with P . tjie hands of 
R i l ls,.calculated to do great good '"¡nded, and that 
C ^ f e t s  who are nevertheless open-n»n°

Pe 11 will have an e x t e n d  - - ,ohnn

SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.

we
an extensive circulation.

Correspondence.

To ° L lV ER CROM W ELL.
I'aVf’pAlr. p),,E En,TOR op “ the freethinker.”
["is» le0 into ?/,;lr will pardon my remarking that he also

..............1* 1,P 'Hto tjl0 • ...... ......... J ------
iwS.P°tisn rortlWel| ,.e.rror ° f  confounding the man with 
tC C,1 ied ° f  Cliartp* , not originate the revolt against 
• e «■  . u u n , „  . .1 • 1 and lie took no part in the events

the
the

H4 '-a-nd

uPto
War

Pden ^ ^ » f  Hampden as falling

Jj. .,**> H'IU lie IUUIV IK, |,u. . —
w ' furthermore, Mr. Dunbar seems to think 

the whole sum of the struggle with the 
■ ly in a skirmish '

Notices o f Lectures, etc., must reach us by first post on Tuesday, 
and be marked "Lecture Notice," i f  not sent on post-card.]

LONDON.

T he A thenæum H a ll  (73 Tottenham Court-road, W.) : 7.30, 
G. W. Foote, “ The Mother of God.”

B radlaugh C lub and Institute (36 Newington Green-road, 
Ball’s Pond) : 8.30, Miss Bertha Jeffries’ Dramatic Company in 
a celebrated Farcical Comedy.

C am berw ell (North Camberwell Hall, 61 New Church-road) : 
7.30, René Bull’s Photographs (taken under fire), entitled “ The 
Soudan Campaign.” Exhibitor and lecturer, Brandon Medland.

North  London E thical Societv  (Leighton Hall, Leighton- 
crescent, Kentish Town): 7, G. H. Perris, “ Fin de Siic/e: A 
Retrospect."

S outh London E thical So ciety  (Masonic Hall, Camberwell 
New-road) : 7, J. M. Robertson, “ Political Ethics."

W est L ondon E thical S o ciety  (Empress Rooms, Royal 
Palace Hotel, High-street, Kensington, W.) : 11, Dr. Stanton Coit,
“ Universities for the People.”

W estminster S ecular Societv (Grosvenor Arms, Page- 
street): 7.30, F. A. Davies, ” The Originality of Jesus."

COUNTRY.

Assembly Rooms) : 
France"; 7, "T he

earl)!Jk t '-*•« was ii — „3 1.1111,5 ---
!"ie,; a,iny 1}llje central figure of the period. He opposed 

^'larles lor eighteen years; and be^suffered 
PjRss a. ’ ,Whi|L, , Pnt’ and prosecution in the cause ot right and 
’ Ui), .Huatin r,0rr|W’ell was doing nothing better than breed 
"id ¿den w0,,i 1 oi?- I f the civil war had never been fought, 

arl\’r • , sl|H have been remembered as hero, patriot,
 ̂ .. ’ xv,‘ereas
\y,d hqye ( '""iwcll guiltless of his country’s 

S ^ . t h e  6!!lain.ed lor ever unknown.

blood '

a'ut isji.’j® War ,i:~i tVL' um v,,„„...
. s th„ ‘tarv talent breab out, Oliver Cromwell discovered

r.c nt we might almost say genius—and it - • ■ — „r i,:sĈp. 'v 0L.
Us Iect o f --J 0

ins, Or na Rener-,1 i?rtlc e to explain the causes of his 
lrttct;,.le Com ’ I ° r’ whatever view vve take of Crom- 

6 to trace ° nweaIth, it should be interesting and 
° l*t the reasons why the war resulted as

B irmingham B ranch (Prince of Wales 
J. McCabe— 11, "The Catholic Church ii 
Dream of Immortality.”

Bolton  (Socialist Hall, Co-operation-street; entrance I orne 
street): December u , at 7.30, Charles Watts, "T he Sen .l.r  
View of Existence." ar

C hatham S ecular So ciety  (Queen’s-road, New Bromntnn 1. 
2.45, Sunday School; 7, Stanley Jones, A lecture. P ’

d e r b y  (Central Hotel, Market-place) : 7, Mrs. Trumallv “ r* 
the War in the Transvaal Justifiable ?’’ - ’ Is

E dinburgh (Moulders’ Hall, 105 High-street)- 6 ir> a d , "W as Jesus the Messiah?" 3 K eeiJ. b.3o, A. Paul,
G lasgow  (mo Bruns wick-street): .2, Discussion C lass-M r 

Barker, 1 he Origin of Species ’’; 6.30, Social Meeting 
H ull (St. Georges Hall, Story-street); C. Cohen— i. “ Ti 

Value of Unbelief ” ; 2.30, "Is  there a Life Beyond the r  
7, "111 His Steps; or, What would Jesus D o 5" 1 Crave.

» « +  « • »  H.

7. Mr. Haydon,
Manchester S ecular H a ll  (Rusholnw 1 m , c  • . >

Charles W atts-M , “ Emancipation of H u m m ’-r  ̂ M "tS) !
” Secular View of Existence "; 7, “ Colonel I n «  V S V  3’ Him." T e a  at v olonel Ingersolt as I Knew
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S h effield  S ecular  S o cie ty  (Hall of Science, Rockingham- 
street): 7, W. Dyson, “ The Morals of Evolution.”

South  S hields (Captain Duncan’s Navigation Schools, Market
place) : 7, Adjourned discussion, “ Patriotism, Militarism, and Im
perialism.”

Lecturers’ Engagements.
C. Cohen, 17 Osborne-road, High-road, Leyton.— December 

10, Hull; 17, Leicester; 31, Birmingham.

H. Percy Ward, 2 Leamington-place, George-street, Balsall 
Heath, Birmingham.—December 17, Birmingham.

POSITIVISM .
“ Reorganisation, without god ot king, by the systematic 

worship of Humanity."
Information and publications on the Religion of Humanity 

may be obtained free on application to the Church of 
Humanity, Newcastle-on-Tyne.

In stout paper covers, is.; cloth, 2s.

THE

BOO  ̂ OF GOD
In the Light of the Higher Criticism.

W ith Special Reference to D ea n  F a r r a r ’s New  Apology.

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

Contents:-— Introduction— The Bible Canon— The Bible and 
Science —  Miracles and Witchcraft— The Bible and Free- 
thought— Morals and Manners— Political and Social Progress 
— Inspiration— The Testimony of Jesus— The Bible and the 
Churchof England— An Oriental Book— Fictitious Supremacy.

“ I have read with great pleasure your Book o f God. You have 
shown with perfect clearness the absurdity of Dean Farrar’s posi
tion. I congratulate you on your book. It will do great good, 
because it is filled with the best of sense expressed with force and 
beauty."— Col. R. G. Ingersoll.

“ A  volume we strongly recommend...... Ought to be in the hands
of every earnest and sincere inquirer."— Reynolds's Newspaper.

“ Mr. Foote takes the Dean’s eloquence to pieces, and grinds 
the fragments to power. His style, as a whole, is characterised 
by a masculine honesty and clearness.”— Ethical World.

“ A  style at once incisive, logical, and vivacious........Keen
analysis and sometimes cutting sarcasm...... More interesting than
most novels.”— Literary Guide.
Published for the Freethought Publishing Company, Limited, by 

R. I'order, 28 Stonecutter-street, London, E.C.

Works by the lat

T he H ouse of D eath. 
Funeral Orations and Ad
dresses. Handsomely printed 
and bound, is.

T iie D evil. 6d. 
S uperstition. 6d.
Defence of F reetiiougiit. 

A Five Hours' Speech at the 
Trial of C. B. Reynolds for 
Blasphemy. 6d. 

S hakespeare. 6d.
T he G ods. Cd.
T he H oly B ible. 6d.
Reply to Gladstone. With 

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

Rome or R eason ? A Reply 
to Cardinal Manning, qd. 

C rimes against C riminals. 
3d-

O ration on W alt W hitman. 
3d-

O ration on V oltaire. 3d. 
A braham L incoln. 3d.
Paine the P ioneer. 2d. 
H umanity’s D ebt to T homas 

Paine. 2d.
E rnest R enan and Jesus 

C hrist. 2d.
T rue R eligion. 2d.
T hree Philanthropists. 2d. 
L ove the R edeemer. 2d.

London : The Freethought F 
Agent ! R. Forder, 28 i

e R. G. Ingersoll.

W hat is R eligion? 2d.
I s  S uicide a S in ? 2d.
L ast W ords on S uicide. 2d. 
God and the State. 2d. 
W hy am I an Agnostic ? 

Part I. 2d.
W hy am I an A gnostic? 

Part II. 2d.
Faith and Fact. Reply to 

Dr. Field. 2d.
God and Man. Second reply 

to Dr. Field. 2d.
T he D ying C reed. 2d.
T he L imits of T oleration. 

A Discussion with the lion. 
F. D. Coudert and Gov. S. L. 
Woodford. 2d.

H ousehold of Faith. 2d. 
A rt and Morality. 2d.
Do I Blaspheme ? 2d.
T he C lergy and Common 

Sense. 2d.
Social Salvation. 2d. 
Marriage and D ivorce. 2d. 
S kulls. 2d.
T he G reat Mistake, id. 
L ive T opics, id.
Myth and Miracle, id. 
R eal Blasphemy, id. 
R epairing the Idols, id. 
C iir is t a n d Miraci.es. id. 
Creeds and S pirituality, id.

ublishing Company, Limited, 
itonccutter-strcet, K.C.

Ingersoll’s Last Lecture.

“ WHAT IS RELIGION?
A n  Address delivered before the Am erican Free Religion 

Association, at Boston, Jan e 2, iSçç.

Freethinkers should keep a copy of this Lecture always bv 
them. It was Ingersoll’s last utterance on the subject 0 
religion. It shows him to have been a “ rank Atheist to tb 
very end. Moreover, it is a summary of his life’s teaching- 
and embalms his ripest thought.

V

P R IC E  T W O P E N C E .

London: The Freethought Publishing Company,
Agent: R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.

Lini'ted-

THE BEST BOOK
ON NEO-M ALTHUSIANISM IS, I BELIEVE, 

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

By J. R. HOLMES, M.M.L., M.V.S., M.N.S.S.

160 PaS*S> ™>th portrait and autograph, bound in cloth, g>" '
Price is., post free. [he

In order to bring the information within the reach of the P0^ ' Il2 
most important parts of the book are issued in a pamphlet fjr 
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CHRISTMAS.
I want to distribute 100 Fat Geese and 100 Fine Turkeys at Christmas 

and I  offer a choice of the two to the sender of every tenth order I receive 

for my marvellous Lot 11, which includes 1 Pair of A ll-W ool Blankets, 

1 Pair Large Bed Sheets, 1 Beautiful Flowered Quilt, l W hite Tablecloth, 

lib. of Free Clothing Tea. This Parcel is well worth 30s. I  offer it for 

21s., carriage paid, to any address, and, as previously stated, I  give a Goose 

or a Turkey to the sender of every tenth order I  receive up to December 

23. Money returned for every Parcel that fails to give satisfaction.

J. W. GOTT, 2 & 4 Union Street, Bradford.
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THE SECULAR ALMANACK FOR 1900.
iSSU ED  B Y  TH E N ATIONAL SE CU L A R  SOCIETY, AN D ED ITED  B Y

c G.  W. F O O T E.
g 'nitl£  a Freethought Calendar, full particulars of the National Secular Society and its 

" ches, as well as of other Freethought Organizations, and a number of Special Articles 
y G- W . Foote, Charles Watts, C. Cohen, Francis Neale, Mimnermus, and others.

PR ICE THREEPENCE.

LONDON: R. FORDER, 28 STONECUTTER-STREET, E.C.
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AGENT : R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.

L



8oo THE FREETHINKER. D ecember io, 1899-

TH E FREETH O U GH T PU B LISH IN G  COM PANY, LTD.
Registered under the Companies’ Acts 1862 to 1890.

Capital £5 ,000 in Shares of £1 each. Ordinary Shares, £4 ,000. Deferred Shares, £ U ^ ‘ 

The Ordinary Shares are Offered for Subscription, and are Payable as follows
2s. 6d. per Share on Application.
5s. od. ,, ,, ,, Allotment.
2s. 6d. 

103. od.
,, Decem ber 31, 1899.
in Subsequent Calls, at one month’s notice, as may be required.

DIRECTORS.
G eorge A nderson, 35a Great George-street, W e st

minster, S .W .
S amuel H artm ann, 21 A ustralian Avenue, E .C .

C harles W a t t s , 24 Carminia-road, Balham, SA  
R obert F order, 28 Stonecutter-street, E .C .
G. W . F oote, 28 Stonecutter-street, E .C .

Temporary Office— 377 Strand, London, W .C . Secretary— E. M. V ance (Miss).

Abbreviated Prospectus.
T he Freethought Publishing Com pany, Limited, has been formed to acquire and take over the copyright 
w eekly newspaper called the Freethinker, together with the stock o f books and pamphlets connected ther 
and the goodw ill o f the business ; and to continue publishing the said newspaper, and selling the said bo° ^1, 
pamphlets, and issuing fresh publications o f a similar character ; and also to en gage in any other business 
may be convenient and beneficial to the Company

r . it t««**/  The F u ll Prospectus has been printed many times in the F reeth inker , and the contents are wen
to its readers. /

APPLICATION FORM FOR ORDINARY SHARES.
T O  T H E  D IR E C T O R S  O F  T H E  F R E E T H O U G H T  P U B L IS H IN G  C O M P A N Y , Limited.

sit
G entlemen,— H aving paid to the Com pany’s Secretary the sum o f j Q .................................. , being a deP ‘ gSt

2s. 6d. per Share on application for..................................  Shares of jQ i each in the above-named Company, r . |-»e
you to allot me that number o f Shares, and I agree to accept the same or any smaller number that " ‘ ny’s 
allotted to me, subject to the Memorandum and Articles o f Association, and upon the terms o f the Con'j^ged 
Prospectus ; and I authorise you to place my name on the Register o f M embers in respect o f the Shares so a ^  aS 
to me, and I agree to pay the further instalments upon such allotted Shares as the same shall become ^  (u||. 
required by the said Prospectus. In the event o f my not receiving an allotment, the amount to be returne

Name ( in f u ll) .  

A (idre ss .............

D escription ......................................................................  D ate...........................................

All Cheques, etc., to be made payable to the Company, and crossed,

Just Issued, 102 large pages, bound in boards, price is., 
by post is. 2d.

TH E RELIGION
OF THE

T W E N TIE TH  CEN TU RY.
By Joseph McCabe.

Contents :—

1. The Right and Duty of Reason.
2. The Effect of Science on Religion.

3. Rational Analysis of the Old Faith.
4. Authority an Impossible Hasis.

4 Morality as a Connecting Link.
6. A New and a Firmer Faith.

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

NON-POISONOUS PAINTS.
Resist all Atmospheric Influences. Samples Free. J. Grecvz 

Fisher, 78 Chapel Allorton, Leeds.
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