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mightily offended if it were suggested that he should
Curates. postpone the use of the title till time and experience
~IY i - % lent some degree of fitness to its application. In the
restuPon f*  werldly-minded man smile when his eyes circumstances, is it any wonder that he finds his chief
My, if t,. Is heading, severely simple as it is? And solace and a sustainment of his self-respect in the
company of silly and sentimental members of the

r y readp'S ?fere a religious journal, would the young
'Vere a crS to smirk and simper ? And why, if
~etinov Peaker at an Additional Cura4¢% Aid Society
“ice @rv nstead of g «Jost soul,” writing in a paper
COmenniSned. for dreadful impiety—should | have to

/\
LinPor BiditYed P98tk 3t the” BYLEY W

to Otterlng or other forms of lev y
of "ature of the subject? Why are curates m sp
¢ ¢S"??cred calling,” usually
eirUa y If they are “big brothers ot marr g
Pat 7 With so much ill-concealed contempt, and oy
by e*amihas with so much dubious con e®¢ 1 ja(“keys
inters with such watchful eyesi “ 15 « oflbe
Chir\ Uch broad grins, and by heavy dig which

ssems\ Wth such an eternally-search™ g g n
hrel }° say: “You may turn out all” ng

I'm not at an sure about you f such a
m inil8B«* “Pale young curate f ~~ct oM/~ A

InS of d d jt
ﬁsg&&lg lbs?salr;]o%%ec%lﬂrsne]I?lumorlsts ar¥d the witers

~*orist ,c<aniedies (who may not always be classed as
barinIeSsS' ave made him the butt of a great deal of
s’rt Of tiSatlre' The public seem to appreciate that
‘uld not Kk g— the curates don’t ; otherwise they
a>n f | be treated to it. The supply has apparently
N tbe bit demand. Is it that the curates, or at any
t ° douhf tit them, lend themselves to caricature?
.2 aniuSe f);bey are god-sends to artists whose aim it is
si time tv6 c°mmunity. Yet how dreadful 1 when all
f Vesi n, se poor young men are thinking of them-
?1 as god-sends for comic papers or stage
:38 God-sent to reclaim the world from its
f ndon » Sln and unbelief. Naturally they “ don't like
(I ~hich °r ratber they don't like a great deal of the
. eire!K Is made in the metropolis, as elsewhere, at
And sometimes they are emboldened to
&%t their defence is usually of the “ Bath-bun
h”th mdk " description, affording additional
M1 tbe 6lr heartless critics.

JleVerenrlS3nie’ , they are entitled to call themselves
24hies, tuU  and wrike, it may be, « M.A." afwt their
>entr3uUgh ‘hat is becoming year by year a less
dalnment ISibility ~ The old-time standard of academic
‘er to t las been rapidly lowered of late years in
andidat take in the constantly-diminishing number of
*°r “ holy orders.” Not that the parsons
A nder an earlier rigivie are, in the bulk, any
thei erlflo thé Univeirsiy Oistinotiaoe.  WAhRtewer
a das .ater may have done for them, they remain,
Peaiiallii.< Slagularly deficient in real mm'wwwgé, and
ru Practical common sense. Still, in a social
vov tphurch is prepaiingifor herself a serious KnocR-
a° mavbe admission of ill-bred, ill-educated novitiates,
"eSs°rs A n°*' be tolerated in many circles as their prede-
Arlli ifMure. w'th the observation, said or unsaid :
"tylin,, be js a fool, he is at any rate a gentleman.”
28 b'mself “ Reverend,” the yeung curate
eet 1 bas to play up to the prefix. He does so
I]anp C Possibly hs is a mere babe, ‘WUMHL
a hair or his lip,.or an orjgipal idea in
“fich & r%]ve senterees in his moutf

Sly ty "M w eak platitudes or meaningless scraps of
No ~ 1* Still hft i« “ Rpvprp.nd.” and wrnnlH Ho
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so-called “ weaker sex” ? From them he can, at any
rate, command a certain amount of sympathetic atten-
tion, personal deference, perhaps adulation—not to
speak of an unlimited supply of altar decorations
worked in precious gold and silk, flowers for festal
purposes, and a docile attendance at Early Week-day
Communion when the sterner sex are growling at the
necessity for commencing another day’s struggle with
the business of the world.

This is all in regard to curates of a young and
impressionable age. Now it seems that the Church is
confronted with the problem what to do with her
middle-aged or elderly ordained, but unbeneficed,
servants. They are beginning to cry out like the
poor unemployed who held meetings in Hyde Park
not long since with that wail, partly despairing and
partly ironical, of “Too OId at Forty !” Evidently
the curate at forty is beginning to find that he is
hopelessly left—that he is more on the shelf as regards
his ecclesiastical prospects in life than maiden ladies of
that age are supposed to be in respect to matrimony.
Church papers for some time past have been filled with
elderly curates’ complaints. It might seem mean to
cast in these unfortunate men’s teeth some of their own
professional teachings. Otherwise one might warn
them against longing for the loaves and fishes, or for
the flesh pots of Egypt, or laboring for the meat which
perisheth, etc. Undoubtedly they find it galling to see
men of not superior ability, of not more burning zeal,
of not greater piety or more irreproachable character
or more administrative tact, holding high positions,
enjoying large emoluments, and even living in palaces
and legislating in the House of Peers ; whilst they,
their own poor selves, and perhaps their families too,
are practically starving. At least, so they put it.

Let us try to console them. In the first place, they
and their families are not starving in the sense that
hundreds of thousands of households are starving at
the present moment in this “ merrie England ” of ours.
They do not have to sell their beds to pay the rent, or
pawn their clothes to buy a meal. And if they did—
what then? Is not the Gospel they preach intended to
be the very apotheosis of poverty ? Are they not con-
stantly setting forth Christ and his apostles as exemplars
to the world ? Christ had not where to lay his head.
His disciples were equally poor, and were commanded
to remain so when they were sent out to convert the
world—which is the same mission these complaining
curates are engaged on. What do the preachers of
Christ’s gospel want with even the “ mere necessities ”
demanded by unregenerate worldlings ? Not for them
is it to live comfortable lives free from want or care ; to
provide gold or silver for their purses, to lay up
treasures on earth, to take thought for the morrow, or
to love the world and the things of the world, or
accumulate riches that are deceitful and ought to be
distributed to the poor. We have their assurance that
they are not envious of the archbishops and bishops
and deans and other high dignitaries of the Church.
How could we suspect such a thing? They do not
covet the handsome stipends ranging from 715,000 to
~1,000 a year. Perish the thought! They do not

desire to live in princely palaces or bask on the bishops’
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bench. Far from it. But they do cast loving eyes at
some of the nice fat livings sprinkled about the land.
And, therefore, we tremble lest they should forget the
seal which the Almighty has set against covetousness
and envy, and we are concerned, with a deep and
consuming concern, that they should not endanger their
eternal safety by base and mercenary desires.

To come to these complaints in the concrete,
learn from one writer,
much Experience,”
bents. He says :—

“ There is a spirit of jealousy abroad, to a great extent,
which should not be ; if a curate is a better preacher than
the rector, he has to leave. What is quite apparent now
is that men who have served thirty or forty years as
curates are passed over both by bishops and patrons, and
never get any preferment, while young men with no
experience whatever are placed in parishes they are not
fit for....... Too many of the young incumbents are given
to hunting, fishing, and shooting, and all kinds of amuse-
ments quite foreign to a minister of thé Gospel...... Bishops
as well as rectors are forgetful of what they once were
themselves—curates—now raised to the bench of bishops
and to good livings, and they look down upon curates
who hold the same orders as themselves. Bishops make
too often rash promises they never intend to fulfil.”

On the other hand, we learn, from a letter of the
secretary to the Association for Benefiting Aged and
Indigent Curates, that the tyrants of the situation are
not the incumbents, but the young lady members of the
congregations. They will not tolerate the curate of
forty-five, but will metaphorically go down on their
knees and worship a young curate if he is good looking
and has private means. There is a great deal of human
nature in this, and it shows itself whether the “ grave
and reverend seigniors” of the Church, with their hard,
dry theology and ecclesiastical polity, like it or not.
We do not see the possibility of preventing curates
from growing old, and so passing the point of fascina-
tion for young lady church-goers ; but still we cannot
help agreeing with a Nonconformist journal which
says : “ It speaks ill, terribly ill, for a religious
institution when a large proportion of its teaching
faculty find their position defined for them, not by their
education, their character, or their general fitness, but
by the sentimental preferences of a number of love-sick
girls.” Francis Neale.

we
signing himself “ A Curate of
that the fault rests with incum-

Grant Allen.—I1.

Grant Allen’s head, not his heart, went wrong over this
marriage question. Laws would hardly be necessary if
all were wise and virtuous, but such a state of society
is, to say the least of it, very remote from the present.
Men and women have to be protected, not only from
each other, but from themselves ; and liberty itself
would soon disappear in a universal licence of passion
and conduct. Considering the average development of
human nature, Grant Allen’s proposal was one rather of
destruction than of improvement. It resembled a pro-
posal to cut off the head to cure the toothache. Not
only did it, as Mr. Clodd points out, overlook the
enormous complexity of the problem ; not only did it
show an astonishing ignorance of human nature, and of
the everlasting economical difference between fatherhood
and motherhood ; but it displayed an amazing absence
of mind on the part of a convinced and accomplished
evolutionist, who was perfectly aware of the small, slow,
and prolonged changes by which Nature achieves the
progress of a species. Instead of suggesting the next
practical step on the path of reform, he proposed
a total revolution ; and one for which the elite of our
race, to say nothing of the multitude, are by no means
prepared. “ The effectiveness of his scheme,” Mr. Clodd
says, “ must always be limited to the narrow zone
where lofty conceptions of sex relations and of mutual
obligation prevail.” Yes, where they prevail; not
where they merely obtain. And it may be doubted
whether they prevail among the talking and writing
classes any more than they do among the rest of the
community. Indulgence in fine sentiments, expressed
in beautiful language, is easy enough to persons pf a
certain temperament ; but the discipline of actual life is
generally a more difficult matter. One thing, however,
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should be noted in (his connection,
philosophers, like John Stuart Mill, for instance, j*
a preponderance of intellect and a lack of i
are occasionally betrayed into ludicrous “7
dealing with sexual questions. They underst
affection, but they do not understand Pass,’ 7rsie
particular, they have no intimate idea of the expl°
orbse tkle sexua* passion in commoner orga s
And where their knowledge is at fault, their erd *
and suggestions are of very little utility. S°m; v
indeed, they are of less than no utility ; being P°s|t '
larm ul in the actual circumstances.

' es, it was @rant Adlea’'s head, not his heara"
went wrong. He loved his wife devotedly”,
under no temptation to vagrant attachmen
a prostitution of the French word for “ove'i / i
ca_lled amours. H_e even dedlcate_d tr}wenty fn)@Pl;\&
Did to his wife, in memory of his evenino
yedra,” Aiiid theieby hangs & joke. A Allen \vhen'h3
paper printed an interview with Grant A i Aith @
“Bvangei” was being taikKea aooui, "°M9 gi#
words, “ He is happily married and the prin -tual'0’
it read, “ He is, happily, married.” The
looks deliberate rather than accidental. e .ardy
compositor, or the reader, was a bit of a 'va® ved I’
once, at any rate, his wit was happy, and P

to be something of a philosopher. oftf
Grant Allen’s character seems to have been .jeftdd
as far as it went. “ You know,” Mr. Georg® wiay

wrote to Mr. Clodd, “ how highly | prized Gra
literary work, and the warmth of my feel.n»
personally.” This is the tribute of one who ¢ thor
a consummate judge of character. Nev(gr\}?@
This impression is corroborated to us b>
Perhaps the deficiency was due to his want 0
stamina.  Constitution ai @ temperarne*--
many things ! Allen was an Agnostic—0”"
Mr. Clodd suggests, A AAAAA]jcat™ed
declined to write for definitely heretical Pu" 1A (vartli
to take part in any deliberate propaganda. ., “S°t
thought,” he said, “only loses by isolationl* -arf
half-hints,” he added, “ in the acknowledge® @ iief
thought do far more good in the end. 1jl »
believed in fighting; | believe in permeati®@”
doubt he was honest in assigning these reas ~gc"
was he not, after all, only voicing the law 0 . gti
idiosyncrasy? And Is not Mr. @ledd aply  up-
impulse of personal friendship when he b[;clcks 2
by saying that he had learnt “the enes
controversy,” and that ‘ delusions and i
perish by debate,” but lunder the slow  tu>p’
operation of changes to which they are una”™ nGstiiof
themselves” ? There is truth in tnese prPig &
but it is only a partial truth and, such as » sty
himself forgot it in the Woman Who D id Clgddg tmq)s
when .hhe was jntensely in saroest. Mr.
soon impelled to advance qualifications and reset**m #
Qnly a couple_of pages further on, he_sneey W@ﬁ
“ acknowledged organs of thought” as timid
affording the smallest of chances even to q\:&
aggressive of advanced publicists. “ As it,” ~ * ablN
exclams, “any reform was ever instituted, O
swept away, without wounding some ignorant ot °
person’s susceptibilities !” L * e
The sane philosophy in this matter is to L
soldier of progress do what he can, following
of his own temperament, and recognising 1/jjy “
right and duty on the part of others. It IS
one temperament to quarrel with another * <Xi
different. The bolder are somewhat apt t0 -staké
the less bold as cowardly, but that is usually a ?pt
On the other hand, the less bold are still rnorg,[lich 5
sneer at the bolder as vulgar and froward,
usually a greater mistake. . <
Let us now turn to Grant Allen’s latest
work-in a sense, the work of his lifetime. 171"
years he gathered material for his intended 1f f°
opus—an “ Inquiry into the Origins of Relig>°nS'
ten years he was engagedin wrhting the first.
of this work, which he published in 1897 _under
of The Evolution of the Idea of God. TRIS PP ))<>
suggested to him by Mr. Herbert Spencer ¥'1,
meant to call it “ The Evolution of God.” HIlt
dissuaded from doing so by his philosophical
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¢ wi" a fatal step,” Mr. Spencer wrote to him.
GiftntBKESRIGN M sutficient lo shock nob anly Hhe
iberal in' WL *2 end ol peeple WRO. areijeltrarnisly

ﬂsUHflmhpr j.°~87" ancl you \glould t?\ﬂd by using
als ol (foﬁ?tﬁn’?'mh YOUF public F, retlcer
- ln t belleve"'*' *~a*.-Aen's-ttle-was illogical.  “ You

rﬁfﬁrg God’s reality,” he said, “ and, there-
éﬂmgcro rﬁ(f t0 trace the evolution of a thing which,
eat o 't exist.” Qf course, there is
t8 ask w! %‘pﬁg% f?ls objection, but ene |s‘teﬁ°rpted
On (say) 1<p,e rw °uld have been urged against a book

more belie6é °n of Witchcraft,” in w lle

-—oeneveJd than he did in Goc[ rh é

, Seven hundred and fifty copies ot “ne twenty
sold 'n a few weeks ; and, as the p, business

shllllngs net, the result was fairly good «< |

c’agratulate you,” Mr._ Spencer wi on its

achiievement )
Such an'im™” -bad no 'dea y°u had been devoting

t e brinp-—-ITlenS*fy °f labor and research to the subject.

”ﬁ'énh‘fsho f%e;hgr gf the evidence in a coherent
Scarcey ,OWIng its bearing on the current creed can

gg, Rﬁrhave a great effect.” Thgbook did

; > r. Clodd”says, evoke the discussion”

he g@% This may have bee® P public
{eR Mr. Clodd assigns , J But

|f'ference to the discussion of serious subjects.

reaggﬁ Pn%oll'f ﬂgg an WAlent sale a supplementary
thatTu must be looked for. We venture.to Vif
had he bo°k would have excited greater interest if it
puu;been published ten years earlier. W he j
n *led it was no longer anything like a bom ]
thintni Allen’s masterpiece was reviewed in
atdhe time of its publication by the late J- *
EC\B@T’-HndSane correspondence passed subsequently

ch aro 16 autb°r and the reviewer, both sides of
2%» probably lost. Allen thanked his critic for

man Useful suggestions, which he said he m
T, Use of in the next edition of his book.
M rV « avery interesting letter in this Memo, from
ex;J’ G. Frazer, the author of that remarkable and
i .emey able werk entitled The GBM&A Eolyr=with
P°ndence  PY the way, Mr. Wheeler had some corre-
?rthef “ ' Mr. Frazer admitted that ancestor worship,
[ °rt.ar °f ghosts, had been “ on the whole the most
AUt he -iffactef in the evelutien ef religious belief.”
"ti@natfaeBed more importance than Allen did to
f'rimiti ~tbe subject of Dr. Tylor’s magnificent treatise.
Ittdbute 6"lan-itseems to me,” he wrote, “ instinctively
fusteapaSTF nsc'ous bfe to all or most inanimate objects,
abo, t from any idea that the ghosts of his ancestors
>W asY,nd may be in those objects.” The same
Vehn@Q vy *d by Darwin, and harmonises with what

?rd even® |tbe mental condition of very young children,
diking. tlat °f some of the lower animals. A dog
Passing , an object moved by the wind, or at clouds
cw ™ nver the moon, shows a state of mind that
5> '»an must have advanced through to the

"‘at aip~°ncePfi°n °f ghosts. Besides, it seems clear
et must have formed the -idea of a soul within
d' nlﬁ EI91E he cauld have bongseived the idea of
. Allen ."ed souls in his surroundings,
j'fs. jj llruself did not believe in the soul or a future
,°st con”™ 'Vas once drowned, in the sense that he had
haj ClOUsness, and would have known no more if
‘a fierce wild

fffUg-gl been rescued. There was

all v and “ a horrible choking sensatlon " and then
, W8y Tt was not sbbad a5 breé—klng your

pas |* aving your tooth drawn. The actual dying

*0rthis"16 Painless—as painless as falling asleep.”
MbidL | rea_son, if for no other, he had no fear of death,

ShiMgityiet.Sa'd-should Have CILI-SWiul.aw #vuutacdUl -l
beijej.Person.” Mr. Clodd holds that Allen’s “ absence
?° itiuCLIn a future life ” was “ the logical outcome, not
i“Paci °Ld-ial,as of what would seem congenital
asthe sy to conceive that there could be such a thing
s’iiie CoUrernaturab” But does not this theory betray
'vho (Qri'lUsion ? There are Spiritualists, for instance,
fAPtriiat 110t believe in God, and repudiate all forms of
utitre .. Uralism ; yet they believe in the soul and in a
le' °u what they regard as grounds of natural
S 4\ Which many of them think amounts to a
" eiTlOnstration.
Mote ,u n°t> and never was, an Agnostic,” Allen once
beCauSe® the London Echo. He was not an Agnostic
he Was more than an Agnostic. The Agnostic
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says, “ | don't know.” Allen, on the contrary, said
“ There is nothing to be known.” Such is the testimony
of his most intimate friend, and he may therefore be
classed with the positive Atheists.

Mr. Clodd will pardon us for reminding him, at this
point, that the “ taunt ” that “ the best excuse for God
is that he does not exist,” was not uttered in view of
the world’s gross and often revolting conceptions of
deity. The author of that “ taunt” was Henry Beyle
(De Stendhal), and he said it in view of the facts of

nature, life, and history; his meaning being that, as
this world goes, its alleged moral governor is simply
inexcusable. We do not suppose for a moment that

Mr. Clodd is anxious not to ruffle the feelings of “ pure
Theists,” as they are sometimes called ; just as
though the constant cruelties of nature were not far
worse than the spasmodic cruelties of men! On the
very same page Mr. Clodd rebukes Mr. Andrew Lang
for saying that, in a certain crisis, Allen *“ acted
like a Christian.” This is one of those impertinences
which Christians mistake for flattery. “ All noble acts,”
Mr. Clodd observes, “ lie outside the creeds ; and the
assumption that the impulse to these acts is a monopoly
of Christianity has no warrant either in past or present
history.”

If space permitted, we could make some interesting
gleanings from this little volume. A few must suffice.
There is a characteristic letter from Huxley, in which
Jack Falstaff is truly and honestly called “a great
philosopher.” There is a monumental letter from a
reader who had noticed Allen’s statement in a novel
that “ Browning was splendid for the nerves,” and
wanted to know the address where he could obtain
“ the thing.” There is a rather ridiculous reference
to Comte, showing that Allen did not appreciate
the real greatness of that thinker. Lastly, there
is a letter from Mr. Herbert Spencer, written in a
pessimistic mood, declaring that “ we are in course of
rebarbarisation,” and asserting that “ there is no
prospect but that of military despotisms, which we are
rapidly approaching.” Much as we admire and respect
Mr. Spencer, we hope he is a false prophet on this
occasion. We trust that Mr. Spencer himself has not
lived and taught in vain, and that the bright, strenuous
existence of Grant Allen has not been wasted upon the
modern world. After all, it is possible for the wisest
men to be mistaken ; and prophecy is always the
riskiest of intellectual exercise. . W. Foote.

Christ and our Social System.

T he social condition of the people who exist in what
is termed “ Christian England ” is still engaging the
attention, not only of the secular reformer, but also of
the religious thinker. The evils which for ages have
dominated society are recognised in all their terrible
magnitude, and various are the remedies which are
constantly being put forward for the purpose of
removing the wrongs that have so long retarded the
attainment of individual happiness and national progress.
The social unrest that was indicated in the Republic of
Plato, the Utopia of Sir Thomas More, and the
Phalanstére of Fourier, is becoming more and more
manifest in our midst. Francis Bacon was not far
wrong when he wrote that “ the great multiplication of
virtues upon human nature resteth upon societies well
ordained and disciplined.” Such ordaining and dis-
ciplining cannot possibly be more effectually secured
than by carefully considering, with a view to their
correction, the evils of the past and the shortcomings of
the present, so that fair prospects may reasonably be
entertained of a better and happier future.

It is too true that many of our institutions, having
emanated from laws based upon ignorance of the real
requirements of human nature, have been the means of
keeping people imbecile in mind and wretchedly poor in
body. These institutions and laws still keep many
persons in idleness and compel them to be a dead-weight
upon industry, and also to perpetuate pauperism,
foster bad habits, and encourage crime. The great
ethical science is ignored, and, while the primary causes
of physical diseases are lost sight of or neglected,
millions of money and much valuable time are wasted



436

in every generation in futile endeavors to effect a
partial cure of the diseases thus engendered. The
present state of society is something worse than
artificial ; it is opposed to the welfare of mankind, it
causes degradation, injustice, and cruelty. That a
change for the better will take place is the hope of every
well-wisher to his kind. The question of the houris:
W hat can be done to radically reform our social system ?
Its deplorable condition is generally admitted, but the
problem remains : What is the remedy ?

Amongst the many attempts to answer this question
is one made by the editor of the Church Gazette, in its
issue of June 30, in a leading article, headed “ Chris-
tianity and the Social System.” Like most proposed
remedies emanating from Christian sources, the editor’s
effort is marred by an unjustifiable, slavish adherence to
a professed belief in Christ as the fountain of all
genuine social reforms. It is, in my opinion, this
absurd adoration of Jesus that has tended in a large
degree to perpetuate the very evils that every social
reformer should desire to remove. The editor justly
says —

“What these evils consist of is already known to
everyone sufficiently well to require mere indication.
There is the contrast between accumulating wealth and
corresponding luxury, and increased poverty and sweat-
ing. There is the dull monotony of the conditions of
labor, and the rapidly-growing curse of overcrowding.
Along with all this there are the attendant evils of drink
and immorality, which are more often the effects than
the causes of the conditions which induce and often
almost compel them ; and there is the outlook which
has to be faced on behalf of the rising generation, which
is being brought up amidst these ghastly surroundings.
....... But along with all this it is no less a fact that the
concomitant evils just pointed to—those of poverty, pre-
ventive suffering, vice, and class separation—these are
not on the decrease, but on the increase, and that they
prevail at this moment probably much more widely in
this country than has ever before been the case.”

The question, however, arises : Why do the evils
here named still exist? The answer is: Because the
remedies that have hitherto been applied have been
found inadequate to successfully grapple with the evils
that crowd our social system. The great mistake has
been made in relying too much upon Christ to do what
evidently he was incapable of accomplishing. In no
sense was he a real social reformer ; and, according to the
New Testament, he never propounded any principles by
which the evils we deplore could be either prevented or
removed. Even the Rev. Lyman Abbott, who is an
enthusiastic admirer of Jesus, admits, in his Christianity
and Social Problems, that—

“ Christ made almost no attempt to change the social
order or the social organism. The system of taxation
which prevailed in the Roman Empire was abominably
unjust.  Christ said never a word about taxation.
Labor was not only underpaid and ill-paid, but, for the
most part, worked with its hands in manacles ; but Christ
said never a word about slavery. If drinking and
drunkenness were not as bad in their forms then as they
are now, by reason of the modern use of distilled liquors,
then comparatively unknown, drinking habits and animal-
ism, in all its forms, were worse in Greece than they have
ever been in America ; but Christ never levelled his shafts
against the liquor trade or the making of wine ” (p. 130).

The fact is, Christ not only abstained from denouncing
many of the prominent evils and vices of his time, but
many of his alleged teachings would, if they were acted
upon, tend to augment them. If this be doubted, the
reader is advised to carefully study the following
passages in the New Testament :—Matthew v. 5, 39, 40,
41, 42 ; vi. 19, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30, 31, 33, 34 ; xix. 21 ;
Luke vi. 20, 24 ; John vi. 27. Now, it would be very
interesting to note any attempt to practically apply the
teachings contained in the above passages to our
present social conditions. If such an attempt were
made, Peter's words would be applicable to the victims
of such Christian fanaticism when he said : “ The latter
end is worse with them than the beginning.” Many of
the sayings attributed to Christ may suit ideal con-
ditions, but they are useless for real ones. No doubt
they served their purpose in days of ignorance, non-
self-reliance, and asceticism ; but in this age, when
knowledge, personal effort, and co-operative enterprise
predominate, such sayings have no practical value.

The editor of the Church Gazette appears to be quite
alive to our present imperfect social conditions, but the
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remedy which he suggests would be, in my estimation«
as bad, if not worse, than the disease. Hence,
reply to the question, What remains to be done? 1L
editor says \—

To our thinking, the answer is that he [man] jl
follow the footsteps of his Master. He accepted
Roman yoke, though who can doubt that He saw a
iniquities of Cmsarism ? Yet he submitted to the survi
ot these iniquities, while all the while He laid downa
of principles which, in the fulness of time, were desm
to supplant Gesarism.” n

Here we have a fair specimen of the fanatici-sn' @
fetish worship which at the present time is so prey»™,,
amongst those who are termed “ advanced Christian ¢
In their own minds they form an ideal character, w*'

ley ascribe to the founder of Christianity; while r
entirely ignore his real character as set forth in the*
Gospels  Why is this? Is it because they cannot a»
longer defend the real Jesus of the New Testa»«”
and yet lack courage to say so? In religious circle
is fashionable to bow to the name of Jesus, while
very persons who do so dare not attempt to f
emulate his conduct or obey his teachings. The c
is, the Church is honeycombed with hypocrisy- .,
writer of this article experienced recently a
illustration of this. After a lecture he dave gt Ol
Ham, the Rev. Z. B. Woffendale ere ter
opposition, and extolled to the highest the c”a*0ud
and teerhmgs\ of Chivist, Ng dolulot what he sai ;
pass current in his pu plt orina Sunday scthoo
a debate it proves “ soundand fury, S|gn|fy|ngn"e(J

1 told thie rev. gEbtefiell S HKiuchl ane ° (ediog
publicly discuss with him the character and tecCepe
of Christ. Up to the present time he has nota M
my offer, and | do not expect he ever wi * jo,
W offendale is not backward in saying whatjé ,”~ 00
but he is exceedingly reticent intrying to do‘h Id°mt
his misled followers have written asking me why is,
meet their champion in discussion. My an? j &
because he is not willing to debate. If he }crs 0
ready to affirm “ that the character and teac 1"
Christ are defective and impracticable.” Now

Rev. Z. B. Woffendale accept my invitation, or
hold his peace. o~

To return to the remedy the editor of the &I
Gazette gives for social evils. He says rna in
follow the footsteps of Jesus. But this is just W~dUd
man can do; and no one but a lunatic or a crimin'
try. Let the editor attempt to practise the inj*"eiit
set forth in the passages from the New tik0
referred to above. He says Christ accepted the
yoke 8R4 sukmitted to the iRigoifies of €6 X
This, however, is what he should not have don ¢« ~
a social reformer, he should have endeavored
the yoke and to destroy the iniquities. To
inactive in the midst of oppression and wron&
evince either cowardice or inability—two failing5
would deprive the possessor of the right to be
as a social reformer. The editor says Christ “ Vere
a set of principles which, in the fulness of tun 'thGe
destined to supplant Cajsarism.” Where are r
principles ? Let them be produced, and | will_etl.jofi o'
to deal with them. But why delay the appl'ca oyN\?%
good principles? If they are capable of )mlP
society, the sooner they are applied the better ugp
and all. Besides, to propound principles is not e/ tlie
for regenerating purposes. What is required
knowledge how to properly apply them to soc® ,jed;
conditions, and this knowledge Christ has not
therefore the amelioration of our social status mt>s
from other sources than Christ or his teachings- -

Charles WatT

R

_Jjed

The Clergy and Debate.

For nearly three months a discussion, initiated 1 tlie
energetic secretary of the Newcastle Branch 0~"t\e
N. S. S., has been running through the columns®
Newcastle Weekly Chronicle on the subject of
won't parsons debate ?” The Secular side has
ably championed by a number of the members 0
Newcastle Society, although it has been more than [e
could do to get a straightforward answer to their5 »
query. Both parties have expressed much surpr>se

~i0
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claims of should not be more ready to discuss the
should be py6'l' rebf 'oni the other that these gentlemen
those whos pecte<” to stand on the same platform with
faith. 6 avowed object is the destruction of their
It mav t
sjderable ~ranteff> at the outset, that there is con-
dom the Sp , ati?n (or the surprise of both parties.
t ghppion nar side it weuld seem that the best men
?r%Profession,,?.°f Christianity are those who
£ the nifneé?3 ~ trained as iis expanents, and why,
116, Holy ¢XZTn' R °feSS t0O be “ inwardly moved by

tacklsa S ?St  to tbe work- The layman who
s(r’'ng d;  cular lecturer generally labors under certain

Suhject a s Vantates' He has probably never made the
*e Public study, he is usually unaccustomed to
tleVer, as 3 ,rm’ and the conditions of warfare are
are °hviatpHe i’ ~rr'te equal.  All these disadvantages
1 etraining 10 tae case op the clergy. They have had
jpg to drawth"”~’ Presamably, the study ; and, in seek-
Hristianitv  +? Cer”7 'nto a discussion of the value of
~movable J Secularist is seeking to abolish all

an efual footinqUal!tieS’ and tO Place the opponents on

oountp”6”band’ the Christian asks the Secularist
o°d this al Huefy : Why should the parson debate?
I"0 knovv/'i?’” % .a 4uest*on that need surprise no one
‘ke Parson™' ¢ b'story and tendencies of the clergy.
p Hw, hi- m Possession, his interests are protected
'ked bevn ?acb'ngs 4re sanctified by custom, and thus
a'Sci'Ssion h  tte *evel °f ordinary criticism. In any
> Ost e stands to lose all and gain nothing. The
LeeP the can hope to do is to remain as he was and
3S talsit-Uu- 6r b's followers intact. Experience

thism T | however, that in matters of debate
°J those w, Ucb 's seldom accomplished. The number
? .hstenin ? have had their faith shaken as the result
j. nkers m- °, d'scuss‘ons between Christians and Free
LIScUssion !'fht be countiecl by hundreds. In every
reakino- d tae Secularist is doing more than merely
jlher ,i5 °JVn the arguments of the disputant on the
a5 \kin ther Uvithe table > he is at the same time breaking
and *ntrodre 4N10US conv!ctions of many of his hearers
Olhers. tUcing heretical ideas for the first time to many

Hmit that tu US be iair>even to the clergy, and let us

, clkslp * e Principal reason for the clergy declining
!henumt)n Is that they lose in position, in influence, in
In : 1 o H

which f their adherents, by nearly every debate
t° see thi en&age- The sensible ones are beginning

~Nets areti anld’ as. a result, the clerical opponents one
Af.an r roughly divisible into two classes —one seeki

adVertr ,andisement as the result of their platfiorm
the en"j?,2’ the otbef too stupid to see the strength of
o*n. 5 Position or to realise the weakness of their
t° indUce G6re's only one cause that might be expected
'Sthe loL rcler&y to engage in discussion, and that
© all that°~ t?Utb ' but 't would be shutting our eyes
efPect Is known of the history of clericalism to
f £y haat tO ranl< as a very powerful motive. The
to asSist 'Ve 'lever regarded it as part of their function
°f knowl V "6 discovery of truth or in the enlargement
earth ha6 k6' Every priesthood on the face of the
"anini S, en substantially the same in this respect
*i& e 'ed by the same motives, striving for the
hteatis, -?! and seeking to realise them by the same
>sit'or' ey have always regarded themselves as the
Nscover 16s and defenders of old ideas rather than the
« the y 6rs and elaborators of new ones. Their advice
ISaever’pn™ men and women committed to their care
“at aj ' ”ead, search, study all that comes in your way ;

kearch th~S' Dont. read this, don’'t study that, don’t
"eliefS ere—'t will disturb your faith and shatter your

r’r €ve though a belief that needed to be sheltered
Ser‘ous breath of criticism was one worthy of any
The 'Sut-minded man or woman.

ii"h~"Cmss*ve revision and modification of-ideas in
dad of new knowledge is alien to the clerical mind,
?kIniOn s u ey fatal to its Pretensions. Advanced
taaU ., ave probably less influence over the clergy
Par»son is any class of the community. If ever the
g *0Und in the ranks of reformers, it is not
f el Uhat he {9 attragcted there by amy ilove of
°rCed V. «sim ply because the competition of sects has
his Irn 'nto a momentary alliance with the enemies

L~ b Stl°rd®)- Generally, however, he believes, with
' at “ Next to making a child an infidel is the
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letting him know that there are infidels at all,” and
hopes, by pursuing an ostrich-like policy and treating
the world as though unbelief formed no appreciable
portion of its intellectual furniture, to keep his flock firm
to the faith of their fathers.

In shirking discussion, the clergy are only demon-
strating that the experience of the past thirty or
forty years has not been quite wasted. Forty years
since the clergy were ready enough to debate.
Aggressive Atheism was then a comparatively new
thing so far as the mass of the people were concerned,
and it was imagined that its unsoundness might be
easily demonstrated. And so they came, they fought,
and went away resolved never to fight again. The
dullest began to recognise that beliefs which were
listened to with the utmost gravity when propounded
from a pulpit sent an audience into fits of laughter
when preached from an open platform. Wild, random,
and misleading statements that might be made with the
utmost impunity in church or chapel, where no talking
back is allowed, became a much more serious matter
when there stood, a few feet away, someone ready and
able to expose the true nature of such assertions. In
what debate would a man like the Rev. Mr. Horton
have ventured to tell a deliberate falsehood concerning
the religious opinions of Mill, Dr. Clifford to have
ranked Darwin as a “ typical Christian leader,” or Dean
Farrar to give four references, for a statement con-
cerning the character of Roman women, three of which
had absolutely no existence outside his own heated
imagination ? There can be no question that the
clergyman who understands his own position thoroughly
learns to distrust open discussion, and with reason.

For the profession of a clergyman does not, for the
most part, represent a belief that has been adopted as
the result of mature conviction, and which is to be
defended with all the energy in one’s possession. It is
simply a trade, generally selected by a man’s parents,
and often because their son is not sharp enough or
intelligent enough for anything else. It is a trade
adopted much as a man adopts the law, medicine,
commerce, or literature, only with greater promise for
mediocrity that is held out by any of these other
branches. Under these conditions, one can hardly
expect a band of commercial travellers—and the clergy
are this to a considerable extent—to indulge in any
course of conduct that would tend to fix their customer’s
attention on the unserviceable quality of the goods in
which they deal.

And then, finally, a very powerful cause of the present
attitude of the clergy towards discussion is the fact
that intellectual forces appeal to them in a constantly
decreasing ratio. At a much earlier period of our
national history the Church did, in virtue of its wealth
and national prestige, succeed in enlisting in its service
some of the best intellect of the day. Christianity did
not then present the glaring social and intellectual
anomaly it has since become. Men of real intellectual
power might enlist themselves in its service, and the
inherent absurdity of the faith was obscured to the eyes
of the world by the wit and wisdom of those who stood
forward as its champions. But with each step of national
development the Church found its intellectual grip of the
people slipping away. Notonly were fresh difficulties in
the way of accepting Christianity created by the different
lines of development in science, literature, and political
life, but fresh channels of employment were opened, and
the Churches found successful competitors in the growing
intellectual life of the nation. True, the Churches could,
and do now for the matter of that, still purchase cham-
pions, but these were necessarily of a decreasing order
of intelligence. It is now a common complaint at each
of our universities that young men of promise will not
take divinity studies. They prefer the wider and more
intellectually honest career opened by science or litera-
ture, and the outside world shows its approval of their
decision by the decreasing respect shown to the clerical
profession. #

No, when all things are considered, it is not surprising
that the clergy shun discussion. A willingness to
debate must at least argue one of two things. In its
higher aspect it assumes the possession of beliefs that
will stand the most careful and rigorous examination,
and that people can be convinced of their truth ; on
lower grounds, it assumes a capability of so imposing
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upon an audience that it will mistake declamation for
argument and assertion for proof. That fundamental
Christian beliefs will not stand careful examination is
becoming more evident with each generation. And the
démocratisation of knowledge renders the last course
increasingly risky. The old appeals to passion, to
ignorance, to interest, are still made, but with question-
able success. Unbelief is no longer a rara avis; it is
broadcast, it is present among high and low, educated
and uneducated. The clergy, in spite of their silence,
know this, and wisely prefer silence to speech, hoping
by a policy of silence to defer the fate that sooner or
later overtakes all shams. C. Cohen.

That Pippin.

Christianity is based upon the story of the Fall. In Adam
all sinned, as in Christ all must be saved. To this doctrine
St. Paul gives his sanction, and they may be disregarded
who, without any claim to inspiration, endeavor to explain
the narrative as an allegory. If Adam did not really fall, he
could not have been cursed for falling, and his posterity
could neither have partaken in a sin which was never
committed nor in a malediction which was never pronounced.
Original sin is a false doctrine if our first parents did not
transmit the germs of iniquity. If Adam did not fall, there
was no need for Christ to save us ; if lie did not set God
and man at variance, there was no necessity for an atone-
ment; and so the Christian scheme would be a fiasco from
beginning to end. This will never do. No Garden of Eden,
no Gethsemane ! No Fall, no Redemption 1 No Adam, no
Christ!

Mother Eve’s curiosity was the cause of the first sin. The
whole human race was made liable to damnation through
her partiality for fruit. Millions of souls now writhe in hell
because she took a bite of an apple.

This forbidden apple, which “brought death into the
world and all our woe,” grew on the Tree of Knowledge,
which God planted in the midst of the Garden of“Eden,
sternly ordering Adam and Eve not to eat of it on pain of
death. They might eat of the fruit of every other tree but
this one. “See,” said Jehovah, “ what lovely pippins!
Scarlet and dark gold on the sunny side, and on the shady
side as soft and mellow as the amber tints of an autumn

sunset. But don’t touch them. They are my special pre-
serve. If | find a single one missing, you'll wish you were
never born.”

Now the Lord must have been very simple to protect his
pippins in this way. It was the height of absurdity to tell
a woman she might do everything but one, without expecting
her to do it. Naturally she thought of nothing else. Had
the Lord said nothing about the apples, or told her she
must cat them, they might have been hanging on the tree
to this very day.

But not only did the Lord allow Eve’s curiosity to prompt
her to “sin,” he permitted the serpent “ more subtil than
any beast of the field” to egg her on. This wily creature is
supposed to have been animated, on this occasion, by the
Devil, although the text does not allude to such a circum-
stance. Ifit -was the Devil, masquerading as a snake, what
chance had the poor woman against his seductive wiles ?

One day Adam went fishing or something, and Eve went
off to look at the pippins. At the foot of the tree, or some-
where handy, she saw “ the old serpent,” who saluted her
with great civility. “ Good day, ma'am,” said he; and,
instead of running away from the talking snake, the lady
joined in the conversation, and business began. OIld Nick
observed that the pippins looked lovely. She assented, but
said she was afraid to touch them. “If | do,” she said, “ |

shall die.” “ Who told you so ?” asked Satan. “ Why HE,”
replied Mrs. Eve. “ WhatHE ?” *“ Oh, the gentleman who
made us.” “ Die I laughed OId Nick ; “tut, tut, ma’am,

look at me ; I've eaten bushels.” Thereupon he plucked off
one with his tail, for want of hands, and held it out to her.
The temptation was irresistible. Poor Eve took it, put her
front teeth into it, found it nice, went off to find Adam, and
they sat down together to apple luncheon.

Immediately she took the fruit, according to Milton, who
is a kind of supplementary Bible to English Protestants—

Earth felt the wound, and nature from her seat,

Sighing through all her works, gave signs of woe
That all was lost.

What a rumpus about a trifle !
who had a sneaking love' for pork.
restaurant and ordered sausages. As he was taking the
first mouthful there was a loud clap of thunder. This was
followed by another clap as he tried again, and that by a
third. At last he threw down the knife and fork and made
for the door, exclaiming, “ What a frightful fuss about a bit
of pork.”
—From “Bible Romances” (Eve and the Apple), by
G. W. Foote.

It reminds us of the Jew
One day he went into a
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Acid Drops.

Aiiout two years ago the Missionary and Bible. «?.ce/e\tli
England and America presented the Empress of CW gcfijp
a magnificently printed and decorated copy of “ Holy jady
ture.” It was accepted very blandly, and the astute 0 ~
promised to give it her best attention. We supp°’s
massacre of the Christian missionaries is the result.

A writer in the Church Gazette asks : “ Is it not N
we began to seriously consider whether it is worth w &j.
send missions to India and China?” He speaks anes
ence he has had in India, where he says the miss* ijjjj;
“expound Christianity in such a crude manner dhe
natives, who are very subtle of argument, at once P
the utter childishness of it all.”

The People, in its last issue, publishes some OUtSPLY,

notes on Christian missions. The writer—one of
contributors—says that, if he had his way, he .
readily permit missionaries either in China OF i?
Assuredly he would not allow women to accompalll clat
“ Where nations have a religion of their own that was.
when we were savages, they might be left to practise > "\[Jer
out interference except when it indulges in suttee an jlie
barbarities.  Ancient peoples, such as the Chn'e”n ke
Japanese, the Hindoo, and the Mohammedan, might ~ te
left to their own ethical resources. If you read betw”j »
lines of the recent speech by Lord Salisbury, you
inclined to think that this opinion is his also.”

would

“The worst of it is,” continues the People c?nlr||jrel>
“ the Christianised Mongolian and woman, and theirctn ¢
whenever there is a rising against the missionaries, j&s
victims of the rebel. In the first place, the missiooaO fis
his life, his women are brutally martyred, then their capgoesf
are massacred, and presently, when the Great Powers j|Jae
upon the scene, a holocaust is made of the fanatics wl , 0
killed the Christians : so that too often the result ~Jo
missioning is a vast deal of misery and murde ~i
practically neglect the heathen at home, the P°j te
wretched of our own race, the children of the gutter, -
aged pauper, while we pour our wealth into the lap 0 u8
sowing, as we think, good seed only to reap tarel. [I&t
strike calm, sensible people as a very questionable g°
to say a grave neglect of our own people.”

in'
We send out Christian missions which involve
sorts of foreign embroilments. But the poor at hoi ¢t
die in blessed ignorance of the Gospel unless parsons
paid for preaching it. Here are the inmates of the thS

Workhouse in a state of “ spiritual destitution ” * g5
cause. The Vicar of Bangor, who did condu A>
voluntary services for a time, declines to continue th. . U
the other clergymen in the Union have been in"l yjca)'
refuse to take the wbrk on. They want a stipend-

while itis met at all certain that the inmates reqd’ tlifl},
services.  One would really like to take a vote anionggy, of '
male and female, whether they would have the Par
special allowance of tobacco and tea.

It isn't safe to leave much to Providence. Tiaggeaw
knowing what he may or may not do. An old mim
was visiting his hearers, acgosted a humble farmer Y1 heP'
peen stow -with "HiS"¢rops In the harvest season- tt
Jamie,” said the minister, “that ye are behind ". 3l
harvest?” “ Oh, sir,” was the reply, “ 1 hae got”jc/
except three wee stacks, and | leave them to the
Providence !”

----- dl
Talking about 1 Providence,” a funny thing hapCi~se %Jj
other day at a Private Bill Committee of the
Commons. The proceedings were interrupted by a

peal of thunder, and the Chairman cried : “ Order,

There was no repetition of the disturbance. N

Pierre Loti, the famous French writer, contribute” ;tlj
Pdris Fiyaro a lomg account of how the famine snti”.ays;

at Jeypore. “ They are parched up and fleshless/

a huddled crowd, “ the merest skin and bone. They‘' "0
mummies. But no, they have life. Their eyelids

seeing strangers, they look at them and try tor's A
are even two or three who stand up on long bands c;

hardly be called legs.” Here is another frightful P'*eS up.je
young woman with a child on her parched breast g - j.

a merchant who is eating, and asks for a m°u

refuses, and she howls like a famished she-wolf. 0

And what is the cau$e of all this awful misery ? Wtlidfif
rainy seasons have passed,” Pierre Loti says,

bringing a cloud. The meadows are without joOli¢

herbage, the trees without a leaf. Whole territories

the desert.” Good old “ Providence.” 0
w'e

Rev. Albert James Gunner,_curate of Holy TrT°j"’ jjiist
ford, got drunk, perhaps in order to “ remember
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nore,
W\ErpoQi-sfreNrAglN **° directions. He also went to
rUmor( - « station and tried to kiss Miss Dudley

?lle 'reverom|10 re??nted his pious and inebriate attentions,
” . O
, 2 callls Qb Hpeessayeafiyefped <5 and costs
o ; - to make proper
vance for the motions of the spirit.

Spurgeon's Tabernacle is to be opened aft«' rebald }gte the

[ The sum of was acquired to B»r )
Payment of tho big bill, and I'astor Thomas P £day on
“echip of the old block in some things s * faithful
~>ch he sat personally at the receipt at custom. n
throat m their offerings, ranging from£ 3 in farthings.

(b B oSSR Y TN er RlSBERC oave
StPcnce.  Pastor Thomas Spurgeon took it.

Wnry Mew, confectioner, 74 Abbotsford-strceb NoU d” Qme-
,rdUii to hisown statement, is maker o Of bis paper
~butterscotch.” He is also pious. One ot n &”" of
“pPatts hes before us, and there is pri neglect your
p**» for Daily Life.” The first is * Never neg. yfor
The twelfth and last is “ Ask God the
LI ake.” Ve suggest a thirteenth”
walbit B8ZEn * « gé't oSr butt'erscotch.” But perhaps that
o 00 too satirical right on the heels of the twelfth.
%P, CLfistian Endoaverets, lots of wiem have eeme over
Adaninenca’ booming their monster gathering at
att™.’dra Park in the best Trans-Atlantic style. They draw
°" to the fact that “ the Palace itself cost .;350,000. tO
that “ the central transept will accommodate a meeting
ards of 10,000 persons,” that one of the American tents
at 9,000 persons, and that “ the Palace caterer will
1 the spot a plant worth about ,£10,000. ~Evidently
>t. s to be nothing miraculous in the victualling depart-
ofw'i . U'ultiplication of loaves and fishes, no changing
thorrifr. >nto wine.  Meat and drink are to be provided as
chilyh 11 Were a vulgar beanfeast. “ Give us this day our
caterprif.ad ” will be uttered with the consciousness that the
as s&B fo it beforehand.

S?*Cw *“ Me*chizedek ' excels in force “every damn
cm”ue,irn" made-; So says Jila§ Dowson, a converted
lyi'ded / "none °P Mr. Orme Angus’s new volumes of stories
"“lethay be Ax”er- This bears out our statement that the
M ;regarded as the swearer’s manual.
1

sibbet thé di¥ Premeh deputy whe ran amuck in the
%" The p° « er day. would not gain a prize in a beauty
-ljas! ans|goFrespenden i ,
pS to thgSnlad’ dark-haired, wiry, fiery Frenchman belong-
tJetidonien Cas? °f priest-ridden, credulous, and fanatical
anda 'fa* ignorant of the foreign work
tall of national importance.”

R]ef‘de'ranklin Bouillon, writing from Pans f FranCe.” He
B 55 e AR Bhry 18 hking.w Overthrow the
- tUFggd ﬁ%@lf gtfention to the public schools, and
Fres ¥e9a1E SEABBIS In which the children of the middle
(1 assvs ,, educated. By this means they have captured the
iS> y 'andT tllu “ masses.” Their pupils, in the army,
I]ﬁ/\'déali . elsewhere, hate the Republican rigime. France
'i.i and h ° bwo distinct nations, one serving Republican
titans>' this *U°.tber serving clerical reaction. “ The Repub-

ofilcdienu: AwitC- §ays. “ 868 8 Rave realised at last that
'nuance of this state of things would spell the doom

""Cal rPUbllc'” They will have to enter upon a new anti-
cantpaign if the Republic is to be saved.

9bapeirw attention last week to the latest dodge of the
> Pafty at Birmingham to prevent the Church party
kl°WiSilmhg control of the Board schools. Instead of
Sit the «ld- Plan to continue of religious instruction
S i bf Y?n °n the voluntary system, they propose that it

iV r ?IVen by the teachers ; and, according to the Daily
Nia ‘authorised seligious suprisylum would he of
Ss of as to reconcile the views at any rate of all
pig pStfnt belief, from High Anglicanism to Uni-
amoiSkd™rs what about boH-REbESItAAIS 3 What about

, tlews'/’ ?2.ecu'arists, Atheists, and Agnostics? What
rbeH Syste  ~ bat about Roman Catholics? Is the Board
< °n L which is supported by all ratepayers, to be
(_)f testant family-party basis? And if the

in Vari';;* Ue>is it really possible to “ reconcile ” the views
kg g pcasSo g, Protagtant dendoulkiid® f  Reconciliation,
~C tawav@an only mean elimination. Everything must
a/), éggt?fv XCeptwgat all Prot;stants agreie a:)out. hAnd
o | ths aboutp  Moitilicy. utely nothing.
oty Of—ﬁ%ﬁ?, Wh'é?are mentmi]gned y the Ayignis, dergy
\ir This'eSUs ~brist, and many of them reject the Bible
WL T, "%onciliation*” dodge, never has_succeeded and
rthidiih selt” 1@ pointsefiminated are just the very points
Sccndem ? dlvide, and which they always regard as of
.C “«portance.
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Dr. George C. Lorimer, of Boston, U.S.A., has been dis-
coursing at Leytonstone on “ The Human in the Divine.”
Evidently lie put the cart before the horse, for what he meant
was the Divine in the Human. He was endeavoring to
explain the human element in the Bible, as if indeed there
was anything else. He said : “ God used men through
whom to make known His will, and they expressed what was
revealed in their own way.” So that, if there was any
revelation at all, it was to them and not to us, and we are to
take it as they choose to give it us “in their own way.”
May we not, under the circumstances, prefer to be
excused ?

“ When the doors were opened there was a dense throng.
Then commenced the usual fight to get in. Ladies were
lifted off their feet and badly used, and men were seen tearing
and struggling as if they were in a football scrimmage.”
AP? f(l)r’;/vhat ? Why, to hear Sheldon. Isn’t the world full
of fools *

As we expected, the article in the Christian World on
“The Mission of Illusion” has created some consternation
in the religious camp. A correspondent writes to the C. W.
that portions of it are “likely to unsettle the belief and
impair the earnestness of young Christians.” Poor dears,
what a shame to shock 'em, and in a Christian journal too.
“What does the writer mean?” asks the indignant
correspondent, and he quotes a passage on which he
remarks : “ This sounds very like infidelity, and many other
passages in his lettef leave a similar impression.” Suppose
they do ; the point is not whether they sound like “ infidelity,”
but whether they are true. The editor adds a note in which
he works out some fine gush about the “ claims and power
of Christ’s religion,” but fails to improve the situation.

The Gospel of St. John winds up, as Paine says, with a
“ thumping good lie.” The said lie is as follows : “ And there
are also many other things which Jesus did, the which, if
they should be written every one, 1 suppose that even the
world itself could not contain the books” (John xxi. 25).
In the fatuous fashion of his class, the Rev. Dr. George
Matheson selected this verse as his text the other day, and
a religious journal has published his sermon upon it. He
does not seem to perceive the absurdity of the text. He takes
it as Gospel truth. He does not tell us why we are left in
ignorance of all these things. He does not deal with the
very natural supposition that, if the records we have are so
precious, the extraordinary mass of incident and no doubt of
sayings which we have not might have comprised matter of
the highest importance. Perhaps, after all, it is as well that
we are not favored with the whole lot, for if John isn’t a liar
there would have been no room for any other books in the
world, and we wouldn’t like to be deprived of some that we
possess even for an extended history of Jesus.

Speaking of the dearth of candidates for “ holy orders,” the
Archbishop of Canterbury admits that “ religious doubts still
remain as an obstacle, and operate a good deal, certainly in
public schools and universities.”

Christians in Khaki is the title of a book just published.
The author displays a lordly indifference to facts. For instance,
he says : “ One aspect of this war will never be forgotten, and
that is the reverent recognition of God in the despatches of
our Generals.” There was, it is true, a pious allusion by
Roberts, but one swallow does not make a summer. The
Rock rightly describes the statement as one which, with a few
exceptions, is not borne out by the facts. And it exclaims
“Alas!” But why “alas”? Formal despatches are not the
proper vehicles wherein to air one’s piety.

At last the Peculiar People are disposed of—in an argu-
mentative way. The Church Times has come down on them
with a crusher. It says: “ In their ignorance, they do not
recognise that their prayers may be answered by the material
means of the human agents employed by God.” But there
is no “may” about it. The promise is definitely “ will.” And
the material means are specially excluded. In order to
answer the Peculiars, the Church Times is obliged to go
right away from the Scriptural injunctions on which they
rely. Take James v. 14, 15 : “ Is there any sick among you ?
let him call for the elders of the Church ; and let them pray
over him, anointing him with oil in the name of the Lord ;
and the prayer of faith shall save the sick, and the Lord shall
raise him up.” Now where do doctors, medicines, any kind
of human agency, apart from the ciders and the oil, come in ?
If there is “ ignorance ” on the part of the Peculiars, there is
either imbecility or dishonesty on the part of such organs as
the Church Times in attempting to dismiss the matter by
deliberately ignoring the sole basis of discussion.

The kinetoscope people missed a good thing by not having
their machine for taking pictures in the Evangelical church
of Penn Runn, Indiana county, Pa., at the last business
meeting of that body. The mix-up was between the pastor
and the deacons, and is thus detailed : Deacons Cameron and
Mentch became involved in a controversy, Mentch finally
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attacking Cameron. The Rev. Mr. Strayer attempted to
separate the combatants, and Mentch was thrown between
two pews with the minister on top. Disliking the under-dog
situation, Deacon Mentch punched his pastor in the face,
whereupon Deacon Cameron whacked his colleague on the
head with a poker. Mentch, still full of fight, threw the
poker at Cameron, and alleges that at this juncture the Rev.
Mr. Strayer jumped on his head. Informations charging
and counter-charging assault and battery have been made as
a result, and all the participants in the row are now under
bail.—Truthseeker (New York).

The editor of the New York Sun, being asked to explain
his sentence, “ Take away the creed and there is no
Christ,” replies that belief in the deity of Jesus Christ is
the essence of Christianity. “ If a man,” he says, “ does
not start with this belief, there is no Christ for him—only
Jesus as a human teacher of doctrines that may be accepted
or rejected like all other human productions—like the
teachings of Confucius, for instance—on their bare merits.
But that is not religious belief; that is not believing in
Christ as divine, and in Christianity as a religion. It is the
agnostic or infidel view.” We quite agree with this sub-
stantially, and have often said so.

The Sabbatarians are not to have it all their own way at
Bournemouth, after all. Consequent upon the recent decision
of the Town Council to grant in future only six days’ licences,
a meeting of the shareholders of one of the local omnibus
companies has been held. Of 2,916 votes represented at the
gathering, 2,766 were cast in favor of continuing the Sunday
traffic, and only 150 against.

At Colwyn Bay the pious are making an effort to put down
Sunday golf, boating, and coaching. “ | wonder,” says a
writer in the Sunday Chronicle, “ the parsons do not have the
birds shot for singing on Sundays, and the flowers stamped
out for daring to grow on that day. In fact, if they were
consistent, they would denounce themselves for daring to
speak on Sunday. It cannot be regarded as a labor of
necessity or profit. Will the pious people of Colwyn Bay,
desiring to put down unnecessary labor on the first day,
inquire how many servants work in lodging-houses quite
unnecessarily in superfluous attendance on people who ought
to look after themselves ?”

John Hollingshead, in his weekly letter to the Umpire, is
specially moved to scorn at the attempt of the Colwyn pietists
to stop the Sunday concerts, at which, he says, his old friend,
M. Riviere, is giving the best of music, executed by a perfect
orchestra. He protests against the “ Gospel of Gloom.”

At Inverness the Free Church Presbytery have discussed
the “ gross indecency ” of a detachment of Cameron High-
landers being marched on a Sunday from their depot to the
railway station, “ preceded by the regimental band playing
secular music.” The Rev. Dr. Black said that such a thing
had never been seen or heard of in Inverness before.
Another member said that the local volunteers were similarly
played to church. The Presbytery were horrified, but eventu-
ally came to the conclusion that it was no use remonstrating
with a department like the War Office, who apparently are
equal to any enormity. The subject was, therefore, despair-
ingly dropped.

The West Croydon Congregational Church has lost one of
its wealthiest supporters. He committed suicide by hanging
himself. The vicar of Wellingborough has lost an “ invaluable
church officer.” He has been sent to gaol for twelve months
for embezzlement.

The Rev. W. Douglas, of St. John’s Vicarage, Waltham-
stow, has been summoned as the leaseholder of insanitary
house property at Barrows Place, Lee. The dwellings were
described as “ kennels unfit for human habitation.” The
Rev. Douglas was fined in respect of each house from
No. 6 to 16.

Some sensation has been caused in Hope, Flintshire, by
the refusal of the rector, the Rev. T. E. Jones, to bury the
body of a Mr. Collins when asked by the deceased man’s
daughter to officiate at the graveside. He said he was
unable to accede to the request, as the man was “a pro-
nounced unbeliever.” Clergymen were not allowed to bury
such, nor might the bell be tolled. Miss Collins says her
father was a Unitarian. Possibly that makes him still worse
in the eyes of the sky-pilot.

Robert Hichens favors the readers of the Londoner with a
sketch, more or less humorous, of “The Serious Young
Man.” That interesting person, he says, “is, as a rule, an
Atheist, and is very happy in his Atheism.” Well, the
admission that he can be happy in his Atheism is something.
It does not agree with the caricatures by Dr. Talmage and
his imitators, who cannot imagine an Atheist as anything but
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a gloomy, scowling monster, ever on the verge of suicide, 1
not of murder. Speaking of the Atheists’ children,
Hichens says: “ No debauchery of rocking-horses,
buckets, and hoops is allowed to defile the early lives of t
tiny Atheists.” But what is there in Atheism to sug»
that deprivation ? If the “ tiny Atheists ” have no Pros"&i
of angels’ wings, golden crowns, and tin trumpets ~eret,ng-
is not that a good reason why they should have roc
horses, hoops, spades, etc., now? And play with t »
moreover, on Sundays ? That's really where the
Atheists get the pull.

In accordance with an old custom, the clergy and otb”
assembled on the jetty at Folkestone on Sunday to invoK ~
Divine blessing on the fish harvest of the current year- ~
ought to be plentiful and cheap now—at any rate,

Folkestone. Common sense, however, seems to be sea
, fils
The Rev. Mr. Haweis was ill the other Sunday- ~
“ curate took his place, and two of the congregation . eil-

avowed that they could see the figure of Mr. Haweis s \j
ing by the side of the preacher.” Those two gentlcrne »
do well to go straight home in future when they dra™
wages on Saturday afternoon.—Topical Times.

“ Sell all that ye have and give alms” is a saylng ar|?|1I

to Jesus. Nobody pays the least attention to jt. ,,Let
the paid preachers of his Gospel. Their reading ISt &
all you can, and give as little as possible.” What yan
about Christ’'s denunciations of the rich and his gl°rl 2k
of the poor? They rope in the shekels and take tn

Here is a preacher of “ the Word”—the Rev. Charles  d)t

way, of Darwen—who dies worth ,;'106,089. He

even trouble at death to distribute amongst the P® juck
treasures he has laid up during life, which treasures I 1
his stipend for preaching the Gospel of Jesus. Itsc
have occurred to him, in making his will, that he sho,{Shs
something “ religious.” So he affects humility, anda ~
wife and daughter not to go into mourning for him- g
pretty certain that the poor wouldn’'t. However, hel! zardie
to Jesus, and there is an eternity before him and thel  «d
in which they can discuss the whole question leisure >
we hope, without too much bickering.

Poor Church Review ! After making itself ridicu (,'.g
years in the interests of the Ritualistic party, it1S mtia*af
carded. It seems to have gone wrong on transubsta" j|o
—a pretty long word to die on. A member of the U
the English Church Union writes that “ the Churchy -j"t,
has for some time done the Church cause no good- .e&(d
of course, might be said with equal truth of a nU
other Church papers. Anyhow, another journal h d te
appointed as the official organ of the E.C. H-, a
Church Review is now left to weep in isolation.

There are, at any rate in the Methodist New [J%r\llzecfad

people who can see the reaf bearingofscience on

A ministers’ meeting at Leeds has been discussing $ ©
tion and its Relation to Religious Thought.” The) .~ l»
have been specially knocked over “the Fall.. Uat d j
enough, they found it impossible to reconcile t dle
headed fable with scientific fact.  Still, they stuck It
story. The doctrine of the Fall was propound6’\¢eP
Methodist Conference in 1744. It was made P the (
then. Nobody doubted it in 1744, and why should gpee
nection be led away by Darwin, Wallace, Huxley>

or anybody else now ?

al

The ministers criticised attempted Fegenciliaty
declared them *“ unsatisfactory.” The bearing of _»l
on redemption and regeneration was shown. 0°e,4
said he was content to preach the doctrine of P&II* %«
mind the evolutionists. The Rev. J. S. Banks hel«
was necessary to the doctrine of the Fall that nl3",0lutbE!;
have been complete in all his faculties, while @ «gde€.
declared that he was not complete. “ We could
said another speaker, “ to set aside key passages
such as we met with in Paul’s writings in
hypothesis which needed much more proof or
before it could be accepted with onalty to i
is zta\rtell'l &m;E to eeri\i,av’ é@?%ﬁlg
this. The “key passages” of scrlptures are o que"
evolution, buft the bulk of believers haven’t tn
admit it.

ot-

il

_____ g'tOE’
The mission of Socrates, described by Sir JOS|IUN>/ii

his recently-issued addresses on Educationa
Methods, is very much the same as that of the j
of to-day; “ The difficulties with which Socrates
fronted exist more or less in all ages of the W°r fMs. j
around him men who had never harbored
because they had never examined, who held
the more angrily because those convictions har <« OPojfib
verified....... He chose for the objects of his 3nSjghti
without knowledge, acquiescence without 1
without meaning, and dogmas without proof-
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hshing Company, Limited, where all orders and com-
plications should be addressed.

Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

Park 5~ ' Ay '5 at !> Clerkenwell Green;
Rethought Demonstrations.

at 7, Regent’s

To Correspondents.
p —1
‘veil OrLHS Watts's Engagements.—July 15, at 11, Clerken-

lions »f n > At 7, Regent’s Park : Freethou@j‘lt Demonstra-
Him Ieé%ﬂﬁs for Mr. Watts should be sent to

stant?.4Carminia-road, Bal If a reply is required,
7 a*pe 5{3 addressed 6n r\%I@pe madt ke eme'%s%é. a
In anv ~ 1’ Loote will post you an answer about September 9.

lecturpc”Se’ he will be happy to give another Saturday evening
Lectur Y~ore the Sunday meetings, in the large Rotunda

succesef , a*L The previous experiment there was very
R s u*™>as you remind us. See "Sugar Plums.”
that ; iUN—Sec paragraph. Always glad to be of any service

'veath hope the South Shields friends will have fine
El,2abe r'anc*a “ good time ” on the 29th.

You ad*I— shah print your letter in our next issue, unless
greate ISu us to the contrary. We wish women did take a
enslgyérgnterpst in Ereethoyght, but thgy seem tg |gyg their
, L°nanri'j  rernaps it is, as you say, the result of early educa-
ChiiPC_ eeply instilled prejudlce
"Roths pi, ‘'vr>tes: " Mr. Porter has taken my article on
am cal] ‘UKi the Saints’ too seriously. | do not see that |
bought upgn to r(feply to hishletter. As hﬁ sayg{j the Baron
iver . .Objects of art upon their merits ; the geds and saints
t\ﬁ%”%}qﬂﬁﬁé The saints manifested the religious feeling of
nodoukj “he gods the higher culture of that period. Both were
R R used as badges of guilds and political parties.”

ovh Not finished, as you will see. We keep your letter

NrnVAARD— no”cec™ our last issue the new move of
SeeRis t Im™M~am * Liberal Education Eight.” The paragraph
? atyou® -,fVe escaped your attention. We should imagine
°r Seoul a Nooc”Nopportunity there to present the case
~ visahio™  Education.  Of course it might conceivably be
ratiilabletO vote for God rather than the Devil, or
haver than God ; but jt is best to steer dear of both

1y e doubt the Birmingham Secularists will rea  »

A" T e*Lein.—See “Sugar Plums.”

W. w 0ss*—Received. ) nn the

SCWill ho x H ~pVJtp University
B "rest sh 1% " one* Such visits to places of educational

It ratlch ni,?.  be cultivated, and we are glad to see your
direction.

,’.ote thanks for your letter. See paragraph. Mr.
N O&ShborRQ’\to Pay the establishment a visit when he is in the
hePaper8’ Thanks for the cutting. It is a bit strong for
9_550 n's:you took it from, but Freethought is spreading in all

fatter. L'tRiST.-We Rave said all we want to say on the

Resident Ke,Petition WI|| not stop misrepresentation. The
_ lust expect these pin-pricks.

EVad]!]al{l%h h HI}O bear plenty of themerom the sam% Jopurnal

thp r&e\Nhlt '"?u'ed Lord Robert’s talk about God, and Sir

°stentafe s ta*L About God, and why should we not rldlcule
alfogptui3 Piety of President Kfdger mnd hie frienide 9

game r Ctler rom politics, the follies of religionists are
We laugh at such—follies when distsieyed

._ghed"at’ and are unable to see why they should not be

w oen displayed in other parts ot'1

J not bei;
fA e n boly Iands or c-hoaen peoples.
ga ru—" ’é wish you had a better opponent. Father

he wnate for v Fnest—in manners and information. It is
>tyie °u)d settle U y°u are llot a! h>s mercy. We believe
cinde the L, your heretical hash in the good old Catholic
~CO,Vv rsto a cv, i reatest relish, and cheerfully hand over your
Y, VIE~Am, J le track.
Gii win ~~hanks f
U See th'it 10r y°ur mterestmg and encouragmg letter.

Often st‘°n as i,, i've hav<noticed it in “ Sugar Plums.” Your
nl'latteadv>sed ¢ °°hs toread shall be remembered. We have
1™tt-IVs rresP°ndents who have applied to uS on this

Ratchica!l W °ri”~ v Engl'sh Mechanic—Crescent—Two Worlds
j~fonT, Peo,i armoulb Mercury—Manchester Daily Dis-
day r ce—lLiber t Lucifer—Truthseeker (New York)—Labor

ader, ator— Boston Investigator— Humanity—Sun-
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W. P. Ball.—Thanks for your useful batch of cuttings.

Friends who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by
marking the passages to which they wish us to call attention.
T he National Secular Society’s office is at i Stationers’ Hall Court,
Ludgate Hill, E.C., where all letters should be addressed to

Miss Vance.

Lecture Notices must reach i Stationers' Hall Court, Ludgate
Hill, E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.
Letters for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to

1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate Hill, E.C.

Orders for literature should be sent to the Freethought Pub-
I|st|1||ng Company, Limited, i Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate
Hill, E.C.

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

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

Sugar Plums.

Tiie first of the new series of Sunday Freethought Demon-
strations was held on Sunday afternoon in Finsbury Park.
Mr. Schaller acted as chairman, and Mr. A. B. Moss was
the first speaker, being followed by Mr. Charles Watts, who
in turn was followed by Mr. Foote. The audience, Which
was a good one at the start, went on increasing in size, and
was a splendid assembly before Mr. Foote concluded his
address. Miss Vance and others took up a collection on
behalfof the N. S. S.  Mr. Wilson, as usual, kindly provided
the brake and pair of horses.

The second of these Demonstrations will be held this
morning (July 15) at Clerkenwell Green. The proceedings
will commence at 11 o’clock. Mr. Foote, Mr. Watts, and Mr.
Cohen will be amongst the speakers. The third Demon-
stration will take place in the eveningat 7 o’clock in Regent’s
Park, opposite Gloucester Gate, and near the Park entrance
to the Zoological Gardens. The speakers will be the same
as those at the morning meeting.

Some of the baser sort of Christian Evidencers are openly
threatening deliberate disorder on Clerkenwell Green—a fact
which will doubtless secure a strong rally of Secular “ saints ”
around the Freethought platform. For their own sakes, we
hope these fanatical followers of the meek and lowly Jesus
will keep away or lie low. The London hospitals are pretty
full already.

A letter reaches us from a correspondent in Surrey, who
was a devout Christian until about four years ago, when he
accidentally got hold of a copy of Robert Taylor’s Devil's
Pulpit. That broke the ice of his orthodoxy, and soon
afterwards he became a regular reader of the Freethinker,
thanks to which he is now a saved soul—saved, that is, from
the curse of superstition. This gentleman had never been
present at a Freethought meeting, but he travelled up to
London last Sunday to see what such-gatherings were like,
and especially to see what the speakers were like, for awful
pictures of them were presented to his former orthodox
imagination. He went to Finsbury Park and “ assisted,” as
the French say, at the Freethought Demonstration in the
afternoon. He was delighted with the speeches, and much
struck by the “refined and intelligent audience.” In the
morning he had been to hear Mr. Cohen at Ridley-road, and
was very much pleased with him, though not with the
audience. He says that Mr. Cohen’s opponent was a rank
fool, and that the “ personal abuse ” he heard from Christians

as’“ disgusting.” .

Mr. Cohen had two fine meetings in Victoria Park on
Sunday. The evening meeting was to have heard a debate,
but there was none, although there were two speakers. Mr.
Cohen’s concluding speech was loudly applauded.

The Truthseeker (New York) devotes more than two columns
to a report of the National Secular Society’s Annual Con-
ference. Our contemporary says that the President “ showed
considerable skill in handling” the matter of the resolution
about the war in South Africa.

The Labor Chronicle (Liverpool) laughs at the notion of
“ Providence.” “If the ‘Divine Power’ rather than the
genius of Roberts and the gallantry and endurance of our
troops,” it says, “ was responsible for the relief of Mafeking,
the same power was responsible for not relieving it earlier
and at a less terrible cost to our troops. It was also respon-
sible for the disasters of Magersfontein and Spion Kop. The
fact is, a British bullet will not kill a Boer unless it is shot
straight, though all the churches in the country petitioned for
victory.” Our contemporary also notes that going to church
and chapel has no appreciable influence in shortening the
hours of labor or bettering the wages of the workers.
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In spite of the efforts of the clergy, the number of School
Boards in this country increases. Twelve new Boards were
formed in England and Wales during the first half of the
present year, and nearly all of them in rural districts, where
the parsons look upon them as branch establishments of
Sheol. o

The Sheffield “ saints ” have more than once visited Tuxford
Hall, Tuxford, the seat of R. S. Wilson, Esq., who generously
allows the public to view his house, grounds, and garden,
and often acts as chaperon himself. There are many reasons
why Freethinkers should pay the place a visit. It contains a
lot of rare and valuable articles ; such as fine tapestry and
china, Lord Byron’s dining table and bedstead, King John’s

chairs from Newark Castle, and glorious pictures by
Rembrandt, Murillo, Teniers, and other masters. Mr.
Wilson is described by a Freethinker, Mr. H. B. Amos,

as “a striking personality” and a “ delightfully humorous
guide.”

Liverpool Freethinkers should note that the local N. S. S.
Branch has its annual picnic next Sunday (July 22). Brakes
will leave the Alexandra Hall, Islington-square, for Aughton,
via Ince Wood, at 2 p.m. prompt. The tickets for the drive
and tea are 3s. 6d. each, cyclists 2s. Friends intending to
join the party should send in their names by July 15 to Mr.
Hammond, 26 Sandheys-street, Kirkdale, or to Mr. Cox, !
Dove-road, Orrell-park, Walton, in order that the catering
arrangements may be carried out satisfactorily.

The South Shields Branch holds its annual picnic on
Sunday, July 29, Holywell Dene being the appointed destina-
tion. It will be necessary to make accommodation for
friends and visitors, and all who intend to join the picnic
should communicate as early as possible with the secretary,
Mr. R. Chapman, 30 Madras-street.

Mr. H. Percy Ward visits Northampton to-day (July 15).
He is billed to hold a public debate in the Market-square
with Mr. H. Quelch, editor of Justice, on the question, “ Can
Socialism Benefit the People ?” The encounter is to open at
11 in the morning, and to be resumed (both disputants
surviving) at 6.30 in the evening.

A West Ham Branch party is going to visit University
College, Gower-street, on Saturday afternoon (July 14) to
view the “ Antiquities from Excavations at Abydos.” Friends
joining the party will meet at Stratford Main Station at
2 o'clock sharp.

The Betrayal of Burton.

“What a mail was while he could stand, speak, and write, is
matter of interest and importance to those who care to know
anything about him : when he cannot, it may be assumed that he
can no longer think for himself."—A. C. Swinburne.

“Those vulgar heads that look asquint on the face of Truth.”—
Sir Thomas Browne (Religio Medici).

Priests seldom appear so disgusting as when acting
the part of holy hyamas over the dead bodies of their
opponents.  Prince Jerome Napoleon, for instance, a
well-known Freethinker, was smuggled into the great
lying Catholic Church at the last moment, when he was
unconscious. It may be pleaded in excuse that his
relations were anxious for the welfare of his “ soul” ;
but the spectacle of a Christian hyaina administering
the sacrament to the dead body of a man who had
fought against the Christian religion in the full strength
of his manhood is none the less odious.

The most low varlets of the Most High God did the
same thing with Sir Richard Burton. It was nothing
to these creatures that their grim farce would, if taken
seriously, give the lie to the dead man’s whole life. All
they cared for was that the world should understand
that this terrible infidel had submitted to Holy Mother
Church at the last. While Richard Burton was sound
and strong, his contemptuous disgust of their insane
creed was wont to exhaust the whole vocabulary of his
scorn. But when the living man was replaced by the
helpless corpse, nothing hindered these Christian body-
snatchers at their ghastly death-bed revels.

Burton had travelled too widely, and mixed with too
many men of all creeds and no creed, to regard any
religion as the sole depository of truth. Christianity
dwindled in his mind to its true proportions. It was
not the only religion, but one amongst very many.
He did not even believe in the idea of immortality.
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He thought all notions of another existence wer
simply idealised copies of the present:—

Then, if Nirwana round our life with nothingness, tis hapy
best; Jher
Thy toil and troubles, want and woe, at length have won
guerdon—Rest,
ad

Burton was indeed a Secularist in the highest
noblest sense of the term. His advice was awa¥0
practical. Uproot ignorance, avoid self-torment,
good for its own sake, and “ Abjure the Why and se
the How.” .

From these convictions, arrived at in the prime ofh
intellect, and after profound study, Richard Burton pgy\e_r
swerved. He was perfectly frank and absolutely le ,,
less. His fine poem, the Kasidah, his “ Terminal Essa)®
in his magnificent edition of the Arabian Nights, a*n s
his latest work, will satisfy any fair-minded reader 0
innate scepticism. Burton was a complete Freethm
His views were not merely anti-Christian, but v
opposed to the invertebrate eclecticism of the d%¥dsthe
looked with cynical eyes on all religions, but tow;
great lying Catholic Church he had a most positive a
sion ; and, as subsequent sad events proved, notwu
reason. It was over the dead body of this man tha
awful farce of a pretended conversion was acted, hu
died suddenly at 7 a.m., October 20, 1890. No S?lic,
did Lady Isabel Burton, who was a bigoted Catn »
peiceive her husbhand’s hfe was ih danger than she
for a priest. When he arrived, the great Freetthim
was far beyond the reach of human folly and sllhj)0
stition. This is perfectly certain. The doctor ~
attended the deceased, and Lady Burton’s maid,
agree in declaring that Sir Richard had expired “e
the priest’s arrival. This did not daunt Isabel Hur
whose love for Christ was greater than her a»e
for her husband. Hardly had the priest crosse
threshold than she flung herself at his feet and impl /St
him to administer extreme unction. The Fathera ~
demurred. There had been no profession of falt,’a(,
urged. There could be none now, for Burton was j
But Lady Burton would take no refusal. She ren,ael)g
weeping and wailing on the floor. To terminate asc™as
and to advance the interests of the Church, the ritetoOk
performed. The Great Lying Church of Rome ~
formal possession of Sir Richard Burton’s corPilefable

pretended, moreover, with sacred and insufte
insolence, to take under her august protect™ll st
“soul.” Burton’s funeral took place in the

church in Trieste, and was made the excuse 10
ecclesiastical triumph of a faith " the grea% nia® N,
always loathed. Even the disgraceful demaitat™"]
at Trieste was not sufficient. The fraudulent *u at
ceremonies were repeated in England.

Mortlake, the shaven priests intoned the Mass, »
the acolyte bearing the hated crucifix preccdV >

helpless corpse to the grave. Once more was " a
trampled under foot in a vain endeavor to <
Church over a formidable enemy. It was, ™. . to0
painful sequel to a noble death. The pity of 1

deep for tears. Otic

Sir Richard Burton was one of the most r°nl~0
figures of our time. He was one of those mea tf|0
helped to make the greatness of England, an< glid
spread the fame of our country over many a
seas. A great traveller, an unrivalled ling"U”s
splendid scholar, his life and works remaih as £i Pr@.jj fe
legacy to us. If he should ever be forgotten, H'
because his country has degenerated. His maga {¢\0
personality was woven of the soundest fibres tha  jed
the breed of one of the noblest races that ever pe
this earth. As Swinburne has so finely said t

While England sees not her old praise dim,
While still her stars through the world’s nigh
A fame outshining her Raleigh’s fame,

A light that lightens her loud sea’s rim,
Shall shine and sound as her sons proclaim
The pride that kindles at Burton’s name,

And joy shall exalt their pride to be

The same in birth if in soul the same. mS-
MimneRm

V0,

“ What do you know about Cain and Abel ?” aS'i,j

of a very new boy who, though fifteen years old, cou . 1,)*
read nor write. “ O, | knows about them, Sisterj ' jy 1
know, he gave the Lord a lamb, but Cain gave

groceries /”
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God and Evolution.

Evolution is an attractive subject, and just now a
ariety Of writers and speakers are choosing it as a theme
P°n which to display their wisdom, or lack ot 1, m
arl°’us branches of science, philosophy, religion, or
°cl’logy- Of course, Dr. Talmage must have his say
°n subject, and, under the title of “ Divine Evolu-
,on. he settles Darwin’s great doctrine at one stroice
ycalhng it “ a heathenism more than a thousand years
Fn 1 ~Ome of the learned clergy of the Churc!l o
£)and have dealt with evolution in relation to tle
achings of the Bible, and others have .viewed it in
prd to Christianity ; and at last a leading Wesleyan

§j J Ister has, made bold to deal with the subject in three
tures — e = %— .
ev. t cltle name of this Weésleyan minister is the

BermonH ocott  Lidrett> M.A.; M.IL.§.B., warden ef
*ome Sey.Settlement, and a man who bids fair to
rf President of the Wesleyan movement in the
+eWpitewe.  The utterances of such a man, therefore,
with N Iy consideration, even when we do not agree
*1  The Rev. Scott Lidgett entitled "his first
ectuf6 Qod and Evolution,” his second “ Man and
ad ¢« °n¥ and his third “ Religion and Evolution ;
Sul. 11 must be admitted that his treatment ol the
nen?Ct Was extremely able, and displayed an argu-
ntatwe power far above that of the ordinary Chris-
ty,/ C ntroversialist. It is undoubtedly an evidence ot
m .Progressive spirit of the age to find a Wesleyan
'Vniluer WE®° I's a pronounced evolutionist, for not only
Kk d no Christian minister have dared to announce

a0, k side of Darwin or evolution twenty years
fe2ard 1 ‘''le [Illustrious Darwin himself was then
heatef as the worst of heretics, and his teaching

the Cilr-witb ridicule and contempt by every section of
Char;St,an community. Indeed, although the remains
\vas Cs Darwin were buried in Westminster Abbey,
'vOuld ®rnmonly considered by Christians that his spul
EWoph Cdm’?éigﬁ'eb to teh. however, has
Sloriggj» and now the once maligned Darwin is
°tilv' tu’ and statues to his memory are ere
gJ at his birthplace at Shrewsbury Museum
LA % but also in the Natural ory Mus
ttfeuth Kensington. Most assuredly Darwin
th uiphed over his enemies, for now he 1= &
pirare (intellectuallv'l tormented.

ﬁ-kﬁti;/eﬁ us examine some of the arguments used in
uod.” "-Scott Lidgett’s first lecture on “ Evolution and
ticnin rev. gentleman states the doctrine of evolu-
fraoklva Perfectly fair and straightforward fashion, and
adnery c°nfesses that he gives it his intellestual

O 8&icg:. B wHen He proceeds tosay that his idea

°l this & *n no way Interfered with by the acceptation
*Sie " doctrine, we find sutrselves compelled to joim

hoesn n the first place, we have to observe that he
pley define what he means by God. But it is quite
"finite ab be believes in a universe that is practically
Niver' and-also in a God that either permeates the
*ase he {sNd5eannot be differentiated from it (I which

t stheu 4 Pantheist), or in an infinite God who exists
ertlls mverse—which is manifestly a contradiction in

and

>na|,5". as the Rev. Scott Lidgett says, “ the universe
&maj u s Parts is now conceived to be the result of a
°r de, j Orderly, self-continuing, and natural evolution
the uJ-6 °Pment,” at what point in the development ot
the w Verse does God come in? Did God exist before
the ‘'Verse, and, if so, where ? By most evolutionists
i,nPo~-ufrse is conceived to be eternal; indeed, it is
be8inn- 6 in thought to conceive of the wuniverse
°f Ori™ £ to be, and the word “ creation, ' in the sense
N ds ration of substance, has no meaning to the
he “t,ot scientific men. The universe is conceived to
Mill's ,6 SUni of all phenomena,” to use John Stuart
theili jv°rds, “ together with the causes which produce
~pabi nclud_i”nlg not ﬂﬂr‘ﬂ/ all that h@ilBB@ﬁ@; but aH that is
R/?F')rl,t? gé’t htiPp?ning—the unused capabilities of.matter
It chtalpnu~b a part of the idea of nature as those
H°'Vs Hotl © 6Ct" (Kss'i)’ on Nature). Man, in short,
cK-110! onl .,n™ b)ut phenomena, and these phenomena
Al Dy igffect§, but effeets and eailsR¥s in a limifleed

an infinite, regression there can be no first
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The Rev. Scott Lidgett, however, gives a new read-
ing in the light of evolution in reply to three general
arguments of the Rationalist—viz., (i) The argument
from design in nature ; (2) that the higher nature of
man, being a natural and gradual evolution, ceases to
bear witness to a supernatural source ; (3) that the
universe is the natural unfolding of phenomenal exist-
ence from an unknown and unknowable source.

Now, in reference to the first argument, he admits
that a change has taken place in recent years in the
mental point of view of the Theist. But he contends
that there is still evidence of design, only we must take
the latest phenomena as a whole, and not phenomena in
the various stages of their development, as far as we can
go backwards. We, however, submit that we have no
option but to deal with “ alleged design ” in detail, since
man has no knowledge of the universe as a whole. And
if we take design as we find it, it manifests such ugly
results in parts that it either impeaches the wisdom or
goodness or infinite power of its alleged author. The
doctrine of evolution accounts, for instance, for such
hideous growths as cancers and tumors in human beings
on purely natural grounds ; it accounts also for tape-
worms, infectious diseases, earthquakes, famines, in a
similar manner ; but, on the assumption of their design
by an intelligent and good God, they are hard to explain
away. “ The elimination of the unfit ” by the hard and
cruel law of “ the survival of the fittest” is easily explained
on the ground of natural law ; but on the hypothesis of
a beneficent and powerful Deity, who is watching over
and protecting the weak, it is altogether inexplicable.
Mr. Scott Lidgett says that those who substitute evolu-
tion for God merely personify an abstraction. But is he
not doing the same thing himself when he puts God
behind phenomena, and calls God the cause ? After
all, to the philosopher and scientist, is not God equiva-
lent to the algebraic xt Mirabaud or D'Holbach was
not far wrong when he said that a god who was not a
person was no god at all. Mr. Lidgett argues that
God is the mind or reason behind phenomena—back of
all evolution. But what does man know of mind apart
from matter ? Mind apart from matter is a pure
abstraction. In fact, we only know mind as a quality,
or combination of qualities, of organised beings. s,
then, Mr. Lidgett’s God an organised being? Has he
a brain ? Does he perceive objects external to himself?
Does he judge between two or more perceptions ? If he
does, he must be continually gaining knowledge ; in
other words, he is not omniscient—that is, he is not
all-wise from the beginning ; that is, he is not God.

In respect to the second argument Mr. Lidgett says :
“ Reason is no less wonderful, and its testimony none
the less conclusive as to its source., if it has been
naturally evolved.” No Rationalist doubts that reason
is a wonderful result; but he certainly does dispute that
man knows anything about a spiritual source, however
ardently some profess to believe in it. The reason of
the dog, the elephant, or the ape is just as wonderful as
the reason of man, notwithstanding the vast difference
in the degree of development; yet we never hear of
anyone claiming a “ spiritual source” for their intelli-
gence ; indeed, it is only since men of science have dealt
with the question of mind in animals that we have come
to see that there is no break in the development of the
reasoning faculties in animals and man, from the lowest
to the highest.

With regard to the third argument, Mr. Lidgett
does not agree with the Agnostic who says that
“ both the nature of things and the nature of our minds
preclude us from passing beyond.” It is quite obvious,
however, that the finite mind can only grasp the finite.
The patriarch Job acknowledged that man could not
by searching find out God. But what other rational
method could man adopt for finding him ? The theo-
logian practically says : “ Admit his existence, and then
all else follows.” Exactly. But that is precisely the
admission that no Atheist or Agnostic is prepared to
make ; for these know something about the evolution
of the God idea—from its primitive stages up to the
highest and best idea of the most cultivated Theist of
to-day. Therefore, when the Theist argues that “ God
is a power that lives and works in and through the
universe,” we see in this a return to the nature worship
of our early ancestors. We know also that the next
stage broughtabout*“ fetish worship,” and that, ultimately
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projecting himself behind phenomena, man pictured in
his mind the anthropomorphic God of the Bible—Yahveh.
The Rev. Scott Lidgett does not believe in any of these
conceptions of Deity, and yet, if our early ancestors
were wrong in the conceptions of God, what better
evidence has he that he is right? All conceptions of
God are purely subjective—that is, they exist only in
the mind ; and we can never know absolutely whether
there is anything in nature or outside nature—if there
is an outside—to correspond to our ideas. Curd Meslier,
in his Bon Sens, makes the clever remark that “ God is
an idea without an archetype and, after all discussion,
we find that theologians, in depicting their gods, are
describing mere “ figments of the imagination "—ideas,
in fact, which have nothing in nature to correspond to
them. Arthur B. Moss.

Correspondence.

“OBJECTIONABLE RELIGION.”
TO THE EDITOR OF

Sir,—As to the charge that | continue to talk in a
“ Pickwickian ” style, | may point out that if the secular
use of religious words were merely “ metaphorical,” as
sundry remarks of “ Chilperic” imply, this alone would lift
them far above a Pickwickian sense (which, as readers of the
commencement of Pickwick can see for themselves, is mere
self-stultification) ; for metaphor is a perfectly sincere, legiti-
mate, and often highly expressive form or figure of speech—
which can by no means be said of a “ Pickwickian sense ”
that empties words of all ascertainable meaning.

Concerning the various points at issue, it seems to me that
“ Chilperic” has often preferred to meet the less important
portions of my statements and arguments, while leaving the
more essential or crucial points untouched—as, for instance,
in the way in which he whittles down my charge of unfair-
ness to the mere difference between “ unfairness” and being
“not quite fair.” The tedious and complicated task of
establishing all such cases in detail would, however, consume
far more time than such controversy is worth. | will there-
fore endeavor to limit my reply to such observations as may
help to elucidate the fundamental question in dispute—
namely, whether the use of the word “religion” is per-
missible in a non-theological as well as in a theological or
superstitious sense.

For this purpose we need in the first place a definition of
the' word in question. But “ Chilperic ” protests that “ When
‘religion’ is defined as a system of faith and worship it
should be obvious that religions faith is referred to.” To
find out what “religion” means we have to ask what
“religious” means. We find that it means “ pertaining to
religion.” So that religion is only such faith and worship as
pertain to religion ; and as to what religion actually is we
are still left in the dark, so far as “ Chilperic’s” amended
definition is concerned. Now a definition of a word has to
define it—that is, to distinguish it from all other words. A
definition which is incomplete without the introduction of the
word to be defined is a mockery or sham, because it leaves
the meaning still undetermined. Each disputant will still
give his own meaning to the word thus left undefined.

“ Chilperic’s” distinction between “ actual worship” and
“ metaphorical worship ” similarly begs the question at issue ;
for it assumes that “ worship ” applies only to deity, whereas
the word is secular in origin and fundamental meaning. A
reference to dictionaries will at once show that “ Chilperic”
has no right to limit the use of the word “ worship ” to super-
stitious purposes. It is, | maintain, used with perfect pro-
priety and fitness in Carlyle’s work on Hero-worship, how-
ever Pickwickian a sense may be attributed to the term by
critics who fail to perceive that it has become an established
portion of the English language. Another objection is that
in cases like that of worship (which consists of feelings and
their manifestations) the distinction between metaphor and
literal reality is usually of no very material importance. One
easily perceives a very great difference between the literal
fire of the blacksmith’s forge and the metaphorical “ fire ” of
poetic genius ; but there is no such important difference
between *“ actual ” (literal) respect and a “ metaphorical ”
respect, which is so like actual respect that we call it respect
as the most suitable image or similitude. Similarly there is
little, if any, difference between “ actual” literal compliments
and “ metaphorical” compliments, or between actual reverence
and “ metaphorical ” reverence, or between actual praise and
“ metaphorical” praise, or between actual veneration or
worship or faith and “ metaphorical ” veneration or worship
or faith. If, however, “ Chilperic” is satisfied with the
validity of his own distinctions, | can suggest an excellent
modus vivendi for the two schools of Secular thought repre-
sented by himself and Mr. Gould. Let “ Chilperic” admit
the otherwise objectionably religious expressions as merely
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metaphorical—that is, as similes or images which nl° rejily
veniently represent the reality intended—just as we
accept Chilperic’s “ metaphorical” application ofthe theo fa
term “ canonised” to Freethinkers, whom lie thus tre ~
saints of the new religion of humanity which . lajov
objectionable, and just as others of his school fF]®,,,V(ﬂ:eI
themselves to use such convenient expressions as th€
of Freethought,” etc.,, though they would raise, a P g
against Mr. Gould'sdoing so. The “ religion of doing” A
seems to be at least as allowable a metaphor as the cu -jcly
tion of an Atheist by another Atheist.’” One of the '
accepted definitions of the word “ religion” is a sf clain
faith and worship.” Very well. The Positivists carl f(l45
that they have “a system of faith ” (in moral laws, "MigeS
etc.) “ and of worship” (of humanity in its highestex ~
and ideals). Then, according to the definition £M\yvenif
Comtist’'s “ Religion of Humanity ” is a religio'l- jnjis
we insert the word “ religious,” as “ Chilperic ” would  s|jp
the Positivist would of course say that his faith and " " (e
are religious, and that his religion therefore answere  »
amended definition. But “ Chilperic” may say that”~ jidi'S
Deity must be introduced. If so, pure Buddhisnu/gf,
atheistic, will be excluded from the world’s religioll? . afld
Buddhism is almost universally admitted to be a rel'f?". i(n
to count a larger number of adherents than any other r,."j0s
And we might also have to exclude such primitive
as do not rise above Shamanism (belief in omens' rQb
influences, incantations or magical rites, etc.), °r licestr
forms or stages of fetishism, nature-worship, al
worship, etc. " . ) iffficult%'o
Chambers's Encyclopcedia reminds us that “ The din,, jitf
framing a correct definition of religion is very grea*.flirt,
“ great diversity of views,” it continues, after niel Otha5
Kant's and Matthew Arnold’s definitions among. ti<f
“indicates what investigation is found to confirm w/ fig"

religion is a vast and complex thing, an inexhausti | jo
for psychological study. Almost all the view's re
have some truth in them.” . out

The subjective nature of religion has been P°'a”i,e GIP
“ Chilperic.” Speaking of the word * religion,” 1
Encyclopcediasays : “ Subjectively it expresses a state
but of what that state of mind consists there ha'eslibjed,
many explanations as there have been writers on the (tIC
As to what is the essence of religion, answers by sOl ans"eS
“ greatest thinkers ” are then given. Some of these
do not necessarily include belief in Deity. ?

tiiciu me cssciibc ut iciigiuu **  Jot00*

absolute dependence ; Fichte, faith in the moral or fied
universe ; Hegel, morality become conscious ol jjp0
universality of its concrete essence ; Comte, the w ~ ai
humanity: to which we might add Matthew Arn° rafity
Joln Stuart Mill’s.views.of religion as emotionaksed ML ot
Evidently there is conflict of opinion, and thinkers ” Otte
be in a hurry to hurl boulders at the glass house
thinkers. . aers,

Entick’s Latin Dictionary gives the English edulj emIlE.'”

the atin word religio thus: “ Religion, piety»

godliness, the worship of God, superstition, vQ@gii°?tjj

sacredness, ¢dread, doubt, or scruple, sign OEI.PJ 1
EEE R R . iat .c\

ing “ to bind,” just as our words “justice,” “jury, . yihj

etc., have been evolved from the primitive Aryan >

bind or join. The ordinarily-accepted derivation tr  "rfjj

bind (the root of our words “ obligation,” “ liganIC, jcjdd|
and the intensifying prefix re, may be correct, th°ut ay «
by various discordant authorities; and the word GbH"
have had the primary meaning of restraint or bindl *.ts nf ,
tion, as is commonly suggested. In dealing wit j
probable origin, Richardson’s Dictionary speak‘flg)eqcifgp'
‘religion ” as “ seeming emphatically to express

bond or obligation of man to man, and also the

duty of man to the gods in heathen times, and to j;ggtSi a,
Christians.” Other suggested derivations from re” e ro0 ¢;
opposite of négligeas or negligent, or from the sa t)CGr |
our “ reck,” toregard (seen in our “ reckless”), fn t)e " §
alegein, to have a care, heed, reck, would give re(\""¢oi
“religion ” the primary meaning of seriousness, ‘ thj ,t
dutiful diligence—a meaning not very dissimilar t gP ~
restraint or obligation. There is not the slightest °ced”™
from any quarter that the word “ religion ” can be

to any word meaning God or gods, and the use o

re seems to be against any such supposition. t je) U jo
original (though probably prehistoric and unreco'j inoff
ing of the word may well have been secular a yS°°»
which superstitious terrors and occult influences jj je*Q
or later have been added as enforging agencies-fc Jia)
quite possible that the non-theological refigi®jIS heStsL[t
merely be employing tHe word “ religion” m v ', o'l
which it has yet evolved, but may be rescuing VI
the superstitious corruption and bondage supenn N
the original meaning in varying degrees.

Ample evidence can be collected, if necessary,y "stel, -
in Emerson’s words, “ The progress of religion * j ala
its identity with morals.” This evolution is natu 't O
arbitrary. The very growth of the ethical ele
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nfral religions necessarily means the weakening antiie moral
abandonment of the superstitious elemen . le portion
andsociol emotion which inspires the rea y  reasonable or
°f the moral religions has, at least, a i/has worked for
arguable claim to the name under wl"c,f rustom and old
ages past, and which, from the effects frame of mind,
association, best expresses an emotionalise .../ward good
orwhich the word “ morality,” signifying expression,
induct, is felt to be too weak and ‘na?e4aa‘edear-namely,

tOne P_ractical point ought to be tolc1 > with hard
Aat pelting “ valued ” friends and fellow SecMa *~ & pjck-
Fr(_j.s-_as in falsely (as they hold) accusing feel to be
chianism (orcomical meaninglessness) w framerf

" vary opposite of a truthful” description of their)
il o feding o7 tha ndiEnnE o P

mirth » hthem- as far as possible, the victims of “ sardonic
Or Unfair » means which appear to them to savor of flippancy
ofsuch lless~-is not the best way of converting the recipients
arpi0.,s ornpHments to a school of thought and feeling which
feeli) a3UC1 methods, nor the best way of promoting good
>nthe,, ™ harmonious co-operation among fellow-workers
heart~ f'1* Secular Movement which we should all have at
\gravat ar more important than the ta$k of Provoking or
hEnipmg differencegyvistwaetwiwo sections pff the party by
Agin and If_i;?nouncing the secular use of a ward whaose
egitimate meanings and uses ;re disputed, and

eat, and

“yso nn , U1 a purely secular sense, is warmly advocated
“any h °|!1 an Atheist as John Stuart Mill, as well as by
‘fat \wh'|or<4wvrikers of various shades of opinion. | notice
Sr~NiSilperic?” is indignant that men who “ reject

“Peiiiyac be'lef in a personal deity and revelation ” do not

.eless fheir proper designation of Atheist, he, never-
\S°rousiy ,Utler defiance of the teachings which he so
SHhan At res uPon usyallows himself to call precisely
f°UL onlv 1 Ist Ua very pious religionist.” If“ Chilperic”
to hihjself °e as.charitable towards other Secularists as he is

"lll es * °Vr dispute would be at an end.
nm'ﬁ + las unity, in non-essentials_liberty, in all things
) d0ls an admirable saying, which all Freethinkers
l(?,laana '.. . t° adopt, in spite of its ecclesiastical associa-
" y  origin.

Objectio,, Secularists whom “ Chilperic ” lightly styles

“hu k »S'” rciiffion, faith, hero-worship, etc., are not
Jlbbols) 1 ' (except so far as all words are mere husks or
(I at SYA ut are invaluable kernels and pearls of great price.
flat they " Ords are solely theological in their bearing, and
TK°ciationare eniPl'ed of all their meaning when theological

.be smartS are abandoned, is mere arbitrary assumption,
‘bell assun?St. and most vigorous of observations, based on
I ‘p tothe ~tlOn’ merely beg the question at issue.

&ical wn ,fase against a purely secular use of such theo-
rise, oras as “God” and “ Christian,” “ Chilperic” is, of
> onSl, aware that Mr. Gould and | do not oppose
I borjp / ex*reme points. But there are many words on
u"°rshiD” 3?d’ sucll as “ religion,” “ piety,” “ devotion,"
M insen ! loly>" “ sacred,” etc., which have already been
v ‘nsui-i dr or ethical as well as in theological senses ;

‘ser an.cn cases, | think, an attitude of tolerance is far
g b'Cal an(Jni°re becoming than one of implacable war or
rbbt wilp -, sardonic mirth. | believe that Bacon was quite
bfiyle's“ 1 'e sP°ke of the “ natural piety ” of Atheists ; that
frtQ"i asner®Worship ” is as legitimate and unmetaphorical
of’}'.]iskJe(i:é/#Icestor-worship; that Bradlaugh was very far
v i alH )reakliag or a timid’ time-server when lie spoke

pe justifil ' ikat Ingersoll_and many other Freethinkers
mf‘}'ﬁ&ﬁ%?-ea in using various religious words which
™MaCornd would stigmatise as “Ji*~*~rnold'and John
ftuart Mmq.anii Robert Owen and Matt ie g Pickwickian

fodf,r, ought not to be regarded . t:onai Or philo-
P eSS Enavurahsm B A1

. . . . A
jhati ' " ¥ Fr?an%_P,déé#'ér%oF%sB}%‘(fdety «"«~ion rather
UChilppV”sardonjc mirth  of the mocking “ cynic.”  If
Puts forward extreme instances in support of

brf 3>@cabe"«)l 1 directed against fellow Secularists who do
S=inN'ng to oUck extremes, 1 may far more fairly retaliate by
hoiv Which i front various words at the other end of the
O "™1? “Cll- , W actually been objected to by Secularists
Bsr?@f:bSi'c uperic’s " views. Surely the cynic can find food
j . nurth- g, seeing that | prefer that our mirth,
Jally Aver the jnconsistencies or weaknesses of valued
%‘Q (we " °w-workers, should be neither cynical nor
firdDsay thm*~ *°ve men even while we laugh at them),
in ti”bléthin-1 even_the most amiable of philosophers must
shail'b sPectaclolnif I* Ny ~°r PerkaPs pathetically) ridiculous
of honeést men who earnestly insist that we

asea'e,Ice (seel] ~°wn as faithless beings utterly destitute of
of < fbyear’scontroversy in the Freethinker), and

lher , )e memo**'lteousness>to whom nothing is sacred, not
file", k'nd. jpjy °r the grave of the most lovéd or honored of
*%,. ,anco ,r .uirth ” is to decide the matter, | do not think
h VS allep.! e fun witl be oo “ Chipenic's " bide. M.
brildfnatical -ri?3L dream has shown us how we can depict
nSs, ari(j' nii-fanatic as rejecting the offer of Christian

as urging us to demolish all sacred edifices on
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the plea that the form of the churches is that of the Cross,
that the spires point heavenward, and that the most beautiful
of cathedrals, and the most convenient of Christian chapels
and meeting-houses, are so polluted with the dangerous
infection of the pious associations of the past that they are
frightful plague-spots, which can only be cleansed by whole-
sale conflagration ; and we might similarly caricature the
over-zealous anti-religionist as scrupulously rejecting, on
behalf of the nation, the broad lands and funds and other
endowments of the fading superstition. 1f we are so wickedly
inclined, we can also satirise the anti-theological Quixote as
“religiously ” starting a crusade of denunciation and protest
against other people’s use (or even against his own use as
well) of such religion-saturated expressions as “ adieu”
(= to God), “good-bye” (= God be with ye), “ Christmas”
(which must be doubly objectionable as including both
“ Christ” and the religious ceremony of the “ mass "), and
the names of the week, which all savor of idolatry.

Will it not be better to bury the hatchet and smoke the
pipe of peace, and study how to unite the forces of Secularism,
rather than to disintegrate them ? W. P. Balr.

THE WORD “ RELIGION.”
TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir,- | have followed this correspondence with great
interest, especially as the question involved has occupied my
attention for twenty years, recognising, as | did then, that
the constructive side of Freethought lacked motivity and a
noin de guerre. | only intervene now because it appears to
me that the main issue is forgotten in the latter letters, owing
to side issues absorbing attention. | take it that Mr. Gould
himself must surely now recognise the futility of Freethinkers
trying to retain the word “ religion ” in its present form to
signify that constructive ethical system which is about to
supersede the effete creed of Christendom and Mohammedan-
ism, and all the other isms bred of a preposterous spiritism
and personification of idea. One of the latest apologetic
definitions of religion is that given by Sheldon in one of his
rhodomontades. He says “it is no string of dogmas, but
just His calling us by name ” 1 So! This is throwing Jonah
overboard with a vengeance, and without even a whale to
catch him ! It is just upon such flimsy legerdemot that Chris-
tian propaganda now rests. It must be evidentthat such a term,
so elastic in signification, is repellent to the accurate thinker.
By adopting it baldly we would make the same mistake as
the theologians themselves have made, who have swallowed
the theory of evolution, and are now striving to make it
appear that the tribal and dogmatic Yahveh or Elohim,
whom they worship as God, is identical with the “ immanent
presence ” in nature, but without adducing a single thread
of proof in support of their contention, and so incurring the
ridicule of most thoughtful and intellectually honest men.

Some years ago, in a pamphlet On Faith as an Intellectual
Function, | proposed the term Eufidelity, being mainly con-
cerned to supplant the term Infidelity, which, by the malevo-
lence of “ believers ” so-called, had obtained an accretion of
odium. It did not “ catch on,” however, and so now | would
submit “ eucredism,” or the old word with the prefix eu—viz.,
eureligion. These may not be the best, but their suggestion
may lead to the evolution of the best—that is, the fittest.

R obert Park, M.D.

No Bikes Admitted.

From early morn fill dewy eve,
Scarce stopping for a meal,

Through lanes and roads the maiden sped,
Perched high upon her wheel.

At last she flew to realms above,
But there—Oh 1 sad, sad fate '—

She found a sign, “ No bikes allowed,”
A-hanging on the gate.

“Oh'! let me in, kind saint !” she cried ;
But Peter said : “ No, no;

You've brought your bike ; if you must ride,
There's a cinder path below.”

The two follow.ng items are taken from the Puritan: “ A
Mill Hill school boy, in a recent examination, gave the
following explanation of ‘the rent was made worse.” ‘In
those days coats were very gorgeous, so a man didn’t have
one of his own, but some other man made a lot and let them
out ; so then, of course, if he headed one with a new bit, lie
raised the price, and the rent was made worse.”” “ Another
Mill Hill boy being required to write a life of St. Luke, did it
thus : ‘St. Luke was an Apostal, but not an Evangel ; he
wrote a gopsal which bares his name and the book of

Genekies.'”

The most charming metempsychosis is that in which we
see ourselves live again in others.—Goethe.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.
[Notices of Lectures, etc., must reach us byfirst post on Tuesday,
and be marked "Lecture Notice," i f notsent on post-card. ]

LONDON.
The Athenaeum Hall (73 Tottenham Court-road, W.): Closed

during' the summer.

Open-air Propaganda.
Regent’'s Park (opposite Gloucester Gate): 7, Freethought

Demonstration.

Station-road (Camberwell): 11.30, A. B. Moss.
Brockwell Park: 3.13, A. B. Moss ; 6.30, C. Cohen.

Peckham Rye : 3.15, E. Pack.

Finsbury Park : 3.30, A lecture.
Victoria Park (near the Fountain): 3.15 and 6.15, R. P.

Edwards.

Battersea Park Gates: 11.30, F. A. Davies.

Clerkenvvell Green : 11, Freethought Demonstration.
Kingsland (corner of Ridley-road) : 11.30, W. J. Ramsey.
Milte End Waste: 11.30, W. Heaford; 7.15, S. E. Easton.

July 18, at 8.15, C. Cohen.

Edmonton (corner of Angel-road) : 7, W. Ramsey.
West Ham Branch (Stratford Grove): 7.30, F. A. Davies.

COUNTRY.
Birmingham Branch (in the Bull

“ Social Evolution.”

Chatham Secular Society (Qucen's-road, New Brompton):
Closed during the months of July and August.

Liverpool : Alexandra Hall, Islington-square, closed until
September 2. Outdoor lectures at the Monument, bottom of
London-road, on August 12, 19, and 26, at 7 p.m.; and on

September 2, at 3 p.m.

Sheffield Secular Society (Hall of Science, Rockingham-
strect): 3, Members’ Quarterly Meeting: 5, Tea; 7, Musical

and other Recitals, etc.

Lecturers’ Engagements.

C. Cohen, 17 Osborne-road, High-road, Leyton.—July 15, m.,
Clerkenwell Green ; a., Finsbury Park ; e, Demonstration at
Regent's Park. 18, e;, Mile End Waste.

e., Hyde Park Demonstration.

Arthur B. Moss, 44 Credon-road, London, S.E.—July 15,
m., Camberwell ; a., Brockwell Park. 22, Northampton.
Mile End ; e., Stratford. August 26, m., Mile End.

H. Percy Ward, 2 Leamington-place, George-street, Balsall
Heath, Birmingham.—July 15, Debate at Northampton.
August 19, Nortampton.

Birmingham. 29, Manchester.

F. A. Davies, 65 Lion-street, S.E.—July 15, m., Battersea;
0., Stratford. 29, m., Station-road ; a., Peckham Rye.

POSITIVISM.

“Reorganisation, without god or Kking, by the systematic

sworship of Humanity."

Information and publications on the Religion of Humanity
may be obtained free on application to the Church of

Humanity, Newcastle-on-Tyne.

22, a., Victoria Park ;
29, m., Station-road, Camber-
well ; a., Peckham Rye ; e., West Ham Demonstration.

THE FREETHINKER.

July 15, >0

Works by the late R. G. Ingersoll-

T he House of Death.
Funeral Orations and Ad-
dresses. is.

Mistakes of Mosf.s. is.

The Devil. Cd.

Superstition. 6d.

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

Shakespeare. 6d.

The Gods. 6d.

The Holy Bible. 6d.

Reply to Gladstone. With
an Introduction by G. W.
Foote. 4d.

Rome or Reason ? A Reply
to Cardinal Manning. 4b.
Crimes against Criminals.

3d-
Oration on Walt W hitman.
3d-
Oration on Voljaire. 3d.
Abraham Lincoln. 3d.
Paine the Pioneer. 2d.
Humanity's Debt to T homas
Paine. 2d.
Ernest Renan and Jesus
Christ. 2d.
Three Philanthropists. 2d.
Love the Redeemer. 2d.

W hat is Religion ? A
IS Suicide a Sin? 2i* 20
Last W ords on Suicihk.
God and the State. j
W hy am I anAgn

Part I. 2d. L<TIC?

hy am an Agnost
Part 1I. 2d. Jto
Faith and Fact. Bep.
Dr. Field. 2d. _ ir§redy
God and Man. Secon
to Dr. Field. 2d.
The Dying Creed. g(}'r,Qy.
The Limits of Tole "l
A Discussion with t f.
F. D. Coudert and Gov-
Woodford. 2d._ _ 2,
Household of Faith
Art and Morality. 2d
Do | Blaspheme? 2'

Social Salvation. 2 '
Marriage and DivoRC ¢
Skulls. 2d.

T he Great Mistake.
Live Topics. kL 16,
Myth and Miracle-
Real Blasphemy. |
Repairing tiie ldols- jdi
Christ and Mikaol* 1. [Ti.
Creeds and Spirit"

id. .o

London: The Freethought Publishing Company, t'"¥
i Siationers’ Hall Court, E.C.

A Chance for

Freethinkers.

DR. E. J. DILLON’S

Sceptics of the

Old Testamdin

> <

A few copies of this important and interesti'ng ~ (i
originally published at 7s. 6d. net, are now offered

each, or post free 3s. iod.

These copies are a

sli»

remainder ” from the fire at the publisher’s, and vedd in
soiled, but not inside. The book deserves a -
Freethinkers' libraries, and will certainly increase X" oo
in the course of time, Orders, with remittance,

sent to

The Freethought Publishing Co., Limited;
i Stationers’ Hall Court, E.C.

ARGATE.- SEA BATHING. Mrs. S. A. (widowK”, ~
thinker, i Vicarage-crescent, Margate, is de’ jt

receiving Lodgers or Boarders.

Bedroom 3s. per n®

Bed and Board from 5s. per day and upwards.

BIBLE ROMANCES

The Creation Story.
Eve and the Apple.
Cain and Abel.
Noah’s Flood.

Lot’s Wife.
The Ten Plagues.
The Wandering Jews.

By G W. FOOTE.

CONTENTS :
The Tower of Babel.

Balaam’s Ass.
God in a Box.
Jonah and the Whale.

Bible Animals.

A Virgin Mother>
The Resurrect™1,
The Crucifixion

John’s Nightmare*

THE SECOND (REVISED) EDITION COMPLETE.

160 Pages. Bound in Cloth. Price Two Shillings.
Free by Post at the Published Price.
“The neat little volume before us, which ought to be read by everyone desirous of the truth in such nlin

Foote’s style is always bright, and the topics dealt with are of a nature to awaken interest even in the dullest

Reynolds's Newspaper.

EC

THE FREETHOUGHT PUBLISHING Co., Ltd. i STATIONERS' HALL COURT, LONDON,
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THEa EVOLUTION OF CHRISTIANITY. By C. gill. 2 6
*?°ld and able Rationalist work. It was quoted by Mr. Foote during his trial for “ Blasphemy ” in the Court o.
yueen s Bench before Lord Coleridge. Postage 4d.
HE OUTCAST. By WINWOOD READE. 1 6
S~HAdiought novel by the accomplished author of the Martyrdom op Man. Windwood Reade was a
lorough-going Atheist. His great powers were recognised by Darwin. Freethinkers can read this story
with pleasure, and do a service to Freethought by lending it to their friends. Postage 3d.
SNYS TOWARDS A CRITICAL METHOD. Bylohn m. Robertson. 2 6
>1 Robertson’s admirers will be anxious to obtain this book when they hear that it contains some of his best
lg. Besides a hundred pages devoted to “ Science in Criticism, there are special essays on Mi. Howell s
Is," Mandeville's “ Fable of the Bees,” and “ The Art of Tennyson." Postage qd.
Essays ON SOCIALISM. By annie besant. 2 G
‘ilten in the first ardor of Mrs. Besant’s conversion to Socialism from Bradlaughian Radicalism. Contains essays
n " he Evolution of Society,” “ Modern Socialism,” “ Why | am a Socialist,” “ Radicalism and Socialism,” and
Ahe Socialist Movement.” Postage 2d.
V'L TaiRE. By J. M. WHEELER, 0 G
sketch of Voltaire’s Life and Works by the late Sub-editor of the Freethinker, with a commendatory Introduction
}é. V: Boote, a Portrait of the famous Heresiarch, and typical extracts from his writings. The only thing of
tie in Engllsh Published in 1894 at is. in paper covers. Postage id.
th
® PEOPLE'S DARWIN. By Dr. E. B. AVELING. 10
A plain and interesting exposition.
“SOLINE AND FALL OF THE ROMAN EMPIRE. By EDWARD GIBBON. royals,,. 7 G
of G.b%’e"}‘rno‘” Edltlopl’aqOWyogltroJfo% Ing RAyno Ien ﬁdt'gor? Wmn(‘lj fm ;%er‘fect b"ndltt?c())ﬁ ﬁrq gx’\slé)n%%
Bargain. This is a work that ought to be in every Freethmkers library, and the present edition Mould look
handsome there. Only a limited number of copies in stock.
j°Hn wilkes and william cobbett. Byrev.j.s.watson. 2 6
Two excellent biographies of two famous English politicians, wit!.engravedi poHra” «~sem ~rea b.ograp”es,
n°t mere eulogies or diffuse essays. The author Mas a verj aie -
lotorious at last by murdering his wife.
Limited,

1 N >»>("e'sfor any of the above Books must be sent direct to the Freethought Publishing Company,
Orders to the amount of£ 1 -will be sent carriage paid.

ail°ners’ Hall Court, London, E.C.
"**« be

A Pair of Trousers for Nothing,

~ HAVr ) )
Patter a”ain secured a quantity of Manufacturers

qualit-0 *en&'tys all new, all perfect, and all in the best
Wool 65- They are real Scotch Tweeds, every thread
¢ and c°nsist of all Shades in Grey, Brown, Fawn,

atq Mixtures, Checks, Diagonals, and Stripes. |
10S. them up into Trousers to Measure at
every Pep pair Carriage Paid, and | guarantee
kksine"3* t0 '3e wor™ 15S 6d. in the ordinary way of
ifany ‘ And again | make my oft-repeated offer that,
valne °jne .~ts a pair, and he is dissatisfied with the
theV  'VH return the 10s. 6d. and allow him to keep

trousers.

how to Get a Pair for Nothing.

iverv
~ends” A rson buying a Pair and showing them to

is A " llct thus securing for me six other orders for
bAck Chless iine of goods, will receive his 10s. 6d.
aad so

get

" Pair of Trousers for Nothing.

"ecM arlst

of s 45 everywheie shotld sid itor My 20 samples
0 ‘unge Suits to Measure. Whether you are

Islesl Poor, you cannot get better value in the British

"tsk
ats, Coyour wife and sisters to send for samples ot my

stumes made to measure.

2 & 4 Union-street, Bradford.

Smaller orders

acc’mpanied by postage as well as the price of the Book.

THE BEST BOOK

ON NEO-MALTHUSIANISM 1S, | BELIEVE,

TRUE MORALITY, or THE THEORYJAND PRACTICE
OF NEO-MALTHUSIANISM.

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

160 pages, -withportrait and autograph, bound in cloth, gilt lettered,
Price is., postpree.\

In order to bring the information within the reach of the poor, the
most important parts of the book are issued in a pamphlet of 112
pages at one penny, post free 2d. Copies of the pamphlet for
distribution is. a dozen post free.

The National Reformer of September 4, 1892, says: “ Mr.
Holmes’ pamphlet...... is an almost unexceptional Statement of the
Neo-Malthusian theory and practice......and throughout appeals
to moral feeling...... The special value of Mr. Holmes's service to
the Neo-Malthusian cause and to human well-being generally is
just his combination in his pamphlet of a plain statement of the
physical and moral need for family limitation with a plain account
of the means by which it can be secured, and an offer to all con-
cerned of the requisites at the lowest possible prices.”

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

Orders should be sent to the author,

j. R. HOLMES, HANNEY, WANTAGE, BERKS.

Thwaites’ Liver Pills.

The Best Family Medicine in the World. Will cure Liver,
Kidney, and all Stomach Diseases effectually.

Good for Heart Troubles and Cardiac Complaints, Female
Ailments, Anaemia, etc. is. ifd. and 2s. gd. per box. Post
free, 14 or 33 stamps. Directions with each box.

G. THWAITES, Herbalist, Stockton-on-Tees.
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CHEAP BOOKS FOR FREETHINKERS.

All New, Uncut, and in Perfect Condition, and
NOT OTHERWISE OBTAINABLE.

AT GREATLY REDUCED PRICES.

FORCE AND MATTER. By professor buchner.

This work caused an immense sensation throughout the civilised world, and gave rise to endless controversy.
Christian opponents have called it the Bible of. Materialism. Its famous author lost his professorship 10
consequence of his cold, uncompromising Atheism. The work itself is thoroughly up-to-date, and embodies
the latest conc’usions of Evolution. Postage 3d.

THE ENGLISH LIFE OF JESUS. By thomas scott.

A trenchant criticism of the Gospel records on Rationalist lines, and still the best book on the subject in
English. It is doubtful whether it was written by the late Thomas Scott, of Ramsgate, who devoted his
fortune to the printing and circulation of Freethought literature. A claim has been put in for its authorship
on behalf of the Rev. Charles Voysey. Mr. J. M. Wheeler held that it came from the pen of Sir George
Cox. It was highly praised by S. Hinds, ex-bishop of Norwich, and by Professor F. W. Newman, who
said it had " the great excellence of common sense.” Dr. Inman, the author of Ancient Faiths, declared
that “ it is impossible for a philosopher to speak too highly ” of this work ; and Dr. Davidson mentioned it
as one of the books that had for ever changed “ the old point of view.” Postage 3d.

RELIGION IN THE HEAVENS. By logan mitchell.

The sub-title of this book is " Mythology Unveiled,” and the edition is the one published by Charles Bradlaugh and
Annie Besant. It is a valuable work for the student of Religion from the Mythological and Astronomical
points of view. But being far from dry—in fact, written wiih considerable verve—it will prove very interesting
to the ordinary reader. Postage 3d.

THE DEVIL'S PULPIT. Bythe REV. ROBERT TAYLOR. 2 vols.

Contains Forty-six Astronomico-Theological Discourses. Taylor was a clergyman of the Church of England,
but, becoming an Atheist, he threw off his gown, and joined Richard Carlile in popular Freethought propagand-
ism. He was imprisoned for a year in Oakham Gaol as a “ blasphemer.” And if “ blasphemy ” is a real crime,
he amply deserved his sentence. These discourses are as witty as they are learned. They are calculated to
draw laughter, in spite of himself, from the sourest bigot. Postage 4d.

GALILEO GALILEI. By karl von gebler.
Translated from the German by Mrs. George Sturge. A very learned, careful, and honest work ot 352 pages.
Contains all information concerning the great Galileo’s prosecution and persecution by the Roman Curia as a
heretic. Invaluable to students, and interesting to serious general readers. Postage qd.

SERVETUS AND CALVIN. By Dr. r.willis.
The frontispiece is a fine Portrait with Autograph of the “ heretic ” whom Calvin hunted down to a fiery doom.
Dr. Willis's work is a standard one. . It gives a full account of the life and teaching, as well as the death, of
Servetus ; and proves Calvin's responsibility for his martyrdom up to the hilt. This is one of the books that
every sound Freethinker should have on his shelves. Postage 4d.

THE APOCRYPHAL NEW TESTAMENT.
William Hone’s edition. Contains the Gospels and Epistles which the Church threw out when it became respect-
able, and sheds an instructive light on primitive Christianity. Postage 3d.

ANCIENT MYSTERIES DESCRIBED.
William Hone’s edition. A learned and (unintentionally) amusing account of the Mystery Plays which preceded
the Modern Drama, and by means of which the people got their ideas of the Bible story. Postage 3d.

RUINS OF EMPIRES. By c. F. volney.
A justly famous book, replete with philosophy and eloquence. This edition contains a Prefatory Notice of Volney
by Charles Bradlaugh, and an engraved Chart of the Astronomical Heaven of the Ancients. Cloth. Post. 30-

THE FREETHINKERS’® TEXT-BOOK. By annie besant.
Part 11. of a work projected and nearly completed by Charles Bradlaugh and others. Mrs. Besant's portion is
complete in itself. It deals with “ Christianity : its Evidences, its Origin, its Morality, and its History.” The
most laborious and effective of Mrs. Besant’s writings. Only a few copies in stock. Postage 3d.

HEBREW AND CHRISTIAN RECORDS. Bytherev. dr. GILES. 2vols.

This work is in beautiful clean condition. It was published at 24s. Dr. Giles was a sound scholar and the editor
of a number of Classics. When he turned his attention to the Bible, he resolved to ascertain the truth and tell
it. The result was a perfect treasury of the most damaging revelations. It is safe to say that this careful and
candid work has not been superseded. Covering the whole ground in a masterly fashion, it establishes its
claim to a place in every Freethinker’s library. Dr. Giles has never been answered by the scholars of his own
Church—the Church of England. They sneer at him when they cannot ignore him. But his work remains—
strong, solid, and irrefutable. Postage 6d.

APOSTOLIC RECORDS. Bytherev.dr.giles.
Having told the truth about the Bible records, Dr. Giles did the same with regard to the early Christian writers,
from the date of tae Crucifixion to the middle of the second century. This is the fullest work on the subject by
any English writer. Postage 4d.

FOOTSTEPS OF THE PAST. BylJ. M WHEELER.

With an Introduction by G. W. Foote. This is a very valuable collection ot “ Essays on Human Evolution.” It
contains much of Mr. Wheeler’'s best work. Freethinkers, and even students of human culture, especially on
the religious side, will find it full of interesting and precious information. A book to be read, and read again,
and often referred to. Bound in cloth ; originally published at 3s. Postage 2d.
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