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Dr. Clifford and the School Board.
On Thursday next London voters will be called upon to 
select a School Board for the ensuing-three years. The 
people in whose hands the educational welfare of over 
half a million of children is to be placed will then be 
selected, and, when we bear in mind that their period of 
power covers about one-third of the child’s school life, 
the occasion is certainly not lacking in importance. 
But for the one fatal flaw in the Act of 1870, which, in 
spite of the admitted failure of the religious parties to 
adequately conduct educational affairs, yet gave them 
an altogether unjustifiable influence in the schools, the 
issue before electors would be a simple one. The whole 
discussion would resolve itself into one of educational 
aims and methods only ; and, however conflicting 
opinions might be on this subject, voters could at least 
feel that the selected candidates went to the Board with 
a single-hearted desire to promote the educational 
interests of the children, and ultimately of the nation.

In place of this desirable consummation, each of the 
principal parties on the Board is dominated by one 
motive—the desire to exclude one form of religious 
instruction by the introduction of another. Under 
whatever election cries Progressives and Moderates 
Work, this is certainly the principal object with the 
leaders of these parties. The leaders of the Moderates 
confess, in a more or less oblique manner, that their 
cry of Progressive extravagance, etc., is but a subter
fuge to secure a majority, and so introduce a form of 
religious instruction more in harmony with the teach
ings of the Church of England. And one need not read 
many of the productions of the Progressive leaders to 
See that they are using school improvement as a con- 
venient means of retaining their position, and continuing 
a religious teaching that is wholly profitable to dissent- 
lnfi Christianity. How much better the leaders of the 
Progressives would be than their opponents, if once 
fhese latter were decisively wrecked without any possi
bility of succor, is open to question. For myself, I am 
Pretty confident that the men who do not hesitate to 
^all in the assistance of the State to perpetuate old- 
ushioned Sunday laws, or to protect their religious 

beliefs from open assault, would hardly hesitate to 
Introduce their own sectarianism into the public schools 
*f they thought they could safely do so.

The electoral “ boss ”  of the London Progressives is 
-the Rev. Dr. Clifford. Necessarily he figures largely 

the machinery o f the elections, and, in a circular 
er to the press, he has recently pointed out what he 

Spnceives to be the duty of the electors on November 29. 
, !hls is, at all costs, to keep the “ priest party,”  the 

sleepless foe of popular education,”  from coming into 
Power. From my point of view, the advice is excel- 
ent, and I wish him all success in this portion of his 

Propaganda. But if Dr. Clifford means—and of this 
i*lere is little 
body of

IS

sociological abnormalities to detect any difference. All 
we are concerned with is that the schools shall be 
restricted to their legitimate function of imparting such 
secular knowledge as we are agreed upon is essential 
to the child’s welfare, and, therefore, whether the 
religious instruction be definite or indefinite, it 
equally objectionable.

All talk of “  indefinite ”  or “  unsectarian ”  Christian 
instruction is pure humbug—mere phrases that serve to 
quiet the minds of careless or timid thinkers. All 
religious teaching is definite, and all Christian teaching 
is sectarian. To give children lessons in the existence 
and goodness of God, to nourish it upon so-called pro
phecies that are afterwards utilised by the parson as 
references to Jesus, to dose it with all the supernatural
ism of the first twelve chapters of The Acts o f the 
Apostles, and call this unsectarian religious instruc
tion, is a mere play upon words. Christianity itself is 
only a sect—the most powerful one in this country, but 
a sect all the same. The plain truth is that the real 
policy of Dr. Clifford and his followers is precisely that 
of the people he is attacking—to get as much of the 
religion he believes in introduced into the schools as he 
thinks the general body of ratepayers will put up with. 
He quotes Sir John Gorst, appreciatively, to the effect 
that the Bible teaching in the Board schools is superior 
to that in the Voluntary schools. Perhaps so ; and if it 
is so, the injustice inflicted on those who do not believe 
in the Bible is so much the more pronounced. It shows, 
too, how much concern Dr. Clifford really has for the 
conscientious scruples of those who do not agree with 
him. “ Do not permit the Church of England to teach 
its principles in the schools : I do not believe in them, 
and it is an outrage on my conscience,” he shrieks ; 
“ teach only such religious formulas as /  believe in.” 
Well, Dr. Clifford, but there are many who do not 
believe with either of you. What then? “ Oh,” is the 
ready reply, “  let them b e----- . They are not Christians,

in
•ette

or no doubt—that we are to keep one 
aHoth Parsons, or parsons’ puppets, out by putting 
e0ce er *n> then it is a matter of absolute indiffer- 
aree which succeeds. If the children of this country 
instr °  • ve their young minds perverted by religious 
righfUCtlon.’ £ 'ven in a place where it has no defensible 
are to e*ist, *ben it matters little whether the teachers 
°Pal 3 1 cat’s-paw of Dissenting minister or Epis- 
°int CPr8Tman' From a broad and comprehensive 
'hey h v'ew> there is no difference between them. 
>ixtl Car ĉ erent labels, true ; but tear these off, 

iem well up, and it would puzzle any specialist in

N ° -  UOO9.

and, therefore, have no right to a conscience at all ; or, 
if they will possess one, they have no right to argue 
that its possession entitles them to any considera
tion.”

Dr. Clifford complains that the priest is anxious to 
capture the children. Very true ; but what is he after ? 
Is he not playing exactly the same gam e? Is not his 
chief complaint against the “  clerical ” party that they 
are seeking candidates for their Church in the public 
schools ? And is not Dr. Clifford, in excluding from the 
schools everything that Dissenters disagree with, and 
keeping there only what they believe in, pursuing the 
same object ? At bottom the objects of both parties 
are alike. At bottom the great issue is whether Church 
or Chapel is to utilise the schools for its own sec
tarian interests ; and in this contest all other elements 
in the educational fight are only used as so many 
strategical moves.

There can be nothing but this at issue between the 
two parties. Dr. Clifford and those with him have 
talked much of the moral value of religious beliefs. 
But the Church party are as ready to give moral in
struction, based on the Bible, as are their opponents. 
Only they desire to teach certain doctrines connected 
with the trinity, etc. Dr. Clifford asserts that their 
return to power will ruin the cause of education. 
What is it that will stand in the way of education— 
the moral teaching or the doctrine ? Dr. Clifford can 
hardly mean the former, so that, as both are agreed 
upon that, there is only the latter to quarrel about. It

' 1 — rtf *-»xro1 Ar\rrrno
IS, I repeat, entirely a question of rival dogmas—the
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dogmas of the Church or the dogmas of the Chapel ; 
and, so far as we are concerned, the sound policy 
to pursue at such an election is to support only such 
candidates as are in favor of keeping both religious 
parties outside, and of secularising the schools in the 
interests of a larger individual and national life.

Dr. Clifford observes that “  Biblical instruction was 
not introduced into the schools of the people without 
grave misgivings on the part of many advanced educa
tionalists ; but thirty years’ experience has completely 
vindicated the wisdom, the fairness, the justice, and 
the usefulness of the London plan.”  But thirty years’ 
experience has “ completely vindicated” nothing of the 
kind. Jew s, Positivists, Agnostics, Atheists, Secular
ists, and others, are emphatically not convinced of “ the 
wisdom, the fairness, the justice, and the usefulness ”  
of compelling all to pay for teaching the religious 
opinions of a section, and obstructing education by 
endless squabbles concerning religious beliefs. Even 
Dr. Clifford ought to be able to see that the bare fact of 
his frantic appeals to keep the Moderates out, on the 
ground of their desire to upset the compromise, is 
proof positive that they are not contented with the 
justice, etc., of the existing arrangement. And if they 
were content, there are others whose principles pledge 
them not only to reopen the question, but to keep 
it open until the Bible is swept out of the schools 
altogether.

All that Dr. Clifford means is that he is satisfied with 
matters as they are. Naturally. At the opening of the 
struggle for National Education the’ Dissenters stood 
for Secular Education. It seemed to them that, if the 
State taught any religion in the schools, it would 
naturally be the State religion. Sooner than allow this, 
they were willing to do without any religious teaching 
in Board schools. But when the compromise was 
effected, and the Dissenters saw that there would be 
taught in public schools a form of Christianity that was 
practically of a dissenting character, the champions of 
Disestablishment, whose cry had been “  Keep the 
State and religion apart,”  lent their heartiest support 
to this new form of State patronage. They accepted it 
as a step towards the disestablishment of a rival Church 
and the establishment of their own. The Dissenters 
gained everything and lost nothing. But of the injustice 
inflicted upon a large and growing section of the 
community by teaching religion in the schools Dr. 
Clifford says little and cares le ss : his religious interests 
are served, and it would be a historical anomaly to 
find a religious leader whose thoughts went beyond 
that.

In supporting a definite religious instruction, the 
Church party have at least been true to their professed 
principles; it is the Dissenters who have sacrificed 
every shred of principle they possessed, and, in the 
name of liberty of conscience, trampled the rights of 
the minority underfoot. The chief difference between 
Moderate and Progressive in this matter has been that, 
while one has been moderately consistent, the other has 
been progressively inconsistent and hypocritical.

Fortunately, the attention of the country is being 
directed more strenuously to the importance of perfect
ing our system of national education, and with this 
increased attention there must come a growing dislike 
to seeing one of the most important of all elections 
turning constantly upon the question of whether Church 
or Chapel is to be uppermost. And so long as the 
Bible is retained in the public schools this quarrel will 
continue, to the injury of genuine educational interests. 
It is the presence of the Bible in the schools that gives 
each party the occasion for trying to force its views on 
the minds of children. It is useless talking of fresh 
compromises, or of maintaining old ones. In this 
matter there should be, and can be, no compromise. It 
is the true function of a School Board to prepare boys 
and girls for the solid duties of life, not to act as referees 
in a series of religious fights. Let electors insist 
upon this  ̂ before all else ; let them insist upon a clean 
sweep being made of both Dissenting minister and 
Church parson, and, if they have done naught else, they 
will at least have cleared the wray for an educational 
policy that shall be equaliyjust to all, and thus promote 
the real interests of all concerned.

C. Cohen*.

Marie Corelli and Jesus Christ.—II.

Marie Corelli’s re-incarnation 
poor thing, but mine own ”— is

of Jesus Christ— “ a 
quite up to the lady 

novelists’ standard. The boy Manuel is all that is 
charming. There are frequent references to his 
beautiful figure, his beautiful face, his beautiful hair, 
his beautiful voice, and his beautiful eyes. His hair is 
curly, of course—for a straight-haired hero would never 
do, much less a bald one, like poor Julius Caesar. And 
then his eyes ! VVe all know them. The orthodox 
eyes of the heroes of cheap romance—now keen and 
piercing, like an eagle’s—then large, lustrous, and 
melting with poetic emotion. The sort of eyes you 
read about, but very seldom see.

This wonderful boy is found one night, homeless and 
friendless, by the good Cardinal Bonpre—a benevolent 
old priest, altogether too good for this w orld; which, 
by the way, he quits in an astonishing manner before 
the novel closes. The Cardinal sticks to the boy, and 
the boy sticks to the Cardinal. Nothing is able to part 
them. Even in death they are not divided. When the 
world-weary servant of God has to give up the ghost, 
he is engaged in a sort of Christian Socialist work in 
London. There is, indeed, a Socialist church in this 
metropolis—such as we may see Mr. Keir Hardie trying 
to establish if he goes on at the present rate. It is not 
a nominal church, but a real church, with altar and 
crucifix, and everything elegant. To this church 
Cardinal Bonpre is beckoned forth one night through 
the darkness and rain by the boy Manuel, who has 
afforded many strong hints of his superhuman person
ality, and is now going to treat his aged friend to a 
complete manifestation. They enter the church together. 
The Cardinal hears miraculous music, and sees a vision 
of angels standing by the “ symbol of salvation.”  The 
boy Manuel goes up to the Cross, stretches out his arms, 
and grows (to slow music) into the crucified Savio{ 
(aged thirty-three). Whereupon the worn-out 
priest drops dead—and no wonder.

The boy Manuel—Jesus Christ, to wit—works sever 
miracles, which we dare say are as authentic as tho-j® 
that were recorded by his earlier biographers, 
cures a crippled lad, with twisted spine and distort^ 
limbs, so that in a few minutes he is skipping about h» 
a lamb. He pops up in a Paris church, when ‘*n 
illegitimate son tries to shoot his priestly father, an 
diverts the bullet, so that it hits something even ■rn° r 
wooden than the heads of believers. On anotn 
occasion he apparently restores to life a young w  ' 
painter, Angela Sovrani, who has been stabbed to dea 
by her affianced lover,- Florian Varillo. Angela 
painted the picture of the century—perhaps of the aa 
—for Marie Corelli is nearly always superlative; a 
Florian is maddened by the thought that she, a 
woman, is a greater painter than he—a lordly man*

he has handy for such performances. Now we take^ 
that this is very absurd. A fellow engaged to a g ir* 
had painted a picture worth thousands of pounds 
hardly kill the fine bird that laid such golden 
He would rather pat her on the back and say 
again, my dear.”

Marie Corelli, we may remark, in passing, 
under the curious notion that men cannot

old
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clever women. “ There is nothing,”  one of her c je 
of high-born ladies says, “  that frets and i r k s  sornêiau.cs a a p , mat o'V1‘
creatures so much as to see a woman attain, D\ » .^ is  
u-ain and hand, a great position in the w ° £ .  r0veS

fantastic enough, but the novelist herself inrp
upon it. “ All men,”  she says, “ hate the womai 
is intellectually superior to themselves.”  This is, Per ‘̂ t  
a consolatory theory to the novelist, who know® 
her work is more or less despised by leading c 
These critics are men, and she is a woman, ̂  
that accounts for their depreciation ! But is n° 0r 
stuff and nonsense? Do men hate Jane Aus c 1 ^  
Elizabeth Barrett Browning, or Charlotte Hron >̂  
George Eliot ? Let a woman display real g en' 1' ’t tlic 
she will not lack appreciation. VVe should say 1 y/e 
point is rather strained in fa vo r  of women writers- ^  
could mention a few who receive from male crlticsve0 i>' 
higher praise than they deserve. Sex tells, c
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criticism. That is to say, in current criticism; but not in 
lasting  criticism. Ju st as a dead lord ranks with 
commoners, so a dead woman ranks with dead men. 
There is no sex in the grave. What work a woman has 
left will be judged by the common standard. The 
final decision is passed by the impersonal intellect.

But to return to young Manuel. His age, as far as 
we can make it out, is eleven. Miracles are as easy at 
that age as at any other. But listen to his talk ! Here 
is a sample :—

“ You are thinking of the wonderful plan of the world, 
of all the fair and glorious things God has made for 
those who love him. Of the splendor of Faith, and 
Hope, and Courage—of the soul’s divine origin and 
responsibility—and all the joy of being able to say to the 
Creator of the whole universe, ‘ Our Father !’ ”

Here
Rome

is another sample, apropos of St. Peter’s, at

Surely you know that there is nothing o f the living 
God in the vast cruelty of a place where wealth and 
ostentation vie with intolerant officialism, bigotry, and
superstition....... W hat has the Man o f Sorrows to do with
all the evil splendor of St. Peter’s ?—its bronzes, its 
marbles, its colossal statues of dead gods, its glittering 
altars, its miserable dreary immensity, its flaring gilding 
and insolent vulgarity o f cost.”

W hat talk for young eleven! W hat would he be at 
twenty-two? The world would have to suppress him 
as an intolerable nuisance. It seems to us that any boy 
of eleven who vomited up the dictionary, as Manuel 
does, should be taken in hand by his father, or perhaps 
by the family doctor. Dealt with in time, the malady 
is often curable ; neglected, it generally leads to the 
lunatic asylum. The F rench call it by a high-sounding 
name. The Americans call it “ swelled head.”

The principal persons in this novel are “ preachy.” 
They spout whenever they find an opportunity ; and 
they all spout alike. Whether it is the grand old 
Cardinal Bonpré, or the eloquent reformed Abbé Verg- 
niaud, or that miraculous orator, Gys Grandit, the j 
r  rench Christian Socialist, or that still more mira
culous orator, Aubrey Leigh, the English Christian 
Socialist, or the boy Manuel, who is no less a 
Person than Jesus Christ himself, reincarnated to make 
marie Corelli’s financial holiday ; no matter which of 
them it is, the spouting is always of the same brand.
All of them talk pure Corelli. Every one delivers a bit 

the lady’s Christian Socialist sermon. And what is 
her Christian Socialism ? It is neither Socialism nor 
Christianity—it is nothing but cheap clap-trap and 
vague sentimentality. Nobody can tell what the lady 
'v°uld be at ; probably she does not know herself. She 
Likes the “ pathetic exaggerations” of the Sermon on the 
mount, dilutes them with unlimited gush, and deluges 
" er readers with the “  weak, washy, everlasting flood.

We beg pardon for mentioning Shakespeare in this 
connection, but he could introduce a crowd of men and 
'''omen and make them all talk in character. We know 
hern> not by what is said about them, but by what they 

sJiy and do themselves. This is the art that vies with 
ifreat creative nature. But inferior writers too often 
c°me to grief when they work their puppets. It is so 
easy to describe your hero as wise and witty ; it is 
s°  hard to make him talk wisdom and wit. YVhen he 
°Pens his mouth he is apt to prove a fiasco. In the 
f ap,e way, Lie wonderful orators—they are all “  wonder- 
ul in Marie Corelli’s novel can only be accepted as 

rUch until they begin business. From that moment we 
^cognise them as the most ridiculous frauds. We 
‘cken at their insufferable tirades. They give us words, 

c 0rds> words—without a grain of substance. Their 
jfcator is unable to supply them with anything else. 
w°.r'. " ’bile Marie Corelli has a  certain capacity for 

r*ting “ taking ” fiction for pious sentimentalists, when 
I11 t0 real brains she is as shallow as a saucer.
Hor " e 'vllolc of this book there is not a definite idea,

P <1 s'<igle sentence worth remembering.
Jes 3nCy’ then> the “ cheek”  of this lady in putting 
advUS Christ—a reincarnated Jesus Christ, a second 
her’eny esus Christ—into a popular novel. With all 
Ho affected reverence, the act is sheer blasphemy, 
com Sny s!ncere Christian can tolerate it is past our 
og prehension. From the artistic point of view her 

°ce is still greater. It would take a bold writer to 
Shakespeare into a book and make him talk. I not

Landor did it, but he was a man of genius, and he had 
the sense to take Shakespeare as a  lad in the deer
stalking period. He did not assume to put words into 
the mouth of the greatest of poets at the full maturity 
of his powers. But our lady novelist is quite capable 
of doing this. Indeed, she does worse. She brings 
on God Almighty and makes him talk. Her apologists 
may say that it is a juvenile God, for Manuel is only a 
boy. But a God is a God. There is no gradation, 
because there is no development. Now the question 
would arise in a serious mind, How shall I make 
Omnipotence act ? How shall I make Omniscience 
speak ? Clearly the task is impossible. Milton essayed 
it, and he came to grief. His real hero, Satan, is 
always magnificent. The poet’s genius dilates to its 
utmost capacity in dealing with that tremendous (but 
finite) figure. His angels and demons—especially the 
demons—are splendid successes. But his God the 
Father prates and quibbles “  like a school divine,”  and 
the other persons of the Trinity are no less dismal 
failures. From the nature of the case this was inevit
able. And if the mighty Milton failed, how should 
poor Marie Corelli succeed ? Her very attempt is a 
piece of intolerable impudence. We may add that the 
boy Manuel is an unwholesome little prig. He is not a 
boy at all. Neither divine nor human, he is merely a 
walking phonograph. The lady novelist talks into him,

G. W. F oote.and he talks it out again.
(  To be concluded. )

If not Christianity, What ?

Put

T he majority of those who profess Christianity enter
tain remarkable views as to the nature and efficacy of 
their faith. They not only deny that the evils and 
defects of society are the result of their system, but 
they credit their religion with all the progress that has 
been made in modern times. It has been truly said 
that, as a  rule, a man is supposed to know himself 
better than anyone else knows him. But there are 
many important instances where other people can 
estimate a person more correctly than he can estimate 
himself. They will take a less passionate view of 
his character. They will be in a better position to com
pare him with others,and thus judge more accurately of 
his relations to, and of his comparative place in the scale 
of, humanity. As with individuals, so it is with systems 
and with generations. An age is incapable in many 
respects of properly knowing itself. It has only one 
test by which to estimate its merits and demerits. It 
cannot compare itself with future ages, which lie in the 
womb of the unknown. It can only judge of itself by 
times gone by. And as every age, even the darkest 
and most lethargic, is, in some instances, more advanced 
than its predecessor, a survey of itself is extremely apt 
to assume the form of self-gratulation.

Orthodox Christians are so possessed with this self- 
gratulation as to the supposed influence of their faith 
that they arrogate to themselves the delusion that it is 
the only force capable of regenerating society. Hence 
they repeatedly ask, “ I f  not Christianity, w hat?”  The 
interrogation is usually put thus : “  If you take away 
Christianity, what will you put in its place ?”  Now, to 
the superficial thinker no doubt this inquiry appears 
unanswerable. Upon reflection, however, it should be 
seen that it is based upon the assumption that Chris
tianity is true, and suited to remedy the evils which 
mar the happiness of the human race. But it should 
be remembered that this assumption has not been 
proved, and therefore the question is by no means a 
pertinent one. If by the “ truth”  of Christianity is 
meant that it is a system superior to all others, and that 
its origin was unique, then, instead of being true, it is 
absolutely false. It cannot be too often repeated that 
there is nothing unique in the origin and nature of the 
Christian religion, and, moreover, that its teachings 
contain nothing useful that cannot be found elsewhere. 
These facts are so evident that their foremost ex
pounders now admit that their inculcations are not 
original. It is also quite evident that Christianity is 

suited to meet the demands of modern life. The
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principal factors that have promoted human progress 
are : (1) The development of the intellect—this practi
cally rules the world ; (2) the expansion of mechanical 
genius—this provides for the ever-increasing needs of 
mankind ; (3) the extension of national commerce— 
this furnishes an opportunity for the interchange of 
ideas ; (4) a knowledge of science—this reveals the 
power and value of natural agencies ; (3) the possession 
of political and social rights—this is the best means of 
securing just government, and of realising the equity of 
societarian life ; and (6) the spread of scepticism—this 
maintains the right of mental liberty.

Now, these factors are not to be found in Christianity. 
Christ, in teaching persecution, retarded rather than 
aided intellectual freedom ; in ascribing disease to the 
possession of devils, he ignored the facts of physiology ; 
in demanding that man should give his first and principal 
attention to heaven, he caused the neglect of the duties 
of earth ; in teaching the “  divine government ” of the 
world, he made political efforts comparatively useless ; 
in extolling the virtues of poverty, he depreciated wealth, 
which, when properly used, is of an undoubted service 
to man ; and his advice to his disciples, that when they 
appeared before the “ magistrates and powers”  they 
were to take no thought how or what they should say, 
“  for the Holy Ghost shall teach you in the same hour 
what ye ought to s a y ”  (Luke xii. 1 1 ,  12), was no 
encouragement to educational training. To those who 
hold that Christianity is a secular regenerating force, we 
ask : W hat science did Christ initiate ? W hat hospitals 
did he establish ? W hat libraries did he institute ? 
W hat societies for social reform did he organise ? 
W hat association did he form to obtain the domestic 
rights of women, the political equity of man, and the 
kind treatment of the lower animals? W hat move
ment did he originate to relieve the world of the pangs 
of poverty and the curse of slavery ? Finally, what 
principles did he lay down to inspire within man the 
spirit of self-help and of self-reliance, which are the basis 
of all personal and general improvements ? Is it not the 
fact that reforms connected with all the above subjects 
have been won since the alleged death of Christ ?

While, therefore, answering the question, “ If not 
Christianity, w hat?”  it is necessary to bear in mind 
the above facts as to the non-value of Christianity as 
a practical factor in modern progress. If it is destitute 
of the required remedial power to cure the evils and 
wrongs which abound on every hand, the sooner that 
fact is known the better ; and even if we have nothing 
to replace it, the world will lose nothing by its removal. 
The fact is, error must be destroyed before truth can 
take its place. It would be useless to sow grain in a 
field covered with thistles and weeds. Any proficient 
cultivator of the soil knows that he would be wasting 
his time in such an operation. His first work would be 
to clear the ground of all useless and injurious material, 
and then to prepare it for the reception of the new 
seed. So it is with the human mind ; while it is crowded 
with foolish and erroneous notions it will be impossible 
to invest it with correct conceptions of things. Besides, 
those who are the victims of traditional error have no 
desire, so long as they believe it to be true, to get rid 
of it. Hence, the necessity for destroying whatever 
prevents the recognition and acceptance of that which 
is true. The Christian who believes in the alleged truth 
and consolation of his faith does not want anything in 
its place. He is quite satisfied that that which he has 
been taught is the right thing. Those who adopt their 
religion in the ordinary manner, without inquiry, feel 
no need of change. They may believe the most palpable 
erro r; yet, if they feel it to be true, it appears to them 
a verity. Until, therefore, the fallacy of their opinions 
is made clear to them, there will be but little hope of 
their seeing “  the error of their w ays.”  People do not, 
as a rule, go to the exchange mart to do business if 
they are already satisfied with what they have. Those 
only patronise such places who require something 
different from what they possess. Hence the question, 
when asked by a contented believer, “  What will you give 
me in the place of my religion?” is an idle one, and is often 
put to avoid the discussions of the merits or demerits 
of the religion itself. Of course, it is a personal matter 
whether one will discuss the subject or not, but it is an 
indisputable fact that he who knows only one side of 
a question is less capable of judging upon which side

lies the truth than the man who has examined all that 
can be said on both sides.

It is quite true that there may be many aspects of 
probable truths, and it is only by comparison that a 
sensible and defensible conclusion can be arrived at. A 
person may change from one religion to another as 
easily as he can change his style of dress, but a change 
from Christianity to Secularism involves a process of 
thought, an investigation of evidence, an inquiry into 
the basis of authority, and into the validity of the con
clusions of reason. This may be the study of months 
or years, for sound conclusions cannot be hastily reached. 
Moreover, any well-grounded opinion must be the result 
of the study of the inquirer himself, just as the acquire
ment of knowledge is the result of the student’s own 
efforts, and not of those of the teacher, who is only an 
aid in intellectual pursuits. We have no confidence in 
so-called conversions when suddenly brought about. 
Such changes are generally the result of emotional 
supremacy unaided by the dictates of reason. A great 
drawback of Christianity is that most of its adherents 
have been secured either through unquestioned accep
tance of opinions submitted to them or through an 
appeal to their fears about a future existence. Secu
larism, on the contrary, has no such objectionable 
methods. Its appeal is to reason, not emotion ; to facts, 
not fears ; and to argument, not blind faith.

The question still remains, “  If not Christianity) 
what ?”  The answer shall be given in my article 
next week. C harles W atts.

The Listless Lord.

Through untold asons vast 
She [Nature] let him lurk and cower ;

’Twould seem he climbed at last 
In mere fortuitous hour,

Child of a thousand chances 'neath the indifferent sky.
—W illia m  Watson .

A notable article appears in the Christian W orld from 
the pen of “ J .B . ”  It is headed “ The Divine Indiffer' 
ence.”  If it stopped at that heading, it would probably 
be all right, for all the facts of nature seem to point to 
the conclusion which these words express. But tn 
writer evidently means the heading to be a question) 
and he deals with it in that sense, to the extent of tvvo 
columns of the C. W. But he does not remove the 
impression created by the words with which he starts- 
On the contrary, after considering all that he has 
say, one is still inclined to think that the “  Div*a 
indifference ”  is a fact, if we go so far as to admit t 
existence o f any Divine being at all.

The writer in the C. W. acknowledges that there a^ 
“ times in history when a mortal chill seems to fall up 
the human soul. A deadly suspicion spreads abro 
that man is, after all, in a universe that is deaf a° 
dumb to his prayer.”  v

That “ deadly suspicion” exists in the minds of 
thoughtful persons, who are very much disposed ^  
think that it is even more than a suspicion. ** t0 
regards the facts of life as they are, it seems difficu  ̂
resist the conclusion that the universe is deaf and u 
to prayer. The ordinary newspaper press suPPj1;ch 
almost every week, a multitude of instances 'v 
distinctly negative any idea that prayer, in itself aI1 jfe_ 
its results, is more than the mere expression of a le -lte 
It has no potency in the sense of eliciting a de ^  
response—no ultimate result which may be 
traceable to a spiritual reply to a human suppKuado 

“ Men argue that our moral code is provincial * 
next assertion of the C. W. contributor. “  Its wr* > ^  .g 
says, “  does not run beyond given boundaries. 
valid for certain spheres of human conduct.”  Bu ^ | e  
far does this carry, as related to the immeasU ^  
realm outside? He admits that “ Nature aPPefgsale> 
know nothing of our morality. She slays . g(:jon- 
and in her slaying takes no heed of ethical disti 
When the ship goes down, or the earthquak . 5̂ 
the city, the pious and prayerful are swept awa) Jpg0ple 
remorselessly as the murderer and the thief. heart 
living sheltered lives may dream of love as at 1 . ntic> 
of things; but the man on a raft in the pitiless A ^  tj,e 
or staggering, lost and hopeless, to his deatn
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Australian bush, finds no suggestion of this friend
liness.”

There are still stronger considerations which indis
pose people to “ trust in the Lord.” Their life’s 
experience is probably quite convincing that either the 
Lord does not exist, or that he is listless, languid, and 
inactive. According to the C. W., the earthquake at 
Lisbon made multitudes of people Atheists—as well, 
indeed, it m ight: “  We should not wonder if the survi
vors of the recent tidal wave at Galveston found their 
faith as well as their property submerged. At such 
times men echo Carlyle’s outburst, ‘ God sits in heaven 
and does nothing!’ And history often staggers us as 
much as nature. We picture to ourselves what happens 
in a single twenty-four hours on this planet—hideous 
massacres in China, the kidnapping of slaves in Central 
Africa, the brutal orgies repeated every night in the 
great cities, with their engulfments of virtue—these 
things happen, and there seems no outside response, no 
faintest sign that any moral sensitiveness beyond our 
own has thereby been touched.”

What does this supposed evidence about “ Divine 
indifference ” amount to ? asks the Rev. J .  Brierley. 
He argues that, looked at narrowly, it resolves itself 
into a series of surface appearances of really no weight 
as against the other side. But is this so ? He appears 
to think that, if we grumble because the good man as 
well as the evil perishes in a shipwreck or falls from a 
precipice, we are simply impeaching the results of 
Nature’s laws. No rational person would impeach 
Nature’s laws. It is because it is pretended that there 
is a Providence behind them, and a Providence who 
invites and listens to prayer, and responds, that we 
offer objection—not to Nature’s laws, but to priestly 
false pretences.

This Christian W orld writer would have us hold our 
tongues about the physical evils he enumerates. The 
reason he assigns for them is the uniformity of natural 
law. But that excludes Providence and disposes of 
prayer. The C. W. contributor continues in the same 
line of argument, observing that what to the modern 
conscience is, perhaps, the greatest stumbling block, is 
What seems to be the Divine indifference to man’s moral 
and religious aspirations : “  Earnest men watch with 
dismay the immoralities around them, the orgies of lust 
and crime, the prosperity of villains, the grinding of the 
Poor, and in their struggle against it they seem to get 
ao help. They read of earlier revelations and inter
positions, but the events of to-day appear to carry ‘ no 
revelation, except that nobody cares.’ At times the 
dumb silence of that outside universe to which we turn 
our eyes seems almost maddening.”

Yes, says “  J .B . , ”  this may seem a ground to complain 
° f  the Divine indifference, but it is not a real ground. 
^Vell, all it is possible for a plain person to say is that 
he follows what seems to be the dictates of common 
Sense, founded on his personal observation and ex
perience. Certainly he is not at all inclined to accept 
Paradoxical explanations such as those presented in the 
article referred to.

Everything points to the conclusion that the Lord is 
deaf, listless, indifferent to human wants, complaints, 
aPpeals—so completely that religious advocates and 
c°ntroversialists insisting on the doctrines of Providence 
and prayer are likely to achieve no purpose than that of 
driving- rational persons into Atheism.

F r a n c is  N e a l e .

A Handful of Epitaphs.
I fruitless mourn to him that cannot hear,

And weep the more because I weep in vain. —Gray.
Death, not armed with any dart, 

p  But crowned with poppies. —Ju lia n  Fane.

thei^1 /* 16 ear*'est times men have sought to express 
epitr J°ves and joys, their sorrows and hatreds, in 
SeDuI k S anc* eP'gTrams> and to inscribe them on 
of tL . a * urns, tablets, or gravestones, as memorials 
insc .ei  ̂ pleasure or their pain. It is certain that 
extr-i*,tl° ns on remarkable, and to commemorate 
bef0 0rd*nary, events, were in use many centuries 
of t^e *he alleged birth of the mythical Christ. One 

e most ancient epitaphs is that which Assyria’s

last king, Sardanapalus, about 876 b . c ., ordered to be 
engraved on his tomb, which was to be seen at Anchiale 
five centuries later :—

“ Sardanapalus built Anchiale and Tarsus in one day. 
Go, passenger, eat, drink, and rejoice, for the rest is 
nothing.”

It is, however, among the Greeks that we find 
epitaphs properly so-called ; and these, in many 
instances, of a very high excellence. Among the 
most famous is the inscription by Simonides for the 
heroes of Thermopylae :—

“  Stranger, tell the Lacedemonians that we lie here, in 
obedience to their commands.”

The propensity for writing punning epitaphs existed 
at a very early period. The inscription on the tomb
stone of Pausanias, the Greek physician, contains a 
pun on his name. The first two lines have thus been 
translated :—

Pausanias, not so named without a cause,
Who oft to pain has given a pause.

The Romans do not appear to have indulged much in 
epitaphs of this description. They preferred a more 
serious note. Who ever wearies of Martial’s Erotion 
—so prettily Englished by Leigh Hunt?—

Underneath this greedy stone 
Lies little sweet Erotion,
Whom the Fates, with hearts as cold,
Nipped away at six years old.
Those, whoever thou may'st be,
That hast this small field after me,
Let the yearly rites be paid 
To her little slender shade,
So shall no disease or jar 
Hurt thy house or chill thy Lar,
But this tomb be here alone 
The only melancholy stone.

In England, during the seventeenth and eighteenth 
centuries, tombs seem to have been thought the proper 
place, not only for puns, but for anagrams, acrostics, 
chronograms, Irish bulls, and similar curiosities. Many 
of them seem to have been written as if meant solely to 
excite ridicule and laughter. For example :—

On a Man named F ish .
Worms bait for Fish ; but here’s a sudden change,
Fish’s bait for worms—is not that passing strange ?

On Mr s . D eath .
Here lies Death’s wife ; when this way next you tread 
Be not surprised should Death himself be dead.

On A rchbisho p  P o tter , ob., 1747.
Alack, and well-a-day.
Potter himself is turned to clay !

On R. B utton , in a  C hurchyard  n ear  S a l isb u r y .
Oh ! sun, moon, stars, and ye celestial poles !
Are graves, then, dwindled into Button holes ?

On J ohn P en n y .
Reader ! of Cash, if thou’rt in want of any,
Dig four feet deep, and thou shalt find a penny.

The complimentary epitaph seldom pleases. To lie 
like a tombstone has become a proverb. Pope’s famous 
epitaph on Newton,

Nature and Nature's law's lay hid in night;
God said, Let Newton be ! and all was light,

is a typical example. It is hyperbolical, and entirely 
out of character with the man it was intended to honor.

The tender and emotional epitaphs have a tendency 
to become either insipid or silly. But Herrick has 
shown us how to rival M artial:—

U pon a  C hild  th at  D ied .
Here she lies a pretty bud,
Lately made of flesh and blood ;
Who, as soon fell fast asleep,
As her little eyes did peep.
Give her strewings, but not stir 
The earth that lightly covers her.

Ben Jonson’s beautiful epitaph on a child begin
ning—

Weep with me all you that read 
This little story;
And know for whom the tear you shed 
Death’s self is sorry,

is fine poetry; but it is not Death as known by mourners.
The tendency of the present day seems to be to do 

away with epitaphs, and merely inscribe on the grave 
the name and age of the deceased, with the addition of 
a tag from the Bible, or a verse from a hymn, which 
may or may not be poetry. But, apart from the con
ventional texts, the note of Christianity is seldom struck
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in these inscriptions. There is a deep-rooted Secularism 
in people which is for ever bubbling up and asserting 
itself in the most unexpected ways. That there are so 
few inscriptions, other than religious, is to be attributed 
to the prejudice of the clergy, who object strongly 
to anything that clashes with their own views. Literary 
inscriptions are rare. We noticed a tombstone in 
Nunhead Cemetery with the dying words of Hamlet, 
“  The rest is silence,”  and a gravestone in Lee Cemetery 
with an entire poem by Longfellow. Personal inscrip
tions are to be found scattered up and down our church
yards and cemeteries. On a tombstone in Norwood 
Cemetery one reads, “  Poor Old Granny.”

Byron mentions two touching epitaphs which he saw 
at F e rra ra : M artin i L u ig i im plora pace and Lucrecia 
P ic in i implora eterna quieta. Small wonder they struck 
a responsive chord in the world-worn heart of our 
English Catullus.

Keats desired that on his grave should be written :— 
Here lies one whose name was writ in water.

W ater ! Say rather in fire. In place of Keats’s modest 
epitaph we have that glorious elegy written by his 
greater contemporary, Shelley, that perfect poem Adonais, 
perhaps the finest elegiac poem in the English language, 
not even excepting Milton’s Lycidas. Nor will it be 
forgotten how, a few years afterwards, in the same 
burying ground was placed another stone, recording that 
below rested the passionate heart of Percy Bysshe Shelley.

Shakespeare’s lines on the dead Duncan are a model 
of simplicity and elegance :—

Duncan is in his grave ;
A fter life ’s fitfu l fe v er he sleeps w ell;
Treason has done his w orst: nor steel, nor prison,
Malice domestic, foreign levy, nothing,
Can touch him further.

Catullus has written one of the finest epitaphs. It is 
in every way admirable. The lines are in memory of 
his brother:—

O’er many a realm, o’er many an ocean tost,
I come, my brother, to salute thy ghost 1 
Thus on thy tomb sad honor to bestow,
And vainly call the silent dust below.
Thou, too, art gone ! Yes, thee I must resign,
My more than brother—ah ! no longer mine,
The funeral rites to ancient Romans paid,
Duly I pay to thy lamented shade.
Take them—these tears their heart-felt homage te ll; 
And now—all hail for ever, and farewell!

To such a voice the poetic ear still listens, and will 
listen ever, in preference to more religious harmonies. 
The fancy recognises in the splendid poetry of this old- 
world Secularist a symbol of the old Romans, whose 
splendid physical organisation and perfect ideals made 
them, indeed, “ Masters of the W orld.”

M im n e r m u s .

B rotherly Love in C hristian Scotland.
A Scotland without its U. P. and its Free Kirks is a changed 

land altogether. Very beautiful and comforting at first 
sight is that union consummated at Edinburgh recently of 
the Free and United Presbyterian Churches. It would take 
many columns of print to explain the origin of these bodies, 
and the result would not be satisfactory in itself, or salutary 
as a lesson in Church governance. But the fact that they did 
exist, and were inimical, was 'writ large in Scottish life. The 
U. P. and the Free Kirk ministers would not exchange 
pulpits. Either would preach in the Established Kirk, but 
not for each other. Their jealousies and rivalries in little 
towns and villages formed the staple of the local gossip. At 
the curling or the bowling the Free Kirk and the U. P. 
ministers stood aloof, and would rather play against each 
other than on the same side. At the gowff it was the same. 
The caddies partook in the rivalry. “ Dod,”  said the Free 
Kirk caddie, as the minister’s put, badly hit, managed some
how to reach the hole, “  that was a real U. P. shot, that yin 1” 
Their wives would not speak; their families passed by on 
opposite sides ; they never dealt with the same baker ordrank 
the same whisky. And is this for ever gone—gone in the 
name of peace ? What is peace when fifty years of national 
humor is tumbling about one’s ears ? It this goes on much 
longer, we shall soon see but one creed in Scotland, one Kirk, 
and one deity. Each body had its own deity in the old days 
—a deity whose denominational attributes they defined every 
Sunday in long prayers and longer sermons, lest he should 
forget, and attach himself to another body. “ Send rain, O 
Lord, send rain,” prayed the U. P. elder; “ an’ if ye could 
send it afore John Cameron gets the roof on his byre it wad 
remind him o’ his backslidin’.” For John Cameron had gone 
over to the Free Kirk, tempted by a fee to ring the bell and 
sweep the pulpit.—The Outlook. '

Acid Drops.
A f t e r  displaying his “  want of administrative capacity,” as 
Lord Roberts called it, at Spion Kop, Sir Charles Warren 
has returned to England, where he will always be known as 
the hero of “ Bloody Sunday.” When he is elevated to the 
peerage he should take the title of the Duke of Trafalgar 
Square. Meanwhile he is at his pious old tricks. If he 
could not beat the Boers, he can at least serve the Lord. 
Some people think that is all he is fit for. He might have 
made a passable clergyman. At any rate, he is great at 
religious meetings. The other night he presided at a 
gathering of the Society for the Propagation of the Gospel, 
and told the audience—or congregation, or whatever it was 
—of the glories and beauties of fighting. And the good 
Christians listened and applauded. After which they went 
home, and, before lying down to sleep, offered up their 
prayers to the Prince of Peace.

Lord Rosebery' is amongst the prophets. In his Rectorial 
address at Glasgow he brought the “ divine finger,” nails and 
all, into his peroration. Is this the result of his studying 
Cromwell? Or is it the result of his studying Napoleon? 
Perhaps he has laid to heart the lessons of Mr. Gladstone’s 
life, and has come to the conclusion that a reputation for 
piety is indispensable to a Liberal leader. That might 
account for the “ divine finger” as well as the sale of his 
lordship’s racehorses.

Mr. John Burns has been singing (to an interviewer) the 
praises of Puritanism. When we are engaged in a death- 
wrestle with a powerful enemy, or a combination of powerful 
enemies, it is the Puritans, in Mr. Burns’s opinion, who will 
have to save England. Only the Ironsides, he says, will be 
able to do it. “ Honest John” forgets that the Cavaliers 
fought just as well as the Puritans. What they lacked was 
a leader of genius like Cromwell, and the Cromwellian 
organisation and discipline. The Puritans made no par
ticular headway as Puritans. . They were routed again and 
again until Cromwell’s mind and hand, backed up by 
adequate resources, shaped them into an invincible army- 
We refer to this simply because we don’t like to see Mr. 
Burns playing so much into the hands of the political Non" 
conformists. ___

Mr. Graham Wallas and the Rev. Stewart D. Headlam 
must surely wince at the praise showered upon them 
publicly by the Rev. Dr. John Clifford. It was so good ot 
them to “ stick to the Compromise ”—that is, to stick t° 
what Lord Salisbury well called Nonconformist Religion 10 
the Board Schools. Mr. Headlam is a Churchman, and Mr' 
Graham Wallas is reputed to be an Atheist. No w'onder Dr- 
Clifford is proud of their support. But how the “ Pr?' 
gressive” Pope must chuckle to himself, and perhaps h‘s 
Dissenting “ pals,” in his own sanctum !

South Wales has suffered a terrible shock. Lots of th® 
natives hardly know whether they are on their heads or th«-1 
heels. The Rev. E. Treharne-Jones, curate of Treherber , 
has turned Secularist, and publicly recanted Christian1,)• 
This gentleman is a native of Merionethshire. Born in Ici ” 
he is still comparatively young. He was educated at ’ 
Bee’s College, Cumberland, and was ordained in the dioceS 
of Norwich. According to the Rhondda Leader, which int® 
viewed him, his doubts were first aroused by the hypocrisy « 
witnessed in all Christian denominations. Then he began ^  
give up doctrine after doctrine, until at last he was co 
strained to say that he “ believed in nothing outside ^  
working of the ordinary laws of nature.” Like a man, 
engaged the Public Hall, Treherbert, for Sunday eYerUs0’ 
and lectured on “ Christianity a Myth.” Before doing' ’
he inserted the following letter in the Rhondda Leaatj, •
“ Sir,—A short time ago ‘ Secularist ’ advised your reader . 
pull for the shore of Secularism. This, of course, c .o0 
forth a number of so-called replies. I followed thediscu 
with interest, as I have done others before, to see if anL.jsej  
reason was advanced whereby the truth of that f°ss l. it 
creed called Christianity could be established. ^ s . usUneof 
was all in vain. Since that time I have ceased to be o 
the paid defenders of that self-same creed, and am j0(j, 
give unto others the honest convictions of my ownriUiga' 
Being the paid servant of an organisation for the pr°> 
tion of the views and opinions of men who lived . ¡cfj 
centuries ago, I could only speak the hackneye d lesson *  ^  
had been put in my mouth. 1 have now been emat\ erevef 
from that slavery, and my mind is free to wander w  ̂ I 
my reason, observation, and experience may ¡ead uf 
would feel thankful if you could allow me a little JafJd 
valuable space to re-echo the sentiments of Secular‘ 
to advise Christians to take off the bandage ?L irh e*rts}’ 
from their eyes, drive the phantoms of fear from thei ^  0t 
and push from the throne of their brain the cowIea u|j 3°? 
superstition. Then to read their Bibles_ as they .̂ ¡„eO 
other book, and sec how many of the Jewish fables c
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therein they are able to believe. I shall be at the Town Hall> 
Trcherbert, on Sunday night, to point out a  few of the 
impossible and incredible passages contained in that book 
that we have been taught to be above all doubt and criticism. 
Should any of the paid defenders of this antiquated creed 
desire to meet me in a  public and friendly discussion of this 
question, I shall be very happy to make arrangements with 
them.—Thanking you in anticipation, I am, etc.”

It is evident from this letter that Mr. Treharne-Jones has 
been reading Ingersoll. It is also evident, from what he 
told his interviewer, that he has begun to feel the force of 
Christian bigotry. “  I know ,”  he said, “  I shall be subjected 
to tremendous persecution. The forces of the Church 
organisation will be brought very strongly to bear against 
me. I have already had to change my lodgings at almost a 
moment’s notice.”

M r. Treharne-Jones delivered his lecture on “ Christianity 
a Myth ”  on Sunday evening. The spacious hall was nearly 
filled with a mixed audience o f Freethinkers and Christians. 
A correspondent informs us that the ex-reverend gentleman 
gave “ a  most powerful and elaborate address.”  He is_ no 
compromiser. He has made a clean sweep of his old faith, 
and is now a full-fledged Secularist. At the close a vote of 
thanks was proposed to the lecturer. An orthodox bigot 
opposed, but the vote was carried by an overwhelming 
majority. Several questions were asked and satisfactorily 
answered. We expect to give a report of Mr. Treharne- 
Jones’s lecture next week.

The Church Gazette has been discussing in a  leader “  The 
Mind o f the English Cleric.”  The subject, though not a 
great one, is open to searching comment. The C. G . says :
* It is asserted, and, we believe, fairly well made good, that, 

taking things on the whole, and not counting exceptions, the 
general tendency of clerical sentiment and opinion has been 
m one direction, while that o f the bulk o f the Church laity has 
been in quite another, which, if  not precisely opposite, is at 
any rate in a totally different direction. Put briefly, it comes 
to this—that the priests are all going one way, and their 
People are all going the other w ay .”

“ No church,”  says the C. G ., “ can do without its laity, 
and even with a  laity that is cool and alienated any and 
every church must speedily come to nothing.”  It goes on 

describe the difference between the parson of a hundred 
fears ago and the cleric o f to-day. The “ old-world parson- 
smp,”  it says, “  has gone away, perhaps never to be seen 
again. In place of it we have a specialised type of cleric 
" ith  its special views and interests, and one, too, which does 
a°t seem to understand the thoughts of the people it under
takes to direct. This is, perhaps, somewhere about where 

are ju st now.”  ____

. “ What trouble,”  says Dean Pigou, “ my surname has 
£ ‘.ven, as it is !—Pigue, Peikew, Bigout, Peggue, Pigout, 
to g o u , p ;CU6( Pigoe, Puegou (very ingenious), Pico. In 
Schooldays it gave no trouble. ‘ Ou ’ was considered super- 
“ Uous by my schoolfellows. It says much for the authorities 
p' the Post Office that a  telegram addressed to the ‘ Rev.^Mr.
, uggie ’ eventually reached me. I was introduced in a 
rawing-room in Belgrave-square as the ‘ Rev. Mr. P ickles.’ 
n vain did I endeavor to impress on Jeam es Plush that my 

< p?to was Pigou. He recklessly abandoned him self to 
.tockles.’ It must have been he who announced the arch- 
juac°n  and his wife as ‘ the Archdeacon and the Venerable 
p,rs;>’ etc. W hat most hurt me was, after forty years in the 

iristian ministry, to have a  letter addressed to me the ‘ Rev. 
Mr- Pagan ’ 1”  ____

a.^fe seem to suffer from no lack of busy-body organisations 
J / .he Present time. The Lord’s Day Observance Society— 

nich We cou]d v wel, spare_ i s trying to justify its exist- 
thpG aad **s claims to subscriptions. Just now it is renewing 
e agitation against the letting of Board schools on Sunday 
j^^'Hgs. for secular purposes. As if, indeed, the ratepayers 
be 1 r*ght to their own schools. Regard, of course, would 
s0 lad to the caretakers in the Sunday use of the schools by 
scu e Provision for extra assistance. But to say that the 

■ oois are not tQ be used when a legitimate application is 
n,0,-e for them !s a monstrous piece of nonsense. The 
are r °.f the objection is obvious. Parsons and ministers 
pt ra raid of rival attractions to their church and chapel
^ n°rmances.

On °  seems that it is w ro n g  even to look at chrysanthemums 
tar il„  Unc?ay- Perhaps the next thing will be that the Sabba- 
teCe s will want to shut out a glimpse of the sky. At a 
fron, j'ry 'anthem um  show at Middleton a letter was read 
*ith a ^oobdale firm of solicitors, threatening the committee 
kept “J 0secution under the Lord’s Day Observance Act if  they 
to exhibition open on Sunday. The committee decided 

s ilf  11 °P en> but not to charge for admission. When will 
fePeal d-Vexatious- and obsolete law  relating to Sunday be

Lady Harberton has been drawing argumentative support 
for the rational dress this week from the garb of our bishops, 
says the Topical T/ines. But this is putting our episcopacy 
to base uses. Besides, the bishops wear aprons. If the 
bloomer girl would do the same, all might yet be well ; and 
the edge would doubtless be taken off the satire of the small 
boy.

Dean Ramsay used to relate an amusing tale about one of 
the Earls of Lauderdale. His lordship was taken very ill, 
the worst symptom being insomnia in an aggravated form! 
His little son, hearing that recovery would be impossible 
without sleep, said : “ Send for the preaching man frae 
Livingstone, for fayther aye sleeps when that minister is in 
the pulpit.”

A Paris correspondent reports a strange case of religious 
madness which occurred at the Rue Notre Dame de Lorette. 
A woman, Mdme. de P., had for some time past been suffer! 
ing from neuralgia, and her mother, notwithstanding her 
great age of seventy years, came from the provinces to nurse 
her. She only became worse, however, and showed signs of 
mental weakness, speaking constantly of God, the saints, 
and her eternal sojourn. The concierge and the neighbors 
heard fearful cries early on Wednesday morning. Mdme. de 
P. was found standing over her mother with her hands at 
her throat, and holding on so tightly that the old lady could 
scarcely breathe. The daughter was invoking the Virgin 
Mary, and then she stopped her prayer to ask her mother 
to join her in heaven. The police had great difficulty in 
getting her away from her mother, whom she nearly 
strangled.

The Emperor of Germany is not peculiar in his dislike for 
long sermons, but every victim of the long-winded preacher 
is not privileged to speak his mind so freely as William did 
on one occasion. His Majesty, a few weeks ago, said to a 
celebrated, but rather showy and conceited, German preacher :
“ Herr Pastor, please do not be offended when I tell you that 
your sermons are too long 1” “ But, your Majesty,”  replied 
the pastor, “ when I get warmed to my subject I forget every
thing and everybody, and get quite carried away, your 
Majesty 1” The Kaiser, who had had an hour’s torture from 
the reverend gentleman that very morning, curtly answered :
“ Like you, sir, in one w ay; when you preach I forget every
thing ; but, unlike you in another respect, I am not fortunate 
enough to get ‘ carried away.’ ”

“ On principle,” the members of a chapel in the Llangollen 
district have denounced dancing. They regret that “ another 
dancing class ”  has been commenced in the district, but their 
regret and remonstrance have not prevented the class going 
on. Why should Bible-believers object to dancing ? It seems 
to have been not unknown in early Biblical times, and there 
is nothing in Scripture that condemns it.

The Isle of Man, like the soldier in Jacques’ familiar 
speech, is “ full of strange oaths.” _ Mr. Shee, Q C., before 
beginning his judicial duties as special commissioner in con
nection with the Dumbell case, was required to swear that 
he would administer justice as impartially “ as the herring’s 
backbone doth lie in the middle of the fish.” The Isle of 
Man is not the only place in the world in which the animal 
kingdom plays a part in the making of oaths. One of the 
many modes in which Chinese witnesses are impressed with 
the importance of telling the truth is slicing off the head of a 
fowl—a ceremony which is supposed to represent the unhappy 
fate of the perjurer. ___

Many Indian witnesses are sworn on tigers’ skins, in the 
belief that if they defile their lips with lies their bodies will 
become food for tigers ; while others stand on lizards’ skins, 
and ask that their'bodies shall be covered with the scales of 
the reptiles if they fail to tell the truth. A Norwegian witness 
asks that his meadows and cattle shall be cursed if he swears 
falselv. “ Cursed be my cattle,” he exclaims, “ my beasts, 
m y  sheep, so that after this day they may never thrive or 
benefit m e; yea, cursed may I be and everything I possess.”

A census was taken on Sunday, October 13, of the atten
dance at sixty-six churches in Wigan, with the result that only 
10,954 persons were found to be present. Of these only 
3,228 were men, the rest being women and children.

Five people, four of them belonging to the choir, attended 
on Sunday (Nov. 4) evening’s service at the parish church of 
Melplash, a Dorsetshire village. Undisturbed, the vicar 
preached an elaborate discourse, the service lasting fully an 
hour and a half. Dorsetshire has not the only parish church 
in which a congregation of one person only has attended the 
service. Mr. K. Harrington writes that at a church in Deal 
where choral evensong is sung on Wednesdays, on one 
evening the parson, verger, organ-blower, and organist were 
the only officials in their places, and the reverend gentleman
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went through the whole of the service and preached an 
eloquent sermon to a congregation consisting of one lady.

An accommodating gentleman was Colonel Skinner. We 
learn that at Delhi there are three places of worship raised to 
immortalise his name. His first wife was an Englishwoman, 
and persuaded him to build an Anglican church there. Then 
he married a Mohammedan, with the result that he built a 
mosque in the same street, opposite the church. Last of all 
he married a Hindoo, when he could not do less than pay for 
the erection of a Hindoo temple, which now stands a little 
way off from the others.

An advertisement in a morning contemporary propounds a 
nice metaphysical question under the guise of a domestic 
want: “ Can any lady recommend a cook who would value 
Christian principles?” Are the Christian principles of the 
mistress or the servant ? And what is to prove the basis of 
valuation ?

The Church Gazette comments on the complaint that the 
diocese of Llandaff has “ recently been informed, on the 
authority of the Bishop and one of his archdeacons, that 
Sunday-schools are a failure.” The Church Gazette says : 
“ We agree in the fact of comparative failure, but we think 
that it is due to the other simple fact that, for the most part, 
they are ill-conducted, exert no discipline, and have very little 
to teach.”

“ Mayor’s Sunday ” at Blackburn was marked by a special 
sermon in Clayton-street Wesleyan Chapel, the preacher being 
the Rev. S. Forrest. In the course of his exhortation he 
echoed the remark, “ I never take my politics into my religion, 
but I always take my religion into my politics.” When this 
is worked out in practice, it means that the politicians must 
not meddle with the clergy, but the clergy must meddle with 
the politicians. The men of God are to keep a sacred pre
serve, and every poacher is to be shot at sight.

Harry Alfred Long has been anecdoting. Some of his 
little stories are published in the Glasgow E v e n in g  C itizen. 
One of them is full of true Christian taste. It is about the 
late Charles Bradlaugh, who cannot now defend himself. 
Of course, it is an abominable falsehood. But it hardly does 
to be angry with this old mountebank. He is a notorious 
liar, and nobody takes him seriously.

The new century is to be inaugurated—and we hope it 
appreciates the compliment—by a series of “ important 
services” at St. Paul’s Cathedral on New Year’s Day. But 
the Catholics don’t mean to be left behind. They are getting 
up a pilgrimage to Rome, where the Pope is to stand in 
St. Peter’s at midnight “ during the hour that will attach the 
twentieth century to the nineteenth.” His Holiness is to be 
surrounded by “ representatives from all parts of the Church.” 
No doubt it will be a big show, and will make the poor Pro
testants look green with envy.

Thus the sage editor of the Sunday Companion admonishes 
a correspondent who appears to have found more in Holy 
Writ than it is advisable he should know : “ The Song of 
Solomon is a portion of Holy Scripture which should be read 
with discretion, W. J .  B. It has always been considered the 
inspired composition of the Royal poet (1 Kings iv. 32) whose 
name it bears, and in authority equal to the other Books of 
the Old Testament. The most judicious and serious com
mentators for ages have regarded it as an allegory setting 
forth the spiritual union between Christ and His Church. 
Such a view (which was held by the late C. H. Spurgeon) 
may be said to tone down some of the figurative expressions 
occurring in it that seem too luxuriant for Western taste. 
The Rev. Dr. Joseph Angus, Fellow of the Royal Asiatic 
Society, points out that several terms in the passage you 
mention belong properly to the dress, and not to the person, 
while nothing is described save chaste affection. Yet, as I 
have already observed, the Song is not to be examined ‘ rashly, 
thoughtlessly, or lightly,’ but ‘ advisedly, reverently, and in the 
fear of God.’ ” ___

It is hardly necessary to say that there is not the remotest 
reference to Christ and his Church in the Song of Solomon. 
The headings in the Bible are mendacious to the last degree. 
The Song is simply a love-poem.

In a pensive tone of regret, the B ritish  W eekly observes : 
“  One cannot read Vanity F a ir  without seeing the concen
trated bitterness with which Thackeray regarded evangelical 
religion, and sorrowfully recognising that he had something 
to justify him.”

The Rev. R. C. Joynt, vicar of Gipsy Hill, feels that the 
clergy are not above reproach in regard to their protestations 
as to the sanctity of the Lord’s Day, and the fact that some 
of them do not hesitate to travel on that day. He tells us 
that he was saying good-bye to a friend of his who had just 
preached a sermon in the church. His friend entered a 
hansom whilst a group of young fellows stood near the 
churchyard gate. “ Their observations were not intended 
for either my friend’s ear or mine, but they will probably 
never be forgotten by either of us.”

The Freethinker has indulged in an ill-informed and ill- 
natured assault upon Spiritualism and its mediums. Its 
remarks upon Henry Slade are especially foolish. In no 
particular is it accurate. We admit that Mr. Watts has 
fairly well stated the popular opinion, and the prejudiced 
version of the facts; but he ought to know better than to 
retail these for real Freethinkers. There is no bondage so 
bad as bondage to popular opinions and prejudiced versions. 
The usual lying about the trial of Henry Slade and what 
followed is “ enough to provoke a saint.”—L igh t.

Our Spiritualist contemporary makes a considerable mis
take. Mr. Watts is not the Freethinker. He is one of its 
valued contributors, and is responsible for what he says in 
his own articles, which are always signed. Nor do we think 
that Mr. Watts’s articles on Spiritualism were at all ill-natured. 
He simply spoke the truth as he saw it, and it would be better 
to answer him than to call him names. With regard to Henry 
Slade, we remember quite well his being sentenced to imprison
ment as an impostor. The case occurred in London. #We 
were editing the Secularistj&X the time, and Slade’s trial was 
made the subject of an article by our then colleague, the dis
tinguished poet James Thomson (“ B. V .”).

The Rev. John Marsham, writing to the S t. Ja m es's Gazette 
from Barton Segrave Rectory, Kettering, contends that 
flogging certain criminals is justifiable even if it does brutalise 
them, provided it is a means of protection to the helpless and 
weak. The reverend gentleman does not stop to ask himself 
whether brutalising a criminal, and then turning him loose 
upon society again, is really any sort of protection to anybody. 
VVe should say that the presumption would be all the other 
way. Nor does the reverend gentleman propose to extend 
flogging to women, who are sometimes more brutal to “ weak 
and helpless ” children than are the worst of men.

John Smith, of Trinity-street, Southwark, is a leather 
dresser. He is also a street preacher, especially to children, 
whom he appears to take into a corner for the purpose of 
imparting to them “ certain truths.” A number of mothers in 
the district are not at all in love with his method of instruction, 
and some of them kicked up a row, which resulted in an 
“ assault ” being committed upon the preacher by a “ powerful 
bystander named Mark Shaw. Magistrate Slade sentenc^ 
the assaulter to forty shillings or a month. This was receive“ 
with marks of disapproval by several Borough matrons a 
the back of the Court.

Rev. W. Graham has been fined at Wilmslow for riding a 
bicycle on the footpath. He claimed that he was privilege“ 
as a parson attending to his parochial duties ; which real ‘ 
means that a man of God should ride where and how n 
likes. Happily the magistrates took the view that la7n’f, 
had as good rights in the public thoroughfares as the clergr

It is suggested by R. Hannell, in the D a ily  N ew s, 
missionaries must go to China, they should leave their 
and children at home ; or, better still, take and practise 
vow of celibacy. But this will not suit the Protestant ^  
sionaries, who are too fond of their comfort. Their ¡dea t 
martyrdom is a good salary, a good position, and pIeaS 
domestic surroundings.

Q
Moody’s successor at Northfield is to be the ^ epar]{, 

Campbell Morgan, Congregationalist, of Tollington ‘  ^  
London. This gentleman has refused other offers that'V ^  
have removed him from his present congregation ; “ :niy, 
recognises this as “ a clear call from God.” YVhy, celJ ,
It is always a clear call from God when it fits in w* 
minister’s wishes and ambitions.

, („.fied
The late Lord Bute’s heart is probably by this time oUt 

in secret on the Mount of Olives. A family party 'Ye. _  of 
to place it there, accompanied by the Catholic riis ^  
Galloway, who would hardly trouble himself ab° „ 
portion of the corpse of a poor believer. “ It is desif 
read, “ that the spot where his lordship’s heart 1 farnW 
should remain unknown to the world.” Well, tji. rn11̂ 1 
need not worry. The world is not likely to exhi 1 .jvef, ot 
curiosity as to the whereabouts of Lord Bute’s heart, or 
anything else that was his.

Say what is Honor? ’Tis the finest sens 
Of justice which the human mind can tra > 
Intent each lurking frailty to disclaim,
And guard the way of life from all offenc„Idstvo^' 
Suffered or done.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

Sunday, November 25, Athenaeum Hall, Tottenham Court-road ; 
7.30," Lord Rosebery’s ‘ Divine Finger.”

To Correspondents.

Mr . C h a r les  Wa t t s 's E n gagem en ts.—All communications for 
Mr. Watts should be sent to him at 24 Carminia-road, Balham, 
S.W. If  a reply is required, a stamped and addressed enve
lope must be enclosed.

We have received a long letter, written on both, sides of the 
paper, from W. H. Nash—the correspondent who accused us 
of falsification and other things in relation to the Annals of 
Tacitus. He now admits that the charge of falsification is 
untenable, but he evades an apology by pretending that falsi
fication need not be “ intentional.” The rest of his letter is of 
the same pettifogging and contemptible character, and we will 
not waste our space, and insult our readers, by printing it. We 
shall be happy to discuss the Tacitus question with a reputable 
controversialist. It is idle to. discuss with one who answers 
what we never said, and who seems incapable of understanding 
our language, or even his own.

F. Malsmjo.—There is nothing to prevent the Salvation Army 
from holding meetings and “ begging," as you call it, in the 
streets. They call it “ collecting.” They are within the law.

W. P ugh.—Much obliged. See “ Acid Drops.” Send on the 
report by all means.

D. F r a n k e l .—Miss Vance has told us what happened. See 
"Su gar Plums.” Thanks all the same.

G. Po r t e r .—You should not have put the cap on. How on earth 
could it be meant for you ?

A. D.—See Genesis xiv. 18, and Hebrews vii. 1, for Melchizedek.
J . T ith erin gto n .—Thanks for your letter and cuttings.
W. H. Mo ore.—See “ Acid Drops.” Thanks.
F. E. W il l is .—Glad to have your cuttings. We share your hope 

for Mr. Percy Ward’s success.
E manuel Ho pes.—Our interest is in “ Secular Education.” You 

say nothing about this in your address to the School Board 
electors in Marylebone. How, then, can we invite our friends 
to plump for you ? We should have been glad to do so had it 
been possible.

W. P. B a l l .—Your batches of cuttings are always welcome.
J- S t a n le y .—We have answered your letter by post, as the case 

seemed urgent. We wish, however, that all whom it concerns 
would take a note of the matter. The law, as laid down by 
Mr. Justice Collins, is this. Sunday Lectures and Concerts — 
and Christmas Day counts as a Sunday—are legitimate, even 
with a charge for admission, provided there are some free seats. 
We believe that Mr. Justice Collins’s judgment would be 
upheld, but, of course, we are not sure.

Minnie and W il l ie  H u tty  write to Mr. Neale : “  My mamma is

L ectu re  N o tices must reach 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate 
Hill, E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.

L e t t e r s  for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 
1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate Hill, E.C.

Or d e r s  for literature should be sent to the Freethought Pub
lishing Company, Limited, 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate 
Hill, E.C.

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

S cale of A d v e r t is e m e n t s :—Thirty words, is. 6d.; every suc
ceeding ten words, 6d. D isplayed Advertisem ents:—One inch, 
4s. 6d.; half column, £ 1  2s. 6d.; column, £ 2  ^  Special terms 
for repetitions.

Sugar Plums.

M r . F oote had a capital audience at the Athenamm Hall on 
Sunday evening. Mr. Samuels occupied the chair, and there 
were several questions and some discussion after the lecture. 
This evening (Nov. 25) Mr. Foote speaks again from the same 
platform. His subject will be “ Lord Rosebery’s ‘ Divine 
Finger.’ ” Freethinkers should try to give special publicity 
to this lecture amongst their friends and acquaintances. It 
will be physical, geographical, historical, and economical, as 
well as anti-religious.

Mr. Foote has to “ apologise ” for the delay of his promised 
statement concerning Shilling Week and the Twentieth 
Century Fund. No doubt he will be able to present it in next 
week’s Freethinker, and also a full list, up to date, of the direct 
subscribers. The truth is, he has been very busy, seeing the 
Almanack through the press, and arranging (with Miss 
Vance) the new courses of lectures in London. The second 
matter has been one of great difficulty. Other pressing 
business has also crowded in, including the preparation for 
the Annual General Meeting of the Secular Society, Limited.

a great reader of your esteemed friend Mr. Foote’s Freethinker. 
A few weeks ago appeared an article in it entitled ‘ Echoes 
*r° m Olympus,’ by yourself. Do you think you can write some 

Echoes ’ and oblige a little girl and boy ?”
• T. H a ll  (Hull).—Sorry to hear the bigots are now trying to 
get your Branch turned out of St. George’s Hall. Perhaps it 
Would be prudent not to distribute any more of your bills at 
other meetings there. It is sometimes better to bend than to 
break.

Mum sy.—S ee paragraph in "Su gar Plums.” We shall push 
. " e Fund again, and vigorously too.

Em bers of the Tir-Phi! and New Tredegar Branch are earnestly 
■ nvited to attend a meeting at “ Bon Marche ” Buildings, Tir- 

I d 1 ’ ° n Monday evening, November 26.
p A\rKIN as^s whether Mr. Watts will answer the letter from 

q ’ Vaughan in the Freethinker of October 21.
I r\ Mb cketh o rn .—You see the Spiritualists are sore already. 
^  AVi dson.—Your letter shall be considered.

• J- Wh it e .—It is a little out of our way—is it not ? 
R ethought T w en tieth  C en tu r y  F und.—Mrs. B. E. Marks, 

Sh * ’ ^  Lady Friend (per J .  G. Bartram), 10s.
’ELing We e k .—Mrs. B. E . Marks, 5s.; R. Lancaster, 2s.; W.

E. R u S° n’ SS’b'* "OODWARD.—Miss Vance says that a contents-sheet has 
_?e"  forwarded regularly to your newsagent. Perhaps he 

^ p e n t s  his promise.
• F e a r c e— Wallace’s Darwinism  is the best single volume 
know. It is published at 7s. 6d. Aveling’s D arwin Made 

J. C^r) ÎS'* at our °ftice) 1S a good compendium.
J t q * Dobson.—In our next.
^App ARtram#—Acknowledged as desired.

U e l  i5EcEIVED-—Two Worlds—Torch of Reason—Light— 
tho, 1 lMercury —Glasgow Herald—Boston Investigator—Free- 
T  B 1 Magazine—Huddersfield Chronicle—Ethical World— 
—.ui seeker (New York)—Glasgow Evening Citizen—Lucifer

P**E>L0ndt aLeader’® ar. . "b o  send us newspapers would enhance the favor by 
Ti(I; j .  ffie passages to which they wish us to call attention. 

Lud^.1!01’ 31 Secular Society's office is at I Stationers’ Hall Court, 
Miss v a E .C ., where all letters should be addressed to

The Secular Almanack, issued by the Executive of the 
National Secular Society, and edited (as a labor of love) by 
Mr. G. W. Foote, is now on sale. Of course we mean the 
1901 number. It is really a cheap publication. “ Chilperic’s ” 
article alone is worth ali the money—and more. It contains 
information which every Freethinker should keep constantly 
by him. There are other articles by G. W. Foote, C. Watts, 
C. Cohen, Mimnermus, A. B. Moss, and W. Heaford ; 
besides a well-stocked Calendar, and a mass of facts about 
Freethought Societies in all parts of the world. Whatever 
profit accrues from the sale of this publication goes into the 
N. S. S. exchequer, to be spent on Freethought organisation 
and propaganda. That should be enough to clear out every 
copy of the Almanack before Christmas.

Members  ̂ of the Secular Society, Limited, will have 
received legal notice of the Annual General Meeting, which 
is to be held at the Manchester Hotel on Friday evening, 
November 30, at 8 o’clock. A report and a balance-sheet 
accompany the notice, and will probably be published later 
on in the Freethinker. Proxy forms have also been sent to 
members. These should be filled in and forwarded to the 
Society’s registered office, 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, London, 
E.C., at least two days before the meeting. Those who wish 
to place their votes in Mr. Foote’s hands will insert his name 
as their proxy. Those who prefer someone else will insert 
another name.

The Board of Directors of the Secular Society, Limited, 
consisted of twelve members ; but Mr. George Ward resigned 
in consequence of his inability to attend, and Mr. Forder fell 
out by virtue of the Society’s Articles. Of the ten members 
left one-third had to retire by ballot. This was three, as 
near as possible; no Director consenting to be sliced into 
thirds. The lot fell upon Messrs. Foote, Hartmann, and 
Warren, who stand, and are eligible, for re-election.

A sixpenny edition of Paine’s Age of Reason, well printed 
on good paper, has never been placed on the market. But it 
is going to be. The Board of Directors of the Secular Society, 
Limited, considered the suggestion from the Chairman at the 
last meeting, and resolved to issue the Age o f Reason at the 
same price as the cheap novels which are commanding such 
a large sale. Wealthy people can buy as much expensive 
heresy as they please. There is plenty for them in the book
sellers’ shops. What is wanted is cheap heresy for the 
million, and this projected edition of Thomas Paine’s master
piece will be a bold step in that direction. This is to some 
extent a propagandist effort, and rightly devolves upon the 
Secular Society, Limited. But there is good reason to 
believe that the Society will, in the long run, be more than
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Recouped for the outlay, as the sale of tlie_volume should run 
into tens of thousands.

This is to be called “ The Twentieth Century Edition” of 
the Age of Reason. Mr. Foote has undertaken to supply a 
Biography of Thomas Paine, and such Notes as seem 

. necessary (but no more) after the lapse of a hundred years 
and in the light of present-day Biblical criticism.

The Secular Society, Limited, has voted a grant of two 
guineas in aid of the expenses of each “ Secular Education ” 
candidate in the London School Board elections—Messrs, 
Barwick (Finsbury), Hewitt (Tower Hamlets), Jones (Chelsea), 
and Quelch (East Lambeth). It is to be hoped that Secularists 
will plump for these candidates in those divisions.

Mr. F. G. Jones, B.A., The Trade Unionist and “ Secular 
Education ” candidate in Chelsea, said at a recent meeting, 
as reported in the local Advertiser, that “ By secular educa
tion it was not to be supposed that he wished to substitute 
the doctrine of Mr. G. W. Foote, of Freethought fame, 
although many persons would probably between now and 
the election say that is what he did intend to do. Fie held 
that the churches and the chapels were the places for religious 
instruction, and the schools of the Board for secular instruc
tion ; that is, such instruction as will fit them for the future 
citizenship of this great Metropolis.” The reference to Mr. 
Foote is not too neat, but Mr. Jones is sound enough sub
stantially.

On Wednesday evening, November 28, the night before the 
poll, Mr. Watts is to speak on behalf of Mr. Barwick’s 
candidature in Finsbury, at the Wordsworth-road Board 
school, Stoke Newington.

On Monday evening (Nov. 26) Mr. Cohen delivers the 
second of the course of free lectures at the Wellington Hall, 
Almeida-street, Upper-street, Islington. The local “ saints” 
should do their best to fill the hall—if possible with Christians.

The Aldgate Baths experiment was not a striking success 
at the first venture. Miss Vance went down there from the 
Athenaeum Hall, arriving about 8 o’clock, in company with 
Mr. Leat, and found the door, which was barred on the 
inside, surrounded by a howling mob of young male and 
female Hooligans, many of whom were obviously Jews, who 
displayed a quite astonishing interest in Jesus Christ. Mr. 
Leat had to fight his way to the doer, Miss Vance following 
him, and getting her clothes torn in doing so. When they 
could persuade those inside to open the door a little, they 
crept in amidst a shower of biscuit tins, oily sardine boxes, 
and other unmentionable articles. Inside they found a small, 
nondescript gathering, whom Mr. Cohen had been trying to 
address. No doubt a good many intending auditors had 
been kept out by the barred door and the disgusting mob in 
the street. Unfortunately, it had not occurred to anyone to 
send for the police. This was done by Miss Vance, and the 
Hooligans were cleared off, after one constable had been 
badly hurt on the knee with a brickbat. This evening 
(Nov. 25) police will be engaged to keep order at the door all 
the time, young boys and girls will not be admitted, and 
walking about in the hall will not be allowed. Mr. Charles 
Watts is the lecturer, and we call upon the East London 
“ saints ” to rally round him. For the rest, it must be dis
tinctly understood that the arrangements will be in Miss 
Vance’s hands—absolutely. She knows what should be 
done, and discipline is qecessary to counteract disorder.

We understand that Mr. Cohen, who stuck to his post, 
with his chairman, Mr. Victor Roger, got through his lecture, 
although by instalments; and that he was opposed by the 
Rev. Mr. Alcock in a very gentlemanly manner.

The Paddington Public Baths, Queen’s road, Bayswrater, 
close to Whiteley’s, has been engaged for one week-night, 
Tuesday, December 4. Other nights have to be determined 
later. Mr. Foote will take this first night himself. His 
subject will be “ Secularism and the Bible.”  Handbills of 
this meeting can be obtained of Miss Vance, at 1 Stationers’ 
Hall Court; or of Mr. B. Munton, 10 Uxbridge-road, Notting 
Hill.

Application has been made for the Battersea Public Baths 
on Sunday evenings, December 2, 9, and 16. We expect to 
make a definite announcement next week.

The M idland Free Press gave a brief, but bright, report of 
Miss Goyne’s lecture on the jate Grant Allen in the Leicester 
Secular Hall. Miss Goyne is a Birmingham schoolmistress, 
and a member of the local N. S. S. Branch. Londoners will 
remember her pleasantly as one of the speakers at the fine 
Queen’s Hall meeting after the N. S. S. Whit-Sunday Con
ference.

Characteristics of St. Mark.

T he Second Gospel deserves attentive study, for it is 
now generally admitted to be the earliest of the four. 
It is called the Evangel “ according to St. M ark” ; but 
who Mark was nobody knows. Two or three persons 
of that name occur in other parts of the New Testa
ment, but there is nothing to show that any of them 
wrote this Gospel. In the Acts we have mention of 
John surnamed Mark, and of Mark plain and simple. 
Now, scholars of every shade of opinion are agreed that 
the Acts of the Apostles was written after the Gospel of 
St. Luke, and that St. Luke’s Gospel was written after 
Mark’s. Therefore, if John surnamed Mark, or plain 
and simple Mark, had either of them written any 
Evangel, then it would certainly have been known to 
Luke at the time he composed the Acts ; and it is 
incredible that he should have omitted to mention the 
fact if he had known it.

It is usually stated, on the authority of the ancient 
fathers, that Mark was a disciple of St. Peter, and that 
he wrote his Gospel in Rome, appealing to 1 Peter v. 
13  (which, by the way, does not mention Rome at all, 
but Babylon ; and which does not speak of a disciple, 
but a son). Eusebius says that Papias wrote that 
Prester John told him that Mark composed his Gospel 
from the preaching of Peter. This succession of names 
recalls the narrative of the House that Ja c k  B u ilt, but it 
is all that orthodoxy can tell us of the composition of 
the Gospel under consideration ; and, in fact, it is quite 
useless to refer to these ancient fathers, for they can 
give us no information as to the personality of the 
Evangelist Mark, or his qualifications or trustworthiness 
in dealing with matters of history.

Now, the Gospel of Mark is written in Greek. But 
it contains several Syriac words and several Latin 
words. The Evangelist is careful to translate his 
Syriac, but does not think it in the least necessary to 
explain his Latin. In vi. 27 a soldier of the body
guard is called a speculator—a word which does not 
convey any military meaning to us, but which in Latin 
meant a scout or sentinel. In vii. 4 the word trans
lated “  pots ”  is a corruption of the Roman measure, 
the sextarius. W e are actually informed in v. 9 that 
the devils in Galilee spoke Latin, and called themselves 
“  Legion ”  ! Not to mention such words as denarius, 
centurion, pretorium , etc., which are likewise found m 
the other gospels.

But, although Mark expected his readers to be 
perfectly acquainted with Latin, he did not supp°se 
that they understood Syriac. In orthodox com
mentaries we usually find it stated that “  Mark ha* 
preserved a few words in the mother-tongue of Jesus. 
But the learned commentators carefully avoid discuss
ing whether Mark himself really understood Syr*a ' 
In the time of St. Jerome it had already been pointe 
out that the Evangelist was often incorrect, and Jerome 
was obliged to argue that “ Maiden, I say unto thee 
arise ”  was merely a free translation, as opposed to a 
literal rendering, of Talitha cumi, Ephphatha, agaia’ 
is unintelligible. It should have been Ithpethac • 
Golgotha should be gogoltha. And what shall we S3) 
of x. 46? The word bar means “ so n ” in Syr>ac’ ®  ̂
that B a r Timceus would mean “  son of Timai.
Mark is so ignorant of the rudiments of the langua»^ 
that he actually writes “ the son of Timseus, BartimffiuS’̂  
without recognising the identity of the two phrases. ^  
is still more important to observe that, when Chris  ̂
the Cross cries out eloi eloi lama sa b a c h th a n iM ^  
implies that the bystanders did not understand him > ^  
that it is perfectly evident that the Evangelist was 
opinion that Syriac was not spoken at Jerusalem ! ° ^ s ” 
other words, that the alleged “  mother-tongue of J eS 
was unknown in the land of his birth. . ¡e

But the reader may inquire why Mark took the tr.ol^n£j 
to insert these unintelligible words in his Gospel 
make such a parade of their interpretation. The an3 
is simple. They are magical formula;. At Talitha . 
the dead arises. At Ephphatha the eyes o f the. cU. 
are opened. At E lo i lam a sabachthani Jesus m>r ^  
lously gives up the ghost ; for death by crucifixion ^  
not usually supervene for two or three days, f i m 1 
Abba, Boanerges, and Golgotha are all mystic titles,
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the Syriac and Coptic words found on the Gnostic gems 
and in early Christian formulas of exorcism. It has 
often been remarked that this Gospel is almost entirely 
occupied with narratives of the miracles wrought by the 
supernatural powers of C h rist; and, while we are on this 
subject, it should be remarked that xiv. 3 speaks of Jesus 
being anointed with “  pistic nard,” concerning which, it 
is amusing, if not instructive, to read the marginal note 
in the Revised Version ; for pistis means “  faith.”  It is 
by pistis that the followers of Christ are to heal the sick, 
handle serpents, cast out devils, and remove mountains. 
So that Pistic N ard  was evidently a composition of 
magical efficacy, and that was why it was used as the 
chrism of the Christos.

It is not clear whether St. Mark possessed any intimate 
knowledge of the geography of Palestine, as his men
tion of localities does not present any definite features. 
It is true that in viii. 10 he speaks of Dalmanutha, which 
is otherwise totally unknown, and which in Matthew is 
replaced by Magadan (or Magdala in some M SS.) ; but 
it is somewhat hypercritical to insist on such a fact, 
seeing that, after all, our own knowledge of the 
geography of Galilee is by no means complete.

But if we cannot decide anything about his knowledge 
of geography, we can at least decide upon his knowledge 
of Jewish history ; for he knew little or nothing about 
it. In ii. 26 he cites Abiathar instead of Ahimelech (see 
1 Samuel xxi. i),and the Authorised Version attempts to 
wriggle out of the difficulty by inserting “  in the days 
o f ” Abiathar. In vi. 14-29 he continually calls Herod 
the Tetrarch a “ k in g” ; and it is noteworthy that 
Matthew, in copying this narrative, silently corrects 
the mistake by writing “  tetrarch,”  except in Matthew 
xiv. g, where the word “ king ”  is retained by an over
sight.

If Mark was unfamiliar with Jewish history, he was 
also unfamiliar with Jewish customs, and thinks it 
necessary to explain them at length whenever he has 
occasion to mention them. Thus in vii. 1-5  vve have a 
statement about the ceremonial ablutions of the Jew s.
In xii. 18 he thinks it necessary to inform his readers 
that the Sadducees said there was no resurrection. In 
xiv. 1 vve are told that the Passover was the feast of 
unleavened bread; in xv. 42, that the Preparation was 
the day before the Sabbath. All these labored explana
tions reveal the fact that the author was not a Jew , and 
that Jewish customs were foreign to him and to his pro 
sPective readers.
, in style Mark is somewhat theatrical. He is con 

tinually striving to be vivid. And, as is usual in unedu- 
unted people, in striving for vividness he is often 
r'diculous. In vi. 39 he tells us the people sat upon 
the green  grass, as though anyone expected grass

We have already remarked that Mark is the eldest of 
the Evangelists; and our survey of him would be very 
incomplete if we failed to notice his omissions—or, 
rather, the additions that the later writers make to the 
Gospel story. In the first place, Mark knew nothing 
of the alleged virgin birth or regal genealogy of Jesus'; 
because, if he had heard of these, there was no reason 
why he should have omitted them. Then, again, Mark 
was quite ignorant of the details of the temptation in the 
wilderness; for, again, it is incredible that he should 
have left them out if he had known them. Several 
things in Mark are evidently the germs of later amplifi
cations. One of the most striking is xiv. 57, 58. The 
statement that Jesus would destroy the Temple and 
rebuild it in three days is there treated by Mark as a 
falsehood concocted by his enemies. Yet in John ii. 19 
this same phrase has become a part of Christ’s teaching. 
What is described as a falsehood in one evangelist is 
narrated as an observed fact in another. But the 
omission which is most noteworthy is the alleged teach
ing of Jesus. Modern controversialists are always 
raving about the Sermon on the Mount, and what they 
vainly suppose to be the novel doctrines of Jesus. St. 
Paul’s Epistles know nothing of these sayings of Jesus. 
Mark’s Gospel knows nothing of these teachings. 
They first appear in the Gospel of St. Matthew, which 
is nothing more than Mark, augmented with a lot of 
fresh matter. The Evangel of St. Mark merely presents 
Jesus of Nazareth as a somewhat bumptious individual 
performing sundry wondrous feats, and asserting his 
superiority over Pharisees, Sadducees, Herodians, and 
the like; and the relation of this Gospel to Matthew 
and Luke should be carefully studied by those who wish 
to comprehend the process by which the Christ story 
was gradually evolved. Chilperic.

Freethought in France,

, g i a a s ,  a s  L lju u g u  a u ; v u ^  S ' “ 00
be fed. In vii. 26 he tells us that Christ met “  a Greek 
a Syro-Phenician by birth.”  If the woman were 
^ reek, she could not have been 
and, therefore, the Revisers have a uiai g mat uviv ‘•w 

*he effect that Greek meant “ Gentile,’ ’ oblivious of the 
act that when Mark wishes to mention a Gentile he

a Syro-Phenician 
a marginal note to

Used
refer.

an entirely different word, as anyone may see by 
0f 5f r,?S' to x. 33. A Syro-Phenician was a Phenician 
ph ^r!a> as distinguished from a Libyo-Phenician, or 

. ntcian of Africa or Carthage ; so that “ Syro ”  is

s t a r *
s i

in Syria. In iv. 36 we are told that there 
him other little ships. In the same way, in 

we have the famous young man in the linen 
0f er>t, who has exercised the minds of generations 
one 0airnentators who have not recognised that this is 
be p° ,ark’s usual irrelevancies which are intended to 
See^Phiu, and lend an additional air of reality to the 
par ..■ These irrelevant touches are omitted in the 

e Passages of Matthew and Luke.
Xii; 8 ° f  the Gospel seems to be very clear, for 
Tei^ a. Points conclusively to the destruction of the 
sho\if.e ky Titus in a . d . 70. On the other hand, xiii.50 
place's . tbat Mark expected the Second Advent to take 
Je$Us In the lifetime of some of those who had heard 
? 7renc Preach ; and in xv. 21 he mentions Simon of 
^lev^e ,as the father of two well-known 
'n th ',d£ r .and R uf
eerta;6. ^P ‘sties ° f  P au l; but of course there is no 
rate that they represent the same persons. At any 
Sener f r ark must have been conversant with the 
' " 1  ¡ n s o  that we shall probably be justi- 

Piacing his Gospel between A.n. 70 and a .d. ioo.

of two well-known persons— 
Both these latter names appear

A mong the symptoms of the decay of religion in France 
is the constant leakage going on within the Church, 
whereby many of its most honest representatives are 
drifting away into the great stream of that world-wide 
sceptical movement which is destined to submerge all 
the creeds and gods in ruin and destruction. In one ot 
the smallest dioceses of France—that of Marseille— 
alone, no less than twenty priests are known to have 
plunged out of the Ark of God into the surrounding 
waters of unbelief during the first half of the present 
year; but throughout the country the number of those 
who made public their relinquishment of the priestly 
office is small as compared with the number of those 
who make no public announcement of their disgust and 
contempt for the creed which formerly they preached, 
but quietly leave the Church to its fate. One of the 
chief apostles of Freethought in France—Monsieur 
Victor Charbonnel—only recently ministered at the 
altars of the Great Lying Church—that Church whose 
lies are white as compared with the blackness of its 
innumerable murders. Some of the priests who have 
found the light do not hide it under the bushel of 
obscurity. Many of them, before quitting the sacred 
show, address a stinging letter of renunciation of 
religion to their several bishops. In some cases they 
read out their valedictory letter to their congregation, 
and at the same time ask pardon of their parishioners 
for having confirmed them so long in superstition. M. 
Charbonuel’s letter, which was addressed to the Arch
bishop of Paris, was reproduced in nearly all the French 
journals, and its publication had the effect of a weighty 
manifesto, inasmuch as more than thirty priests quickly 
mitated his courageous example, and left the Church. 

M. Charbonnel has since been active as a propagandist 
throughout France and Belgium, and was one of the 

arest heads and cleverest speakers at the recent 
Paris Congress of International Freethought. He is 
immensely popular wherever he goes, and counts for 
one of the great personal forces of Freethought in both 
countries, where his labors are so highly appreciated.

This sceptical process within the Church is helping 
forward the popular aggressive movement outside. The 
organised Freethought Party in France to-day is widely 
distributed over the country, and hundreds of local
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societies exist, principally in the towns and large centres 
of population. From a detailed list, now before me, of 
these societies, published in the Alm anack for 1894 
issued by the French Federation of Freethought, it 
would appear that no less than 570 Freethought groups 
or societies, many of them aggressively active, are, in 
their different localities, carrying on the work of 
rescuing humanity from the ravening wolves of super
stition. I find that in Algeria no less than twenty-eight 
societies are enumerated, and over thirty groups are 
placed to the credit of Paris. It is not clear how many 
of these societies are affiliated to the French Federa
tion, as I read in the annual report, presented last 
Easter Monday, that the actual number of its Branches 
is 210, in addition to 260 individuals unattached to 
societies. The Secretary of the Federation is Monsieur 
Paul Dobelle, 98 Boulevard de l’ Hopital, Paris.

There are three features in connection with French 
Freethought which are worthy of special notice, as 
evidencing the activity and zeal of the members.

I . — The Good F riday Banquets. The Catholics make 
it a special point to eat fish instead of meat on this day, 
in commemoration of the fishy story of the crucifixion 
of a Jew  who posed as a god. The abstention from 
butchers’ meat is supposed to be specially gratifying to 
the blessed Trinity, and on that account every good 
Freethinker in France, even though he be a vegetarian, 
eats his beef, pork, or mutton on Good Friday in 
memory of the crucified Lamb. Banquets are organised 
in the different groups, and the rallying of the friends 
around the festal board is made the occasion of 
encouraging speeches and convivial rejoicing. Whilst 
the Christians monopolise the blessing of mourning on 
the day when Jesus “ died” to make them happy, the 
Freethinkers eat and drink and make merry, to the 
great scandal of the godly.

I I .  — C iv il M arriages. Special functions organised 
on the occasion of the union of members of the Free- 
thought bodies do much to redeem the civil ceremony 
from the charge of coldness. The friends rally round 
the happy couple at the Town Hall, and speeches of 
congratulation are delivered by chosen orators. On 
the most solemn day of one’s life the fatal plunge is 
taken amidst every token of sympathy and respect.on 
the part of one’s associates in the work of social 
redemption, and a distinctively Freethought tone is 
given to all the ceremonies surrounding the momentous 
event. There can be no doubt of the wisdom of expel
ling the cold-blooded red-tapeishness of a frigidly official 
tying of the matrimonial knot, and of imparting some 
rational warmth of human feeling into a function whereby 
society formally recognises the union of two citizens as 
man and wife.

I II .  S e c u la r  Funerals. Every number of the B ulletin  
(the official organ of the French Freethought Federation) 
records some imposingmark of respect paid bythe groups 
on the occasionof the burialof one orother of itsmembers. 
Under the French law every citizen is guaranteed the 
right of making a testamentary declaration determining 
whether his or her burial shall be of a civil or of a 
religious character, and penalties are imposed for any 
infraction of such testamentary disposition, save only 
when such disposition shall, for special and well-under
stood reasons, be set aside by the legal authorities. 
These Secular funerals really partake, sometimes, of 
the nature of big Freethought demonstrations. I take 
one out of fifty similar cases before me at the present 
moment. At Valenciennes, on August 5 this year, a 
large crowd gathered to pay the last tribute of respect 
to the memory of Madame Emilie Pavot-, the Secretary 
of the local Freethought Society, and wife of one of the 
most active Freethought speakers in that part of the 
country. The funeral cortege, consisting of 2,500 people, 
marched solemnly to the cemetery, led by the bearers 
of the flags and banners of several Freethought societies. 
Floral crowns and wreaths, presented by different groups, 
were borne on the bier. Delegates from more than 
thirteen Secular societies, and a delegation from a local 
anti-clerical boarding school, besides those from several 
other special bodies, preceded the funeral car, and, on 
arriving at the final resting place of the deceased, 
one of the members delivered a touching address, 
full of dignity and quiet pathos. Judging from 
the verbatim report, I should imagine that the 
address must have created a deep impression on

the mind of the large and sympathetic crowd which 
gathered around the open grave. The French Free
thinkers are not, I think, unwise in thus making public 
and impressive display of their love for the worthy dead 
who have finished their life’s labors, and so manifesting 
their devotion to the principles which inspired the forti
tude and sacrifices so often involved by the open pro
fession of anti-Christian beliefs. Each such demonstra
tion we make of the solidarity of our sympathy on 
occasions, either of great personal joy or sorrow, unifies 
and strengthens the force of that growing volume of 
enlightened public opinion which shall ultimately sweep 
away the immoral stupidities of the Christian supersti
tion.

Limits of space enjoin me to be brief, otherwise I 
should like to linger over the “ Feast of Childhood 
and Adolescence,” or (so-called in certain localities) 
the “  Feast of Youth.”  I referred to a similar institu
tion as existing in Freethought Switzerland in my article 
of November 18. In Belgium, too, the “ Feast of 
Youth ” largely flourishes. These fetes  are designed 
with the view of preventing the rising generation, 
sons and daughters of Freethinkers, from drifting away 
from the principles of Freethought through the mere 
indifference or want of organisation of Freethinkers 
themselves. The Church has recognised that men, 
and especially children, are gregarious animals having 
a sentimental as well as a sanctimonious side to their 
nature, and these fetes seem admirably adapted to 
initiate the dawning mind of the young into an ever
growing understanding of the great social and personal 
interests underlying the doctrine of Freethought. I 
propose later on to devote a special article to these 
and similar institutions in connection with continental 
Freethought.

The French Freethought party has worthy speakers 
in its ranks ; but its cry goes up for more and more 
lecturers, to meet the wants of its numerous Branches. 
Several of its clever and eloquent orators were present 
at the recent Paris Congress. The women are as 
zealous, as fiery, and as learned as the best men amongst 
them. The emancipated priest, too, is on the war- 
path, brandishing the intellectual tomahawk over the 
heads of the faithful. Charbonnel is not the only priest 
who recently has flung down the altar and derided the 
gods. The ex-Father Duhamel declares that, since he 
has divested himself of the sacerdotal garb, the whole 
business appears to him a piece of criminal buffoonery-

Many priests are now awakening to this truth. During 
the last two years more than three hundred French 
priests have left Rome for Rationalism. Whilst M- 
Charbonnel was studying as a priest at Saint Sulpice 
thirty-five priests confided to him that they had l° st 
their faith. Most of these still remain in the Church"' 
liars ministering at the altar of lies ; but the day canno 
be far distant when a Church whose prophets are sen' 
consciously the apostles of imposture must crumble to 
the ground by the mere weight of its own frauds and 
crimes. All the Churches to-day are similarly honey* 
combed with unbelief—so much so that no one knows 
whether it is an honest fool or a dishonest knave wh° 
is speaking the inspired platitudes of the pulpit. db 
salvation of France against pious fool and pious knave 
alike will spring, not from Rome nor Judaea, not from 
dead Christ nor a living priest—for all these represe^ 
and embody the slavish superstitions and holy crimes  ̂
the past—but from that healthy humanistic spin1  ̂
scepticism which breathes through the writings 
Rabelais or a Voltaire, and became incarnate in 1 
lives of many a hero and martyr of progress and r r 
thought. W illiam Heaford-

“ Mother,”  said a  sick girl, “ ‘ Whom the Lord loved ,, 
chasteneth is that so ?”  “  That is what Paul wro ’
replied the mother. “ Well, the Lord must love me, t* 
for he is ju st g iv in g  me fits.”  . jj

“  I know all about you,”  remarked the detective) 0 
absolute conviction, to the unfortunate cashier he hau
called in to interrogate ; “  you are a  Sunday-school s K x
intendent, and a most regular attendant at elm ^ e 
“  Heavens ! How did you find that out ?” g a s p * ^  
unfortunate one. “  E asily ,”  remarked H awkshaw, 
superior manner ; “ your accounts are short.”



November FREETHINKER.

Correspondence.
THAT WHALE STO RY ONCE MORE!

He lies like Genesis.”—J ezebel  P e t t if e r .
TO THE EDITOR OF “ TIIE FREETHINKER.”

S ir ,—No doubt a sperm whale could have swallowed 
Jonah, since the arnis of squid, thirty feet long, and thicker 
than a man’s body at their widest part, have— vide Herman 
Melville, Mr. Bullen’s great forerunner and master—been 
taken from the stomach of captured sperm whales. The 
“ right whale, however, would be choked were he to try to 
swallow a penny roll.” Still, sperm whales are unknown in 
the Mediterranean. However, granting the necessary sperm 
whale—and what would not one grant to so excellent a lie 
as the Jonah chestnut?—at the necessary spot at the 
necessary moment of time, and granting that Jonah really 
succeeded in joining the squids amis and other consomina- 
tions in the intestines of the whale, and granting that the 
action of the poor whale’s gastric juices was stayed and 
Jonah left unassimilated ; and granting, too, that he was not 
crushed to death in the poor animal’s attempt to get on with 
its digestive business ; granting, also, that Jonah was able to 
live without air of any kind, to say nothing of fresh air; 
granting, indeed, everything else that can be granted in 
reference to Jonah’s three days’ residence at the whale’s 
centre of digestion, there still remains a little problem which, 
although that whale may have solved it, yet requires to be 
solved by us. The sperm whale, we grant, then, has got 
Jonah safe in his digester, and got him there in the neighbor
hood of Joppa, in the Mediterranean. How is he to spew up 
Jonah at Nineveh on the Tigris within seventy-two hours ? 
His only route is via Malta, Gibraltar, the Gold Coast, the 
Cape of Good Hope, Zanzibar, and the Persian Gulf. This 
route, at a modest computation, would involve the whale in the 
record run of some 350 miles an hour, without any interval for 
fefreshment or meditation, for 72 consecutive hours. On reach
ing the Tigris, however, that whale would have a still bigger 
job on hand—or on flipper? The Tigris would not float him, 
so he’d have to walk to Nineveh to deliver Jonah as per 
address and instructions 1 Would that whale, after sprinting 
at the rate of 350 miles an hour for seventy-two hours on 
end, be in a fit condition to undertake a walking tour, I ask?

extraneous vote of about 250 being brought into the field ; 
so that, while my colleague and I polled more than the usual 
party vote, the two Independent Sabbatarians had polled 
enough votes to keep us out, and also from being at the top 
of the poll. They afterwards boasted that they had done 
what they were put up for—viz., “ knocked Roger and Wood 
out.” With these people nearly nine years of solid work on 
the Lambeth Vestry, during which time I had filled many 
important positions, counted for nothing. Belief in a world 
I did not know was better than working for this world, which 
I did know somethin? about. V. R o g er .

JEPH TH AH’S DAUGHTER.
TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

S ir ,—As your paper is open to discussion on important 
matters, permit me very briefly to say, you mistake the Old 
Testament doctrine on human sacrifice as much as I did 
the marriage views of the Secular Society. Thus, in this 
week’s article, on “ Jephthah’s Daughter,” you say “ Jephthah’s 
fulfilment of his vow was in accord with the text in Leviticus 
(xxvii. 28-9).” Your view is that he burned his daughter in 
sacrifice—an idea I have no wish to controvert, as you candidly 
say many think he only devoted her to virginity.

But I wish to state this passage cannot refer to human 
sacrifice ; first, because the only kinds of animals to be sacri
ficed are expressly given by Moses ; and, second, because the 
entire Old Testament denounces human sacrifice (see, for 
example, Deuteronomy xii. 31 and Jeremiah vii. 31). Persons 
in the text you quote given as “  devoted ” were criminals set 
solemnly for death by responsible authority. Such are in 
Deuteronomy xx. 17, where the margin gives “ devote or 
Joshua vi. 17, where we read Jericho and its people were 
“ devoted ” (Revelation’s version is quoted in each case). 
Numbers xxi. 2, 3 is similar, or 1 Samuel xv. 3. This 
“ devoting ” could not be enacted capriciously by any indi
vidual ; and if Jephthah acted thus, he was very ignorant.

Professor Souryis all wrong in saying, “ Like Moloch, Jahveh 
claims his first-born.” Moloch claimed them to be burned ; 
Jahveh ordered them to be spared. Thus we read, “ All the 
first-born of man among thy children shalt thou redeem ” 
(Exodus xiii. 13). (R e v .) H e n r y  J .  A lcock , M.A.

they
formerly been sacrificed. Why else should they be redeemed ? 
The redemption, in this case, was clearly blood-money.— 
E dito r .]

[Mr. Alcock writes as though the Old Testament were all
_________________ _____________ ______a -— , -------  of a piece, whereas it contains many different strata of

Where were the local inspectors of the S. P. C. A., I ’d like to doctrine, ritual, and ethics. Perhaps it will occur to him, 
know, if the whale did try to walk? A ny whale, no matter how on reflection, that the order to redeem the human firstborn, 
big, caught trying to walk, say from Chelsea to the Strand, devoted to the Lord, is itself an indication that they had 
even without a tummy full of live prophet, would be incon
tinently arrested for attempted suicide 1 No, sir ; I believe 
that whale story up to a point; I believe the sperm whale 
swallowed Jonah without first masticating him, and 
without after digesting him ; that Jonah lived without air 
for seventy-two hours, and resisted all the efforts of the 
"'hale’s intestines to crush him ready for digestion ; that 
the whale did that 330 miles an hour—on his head, 
s°  to speak—for seventy-two hours on end ; for all these 
things I could do myself with the requisite means ; but I 
don’t believe in that walk of the whale to Nineveh , like 
the Scotchman, “ I ’m a bit of a leer, my sen,”  and you 
can’t expect me to believe everything. The German s idea,
‘ hat “ the whale ” was a “ pub,” and that Jonah drank there

Public L ibraries and Freethoug-ht W orks.
O nce  more a good opportunity presents itself for Free
thinkers to give the public a chance of scrutinising their 
works. Will they accept it ? In the parish of Bow, a short 
time ago, Mr. Passmore Edwards laid the foundation-stone 
of a Public Library for the district. All honor, I say, to such 
benefactors of the human race as men like Mr. Edwards, 
who devote such valuable assistance to the cause of truth in

,  -  *«««« «..**.c «as«* F“ "> a.,** *««■** J I ¿«Tneral and ourcause in particular, in regard to Municipalfor three days until, drunk and penniless, he was chucked | general. xT------ J u—  — -----i.^«.a
°ut by the barman, is too natural to be worthy of belief by 
any self-respecting liar. K-

Libraries. No good work has been accomplished without 
effort, and it is always best to clamber at the commencement 
of an institution to obtain its modus operandi in respect to our 
works. At the present day our strength lies in our combina
tion, because men are attracted more towards a number of 
their class banded together for a special purpose than when“ * •* tt •--- 1----------

T H O S E  B IG O T S 1
TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.” 

at t h e ^ i  / n aSOn U rA F • Wood and m yself were defeated there are onIy a few here and there » ¿ ying  ;n the wilder- 
Retime r.fCn n\ °.ro^ff 1 Council Election was that we were the ness>”  as t]ie present state o f affairs warrants me in saying-, 
it wnc a Christian conspiracy, all the more odious because w ej]) then, can we not join hands now and make some kind 
the m i ned ° ?  by  the veT  PeoPIe w , °  were represented at of a st!r ;n th;s s]eepy paHsh of B ow ? Letters to the local 
heforr. tln?  "h e re  we were adopted as candidates long presSj announcement at meetings, distributing Secular
think 16 e ect10n took place. We were well known as Free- literature, talking about our rights in reference to our

ers> and had been returned before at previous elections, numerical power, etc., are one or two means o f getting 
favor r ” ad committed the unpardonable sin of voting in Freethought works in the contemplated library. No rushing 
L ea 0 our Public Baths being let to the National Sunday jjjjg a bull at a  haystack, but calm, stead}' action, giving
S>ves Utn '/H Sunday evenings. Two Independent Progres- consideration to all concerned, is the acme o f procedure,
n0rn- '■ * (a Baptist parson and a rabid Sabbatarian) were and will procure respect for our principles/ even i f  our 
f0r, ' " a ted at the last moment, and we had also the mis- endeavors are not crowned with success. Now set to work, 
pro ne f °  have a  reverend Wesleyan parson added to our ye Freethinkers in London ; spare not your powder and shot, 
\yeS ressive list, to fill a  vacancy. The list consisted o f three but direct it rationally, opportunely- and with vour ablest 
"h il ya,ns’ .one Free Churchman, and two Infidels. Mean- effect. I am willing to do my share ...
Stalu.3 ' nf tl'd  M anifesto had been issued by the “ Christian co]d) as I have been in regard to this matter in the Shore- 
etc. arts. ” “ Free Church Council,” “ Christian Endeavorers,”  ditch Libraries, then our movement suffers, and we will have 
cgnd- jecom_rnending as men of sterling character a list of lost an occasion of rendering such good to mankind that is 
Ward Late?, in. each ward- Singularly enough, in every other not 0f ten presented. H. R . M a rcu s W r ig h t .
siVe i - u(: "  Bishop’s ,” the list was identical with the Progres- 
our " ’ho were all Bethelites, or reputed to be so ; but in 
the t ard they had taken fo u r  from the Progressive list, and 
Was aT° J nc*ependent Sabbatarian Progressives. A circular 
“ Me So *ssued, stating that, in voting for the Sunday League,

ThSSrS' ^ ° 0<J and Roger voted for Sunday labor.”
Pro«6 r® suh o f it all was that, partly on account o f the 
accoumSIVr6 1!st containing a Wesleyan parson, partly on 
Carried1 °* tlle “ United M anifesto,”  an active canvass was 

a °n  am ong the Bethelites, which resulted in an

Get your newsagent to take a few copies of the Freethinker 
and try to sell them, guaranteeing him against copies that remain 
unsold. Take an extra copy (or more), and circulate it among 
your acquaintances. Leave a copy of the Freethinker now and 
then in the train, the car, or the omnibus. Display, or get dis
played, one of our contents-sheets, which are of a convenient 
size for the purpose. Miss Vance will send them on application. 
Get your newsagent to exhibit the Freethinker in the window.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, ETC
LONDON.

T he A thenaeum H a ll  (73 Tottenham Court-road, W.) : 7.30, 
G. W. Foote, “ Lord Rosebery’s ‘ Divine F nger.’ ”

A ldgate  P ublic  Bath s (Goulston-street): 7.30, C. Watts, 
“  The Science of Life.”

C a m be r w e ll  (North Camberwell Hall, 61 New Church-road):
7.30, Mr. B. Hyatt's Elocutionary Recital.

S outh L ondon E th ica l  S o ciety  (Masonic Hall, Camberwell- 
road): 7, Professor Earl Barnes, "State Control of Education.”

Open -a ir  P ropaganda.
H yd e  P a r k  (near Marble Arch) : 11.30 , R, P. Edwards. 
B a t t e r sea  Pa r k  G a t e s : 11.30 , W. J .  Ramsey.
M il e  E nd Wa s t e : 11.30, F. A. Davies, " Freethought in the 

Nineteenth Century.”
CO UN TRY.

A b e r d e e n  (Northern Friendly Society’s Hall); Dec. 1, at 6,30, 
A. M. Craig, " The  Law of Progress.”

B irmingham  B ranch (Prince of Wales Assembly Rooms, 
Broad-street): 7, Particulars in D aily M ail, Nov. 24.

C hatham  S ecu la r  S o ciety  (Queen’s-road, New Brompton): 
2.45, Sunday-school; 7, Farcical Comedy in two acts by the 
Society’s Amateur Dramatic Class, “ Paul Pry.”

G lasgow  (iio  Brunswick-street): 12, Discussion Class, Mr. 
Strathearn ; 6.30, A. G. Nostic, “ The Ancient Mariner,” with 
lantern illustrations.

L e ic e st e r  [Secu lar  S o cibty  (Humberstone-gate): 6.30, C. 
Cohen, " The Significance of Evolution.”

L iverpo o l  (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square): 7, Stanley 
Jones, “ Law and Civilisation.”

Ma n ch ester  S ecu lar  H a l l  (Rusholme-road, All Saints):
6.30, R. C. Phillips, “ Our Slums.”

N e w c a st le  (Westminster Hall, Picton-place): 7, Discussion 
between Messrs. J .  Boyce and Mitchell, “ Is there a God?"

S h e f f ie l d  S ecu la r  S o ciety  (Hall of Science, Rockingham- 
street) : H. Percy Ward—3, “ Witches and Witchcraft 7, “ The 
Gospel of Secularism.” Nov. 26 aud 27, Debate between 
Messrs. Ward and Marklew on Spiritualism, etc.

S outh S h ield s  (Captain Duncan's Navigation Schools, Market
place) : 7, A reading ; 7.30, Important business meeting.

L ecturers’ E ngagem ents.
C. C o hen , 17 Osborne-roaa, High-road, Leyton.—November 

26, Wellington Hall, Islington.

H. P e r c y  W a r d , 2 Leamington-place, George-street, Balsall- 
Heath, Birmingham. —November 23, Sheffield ; 26 and 27, Debate 
at Sheffield. December 9, Manchester; 10 and 11, Debate at 
Manchester.THE BEST BOOK

ON NEO-M ALTHUSIANISM  IS, I B ELIEV E,

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

By J . R. HOLMES, M.M.L., M.V.S., M .N.S.S.
/6o pages, -withportrait and autograph, bound in cloth, g ilt  lettered, 

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

The National Reformer of September 4, 1892, s a y s : “ 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. i}id . and 2s. gd. per box. Post 
free, 14 or 33 stamps. Directions with each box.

G. THWAITES, H erbalist, Stockton-on-Tees.
r P H E  PRO PH ET OF N A ZA RETH . By E van P o w ell  
JL Me r e d it h . Cloth, 644 pp., published at 12s. 6d. A  few 
copies of this noted and comprehensive work, highly praised by 
Charles Bradlaugh and G. J .  Holyoake, post free for P.O. for 
2s. each, from John Ellis, Bookseller to the Liverpool Branch 
N. S. S., 14 Rockhouse-street, Liverpool.

WORKS BY G. W. FOOTE.

Crimes Of Christianity. By G. W. Foote and J. M. Wheeler.
Hundreds of exact references to Standard Authors. An un
answerable Indictment of Christianity. Vol. I., cloth gilt, 
216 pp., 2s. 6d.

The Jewish Life Of Christ. Being the Scpher Toldoth Jeshu, or 
Book of the Generation of Jesus. Edited, with an Historical 
Preface and Voluminous Notes, by G. W. Foote and J. M. 
Wheeler. 6 d .; superior edition, superfine paper, cloth, is.

Letters to the Clergy. By G. W. Foote. Subjects :—Creation 
—The Believing Thief on the Cross—The Atonement—Old 
Testament Morality—Inspiration—Credentials of the Gospel— 
Miracles—Prayer. 128 pp., is.

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

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

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

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

TllC Sign Of the Cross. A Candid Criticism of Mr. Wilson 
Barrett’s Play, showing its gross partiality and its ridiculous 
historic inaccuracy, with special reference to the (probably) 
forged passage in Tacitus and the alleged Neronic massacre of 
Christians. Handsomely printed, 6d.

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

Christianity and Secularism. Public Debate between G. W. 
'Foote and Rev. Dr. McCann. Verbatim Report, revised by 

both disputants, is .; superior edition in cloth, is. 6d.
Bible Heroes. From Adam to Paul. By G. W. Foote. In

structive, interesting, amusing and honest; in fact, the only 
honest book on the subject. 200 pp., cloth, 2s. 6d.

The Grand Old Book. A Reply to the Grand Old Man. By 
G. W. Foote. An Exhaustive Answer to Mr. Gladstone's 
Impregnable Rock o f H oly Scripture, is .; cloth edition, is. 6d.

Will Christ Save Us ? By G. W. Foote. An Examination of the 
Claims of Jesus Christ to be considered the Savior of the World. 
Contains much Historic Information on Slavery, the Position ot 
Woman, General Social Progress, and the advance of Science 
and Freethought in opposition to Christian bigotry. 6d.

Darwin on God. By G. W. Foote. A full and minute account 
of Darwin’s mental development, with a brief Memoir of his 
grandfather, the famous Erasmus Darwin ; containing all the 
passages in Darwin’s works, and in his L ife  and Letters, bear
ing directly or indirectly on the subject of religion. Every 
Freethinker should have, and keep, a copy of this important 
little volume. 6d.; cloth, is.

Reminiseenees of Charles Bradlaugh. By G. w. Foote.
Written directly after Bradlaugh’s death, and containing 
personal anecdotes and characteristics not to be found else
where. Necessary to those who want to know the real 
Bradlaugh.

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

Infidel Death-Beds. By G. W. Foote. Second edition, revised 
and much enlarged. Contains authentic details of the last hour 
of sixty-two historic Freethinkers, and in most cases a sketc 
of their lives. Precise references given in every instance- 
8d.; cloth, is. 3d. .

Comic Sermons and other Fantasias. By G. W  Foote, a
selection of the author's best satirical writings. Contents•
A Sermon on Summer—A Mad Sermon—A Sermon on Sin—a  
B ishop in the Workhouse—A Christmas Sermon—Christmas 
Eve in Heaven—Bishop Trimmer’s Sunday Diary—The Judg^ 
and the Devil—Satan and Michael—The First Christmas 
Adam’s Breeches—The Fall of Eve—Joshua and Jericho—a  
Baby God—Judas Iscariot. 8d.

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

Bible and Beer. By G. W. Foote. Showing the Absurdity 
basing Teetotalism on the Christian Scriptures. Careful- 
thorough, and accurate. Freethinkers should keep this p a ® ' 
phlet by them. 4d.

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

Open Letters to Jesus Christ. By G. w . Foote. Racy aS 
well as Argumentative. Something Unique, qd.

Philosophy of Secularism. By G. W. Foote. 3d.
The Bible God. A Scathing Criticism. By G. W. Foote, zd-

London : The Freethought Publishing, Company, Limited- 
1 Stationers’ Hall Court E.C.
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J l O U N D A T I O N  T R U T H S  O F  T H E  C H R I S T I A N  R E L I G I O N .

T H E  SW E D EN B O R G  SO C IET Y , in celebration of the opening of the Twentieth Century, offers 
gratis and post free  to Clergymen and Ministers of all denominations, Students for the Ministry, Missionaries, Lay Preachers Bible 
Readers, and Sunday-school Teachers, a set of twelve booklets of 32 pp. each, on " F oundation T ru th s of th e  C hr'ist ia n  
R elig io n . ” They will consist of extracts from the theological writings of E manuel S w eden bo rg , and will be issued monthly 
during 1901. The subjects will b e : —1. G od; 2. The Incarnation; 3. Redemption; 4. The Sacred Scripture; 5. The Divine 
Providence; 6. Charity, or Love to the Neighbor ; 7. Faith and Life ; S. Death and Resurrection ; 9. The Intermediate State and 
Judgment; 10. Heaven; 1 1 .  H ell; 12. The Second Coming of the Lord.

Early application to be made on the following form :—

To the Agent of the S w edenborg  S ociety , i Bloomsbury-street, London, W .C.

Please send to me, gratis and post free, the twelve booklets (or Part 1) “ Foundation Truths of the Christian Religion.”

Signature.................................................................. ...........................................................................................................................

Address ..............................................................................................................................................................................................

Qualification .............................. ..........................................................................................................................

To purchasers the set of twelve booklets w ill he supplied, post free, at the nominal price o f one shilling. 
To a ll who apply a copy o f No. 1  w ill be sent gratis.

Works by the late R, G. Ingersoll.
T h e H o u se  of D e a t h . 

Funeral Orations and Ad
dresses. is.

M is t a k e s  o f M o ses , i s . 
T h e D e v il . 6d. 
S u p e r st it io n . 6d. 
S h a k e s p e a r e . 6d.
T h e  G o ds. 6d.
T h e H o ly  B ib l e . 6d.
R e p l y  to G la d sto n e . With 

an Introduction by G. W. 
Focte. 4d.

R ome or R easo n  ? A R ep ly  
to Cardinal Manning. 4d. 

C r im es  a g a in st  C r im in a ls . 
3d.

O ratio n  on W a l t  W h itm an . 
3d-

O ratio n  on V o lt a ir e . 3d. 
A bra h a m  L incoln . 3d.
P a in e  t h e  P io n e e r . 2d. 
H u m a n it y ’s  D e b t  to T homas 

Pa in e . 2d.
E r n e st  R en an  and  J e su s  

C h r ist . 2d.
T h r ee  P h ila n t h r o p ist s . 2d. 
L o ve  t h e  R e d ee m er . 2d. 
W h at  is  R e l ig io n ? 2d.
Is S u icid e  a  S in  ? 2d.

L a st  W o rds on S u icid e . 2d. 
G od and  th e  S t a t e . 2d. 
W i iy  am  I an  A g n o st ic ? 

Part I. 2d.
W h y  am  I an  A gn o stic  ? 

Part II. 2d.
F aith  a nd  F a ct . R ep ly  to 

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

to Dr. Field. 2d.
T h e D yin g  C r e e d . 2d.
T h e L im its of T o lera tio n . 

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

H o useh old  of F a it h . 2d. 
A r t  and  M o r a l it y . 2d.
D o I B la sph em e  ? 2d. 
S o cial S alvatio n  2d. 
M a r r ia g e  and  D iv o r ce . 2d. 
S k u l l s . 2d.
T h e G r ea t  M is t a k e , id . 
L iv e  T o pics , id .
M yt h  and  M ir a c l e , id . 
R e a l  B l a sp h e m y , id . 
R e p a ir in g  th e  I d o ls, id . 
C h r ist  and  M ir a c l e s , id . 
C r e e d s  and  S p ir it u a l it y . 

id.

NO. 8.

1 Pair pure wool Blankets 
1 Pair large  Bed-sheets 
1 Beautiful Quilt 
1 Lady’s Jacke t
(ready for immediate wear)
1 Gent’s W atch

T he Lot for 2is.

p

3CD
S3
p

o' g.
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«  r-r O

C-+-
p
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NO. 9.
1 Dress Length, any color 
1 Lady’s Umbrella 
1 Pair Boots 
1 Fur Necktie 
1 Lady’s Jacke t
(ready for immediate wear) 
1 Gent’s W atch 

T he Lot for 21s.

We made a contract for the pur
chase of 2,000  Gent’s Centre 
Second Chronograph Watches. 
We want to have 2,000  people 
talking about our business, and to 
make them do it we are putting 
a watch into each of these four 
parcels absolutely free of all cost.

*  §ca _q
.5  ^
ÎS 2d
&1Ì

«  £cn ^
cd o  

f i  ¿à ÉH ctf

London : The Freethought Publishing Company, Limited, 
1 Stationers’ Hall Court, E .C .

1 Gent’s Lounge Suit
Stock Size, in Black, 
Blue, Brown, Grey, or 
the New Green. Give 
chest over vest and in
side leg measures, also 
your height.

1 Gent’s W atch

The Lot for 21s.

1 Gent’s single or double 
breasted  Irish  Frieze 
Overcoat

In Black, Blue, Brown, or 
Grey. Give chest over 
vest measure and your 
height. Also

1 Gent’s Watch
T he Lot for 21s,

PH O TO G R A PH Y . Good W ork  only.
Every description of Photographs copied same size, reduced, or 
enlarged. Cartes-de-Visite, 12, 3s. 6d. ; Cabinets, 6, 4s. ; 12,
7s. 6d. Larger sizes at proportionate rates. Send is., with j 
Photograph, for sample sheet of 12 midgets.

Developing, Printing, etc., for Amateurs-
G eo . C ross, M .N.S.S., The Studio, 15 Cambridge Arcade,

Southport.

CHEAP FRESH FISH.

photographs of Mr. 6 . W. FOOTE,
'-lbs. for 3s. 6d., carefully packed and carriage paid. Trusting U  1  5
to receive a fair measure of support, we are,

G R A IN G ER  & W ITTERIN G , Fish Docks, Grimsby.

J. W. GOTT, 2 & 4 Union-street, Bradford.

NOW READY,

VEG ETA R IA N , Health Foods,'Drinks, and other Household 
Goods. Vegetarian, Temperance, Advanced Thought, 

Humane, and Dress Reform Literature. Send stamp for price 
hst.

J. 0. BATES, Vegetarian Stores, Victoria-street 
Gloucester.

(Mention the Freethinker.)

(U A R E T A K E R , T IM EK EEP ER , WATCHMAN, or any posi- 
f - 1 , tion of trust, wanted by a Freethinker (married). Drive, 

garden, etc. Capable and reliable. Good references.-  
RT- 78 St. I’eter's-street, Islington, N.

President N. S. S., Editor of Freethinker.

These are excellent portraits, and the proceeds of the sales 
(by the kindness of Mr. Geo. Cross, Photographer, South- 
port) will be handed to the Twentieth Century Fund, 
Cabinets is., postage id.

Larger size, 12 by 10, when mounted, 2s. Cd., postage 2d. 
Order from Miss Vance, 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgale 
Hill, E.C.

• Just published, is. net, by post is. 2d.

G( O SPEL C H R ISTIA N ITY  versus DOGMA AND RIT U A L : 
( A Letter to the Archbishop of Canterbury. By J ames 

Stuart L a urie .
London: W atts & Co., 17 Johuson's-court, Fleet-street, E.C.
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Now Ready.

THE SECULAR ALMANACK
FOR 1901.

Edited by G. W. FOOTE
AND

ISSUED BY THE NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY.
CONTAINING

A Calendar, Full Inform ation  About F reethough t Societies a t  Home and Abroad, and  Special 
Articles by G. W. Foote, C. W atts, C. Cohen, A. B. Moss, W. Heaford, “  C hilperic,”

and “ M im nerm us,” etc ., etc.

PRICE THREEPENCE.
T H E  F R E E T H O U G H T  P U B L ISH IN G  Co., L t d ., i  ST A T IO N E R S ’ H A LL CO U RT, LONDON, E.C .

NOW  READY.

T H E  B IB L E  H A N D B O O K
FO R

FREETHINKERS AND INQUIRING CHRISTIANS.
E D IT E D  B Y

G. W. FOOTE and W. P. BALL.
A NEW  EDITION, REVISED, AND HANDSOMELY PRINTED.

C O N TEN T S :

P a r t I.—Bible C ontradictions. P a r t II.—Bible A bsurdities. P a r t III.—Bible A trocities.
P a r t IV.—Bible Im m oralities, Indecencies, Obscenities, Broken Prom ises, and  Unfulfilled Prophecies.

Cheap Edition, in paper covers, is . 6d .; B est Edition, hound in  cloth, 2s. 6d.

T H E  F R E E T H O U G H T  P U B L ISH IN G  Co., L t d ., i  S T A T IO N E R S ’ H A LL CO U RT, LONDON, E.C.

BIBLE ROMANCES.
By G. W . FOOTE.

C O N T E N T S :
The Creation S tory . 

E v e > n d  the  Apple. 

Cain and  Abel. 

Noah’s Flood.

The Tower of Babel. 

L o t’s Wife.

The Ten Plagues.

The W andering  Jew s.

Balaam ’s. Ass.

God in a  Box.

Jonah  and  th e  W hale. 

Bible Animals.

A V irgin Mother. 

The Resurrection. 

The Crucifixion. 

John ’s N ightm are.

T H E  SEC O N D  (R E V IS E D ) E D IT IO N  COM PLETE.
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 o f the truth in such matters. _
Foote’s style is alw ays bright, and the topics dealt with are o f a  nature to aw aken interest even in the dullest m 'n
Reynolds's Newspaper.

T H E  FR EE T H O U G H T  P U B LISH IN G  Co.. L t d ., i ST A T IO N ER S’ H A M . CO URT. LONDON. E.C-

Printed and Published by T hb  F r eeth o u gh t  P u blish in g  Co., Limited, 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, London, E.C.


