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The Black Cap.

Judge : The sentence of the law is that you be taken hence to 
'e Place from whence you came, and that you be hange y  ̂

Deck until you are dead, and that your body be buried within the 
1 recmcts of the gaol in which you shall have been last con 
after this conviction, and may the Lord have mercy on your soul.

1 he Chaplain: Amen.

? uch is the prescribed form o f sentence o f death when, 
¡h a murder case, the judge, as the reporters say, 

assumes the black cap.”  U ttered in solemn tones, 
and in the painful silence o f a crowded court, the pro- 
n°uncement is rarely devoid o f its intended impresstve- 
ness. People, perhaps, do not follow the actual words. 
Many of them are probably en gaged at that moment in 
fanning, ghoul-like, the features o f the unhappy person 
ln the dock. T hey know, however, w hat it all means, 
0r> for the time, they think they do. N ot until it is 
° Ver> and they are leaving the Court, do they begin, as 
f, rule. to think o f a possible reprieve. B y that time 

. actual form o f the sentence has passed from their 
"?lnds- Perhaps they are reminded o f its terms when 
they see them reproduced in the newspapers which 
usually make a point o f setting out this dram atic tit-bit 
° r gentle readers who like to feel their fleshy creep. 
ut> after all, as with many texts of “ H oly W rit, the 

. eath-sentence is generally too fam iliar to excite any 
'Hquiry into its precise and complete meaning.

ts effect is, o f course, that the culprit will be hanged 
unless the Home Secretary intervenes. T hat, no doubt, 
or all practical purposes, is about enough to know.

ll]i the inquiring mind may fix itself upon the con
cluding words o f the formula, and begin to ponder on 
, e question, W h a t do they mean ? There is an 

nctuously pious sound about them that usually carries 
^ em clear of criticism. M ost folks, whether real or 
. . ere'y nominal believers in the current theology, assume 
.Jut so devout a hope is appropriate to the occasion. 

even seem to have a  dim notion that it is a sort ot 
J il'P cin g  o f justice with m ercy.” _

*hat the culprit thinks about it is quite another 
utter. Possibly he regards the dread pronouncement 

s u little unevenly balanced. If consulted at the time, 
e Would, no doubt, eagerly take the risk o f w hat the 

p rd may eventually do with his soul, if  only his fellow 
creatures would not, after three clear Sundays, take his 
" ° dy and hang it by the neck. H is reply to the judge 
.,J£ht conceivably be, in regard to the pious hope .

\?7aLnk y ° u> my lord, for nothing.”  ..
, v hat, however, is m ost interesting to consider is 
,ne attitude o f the law . In effect, the law  says in this 

Ju- . sentence, and in the custom ary observations with 
beo'^r t*le JudS e precedes i t :  “  Y ou , John Jones, have 
v n °̂,und guilty  o f murder. W e  are go in g  to hang 

‘ You have a soul. W e can’t touch that, even it 
r ®,,Wanted to. It’s beyond our reach, so it doesn t 
n y matter whether we desire to deprive you o f it or 
D •. A s a matter o f fact, we don’t. W e  have even 
t,0- l̂ded a salaried soul-saver for you. But we are 
r £ to dispose o f your wretched body, first with a 
h e% ?ni* ^ en "nth quicklime. T he Lord will do w hat 
hon r S with y ° ur soul. T h at’s his business. W e  
c l w ’ for y ° ur sake, he will be merciful to it. I f  he 
h0u. SCs to take it into heaven, it’s his look-out. Any- 
pla„ ’ y ° u aren’t good  enough for earth. Y o u ’ve go t no 
S0 ” ere- W e  couldn’t endure you even in a gaol, 
even 6 -are S °m g  to say ‘ Good-bye ’ to you, and will 
L o r d ^ 'i  y ° u a Pheasant journey. L ikely enough the 

Will be more merciful to your immortal
1,024.

essence

than we intend to be to your carcase. M ake your peace 
with him. A s far as we are concerned, we hold out no 
hope to you. God may be more forgivin g than we 
intend to be. Y ou  are made in his im age, and that 
im age we are goin g  to spoil. The Lord is welcome to 
w hat is left o f you when we have done with you .”

And the chaplain says “  Amen !”
Now, isn’t this a pretty specimen of the Christian 

administration o f what is supposed to be Christian law  ? 
One does not raise here the question o f whether capital 
punishment should be abolished. There is much to be 
said upon that problem both pro and con. The present 
writer has a personal prejudice on the subject. N ot 
from fear, but from having some years ago unwillingly 
witnessed the private execution of four men on different 
occasions in a small vaulted chamber of a Midland gaol. 
It is a cold-blooded business— this hanging— from any 
point o f view. But the question here is not as to the 
continuance of capital punishment, but simply— How 
can Christians reconcile it with the Gospel o f Christ ? 
Surely there never w as such an example o f violent 
antagonism  —  o f glaring, monstrous inconsistency. 
W ould he who is said to have abrogated the old law  of 
“ an eye for an eye, and a tooth for a tooth,”  have 
countenanced our English law  o f a life for a life ? True, 
the law  is subject to modifications, as by verdicts o f 
m anslaughter, proof o f insanity, or by interpositions 
o f a Secretary o f State. The black cap does not 
alw ays mean death to the convicted. Fortunately, it 
does not in many cases o f infanticide, where a betrayed 
girl murders her offspring in a paroxysm  of despair. 
Often, in such instances, the black cap is donned, and 
the judge has to perpetrate the needless cruelty of pro
nouncing a sentence that he knows will not be carried 
out. One is glad to find that a movement is on foot to 
enable the judge, if  he so pleases, to dispense in such 
cases with the horrible formality.

Nevertheless there are numerous occasions when the 
sentence is anything but a mere form, as the culprits 
only too clearly discover when the rope is round their 
necks. And what the present writer wants to know is, 
how Christians reconcile these judicial hangings with 
the teachings o f Christ. W h at do they say to the 
lengthy and undoubtedly most w eighty argum ents of 
Count Tolstoi on this subject in his w ork called M y 
R elig io n ?  Tolstoi holds that such words as “ Judge 
not that ye be not judged ”  were not applied to mere 
gossip or evil speaking, but were directed against the 
institution o f all human tribunals o f whatever sort. 
Tolstoi supports this view  by other sayings attributed 
to Jesus, and by the teachings o f the Apostles and the 
early Fathers o f the Church. His conclusion is that, 
“  according to the doctrine o f Jesus, no Christian judge 
could pass sentence o f condem nation.”  T hat, o f course, 
only shows how impracticable these teachings o f Jesus 
are. Society, in the present era at any rate, could not 
possibly exist without its legal tribunals. Christians 
recognise that fact, and quietly make a sacrifice o f their 
religion at the shrine o f reason.

They have, o f course, their little explanations which 
are really prevarications, and their argum ents which 
are more ingenious than ingenuous. No doubt the 
ponderous and pious Lord C hief Justice, who pro
nounced the latest sentence o f death, som ehow or 
other, reconciled the task to his conscience and religious 
belief. W e can be sure the chaplain— who weighed in 
with his “ A m en ” — has done so. H e is now attending 
the condemned man, reading to him the H oly Scriptures, 
and assuring him of that forgiveness o f God which 
human law  is both unable and disinclined to imitate.
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There is one thing- of which a murderer may be pretty 
sure— if he believes w hat the chaplain tells him. He 
has seen the judge put on a black cap. He has now 
only to w ait the time when he himself will put on a 
golden crown. Pending his departure to eternal bliss, 
he may address letters to his relatives and friends, 
advising them to be good, and prom ising to look out 
for them when they come to heaven.

F rancis N eale.

The Gospel of Freethought.

C hristians are perpetually crying that we destroy and 
never build up. N othing could be more false, for all 
negation has a positive side, and we cannot deny error 
without affirming truth. But even if  it were true, it 
would not lessen the value o f our work. Y ou  must 
clear the ground before you can build, and plough before 
you sow. Splendor gives no strength to an edifice whose 
foundations are treacherous, nor can a harvest be reaped 
from fields unprepared for the seed.

Freethought is, in this respect, like a skilful physician, 
whose function it is to expel disease and leave the 
patient sound and well. No sick man claims that the 
doctor shall supply him with som ething in place o f his 
malady. It is enough that the enemy o f his health is 
driven out. He is then in a position to act for himself. 
He has legs to w alk with, a brain to devise, and hands 
to execute his will. W h at more does he need ? W h at 
more can he ask without declaring himself a w eakling 
or a fool ? So it is with superstition, the deadliest 
disease o f the mind. Freethought casts it out, with its 
blindness and its terrors, and leaves the mind clear and 
free. All nature is then before us to study and enjoy. 
Truth shines on us with celestial light, Goodness smiles 
on our best endeavors, and Beauty thrills our senses 
and kindles our imagination with the subtle m agic of 
her charms.

W h at a boon it is to think freely, to let the intellect 
dart out in quest o f truth at every point o f the compass, 
to feel the delight of the chase and the gladness of 
capture ! W h at a noble privilege to pour treasures of 
knowledge into the alembic o f the brain, and separate 
the gold from the dross !

The Freethinker takes nothing on trust, if he can 
help i t ; he dissects, analyses, and proves everything. 
Does this make him a barren sceptic? N ot so. W h at 
he discards he knows to be worthless, and he also knows 
the value of what he prizes. If one sw eet vision turns 
out a m irage, how does it lessen our enjoyment at the 
true oasis, or shake our certitude o f w ater and shade 
under the palm-trees by the well ?

The masses o f men do not think freely. They 
scarcely think at all out o f their round o f business. 
T hey are trained not to think. From the cradle to the 
grave orthodoxy has them in its clutches. Their 
religion is settled by priests, and their political and 
social institutions by custom . They look askance at 
the man who dares to question what is established, not 
reflecting that all orthodoxies were once heterodox, 
that without innovation there could never have been 
any progress, and that if inquisitive fellows had not 
gone prying about in forbidden quarters ages ago, the 
world would still be peopled by savages dressed in 
nakedness, war-paint, and feathers. The mental stulti
fication which begins in youth reaches ossification as 
men grow  older. Lack o f thought ends in incapacity 
to think.

Real Freethought is impossible without education. 
The mind cannot operate w ithout means or construct 
without materials. T h eology opposes education ; 
Freethought supports it. The poor as well as the rich 
should share in its blessings. Education is a social 
capital which should be supplied to all. It enriches 
and expands. It not only furnishes the mind, but 
strengthens its faculties. Know ledge is power. A 
race o f giants could not level the Alps ; but ordinary 
men, equipped with science, bore through them, and 
m ake easy channels for the intercourse o f divided 
nations.

Growth com es with use, and power with exercise. 
Education m akes both possible. It puts the means of 
salvation at the service o f all, and prevents the faculties 
from m oving about in  vacuo, and finally standing still
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from sheer hopelessness. T h e educated man has a 
whole magazine of appliances at his command, and bis 
intellect is trained in using them, while the uneducated 
man has nothing but his strength, and his training lS 
limited to its use.

Freethought demands education for all. It claims a 
mental inheritance for every child born into the world. 
Superstition demands ignorance, stupidity, and degrada
tion. W herever the schoolmaster is busy, FreethougM 
prospers ; where he is not found, superstition reigns 
supreme and levels the people in the dust.

Free speech and Freethought go  together. If ° n  ̂
is hampered, the other languishes. W h at is the use of 
thinking if I may not express my thought ? W e claim 
equal liberty for all. The priest shall say what be 
believes, and so shall the sceptic. No law shall protect 
the one and disfranchise the other. If any man disap
proves what I say, he need not hear me a second time- 
W hat more does he require ? Let him listen to what 
he likes, and leave others to do the same. Let 11s have 
justice and fair play all round.

Freethought is not only useful, but laudable, 
involves labor and trouble. Ours is not a 0 _ 
those who love the soft pillow of faith. The Freethinker 
does not let his ship rot aw ay in harbor ; he spreads his 
canvas and sails the seas o f thought. W h at though 
tempests beat and billows roar? He is undaunted, and 
leaves the avoidance o f danger to the sluggard  and the 
slave. He will not pay their price for ease and safety- 
A w ay he sails with V igilance at the prow and Wisdom 
at the helm. He not only traverses the ocean highways, 
but skirts unmapped coasts and ventures on uncharted 
seas. He gathers spoils in every zone, and returns 
with a  rich freight that compensates for all hazards- 
Some day or other, you say, he will be shipwrecked and 
lost. Perhaps. A ll things end somehow. But if *’e 
goes down he will die like a man and not like a coward» 
and have for his requiem the psalm o f the tempest and 
the anthem o f the waves.

Doubt is the beginning o f  wisdom. It means caution, 
independence, honesty, and veracity. Faith means 
negligence, serfdom, insincerity, and deception. The 
man who never doubts never thinks. He is like a stra"' 
in the wind or a w aif on the sea. He is one of the 
helpless, docile, unquestioning millions, who keep the 
world in a state o f stagnation, and serve as a  fulcrua1 
for the lever of despotism. The stupidity o f the people 
says W hitm an, is alw ays inviting the insolence o f power- 

Buckle has well said that scepticism is “  the neces
sary antecedent o f all progress.”  W ithout it we should 
still be groping in the night o f the D ark A ges. Tj'e 
very foundations o f modern science and philosophy 
were laid on ground which w as wrested from the 
Church, and every stone w as cemented with the blo° 
of martyrs. A s the edifice arose the sharpshooters 
faith attacked the builders at every point, and th e y  
continue their old practice, although their missiles 031’ 
hardly reach the tow ering heights where their enem*eS 
are now at work.

Astronom y was opposed by the Church because lt 
unsettled old notions o f the earth being the centre 0 
the universe, and the sun, moon, and stars mere 1 * 
stuck in the solid firmament, and worked to and fro l*k 
sliding panels. Did not the Bible say that Genera 
Joshua commanded the sun to stand still, and bo'j ____ __ _______ ______  „  ____  still,
could this have happened unless it moved round the

liions
itionearth ? And w as not the earth certainly flat, as ini 

o f flats believed it to be ? The Catholic Itiquis,l ‘^j 
forced Galileo to recant, and Protestant Luther cil 
Copernicus “  an old fool.”  t ^

Chem istry w as opposed as an impious prying into 
secrets o f God. It was put in the same class 
sorcery and witchcraft, and punished in the same ' 
The early chemists were regarded as agents °i ( 
D evil, and their successors are still regarded as 
ca n n y”  in the more ignorant parts o f Christen^ ^ 
R oger Bacon w as persecuted by his brother monks . aod 
testing fire w as thought to have come from the 
the explosion of his gunpowder was the Devil yam® tjj 
in sm oke and smell. Even at the end o f the eigb ^ed 
century the clergy-led mob o f Birmingham who wrj ollbt 
Priestley’s house and destroyed his apparatus, -lStry 
felt that there w as a close connection between che E( 
and infidelity. G . W .

(  To be concluded.)
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The Bible Story of Creation.

A letter from the Rev. H. J. Alcock, M .A ., appeared 
111 the Freethinker of February 24, in which he criticises 
certain statements which I made in my recent article 
011 “ The N ew  Theory o f the B ible.”  Mr. A lcock is a 
courteous and, no doubt, an honest opponent, and
therefore his criticism deserves notice. His letter, 
hovvivever, is a fair sample of the usual theological 
method of dealing with expressions o f opinions opposed 
to popular religious notions. For instance, instead of 
grappling with the main points of my article, he 
mdulges in unwarranted assertions, indefinite state
ments, and in fanciful view s o f the Bible story of
creation.

The rev. gentleman commences by asserting th at I 
often write in a manner which, to him, “ appears^ easy 
1° be disproved.” Possibly this is so, for the claim to 
mfallibility is not one of my m istakes. But if my argu
ments can be disproved, surely it should be the duty of 
■l Christian teacher to endeavor to perform the task, 
“ is not in evidence that Mr. Alcock w as ever refused 
I, opportunity o f attem pting this in the Freethinker. 
*ere is an instance where the Secularist is more 

Useful than the professed Christian. The former, 
Wherever he sees an error, does his best to expose and 
refute i t ;  while the latter looks on, deploring the 
\Vron£> but leaves its rem oval to his im aginary God. 
My “ interpretation ”  o f Genesis is objected to,̂  without 
=lny proof being advanced that I put a false meaning upon

sig,

a?d ‘u no case is any “  interpretation ”  put upon 
u me rent from that which is held by the vast majority 
of Professed Christians. Perhaps Mr. A lcock has

is therein stated. In my article the ordinary 
unification o f the lan guage of the Bible is accepted,

it

hi^C0Vered the error of Bible phraseology, and prefers 
sh ?iVn arbitrary explanation of what the language 
\vh U d mean. This is what theologians generally do 
acc <de?,inS  with “  G od’s W ord ” ! but it does not 
is 4 - 'v ‘*;b the canon of honest criticism, and neither 
truth m opinion, the proper mode o f arriving at

corner reV’ gentleman accuses me ot applying “ un- 
he f.m en tary  language ” to theologians in the article

his criticises. He does not, however, g ive any prooi of 
.assertion. W h at I said of theologians w as, thattheir Hir, • ----- --- --------o -----  ---- > -----

hee • lng |ng  to traditional notions o f the Bible w as in
had - ^  'vdb the' general history o f their order. They 
nri,._ vvay s opposed new discoveries and impeded the
me afncement of progressive m easures. If this state- 
be ■ -Vet]e erroneous, why did not my critic prove it to 
fy- s° • 1 he answer is that he could not without falsi-
mo F tacts o f history. W h o was it that opposed 
tlla türn science and sought to crush every discovery 
hu tended to enhance the secular welfare of the 
HUv?n race ? It w as the theologians. As Professor 
earn ^  t*ut it : “  W h o shall number the patient and 
n0v es* s°ekers after truth, from the days o f Galileo until 
Uan ' 'V'10se hves have been embittered and their good 

e blasted by the mistaken zeal o f Bibliolaters ?” 
nob1° Caused the murder o f Bruno, Vanini, and the 
q 0 e'njinded H ypatia? Theologians. W ho opposed 
The irni?Us> condemned Kepler, and imprisoned Bacon ? 
scien °l’ lans- But for their interference, the victories of 
As ¿ C Woul.cl to-day be even greater than they are. 
“ r‘ W hite observes in his W arfare o f Science : 
th0u?.US:lnds ° f  precious lives shall be lost, tens of 
p0Ve j n . shall suffer discomfort, privation, sickness,
Wh;M Ti ^norance, for lack of discoveries and methods 
.. 1L|i, but r.._ • - , 1 i- •__ <• t .
Baa but for this mistaken religious fight against 
earthn» and b‘s compeers, would now be blessing the 
ffitte W ho w as it that opposed national education, 
TheJi Press> antl strove to suppress free speech ? 
' lldict0^lans‘ Tim e would fail me to complete 

^jnent against the Church, which Draper tells us 
me a stum bling-block in the intellectual advance-

Tim e would fail me to complete the
“ be

? ent of p
Sucb ar , UroPc f ° r more than a thousand years.’ 
l°gians ° tbe facts o f history as to the conduct of theo- 
c°nduct . nT language that faithfully describes their 

Mr. Apll01|0t;.k e very complimentary.
informs us that, according to the firstchant' Alc°ck iaPter 0f

°°«ndl ess Genesis, “  God called into existence the 
universe” ; but w e are not told the process

by which this calling was accomplished. D oes my 
critic believe, as the W estm inster Catechism  states, 
that “  the w ork of creation is, G od’s m aking all 
things out of nothing ”  ? If so, my reply is, in the 
words of H u x le y : “ Omnipotence itself can surely no 
more make som ething ‘ out o f ’ nothing than it can 
make a triangular circle.”  If, on the other hand, the 
new “  existence ”  was “ called ”  from som ething which 
already existed, it was no creation, but only a re-arrange
ment o f pre-existing materials. The rev. gentleman 
continues: “ No note of time is given, but science 
teaches this creation took place at some date inconceiv
ably remote. Between verses 1 and 2 an immense 
lapse of ages is silently overpassed, the object o f Scrip
ture being to disclose our relation to God, not to teach 
us geology or any secular branch o f know ledge.”  Here 
we have the usual theological assertion without a 
shadow of proof. W here does science teach that 
“  creation took place ”  ? W ill the rev. gentleman 
answer that question ? A s far as I know, science does 
not reveal anything about creation, as that term is used 
by theologians. If it does, let us know where. If the 
Bible teaches nothing as to secular knowledge, the book 
is a poor guide for us in daily life. W h at becomes of 
the teaching o f our “ national religion,”  that “ H oly 
Scripture containeth all things necessary to salvation ” ? 
The theory that a long period elapsed between the time 
referred to in the first and second verses of Genesis i., 
and that the creation spoken of in the first two chapters 
of that book w as only a re-adaptation of the chaos of 
a previous world, is purely arbitrary, for, if this were 
so, how is it that no allusion is made to animals or 
plants as being in existence before the time referred to 
in Genesis ? Is it not there said that light was created 
on the first o f the six days, and the sun on the fourth ? 
Admit this to be true, then previous to that time there 
w as no light nor heat— a condition o f existence which 
science pronounces an impossibility. Besides, have not 
geological investigations discovered that the remains of 
animals and plants found in the strata correspond with 
species now existing on the earth, indicating thereby 
that no new creation took place about 6,000 years ago  ? 
C learly there w as and could be no such break in the 
continuity o f the chain o f geological events as this 
theory assum es. The remains of animals and plants 
found in the tertiary are identical with those living 
to-day, and there was, therefore, no new creation of 
fauna and flora at the time at which the writer o f 
Genesis declares the origin o f the whole to have taken 
place. I f  such had occurred, it is only reasonable to 
suppose that evidences of it would be found in those 
old records written in stone, which cannot err as docu
ments m ay do that have been produced by human fingers. 
Besides, does it not look very much like a childish work 
of supererogation to create by a special supernatural 
act a new set o f plants and animals exactly like those 
already existing, who would, as a matter o f course, 
have propagated their species in the ordinary natural 
w ay, as they had been doing for generations before? 
Nor is there the slightest intimation in the book that 
any sort o f an interval o f long duration occurred 
between the creation described in the first verse and 
that enumerated in the subsequent account. It is 
evidently one continuous record, the whole extending 
over just six days.

My critic asks me how increasing knowledge interferes 
with his interpretation. The answer should be obvious. 
Mr. Alcock contends that a long period elapsed between 
the events spoken o f in the first two verses o f Genesis, 
but there is no knowledge upon which such an assertion 
can be based. He affirms that the universe w as created, 
but we have no knowledge o f such an event, as science 
knows nothing o f this alleged creation. He argues 
that the words “ in the begin n in g”  refer to a period 
long anterior to the six days spoken o f in Genesis ; but 
a know ledge o f the Bible shows that the “ b egin n in g” 
w as a part o f the six days (see Exodus xx. 9 and 11 ; 
xxxi. 17). He avers that the Bible account o f creation 
is a record o f fact, whereas “  increasing knowledge ”  
goes to corroborate Professor H uxley’s belief “  that the 
Pentateuchaf story of the creation is simply a myth ” ; 
and “  thus, far from confirming the account in Genesis, 
the results o f modern science, so far as they go , are in 
principle, as in detail, hopelessly discordant with it.”

C harles W a tts.
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Christianity and Civilisation.— XV.

O pposition to S cience.

T he story o f Christian opposition to the advance of 
science is an old and well-worn tale, yet it is one that 
alw ays bears re-telling-, because of the light it casts on 
the nature o f religious influences on the world’s develop
ment. It m ight be argued that, in opposing science, 
Christianity w as only manifesting a trait that w as 
tolerably common to all re lig ion s; and with this I 
entirely agree. But, nevertheless, the greater domi- 
n'ancy o f the secular powers by the various Christian 
Churches, their more complete ascendancy over the 
average lay mind, together with the long period of their 
power, enabled tendencies to develop thoroughly that 
were elsewhere but partly expressed. This, it is true, 
makes no difference to the quality  o f the offence ; the 
religion that persecutes while it can— and all have done 
this— can hardly claim any praise because the period of 
its power w as o f limited duration.

The opposition o f Christianity to science is not only 
an opposition o f actual te a ch in g ; it is an opposition 
of spirit— o f method. Between a dogm atic revelation, 
and a careful collection o f facts with a subsequent 
fram ing o f theories that will cover the facts, there is 
necessarily antagonism . In the one case we start with 
a theory, and hunt for facts to fit i t ; in the other we 
start with the facts, and frame theories afterwards. To 
the scientist theories are of no value apart from the 
facts, and may therefore be dismissed or modified as 
occasion may demand. T o  the believer in revelation 
the theory is all ; facts are either unnecessary or 
dangerous— unnecessary because, if  they agree with 
the theory, they add nothing to it, and dangerous 
because, if  opposed to it, they may weaken a belief 
which must be held in spite of the disagreem ent. More
over, while to the scientist examination and verification 
are the two cardinal rules o f guidance, to the theologian 
examination is alw ays more or less of an impertinence, 
and verification an implied doubting o f G od’s W ord. 
The most casual reading o f religious literature, past 
and present, will show that the most admired type of 
mind is that which accepts doctrines with the most 
unquestioning credulity, and retains them, in the face of 
all disproof, with the most dogged tenacity.

Opposition to scientific teaching and the scientific 
spirit w as one o f the earliest characteristics o f Chris
tianity. In previous articles of this series I have laid 
stress upon the fact that in no direction does the Jesus 
o f the Gospels raise himself above the most ignorant 
o f superstitions, nor in a single instance betray the 
slightest acquaintance with the scientific culture of 
Greece, Rome, or Egypt. And when the chief actor in 
the drama betrays such a complete absence o f scientific 
knowledge it would be unwise to expect an improvement 
in any of the subordinate characters. The Old T esta
ment plainly gave the early Christians nothing in the 
shape o f an impetus to scientific development. From 
Genesis to Malachi I cannot recall a single text that is 
a clear indication o f any consciousness of the operation 
o f natural law. Natural processes may be either inter
rupted or annihilated ; miracle becomes a normal 
occurrence. In every case where the Bible trenches on 
scientific subjects it is demonstrably in error. In brief, 
to quote Dean Farrar, “  the mere natural science of the 
Bible is the natural science o f its writers ; and they 
were men o f a country the most scientifically ignorant 
in a scientifically ignorant age a circumstance which 
may be either a cause or a result o f their being G od’s 
chosen people.

From  such w ritings and from such people little was 
to be expected ; and in this respect the earliest genera
tion o f Christians evinced no improvement upon their 
exemplars. The majority o f the Christian leaders 
regarded the study o f Pagan authors as contrary to 
the dictates o f their religion, and some o f the earliest 
Church councils prohibited their being read by the 
clergy.* Mosheim admits that the greater part o f the 
Christian leaders were “  entirely destitute o f all learning

* See Hallam’s Literature of Europe, ¡., 4-8, and Middle Ages, 
ii., 337-8 ; Owen's Sceptics of Italian Renaissance, p. 61 ; and 
Berington’s Literary History of the Middle Ages, p. 48.

and education,” and few who have adequate knowledge 
o f the subject will fall foul o f the assertion. Physical 
science w as specially held in avowed contempt. “ R ** 
not through ignorance o f the things admired by them, 
says Eusebius, speaking of scientists in general, “ bn1 
through contempt of their useless labor, that we think 
little o f these matters, turning our attention to better 
m atters.”  Bishop Basil declared it “  a matter of no 
interest to us whether the earth is a sphere or a cylinder 
or a disk or concave in the middle like a fan.”  Lactantius 
also said of astronomy that it was “ bad and senseless.

W ith  these opinions as guides, combined with the 
fervent belief in the approaching end o f the world-y 
which necessarily reduced scientific studies to the posi
tion o f a gratuitous luxury— and the ignorance^ to 
which Christianity appealed and from which it derived 
its chief support, there is little wonder that scientific 
studies underwent a rapid and fatal decline. Libraries 
were burned and schools closed ; the ideas o f the ancient 
w orld— in the main, accurate— concerning the shape 01 
the earth, the distribution of climates, the position 01 
the earth in the planetary system, on the precession of 
the equinoxes, on physics, on the structure o f the human 
body, and on the treatment of disease, with many other 
valuable speculations and suggestions, were all crushed 
out, to be rediscovered many centuries later in the teeth 
of bitter opposition from all sections of the Christian 
Church.

How crippling the presence o f the Church w as is best 
noted in the simple fact that for over a thousand years 
there was not a single scientific worker throughout the 
whole of Christendom. There w as much ingenious 
speculation concerning the exact location of Paradise, 
the nature o f angels, how many of them could rest on 
the point o f a needle, etc.; but o f useful work scarce a 
trace. The first investigator o f pure physics appeared 
as late as the middle of the fifteenth century in the 
person of Leonardo D a Vinci ; but, in general, not 
merely were there no improvements on ancient science 
during the intervening period, but the stock of positive 
knowledge actually decreased.

N ow it would be sheer folly to assume that, given fail' 
conditions, the people to whom Hipparchus, Pythagoras, 
Aristotle, and others of a similar type had belonged, 
could  not have produced men who might have shown 
themselves their w orthy successors. It would, as 
Hallam remarks, “  be a strange hypothesis that no 
man endowed with superior g ilts o f nature lived in so 
many a ges .”  Nature may have her periods of unusual 
fertility, but there is' no reason for assum ing the 
necessary existence of such a lengthy period o f barren
ness. W hen every allowance has been made for 
every other possible factor, the repressive influence 
of Christianity is still unmistakeable. Not o f one 
Christian church, but o f all. In Geneva, for example, 
during the whole two hundred years that Calvinism 
ruled, from early sixteenth to early eighteenth century, 
there did not appear therein a single cultivator of the 
physical sciences. The burning o f Servetus, against 
whom one of the counts was that he had described the 
Holy Land as it is, instead o f as a “ land flowing with 
milk and honey,”  w as an indication o f what any would- 
be scientist m ight expect. It was not until the power 
of Calvinism  was broken that Geneva began to produce 
its quota of scientific workers. And Geneva w as only a 
type o f what w as go in g  on, or had gone on, elsewhere. 
Everywhere “ the darkness o f the D ark A ges was 
deepest when the power of the Church w as least dis
puted ; that darkness began to break when, in the 
eleventh century, the doctrines began to be called in 
question ; the dawn w as coeval with an insurrection."T

The opposition of the Christian Churches to science 
was, indeed, in the nature o f a struggle for existence. 
The Roman Church had committed itself to a certain 
definite theory o f the universe, and, in this respect at 
least, her Protestant offspring followed faithfully in her 
steps. According to the accepted Christian teaching as 
laid down authoritatively by Cosm as Indicopleustes and 
others, the world w as the centre of the planetary system j 
in shape it w as a flat parallelogram , four hundred days 
journey long, and tw o hundred broad. It was sur
rounded by four seas, which were enclosed by massive

* Quoted by White, Warfare of Science, i., pp. 91-2.
t Lewes, History of Philosophy, ii., p. 5.
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WaHs, on which the sk y  rested. A bove were angels, 
e ° 'v were men. On the north and south side o f the 
arth were great mountains, placed there as a kind of 
aancers, behind which the sun goin g  caused night.

e main business of the angels seems to have been to 
Pash the stars to and fro. W ith  various modifications 
a f t  Sc^eme was adopted by Catholic and Protestant 

1 e- W here Protestants altered they often made it 
p 0re absurd ; as when, in the eighteenth century, the 
fi ? r’ ^'S^’ tfoot, Vice-Chancellor of Cam bridge, 

xed the creation of man as takin g place on October 23, 
4004 B e ., at nine o’clock in the morning, or when Luther 
at t arec* dogm atically that Eve ate that memorable apple 

o’clock in the afternoon. It was such unmistake- 
. e medleys o f nonsense as these that for centuries con- 
1 Ujf. ^ lr 's l 'an cosm ography, and for casting discredit 

"hich men spent years o f lingering torture in Christian 
ungeonS| or peris]lecj) more mercifully, at the stake.

^  he first great blow at the teaching o f the Church in 
ese matters came with the pronouncement o f the 

^operniean system of astronomy. N early six centuries 
jc’> Pythagoras had laid down a true theory of our 

P anetary system, but not until 1543 w as it revived in 
fistian Europe. H ow  it w as then received is a matter 
common knowledge, and will obviate the necessity of 

liLh'1*’ W' 1*1 '*■  at any ênSTt 1̂ here. Copernicus withheld 
/  book so long that he only received a copy of it on 
r 's aeath-bed. A  few hours later he w as beyond the 

Church, but the book remained, and around 
mls there raged a battle that only finds its equal in the 
p, re modern contest over the doctrine o f evolution. 
nfM Seventy years the Church contented itself with a 
th  ̂ conclemnation o f the Copernican theory.* It was 
/  work of Galileo, whose discoveries demonstrated 
a*..*.ruth, that roused the Church to a  more drastic 
of !hlty'. " ^ e aa^hority of the Church, nay, the authority 
¡. he Bible itself, w as at stake. From  numberless texts 
of'thS s^own that the Bible taught the immoveability 

, earth. It was a plain question o f the Bible and 
. Church versus Copernicus and Galileo, and for a 

c the former triumphed. Galileo, an old man of 
eaty, w as seized and imprisoned, his books burned,

, ls mstruments destroyed, and he forced on bended 
naees. to recant the truth of his teachings. Henceforth 
t|° o f the Church m ight believe in the motion of 

e earth without running the risk o f immortal damna- 
t,0n- Not until 1822 did the Roman Church decree 
/ ¿ w o r k s  dealing with the motion of the earth and the 

ability o f the sun m ight be circulated in R om e.t 
j  N°t only the Roman Catholic Church w as it that 
e^n°unced the new teaching. T h e Protestants were 
j ea more stupidly bigoted and vituperative. . Said 
• ther : “  People give ear to an upstart astrologer who 

0r "jes to show that the earth revolves, not the heavens
w' 1 Ornament, the sun and the m oon....... This fool

sl1es to reverse the entire science o f astronom y ; but 
cred Scripture tells us that Joshua commanded the 
■ a to stand still, and not the earth.” Melancthon, his 

th follower, in his treatise on physics, declared
s : ^  is a want o f honesty and decency to assert
/ b  notions publicly.”  Calvin, in his Commentary on 
anHCSlS’ <Iuotes the first verse of the Ninety-third Psalm, 
P U as^s : “ W h o  will venture to place the authority of 
/ P e r n i o  above that o f the Holy Spirit ?”  In England 

IT*e o f the most prominent o f the Puritan divines 
, ounced the theory as “ a delusive and arbitrary 
^ypothesis, contrary to Scripture.”  Even W esley  w as 
p / P 'o io n  that the system  led to infidelity. It is only 
ni; f*10 eternal gam e o f theological dishonesty and 
s iJ ,eprc?entation that, with these and hundreds of 
s>h * f r 'nsta|ices at hand, present-day Protestants 
sici U  ̂ denounce the Roman Church as the enemy o f 
, 'ice. A s though there were any real difference 

etween them ! C. C ohen.
(  To be continued.)

* o
Coper"-e °f the charges against Bruno was that lie supported the 
brolt..,llCiln theory, but the storm seems to have only properly 

t  S aI ouPd Galileo.
Ce Galileo Galilei, by Karl von Gebler, pp. 314-15.

An Aid to Religion.

(At a meeting of the Society for the Propagation of the Gospel, 
recently, the Archbishop of Canterbury gave vent to the opinion 
that science is an aid to religion.)

O what an aid to Religion is Science,
According to Temple, Archbishop of Cant,

Who sets all the teachings of Christ at defiance,
A glaring impostor, the biggest extant.

How She impresses on brains not affected 
Belief in the making of man, and the “ fall 

“ God’s Word ” but for Her would be surely rejected ;
O how She helps us to swallow it a l l !

O how She aids our belief that the “  Father ”
Fathered n Son in the way that He did ;

Yes, Science confirms it, or we should be rather 
Inclined to reject it as blasphemous “ kid.”

Science proves clearly that if three or four nails 
Are run through a man by a murderous mob,

He’s able, when dead as the deadest of door nails,
To raise himself up, none the worse for the job.

O how She aids our belief in damnation,
That souls will be burnt, but will never consume ;

Belief that the “ saved” will defy gravitation,
And soar like a dove to their Heavenly “ doom.”

O what an aid to Religion is Science !
On Sundays a parson can travel by train,

Setting the law's of the Lord at defiance,
All for his own and the Company’s gain.

O what an aid Science is to Religion !
For each single parson that travels to preach 

There are hundreds of folks who take train for some region 
Far from the sound of his hideous screech !

Ess Jay B ee.

Acid Drops.

th ^ lUer bitter truth than blessed error, for truth always heals 
°unds that error inflicts.— Goethe,

T he Vegetarian has a beautifully silly article on “ Humanity 
and the Bible.” It tries to prove that kindness to animals is 
the regular teaching of that miscellaneous volume, but all the 
evidence it adduces is a few texts from Deuteronomy. Being 
unable to find anything to serve the turn in the New Testa
ment, and discreetly overlooking Paul’s callous question,
“ Doth God care for oxen ?” our contemporary remarks that 
it leaves the letter for the spirit— in other words, it leaves the 
text for suppositions. The reader is then treated to a 
“ beautiful legend ” about Jesus, representing him as having 
pity on a mongrel cur ; though, alas, it is not to be found in 
the Bible. Finally, the writer winds up with a verse from 
Coleridge, which he horribly mangles. There really ought 
to be a law against this sort of thing. To murdera man is a 
hanging offence. To murder his verses, the children of his 
brain, is no offence at all. We don’t suggest hanging, 
though, for villainous quotation ; but there might be a fine 
proportioned to the enormity of the misdemeanor.

So Jesus, in the beautiful legend, had pity on a mongrel 
cur, did he ? Well, the great soul of Shakespeare went one 
better than Jesus— or ever so many better. You may find it 
in K in g  Lear:—

Mine enemy’s dog, though lie had bit me,
Should have stood, that night, against my fire.

An idea like that only occurs to the loftiest genius. It came 
naturally to the mind of Shakespeare. And he put it, 
characteristically, into the mouth of a woman— the divine 
Cordelia.

Daylight (Norwich) remarks that “ flogging bishops” arc 
getting common, and that Bishop Jayne is “ well known in 
this line.”  This prelate, by the way, is the one who had the 
lying impudence to declare that working-class Secularists 
were the worst ill-users of children. Mr. Waugh, who 
backed him up, has had the grace to retract and apologise ; 
but the bishop is like God Almighty, and says with a lordly 
air, “ I have spoken.” Returning to Bishop Jayne’s belief in 
flogging, however, we extract the following from our spark
ling Norwich contemporary :—

Then pretty Jayne, my dearest Jayne,
Your birch you need not spare ;

But do not meet me in the lane.
When the fruit is on the pear.

St. Patrick’s Day, March 17, falls this year on a Sunday. 
A Protestant Society calling itself the Irish Church Missions
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has “ spotted ” the fact, and its clerical secretary writes to a 
number of papers urging the “ appropriateness ” of special 
sermons and offertories on that day in aid of Protestant 
mission work in Ireland 1

The Lord is no respecter of persons— nor, apparently, has 
he much respect for his own consecrated edifices. He knew, 
before anybody else, that there was a nice little fire springing 
up in the parish church of Sturton-le-Steeple. But it didn’t 
disturb him ; he let it go on, notwithstanding all the episcopal 
eloquence and the prayers addressed to him when it was 
formally dedicated to his worship. When the outbreak was 
discovered in a common or garden way, just as if the building 
had been a music-hall or a gin-palace, it was too late to do 
anything but save the tower. By the time the fire-engines 
arrived, the whole of the interior of the church was a mass of 
flames, and part of the roof had fallen in. The organ, stained- 
glass windows, screens, and memorials were all destroyed.

The pious may, therefore, begin their work again, but how 
can they restore the memorials ?

In the recently-published Life and Letters of Phillips Drools, 
D .D ., two or three goodystories are told. He had his version 
of the “ Jonah” narrative. When someone was wondering 
at the possibility of Jonah being swallowed by the whale, he 
said : “ There was no difficulty. Jonah was one of the minor 
prophets!” “ Why is it,” said a friend to him, “ that some 
men who call themselves Atheists seem to lead such moral 
lives?”  “ They have to; they have no God to forgive them 
if they don’t.”

Since 1804 the Bible Society has circulated 165,000,000 
copies of Scripture at a cost of over ¿13,000,000. Last 
year it_ issued over 5,047,000 copies. Its income for the year 
was .£211,468, and its expenditure ¿235,210. These are 
large totals truly. But there is one important point to be
considered in connection with them. It is easy enoug;h to
scatter the Scriptures broadcast. But what we should like 
to know is— how many of these millions of copies are read. 
There are no means, of course, whereby we could arrive at a 
general estimate. But we know very well what happens to the 
“ sacred volume ’ in the majority of households. Even Christian 
preachers seem at times to be hardly aware of all it contains.

The editor of the Sunday Companion has been instructing, 
in his oracular way, a correspondent who is disturbed by the 
declaration of Jesus given in Mark xvi. In the passage 
referred to Christ is represented to have appeared to the 
eleven apostles after his resurrection. “ And he said unto 
them, Go ye into all the world and preach the gospel to every' 
creature. He that believeth and is baptised shall be saved ; 
but he that believeth not shall be damned. And these signs 
shall follow them that believe : In my name they shall cast 
out devils ; they shall speak with new tongues ; they shall 
take up serpents ; and if they drink any deadly thing it shall 
not hurt them ; they shall lay hands on the sick, and they 
shall recover.”

The oracle of the Sunday Companion does not avail himself 
of the plea sometimes made that this is an unwarranted 
addendum to the Gospel. He accepts its genuineness and 
authority without question. But he says that “ such im
munity from evil was only granted at special times, and did 
not shield the Apostles (for example) from the effects of 
persecution. Nor was it meant to last beyond the first ages 
of the Church. Certainly the most sincere believers cannot 
claim like security now.”

The last sentence of this reply is not in accordance with 
fact, because the Peculiar People, who are sincere believers, 
do claim that, by the laying on of hands, the sick will 
recover.

Then it is not to the point to say that the Apostles were not 
shielded. No doubt they weren’t, but Jesus thought they 
would be. The main question, however, is, By what right 
does this expositor declare that the “ immunity was only 
granted at special times,” and was not “ meant to last 
beyond the first ages of the Church” ? There is no such 
limitation in the text. If any had been intended, it would, 
or ought to, have been made clear. The immunity was to 
be the sign of belief. Either there is no belief in the present 
day, or Jesus was wrong in his anticipations as to the security 
belief would afford. Obviously, the pretended explanation is 
mere subterfuge.

Under its new management, the Daily Neivs has dropped 
its Monday reports of sermons. We cannot think that this is 
any loss to the readers. It leaves room for matter which 
might easily be more interesting. Sermons naturally belong 
to Sunday— the dullest day out of the seven. Fashion and 
some sickly notions of piety tolerate them then as contributing 
to the apparently essential features of the day. But on 
Monday morning the ordinary churchgoer wakes up with a 
thankfulness that that kind of thing is over for another week. 
He doesn’t want to be confronted with columns of stuff that he 
went to sleep over when he heard it. Some complaint has 
been made in religious journals as to the change. But the 
fact is, the persons who are really offended by the Daily News 
omission are the preachers.

At Cobourg, Ontario, a Methodist minister, to give emphasis 
to a discourse on the evil habits of the age, covered his pulpit 
with bottles of beer and whisky and boxes of cigars and 
cigarettes. Not content with this, he denounced the local 
shooting gallery as an improper resort for young men, and 
referred to some of the leading lady citizens as being also 
frequenters at the place. Next evening the reverend gentle
man was publicly horsewhipped by the husband of one of the 
ladies referred to. There is now a lull in these pointed pulpit 
references. ___

Divinity degrees, as we know, are very cheap. But is it 
not rather too bad of a correspondent of the British Weekly 
to point out that Dr. Parker and Dr. Clifford are “ wearing 
the degrees of certain not too well-known colleges of the 
Stat ”?

Undoubtedly the theological sensation of the hour is the 
new volume of the Encyclopedia Biblica. Two reviews—one 
by the Academy, and the other by the Speaker—are especially 
noteworthy. The latter is evidently written in a state of much 
alarm at the boldness of Dr. Schmiedel’s treatment of a portion 
of the New Testament. It says that Dr. Schmiedel’s articles 
are “ amazingly clever and even brilliant,” but the Doctor 
“ shows himself a hard-and-dry, yet almost a fierci and 
truculent, Rationalist.”

The Academy refers to Dr. E. A. Abbott’s article on the 
“ Gospels,” which is by far the longest in the volume and (it 
says) may be taken as typical of the rest. Dr. Abbott thinks 
that Matthew’s account of the Resurrection has been modified 
by later writers “ so as to soften some of its improbabilities, 
and that “ in course of time sceptics and enemies detected 
and exposed ‘ stumbling blocks,’ and subsequent Evangelists 
adopted traditions that sprang up to remove or diminish 
them.” He further claims that the omission by the other 
Evangelists of the healing of Malchus’s ear recorded by Luke 
is “ almost fatal to its authenticity,” and he explains it by a 
corruption of the text which transforms the replacing of the 
sword into a replacing of the ear. In like manner he thinks 
that many of the numerous miracles connected with the 
raising of the dead arc to be explained as “ very early exag' 
gcrations arising from misunderstood metaphor,” “ death 
being sometimes used by patristic writers in the sense 0 
mortal sin or death to God. The raising of the widow's son 
at Nain, however, he finds himself obliged to reject as “ non- 
historical,” and he asserts that the narrative of the raising 01 
Lazarus was “ mainly allegorical while he points out that 
the silence of the Synoptists on the point has “ never been 
explained.”

But, if Dr. Abbott plays havoc with the New Testament in 
his section of the Encyclopedia, he is harmless as a lamb by 
the side of Dr. Schmicdel -in the estimation of the Academy- 
Professor Schmiedel, while disclaiming that he starts With 
the postulate or axiom that miracles are impossible, thinks 
that “ some doubts as to the accuracy of the narratives cannpt 
fail to arise in the mind of even the stoutest believer m 
miracles,” when he sees “ how contradictory they are.” _ 1
these contradictions he gives a long list, and then claims 
that these facts “ show only too clearly with what lack 01 
concern for historical precision the Evangelists wrote.” Hc 
thinks “ the most credible statement in the Synoptics ” as (° 
the Resurrection is that “ the first appearances were 1,1 
Galilee,” and that the statements that the risen Jesus was 
touched or that he ate are “ seen to be incredible and 'e 
points out that St. Paul saw no difference between any of t»e 
post-resurrection appearances to others and that to himself011 
the road to Damascus, the inference being that all alike were 
“ visions.”

By this and similar roads Professor Schmiedel is led 10 
consider whether there are any “ credible elements to _be 
found in the Gospels at all,” and he comes to the conclusi0'1 
that there are five passages which are authentic. These 
are the “ Why callest thou Me good ? none is good sa 'a 
God only,” of Mark ; the statement that blasphemy agmnS. 
the Son of Man can be forgiven, in Matthew ; those in Mar’; 
that the relations of Jesus held him to be beside himself, a»0 
that “ of that day and that hour knoweth no one, not 
the angels of God, neither the Son, but the Father” ; anm 
finally, the cry from the cross of “ My God, mv God, why hasl 
Thou forsaken Me ?”

This selection of “  credible elements ” is very peculiar. 
British Weekly was not far wrong in suggesting that D • 
Schmiedel, of Zurich, “ plunges the steel into the very hea 
of Christianity.”

One of the things one would rather not have said escape
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from Mr. Compton Rickett, M .P.,at the recent Congregational 
Conference at the Holborn Restaurant. Wishing to pay a 
compliment to Independents, he said they had “ the spirit of 
the wild ass.” Then he tried to mend it by adding “ or, at 
least, the ‘ breath of the desert.’ ”  W e prefer the first 
description.

Really, some Christians have a curious notion as to the 
sort of appeals they may address to their God. For instance, 
hike the list of “ prayers requested ” in the latest issue of 
Reader Harris’s paper called Tongues of hire. Amongst 
pther odd subjects for supplication set forth, prayers are 
invited “ that a member may be enabled quickly to learn 
shorthand and typewriting.” Why not go a little further, 
ai'd pray for God’s advice as to which is the best system of 
shorthand and the best kind of typewriting-machine ? Why 
■ lot ask for Divine guidance as to the respective m eritsof the 
1 itman and the Sloan-Duployan systems, or of the Remington 
and the Yost ? God has nothing much to do. His time is Ins 
°'vn, for he made it.

Other invited prayers are equally funny. Two aged heretics 
?®em to be causing no end of anxiety to their relatives. I’rayer 

asked “ for an aged dying father who is an unbeliever, also 
0r “ an old lady in North Wales that the Lord will take away 

her unbelief.” But perhaps these two old parties are too far 
gone even for the Lord to do any good with them. Anyhow, 
[hose who offer up prayers for them will have to pray, not only 

early and often,” but very hard.

conn (Plowing little dialogue is reported in the Globe in 
*"ast C ,n 'v'tn the Duke of Cornwall’s tou r: “ School- 
sile n  ” ^ * lat is the meaning of Antipodes ?’ (Class 
Sonin f Master— ‘ Come, come. You ought to know that, 
sir if?  - -,ou may go there some day.’ Head Boy— ‘ Please, 

’ l 'mk I know now, but I’d rather not say !’ ”

Gasett fi0.0r Bishops ! A recent issue of the P a ll M all
issue Gained the following trenchant letter: “ I11 your
pove t°. January 14 last there w'erc some remarks upon the 
is ren °i 'ate Bishop of London, in which that prelate 
difficult- 1 *lave spoken of his financial troubles, and the 
is (|le ly he found in keeping out of debt, saying : ‘ A bishop 
Wasn’tn-Crest distributing agent of the salary he receives. 
p00r 11 Archbishop Tait who said that he never was a 
so foru1an ««til he became Archbishop of Canterbury ?’ and 
h;is • Now I observe that the will o f ‘ poor’ Dr. Creighton 

just been proved at ,¿'29,500. Archbishop Tait left 
vv'orij>°0 .iickind him. I make no special comment; the 
stri|ie judge for itself; but, speaking generally, it 
tliat m a mere 'ayman like myself as being very remarkable 
tbe r- e.n "b o  have all their lives preached poverty as one of 
■ Hid '-R 'cst virtues, admonishing us to sell all that we have 
those V?iIt; t0. d 'c poor, and'pointing out the impossibility of 
slioubn 10 d'e rich ever entering the kingdom of Heaven, 
folio,, • lave hoarded the substantial fortunes set fortli in the 

"°"m g interesting list

T'ait..
fesoii.........
phll'pot.......

■̂ Khto,,:;;; 
i. ri>for<l ,*ozer
^ .k p e .......
'V°rdsworth

£
35.000
35.000
60.000
29.500
37,^33
10,449
50,790
21.500

Tufnell .............................65,805
Thomson (York)........... 55,000
Goodwin ......................... 19,361
Perry (Melbourne)........... 33,518
Browne (Winchester) ... 36,362
Harvey (Bath) .............  12,680
Pelham (Norwich).........  12,605
Walsham How ..............  72,240

h°w c must be induced to attend “ divine worship” somc- 
The r another, else how are the sky-pilots to make a living? 
novel ¡jStor a church in Brooklyn, U .S., has hit upon a 
for th0 , ’ Me provides a free lunch after morning service 
apprec-se " ’h° attend his church. No doubt the free meal is 
the pro"a • ’ Pcriiaps even more than the sermon. Certainly, 
self'll x ,s,on of food seems to suggest that the pastor him- 
e’°SUei n0t mucl> faith in the drawing power of his own 
Cod. Ce‘ or Ike pure and simple desire of people to worship

fr0ni<tIiUn? Od1y.are suggesting that lie is borrowing an idea 
to p0j P American saloon bar. O f course, it is open for him 
°iie 0cca That Jesus provided food for the multitude oil 
guests ' s‘on* .just as he provided drink for a party of wedding 
given 'an "i1** noticed that the Brooklyn church repast is 
i^UrinJr ‘!i 1 le service. That plan has the advantage of 
«ut may110 attendance of those who are “ an hungered.” 
c°ncen(r .n?*■ tke anticipation of the feed interfere with a 

'rated devotional feeling?

n°vel provdsioneStCr ^ mP*re llas the following lines on the

A var'°H "’deed !—you feed the erring sheep ;
\Vu'„ lctl,'Hrder in your church you keen ; 

ever s Ie*'t by scoffers in the lurch,
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You're sure of an attendance in your church !
You treat “ the keys of Peter ’’ as a household bunch, 
And freely offer sinners “ gratis lunch.”

Certain modest clerics in Rome recently took exception to 
some statuettes of nymphs put up to decorate a fountain. As 
an outcome of their protest, boarding was erected around the 
offending females. The public have since torn this protection 
down, and supposed that the matter was ended. But they 
have still to reckon with clerical modesty. The city authori
ties have been appealed to, and it has been decided to appoint 
a commission of artists to decide how the offending dames 
may be “ modified ” (clericalcse for clothed). The P a ll M all 
Gazette asks : Is Rome really becoming moral ? and exclaims, 
Poor Venus of the Capitol! _

After praying all his life, in the set formula of his church, 
to be preserved from sudden death, Canon John Balmer Jones, 
for thirty-two years vicar of St. Ives, Cornwall, fell dead on the 
road at Marazion, near Penzance, last week.

The Japanese papers condemn severely the conduct of many 
of the soldiers of the Christian Powers in China. They admit 
that the English, Americans, and Germans have behaved well, 
but declare that the Russian and French troops have behaved 
diabolically. The Maishushinsi, of Tokyo, says : “ In the 
matter of politics and national morality there is no distinc
tion between Christians and Pagans. The Russians are 
generally supposed to be Christians, and the Japanese 
heathens ; yet in China at the present moment the Russians 
are committing outrages which the Japanese are even 
ashamed to witness. Is this the vaunted superiority of the 
W est? O Christianity! O Christianity! what a byword 
thou now a r t!”

This is how Reader Harris, of the Pentecostal League, 
writes about the Evangelical Mission : “ A great effort has 
been made, large sums of money have been spent, 200 
ministers, and perhaps a dozen Evangelists, have conducted 
services and delivered addresses— intended for the non
churchgoer, who has been painfully conspicuous by his 
absence.” The Rev. F. C. Spurr, who conducted a mission 
for the Clapham district, says : “ We have scarcely touched 
the outsiders. Very few genuine non-churchgoers have 
visited us.” ___

The Free Churches’ Simultaneous Mission claims to have 
made converts, apparently in the Leeds district alone, not by 
the hundred, but by the thousand. We daresay the Devil 
can read this boast without overwhelming terror. He must 
be pretty well used to Christian statistics by this time.

The Midland rector who writes to the Spiritualistic journal, 
Light, appears to have a good opinion of his own abilities. 
He declares that a voice from the “ far beyond ” has come to 
him with a message to say he is to seek wider fields of use
fulness. This message was the ghostly utterance of a well- 
known London divine who died not long ago, and it ended 
with the words : “ If you could only take my place!” So 
much merit ought not to be overlooked on earth when it is 
so readily recognised in spirit-land. We should, however, 
like to hear the opinion of gruff old Dr. Temple on this truly 
modest revelation.

It is well to know things. Thus, it is interesting to learn 
from a religious contemporary that the money for the 
building of St. Paul’s Cathedral was raised by a small tax 
levied on every ton of coal brought into London. They 
seemed to have done many curious things just about then ; 
but we don’t think that the London householder, with coal at 
its present price, would stand anything of the sort in these 
ungodly days, even for the sake of erecting so fine a temple.

According to The Chautaui/uan, it took ¿¿57,400,000 to pay 
the current expenses of all the churches in the United States 
in 1900. How much in the way of real secular improvement 
might have been achieved with half that sum of money !

Commenting on what it considers to be the inadequate 
stipends of some of the Anglican clergy, the Church Times 
says : “ We have just learnt with alarm how seriously the 
number of candidates for ordination has fallen off—more 
seriously, indeed, than ever before ; but we can scarcely be 
surprised that men are discouraged from the ministry of the 
Church by the hopeless prospect before them.”

But surely these narrow incomes afford to some extent an 
opportunity for real Christians to live on Christ-like lines. 
Our blessed Lord and his apostles were content with the 
barest means of subsistence. Did not Christ preach “  Blessed 
are the poor” ? The Church Times rather anticipates this 
point by observing that the teaching was intended for the 
laity as well as the clergy. Quite so ; we think that bot
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laity and clergy are open to a charge of glaring inconsistency. 
We should positively tremble for both if we accepted Christ 
as a Divine Teacher and Example.

better than the refined and inspiring eloquence of Gipsy 
Smith. Perhaps they diagnosed the whole business as a 
bad form of religious delirium tremens.

After all, is there really so much ground for these frequent 
lamentations on the penury of a certain number of curates 
and a still smaller number of beneficed clergy ? _ How many 
hard-working city clerks have to maintain a family and keep 
up appearances on very much less per week? These unfortu
nates may be counted by thousands, and the worst of it is 
they have but little prospect of doing any better. On the 
whole, we should say that, considering the nature of the work 
the clergy engage in, and the very moderate amount of ability 
required, the “ men of God” are about the best paid class of 
men in the country. ___

Rev. Charles James Hinkson, of Newtown Bromshold, 
Northamptonshire, has been fined £ 1  and costs for being 
drunk and disorderly at Rushden. He pleaded that the 
bishop of his diocese had driven him to drink by refusing to 
allow him to continue his clerical duties. It is stated that 
this “ clerk in holy orders” has applied at the Wellingborough 
workhouse for admission. There he might, if they admit 
him, practically realise how blessed it is to be poor.

Dowie’s disciples, says the Christian World, have been 
destroying drug stores in Chicago after the manner of Mrs. 
Nation with regard to the liquor-shops. Armed with pitch- 
lorks, umbrellas, and canes, and shouting, “ Drugs are the 
devil’s agents 1”  six women smashed a number of plate-glass 
windows belonging to chemists. At one shop they called the 
proprietor to the door. “ Don’t you know that all illnesses 
can be cured by prayer ?” asked the spokeswoman. “ I am 
not aware of the fact, if such is the case,” replied the apothe
cary. He received a buffet on the ear from one of the 
umbrella-wielders. His shelves and counters were then 
wrecked by the Amazons of Zion amid shouts of “ Hurrah 
for Dowie !” but the chemist and his assistants finally cleared 
the shop by dispensing aqua pura to the invaders by means 
of a hose. Another chemist subsequently drove them out of 
his shop with a revolver. No arrests were made, and the 
Hooliganesque Zionites dispersed after chanting “ Zion For
ever ”— a favorite hymn of the sect.

The Dowieites, like the Peculiar People, have evidently 
grasped the meaning of New Testament teaching. And their 
method of enforcing it is quite on Christ-like lines. They 
are only following in Chicago the example of their Master in 
Judea, with pitchforks and umbrellas instead of a “ cat-o’- 
nine-tails,” and with chemists instead of money-changers for 
victims. ___

Jesuit missioners in Galicia are selling for the “ furtherance 
of Christian souls in piety” small pictures of the Virgin Mary, 
printed on thin paper, and about the size of an ordinary 
postage stamp. These pictures the faithful are requested 
to eat, in order to strengthen their faith and ensure numerous 
graces. They are not to be swallowed in the churches, but 
at home. A picture of the Mother of God of Campo Cavallo 
costs one kreuzer.

Certain Protestant journals affect to be amazed and 
shocked at this gross piece of Popish superstition. We 
don’t see that it is any worse than the ceremony of swallow
ing a wafer at “ Holy Communion” in the churches of our 
own enlightened land. True, a piece of paper may be less 
digestible than the sacramental wafer, but they both go the 
same way, and are productive (spiritually) of equally beneficial 
results.

Reviewing the recent Evangelical mission to the towns, 
the Christian World says : “ It is not concealed that, with a few 
notable exceptions, the mission practically failed to bring in 
non-church goers.” Well, is not that an acknowledgment that 
the mission failed in its primary object ? When the mission 
was projected, it was specially announced as a means of 
reaching outsiders. “ Up to the present,” said Rev. P. T. 
Thomson, one of the Leeds missioners after five days’ work, 
“ it must be frankly confessed we have not touched even the 
fringe of the un-churched people— not, at any rate, so far as 
their attendance at the services is concerned.” We expected 
as much, and said so when this “ Great National Simultaneous 
Mission of the Evangelical Free Churches’’ was announced 
with such a flourish of trumpets and beating of the big drum.

“ It is a disgrace to Birmingham journalism that it practi
cally ignored the mission,” writes the Christian World corre
spondent in that city. “ Not one of the four dailies gave it 
more than paragraphs, but they found room for long letters 
criticising and sneering at the mission and its methods.” 
Dreadful! Those Birmingham journalists will have some
thing to answer for when they go to kingdom come. Perhaps 
they thought they could occupy their space with something

How curious the idea, says “ Viator” in the Sydney 
Bulletin, of a small hyper-cultured set of Americans that the 
publication of births is indecent 1 It sends back to medieval 
notions that woman is an unclean animal, an idea based in 
its turn on the Mosaic regulations which put the “ churching 
of women into the Anglican ritual of to-day.

Announcing in the Irish Times the birth of a daughter, 
Mr. S. G. N., of Drogheda, adds to his advertisement the 
exclamation, “ Praise the Lord !” We like this ; it is at once 
so modest and so pious. There was a man “ down in J udee, 
of the name of Joseph, who is said to have had a son born to 
him in Bethlehem, and who might, indeed, have “ praisedthe 
Lord,” but he didn’t ; at any rate, at first, because, apparently) 
he felt a little bit “ knocked.”

A Victorian clergyman, says the Sydney Bulletin , created 
a scene in his church the other Sunday by outbursting most 
excitedly after finding a button in the plate. “ Fancy,” l'e 
cried, “ anyone committing such a gross insult as offering a 
button to Almighty God !” And yet a button is probably of 
just as much consequence to Almighty God as a half-crown. 
How cheerfully blasphemous is the average man of grace :—

You tread upon a parson's toes,
And God's convulsed with mortal throes.

The Liversedge School Board arranged a social gathering 
for the pupil teachers and others attending certain classes, 
and it took place on a Friday. Some superstitious people 
regard that day as unlucky, but a different objection was 
raised by the Vicar of Roberttown. This gentleman wrote 
to remind the Board that “ All Fridays, except when Christmas 
Day happens to be on a Friday, are days of fasting and absti
nence.” No doubt the reverend gentleman honestly enter
tains that view, and no one can have any objection to his 
fasting on Friday, or practising as many other forms of 
“ abstinence” as he pleases. But when he seeks to make 
other people do as he does, he should give some better reason 
than his own opinion, or even that of his Church. According 
to this clergyman, there is one Good Friday in the year, and 
there are fifty-one Bad Fridays. Now, we venture to suggest 
that this is a very unhappy proportion. If we have a father 
in heaven, he can hardly be so lacking in parental love as to 
wish us to be miserable on fifty-one days in every three 
hundred and sixty-five.

Our serious contemporary, the Two Worlds, sometimes 
condescends to be, perhaps unconsciously, facetious. Being 
an organ of the Spiritualist party in this country— and a very 
good organ too from their standpoint— it is naturally on the 
look out for evidences of the “ psychic” side of nature. But 
that is no reason why it should flatter a very vulgar supersti
tion. After referring to the “ disturbance of the elements ” at 
the deaths of Cromwell and Napoleon, and the stormy weather 
that followed the deaths of Gladstone and Queen Victoria, 
the Two Worlds drags in the ridiculous New Testament story 
of the rending of the veil of the temple, and the earthquake, 
at the crucifixion of Jesus ; and then it asks this question '■ 
“ May not a psychological explanation be yet forthcoming f°r 
this violent disturbance of the material elements?”

Now we wonder if the Two Worlds editor has read Shake
speare. If he has, he may recollect the reply of Harry Hotspur 
to Glendower. The latter boasts that a variety of wonders 
occurred at his birth, and marked him out of the run °* 
common men ; and the latter tells him that the same things 
would have happened if his mother’s cat had kittened- 
Glendower was not the only person born just then, and the 
“ signs’’ were good for all alike. In the same way, lots of 
people died at the same time as Cromwell, Napoleon, Glad
stone, and Queen Victoria ; and the “ signs ” were good f°r 
all in that case too. There were no convulsions, by the way, 
when Shakespeare died— at least they are not recorded ; and 
he was the greatest of the sons of men. But perhaps the 
“ natural disturbance” apparatus was out of order on that 
occasion.

We don’t know anything about Victor Ruthven, the Pf0' 
testant lecturer, who has been mobbed by Catholics at 
Shanklin for lecturing on the Confessional, and has had to 
defend himself with a revolver. It appears that he only firc“ 
when his life was in danger. “ I am only one man befo^ 
you all,” he said; “ give me a chance.” But the fanatic3,1, 
mob pursued him down the stairs with cries o f “ Lynch hi'11’ . 
and it was after he received the first blow that he shot one oj 
his assailants. We can quite understand why Catholics, and 
particularly Catholic priests, are opposed to lectures on tne 
Confessional; but, after all, this is supposed to be a freC 
country, and they must put up with criticism and controvert • 
If they won’t, they should be made to.
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M r. Foote’s Engagements.

March 17, Athenaeum Hall.

To Correspondents.

^Mr^\vRLES ^ ATTS S Engagements.—All communications for 
S W Tr*S s ôu*̂  be sent to h‘m at 24 Carminia-road, Balham, 

' ', "  a reply is required, a stamped and addressed envelope 
>nust be enclosed.
thatfth ° F THE " Ereethinker.”— We note your suggestion 

he chairmen of open-air lecture-stations in London should 
ver.as much justice as possible to the collection, which, at the 
If itoS*’ ?nIy defrays a portion of the cost of the meetings, 
and ' *s worth doing, as you say, it is worth doing well; 
s er all, it is only fair that the people who hear, and pre- 

p mably profit by, a lecture should contribute towards its cost, 
x' xm 1LLIS‘—Thanks for cuttings, 

ah !'ai. t*le editor of the Catholic (edited by a Protestant) says 
pVeut âe late Colonel Ingersoll is unworthy of notice. Who- 
wh r,state.'i that Ingersoll spent his life in “ managing swindling 

p saey rings ” deserves a horsewhip rather than a reply.
— Your cuttings are always valued.

(• .IST— We have seen Mr. Holyoake’s fresh article on Agnos- 
— srn; It is extremely well written, but it calls for no reply.

. e *s only wasted in controversy waged around a persistent 
Athr<’*3reSentat'or1, Mr. Holyoake goes on repeating that an 
fur c*en'es the existence of God. What he should do is to 
jJ?1?“ the names of known Atheists who have accepted that 
r„ ’n.‘h°n. Until he does so, it is best to say with Hamlet “ the

AlT  1S si|ence-”
evpAND-ER Hunter.— Mr. Forder has had no connection what- 
pa r 'v)th the Freethinker or the Freethought Publishing Com- 
and .̂Smce 'ast April. We have repeatedly announced the fact, 
him cann°h accept any sort of responsibility for orders sent to 

F H
q, ’ VVaTTs.—Thanks for cuttings, 

expficit^— ^on t ilu‘te understand.W, T
J S J"K'V1S-—We shall always be pleased to hear from you. 

t!" ^— Received and having attention. You do not waste our 
frought^fr' are always glad to hear from converts to Free-

Why not be more

th',?n,e,Ver y°u feel disposed. You will see by the advertisement
mat Mr. Cohen1" « * * i - —  » « - i —  1- 1 - ----- r -

tic
8. p » UU Will 1I1IU picit^ well dll l lid L ^UU 1 Cl|Ull C 111

oqte’s Bible Heroes and Bible Romances, which are written

Your letter has given us real pleasure. Write again 
":el disposed. You will see by the advertisement 

s little book on Missions is preparing for publi-
\vation-W. r

/ft.* ¿0NeS.—You will find pretty well all that you require in• 1* Onfo'n D/u. tt__ __ 1 n.'M. r>___ __»ü .

M.

j j |  ^  ( ~  u  c  r u tc h  a i i u  u  i u b  v  i K / m u m . c j y  w m u i a i e  n  1 i t i u i

deal r- and satirical vein, but contain, by the way, a great 
°t information

Clydesdale.— Pleased to hear that the Bible Handbook has
fQ ^°ar shopmates thinking. A great many persons have 
not * an cyc"0|>ener. The anti-infidel tract you enclose is 
Sen'T01̂ *1 a serious reply. Only a reckless liar could say that 
" V arisnt teaches “ sensuality " and “ free love ” and leads to 
Sl| ,1Versal prostitution.” You must excuse us from answering 
h>o Î ma''£Tlant absurdities. Our legitimate work is already 
tt,c 'eavy. We have no time for chasing blackguards through

JosEpi. Ta .G LAll>.—You will find Strauss’s Life of fesus, translated by
his o f 1/ ^'ot, a masterly piece of work. Read also, if you can, 
j r ,  Faith and the New. Likewise Dr. Giles’s Christian and 
Dri - nv ^ecords. The late Samuel Laing’s works, all at cheap 

Wo.u.M prove useful.UIa —  ,----- ....___  Winwood Reade’s Martyrdom of
littlo ,Wou'd give you a fine view of human history. Clodd’s 
furth >0°ks on Evolution and the Childhood of Religions would 

] p ner help you.
tlle ’~~We are looking into the matter, and will let you kno 

T. *
Public As soon as the General Meeting of the Freethought 

, lshmg Company is over Mr. Foote hopes to be able to 
m c arrangements for relieving himself of a good deal of the 
time° mechanical part of his work, and liberating some of his 
trie . °f the more important functions of his office. The 
be <1 ‘lnica* w°rk—the drudgery, as it might be called—must 
t0 n 0ae> and while Mr. Foote has to do it himself he is bound 
l’re s \ t   ̂b(1 special work which no one can do very well (at 

„,,enV but himself. Of course the arrangement is very much 
OLn p 'on ° f means.

He Reetii,Nker.— No, we do not recollect Charles Southwell. 
The Vr S êfrrc °ur time. Nor did we ever hear Joseph Barker. 
th0l b'reat Charles Bradlaugh was the first apostle of Free- 
Mr g  | ander whom we sat, as the Christians say. We heard 
Mr" p 0 y°ake subsequently. We listened to the debate between 
jud" ^ 'aa^ h  and Mr. Holyoake in 1870, we think ; and, in our 
shovr •en ’̂ they were both right and both wrong, as we tried to 
l°n ,ln a pamphlet entitled Secularism Restated, which we have 
a littj ost s,&ht of. We daresay it was very crude, and perhaps 
We ^  Presumptuous. But we were young then. Sometimes 
They11”' We.were young now. Youth is the true paradise. 

PAPRr£ are obliged to promise eternal youth even in heaven.
—Dail^EpEIVED'— Leicester Reasoner—Leeds Daily News— 
.S°cifit X Express—Huddersfield Examiner— Freidenker— Free 
El L;,y Torch of Reason—Boston Investigator—Liberator— 
Times reQ ensam'cnto—Two Worlds—Sunday Chronicle— Irish 
(Mew Sydney Bulletin—People’s Newspaper—Truthseeker 
teradfor,)°rk)—®'ue Grass Blade—Zoophilist—Truthseeker

F riends who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by 
marking the passages to which they wish us to call attention.

T he National Secular Society’s office is at 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, 
Ludgate Hill, E.C., where all letters should be addressed to 
Miss Vance.

Lecture Notices must reach 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate 
Hill, E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.

O rders for literature should be sent to the Freethought Pub
lishing Company, Limited, 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate 
Hill, E.C.

Letters for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 
1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate Hill, E.C.

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

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

Sugar Plums.

T he article by Mr. Foote on “ The Gospel of Freethougbt” 
in this week’s Freethinker was written a great many years 
ago. He has been asked to reprint it, and it will be new to 
the great majority of our readers.

Mr. C. Cohen occupies the Athenaeum Hall platform this 
evening (March 10). His subject will be “ Atheism and its 
Critics.” We hope he will have a good audience.

The Annual General Meeting of the Freethought Publishing 
Company, Limited, will be held at Anderton’s Hotel, Fleet- 
street, London, on Monday evening, March 18, at 8 o’clock. 
Legal notices, etc., are being sent out to shareholders.. Some 
of these have changed their addresses, we fear, without 
notifying the secretary ; in fact, we know that a few of them 
have. Such shareholders should forward their new addresses 
at once, in order that they may at least receive the Report and 
Balance-sheet.

On Sunday, March 3, the Leicester Secular Society cele
brated the twentieth anniversary of the opening of its hall in 
Humberstone Gate. Speeches were delivered by Messrs. 
G. J. Holyoake, J. H. Levy, Sydney A. Gimson, and F. J. 
Gould ; and Mrs. Theodore Wright gave some of her spirited 
recitations. In the course of the evening meeting, which 
was well attended and enthusiastic, Mr. Gimson stated that 
the Society had cleared ¿£140 by its bazaar last September.

Mr. Malcolm Quin lectures this morning and evening 
(March 10) in the Secular Hall, Leicester ; his subjects being 
“ The Positive Religion ” and “ The Worship of Humanity.” 
Mr. Quin is the minister ot the Church of Humanity at 
Newcastle-on-Tyne. He is a disciple of Comte, so that the 
religion he promotes is quite devoid of supernaturalism. Mr. 
Quin should have good audiences at Leicester. What lie has 
to say is sure to be interesting and stimulating. He is 
guided by profound convictions, for which lie has sacrificed 
what the world calls “ good prospects ’’— though he is not 
likely to say anything on that matter himself.

We have received the first (March) number of the Leicester 
Reasoner, which is to be conducted in the interest of the 
Leicester Secular Society by Mr. F. J. Gould. It is, there
fore, in very competent hands, and may be expected to do 
good service to the Society and to Secularism generally. 
The price of one penny places it within the reach of all. 
Mr. G. J. Holyoake leads off with an article on “ The Public 
Service of Reason.” Mr. Gould contributes some notes on 
the local School Board, of which he is a member. We are 
pleased to see that Mr. Gould voted for placing the Rev. 
Father Hawkins on the Industrial School Committee. This 
act of rational toleration was, however, resented by other 
members, who frustrated Mr. Gould’s vote by turning the 
whole Board into a committee for the management of the 
school. Other items of interest in this publication are (1) a 
chatty, instructive article on “ Five Skeletons” for children, 
(2) some Local Comments, (3) some Secular Society Notes, 
and (4) a short paper on the Leicester Secular Society’s 
Twentieth Century Fund, by Mr. S. A. Gimson. We wish 
the Leicester Reasoner a prosperous career.

The C ivil L ist and Royal Grants is the title of a reprint (by 
A. & H. Bonner) from the Appendix to the late Charles 
Bradlaugh’s Impeachment of the House of Brunswick. This 
threepenny pamphlet is very seasonable just at present, and 
we hope it will be widely read.

Mr. H. Percy Ward contributes to the March number of 
the Truthseeker (Bradford) an interesting^ account of his pro
gress “ From Wesleyan Pulpit to Secularist Platform.” Mr.
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Ward writes with logic, lucidity, and force. He should 
wield his pen more frequently.

Mr. Treharne-Jones, ex-Church of England curate, who 
lately left his pulpit to preach the Gospel of Freethought, is 
holding two meetings to-day (March 10) in the Temperance 
Hall, Aberdare, at 2.30 and 6 o’clock, his subjects being 
“ Christianity an Obstruction to Progress ” and “ An Exami
nation of Christian Morality.” Admission is free, with a 
collection to defray expenses; and discussion is earnestly 
invited.

We are always glad to receive the Blue Grass Blade, 
edited by Charles C. Moore, at Lexington, Kentucky. It is 
never very informing, but it is always lively. Editor Moore 
is an elderly man, but there is a lot of the gamin about him 
still, and his articles and letters are all written in slapdash 
style, with a plentiful spice of the slang of the street. Person
ally, we should prefer to see him a little more sober. He is 
a strict teetotaller in regard to whisky and cognate liquors, 
but he makes up for it in his journal, in which he provides 
weekly evidence that every man must go on the spree some
where. For all that, he is a brave man, and a forceful 
journalist, in his way ; and we gather that he has an 
extending circle of readers. We hope he will find a tangible 
reward before the end for the sacrifices he has made for the 
Freethought cause. It is not true, as Editor Moore says, 
that we ignore the existence of all other American Free- 
thought journals than the New York Truthseeker. We often 
refer to other journals. Some time ago we congratulated 
Editor Moore on his escape from the hands of the bigots who 
tried to put him in prison again. That paragraph seems to 
have escaped his attention. We beg to assure him that we 
have the highest respect for his courage; what we have a 
doubt about is his discretion.

Freethinkers all over the country should prepare them
selves for a special effort to push the circulation of the 
Twentieth Century Edition of Thomas Paine's Age of Reason, 
which is shortly to be issued by the Secular Society, Limited, 
and sold by the Freethought Publishing Company. The 
marvellously low price of sixpence will place this famous 
work within the reach of all. It has already converted 
thousands of men and women from superstition, and it 
should convert many thousands more. Freethinkers who 
can afford it should order a number of copies for circulation 
amongst their friends and acquaintances. Six copies will 
be supplied for 2s. 3d., and twelve for qs. 6d. Here 
is a bit of propaganda open to every Freethinker who 
can spare a few shillings for the good old cause of mental 
emancipation.

The Freethinker has held its own wonderfully well con
sidering the great drawbacks consequent on the war and 
other public excitements, from which other advanced journals 
have suffered far more severely. There can be no doubt that 
our journal would rapidly increase in circulation if it were not 
for the “ cussedness,” and even the boycott, of newsagents. 
Unfortunately, owing in the main to this cause, the Free
thinker is periiaps the most difficult paper to obtain in the 
kingdom. Sometimes the wholesale agent invents excuses 
for his injustice towards us, and the retail agents are palmed 
off with lying nonsense about the trouble of obtaining the 
Freethinker, and the impossibility of changing returns ; 
whereas the fact, is that we publish regularly in the best of 
time for the trade, and have always exchanged unsold copies 
within a reasonable limit of time and quantity. We should 
be glad if friends who experience any bother with their news
agents would communicate with us direct, giving the name 
and address of the party who fails to supply the paper 
punctually, and the reason he assigns for the irregularity. 
We will then see what can be done to remedy the mischief.

Mr. Foote has been strongly invited to pay Edinburgh 
another visit, and he will arrange to do so as soon as pos
sible. What of Newcastle-on-Tyne, by the way ? Arc the 
friends there able to obtain a good hall for a Sunday course 
ot lectures ? And is there a prospect of arranging for week- 
night lectures in the district ?

Mr. Foote will also be glad to visit the West of England 
again. Will the Plymouth friends kindly inquire about halls, 
and let him know the result ? What of Exeter and Bristol ? 
And will it be possible to do anything down in Cornwall ?

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.

The Passing of a Great Poet.

“ Nothing of him that doth fade 
But doth suffer a sea change 
Into something rich and strange.”

— Shakespeare ( Ariels Song)- 
" Though my words avail not, I greet thy silent ashes.”

— Catullus.

T he story of Shelley’s last days is ever fresh and 
pathetic. And, more than mere lovers of literature, 
Freethinkers have reason to be interested in the pass
ing of the radiant poet whose sun set for ever in the 
storm y waters of Lerici. Shelley from the first seemed 
destined by the sea for its own. From  his boyhood he 
loved to watch the drifting of paper boats down a 
stream, and thought that drowning would be the most 
beautiful o f deaths. Thrice he had narrow escapes 
from shipw reck— once flying with M ary Godwin across 
the Channel, once with Byron on the Lake of Geneva, 
and again with W illiam s in Italy. But the sea and the 
ships absorbed him with a fatal fascination, though he 
was luckless with all his boats. His unfortunate first 
wife, Harriet, sought the same mode of death which at 
last fell upon the poet. Shelley prophesied his own 
end, though few have noticed it. In Ju lia n  and 
Maddalo he m akes Byron (“  Count M addalo ” ) address 
to him a jestin g w arning :—

You were ever still
Among Christ's flock a perilous infidel,
A wolf for the meek lambs.

And the warning concludes .—
Beware, if you can't swim.

A  prophecy the more sinister for its very levity, its total 
unconsciousness of hastening destiny. The frequent 
recurrence of this thought in Shelley’s poetry is very 
singular. The last lines of Adonais m ight be read as an 
anticipation of his own death by drowning. In Alaslor 
we read :—

A restless impulse urged him to embark
And meet lone death on the drear ocean's waste.

The glorious Ode to Liberty closes on the same 
pathetic n o te :—

As waves, which lately paved his watery way,
Hiss round a drowner’s head in their tempestuous play.

The Stanzas W ritten in D ejection, near N aples, echo 
the same thought with a slight variation :—

And I might feel in the warm air 
My cheek grow cold, and hear the sea 
Breathe o’er my dying brain its last monotony.

In a dirge written in 1817 he gives vent to the idea * 
That time is dead for ever, child—
Drowned, frozen, dead for ever.

Shelley made the acquaintance at Pisa of Captain 
W illiam s, the man who was to help him to his fate. 
Enough of a sailor to stim ulate Shelley’s own doomed 
desire for the w aves, too little seaman to save him from 
their power. On M ay 1, 1822, the fatal beauty of 
Casa M agni drew them from Pisa, and there came to 
them from Genoa the schooner they had designed for 
their death. Byron had given it the name of the Don 
J u a n ; but they cut the name out of the mainsail, and 
renamed it the A riel. The shadow of the fate sitting 
in its shrouds fell upon M ary Shelley. She was 
oppressed with melancholy ; the woods overshadowing 
the house gave forth to her a nameless horror ; the 
dwelling itself she hated. It w as a comrade o f the 
fatal sea, which washed into its very porch, and 
showered its spray upon the walls, until it seemed the 
cave of black despair. F or five weeks Shelley lived 
upon the sea, putting forth in fine weather in a flimsy 
boat, and during storm y weather in the A rie l, despite 
the warnings of the fishermen. W hen he w as not at 
sea he read or wrote poems to Captain W illiam s’s wife» 
the famous Jane. Once he lured the unlucky woman» 
with her children, into his cockleshell o f a boat, and 
frightened her terribly. The poet w as infatuated with 
the sea. W ith  the com ing of Leigh Hunt to Pisa all 
w as over. Shelley crossed to meet him, and then 
returned to Leghorn, where W illiam s and he boarded 
the A riel, for the sail back to C asa M agni. In vain 
they were warned that a hurricane w as imminent. For 
w eeks they had despised all w a rn in g s; and they 
despised also this— the last. They put off in company 
with two feluccas. Trelaw ny, from the deck or
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 ̂j° » S y.acht> watched the doomed A riel. “ They are 
mad, said a Genoese sailor. Mad, indeed ! W illiam s 

sa'^ngT the vessel to his death, 
the glory of the day had changed. An intense sultry 

urnace-glow had replaced the flood of sunlight. The 
under brooded am ong the jag ge d  clouds which 

gathered above the horizon. M ischief was brewing.
sea-fog came up. The waves became discolored 

and weed-clogged, and moaned with a premonition of 
s_orm. At last the tempest came, brief, but fiercely 
Violent. Trelaw ny looked, but where the A r ie l had 

eea there was speckless sea. Soon the clouds gathered 
again, and the hurricane blew all n ig h t; but Shelley 
and his companions had already gone down to night 

• a - '  ^'° weary watchers the troubled plumes of
T onight were the plumes upon a hearse.

R seems meet that Shelley should have ended his life 
sea. In the midst o f storm, with no requiem but the 

obbing of the wind and the moaning of the waves, as 
surged over the doomed vessel, the unplumbed, 

ntinite sea, beloved and sung by so many generations 
° o T tS’ to° k  h*s tired form to her arms. 

u f the sad w aiting and despair o f the two lonely 
°men, 'n whose hearts terror w as lying still, at Casa 
*,agni, until the body of Shelley w as washed ashore at 
'areggi°, and that o f W illiam s on the Tuscan coast, 
e pitiful tale has been told by Trelaw ny. He, too, 

^as told of that last sad scene o f all, on the beach 
. f  °.re the pine wood, when the body of Shelley in the 

azmg furnace w as reduced to ashes, all but the heart, 
uatched by Trelaw ny from the flames, it was given by 

jC1gh Hunt to Shelley’s w idow — the dead heart to the 
br°ken heart

O heart whose beating blood was running song,
O sole thing sweeter than thine own songs were,
Help us for thy free love’s sake to be free, 
t rue for thy truth’s sake, for thy strength's sake strong, 
Till very liberty makes clean and fair 
The nursing earth as the sepulchral sea.

Mimnermus.

“ The Divine Failure.”

'Vested of its romantic coloring, the life ot Jesus is 
th°fa'C' C 0idd we recross the centuries, forget all 

at name has been and is to mankind, ignore the 
° 0ry it has won, blot from the map the empire it has 

"fla re d , and find Jesus as he was, we should find a 
sillusion and a disappointment. In the business 

\v “ a *le had no standing ; in the industrial world he 
nit'S not a âctor > >n the social world he had no recog- 
an '°n ’ ' n rehgious world he w as looked upon as 

"nidel and an iconoclast. He was one o f those who 
to 2 an<̂  vvenfi la  the present day he would be subject 
gQa.rr ŝt for vagrancy. He taught what seemed to be 

Clal'sm, and inveighed against riches on the streets. 
be antagonised every c la s s ; the rich disliked him 
0f ause he seemed to cast reflection upon the possession 

vvealth ; the political world feared him because of the 
sia -t°r t l̂ab he w as stirring up dissension ; the eccle- 
co -s hated him because he made his nonconformity 
te nsP'cuous, and in a dram atic w ay set aside the 
.^ cinngs antj ceremonies that they held sacred. 
fr¡ ea he was arrested and tried he had no defenders—  
the f ss anc  ̂ alone he w as condemned to death ; even 
f0 ew chosen ones that had been his companions 
that°t ant  ̂ ôr ^le rcst> 't 's sa 'd that in

tra^'c hour “ sittin g down they watched him there ” 
•t>diff̂ Ched him suffer, watched him die. It w as cold 
fr¡ ®rence* N ot a throb o f pity, not a tear, not a 
Mea t0 Protect » abandoned, forsaken, he died alone, 
and i’Ure *^a  ̂ hy any standard accepted am ong men, 
it, {ír must he called a failure to those who witnessed 
and . h°ut family or loved ones or home ; despised 
^ ithreJ-cted of men ; a man o f sorrows, and acquainted 
W¡th ’ revhecI> humiliated, spat upon, and crowned 
rrialef 10rns ’ Put to death by torture ; numbered with 
howieiact0rS’ anc ’̂ w hen he w as dead, even his poor dust 
s^ h  hut for the grave offered by charity. Im agine 
any aa ” e > picture it then, picture it now ; place it in 
Vvas anc* there is none so poor, so abject, to say it 

success.
at was the Prophet’s own interpretation ot his

career we may only conjecture. T w o explanations 
were possible to him. He may have chosen the life of 
an ascetic, and schooled him self to be indifferent to 
friends, to the pleasures, the joys, and the ambitions 
that men hold dear. Such characters are not unknown 
in history— men who make a virtue o f com pelling them
selves to be unmoved by the things that move most 
men. Some of his teachings seem to indicate that that 
w as the view  he accepted ; he seemed to teach that 
poverty, if  not a virtue, w as at least one of the favor
able conditions— one of the means tow ards virtue— and 
that if riches were not an evil they were assuredly a 
snare. Some of his words seem to indicate a profound 
disregard for the common emotions and impulses of the 
human world. “ Except a man forsake father and 
mother, and wife and children, and houses and lands, 
and follow me, he is not worthy of m e.”  “  Come on,” 
he said, “ and let the dead bury their dead.”  These 
and other statements credited to him indicate an intense 
ascetic spirit. If that w as his construction of his life, 
then, from his own view-point, it w as a successful one ; 
for, from the personal point o f view, any life is success
ful that fulfils the ideal set before it.

The other hypothesis seems more in accord with what 
we know of him, and that is this— that he believed he 
would be vindicated at last. He certainly possessed 
some strange power, yet unexplained ; he believed in 
the ministry of angels and spirits ; he seemed to have 
been infatuated with the belief in the immanence of the 
kingdom o f God ; but while he did not rely in any least 
degree upon the common adjuncts of power, while he 
disclaimed the use and support o f the sword, while he 
did not rely upon numbers that he m ight command, he 
does seem to have had some strange belief that there 
would be a supernatural delivery. I believe that he 
went up Calvary believing that he would be rescued 
from the Cross ; I think that when that dying cry w as 
forced from those lips, “  M y God, thou hast forsaken 
m e,” that it w as the cry of a broken and disappointed 
heart ; in that gathering gloom  of death the darkness 
about him w as light compared with the darkness o f his 
own disappointment. W hatever construction his con
temporaries put upon it, we look at it from an entirely 
different view-point. It m akes no difference to the 
Jesus that suffered ; his career is ended, his w ork is 
done, his compensations were never found in this world, 
and, from this far-distant point o f view, it all looks 
different.

Much o f the value of this world is brought to it by 
the lives that fail. It is not, as a rule, the successful 
life, measured by the common standards, that endows 
or enriches the world. It is necessary that the human 
world have now and then some man infatuated with an 
ideal, some man strong enough and unselfish enough to 
disregard all things else but his ideal, and follow it 
through good and evil report ; follow it into the Geth- 
semane darkness, if need be ; follow it to the Cross and 
die for it, in order that the world may know  that there 
are some values that are not measured by the balance 
at the bank. It is necessary for this human world to 
have the rebellious men, the men who stand as living 
protests against things as they are— religion, society, 
politics, and governm ent. It was such an attitude that 
Jesus occupied ; sometimes aggressive, sometimes posi
tively antagonistic, but at no time a conformer ; alw ays 
with the language o f protest, alw ays with the attitude 
of non-acceptance, too many o f such men would m ake 
revolutions, too many would unsettle and disturb. A 
few Christs living at the same time would bring calam ity 
and disaster to all existing institutions, but now and then 
one to become a sort o f bond between the actual and 
the ideal ; now and then one to bring men to the bars o f 
their own judgm ents to reason about things ; now and 
then one to feed the fire of d iscon ten t; now and then 
one, a prophetic soul, in whose few utterances there 
may come the gleam  and flash o f things that are to be ; 
and such a life must alw ays fail, alw ays be numbered 
with the despised. And these failures, by the common 
standard, after all, are the successful men in the large 
and impersonal w ay. E very man of us, every woman, 
cherishes ideals known to be impossible and imprac
ticable. Everyone of us who thinks at all has concep
tions about society, religion, governm ent, that we 
firmly believe in, but do not dare to attem pt to put in 
practice— do not even dare to proclaim. Everyone of
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us has unspoken dreams o f the future of man, o f the 
future of the human world ; most o f us have plans or 
theories by which we think that future will be realised ; 
but none o f us dare say those things. All o f us con
form with a spirit more or less o f silent protest, some
times of cowardice. These men who fail are the men 
whom we cry out against, the men whom we imprison, 
or crucify, or burn ; and yet we know that in the final 
solution of the great problem they will be the men who 
will appear as the great factors that made actual the 
ideal of which we dreamed. It is easy enough to take 
out of the past some great failure, and garland and 
applaud it ; but if Jesus Christ were alive to-day, and 
lived exactly as he lived when on the earth, and did the 
same things, and taught the same doctrines, he would 
be an outcast now exactly as he w as then ; he would be 
at first ignored, then, as his influences seemed to widen, 
he would be feared, and then he would be despised and 
hated, exactly as in the earlier times. The only differ
ence would be that it would be the nineteenth century 
instead of the first that cast him out. Y et he was 
necessary— necessary because the world must have its 
ideal men— that is to say, its impossible and imprac
ticable men. (Dr.) J. E. R oberts.

— Torch of Reason.
( To be concluded.)

The National Secular Society.

Retort of Monthly Executive meeting held at the Society’s 
offices on Thursday, February 28. There were present (Mr. 
G. W. Foote, President, in the chair): Messrs. E. Bater, 
W. Beech, C. Cohen, J. Cooper, T. Gorniot, W. Leat, A. B. 
Moss, B. Munton, J. Neate, E. W. Quay, C. Quinton, V. 
Roger, F. Schaller, H. Stace, E. E. Sims, T. Shore, T. 
Thurlow, C. Watts, T. Wilmot, and the Secretary.

Minutes of previous meeting read and confirmed. Cash 
statement received and adopted.

The President informed the meeting that he had found it 
necessary to consult a solicitor re the trust money in the 
hands of the executors of the late Mr. Hartmann.

The Secretary reported upon the meeting of the sub-com
mittee elected to make arrangements for the out-door lectures 
during the coming season, and it was resolved : “ That the 
Branch secretaries remit the collections to the General 
Secretary monthly— that is to say, on the first Monday in 
each month, and the remittance be accompanied by a state
ment of the amount received at each lecture.” A further 
resolution was passed to the effect that all literature sold at 
lectures should be sold by the Branch officials.

The circular re the arrangements for the Society’s Annual 
Conference on Whit-Sunday was ordered to be sent out.

Other minor matters of business having been discussed, the 
meeting adjourned. Edith M. Vance, Secretary.

The Parsons and the Barmaids.
An embarrassing moment occurred at one of the annual 

meetings of the Committee of the Church of England Tem
perance Society, over which the late Bishop of London 
presided. The report o f the Ladies’ Committee was read, 
which, among otner information, contained the statement 
that “ during the last year much attention has been paid to 
barmaids.”

A very audible titter ran round the meeting, which was 
changed to undisguised laughter as the following words were 
read : “ This has, in many cases, led to their being visited in 
their homes.”

So loud was the merriment of the clergy that the chairman, 
fearful of more alarming ambiguities, rose and smilingly 
observed :—

“ Perhaps, gentlemen, we may take the report as read.”
— Daily Chronicle.

Ingersoll and Talmage.
The late Col. Ingersoll was riding in a street car one day 

when the Rev. T. De Witt Talmage got in, and presently they 
fell into an argument. Finally Ingersoll said: “ Then you 
would like to live in a place, Brother Talmage, where every
one has to be good b y la w ? ” “ Certainly,” said Talmage. 
“ You would like to live where everyone has to go to church 
regularly every Sunday?” “ Yes, that would suit me.” 
“ Where no man can get a drink, and swearing is not per
mitted?” “ Y e s; that’s the place for me.” “ And where 
every man would have to keep regular hours ?” “ That
would be heaven on earth,” said Talmage, smiling, and 
striking his knee with his open palm. “ Well,” said Bob, 
looking over his glasses, “ you’d better go up to Sing Sing 
[Prison], That’s the way they do there.”

Correspondence.

TH E  CREATION STO R Y.
TO TIIE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir,— Your correspondent, “ H. J. A. “ (I use his initials 
simply for the sake of brevity), undertakes to square the circle. 
Why not afford him the opportunity of doing so—-if he can ? 
Failure to accomplish his self-imposed task may be of service 
to him, if to no one else ; it may cause the scales to fall from 
his eyes.

“ H. J. A .” says that “ Genesis i. 1 informs us that where 
before had been vacancy God called into existence the bound
less universe.” Does not the word “  vacancy” mean “ space” ? 
And is not illimitable space the “  boundless universe ” which, 
he says, “ God called into existence ” ?

“  H. J. A .” says that “ science teaches this creation took 
place at some date inconceivably remote.” Is not that which 
is inconceivable beyond discussion ? But does science so 
teach? It does nothing of the kind. On the contrary, d 
teaches in the most unmistakeable manner that the “  bound
less universe ” never had a “ beginning,” and that it existed 
from all eternity.

“  H. J. A.”  says that “  no note of time is given,” and that 
“ between verses 1 and 2 an immense lapse of ages is silently 
overpassed.” Indeed 1 Let us read the second verse, and 
then ask what science teaches on the subject. The second 
verse reads thus : “ And the earth was without form and void 
[was waste and void— R .V .]; and darkness was upon the face 
of the deep ; and the spirit of God moved upon the face of the 
waters.” What is the grammatical meaning of these words- 
What picture do they present to the mind ? The picture they 
present is a description of the state in which the earth was at 
the time o f its so-called “ creation," and before, according to 
the Bible, the work of the six days had commenced. What time 
was that? The answer is given in the verse. The word 
“ deep ”— especially when it is used, as it is here used, in con
nection with the word “ waters”— can have only one mean
ing. It means such seas and oceans as are familiar to us all- 
And as it is impossible for water to be in existence at a 
temperature above 212 degrees of heat, it follows as a matter 
of course that the “  time ” referred to was the geologic period 
which followed the formation of water— a period when the 
virgin earth was not “ wrapped in gloomy vapor,” but was 
in a fit state for the habitation of living creatures, and was so 
inhabited.

“ H. J. A .” says “ the remainder of the chapter relates hovv, 
in six days of twenty-four hours each, a part of Western Asm 
was fitted for man’s habitation.” He is quite right in saying 
that in the Bible the word “ day,” except where it is used 
idiomatically, has no other meaning than a space of time, 
the duration of which is twenty-four solar hours ; for it >s 
only since natural science has swept away the Biblical land
marks that efforts have been made by theologians to reconcile 
the Bible stetements with scientific facts. But, in doing 
so, he is hopelessly at variance not only with scientists, but 
with all modern Christians except those of the Dean Burgon 
type. The Rev. G. Henslow, an advocate of the Christian 
Evidence Society, voicing the new interpretation of the Bible, 
in his book entitled Popular Objections to Revealed Truth,  ̂
tells us with charming candor (p. 129) that “ when geology 
h id advanced sufficiently to be able to show incontestably 
that, whatever the ‘ days ’ of Genesis might mean, they could 
not possibly signify that the world was created within the 
space of six literal days, theologians, finding they must yield 
to scientific discoveries, immediately adopted the interpretation 
of infinite time. ”

I need not follow “ H. J. A .” any further. That the Bime 
account of the creation of the earth and scientific facts are 
utterly opposed to each other is proved by the strenuous 
efforts which theologians have made to reconcile them, 
though reconciliation is impossible. And well may the) 
make such efforts. For, as science demonstrates that the 
Biblical story of the creation is simply a story and nothing 
more, it follows logically that all other statements connecte 
with it, or appertaining thereto—as, for instance, the fall 
man—are simply stories, and nothing more. Be it sp • 
“ Truth is great, and will prevail.”

J. W. de CauX-

C H R ISTIA N ITY AND CIVILISATIO N .
TO TIIE EDITOR OF “  THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir,— A statement made in your issue of January 20, 
p. 43, has been brought under my notice. It is made by... ' 
C. Cohen, in a series of articles on “ Christianity and a 
tion,” and is to the following effect : “ Alexander Camp” ■ £ 
founder of the 1 Christian ’ sect, proclaimed the divine rig 
of slavery.” There are two fallacies in this statement.

(1) Alexander Campbell was not the founder of the ‘ G  ̂
tian ” sect, inasmuch as we have the authority of the h>st0||ej  
Luke for saying that the disciples [of Christ] were first,fa eCt 
“ Christians ” at Antioch ; so that the “ Christian 
existed— had its origin— in the first century of this era. j

(2) It is false to say that Alexander Campbell “ proclai
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tauiw'f"if r‘i?llt of slavery,” if by that it is meant that lie 
Pron*Vle divine right ° f  a man to hold other men as his 
A l e v a '  one C0U1<I have better known the views of 
him ai|f 6r Campbell upon slavery than Alexander Campbell 

e"> a.nd he delivered a lecture on his attitude towards 
a fe\̂ UeSt*0n *n Edinburgh, in the year 1847. I here append 
]ett„V ^tracts from that lecture, as reported by himself in a 
p0sy  " ’Htten to his daughter : “ I then proceeded to my own 
ap 1 10n to American slavery, declaring that I neither 
mod 6 a f  n.or defended any system of slavery, ancient or 
ah S r " ’ q aglican or American ; that in the statute-books of 
no Q lv.e States there were sundry laws and enactments that 
t]lat lnst‘an man could sanction or practise ; alleging, also, 
appro00 P lr‘st‘an man in America was either obliged to 
I [Jaj Ve t lern °r to put them into practice in his own case. 
Poss emancipated several slaves that came into my
ernaeS-Ion: had bought others with a reference to their 
ygar^'Pation, and had emancipated them ; and for several 
niy . 'ad not had any property in any human beings except in 
r io n r  and children.” Surely the above is a clear expres- 
refTa H Campbell’s “ own position,” as he calls it, in 
\Vas . to slavery. He goes on to say that, when Christianity 
¡n ‘ptroduced into the world by its founder, it found slavery 
tianifIStence as a P0htical institution, and continues : “ Chris- 
of m  ̂ regulated, but did not annihilate, the relation 
stl aster and bond-servant; and that, although I was con- 
to alll?naMy> politically, economically, and morally opposed 
Apj . 0rms of slavery, ecclesiastic and political, English and 
C h i/ 'n 0’ * c°uld not legislate [that is, in the Christian 
[heref 1 ê70nd the passages of Scripture which I read ” 
me 1 °h°W a number of quotations from the New Testa- 
this f , In a word, the position of A. Campbell was simply 
copy 'at’ vvhile he was opposed to all forms of slavery, he 
me . n°t> consistently with his standard, the New Testa
ble si’ exconiniunicate a slaveholder, unless in cases where 

ave was inhumanly treated. J. M. Christie.

TH E  EXISTEN CE OF GOD.
TO TIIE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

iny .’"K in dly permit me to notice the pointed reference to 
5ta j  made by your correspondent. His letter, as I under- 
mem lt’ ‘mplics an acknowledgment and makes a state- 
re ^ ' The “ acknowledgment ” is that Genesis i. may 
Conll."ably be interpreted in a manner which does not 
apD lct with any scientific advance. Such a concession 

T v V 0 me ° f  the very greatest importance. 
ben e. statement” I take to be that, if I give reasons for 
reply mg in the existence of God, he will “ be glad to try to 
he iro you admitted this “ statement,” I hope you will 
Perm't enough to append an editorial note saying you will 
exist* me g'lve sonlc reasons for holding a mighty God is 
self .'n*y °ur present Ruler and future Judge. I think your- 
si0na . y°ur subscribers will agree with me that all discus-

many reasons for believing in God’s exist-
^ j’ .m comparison with this, are quite insignificant,

ence p Ihere are many reasons for believing in God’-------
hook a °w me to offer one from Paine’s Age oj Reason, the 
cditi0̂ °Ui,ar-c so anxious to circulate. I quote from Bonner’s 
cvij,,n : " Everything we behold carries in itself the internal 
t° bjnce that it did not make itself. Every man is an evidence 
fathe!.T1Sl;E that lie did not make himself, neither could his 
race ■ make himself, nor his grandfather, nor any of his 
and if •ne,ther could any tree, plant, or animal make itself; 
Us 0n ls th_e conviction arising from this evidence that carries 
etern..’nas ’ I.were, by necessity to the belief of a first cause, 
Hater’ | ex'lst'mgi of a nature totally different from any 
all th;'a exi?tence we know of, and by the power of which 

lngs exist; and this first cause man calls God ” (p. 21).
Henry J. Alcock.

[Ce
Alcpc^mly we shall be pleased to insert such a letter as Mr. 
says ^ e g e s t s .  The question contemplated is, as he justly 
thou’ | Irnnscendent importance ; an<I men of all schools of 
Alcock’ ,ave an equal interest in ascertaining the truth. Mr. 
by tf,e s letter will doubtless be answered, when it appears, 
Pi)|T0|(c<|>rrcsPondent who made the pointed appeal to him.—

t h e R e m a i n s  o f  v o l t a i r e  a n d  r o u s s e a u .

Also, I would like to draw the attention of Mimnermus to 
that portion of the Telegraph report which says “ Voltaire’s 
outer coffin was just as it has been described in the official 
documents of 1821,” etc.

Unfortunately, owing to my being otherwise occupied, I 
am unable to spare the time for research on this subject; but 
it offers an excellent opportunity, and I am sure that there 
are a number of Freethinkers, besides myself, who would be 
grateful to anyone who would get at the facts and enable us 
to form a more satisfactory opinion than is possible at present. 
Perhaps Mimnermus will continue it, or perhaps our French 
confreres could shed some light on it. Geo. Facer.

A PR O T E ST FROM CAM BERW ELL. '
TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir,— The Committee of the Camberwell Branch wishes to 
express its regret that the editor of the Freethinker should 
have thought it necessary to publish a paragraph reflecting 
upon the disinterestedness of the Branch.

It further desires to point out that the relation of the 
Branch to the Hall proprietors is merely that of tenant to 
landlord, and the “ special advantages” it enjoys are due 
only to its superior internal strength, and not in any way to 
exterior assistance.

The Committee’s objection to the Centralisation Scheme 
rests upon the proposal to deprive branches of the power to 
employ their own lecturers. It regards this as a serious 
obstacle to its independence. In other respects the Com
mittee recognise that the scheme offers many advantages.

___ T. W ilmot (Sec.).

[(1) We are not able to follow the Camberwell Branch in its 
contention, that it derives no advantage from its compara
tively cheap use of a building erected by the money of 
Freethinkers in various localities. We fancy that more than 
one N. S. S. Branch, even in London, wishes it were similarly 
privileged. This may be said without disparaging in any 
way the excellent and fruitful work which the Camberwell 
Branch has carried on for so many years. (2) It is scarcely 
accurate to say that the centralisation of the open-air 
lecturing in London deprives Branches of the power to 
employ their own lecturers, or interferes in the slightest 
degree with their independence—except to the extent that all 
co-operation involves some loss of individuality. Instead of 
each Branch secretary making up his own list of lectures for 
the season, all the Branch secretaries meet together and 
make up a common list. If this is a blow at their indepen
dence, so is their having a common annual excursion ; and 
so, indeed, is their sending representatives to a central 
Executive. We venture to suggest that the Camberwell 
Branch should think this matter over again, and see if it 
cannot fall into a line with the other London Branches. A 
merely parish view of organisation is hardly adequate to the 
needs of the Freethought Movement in London.— Editor.]

The Bible can be Read Any W ay.
A colored Mrs. Partington lives in Georgia. She is about 

seventy years old, and makes a great show of reading the 
Bible, although it is well known that she cannot read a line. 
The other day she was seated on her front porch with a 
large family Bible on her lap. Some one in passing thus 
saluted :

“  Good-morning, Aunt Caroline.”
“ Mawnin’, suh, mawnin’ l It’s right previous weather, 

suh.”
“ Yes, rather previous.”
“  The clouds hang so low, hit looks like dey ’bout ter have 

a collegiancc wid de airth.”
“  Yes, it does look so.”
“  Well, de Lawd ’ll take keer on us. De Bible say lie dis

tempers de wind to de born Iambs.”
“  Is that the Bible you arc reading?”
“  O yes, suh.”
“  Why, it’s upside down.”
“  Look lieah, Mistuh 1” said the old woman, indignantly, 

“  don’t you s’pose I knowed it ? What diffunce do it make ? 
De Bible is so plain, you kin jes read it any way !”

Sir T°  ™e EI,1TOR of " T,1B freethinker.” 
Mit̂ n’T/Allow me to express my appreciation of the reply of 
Hid y  to my communication re the remains of Rousseau 
t h r ^  tairc- Mimnermus, in his own clever manner, has 
tlQn re 'Cotls'KIerable doubt upon the result of the investiga- 
ri'er, as°r.,etI in the Daily Telegraph cutting sent you. How- 
i' Gov 10 remarks, “ much depends on the evidence for 

Pinasser»men.t; ?Pening the tomb in 1864, mentioned by 
tl Se 'VoC'i Tlid it not occur to Mimnermus, when he wrote 
j!'ere w0 n ’ that had the evidence of same been satisfactory 
l°n? 'j'u a i]ave been no need for a more recent investiga- 

yiPHssed Cik êF raPh account states that it was due to doubts 
.| eref0re taat the recent investigation was resolved upon.

185 . ’ v̂e may presumably suppose that the evidence of 
’ lnvestigation is not conclusive.

Obituary.
It is my painful duty to announce the death of Mrs. Birch, 

wife of Mr. E. J. Birch, and one of the oldest members of the 
North West London Branch N. S. S. The undersigned had 
the pleasure of her acquaintance for upwards of sixteen years, 
and can testify to the fact that she was an earnest Secularist 
and an excellent wife and mother, and her bereaved family 
may find consolation in the memory of her virtues. The 
deceased lady, who died suddenly, was buried at Ilighgatc 
Cemetery on Thursday, February 28. At the request of the 
family, Mr. W. J. Ramsey read the Secular Burial Service.—  
E dith M. V ance.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.

LONDON.
T he A thenaeum Hall (73 Tottenham Court-road, W .) : 7.30, 

C. Cohen, "Atheism and its Critics.”
Camberwell (North Camberwell Hall, 61 New Church-road):

7.30, Joseph McCabe, "T h e Origin of Life.”
South London Ethical Society (Masonic Hall, Camber- 

well-road): 11.15, Discussion on "Theosophy” ; 7, J. M. Robert
son, " War : What it Means to Man and Beast.”

W kst London Ethical Society (Kensington Town Hall, 
High-street) : n ,  Prof. Earl Barnes, "T he Negro in America.”

Open-air Propaganda.
Hyde Park (near Marble Arch): 11.30, Debate— Messrs. E. 

White v. Rev. J. B. Coles ; 7, E. White.
C O U N TRY.

A berdeen (Northern Friendly Society’s Hall): 6.30, A lecture. 
B irmingham Branch (Prince of Wales Assembly Rooms, 

Broad-street): H. Percy Ward— 11 (if fine, in the Bull Ring)," The 
Jokes of Jehovah”; 3, "Vaccination: A Delusion and a Crime” ; 
7, “ The Wickedness of God.”

C hatham Secular Society (Queen’s-road, New Brompton): 
2.45, Sunday-school; 7, R. P. Edwards, "T h e Character and 
Teaching of Jesus.” Special collection for the local Cement 
Workers now on strike.

G lasgow (n o  Brunswick-street): 12, Discussion Class— Open 
Discussion on “ The Housing Problem ”; 63.0, Social Meeting in 
Commemoration of Mazzini.

Leicester Secular Society (Humberstone-gate): Mr. Malcolm 
Quin— 11, "T he Positive Religion” ; 6.30, "T h e Worship of 
Humanity.”

L iverpool (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square) : 7, Lawrence 
Bergmann, B.Sc., “ Karl Pearson’s National Life from the Scien
tific Point o f View.”

Manchester Secular Hall (Rusholme-road, All Saints);
6.30, W. A. Rogerson, “ Embryology.” Lantern illustration : 
slides by Mr. A. Flatters.

Sheffield Secular Society (Hall of Science, Rockingham- 
street) : Mr. Robert Low, F.G.S.— 3, " The History of Rocks 
Formed by Fire ’’; 7, ” Life History of Plants." Tea at 5.

South Shields (Captain Duncan’s Navigation " School, 
Market-place) : 7, “ Spiritualism.”

Lecturers’ Engagements.
C. Cohen, 241 High-road, Leyton.— March 10, Athenaeum 

Hall, Tottenham Court-road; 17, Glasgow ; 24, Manchester; 31, 
Camberwell.

H. Percy Ward, 2 Leamington-place, George-street, Balsall 
Heath, Birmingham. —April 28, Glasgow.

P E C U L I A R  P E O P L E .
A n Open Letter to Mr. Justice W ills.

On his sentencing T homas G eorge S enior to four months’ 
Imprisonment with Hard Labor for Obeying the Bible by not 
calling in a Doctor to his Sick Child.

By G. W. FOOTE.
16 pp. Price O ne Penny.

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

THE BEST BOOK
ON NEO-MALTHUSIANISM IS, I BELIEVE,

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

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

160 pages, with portrait and autograph, bound in cloth, gilt lettered, 
Price is., post free.

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

The National Reformer of September 4, 1892, sa 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.

F ISH.— On receipt o f 2s. 6d. we will forward 81b. Bass of 
Selected Fish, carriage paid. The Trade supplied. Write 

for price list.— Grainger and Wittering, F ish Docks, G rimsby.

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 g “h 
216 pp., 2s. 6d.

The Jewish Life Of Christ. Being the Sepher Toldotli Jeshu, or
Book of the Generation of Jesus. Edited, with an Historical 
Preface and Voluminous Notes, by G. W. Foote and J. *"• 
Wheeler. 6d. ; 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 Of Freethought. (Second Series.) By G. W. Foote.
Fifty-eight essays on a further variety of Freethought topics. 
302 pp., cloth, 2s. 6d.—-These two volumes of Flowers form 
together a complete Garden of Freethought. Every aspect ot 
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.

The Sign of the Cross. A Candid Criticism of Mr. Wi!s°n 
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 ot 
Christians. Handsomely printed, 6d. ,

The Birth Of Christ. From the original Life o f Jesus by tlu’ 
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. 
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, b;- 
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» 
Impregnable Rock of Holy Scripture. is.; cloth edition, is. 

Will Christ Save Us ? By G. W. Foote. An Examination of *be 
Claims of Jesus Christ to be considered the Savior of the Won • 
Contains much Historic Information on Slavery, the Position 0 
Woman, General Social Progress, and the advance of Scicnc 
and Freethought in opposition to Christian bigotry. 6d. $ 

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

Remlniseenees of Charles Bradlaugh. By G. W. Foot*-. 
Written directly after Bradlaugh’s death, and contain*11» 
personal anecdotes arid characteristics not to be found eh>c' 
where. Necessary to those who want to know the IL’3 
Bradlaugh.

The Shadow of the Sword. A Moral and Statistical Essay 0? 
War. By G. W. Foote. Christian papers have called 1 
“  powerful ” and “  masterly.” 2d _ ,

Infidel Death-Beds. By G. W. Foote. Second edition, i*'™*r9
and much enlarged. Contains authentic details of the last no 
of sixty-two historic Freethinkers, and in most cases a ske 
of their lives. Precise references given in every instan 
8d.; cloth, is. 3d. ^

Comic Sermons and other Fantasias. By G. W  Foote- ____
selection of the author’s best satirical writings. Content 
A  Sermon on Summer—A Mad Sermon— A Sermon on Sin g 
Bishop in the Workhouse—A Christmas Sermon—Christ»1 
Eve in Heaven— Bishop Trimmer's Sunday Diary—The Ju 
and the Devil—Satan and Michael—The First Christina-*^ 
Adam's Breeches—The Fall of Eve—Joshua and Jericho 
Baby God—Judas Iscariot. 8d. ,

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

Bible and Beer. By G. W. Foote. Showing the Absurdity 0 
basing Teetotalism on the Christian Scriptures. Ca ’ 
thorough, and accurate. Freethinkers should keep this pafI ‘ 
phlet by them. 4d.

Royal Paupers. Showing what Royalty does for the PeopIe’ 
and what the People do lor Royalty. By G. W. Foote,

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

Philosophy of Secularism. By g . w. Foote. 3d.
The Bible God. A Scathing Criticism. By G. W. Foote.

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

a»
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TH E B I B L E  H A N D B O O K
FOR

FREETHINKERS AND INQUIRING CHRISTIANS.
Edited by G. W . F O O T E  and W . P. BALL.

A NEW EDITION, REVISED, AND HANDSOMELY PRINTED.

Contents:— P arti. Bible Contradictions—-Part II. Bible Absurdities— Part III.— Bible Atrocities— Part IV.—  
Bible Immoralities, Indecencies, Obscenities, Broken Promises, and Unfulfilled Prophecies.

Cheap Edition, in paper covers, is. 6d.; Best Edition, bound in cloth, 2s. 6d.

. . TMs is a volume which we strongly commend to all interested in the study of the Judaic-Christian Scriptures. 
Hah c  d by W. Foote and W. P. Ball, and published by the Freethought Publishing Company, 1 Stationers’ 
u I Court, London, E.C., price is. 6d. Indeed, we cannot conceive any Christian as having a faith worth regarding 
as ess ,le i'as studied this remarkable volume. Teachers in Sunday and elementary schools will find it of special value 
a ?n a‘d to the exposition of the Christian religion from a thoughtful and critical standpoint. It is a perfect army of facts 
em iCon?Par*sons- Since 1888 it has been the standard volume of the subject with which it deals, and its popularity is 

Phasised by the fact that the public have demanded a new edition.”— Reynolds's Newspaper.

TH E FR EETH O U G H T PU BLISH IN G  Co., Ltd., i STATIO N ER S’ H ALL CO URT, LONDON, E.C.

BIBLE ROMANCES.
By G. W . FO O TE .

Cedents:— The Creation Story— Eve and the Apple— Cain and Abel— Noah’s Flood— The Tower of Babel— Lot’s 
Wife— The Ten Plagues— The Wandering Jews— Balaam’s Ass— God in a Box— Jonah and the Whale— Bible 
Animals— A Virgin Mother— The Resurrection— The Crucifixion—John’s Nightmare.

THE SECOND (REVISED) EDITION COMPLETE.
160 Pages. Bound in Cloth. Price Two Shillings.

Free by Post at the Published Price.

p The neat little volume before us, which ought to be read by everyone desirous of the truth in such matters. Mr. 
/. ° e s style is always bright, and the topics dealt with are of a nature to awaken interest even in the dullest mind.”—  
Aeynolds's Newspaper.

THE FREETHOUGHT PUBLISHING C o., Lt d ., i STATIONERS’ HALL COURT, LONDON, E.C.

Fo r  31s. 6d. T H E LOT.
* Gent’s Lounge Suit. State Color. Chest over j 

>  Measure. Your height and weight. (No Suits 
*n Stock tor men over 42 inches chest, or 5 feet 10 
'nches in height.)

J ust Published, 24 pp. in cover, price 3d. (with, a valuable 
Appendix),

Spiritualism a Delusion; its Fallacies Exposed.
A Crilicism-/rom the Standpoint of Science and Impartial 

Observation.

By CH ARLES W ATTS.

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

1 Pair of Gent’s Best Sunday Boots. Say whether j 
^road or Narrow toes, and size.

1 Gent’s Centre Second Chronograph Watch. A
Splendid Timekeeper.

1 Gent’s Umbrella. Cover warranted for two years.

Th
ne above Parcel is the cheapest ever offered in this 

°r any other age. We are so confident that it will give 
Satisfaction that we seriously make the following offer.

any person buys one of these Parcels, and it fails to 
^tVe satisfaction, we will, without a murmur, return 35s. 

r the 3 1 s, 6d. paid. If anyone will afterwards prove 
at we have objected to return the 35s. when desired, 

undertake to pay immediately £10  into the funds 
the National Secular Society.

J ‘ w . GOTT, 2 & 4 Union-street, Bradford,

NOW READ Y,

Photographs of M r. G. W . FOOTE,
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. 6d., postage 2d. 
Order from Miss Vance, 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate 
Hill, E.C.

The Safest and Most Effectual Cure for Inflammation of 
the Eyes is

Thwaites’ Celandine Lotion.
Cures inflammation in a few hours. Neglected or badly doctored 
cases. 3 or 4 days is sufficient time to cure any case. For Sore 
and Inflamed Eyelids. Nothing to equal the Lotion for Dim
ness of Sight. Will remove Skin or Film that sometimes grows 
on the Eye. As the eye is one of the most sensitive organs of 
the body, it needs the most careful treatment.

Cullpeper says in his Herbal Book that if the virtues 01 
Celandine were generally known it would spoil the spectacle- 
makers’ trade. is. ij^d. per bottle, with directions; by post 14 
stamps.

G. THWAITES, Herbalist, 2 Church-row, Stockton-on-Tees.
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IN T H E  P R E S S . R E A D Y  SH O R TLY.

The Twentieth Century Edition
OF TH E

AGE OF REASON.
B Y

T H O M A S  P A I N E .

W I T H  A BIOGRAPHY OF PAINE A ND N E CES S AR Y  A N N O T A T IO N S  BY

G. W. FOOTE.

ISSU ED B Y  THE SECULAR SO C IE TY , LIM ITED.

Printed in fine New Type on Good Paper, and Published at the

Marvellously Low Price of Sixpence.

THE FREETHOUGHT PUBLISHING Co., L t d ., i STATIONERS’ HALL COURT, LONDON, E.C.

IN THE PRESS.

A New Work by Mr. C. C. COHEN
ON

FOREIGN MISSIONS.
This work ought to be a great and immediate success. The author has taken great pains to get at the 

facts. By appealing almost exclusively to Mission Reports, issued by Churches and Societies, he has 

practically made his impeachment unanswerable.

A  Fuller Announcement will appear shortly.

THE FREETHOUGHT PUBLISHING Co., L td ., i STATIONERS’ HALL COURT, LONDON, E.C.

R O Y A L  P A U P E R S .
SHOWING

W H A T  R O Y A L T Y  D O E S  F O R  T H E  P E O P L E
AND

W H A T  T H E  P E O P L E  DO F O R  R O Y A L T Y .

BY G. W.  FO O TE.
PRICE TWOPENCE. Post free 2 ^ d .

THE FREETHOUGHT PUBLISHING Co., L td ., i STATIONERS’ HALL COURT, LONDON, E.C.

Printed and Published by T hb F rebthought Publishing Co., Limited, 1 Stationers' Hall Court, London, E.C.


