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Sweating the Bishops.

There is an illicit process known as “ sweating ” gold 
coins. It reduces their bulk and value to some degree, 
while leaving them still fit for circulation, unless they 
Happen to come across a testing machine.
. This process, though he does not regard it as illicit, 
,s recommended by a Church clergyman as usefully 
applicable to the Bishops. The Fatal Opulence of 
^ lshops, by the Rev. Hubert Handley, M .A., vicar of 

 ̂ • Thomas’s, Camden Town, London, has already 
een referred to in our columns, and we now propose 
0 give it a more extended notice. He dedicates his 
00k as follows :— “ To the Most Reverend and Right 
everend Fathers in God, the Archbishops and Bishops 

/■ tt*e Church of England, in the desire to express for 
Heir high character, honor; for their sacred office, 

Veneration ; against their present social condition, 
Revolt.” Not being a Bishop, Mr. Handley is free to 

h! *̂ e Prelates what he thinks, and what a good many 
Hk ,r>S their- extravagant and “ un-Christ-

wealth. He hopes to see their incomes reduced, 
nd see j.|lem shifted out of their palaces into 
0r® modest dwellings. Which shows, if it shows 

n°thing else, that Mr. Handley is a very sanguine 
Sentlenian.

^ h a t is a Bishop ? Etymologically he is simply an 
?/ersef r- He has the supervision of a diocese. He is 

e chief shepherd of the district, and is supposed to 
. Se his pastoral crook— generally costly and well 
f i i -  — t0 draw out those of his sheep who have 

en into pits and ditches. When the sheep go astray 
jror-ally he is supposed to rebuke them ; and, in doing 
°> to show himself, like God Almighty, no respecter of 

diffSOnS’ ^uch is the theory, but the fact is very 
erent. Did not the great John Ruskin, many years 

\v]°’ ^hallenge the then Bishop of Peterborough to say 
■ ■ ether he had ever publicly rebuked the sins of any 

An  ̂ was known to have more than ¿£300 a year ? 
did not the Bishop maintain an obstinate silence in 
° f  the challenge ?

lla ccording to Mr. Handley— who does not wish to 
;n Ve *-ke number of prelates diminished, but rather 
lu r.ef sed— a Bishop is “ an ambassador of Christ.” 
Wa âncT now • Jesus Christ, as the Gospels tell 11s, 
ha S aS P °°r as a church mouse. His “ ambassadors ” 
ci ^  thousands a year. Jesus Christ had one suit of 
his e ’ W.hlch was not worth dividing at his death, and 
^ e o u t io n e r s  raffled for it. His “ ambassadors ” wear 
book - expensive frippery. One of them, indeed, in this 
l°iru ' " lc'Vdes an item of ¿£100 for “ robes ” in the cata- 
t0 1 e °. his expenditure. Jesus Christ “ had not where 
With l *S head.” His “ ambassadors ” live in palaces, 
t]le ° ts of spare bedrooms. Altogether, it is one of 
the vv*0^  screaming’ farces ever acted on the stage of 
sUp 0r d ! and that the people do not laugh it off is a 
a Bk]me Pro°h ° f  their gullibility. Those who respect 
anyth'0  ̂ ?s an " ambassador of Christ ” are capable of 

lnK ln the way of solemn absurdity.
^4iOoo'?C°Ires our English Bishops range from 
they c ,°, a year. Those who get most feel
feel that* * n0t d° vv‘th less, and those who get least 
takes a t cou*d do with a good deal more. It 
is the ,err‘hle lot of money to fix up a Bishop. He 
s°vereiir cost’ lest functionary in existence— after the 
l ‘Ve atte ■ ’ ^ andley tells the story of the abor- 
ham, ¡yj1!3”  ln *889, to found a bishopric at Birming- 

oney was to be raised to provide the intended
°*  l > °33'

Bishop with ¿£4,027 7s. 2d. a year (how precise !) and a 
free residence. Enough was raised to provide about 
¿£2,000 a year, in addition to the house. But that was 
not sufficient, and the project was dropped.

W hat a change since the primitive d a y s! Fancy 
¿£2,000 a year and a big house rent free being offered 
to Jesus Christ and the twelve apostles ! W hy, they 
would have moved into it in less than twenty-four 
hours ; and Judas, the cashier, would never have ratted 
for thirty half-crowns.

Some of these “ ambassadors of Christ,” during the 
past century, have left enormous sums of money behind 
them— no doubt because they were unable to carry it 
with them ; for, if they went to heaven, it could not be 
pulled or pushed through the narrow gate ; and, if they 
went to the other place, it would certainly melt. Mr 
Handley notices a list of such cases, published in 1886. 
“ apparently by foes of the Church.” “ A melancholy 
list,” he says it is, “ of some forty Bishops whose wills 
had been proved between 1856 and 1885.” The amount 
of personalty varied from ¿£140,000 to ¿£12,000. Some 
of the larger amounts were as follows :— Bishop Baring, 
of Durham, ¿£120,000 ; Bishop Jacobson, of Chester, 
¿£65,000; Bishop Fraser, of Manchester, ¿£85,000; 
Bishop Wordsworth, of Lincoln, ¿£85,000 ; Bishop 
Jackson, of London, ¿£72,000. “ It does not sound
apostolic,” says Mr. Handley. W hy no ; but it sounds 
very episcopal. Even the good, the admirable Bishop 
Fraser, who is Mr. Handley’s hero, and to whom he 
devotes a special chapter, stands well up in this 
“ melancholy list.” Bishop Fraser hated ostentation, 
and could not bear living in a big expensive house ; 
but, after all, his motive seems rather to have been 
that of an economical bourgeois than that of an 
apostle of the gospel of poverty and renunciation. 
W hat he did not spend he saved, and kept it in the 
family.

In spite of these colossal savings of so many Bishops, 
it is argued that it would be impolitic, or even impos
sible, to make a serious reduction of their incomes. 
Dr. Ingram, for instance, our new Bishop of London, 
derides the notion of “ a cheap Archbishop.” He does 
not believe that “ an Archbishop living in a villa at 
Tooting, and travelling to and fro on a tram,” would be 
“ so good or so useful in the end ” as the one we get 
under the present system. No doubt this view is 
natural enough on the part of a man still comparatively 
young, who was Bishop of the stepping-stone of 
Stepney when he spoke thus, who has since become 
Bishop of London, and who may be presumed to have 
an eye on a still loftier appointment. But it is awkwardly 
out of harmony with Bishop Ingram’s unctuous talk 
about the sadness he felt in leaving his good, honest, 
horny-handed friends in East London, in having to 
reside in a palace, and in having to ride about in a 
carriage and pair. All that is an affliction, which the 
poor Bishop must reluctantly submit to, when he 
addresses his former (interim) flock around Bethnal 
Green. But when he addresses a different audience he 
stands up for it all as a thing not to be meddled with ; 
and the lament over the official equipage changes into 
a sneer at a Church dignitary riding on a tramcar.

It seems to us that the top of a tramcar, especially 
when it is crowded, is just the place for an “ ambassador 
of Christ.” He would have a fine opportunity of putting 
in a word for his Master, whose name is frequently heard 
on such occasions. The cry of “ Here comes the Bishop ” 
might put the outside passengers on their good behavior. 
It may be, however, that this would only last for a while, 
that familiarity would breed contempt, and that when



2 go THE FREETHINKER. May 12,  1901.

they grew accustomed to the Bishop's presence they 
would go on sayiug “ C hrist!” with a most unclerical 
accent.

But let us return to Mr. Handley. W hat he proposes 
is that the Bishops should have smaller clear salaries, 
that all their purely official expenses should be borne by 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, and that they should 
reside in humbler dwellings. Take the Archbishop of 
Canterbury, for instance. This gentleman should live 
in “ some part of the ancient l ’alace of Lambeth ”—  
letting out the rest, we suppose, to lodgers; and his 
emolument should be “ about ¿£5,000” a year, free of 
alien charges and encumbrances. Probably this looks 
a drastic reform. But is it really so ? Five thousand 
pounds is as much as we pay the Prime Minister, who 
has many expenses to meet out of his salary. Mr. 
Handley proposes, therefore, that the Archbishop of 
Canterbury should still be blessed with a larger salary 
than the First Minister of the Crown.

Many will regard this as sufficiently ridiculous. But 
this is not all, nor even the worst. I11 our opinion, at 
least, if an “ ambassador of Christ ” is to have ¿£5,000 
a year, there is no reason, short of impossibility, why 
he should not have ¿£10,000 or ¿£15,000, or even 
,£15,000,000. It has been said that lie who breaks 
one commandment breaks them all. In the same way, 
he who is right outside the field of probity may just as 
well be a thousand miles distant. As an “ ambassador 
of Christ,” it is clearly the duty of a Bishop to live up, 
at any rate approximately, to the message of his 
Master. Some allowance may be made for the frailty 
of human nature. It is not easy for flesh and blood to 
conform rigidly to the maxims of “ the impossible creed.” 
But the allowance ought not to run to the extent of 
¿£5,000 a year. If that is as near as an Arch
bishop can get to the Sermon on the Mount, it is 
perfectly evident that his faith is humbug and lie is a 
hypocrite.

The truth is, though Mr. Handley docs not see it, 
that the Church of England is merely one of the “ insti
tutions ” of the country. It comes down to us from 
the old barbaric ages. It has always prated a great deal 
about “ the poor,” but it has always been the Church of 
the classes, and its dignitaries will always have to keep 
up a certain social position. When that ceases to be 
true the Church will soon disappear. For it is really 
one of the strongest outposts of Privilege, and its 
existence depends upon its serving the necessity of its 
establishment.

The Church of England has produced some lincjlitera- 
turc. In the plenitude of its power and authority it 
boasted a Hooker, a Taylor, a Barrow, a South, and a 
Butler. But with Butler the roll of the great divines 
came to an end. When a Newman arose the Church 
could not keep him. He saw the curse upon her, in 
Scriptural language, of barren breasts and a miscarry
ing womb, and he turned to the more comprehensive 
and satisfying Mother Church of Rome. Mr. Handley 
sadly notes that the English Church has never produced 
“ a single book, conned, thumbed, loved by the poor.” 
How could it ? The inspiration was lacking. Shake
speare himself could not have produced a great poem if 
he had been born and bred among Kaffirs or Hotten
tots. His environment would have been too unpro- 
pitious. And the environment of the Church of 
England is too unpropitious for the “ book ” which 
Mr. Handley suggests. How can the Church of the 
classes ever make a direct and successful appeal to the 
masses ? Certainly it has not done this, and will not 
do it, by running a cheap imitation of the Salvation 
Army.

W e have just a word for Mr. Handley in conclusion. 
Docs he seriously think that the Bishops can be sweated 
down to the slim proportions that will enable them to 
go through the eye of that needle ? Docs he fancy that 
a man who lives up to say a thousand a year lives up to 
the Sermon on the Mount? Having food and raiment, 
therewith to be content, was Paul’s ideal of a true 
apostle of Christ. But it is possible that Mr. Handley 
thinks an “ ambassador of Christ ” should be a more 
splendid and imposing personage. Well, we do not; and 
we regard these dazzling and luxurious “ ambassadors” 
as vulgar traders upon the ignorance, lolly, and credulity 
of mankind.

G. W . F oote. <

The Master of the Show.

“ T h e y  w anted a  reinforcem ent o f  the supernatural. T hey 
w anted to  see , not only the sh ow  o f  nature, but to se c  the 
M aster o f  the sh o w .” — R e v . R. F . Horton.

“ T he indestructible clement of religious aspiration,” 
to use a pulpiteering phrase, needs tremendous efforts 
to save it from extinction. Not only is it apparently 
necessary that a large army of people should be main
tained to impress upon the public the value of religious 
beliefs, but these latter also must have every care taken 
of them— must be protected by legal enactment and 
social custom from direct attack by those who have 
somehow managed to get rid of an “ ineradicable ’ 
element of their nature. The satire of the situation 
never seems to strike the believer. Yet the incongruity 
of writing bulky volumes or preaching windy sermons 
to prove the truth of “ a self-evident belief,” or fighting 
to preserve an “ indestructible element,” should be appa
rent— even to a parson. If the truth of certain beliefs 
is self-evident, argument on their behalf is waste of 
time ; and, if religion is indestructible, to defend it from 
attack is an impertinence.

O f course, religious beliefs are neither self-evident 
nor indestructible, and one may reasonably assume that 
those who assert otherwise cither do not understand 
the language they use, or do not themselves believe 
what they say. Thousands of people every year do 
cease to believe in fundamental religious doctrines, and 
it is one ot the plainest of facts that the religious senti
ment needs careful cultivation and protection in order 
to keep it alive. W hy, otherwise, should the clergy be 
so anxious to give children religious instruction, to per
petuate laws that aim at compelling people to be at least 
professedly religious, and to boycott persons and litera
ture that may tend to cast doubt upon their doctrines? 
The plain truth is that religion nowadays is very 
largely an artificial product— artificial, that is, in the 
sense of not being a normal result of our intellectual 
and social environment. Prevailing religious beliefs 
are not born of our knowledge, but of that of our 
ancestors ; they come to us, with many other things» 
from the more ignorant, more superstitious, less humane 
past. The result is that they need continuous protection» 
and public interest in them requires to be systematically 
and persistently stimulated. The principle of use and 
disuse works as inevitably in the region of ideas and 
beliefs as in that of organs and functions, and the clergy 
find that, in spite of their efforts, the religious senti
ment, being without the intellectual support it once 
claimed and received, is steadily weakening before the 
advance of civilisation.

One can sympathise, thcrcloic, with Mr. Horton’s 
anxiety to sec a revival of the supernatural, as well as 
to catch a glimpse of “ the Master of the show.” It is 
requesting so little, and it would mean so much. How 
easily might the drooping spirits of the believer be 
revived, and how effectually would the unbeliever 
receive his quietus, did the “ Master ” deign to give 
some unequivocal sign of his existence ! But, alas ! l'e 
does not reveal himself save to the ignorant, whose 
testimony is of so little value, and to others whose 
sanity is not beyond suspicion. And even to these his 
appearance is more or less a matter of ancient history- 
Even an Assistant Commissioner of Police for the 
Metropolis* has failed to find any clear trace of his 
speaking to man later than 35 a.u. , and where a skilled, 
detective fails it would be presumptuous on the part ot 
others to hope for success.

Although, at the first blush, Mr. Horton’s request 
may sound to religious ears a trifle blasphemous, yet >*■ 
is an eminently reasonable one. The believer has, al 
least, the moral right to demand that, when he docs so 
much lor God, God should in return do something 1°' 
him. And the unbeliever may reasonably urge, indefence 
of his scepticism, that little blame attaches to him "> 
after having carefully searched, lie has failed to discqvci 
the Master’s hiding place. A very little would satisfy 
the yearnings of one class and remove the doubts ol the 
other. “ The Master ” need not reveal himself fully ’

* M r. A n derson , w hose bu ck  1 n oticed in last w e e k 's  issue 
the Freetninker.
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just a portion, as much of his anatomy as he once dis
closed to Moses, would suffice. W e do not need to 
know all about him ; only to be convinced that there is 
someone to know anything about. As matters stand, 
the “ Master ” has to thank himself for the increase of 
unbelief. Doubt came to be expressed in the existence 
of Betsy Harris, despite Sairey Gamp’s asseveration of 
her actual b ein g; can we wonder, therefore, that the 
“ There ain’t no Betsy Harris ” type of mind is gaining 
ground in matters theological ?

In the distant days to which we have to go for the 
origin of all religions, Christianity included, our most 
primitive ancestors thought that they did really see the 
Master of the show— or rather, to be quite accurate, 
the show and its Master were then one and the same 
thing. The theory that nature is an ingenious arrange
ment of puppets moving at the will of a concealed 
manipulator is a relatively modern conception. It 
belongs to the apologetic period of religious history. 
At first natural phenomena are regarded as actual 
living intelligences ; it is at a later stage that the face 
°f nature dies away to mechanism and the gods move 
behind the screen. In one respect, therefore, the savage 
bas a distinct advantage over the civilised worshipper. 
The former sees his gods, the latter only imagines 
them.

The early Jews, again, carried their god round in _ 
box, and his worshippers could, therefore, take a peep 
at his godhead whenever the fancy nipped them. 1 hat 
is, it they were prepared to run the risk. I‘ or looking 
into the ark of the Lord was not without its dangers, it 
we are to judge from the fate that overtook the men ot 
Beth-shemesh. Fifty thousand and seventy of these 
Were killed for trying to see “  the Master of the show,” 
°n which occasion, says the Bible, “ the people lamented.” 
Evidently even at that date the people were not so bad 
as their deity.

But this possibility of seeing God, while it may be a 
Personal convenience, is hardly a religious advantage. 
A god that one can sec and handle is not such a social 
danger as one that is invisible. The plebeian, hail- 
fellow-well-met kind of a god one can easily dethrone, 
aud there are not wanting races of people who, when 
fheir deities fail to give them good weather, or fortunate 
hunting, or success in warfare, ignominiously dethrone 
fhern and appoint others in their place. It is the aristo- 
cratic, stand-offish deities that are so troublesome to 
bret rid of. It is not so much that distance lends 
enchantment to the view as it is that people have a 
great difficulty in getting near enough to understand 
them and to find out their real nature. It is the 
unknown that rouses the greatest fear ; it is what 
U’an docs not know that keeps him religious, not what 
|lc understands. The missionary grabs the wooden 
>dol ol a savage and cries out that it is nothing ; and 
the savage might fairly retort that, it the missionary 
euuld get to as close quarters with his own deity, lie 
'v°uld not find it any better.

There was a time when the “ Master of the sh ow ” 
made known his presence by the working of miracles, 
this, in its way 1 ‘ been expected., ...o nuy, was what might have
It there be a God, what more reasonable than to expect 
that he should arrange the weather, counteract a storm, 
move mountains or suchlike trifles, for the benefit of his 
creatures ? True, one could not always be certain that 
*t vjus God that worked the miracles ; lor the Devil, 
t°o, could perform them when it suited his purpose to 

so. Still, a miracle worked by the Devil would be
and, failing the 

I do not doubt that Mr. Horton 
odsend ” to his creed if lie could

evidence of a supernatural somewhere 
" Master of the show, 
would consider it a “ g ------ -
ratch a glimpse of even the Devi . .. ^  ster ”

But this sign of Jhc P rcse-c  ofwi|;e ^  sUl dy
>us now ceased; and Mi- llorun.’ , . riiai-actensc 
eoinmon sense and immaculate logic > . j10
English Nonconformity, is foremost amongs 
denounce Roman Catholic miracles as so n - . 1 d  
fures. True, he accepts the same kmd of m n  *^  

when narrated in the Bible ; but ^ ‘ aU° tfic ‘miracles, 
bis open-mindedness. H he rejectee ■ stories of 
both Biblical and patristic, and asserted bought
the blind being given sight, of the dear multitudes, 
to life again, of the miraculous feeding■ 0 rted that
or of men safely walking on water d /thev occur 
these stories were equally ridiculous whether th y

in the Bible or in the Lives of the Saints, that would 
be put down to sceptical bigotry. But in accepting 
them as true in the one instance, and damning them as 
false in the other, he is only evidencing that strength of 
mind and clearness of reasoning which fit him so well 
for the Nonconformist pulpit.

But this by the way. The important thing is that 
this method of seeing the “ Master of the show ” is no 
longer open to believers like Mr. Horton. His dilemma 
is a sore one, and, in all seriousness, I can sympathise 
with him. For I, too, should like to sec the “ Master ” —  
that is, if there is any Master to see. So many 
puzzling questions might be answered, and so many 
mysteries cleared up, if only Mr. Horton’s wish could 
be realised. W e might learn why man has been blessed 
with a revelation that reveals nothing, and as to the 
meaning of which no two who believe in it can agree. 
W e might discover why the “ Master’s ” gospel of 
peace has sown so much hatred and jealousy and ill- 
feeling that the presence of the representatives of two 
Christian sects on the same platform without fighting 
is hailed as one of the most remarkable signs of the 
time. W e might also learn why it is that those who 
search most earnestly for the “ Master ” find least trace 
of his existence; while those who search little, and 
think less, are most confident of his existence. Yes, 
take it all in all, we really should like to see the “ Master 
of the show.” At present all that we see are his self- 
appointed agents, sitting in well-built, commodious pay
boxes, taking money for entrance into a theatre of the 
very existence of which no man can be certain.

C. C ohen.

Things Sacred and Profane.

James F reeman C la r k e , in his Ten Great Religions, 
s a y s : “ The Romans distinguished carefully between 
things sacred and profane. This word ‘ profane ’ comes 
from the root ‘ fari,’ to speak; because the gods were 
supposed to speak to men by symbolic events. A fane 
is a place thus consecrated by some divine even t; a 
profane place, one not consecrated. But that which 
man dedicates to the gods is sacred or consecrated. 
Every place which was to be dedicated was first 
‘ liberated ’ by the augur from common u se s; then 
consecrated to divine uses by the Pontiff. A ‘ temple’ 
is a place thus separated or cut off from other places.” 
As the word "sacred” has been used with several different 
meanings, it may be serviceable to briefly refer to some 
of them.

Things Relating to God and Religion.— These have in 
all ages been considered sacred, for reasons that will 
appear obvious enough, judging from the standpoint 
from which they have been looked at. Worship and 
devotion have been viewed as the very highest pursuits 
in which man could possibly be engaged, for the reason 
that such are acceptable to, and enjoined by, some 
supreme power or powers. All, therefore, that relates 
to these exercises has been termed sacred, as being 
distinct from the ordinary affairs of life and elevating 
mankind above the commonplace duties of earth. The 
supposed other world has had so much precedence over 
this— indeed, so great in men’s minds has been the 
contrast between the two worlds, arising from the 
disproportion in their joys and the duration they were 
to continue— that the duties relating to the two have 
been regarded not simply as differing in degree, but also 
in their very nature. They lay in separate grooves, 
after running, not side by side, but with a marked and 
ever-increasing divergence. Hence, the more ardently 
the one was followed, the greater was the neglect of 
the other. The matters, consequently, relating to the 
one have been termed sacred, while the duties of the 
other have been designated profane, or, as wc should 
now say, secular. Thus in most religions there have 
been “ sacred mysteries ” — that is, mysteries of a much 
higher and of a far more important character than those 
which have had to do with philosophy ; mysteries the 
peering into which by profane eyes has often been con
sidered the most heinous offence, the only fitting punisli- 
ment for which was death. Closely allied to these we 
have had “ sacred feasts,” which in certain forms still 
remain among us, always with a religious significance.
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Religious poetry is called sacred poetry, and this name 
it retains however great may be the nonsense it teaches, 
or however inferior it may be in its artistic construction. 
Hardly anywhere is it possible to come across such a 
mass of doggerel as is to be found in most of the hymn- 
books in use in the churches at the present time. If 
religious people met elsewhere with such faulty rhythm, 
such halting measure, as they sing every Sunday in 
their churches, they would make exceedingly merry 
over it. And they would do so here, but that there is 
a sacred, or, at least, a quasi-sacred, character attach
ing itself to the hymn. If we take up any hymn-book 
and criticise it as we would a volume of secular poems, 
we shall speedily discover the kind of stuff we are deal
ing with. O f course, it is not intended here to imply 
that all religious poetry is bad. Undoubtedly, much of 
it is beautiful, and could only have been written under 
the influence of genius. But the admittedly excellent 
poetry is sacred not by virtue of its excellence, but 
because it has to do with a god or religion, and is an 
element of worship. Then the books of the Bible 
are called sacred, and are spoken of as the sacred 
scriptures. Perhaps there is an additional reason for this 
being done, which is that they are said to be inspired by 
God. It does not alter the fact, however, that their 
sacredness depends upon their religious character. They 
are said to be of divine authority, which is only another 
way of saying that they have to do with God and with 
another life.

Consecrated, or Set Apart.— A thing is sometimes called 
sacred when it is set apart for a particular use, even when 
the use may not be an exclusively religious one. Thus 
Dryden says :—

O ’er its eastern  g a te s  w as raised above
A  tem ple sacred  to the queen o f  love.

Religious things are frequently called sacred for this 
reason, in addition to the other. But still a sacred 
thing, in this meaning of the word, need not be exclu
sively religious. A church or lecture hall might be, in 
this sense, sacred— that is, set apart for a particular 
purpose ; but, as the former will invariably be called 
sacred, and the same designation be persistently denied 
to the latter, it is clear that such is not the meaning 
attached to the word in this case. The “ consecration ” 
of a building by a bishop means more, much more, than 
the mere setting of it apart.

Very Sziperior.— This is a legitimate enough sense in 
which to use the word sacred, and one to which we can 
have no objection whatever. Poets and other writers 
have occasionally so employed it. Thus Cowley 
remarks :—

P oet and saint, to thee alone w ere  given
T h e  tw o m ost sacred  nam es in earth  and heaven.

From the fact that the poet is here coupled with the 
saint, it is evident that the word “ sacred ” is not used in 
this instance in a religious sense, but to mean great 
intellect or moral superiority— a meaning which properly 
belongs to it, and one which might be universally 
adopted without giving offence to anyone. Thus 
Shakespeare and Milton and Byron and Longfellow 
and Bryant and Whittier, and all the men who have 
by their genius raised their race to a higher position, 
morally, socially, or intellectually, and given a charm 
to life and a beauty to nature by virtue of their tran
scendent powers, would be henceforth known as sacred 
characters.

Inviolable.— Thus we speak of a bond, or a promise, 
or a secret as being sacred, and in this sense it is 
quite legitimate and very appropriate. W hat should be 
more sacred than the friendship existing between two 
persons who thoroughly trust each other and are trust
worthy— who would sooner die than betray each other’s 
confidence ? Such friendship is not based upon selfish 
desires and the absorbing passion to secure pecuniary 
gain from personal associations. Such a mockery of 
friendship as this is as hollow as it is degrading, and 
can only be found among those who have to learn the 
highest instincts of a true man :—

Friendship, above all ties, does bind the heart,
A nd faith in friendship is the noblest part.

In the last three definitions of the word “ sacred ” 
there is really no actual difference— at least, except in 
degree— between the sacred and the secular. Not only

can they both exist together, but the former is included 
in the latter, and imparts to it a charm which, in the 
special cases considered, it would not otherwise 
possess.

The alleged sacredness of the religions of the world 
is extended to the men who officiate in connection with 
them. The church is sacred, the rites are sacred, the 
day of meeting is sacred, and the books used are sacred; 
the prayers are a sacred form of words; sacred vestments 
are worn. But all this would be of little value if the men 
who officiate were not sacred also. Hence comes in a 
priesthood composed of men who, by virtue of their 
alleged sacred ordination, claim superiority over the 
rest of the world. And this is not a mere setting apart 
of men for a particular work who are well qualified to 
perform the duties devolving upon them, to which no 
kind of objection would be offered. It is the attempt, 
by virtue of a spurious form, to endow those who sub
ject themselves to it with a power to which they can lay 
no legitimate claim— a power of at least a quasi- 
supernatural character. The whole thing is exceptional, 
and might almost be called “ miraculous.” It is a 
religion of artificial inventions. No one who accepts it 
judges of it by the standard of sober thought and 
common sense. Large numbers are willing to consider 
every place profane but the church, all days profane but 
the Sunday, all men profane but the clergy, and all 
things profane except those which the Church has con
secrated. This, while unnecessarily elevating assumed 
sacred persons and things, gives a kind of licence to do 
pretty much what one likes as regards the others.

Probably in no domain in the service of humanity 
have the evil effects of priestcraft been more unfortunate 
than in connection with the education of the masses. In 
their assumed sacred character the priests of all denomi
nations have more or less diverted education from its 
legitimate channel. They have made the instruction of 
the young a means of inculcating the errors of theology 
in preference to unfolding the truths of nature. Though 
the progress of knowledge, the discoveries and generali
sations of physical science, the improvement of criticism, 
and the unrestricted exercise of the reasoning faculties 
have (to say the very least) induced the wisest and most 
learned persons to entertain grave doubts with regard 
to the Bible, its revelation, inspiration, and authority ; 
though all this is now well known to those who can 
pretend to be acquainted with the world of man and its 
modern characteristics, nevertheless among the mass 
of the people the old system of imparting theological 
instruction to the young is rigidly adhered to. The 
influence of the parent is here supplemented by that of 
the priest or minister ; from the mother’s knee the child 
goes to the church and its Sunday-school, there to have 
cruel and mystic doctrines driven home and rivetted by 
means of sermons, prayers, creeds, catechisms, and 
texts. The consequence is that, instead of inculcating 
by example, as well as by precept, the practice of 
benevolence; instead of taking the best means for 
developing the young intelligence and the young 
affections, is it not the custom from the first to environ 
children with all that can tend to vitiate their natures ? 
The books given them are records of deeds of brute 
courage and daring in war ; their toys are soldiers or 
animals of prey and carnage, wooden swords, toy guns, 
and imitations of the weapons of destruction which their 
elders put to such deadly purposes. Revenge, injury 
selfishness, and superstition— all these lie at the very 
basis of our system of education.

Thus it will be seen that, through the unwise inter
ference upon the part of priests in the instruction of our 
children, shams have been produced, follies created, 
prostration caused, superstitions fostered, and delusions 
perpetuated. The work of the Secularist is to correct 
these drawbacks, and to proclaim that those persons 
only are sacred who delight to dwell within the precincts 
of humanly-consecrated spots, made holy by their 
virtues, and sacred by their lofty and ennobling asso
ciations ; that the truly sacred duty is that of enforcing 
the truth that right and wrong have their foundation in 
the mind of man, and not in supernatural ideas ; that a 
cultivated reason and a well-trained judgment are the 
surest guarantees for upright conduct, and that self
endeavor and self-reliance are not passive duties, but 
must be practically carried out, or life will be barren 
of all useful results. C harles W a t t s .
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Prayer Everywhere.
T he Omniscient may not know, and it will hardly be 
kindness to inform him, that he is about to be assailed 
in an absolutely unparalleled fashion. A prominent 
lady in the religious world of Chicago, with the un 
romantic name of Mrs. Grupp, has conceived a great 
scheme of simultaneous prayer. She calls it “ The 
Whole W orld Soul Communion,” and the idea is to 
girdle the globe with prayer at a given time. The 
Lord isn’t to know anything about it until it comes off, 
and then— won’t he be surprised ! You b e t!

There will be prayers rising to him from north, east, 
south, and west. Thousands of people will be appeal
ing to him from all parts of the globe, and all at once. 
Then he will be expected to open his eyes, scratch his 
head, and say with astonishment : “ W hat the devil 
does it all mean ?” But, of course, he won’t know 
until he listens to the prayers, which will be mainly 
appeals for the evangelisation of the world. It is sup 
posed that he will then give some kind of favorable 
response, though it is as likely as not he will say 
especially if he is waked up from his afternoon’s nap 
“ Dash it all, what do they want?”

Perhaps we are giving the show away— for the Lord 
is more likely to read the Freethinker than the Church 
Times— if we state the arrangements which are being 
made. After all, he will only be in the position of 
“ Royalties,” to whom loyal addresses are presented, 
and to which they hand back replies already prepared. 
When we tell him seriously, and with detail, what is 
going to be done in the way of approaching him, we 
shall have but a poor opinion of him if he doesn’t 
“ Buck up.” Mrs. Grupp, we know, will be sadly dis
appointed, and so will Judge Maguire, who has joined 
her in the “ Whole World Soul Communion.”

W e have a portrait in front of us of Judge Maguire. 
He looks the kind of idiot that might be associated 
with such a scheme. Some years ago Dr. Knight, the 
superintendent of a palatial home for lunatics in the 
Midlands, took the present writer over his institution, 
and introduced him to some of his patients who were 
not labelled “ Dangerous.” There was a curious glint 
in the eyes of all his poor friends that showed, unmis
takably, brain trouble. Some of them talked rationally 
enough, but it was obvious they were insane, and the 
majority of them seemed to be crazy over religion. 
Judge Horatio Maguire— unless his photograph does 
him an injustice— has exactly the same kind of uncanny 
'ook in his eyes. As to Mrs. Grupp, we have no photo
graph of her, but hope, for her sake, that she bears no 
resemblance to Mrs. Carrie Nation, who comes from 
fhe same part of the globe.

The Lord should be proud of these two great 
organisers— Mrs. Grupp and Horatio Maguire— who 
afe proposing to take him in a wholesale fashion by the 
ear. They are his creatures, for he made them, and 
Jhey are projecting for him a tremendous surprise. 
Ihey have realised that this is an age of international 
Postal systems, of ocean cables, of steamships, of wire- 
mss telegraphy, and they find it possible to establish a 
connection with almost every country in both hemi
spheres. Mrs. Grupp has many followers, and the 
Society she has originated is rapidly gaining converts 
throughout America and also in Europe. Its adherents 
believe that the world is now on the verge of a new 

'spensation, and that the salvation of the universe 
uepends upon the bringing together of the people of all 
nations, at the same moment of time, in one great 
Prayer.
..T h e  One Above may wonder, as we do, when it was 
nat he asked for such a universal and simultaneous 

aPpeak W e don’t remember having read of any demand 
° r desire in the New Testament that the world— on the 

ek of the clock— should go down on its knees and 
A 1Se >ts voice in a simultaneous shout. He may feel 
lik ]Cred by this world-wide attention, and it is just as 
j ge y tbat he may feel offended. A great deal will 
pjPend upon taking him at the psychological moment.
.< ^  may exclaim “ Let ’em all come,” or he may say 
¡t ePa*"t from me, ye accursed.” But, whether he likes 

not> he has got to be approached from both hemi- 
whathS ^  a particu,ar t '1116» antI he may please himself

An elaborate and carefully prepared system of time
tables adjusted to all parts of the earth will enable the 
“ Whole World Soul Communion ” to fall upon him like 
an avalanche. W e are not quite sure as to the date, 
but it will be well for him to find it out and make a note 
in his celestial diary.

In Chicago the first service is to-begin at 2.30 o’clock 
in the afternoon of the day fixed. In New York the 
service begins at 3.15 p.m., in London at 8.11 p.m , in 
Honolulu at 9.15 a.m., in Jerusalem at 1031 p.m., and 
in Constantinople and St. Petersburg at 10.10 p.m. 
The time is set in the schedule for silent prayer in every 
city in the world, and all that is necessary to organise 
the great service is to send the date to the heads of all 
Churches, missions, and religious orders over the entire 
world. The “ call ” will also be published in all the 
leading dailies in the United States, Great Britain, 
France, and Germany. It will also be given publicity 
in the Mohammedan and Buddhist countries.

The date, as we have said, does not appear to be yet 
fixed. May we venture to suggest All Fools’ Day—  
April 1 ?

W e cannot profess to entertain much regard or 
respect for the idiots who have hit upon this idea of 
simultaneous prayer. But we do offer our condolences 
to the Deity who is made the stalking-horse for the 
absurdity. A self-respecting God would be ashamed of 
such silly creatures. Often he must be inclined to 
exclaim: “ Preserve me from my worshippers” ; and, 
perhaps, in no instance would he be disposed to infuse 
so much heartiness in the exclamation as in this. It is 
just this sort of thing that makes one feel how sad and 
tiresome and irritating an occupation it is to be a god.

F rancis N eale .

The National Secular Society.

R epo rt  of monthly Executive meeting held on Thursday, 
May 2 ; the President, Mr. G. W. Foote, in the chair. 
There were also present: Messrs. E. Bater, W. Beech, C. 
Cohen, T. Gorniot, W. Heaford, W. Leat, B. Munton, A. B. 
Moss, J. Neate, C. Quinton, E. W. Quay, H. J. Stace, E. E. 
Sims, T. Thurlow, T. Wilmot, G. J. Warren, and the 
Secretary.

The minutes of the previous meeting were read and con
firmed.

The principal business before the meeting was the prepara
tion of the notices of motion for the Conference Agenda, 
which, in accordance with the usual custom, will appear in 
this issue of the Freethinker.

Messrs. C. Cohen and T. Wilmot were elected as an Agenda 
Committee. Notices of motion were received from* the 
Finsbury, Glasgow, and Birmingham Branches, and the 
President was asked to write the last-mentioned Branch.

An application from the West London Branch for the 
remission of certain fees was granted.

The Secretary reported upon the various places suggested 
at the last meeting for the Annual Excursion, and the final 
selection was left in the hands of the Officers, when fuller 
details concerning the accommodation were to hand.

Mr. Quinton’s notice of motion, adjourned from last meet
ing, was discussed, and the President presented a statement 
of the total amount received for the Twentieth Century Fund, 
and also of the expenditure in connection with the special 
lecture work and chargeable to this Fund.

It was resolved that, with the concurrence of the Secular 
Society, Limited, a grant of ,£60 be made, and transferred to 
the N. S. S. account.

This being the last meeting of the present Executive, the 
President addressed the members briefly, and hoped to meet 
them in the coming year. E dith  M. V a n ce , Secretary.

“ Young man, do you ever drink?” asked a mild-looking 
man, accosting Jones. “ Well, yes, thank you, as it’s a cold 
morning, I don’t mind,” replied Jones, removing his quid of 
tobacco. “ Don’t do it any more,” replied the mild man, “ or 
you will eventually be damned. Good morning. God bless 
you.”

The late Dr. Hodge, of Princeton Theological Seminary, 
once asked a student for a definition of eternity. The student, 
after some hesitation, replied that he used to know the defini
tion, but it had escaped his memory. “ What a calamity 1” 
exclaimed the doctor, bringing his hand down forcibly upon 
the table. “ What a calamity 1 The only man in the universe 
who ever knew what eternity is has forgotten 1”
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Acid Drops.

Mr. Frank T. Bit i .cn was turned on as a speaker at the 
hundred and second anniversary meeting of the Religious 
Tract Society, at Exeter Hall. Mr. Bullen is one of the 
few popular writers who are available for such functions. 
We are bound to add that he justified his selection. He 
delivered an ideal Exeter Hall speech. It reeked with cant 
and unction. Mr. Bullen declared that “ God had much work 
to be done for the spread of righteousness in the world,” and 
that he had “ selected the British-speaking race to do it.” 
Whereat the British-speaking folk there and then assembled 
burst out into loud applause. It was a most exhilarating 
tribute to their self-esteem. Mr. Bullen admitted that “ there 
was iniquity in London,” but he doubted if “ anywhere there 
was so much real Christianity”— which, for all we know, may 
be true enough, for Christianity and iniquity have always had 
a way of getting together in big cities. Finally, Mr. Bullen 
put in a good word for “ the Press ”—his own profession. 
Somebody had spoken of a corrupt Press and an unclean 
Press, but they should discriminate. The great daily papers 
were sound and true. Mr. Bullen was sure of it. Moreover, 
be offered proof. Out of the hundreds of reviews of his book, 
With Christ at Sea, only one paper had slated it, and he (Mr. 
Bullen) was proud when he read the criticism in the Free
thinker.

We are very glad, of course, that we were able to excite that 
noble feeling in Mr. Bullen. It is not exactly one of the feel
ings that are praised in (he New Testament; still, it is dis
tinctly agreeable, and we are entitled to Mr. Bullen’s gratitude, 
especially as we infer that the hundreds of other reviews did 
not make him feel “ proud.” On second thoughts, however, 
we are inclined to put a lower estimate on our own contribu
tion to Mr. Bullen’s pleasure. It seems to us that an author 
must have a very large and active pride to adduce the fact 
that his own book has been favorably noticed in proof that 
the Press was “ sound and true.” Just in the same way, we 
inugine, Mr. Bullen regards the British as the chosen people 
because he happens to belong to them.

Speculation was rife as to how Cardinal Vaughan, who is 
a Prince of the Church, would act when he went with the 
Catholic deputation to the Court of St. James to pay homage 
to Edward VII. Would he kneel and kiss hands? Or would 
he show in some way that the spiritual was higher than the 
temporal power? Well, the Cardinal settled the question for 
all surmisers. lie  knelt before the King, and kissed his 
hand. This mighty problem is, therefore, at rest. At least 
for the present. Should the Catholic Church ever get the 
upper hand again in this country, the case woidd be altered, 
and the problem would perhaps be reopened.

Rev. Hugh Price Hughes and Canon Malcolm MacColl are 
at loggerheads in the Westminster Gazette as to the true site 
of Golgotha, tlie “ skull hill” where Jesus Christ came to 
grief. The question is one of very trivial importance, even if 
the story of Jesus Christ is fact instead of fiction. Perhaps it 
is for this reason that the disputants betray so much heat. 
Mr. Hughes declares that the Canon’s letter contains a greater 
amount of error than he ever before saw compressed in so 
limited a space, and further accuses him o f“ intolerable dog
matic arrogance.” What a happy family !

Emerson was, in his way, a great Freethinker, as well as a 
great man of letters. We are, therefore, to some extent con
cerned about his reputation. It is for this reason that we refer 
to a very silly observation in a Star review (signed by James 
Douglas) of Mr. Howard Paul’s new volume of Essays. 
“ Delightful,” the reviewer says, “ is the dry remark on the 
use of translations : Emerson read Plato in Bohn, and his 
admirers consider the result satisfactory.” Now this involves 
ignorance on the part of Mr. Douglas, and either ignorance 
or something worse on the part of Mr. Paul. Emerson did 
not “ read Plato in Bohn.” lie  read Plato in the original 
Creek, and his lecture on Plato in “ Representative Men’’ was 
written and published before the Bohn translation was acces
sible. The real fact behind all this Paul-Douglas or Douglas- 
Paul nonsense is this, that Emerson took advantage of the 
opportunity afforded by the appearance of the Bohn transla
tion to add a long Postscript to lus lecture—a review, as he 
called it, of “ Plato up to date.” This is clear enough to any 
one who will take the trouble to read Emerson. But, alas, 
in these days there is too little reading of great writers, and 
too much reading of essays, articles, and even cackle about 
them.

A Brooklyn man named Truman, who seems to have 
belied his name, is opposing his wife’s application for a 
divorce from him. He says she is not entitled to it because 
she wrote “ bosh ” and “ tommyrot ” in her Bible against the 
place where the duties of a wife to her husband are set forth. 
Her punishment for this explosive veracity must be to go on 
living with Truman. That seems to be his opinion. Perhaps 
the Court will differ.

Mrs. Nation, the Gospel Temperance orator and saloon- 
smasher, is said to have made fifteen thousand dollars out of 
her recent anti-liquor crusade. If this be true, there is a good 
deal of method in her madness. She is said to have cost the 
state of Kansas quite half a million dollars. Perhaps her mad
ness lies that way.

America and Russia, the two extremes of freedom and 
despotism, are the lands of strange sects. Count Tolstoi, 
who has just been excommunicated by the Holy Synod of 
the Greek Church in Russia, takes the teachings of Jesus 
literally, but he judiciously stops short at a certain point. 
Some of the simpler peasants, however, improve upon his 
example. Ivan Plotnikoff, for instance, a peasant, twenty- 
eight years of age, residing at Bielovodsk, in the government 
of Kharkoff, read in the Gospel the text, “ If thy right eye 
offend thee, pluck it out,” and resolved then and there to per
form a rough surgical operation on his own dexter optic. 
But, not finding an awl about, he took an axe and chopped 
off one of his hands. Then he walked between fifteen and 
twenty miles to the Starobielsky Hospital, where he now lies 
in a precarious condition. That is what “ following Jesus” 
thoroughly leads to.

One of Dr. Dowie’s disciples has got into trouble at 
Chicago. A little girl of his was badly burnt in a fire, and 
Dowie’s disciple refused to let her receive medical treatment. 
In preventing the doctors from examining the child he held 
her arm till the burnt flesh came off in his hands. Had he 
not been arrested, the crowd would have lynched him. We 
daresay he was fond of his child, but his brains were addled 
by Old Dowie’s teaching, which is, after all, that of the New 
Testament.

Peculiar People seem to exist in Ontario. A woman at 
Arthur was dying, and asked for a doctor, but as the sect she 
belonged to had no faith in such “ profane ” agents, her 
brother-in-law would only agree to mount a horse and bring 
whatever doctor the animal, guided by Providence, look him 
to. The gee-gee went along a no-doctor road, and the woman 
died. It is said that the Government will investigate the 
case. While they are about it they may as well investigate 
the Bible. ___

“ Bobs,” as Lord Roberts is vulgarly called, has availed 
himself of another opportunity to show that he is a supporter 
of Church as well as State. One is rather disappointed that 
a man who was distinctly brave, and given to independent 
action, should kow-tow to the fetish of the British nation. 
His pious attitude probably arises from the stupid stuff 
“ /eligious ” journalists have written about him. It seems to 
have entered his soul, and inspired him with the idea of 
tacking on to his laurels as a soldier the emblematic cross of 
a saint. Canon Humphreys, of Fakenham, recently wrote 
to Lord Roberts, complaining that the Easter manoeuvres 
were carried out on Good Friday and Easter Sunday. This 
is Lord Roberts’ reply : “ The Commander-in-Chief much 
regrets that this should have taken place, and has Issued 
such orders as will prevent any such thing occurring in the 
future. He is much obliged to you for bringing this matter 
to his notice.”

Of course, he ought not to be obliged to anyone for 
“ bringing it to his notice.” He ought to have known it 
himself. And, knowing it, he shows a keener regard for the 
clergy than the convenience of the volunteers who take part 
in these manoeuvres, which are specially fixed for Bank 
Holidays, when business men are able to attend.

“ Bobs” has become a pious, truckling dodderer. He has 
been spoiled by pressmen who have written him up on the 
religious side till he doesn’t know where he is—except when 
he wakes up in church after the sermon, or the offertory bag 
comes round.

Reviewing vol. ii. of the Encychpcedia Biblica, the Church 
Times says : “ Professor Schmiedcl and Dr. Abbott are 
responsible for the longest article in this volume, that on 
‘ Gospels,’ which covers nearly sixty-nine pages. Exactly the 
same spirit pervades their work as that of Dr. Cheyne. For 
example, Dr. Abbott says: ‘ The possible influence of sym
bolism combines with other causes to oblige ns [the italics are 
ours] to reject as non-historical Luke’s account of the raising 
of the widow’s son.’ And the whole of the section by Pro
fessor Schmiedel, ‘ Credibility of the Synoptics,’ will fully 
bear this out—e.g., the words of our Lord about taking UP 
one’s cross ‘ cannot have taken up their present shape till 
after the death of Jesus.’ ”

“ It is quite clear,” continues the Church Times, “ that he 
does not accept what he calls the miracle-narratives. He has 
the audacity lo assert that our Lord’s appearance in Jeru
salem after Ilis resurrection ‘ to the two women (Matthew 
xxviii. qf.) is almost universally given up.’ ‘ The statements 
that Jesus was touched, and that he ate (Luke xxiv. 39-43)' 
are seen to be incredible.’ ‘ The statements as to the empty 
sepulchre are to be rejected.’ Well may the Professor go on
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to say : ‘ The foregoing sections may have sometimes seemed 
to raise a doubt whether any credible elements were to be 
found in the Gospels at all.’ As a matter of fact, he leaves 
us nine passages which, he says, ‘ might be called the founda
tion pillars for a truly scientific life of Jesus.’ How very 
condescending of him !”

Amongst oilier observations by the Church Times an this 
alarming book are the following : “ The story of the Passion, 
says Dr. Bruce, ‘ even in its most historic version, is not pure 
truth, hut truth mixed with legend.’ It is true that this state- 
nient, is qualified, shall we say, by the following: ‘ When 
cnticism has done its work the Passion narratives remain in 
their main details history, not legend.’ We do not think we 
should be doing any of these writers in Dr. Cheyne’s Dic
tionary an injustice—including himself—if we were to say that 
‘hey all practically deny the Divinity of Christ and the 
wonders of His Incarnation. It seems as if, in this new 
century, the old controversy is to be revived in all its intensity, 
and the doctrine of the Divinity of Christ must be fought for 
with all the ancient Athanasian fervor. It is because so much 
of this volume is saturated with destructive criticism that we 
lQok upon it as meriting nothing but condemnation. It is a 
work not to be lightly placed in the hands of any but those who 
can see their way clearly through the jungle that it makes of 
the whole Biblical history from end to end.'

Clerical arithmetic is always peculiar—apart from the 
standing puzzle of the Trinity. A sympathetic Church 
paper says that, though the Bishop of London’s salary is 
.610,000 a year, the rates, taxes, insurance, and maintenance 

his two large residences— Fulham Palace and the St. 
James’s Square House—can scarcely be less than fifteen per 
rp.at- on that sum, “ so that his income is at once reduced to 
•60,500.”

. Poor man ! What an infliction to have to pay rates, taxes 
'nsurance, and maintenance out of a miserable ,¿'10,000 a year 

s if other people hadn’t to pay rates and taxes and rent a. 
■0t ' out of very much less per annum. Of course, his income 
ls reduced fifteen per rent. And still he has ¿"8,500 a yeai 
remaining. According to this process of calculation, whirl 
eems peculiar to the clergy, a bishop or a parish priesi 
,as nothing at all per year—after he has paid his househok 

1^peases, provided for his family, allotted a sum for holidays 
’ought books and pictures, and made other disbursements, 
to? K*ea seems f° !'e that his stipend should be pockel-mone\ 

be saved up, in spite of Christ's injunction against “ laying 
P >or yourseives treasures upon earth."

to Nicoll, who edits the British Weekly, recently assented 
p tlie occupation each week of two of his columns by the 
lufV  ̂ I’ 6ampbell, of Brighton. Now he probably wishes 

hadn't. The two columns are supposed to be occupied 
s . replies to correspondents—which is rather a funny idea,
' lnk that the editor replies to his correspondents in another 
or?1 !he PaPei'. The object is apparently to afford an 
Importunity to Mr. Campbell to show how many books he 
•M S pad~and how many he hasn’t. In regard to the latter, 
inf ■ a,"Pf’e11 makes a great display. Some of his better- 
Va°rn’etl readers must feel sorry for him. IBs ignorance is

to I? no' a' rertain that the anxious inquirers who appeal 
ind c • ^ev’ Campbell have an actual existence. Their 

«'"•to description in the way of names and addresses 
dissT*8. thpy are merely texts—pegs to hang a little 
A trmtat,0n uP°m For instance, there is 4  po/ogist (Ireland) 
wlu)1 ■ Va8ue, don’t you think? He, it seems, is a minister 
an ' !n l*lp courso of his pastoral visitation, has “ met with 
ast aVo* ed Atheist.” This is mentioned as if it were an 
Contllndmg encounter. The “ avowed Atheist” is a “ clever 
hi<- r°vf rsialist, very alert and positive in the assertion of 
educaiitliTheistic theories." He is not, of course, a “ well- 
6J/VV'1/ , jT1an," probably because he is not a reader of the 
ti0n S‘ ' eekly and of Campbell’s two columns of illumina-

afte/ " ‘ ‘S term “ avowed Atheist.” As if the Atheist, 
at Ias|Crret,y nourishing Atheism in his bosom for a time, is 

make an avowal. He never told his 
his da’ but. " 'et concealment, like the worm i’ the bud, feed on 
yellow'119 1 1 *lee'c ” i he “ pined in thought with a green and 

melancholy,” and then at last he outs with it !
<( Q

desiro''.? CPrresP°ndent,” says this Brighton mentor, “ is 
tians’ Q | Ending the avowed Atheist to faith in the Chris- 
the ponui anc* wonders whether there is a book written in 
into Hie 1 'lr S,tyle "ln defence of Theism, which he could put 
that the }anĉ s 'his man. From what you say, I am afraid 
already ; ? li hooks on apologetics which has been given 
not acquv ( i e r.°himns would not meet the case, and I am 
h°ok ,,,]]• n, pd with more popular works on the subject. A 
o aehinti)?i ' sf.ei?1s to he well spoken of is Professor 
hf°ck. ] ! s ‘ rimer of Apologetics, published by Elliot 
regard t0 U° not know what your experience has been in 

controversy, but I cannot remember a single

instance in which an avowed unbeliever has been won over 
to the Christian position by argument only.”

Nor can we. Argument is the last thing to be applied. 
Best to let him see that you will try to ruin him in his busi
ness, or that socially he is under a cloud, turn the cold shoulder 
to his wife, sneer at his children, say “ he’s no class,” and 
that the Devil will have him when he dies. That’s the effec
tive way of dealing with an “ avowed Atheist."

“ Intellectual self-sufficiency," continues Mr. Campbell, “ I 
find to be the greatest barrier we have to break down ” in 
“ getting at an Agnostic.” “ Do you think you could get 
this person in whom you are interested to see the worth of 
true humility ? The heart of a little child is now, as always, 
an essential qualification for entrance into the kingdom of 
God.” Such is the kind of drivel that “ this person ” of the 
Campbell ilk turns out from week to week. Is it necessary 
for him to tell us that humility, imbecility, childishness, are 
essential to belief? Don’t we know it?

Dr. Nicoll, in another part of the British Weekly, says in 
answer to “ A. R.” : “ We have been trying to explain that 
some results of some higher critics are fatal to Christianity.” 
True; he has tried to enforce that fact, but believers are so 
dense. When you have metaphorically wiped the floor with 
their Gospels, they still think that somehow or other it is all 
right, and that their faith remains undisturbed.

Football mania, according to the Bishop of Wakefield, is 
one of the hindrances to the Church’s growth. He mentions 
the case of a dying man, who asked with his latest breath, 
not “ Is Christ ready to receive my spirit ?” but “ Has the West- 
Bromwich Albion won ?” There is even worse behind. 
Wakefield says : “ Young men attending church confess that 
they cannot take part in public worship because their minds 
arc pre-occupied with the matches of the day before.” Poor 
old Christianity, that cannot engage the attention of young 
men who are within hearing of its teachings. Poor old 
Christianity, that has to take a back seal whilst the echoes 
are still lingering in the ears—perhaps long ones—of “ Play 
up, Spurs !’’ “ Play up, Blades 1” “ Three goals to one 1” and 
other delightful cries.

The Church Times will get itself into trouble. From time 
to time it speaks most disrespectfully of the Archbishop of 
Canterbury. In its latest issue it says ; “ It might be
expected that, with a responsibility so grave and exacting as 
the overscership and good government of the Church in 
England, the aged Primate might leave the temperance 
question to be dealt with by younger and, it must be con
fessed, more interesting speakers.”

Truly, Dr. Temple is not a very entertaining speaker when 
he discourses on temperance, or any other subject. Perhaps 
the time has arrived when he should retire. But every 
additional year means another ¿ ’ 15,000 to leave behind when 
his time comes to approach the Lord, who said “ Blessed 
are the poor.”

The Rev. Butler Doherty, vicar of St. Matthew’s, Kings- 
down, Bristol, died suddenly while addressing a meeting of 
welcome to his new curate, the Rev. D. C. O’Connor. The 
Lord had in reserve a golden crown and harp for him, but it 
was rather a blundering kind of thing not to have allowed 
the poor man to get home and die comfortably in his bed.

“ Boldness of speculation" is a sign of the times which occa
sions much alarm in the bosom of the Church Times -even more 
than little Johnnie Kensit, whom it affects to despise, but dreads. 
Says the C. T. : “ There are two matters that press for action. 
One is the growing boldness of doctrinal speculation within the 
Church. We are not for the narrow constriction of theology. 
We respond heartily to the plea put forward last year by Mr. 
Balfour in defence of open questions. We have no desire to 
close those which are legitimately open. But there are 
limits no less to the manner than to the matter of specula
tion, which are being freely overpassed. Reckless doubts 
are being cast abroad ; questions are being forced into 
general notice which are lit for handling only by experts. 
In less than fifty years the public opinion of the Church has 
passed from the narrowness that could not tolerate a Maurice 
to a laxity that gladly endures men whom Maurice would 
have denounced as unfaithful. We look to the bishops for 
discipline.”

But the bishops themselves—those who have any brains— 
are engaged in “ bold speculations.” In less than the fifty 
years the C. T. speaks of we shall see transformations in 
theological teaching which will be wonderful indeed.

The Rev. E. B. Meyer, who has just returned from 
America, says : “ 1 am growing sick and tired of this contro
versy with the Higher Critics.” No doub he is, and no 
doubt it is the feeling of many other sky-pile .s. The Higher 
Criticism is disturbing because it has arisen in the Church 
itself. Its conclusions, if not its methods, were all anticipated



296 THE FREETHINKER. M a y  12, 1901.

in the writings of Freethinkers twenty years ago. The 
Higher Criticism seems to have been providentially sent as a 
direct support, from the inner circle, of the Age of Reason, 
which holds its place to this day as an unanswerable attack 
on so-called “ Divine revelation.”

“ Most mischievous tendencies ” are ascribed by the Church 
Times to the contributions of Canon Cheyne and Professor 
Schmiedel to the now popular and, as some say, “ notorious” 
Encyclopcedia Bihlica. Says the C. T. : “ The former, with 
whom we are more concerned as an English Churchman, is 
never so happy as when he is altering—shall we say, reading 
his own ideas into ?—and emending a sentence from the 
Hebrew Bible. The dictionary becomes more and more, as 
it proceeds, a one-man book, so greatly does Dr. Cheyne’s 
influence pervade the whole. How far and in what way he 
can reconcile his position with that not only of a Church Pro
fessor of the Interpretation of Holy Scripture at Oxford, but 
also of a Canon of Rochester, is for his own conscience to 
determine. At any rate, others can protest, as we do, against 
the idea that the Church can in any way be committed to his 
opinions.”

The cupola of the Greek Church at Klissura, in Epirus, 
fell during service, killing fifteen persons and wounding 
many others. The killed, we suppose, have gone to 
Abraham’s bosom. The wounded are left to agonise their 
injuries out on their own. Meanwdiile the Lord, of course, 
is suffused with his usual self-complacent smile. The safety 
of his worshippers is no concern of his. His absorbing occu
pation is numbering the hairs of our heads and watching the 
sparrows as they fall. Good old Lord !

The German Sunday-rest statute, says the St. James's 
Gazette, now requires all automatic machines erected in 
Berlin to stop delivery of goods during the prohibited hours 
on Sunday ! There was a Scotsman who used to tie up his 
weathercock on Sundays, and a very High Church young 
lord of the manor, who came suddenly into his estate without 
a rudimentary knowledge of farming, once telegraphed to his 
steward : “ Lent just begun ; stop lambing at once 1”

In his newly-published History of Exeter College, Oxford, 
Mr. W. K. Stride quotes a story which was current in the 
days of Sir Charles Lyell : “ One of our men, being examined 
for his degree, was asked, for the first question in divinity, 
‘ Who was Moses?’ ‘ Moses?’ he answered. ‘ Know 
nothing ’bout Moses ; but ax me 'bout St. Paul, and there I 
has ye. ’ ” ___

That the Puritans are not yet all dead appears from the 
recent refusal of the Massachusetts Legislature to relax the 
Sunday' laws so as to permit golf-playing on the Lord’s Day. 
The galleries were full of the W. C. T. U. (which wags 
interpret as “ we see to you”), who came to see that their 
representatives voted right. The innovators were defeated 
by a vote of 120 to 85.

The sky-pilots in South Africa have at last arrived at a 
pretty accurate estimate of Tommy Atkins. One of them, 
belonging to the Colonial Missionary Society, writes from 
Johannesburg : “ The right way to tackle Tommy, it seems 
to me, is to lay aside the parson and show one’s self to be his 
friend. At first he is very shy and suspicious of strangers— 
especially parsons. He does not like being ‘ missioned,’ and 
he objects to the ‘ dear brother ’ style of address. He likes 
to be treated as a rational being, and not as an interesting 
receptacle for tracts.”

These observations are equally applicable to Tommy’s 
relatives and friends at home, though pious missioners are 
too dense to perceive it. Working-people have long been 
suspicious of parsons, and, if they desire anything, it is to be 
treated as rational beings.

Now we know who invented the religious May meetings— 
many of which, by the w'ay, are held in April and some in June. 
A “ Minister’s Wife” has given it all away in the Christian 
World. They are held, she says, about this time of the year,
“ simply that the ministers, each and all, might have a sound, 
ready-made, and incontestable excuse for escape from the 
annual domestic upheaval known as spring-cleaning. They 
do not own it, even to each other, when they meet in twos, 
threes, and hundreds, old college chums or friends of long 
ago, in the sacred precincts of the City Temple or Exeter 
Hall.” -----

Still, this seems to be a very good reason, and it affords a 
better excuse than would have occurred to the ordinary male 
mind of a sceptical cast. At any rate, it is an excuse for these 
pious meetings at this particular part of the year. The 
minister is sent away to beat the wind at Exeter Hall whilst 
his household carpets are undergoing a drastic trouncing, 
and the merry paper-hanger and the reckless paint-slinger 
c n perform in peace whilst the minister, still less artistically, 
is daubing great oratorical pictures of heathenism, at home 
and abroad, praying on its knees to be told of Christ. It is 
well to have this information from inner sources.

But whilst the industrious Mrs. Minister is engaged in 
superintending the beautifying of her house, is she quite sure 
that her beloved spouse is exclusively engaged at Exeter Hall 
or the City Temple ? We have heard—well, no matter ; the 
ungodly are fruitful in the way of malicious suggestions.

American journalists are nothing if not modest. “ We do 
not wish to brag,” says the HaitfordPost, “ but duty compels 
us to allude to the historic fact that within an hour after our 
prayer for rain was published yesterday afternoon people had 
to raise their umbrellas. The public can draw its own con
clusions.”

The congregational craving, especially of the feminine sex, 
for young men in the pastorate is described in the Advance as 
“ the preference for veal.”

There are, it would seem, Jesuits even amongst idolaters. 
A sojourner in Korea, it is said, asked a native priest: “ Tell 
me why you people kneel down before a stone or a piece of 
wood, or any inanimate object, and pray to it ? Why not 
pray to God as Christians do?” “ I will explain,” said the 
devout idolater. “ Christians close their eyes and look up 
without seeing anything as they pray. The Koreans do not 
pray to the piece of stone or wood, as you imagine, but to the 
same good God, and select the inanimate object merely as an 
emblem. Instead of seeing nothing they gaze upon God’s 
handiwork, for God made the stone.” We don’t suppose that 
any such conversation took place. But is it an invention 
of Protestants against Roman Catholics, or the other way 
round ?

Mr. Clement E. Stretton, in his History of the Midland 
Railway, says : “ The heavy fast goods-trains, composed of 
covered vans or waggons sheeted over, which may be seen 
making their way up to London on Sunday, consist almost 
entirely of perishable food traffic. If it were possible for one 
Sunday to stop these trains running for twenty-four hours, 
the result would be that on Sunday and Monday morning the 
people of London would be starving.” What do the London 
Sabbatarians say to this ? After all, they are about as keen 
as other folks on the “ meat which perisheth.”

A well-known divine recently delivered a sermon upon 
“ Faith.” He spoke of the blind faith of the client who puts 
himself at the mercy of a lawyer, and of the confidence of 
the sick in entrusting themselves to the physician. “ A case 
of blind faith,” said the clergyman. “ The doctor writes out 
a prescription. Oftener than not you cannot read i t ; you 
don’t know what it is. He tells you to take it. ‘ Yours not 
to reason why ; yours but to do and die.’ ” Whether or not 
the preacher meant it, there was a distinct ripple throughout 
the congregation.

Assuredly we can’t test the priest’s prescription for a future 
life until we are dead—and then, perhaps, it won’t matter 
what it was. Any way, we can’t make him responsible for 
it, seeing that it is supposed that we shall have to answer for 
ourselves.

Though we have no special reverence for things “ religious,’’ 
we do think that religious people—especially in the States— 
are given to “ play the game down rather low.” Free supper 
at church is the latest innovation. Dr. Hillis has inaugurated 
this feature at Plymouth Church, Brooklyn, U.S.A. He 
plans to hold a reception, and he wants the people to stay— 
especially the young people. The supper is offered as an 
inducement. Plymouth Church, it is announced, has a well- 
equipped kitchen. Here the free refreshments will be pre
pared, and the ladies of the church will take turns in serving 
them. While the congregation are eating, Dr. Hillis will be 
getting acquainted with its members.

What with up-to-date “ loaves and fishes ” handed out 
from a “ well-equipped ” kitchen by fascinating ladies, the 
young men should fall easy victims to Dr. Hillis when he 
starts on his rounds. But, unless Dr. Hillis means to 
continue indefinitely this sugar-coating on his Gospel piHs> 
he would have done well not to have, begun it at all. Are_not 
these incongruous devices suggestive of the sad straits into 
which religion has, in these latter days, fallen ?

»
Among old Scottish matrons the minister, or “ meemster, 

as they call him, is a fruitful subject for discussion, and many 
amusing stories are told of certain worthy divines. The 
other Sunday two old women were returning from churcn> 
and were, as usual, deep in discussion concerning the ordi
nances of public worship. “ Ay,” remarked one, after a 
number of matters had been criticised, “ but it was a g jan, 
sermon the doctor gied us the day.” “ Humph !” exclaim® 
her companion, who apparently had not enjoyed the discouf 
very well. “ Dae you think the meenister’s as clever as 1 
used to be?” “ Clever?” said the first, in the tone of 00 
who knew everything. “ He’s far cleverer ; but o’ course w 
dinna understand him noo !■”
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

Sunday , M ay 1 ?, Athenaeum H all, 73 T ottenham  Court-road, 
London, W .; at 7.30, “ D reyfus and G od : or the M artyrdom  o f 
the D evil's Island in the L igh t o f  Infinite B en evo len ce.”

To Correspondents

Sugar Plums.
Mr. F o o te  lectures at the Athenaeum Hall again this 
evening (May 12). His subject will be “ Dreyfus and God : 
or the Martyrdom of the Devil’s Island in the Light of 
Infinite Benevolence.” This lecture will be in reference to 
the Letters and Diary of Captain Dreyfus, which have just 
been published simultaneously in Paris and in London, as 
well as in other capitals. The book is profoundly interesting, 
and contains things that should be of special interest to Free
thinkers.

Mr. C harles W a t t s 's E ngagem ents.— M ay 12 and 19, Sheffield ; 
Monday, M ay 13, C h esterfie ld .— All com m unications for Mr. 
W atts should be sent to him at 24 Carm inia-road, Balham , S. W. 
I f  a reply is required, a  stam ped and addressed envelope must 
be enclosed.

Robert B e l l , w ho applies for a  Share in the F reethought 
Publishing C om pan y, and sends order for literature, is asked 
to forw ard his f u l l  address. H is letter bears the nam e o f  the 
street he lives in, but not the nam e o f  the town.

S ecular S o c ie t y , L im ited .— M iss V an ce, secreta ry , a ck n o w 
ledges the fo llow in g donation :— Dr. R. T . N ichols, Ilford,
£>' 159-

N. S. S. B enevolent F und.— Miss V a n ce , secretary , ack n o w 
le d g e s :—  Dr. R. T . N ichols, Ilford, £ 1  is .

I'. H. W a t t s . —T h an k s for cuttings.
J- S. Ferguson.— R eceived  and under consideration.
J- E llis, secretary , Liverpool B ranch, desires us to notify that 

the A lexan d ra  H all will be closed to-day (M ay 12).
James N eate.— G lad to hear you  had such a  successfu l m eeting 

in V ictoria  Park. S ee  paragraph.
J- Barry.— Mr. A lco ck  did not g iv e  the co rrect— that is, the usual 

— form o f  the proverb, but it is hardly worth a  correspondence. 
T hanks all the sam e.

O ld  F reeth in ker .— M any o f the late C harles B rad lau gh ’s 
Writings are  still in print. T h e y  are  published by his daughter 
nnd son-in-law, A . and H. Bonner, but you  could order them 
through our publishing office if  you  chose.

L e t t e r s  from O . D rew ell and W. W. S tricklan d have unavoid
ably to stand over till n ext w eek, ow in g  to the dem ands upon 
°nr sp ace  in the present issue.

James Ja c k .— T hanks ; but w e do not think it would much interest 
°nr readers. T h e  correspondence in the Northern Chronicle 
(Belfast! m oves on a  level which th ey have lo n g left behind 
them.

L- W . L. (Portsm outh) w rites : “ T h an k s to all concerned for the 
new A ge o f  Reason. I have m ade a  hole in three dozen, and 
hope others will do better. T h e y  must be pushed by all who 
are able to do this kind o f  w o rk ."

!L Percy W ard .— T hanks. List shall appear next week.
ML K . L ew is.— T h e re  is not room this w eek. P leased to have 

your high opinion o f  Crimes o f  Christianity . W e a re  still w ait- 
lng  for the leisure to w rite the second volum e, the m aterials for 
which have lo n g been collected .
P-— Shall appear.

M. E. P egg.— W e hope Mr. Treharne-Jones will have go od  
audiences at M anchester. H e has done a  bold thing- in leavin g 
the Church.

P ’ B a ll.— M any thanks for you r cuttings, though w e have not 
been able to m ake as much use o f  them this w eek  a s  usual.

J' B a rrett .— A  fictional conversation  in the Free Lance is not 
enough to overth row  the historical authority o f  Gibbon or the 
a ccu racy  o f  Em erson.

-dmund Ford .— Y o u  honor us too much by including us in you r 
su ggested  list. N o doubt such b iographies would, gen erally , 
be in teresting and useful.

P
AA’EES R eceived .— People's N ew sp ap er— S yd n ey Bulletin—  

reidenker— Blue G rass B lad e— Public Opinion (N ew  Y o rk )—  
Lucifer— T ru th seek er (N ew  Y o r k ) —E astern  E venin g N e w s—  
tw o  W orld s— T orch  o f  R eason — L a  Raison — Progressive  
th in k er— S ecu lar T h o u gh t— Boston In v estig ato r— S earch ligh t 
'B e l f a s t  W itn ess— Northern C hronicle— G la sg o w  H erald—  

futh seeker (B radford)— L eicester R eason er— R eyn old s’ N ew s
paper— Y arm outh M ercu ry— N eues L eb en — C hristian W orld—  

a ilw ay H erald —  D um fries 
th°u g h t Ideal.

A d v e itise r  —  Zoophilist— Free-

Riends  who send us new spapers would enhance the favor by 
arkin g the p a ssages to which they wish us to call attention.

'r R a t i o n a l  S ecular S o c ie ty ’s office is at 1 S tation ers’ H all Court, 
udgate Hill, E .C ., where all letters should be addressed  to 

L M*ss V an ce.

hIiVRk  ^ o t ic e s  must reach 1 Station ers’ H all Court, L u d gate  
O rii ' ^  firsl; P °st T u esd ay, or they will not be inserted.

lish’RS *r.r *'terature should be sent to the F reethought Pub- 
Hill Hr  ~ °m pany, Lim ited, 1 S tation ers’ H all Court, L u d g ate  

Lft y
i *°r !fie E d itor o f  the Freethinker  should be addressed to 

T he T?10" 6™’ Hal1 C ou rt’ L u d g ate  Hill, E .C .
W'"  lorwarfiofi d irect from the publishing 

tos ¿ 1  P°,S  ̂ fi"e e > at the follow in g rates, prepaid :— O ne year, 
§ C a l ’ ’ ’ h a lf year, 5s. 3d.; three months, 2s. 8d.

Ceedin*- A I)VERT1SEMENTS :— T h irty  w ords, is . 6d.; e ve ry  suc- 
4s- 6d ^ t,??rWorc*s’ fitL D isplayed Advertisem ents : — O ne inch, 
for repet't’ colum n> 2S• 6d.; column, £ 2  5s. Sp ecial term s

Mr. Charles Watts lectured three times in Glasgow last 
Sunday. He was in his best form throughout the day, and 
his treatment of the varied subjects of his lectures won 
marked appreciation. The audiences were not so large as 
generally attend Mr. Watts’s lectures, but probably this was 
caused through the great interest now being manifested in 
the Glasgow International Exhibition, which is at present 
the one absorbing topic in Scotland. Several questions were 
asked after each lecture.

This afternoon, Sunday, May 12, Mr. Watts lectures in 
the Hall of Science, Rockingham-street, Sheffield. In the 
evening Mrs. Charles Watts will, by special request, occupy 
the same platform, giving readings and recitations. As 
Mrs. Watts seldom now “ performs out of town,” no doubt 
the friends will muster in full force on this occasion.

Mr. Watts has accepted an invitation to lecture to-morrow 
evening, Monday, May 13, in Chesterfield, taking for his 
subject “ The Delusions of Spiritualism.” We are informed 
that the Spiritualists are very numerous in Chesterfield, and 
it is expected that Mr. Watts will have rather a lively time of 
it.

The Bethnal Green Branch began the new season's open-air 
propaganda in Victoria Park on Sunday afternoon. Mr. 
Cohen lectured on “ Christianity ” to a large audience, and 
with great satisfaction, in spite of his severe cold. A capital 
collection was taken up ; eighteen copies of the new Age of 
Reason were sold, and more could have been disposed of if 
the supply had not run out; and every copy of the Freethinker 
was bought up by the crowd. This is an excellent beginning. 
May it be an augury of a splendid summer’s work.

Mr. T. Robertson, the level-headed, energetic, devoted, 
and invaluable secretary of the Glasgow Branch, assures us 
(and we can well believe it) that every effort will be made to 
achieve success for the N. S. S. Conference on Whit-Sunday, 
and to provide for the comfort of delegates and visitors. Mr. 
John Allen, 7 Kenmure-street, Pollokshields, has undertaken 
to see to the latter matter. Delegates and visitors are there
fore requested to communicate with him, stating the class of 
accommodation they will want, and how long they will want 
it. Such communications should be Sent to Mr. Allen as 
early as possible, as there is sure to be a difficulty in securing 
accommodation in Glasgow, in consequence of the enormous 
influx of visitors attracted by the magnificent Exhibition.

A dinner, or luncheon, as you prefer to call it, will be 
arranged for at the North British Station Hotel. This will 
be at 1 o'clock. Those who mean to join in the repast should 
let Mr. Robertson know. His address is 1 Battlefield- 
crescent, Langside, Glasgow.

The Conference itself will be held in the Secular Hall, 
Brunswick-street, morning and afternoon. The evening 
public meeting will be held in the Waterloo Rooms. The 
large hall there, pretty centrally situated, will hold about 
1,500 people. The list of speakers will include Messrs. 
G. W. Foote, C. Watts, C. Cohen, and H. I’ . Ward, and 
perhaps others. Such an oratorical display ought to draw a 
crowded audience. ___

The Glasgow friends contemplated arranging a country 
excursion on the Monday, but they have come to the conclu
sion that the Exhibition will be the great attraction for all 
who have a brief time to stay in the district. Accordingly 
a corps of guides is being organised, who will do their best 
to facilitate the progress of delegates and visitors in “ doing ” 
the Exhibition, which is the grandest ever yet provided in 
Great Britain, science and art being both represented on the 
most superb scale. Those who stay after Monday will find 
local friends ready to act as their guides on trips to the glorious 
scenery of the West of Scotland.

M. Victor Charbonnel, the Paris editor of La Raison, the 
international organ of Freethought, writing in reply to a 
letter from Mr. W. Heaford, consents to accept the Execu
tive’s nomination to a vice-presidency of the National Secular 
Society. “ I am profoundly moved,” he says, “ by the honor 
which our friends of the N.S. S. confer upon me. Heartily 
I accept the invitation to be on the ¡list of vice-presidents of 
that Society, whose organisation and admirable propaganda 
I am well acauainted with. I shall only regret that I cannot
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join my active co-operation with my sympathy. I shall only 
be able to participate in your work by my labors on my 
journal.” That is enough. M. Charbonnel would be an 
honor to any movement. He was a priest of the Catholic 
Church, but he came out from it to be the servant of his con
victions. He is a brave man and an eloquent advocate.

Secular Thought (Toronto) reproduces Mr. Foote’s article 
on “ The Crucifixion Fable.” We are glad to be read occa
sionally by the Canadian Freethinkers, to whom Editor Ellis 
still provides an interesting and useful weekly budget. We 
hope his paper meets with increasing success.

The Railway Herald has the courage to chronicle the fact 
that a railway thief lately sentenced in India to one year’s 
rigorous imprisonment and twenty stripes was “ a native 
Christian, whose antecedents were known to the police.” 
Evidently our contemporary has not a large circulation 
among missionaries.

Reynolds' Newspaper, noticing the Twentieth Century- 
Edition of Paine’s Age of Reason, says that “ No one need 
now say that this one of the most epoch-making books ever 
published in England is beyond his reach.” That was the 
idea of the issuers, to give this great work a fresh circulation 
amongst the masses of the people.

Mr, J. W. de Caux contributes a long, well-written, and 
valuable letter on “ The Sunday Question ” to the Yarmouth 
Mercury. It is really a first-rate essay on the Sabbath, and 
it should do a great ileal of good in the pages of an ordinary 
newspaper.

Mr. Horatio Bottomley, in his trenchant weekly Sun notes, 
wishes the Liberal party had a Gladstone, a Bright, or a 
Bradlaugh left, and makes no apology for bracketing the 
third name with the other two. He also refers to our “ Sugar 
Plum” of last week. Mr. Bottomley says that he was in 
court during Mr. Foote’s trial before Judge North, and heard 
that “ Mr. Justice” pass “ the cruel sentence” of twelve 
months’ imprisonment like a common thief. “ And as Mr. 
Foote left the dock,” Mr. Bottomley continues, “ (left the 
doch, my good reader, towards the close of the nineteenth 
century !) his parting words to the Court stung me like an 
arrow, pierced my heart and conscience. ‘ My lord,’ he said,
‘ I thank you. It is worthy of your creed.’ ” Mr. Bottomley 
adds that he did not approve of Mr. Foote’s plan of campaign. 
He wouldn’t laugh at any man’s religion, and doesn’t like his 
own laughed at. But he hates the idea of sending Mr. Foote, 
or any man, to prison for such a “ crime.” Of course we 
don't quite agree with Mr. Bottomley on the subject of ridi
cule ; nevertheless, we thank him for speaking out on the 
side of toleration and fair play.

Mr. Treharne-Jones, of South Wales, who recently left a 
Church of England pulpit for the Freethought platform, 
delivers three lectures to-day (May 12) in the Secular Hall, 
Manchester. We hope the local “ saints ” will give him a 
very hearty welcome.

National Secular Society’s Annual Conference.
Glasgow : W hit-Sunday, May 26, 1901.

A G E N D A .
1. M inutes of last Conference.
2. Executive’s Annual Report. B y P resid en t.
3. Reception of Report.
4. Financial Report.
5. Election of President.

Motion by Finsbury Branch : “ That Mr. G. W. Foote 
be re-elected President.”

6. Election of Vice-Presidents.
(a) The following are nominated by the Executive 

for re-election : George Anderson, E. Bater, C. Cohen, 
W. \\. C ollins, J. F. Dewar, R. Forder, J. Grange, 
T. Gorniot, W. Ileaford, A. B. Moss, James Neate, 
J. Partridge, S. M. Peacock, C. Pegg, W. Pratt, E. W. 
Quay, Victor Roger, J. II. Ridgway, T. Robertson, 
F. Schaller, W. II. Spivey, II. J. Stace, Joseph Symes, 
T. Thurlow, J. Umpleby, E. M. Vance, G. J. Warren, 
Charles Watts.

(b) The following are nominated for election by the 
Executive :— F. Wood (Camberwell) and Victor Char
bonnel (Paris).

(c) The following are nominated by the Glasgow 
Branch ¡— Donald Black and John F. Turnbull.

(d) The following is nominated by the Birmingham 
Branch ¡—Charles Steptoe.

7. Election of Honorary Treasurer.
Motion by the Executive : “ That the Conference do

not appoint another Treasurer, approving the method 
adopted by the Executive on Mr. Hartmann’s decease 
of banking the N. S. S. funds with the Secular Society, 
Limited, in a special sub-account.”

8. Election of Auditors.
9. Motion by the Birmingham Branch :—

“ That the Executive should not warn Branches 
against engaging any particular lecturer on their plat
forms without accompanying the warning with a written 
statement of the reasons.”

10. Motion by the Birmingham Branch :—
“ That the necessity be urged upon the Executive of 

extending to the provinces the scheme of Freethought 
propaganda that is carried on in London.”

11. Statement by President re Twentieth Century Fund.
12. Motion by Mr. C. Cohen :—

“ In view of the changed and changing conditions of 
Freethought propaganda, this Conference is of opinion 
that steps should be taken as early as possible to (a) equip 
and train Freethought advocates, (b) found a central 
library for the use of the same as well as for lay members 
of the Society, and (c) supervise from headquarters in a 
more efficient manner the conduct of the propaganda in 
London and the provinces.”

13. Motion by the Executive :—
“ That the best thanks of this Conference be tendered 

to the Secular Society, Limited, for undertaking the 
issue of the Twentieth Century Edition of Thomas 
Paine’s Age of Reason in first-rate style at the low price 
of sixpence; and that this Conference urges Free
thinkers throughout Great Britain to do their utmost to 
put this work into circulation amongst the masses of 
the people.”

14. Motion by the Executive :—
“ That the Freethinkers of this country should be 

strongly advised to give all the pecuniary support they 
can afford to existing agencies, which are quite 
numerous enough in the present state of our affairs, 
and all of which are greatly in need of funds for their 
operations.”

15. Motion by the Executive :—
“ That, in view of the very great assistance which the 

N.S.S. has derived from the Secular Society, Limited, 
this Conference expresses the hope that Freethinkers 
will remember this Society in their wills, and as liberally 
as possible, whether the bequests be large or small ; 
and that Freethinkers may be assured that such bequests 
will he legally secure, and will certainly he applied to 
promoting the purposes for which they arc intended.”

16. Motion by the Executive :—
“ That the N. S. S. participate in the effort that is 

being made by a distinguished Continental committee 
to raise a memorial of Auguste Comte in the form of a 
statue in the city of Paris."

17. Motion by G. W. Foote :—
“ That the Executive be instructed to consider and 

report upon the whole question of Branches, sub
scriptions, and membership, with a view to securing 
an increased revenue and a more satisfactory list of 
adherents.”

The Conference will sit in the Secular Hall, Brunswick- 
street, Glasgow ; the morning session lasting from 10.30 to 
12.30, and the afternoon session from 2.30 to .(.30. A public 
meeting will be held in the evening at 7 in the Waterloo 
Rooms. The President of the N. S. S. will occupy the chair 
on each occasion. A luncheon for provincial delegates and 
visitors will be provided at 1 o’clock at the North British 
Station Hotel.

By order of the Executive,
G . W. F o o te , President.
E. M. V ance, Secretary.

Obituary.
A nother staunch and consistent Freethinker has just 

passed away from the group of dour and earnest Glasgo" 
veterans. To the names of John Gentle, John Lang, arid 
Hugh Irving, all of whom have died within the last je'v| 
months, has to he added that of James Walker, who expire 
suddenly on the 27th ult., at the age of sixty. Mr. Walker 
had been a quiet, but persistent, advocate of Freethough 
during his whole life, and was one of those who, by their 
manly qualities, gave respect to the name of Freethinker. 
The funeral was a Secular one, in accordance with the wishes 
of the deceased, and was conducted!))- Mr. J. F. Turnbull, 0 
the Glasgow Secular Society. Mr. Walker leaves a grown-up 
family of sons and daughters, the former of whom, thanks ‘ 
their father’s care and example, help in carrying on the vvor 
which will bring to fruition the ideals of their much-respecte
parent.— T homas R odertson.
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An Old Friend in a New Dress.

The Age o f  Reason. B y  T homas Pain e . With a B iograp h y  and 
Annotations b y  G. W . F o o te. T h e T w en tieth  C entury Edition. 
I9° l .  Price 6d.

Thackeray, in the beginning of his famous lectures on 
The Four Georges,” makes affectionate mention of 

ajt old friend whose life extended far back into the 
e'ghteenth centiiry. “ I often thought,” he says, “ as I 
'ook my kind old friend's hand, how, with it, I held on 
1? the old society.” Even such a link with the past is 
Ihomas Paine, whose live writings bridge the gulf 
between the eighteenth and twentieth centuries.

In this admirable reprint of the Age of Reason Mr. 
foote tells anew the story of Paine’s life. This 
b'ographical introduction should be read by every Free
thinker who takes an interest in the history of the 
t'reethought movement. On this account alone this 
new edition of Paine’s masterpiece deserves to be 

°ught, and kept ; for he who has read it is sure to find 
need at times to refer to its instructive and suggestive 
Pages.

Paine’s share in the making of the American Revo
lt '011 and his doings in thej French Revolution stir 
be blood. These and the other events of Paine’s 
lte are described by Mr. Foote in a graphic manner 
jjat interests ; and yet this is a sober history, in which 
here is no striving after effect, written without favor or 
'as; a good example of a faithful record, after patient 

and judicious study of the authorities.
Hie fog of misrepresentation that surrounds Paine s 

‘ e still obscures the judgment of the average reader, 
j bs new edition will help to dispel this darkness. It 

a popular misconception that Thomas Paine was 
u.6rfly a secI‘t'10US pamphleteer. But Mr. Foote shows 

s that a study of Paine’s career supports the opinion 
,orrned of him by his most devoted admirers. It 

Well to remind Freethinkers that Paine wrote 
in an<J wisely. As a writer, he is not wanting
g le more finished graces of imagery and metaphor. 
0*fV|? Î urke himself might have envied the illustration 
of h S ° Wn *°° exclusive compassion for the sufferings 

tne Royal Family in the French Revolution: “ Mr 
b' 1 ” P'ties the plumage, but he forgets the dying 
¡j • Shelley thought this so excellent that he used 
th  ̂K**10- one *,‘s own pamphlets— “ much to
Mr pW‘'derment of the whole tribe of Shelley critics,” 
into ° ° te tells us> “ who never thought of looking 
>, the pages of so ostracised a writer as Thomas 
* aine.”

Tl
Wh I Agc ° f  Rl •ason needs no praise. It is, on the 
rec° e>. unanswerable. The opponents of Paine fully 
cha ^nise.̂  Ibis, and, in default of argument, replied, 
sj0(.r.acteristically, by insult and untruth. Hence the 
are ^  Paine’s drunkenness and his death-bed, which 
pul0° a,*ed by the Religious Tract Society and unscru- 
his .Us People even now. Paine is being reckoned at 
R ¡s b1“ worth at last, in spite of such religious venom. 
reaj p . eral education in orthodox tactics to know the 
lon<>- .aine from the “ Sunday-school bogey ” set up so 
helneZ Chr.i.stians' Paine did good service when he 
I'rai ”  l’ dot the infant Republics of America and 
bettgCe tro u g h  the rapids of revolution ; but he did 
¡nt0 r 'Vork when he brought the light of rationalism 
j u s t i f y  l'ar*£ and narrow places. Wisdom is ever 
froni I ]ler children. Emancipation of intellect 
vast r °I»matic thraldom has already justified itself by 
is to uSUlrts *n sc*ence and literature. But free thought 
man ’1allowed by the freed heart, evolving a finer 
b°mé h ° Vel'er woman, a healthier child, a happier 
task >an the old order can produce. May it be our 
com- * lp Was that of Thomas Paine, to hasten the 
c°Untrv° ^lat Rlorious day when the world will be one 

>> and to do good will be the only religion.
M imnermus.

. Cashier (t .
111 :*n expen P'f^bent of His bank)—1“ I wish you would call 
f,v° rythinir P ,? se» ,0  examine my accounts and sec that 
, e matter a ’ n itht.” President (startled)— “ Why, what’s 
,eacher ¡n nn Cashier— “ Oh, nothing; only I have been a 

een made si, f ^bbday-school for three years, and have just
e superintendent."

Two Models for the Twentieth Century 
—Jesus and Ingersoll.

A n A ddress by  L. K. W ashburn 
( Editor of the “ Boston Investigator" ).

I am not going to pay any unmerited compliment to 
Jesus out of respect for the common mistaken notion 
regarding this person. If Jesus lived on earth, and 
lived a great, grand life, he was extremely unfortunate 
in not having some companion who was sympathetic 
and intelligent enough to picture his life to the world.

There is a history of the time of Jesus, but there is 
no history of Jesus. The age of Augustus Caesar was 
an age of letters, of art, of philosophy. Great poets, 
great artists, great philosophers, great historians, were 
contemporary with Jesus, but not one of them refers to 
his existence. The only work which makes a pretence 
of relating the life of Jesus is the New Testament. 
Outside of the four gospels there is absolutely no trace 
of this man. The character pictured by the gospel- 
writers has not the proportions of human nature. The 
incidents of his career, from his birth to his resurrec
tion, contradict every cradle and every grave.

I11 considering Jesus as a model for the twentieth 
century we shall not take any estimate of him as 
divine, as the Messiah of the Jews, or as the God of 
the Christians. If he was not a man, then he is no 
model for men. W e cannot keep step with gods. W e 
cannot use divine speech or perform divine acts. Not 
only our hands and feet are limited by humanity, but 
our heads and hearts, our thoughts and feelings. W e 
cannot think as a god, we cannot feel as a god, and if 
Jesus was a god, while his career on earth may excite 
wonder in our breasts, it cannot inspire imitation. W e 
may surpass the highest example of man, but we would 
fall forever at the feet of God. So we will dismiss the 
notion of Jesus as divine, and regard him as human.

W hat is the Gospel standard of action ? If Jesus said 
to mortals, “ Come and follow me,” in what were men 
to follow him ?

The earliest account of Jesus in any of the gospels is 
when lie was about twelve years old. This is the only 
scene of his boyhood that we possess. I le had gone up 
to Jerusalem with his fatherand mother “ after the custom 
of the feast,” as the narrative relates. When his parents 
were a whole day’s journey towards their home they 
missed their son. Upon inquiry in the company he was 
not to be found. So they returned to Jerusalem, and, 
it is said, “ found him in the temple sitting in the midst 
of the doctors, both hearing them and asking them 
questions.” Mary chided Jesus for his behavior, say
ing : “ W hy hast thou thus dealt with us? Behold, 
thy father and I have sought thee sorrowing.”

The first act of Jesus recorded in his biography is one 
of filial disrespect. The only incident of his childhood 
which his biographers record is that of deserting his 
parents. W e cannot hold up Jesus as a model for the 
children of the twentieth century.

It is generally taught that Jesus began his public 
career when about thirty years of age. A prophet or 
preacher by the name of John had attracted consider
able notice. His fame reached the little village where 
Jesus lived. Jesus left Galilee and went to Jordan, 
where he was baptised by John. He must have been 
quickly converted, or else found in the words of the 
prophet the confirmation of his own faith.

The first person that Jesus met, after coming out of 
the water, was the Devil. The Devil was looking for 
worshippers, and he tempted the new convert in several 
ways, finally offering him all the kingdoms of the 
world if he would fall down and worship him instead of 
God.

Who is the Devil ? W ho is this rival of Deity ? 
W hat has become of him ? Are we to accept this Satan 
episode as true ? If not, why should we accept any 
part of the Gospel narrative as true ? How are we to 
know falsehood from truth in this narrative ? The 
intelligent world does not judge nature and man by 
what is in the Bible, but it judges the Bible by what it 
knows of nature and of man, and the intelligent world 
says : There is no Devil, and never was a Devil, and 
this story was false in every line.

A man may teach and a man may preach, and we can
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believe that Jesus talked to the people of his day about 
religious things. According to the report of a sermon, 
which he delivered in a certain mountain, he did not 
always talk sense. He was not above the superstitions 
of his time. He believed in a God, who lived in 
heaven, in angels and devils, and in hell. He never 
told a human being to live for the glory of humanity ; 
never told a man to live for the smile of his wife, the 
love of his child ; never said, Make your life rich in the 
good things of earth, for the happiness of man here ; 
never said a word in favor of marriage, of home, of that 
sweet companionship between man and woman— the 
loveliest thing the heart can dream, the holiest thing 
the mind can picture ; never spoke for human liberty, 
for the blessings of political freedom ; never urged men 
to gain knowledge of nature or of man ; never pointed 
to the stars with the finger of wonder, or referred to 
the flower with feelings of rapture ; never taught the 
dignity of honest toil, the satisfaction of honest thought; 
never uttered a sentence to lighten the heavy burden of 
labor and to encourage the patient plodder ; never said 
to his fellows : Live in the sunshine, ring the bells of 
joy, fill the air with the music of laughter, make glad 
your own heart and the hearts of others, take into your 
soul every vision of beauty, so that deformity cannot 
enter i t ; never said : Love the truth and fearlessly speak 
it, love the right and bravely do it, love your fellow- 
man and do not wrong or oppress him ; never con
demned slavery or praised independence. The fact is 
Jesus knew nothing of the mighty virtues of his age, 
knew nothing of science, of civilisation. He did not 
know that there were any other people besides Jews 
and Gentiles. He did not know whether the earth was 
round or square, whether the moon was a green cheese 
or a Japanese lantern, whether there was one ocean or 
twenty. Jesus was an ignorant, superstitious peasant, 
whose importance in life has been most dishonestly 
ejcaggerated. W e are not blaming him for his igno 
ranee. W e are only stating the fact about him. He 
lived in an age when but few were educated even in the 
poor knowledge of that time. He taught probably what 
he believed, but most of what he believed is not on a 
line with reason and intelligence to-day.

I hold that Jesus taught what is not true. He not 
only held up to men an impossible or a foolish ideal, but 
he founded much of his teaching on unreal things. 
His notion of a heavenly Father who would provide 
food and raiment for the children of men is not borne 
out by the history of mankind. W e all know that the 
skies are pitiless to human appeals, that hunger would 
die on its knees ere any Father in heaven answered its 
prayer for bread, that angels and devils inhabit only 
the world of disordered brains, and that hell is the 
crystallised hate and cruelty of barbarism.

Jesus was always a religious teacher. He put God 
before man, heaven before the home, and worship 
before charity or goodness. His counsel to men was,
“ Seek ye first the kingdom of God.” Jesus said to 
men : Pray to God in the closet, and God will answer 
your prayer in the street. No one ever knew a prayer 
to come out of a closet alive. If there is one thing 
that ought to convict a person of lunacy, it is faith in 
prayer in the face of human experience. It is almost 
a crime to teach a child’s knees the attitude of prayer ; 
for, if he lives, he is bound to find out the deception 
practised upon him. I hold that nothing which has 
been taught to man has wrought greater moral injury, 
or flooded human life with sadder disappointment, than 
the religious falsehood that there is a Father in heaven 
who will care for the men and women of earth, and 
who will heed their cries for help. I find much in the 
words of Jesus that is false, and I find much that is 
cruel. The man who said, “ I came not to bring peace 
on earth, but a sword,” and “ I am come to set a man 
at variance against his father, and the daughter against 
her mother, and the daughter-in-law against her mother- 
in-law,” is not the man for men to honor in the twentieth 
century.

(  To be continued.)

Mark Twain’s Religion.

I t  perhaps is not generally known, but the fact no longer 
need be concealed, that Mark Twain is not especially religious. 
He smokes the fiercest kind of big, black cigars, punctuates 
his conversation with many swear words—when Mrs. Clemens 
is not present—and at stag parties reveals a command of an 
underground vocabulary that was the envy of the late Eugene 
Field.

All of which is not here recorded to the discredit of Mark; 
it is merely mentioned in the interests of truth, that’s all.

As further apology I will add that my experience is that 
men who swear a bit, or occasionally tell “ Lincoln’s stories, 
are neither better nor worse than those whose speech >s 
immaculate, and in a few instances I have known men who 
never in public voiced an off-color word, yet whose souls were 
full of rottenness and dead men's bones. On the other hand, 
some of the gentlest, most generous, and manly men I ever 
knew told stories on occasion that would make your hair 
curl.

There is a good-goody tale going the rounds, and recently 
published in Rev. De Witt Talmage’s Christian Herald., ot 
how General Grant, at a party strictly buck, sniffed a bit ot 
facetiae from afar, and arose and informed the company that 
he could not remain in the presence of those who indulged \n 
remarks not vised by Anthony Comstock. This, however, |S 
a beautiful vagary worked out by Dr. Klopsch for the edinca- 
tion of the undiscerning. General Grant was no fool. The 
man who reads Balzac’s Droll Stories with relish may be a 
very saintly character; and if he hand-illumines one of these 
stories, as Mark Twain sometimes does, and gives it out u* 
public, it is no proof of his depravity. Possibly this is God s 
plan of allowing a man to tap his moral pus cavity ; but what 
can you say of the white-chokered prig who bottles his bad
ness up in him, refusing to give it vent for fear someone wi” 
think him indelicate !

And this brings us up to Mark Twain and George W. Cable, 
who travelled together for three weeks and never spoke to 
each other, excepting on the stage. It all began by Mark 
telling a few warm ones to Major Pond in Cable’s presence. 
Cable, fearing he would be smirched, or wanting to prove his 
purity, flew. At other times Mark would swear ultramarine 
streaks over nothing while George was studying his Inter
national Sunday-school Lesson Leaves.

Finally George decided he would win Mark over to the 
Lord's side. To that end he made an appointment with hint 
where they were to meet at a certain time to talk over a matter 
“ of great and serious import.”

Mark thought it was some business deal, and made no 
objection. When they met, Cable began the trouble by lock
ing the door, dropping on his knees, and praying aloud that 
Mark would cease his unhallowed ribaldry, quit tobacco, 
abstain from smoking, and give his heart to Jesus. Mark 
lit his pipe while the prayer was in progress, and finally said •
“ Hell I”

Then Cable got up and rastled with Mark as to the sin 
smoking, especially smoking in bed ; the folly of turning 
in at three o’clock in the morning and eating breakfast at 
noon ; the vice of profane swearing, and the heinous sin 
telling tales that bring the blush of shame to the cheek 
innocence.

Mark was urged to fall on his knees right there and make 
an appeal to the throne of grace for pardon. He was urged 
to resolve then and there to live a clean, wholesome, Christian 
life, to have family prayers, say grace at meals, and go t0
church on Sunday.

of“ Burn your tobacco pipes, throw the budge bottle out 
e window, and promise me now you will never use anotlw 

swear word ; do it now, Mark, in the name of your sainted 
mother, do it now.” . ,

And the little man, with his arms around Mark’s neck, tne 
to force him to his knees.

But the big man, still smoking, finally said: “ George Cablc’ 
inventor of the Creole, you keep your religion and be damned, 
and I’ll keep mine.”

Then Mark indulged him in a demonstration of ill-cC,rl, 
cealed weariness, and, going to the door, he unlocked it an 
called in Major Pond, and requested him to take the runt °u 
and buy him a Scotch high ball to steady his nerves. ^ 

Cable was furious with disappointment and rage. 
declared Mark had grossly insulted him. He protested tha 
all he had said and done was done in love and for M arl< 
benefit, and he declared he would not again speak to Ma 
until he apologised. n

Major Pond was sorely troubled. There were sevente 
dates ahead, and if these men parted now it meant the loss 
thousands of dollars. The Major begged Mark to apolog1® 
and heal the breach, but Mark smiled grimly and said t

Mrs. A.— “ Why, what possible objection can you have to 
Miss Withers? She is a saint, if ever there was one.” Mr. 
A.— “ Stick her in the calendar, then, but don’t ask her to the 
house.”—Brooklyn Life.

little Creole-catcher could go to the Devil he believed i'1 
all of him. , t£)

Yet Major Pond, by his masterly diplomacy, m anaged 
hold the combination together, and every night for 1 irlC 
weeks Mark Twain and George Cable read from the sa e 
platform and made sly remarks about each other before 
audience, and the audience thought it only kindly banter".

But never did they speak when they met, although t
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ravelled together five thousand miles, ate at the same table, 
anc* stopped at the same hotels. Whenever Cable would 
enter a room where Mark and the Major were, the entrance 

Cable was the cue for Mark to indulge him in a knock- 
1U demonstration.
Mark says he holds no enmity towards George, but he has 

yer refused to apologise, and thinks that George should 
pologise to him for trying to take away his religion, which 
insists in Every Man Minding His Own Business. On the 

lost r ân ’̂ Cable has given Mark up as lost— irretrievably

And there the matter rests.
The Philistine (Boston).

Correspondence.

THE TEACHINGS OF CHRIST.
TO TH E ED ITO R  OF “ TH E FR E E TH IN K E R .”

Mr. Watts implied quite truly a short time since that 
I u had never declined a letter from me. For such courtesy 
to ■ni exceecl!ngly grateful. I trust you will be good enough 
of n Se-rt the following reply to his onslaught on the character 
f0r I .HM' I shall try to compensate by strength of argument 

nis strength of language. His letter is in eight para
graphs.
str 1̂6 ®rs*- *s 0CCUP*e£I t° its final sentence by a series of 

°ng assertions, whose value may be judged from that 
f e n c i n g —viz., “ the imbecility and hypocrisy associated 
e "ie Christian profession,” etc. Now, forty-nine out of 
tyip respectable Englishmen are professing Christians ; 
the n a nian> then, who belongs to the fiftieth portion, reviles 
he PreP°nderating majority as imbecile hypocrites, it is clear 
Se eir,pl°ys an unusual method of reasoning. The last 
thisCnCe ar8’ues that, as Christ said “ My kingdom is not of 
¡n“s World,” He can have taught “ nothing that was of any 
eXDi ectnal, physical, or ethical value.” I give the true 
eJ anati°n of Christ’s statement, and leave your readers to 
ly,' ĥ te the comment of Mr. Watts. Pilate thought Christ 
quot H °e °PPos'ng Caesar's government, and received the 
pre explanation (John xviii. 36), which means that at 
anj  nt Me rules only over minds and hearts and consciences, 
the i*le<jMles with no earthly sovereignty. In every part of 
uPon ti! • are men who will testify that Christ’s influence 
f0uI , their will has enabled them to break the bondage of
His' . ,eFmg sins, and that, since they became subjects of 
the PIritual kingdom, they have had a blessed experience of 
is theret test “ intellMtunI, physical, and ethical value.” Nor 
tion i‘r , n°wledge to be refuted by the lack of such informa- 

j> n those who refuse the Gospel salvation. 
accenfu^Pi1 two begins with a discussion of perfection. I 
iipnr dlc definition that to be perfect is to be “ incapable of 
I reie tement-” Such I am well able to prove Christ was, and 
be pep ro°t and branch, Mr. Watts’s assertion that I must 
of irn ct myself ere I can see the life of another is “ incapable 
releas*1]°rCITlen*;’ ” Having thus refused his premises, I am 
Nexp  ̂ ‘rom following his reasonings deduced therefrom, 
did no'fe, !lave quotations from certain authors to show they 
^ b l i si K S st_ perfect. S urely it is needless to say an 
prodn ? led Christian cares nothing for such views, and could 
at the V °n l̂c °ther side a hundred opinions for every one 
fions t lsFosal °f an Agnostic. Next we have Gospel quota- 
M°st g° snow Christ’s relatives had no confidence in Him. 
that th “ "^y-s.cfi00! teachers could explain the cause was 
eafthiveSu Galilean peasants expected Messiah would be an 

f̂indŝ  ,COn,tlueror- Subsequently His relatives changed their 
Hara ana became devout believers. 

quotecj^aaf’fi three begins with a sad blunder. We have 
Us g0 waving the principles of the doctrine of Christ, let 
contmen^to perfection ” (Hebrews vi. 1.). The consequent 
the doct • *S’ ," *s an admission that perfection was not in 
co < ; ne-” It is a pity Mr. Watts did not consult some 
that “ _ .arX ®rc writing thus ; then he would have learned 
first lesslnClfi es ” meant only the elementary doctrines and 
pSeF> as “ S Christianity, such as described in the verse 
Cod.” j repentance from dead works and faith towards 
Ptes” (s nSi?ac* never getting beyond these “ first princi- 
PaiUely *1 Wew Version), we are to go on to perfection— 

age , 1G str°ng meat belonging unto them which are of 
n^Puce f eu1. !̂°ned in the preceding verse (Hebrews v. 14). 
“ ut, as Jri iS my examining the paper at length just now. 
,r«aders y u have this letter the day after I saw it, your 

remain!  ̂ &uess whether I expect any trouble in meeting 
° , 0rial nontR ark u,nents. I propose, unless you forbid in an 

Let me ,,f:’„S.ent*lnS y°u a further letter next week, 
uuss

I!110 ierusaf?Vance previously. This is, that Christ “ rode 
le Passam, ni. uf? rl an ass and a colt.” Wo nrp nr»r l' '™

^  discuL^ind, UP (overlooking objections which intervene) 
:Uun him •id’  t ^na' .attack of Mr. Watts, which I have

- eassao-o “ ‘TV “ “ a cou. We are not given
be, IT,,,on w‘fich this marvellous assertion is made ; it 

a . lst rode o n ^ ’ Matthew xxi. 5 to 7. Mark and Luke say 
_̂ ls likely v\e C<?H on'y I and I ask your readers whether 

eve,i more ot>Jectlon may not, therefore, be a gross blunder 
&ross than the last discussed. We read : “ They

brought the ass and the colt, and put on them their clothes ; 
and they set Him thereon.” What does “ thereon ” mean ? 
This inquiry settles the question, and strict grammar and 
common sense teach that “ thereon ” means the clothes which 
were on the back of the animal selected. The disciples, not 
knowing which animal would be chosen, had put clothes on 
both. Henry J. Alcock.

THE CANAANITES.
TO TH E EDITO R OF “  TH E F R E E T H IN K E R .”

Sir,— Mr. Coles’s communication would be far more 
valuable if he would be good enough to give us evidence of 
the alleged wickedness of the seven nations of Canaan. It 
is all very well to throw out rhetorical statements about 
abominations ; but a halfpennyworth of proof is worth a ton 
of rhetoric. His references to the Dead Sea, Bashan, and 
Gath are still more vague, because he omits to inform us 
how any of those places give testimony, and what the tes
timony is. Mr. Coles refers us to Sodom and Gomorrah. 
Perhaps it would be too much to ask him to prove that any 
such places existed ; but I would ask him to point out any 
moral offence alleged against Gomorrah.

In Genesis xiv. that great warrior, Abraham, defeated an 
invading army, for the purpose of recovering the property of 
the people of Sodom and Gomorrah ; and it is surprising to 
learn, a little later on, that the people he took such pains for 
were such a bad lot that the Lord had to destroy them. 
Evidently Abraham was wasting his time in helping such 
people. C. V aughan.

“ CHRIST AND THE SWORD.”
TO  TH E EDITO R OF “ TH E F R E E T H IN K E R .”

S ir ,— I understand that some doubt has been expressed 
concerning the consistency of the teachings of the divine 
Pumblechook.

As one of his devoted followers, I hasten to defend him.
It is true Pumblechook contradicted himself. Sometimes 

he taught that flesh diet was admirable ; at others he advo
cated rank vegetarianism. On one occasion he declared 
strongly in favor of bloomers ; at another he lavished all his 
damns upon them.

Does it follow that Pumblechook was inconsistent? Not 
at all ; he was the best of guides. If I want to know whether 
or not to shave on Sunday morning, I refer to Pumblechook. 
He says “ Yes ” and “ No.” I then decide which advice suits 
me best, and adopt it. You will readily perceive the enormous 
assistance I thus derive from Pumblechook.

Permit me to add that all objections brought against 
Pumblechook’s recorded sayings might be as easily met as 
this. E. R. W oodward,

“ CHRIST AND THE SWORD.”
TO  TH E EDITO R O F “ TH E FR E E T H IN K E R .”

S ir,— The Rev. Henry J. Alcock suggests that we should 
use discretion in regard to the contradictory injunctions 
ascribed to Christ. Doesn’t he think that discretion should 
have been used by Christ in ¡jiving utterance to these 
injunctions? Clearness and consistency are the least things 
that we might expect from a teacher who pretended to be a 
God on earth.

The very respectable sect known as the Society of Friends 
are convinced that Christ was opposed to war under any 
circumstances. The Church of England appears to think 
differently. Which is right? And why, on so important a 
point, did Christ leave the world in doubt ? Perhaps he 
didn't know his own mind. That seems to be the rational 
explanation of his irreconcilable precepts. Worldly proverbs 
may be conflicting, but they are not supposed to be inspired. 
We expect certainty when a God speaks.

When the Rev. Alcock has disposed of this little matter, he 
may talk generally and largely about other objections. At 
present he is rather premature. Zeno.

W ILL HE DEFINE GOD?
TO  TH E EDITO R O F “  TH E F R E E T H IN K E R .”

S ir,— Will you kindly permit a plain man to ask the Rev. 
J. J. B. Coles a plain question in the Freethinker—viz., Is 
the “ long-suffering God” he (Mr. Coles) professes to believe 
in an intelligent, omnipotent, omnipresent, prescient power? 
To which I ask Mr. Coles to give a plain answer, without 
evasion or mystification, by which straight questions are 
usually met. J. R. W ebley.

G e t you r n ew sa gen t to ta k e  a  few  copies o f  the Freethinker  
and try to sell them , gu aran tee in g  him again st copies that remain 
unsold. T a k e  an e xtra  cop y (or more), and circulate it am on g 
you r acqu aintan ces. L ea ve  a  cop y o f the Freethinker  now and 
then in the train, the car, or the omnibus. D isp lay, or g e t  dis
p layed , one o f  our contents-sheets, w hich are  o f  a  convenient 
size  for the purpose. M iss V a n ce  will send them on application. 
G et you r n ew sagen t to exhibit the Freethinker  in the window.
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SDNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, ETC. F O R  S A L E
[Notices o f  Lectures, etc., m ust reach us by fir s t  post on Tuesday, 

and be marked "L ectu re N o tice ,"  i f  not sent on post-card.']

LONDON.
T he A then-eum  H a ll  (73 T otten ham  C ourt-road, W . ) : 7.30, 

G . W . Foote, 11 D reyfu s and G od : or the M artyrdom  o f  the 
D e vil’s Island in the L ig h t o f  Infinite B en evo len ce.” 

C a m berw ell  (N orth C am berw ell H all, 61 New C h u rc h -ro a d ): 
7.30, A  lecture.

S outh  L ondon E th ical  S o cie ty  (M asonic H all, C am ber- 
w ell-road): 7, John M. R obertson, “ T h e  L a w  o f  D eca d en ce  in 
N ation al L ife .”

W est L ondon E th ical So cie ty  (K ensington T ow n  H all, 
H igh -street): 11, M eeting, " T h e  E thical M ovem ent and the 
T em p eran ce  M ission.”

Ol'EN-AIR PKOTAGANDA.
Ba tter sea  Pa r k  G a t e s : 11.30, E . W hite, “ D id C hrist R ise 

from the D ead  ?"
S tation-road (C am b erw ell): 11.30, A  lecture.
P eckiiam  R y e : 3.13, A  lecture.
B ro ckw ell  Pa r k  : 3.15, A  lecture.
C le r k e n w ell  G r e e n : 11.30, W . H eaford, " R e lig io n  and 

Com m on S en se .”
E dmonton (corner o f  A n g e l-ro a d ): 7, W . J. R am sey, “ T h e 

R e su rrectio n .”
F insbury  Park  (near Band S tan d ): 3.30, C . C oh en, " T h e  

F a te  o f  C h ristian ity .”
H ammersmith  B r o a d w a y : 7.30, E . W hite, “ From  John the 

B aptist to Judas Isc a r io t.”
H yd e  Pa r k  (near M arble A rc h ) :  11.30, C . C ohen, " A  F ew  

O b stacles to Faith  3.30, W . H eatord , " R eligious Problem s and 
Pious R esolutions 7, F . D avies, “ G od and M am m on.”

Mile E nd W a ste  : 11.30, A . B. M oss, “ T h e  C le rg y  and the 
B ib le ” ; 7.15, C . C ohen, " T h e  M essa ge  o f  S ecu larism .” 

S tr a tfo r d  (T h e G rove) : 7, C . Cohen, “ C an  R eligion  L iv e ? ” 
V ictoria  P a r k : 3.15, A . B. M oss, " T h e  M ission o f F re e 

th in kers.”
COUNTRY.

B irmingham  B r a n c h : H. P e rc y  W a rd — 11, the Bull R in g ;  
3, near Ship H otel, C am p Hill ; 7, Prince o f  W ale s  A ssem bly 
Room s, B road-street, “ T h e  D ream  o f H ea v e n .” W ed n esdays, 
Bull R in g  at 8. F rid ays, N echall's G reen  at 8.

C hatham  S ecular  S o c ie ty  (Q ueen ’s-road, N ew  Brom pton): 
2.45, S u n d a y -sch o o l; 7, R. P. E d w ards, " T h e  N atu ral H istory 
Museum in R elation to C h ristian ity .”

G lasgow  ( iio  B ru n sw ick -street): 12, D iscussion  C la s s — B usi
ness M eeting ; 6.30, J. F . Turnbull, “ V accin ation  a  D elusion.’ 

L eicester  S ecular S o cie ty  (H u m b e rsto n e -ga tc): 6.30, F. J. 
G ould, “ W hich First : L a w  or C on scien ce  ?”

Manchester  S ecular  Ha ll  (Rusholm e-road, A ll Sain ts): 
E . T reharn e-Jones— 11, " C hristianity : P a g a n , not Jew ish 3, 
" D o e s  the Bible A g r e e  w ith S c ie n c e ? ";  6.30, “ P r ies tcra ft .” 
T e a  at 5.

S h effield  S ecular S o cie ty  (H all of S cien ce , R ockin gh am - 
s t r e e t) : 7, C harles W atts, " M y R eason s for R e je c tin g  C h ris
tia n ity ” ; 7, Mrs. C h arles W atts, R ead in gs and R ecitation s.

S outh  S h ields (Captain  D un can 's N a vig atio n  Sch ool, 
M arket-place) : 7, Im portant B usiness— G la s g o w  C on feren ce.

L ec tu re r’s E n gagem en ts.
H. P er cy  W ard , 2 Leam in gton -p lace, G co rg e -s tre e t, B alsall 

H eath, B irm in gh am .— M ay 12, B irm in gh am ; 19, Birm ingham .THE BEST BOOK
ON NEO-MALTHUSIANISM IS, I BELIEVE,

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

By J. R. HOLMES, M.M.L., M.V.S., M.N.S.S.
60 pages, w ith portrait and autograph, bound in  cloth, g ilt  lettered, 

Price i s . ,  post free.

I n order to brin g  the inform ation within the reach  o f  the poor, the 
m ost im portant parts o f  the book a re  issued in a  pam phlet o f  112 
p a g e s  a t one pen n y , post free 2d. C op ies o f  the pam phlet for 
distribution is . a  dozen post free.

T h e  N ational Reform er o f  Septem ber 4, 1892, sa y s  : " Mr.
H olm es’ pam phlet....... is an alm ost u nexceptional statem en t o f  the
N eo-M althusian th eory  and p ra ctice ......a n d  throughout ap p eals
to m oral fee lin g ....... T h e  sp ecial value o f  M r. H olm es's service  to
the N eo-M althusian cau se and to human w ell-bein g ge n era lly  is 
ju st his com bination in his pam phlet o f  a  plain statem ent o f  the 
physical and m oral need for fam ily lim itation w ith a  plain account 
o f  the m eans by which it can  be secured , and an offer to all con 
cerned o f  the requisites at the low est possible p rice s.”

T h e  Council o f  the M althusian L e a g u e, D r. D rysd a le , D r. 
Allbutt, and others, have a lso  spoken o f  it in v ery  h igh term s. 

Orders should be sent to the author,

J. R. HOLMES, HANNEY, WANTAGE, BERKS.
i f  O V E R N E S S  W A N T E D  (G radu ate or C ert.) for tw o little 
V9 T g ir ls . N atu ral S cien ce, P ain tin g. C om fortable  hom e, 
liberal sa lary. A g n o stic  p referred .— A dd ress, G . M ., office o f 
De.nocracy, 17, Johnson's-court, F leet-street, London, E .C .

130 Black and Navy Men’s Lounge Suits in Serges and 
Vicunas. All sizes, iSs. 6d. each.

86 Tweed Suits. All good material, well cut, and well finished.
All sizes and all colors, 20s. each.

40 Pairs of Men’s Trousers. All sizes, 5s. 6d. per pair, lined 
throughout.

63 Pairs Men’s best Sunday Boots, to be cleared at 7s. 6d. pef 
pair. All sizes in both broad and narrow toes. Black or tan.

25 Men’s Overcoats, Blacks, Greys, and Browns. All sizes, 
15s. each.

15 Gent’s Mackintoshes, all fawn, 18s. each.
73 Ladies’ Umbrellas, covers. Warranted, is. 6d. each.
36 Gent’s Umbrellas, covers. Warranted, 2s. each.
50 Pairs of Pure Wool Blankets, Ss. 6d. per pair.
55 Pairs Bed Sheets, twilled, good quality, 3s. 6d. per pair. 
200 Yards Navy and Black fine Serge Dress M aterial, 

is. 3d. per yard, 42 inches wide.
180 Yards Plain Costume Cloth in Black, Blue, Fawn, Green, 

and Grey. 50 inches wide, is. 6d. per yard.
43 Boys Navy Sailor Suits. All sizes, to fit boys up to 7 

years old, 3s. each.
67 Boys’ Norfolk Suits, to fit boys up to 11 years old. All 

colors, 6s. each.

All the above ate a part of Starkey Brothers’ Bank
rupt Stock, which we have secured at 45 per cent, off 
cost price. The goods are all in splendid condition, 
and at the above prices they arc dirt Cheap.

Money re tu rn e d  fo r all Goods n o t approved.
In ordering Suits give chest over vest and inside leg 

measure.

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

Works by the late R. G. Ingersoll.

T he H ouse of Death. 
Funeral O ration s and A d 
dresses. is .

Mistakes ok Moses, is .
T he D evil. 6d. 
S uperstition. 6d. 
S hakespeare. 6d.
T he Gods. 6d.
T he H oly B iulk. 6d.
R eply to Gladstone. With 

an Introduction b y  G . W . 
F oo te . 4d.

R ome or R eason ? A Reply 
to Cardinal Manning. 4d. 

C rimes against C riminals. 
3d.

O ration on Walt W hitman, 
3d.

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

Paine. 2d.
Ernest R enan and Jesus 

Christ. 2d.
T hree Philanthropists. 2d. 
L ove the R edeemer. 2d. I

W iiat is Religion? 2d.
Is S uicide a S in ? 2d.
Last W ords on S uicide. 2d. 
God and the State. 2d. 
Faith and Fact. Reply f° 

D r. F ield. 2d.
God and Man. S eco n d  reply 

to D r. F ield . 2d.
T he D ying Creed. 2d.
T he L imits of T oleration* 

A  D iscussion  w ith the H ° " ' 
F . D . C oudert and G ov. S. L< 
W oodford . 2d.

H ousehold of Faith. 2d. 
A rt and Morality. 2d.
Do I Blaspheme ? 2d. 
Social Salvation. 2d. 
Marriage and D ivorce. 2d. 
S kulls. 2d.
T he G reat Mistake, id* 
L ive T opics, id.
Myth and Miracle, id. 
R eal Blasphemy, id. 
R epairing the Idols, id- 
Christ and Miracles. *d- 
Creeds and S pirituality. *d-

London ; T h e  F re e llio u g h t P u blish in g C om pany, Limited,
1 S tation ers' H all C ou rt, London, K .C .

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

Thwaites’ Celandine Lotion.
C ures inflamm ation in a  lew  hours. N e g le c te d  or badly doctor® 
cases. 3 or 4 d ays is sufficient tim e to cure a n y  ca se . For Sor 
and Inflam ed E yelid s. N oth ing to equal the Lotion lor Din 
ness o f  S igh t. W ill rem o ve Skin or Film that som etim es g 1 o ' 
on the E y e . A s  the e y e  is one o f  the most sen sitive organs 
lie body, it n eeds the m ost carefu l treatm ent. .

C ullp cp er sa y s  in his H erb al B ook that if  Ihc virtues 
C elandine w ere  g e n e ra lly  know n it would spoil the speotac 
m ak ers’ trad e. is . ij^ d . per bottle, with d irection s; by post -t 
stam ps.
G. THY/AITES, Herbalist, 2 Church-row, Stockton-on-Tees-
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T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y
(LIMITED).

Company limited by Guarantee.

Registered Office— 1 STATIONERS’ HALL COURT, LONDON, E.C.

Chairman of Board of Directors— MR. G. W. FOOTE.

Secretary— E. M. VANCE (Miss).

This Society was formed in 1898 to afford legal security to the acquisition and application of funds for Secular 
Purposes.

The Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society’s Objects are :— To promote the principle that 
human conduct should be based upon natural knowledge, and not upon supernatural belief, and that human 
welfare in this world is the proper end of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. To 
Promote universal Secular Education. To promote the complete secularisation of the State, etc., etc. And to 
uo all such lawful things as are conducive to such objects. Also to have, hold, receive, and retain any sums 
°l money paid, given, devised, or bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of the purposes 
of the Society.
. The liability of members is limited to £ 1, in case the Society should ever be wound up and the assets were 
'nsufficient to cover liabilities— a most unlikely contingency.

Members pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent yearly subscription of five shillings.
The Society has a considerable number of members, but a much larger number is desirable, and it is hoped 

that some will be gained amongst those who read this announcement. All who join it participate in the 
control of its business and the trusteeship of its resources. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Association 
(hat no member, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from the Society, cither by way of dividend, bonus, or 
‘Merest, or in any other way whatsoever.

The Society’s affairs are managed by an elected Board of Directors, consisting ol twelve members, one- 
‘hird of whom retire (by ballot) each year, but arc capable of re-election. An Annual General Meeting of 
Members must be held in London, to receive the Report, elect new Directors, and transact any other business 
‘hat may arise.

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, Limited, can receive donations and bequests with 
Absolute security. Those who arc in a position to do so are invited to make donations, or to insert a bequest 
!“ the Society’s favor in their wills. On this point there need not be the slightest apprehension. It is quite 
“ npossible to set aside such bequests. The executors have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary 
c°urse of administration. No objection of any kind has been raised by the executors of two deceased members 
01 the Society, who made bequests in its favor ; one residing in Aberdeen, and the other in Liverpool. The 
second testator left the Society the residue of his estate, after the payment of debts and legacies, including 
hirteen sums of ,£100 each to various Liverpool charities. When the estate was realised about ^800 was 
eft tor the Secular Society, Limited, which amount was duly paid over by the executors’ solicitors to the 
ociety’s solicitors— Messrs. Harper and Batteock, 23 Rood-lane, Fenchurch-street, Loudon, E.C.

, Friends of the Society who have remembered it in their wills, or who intend to do so, should formally 
“otily the Secretary of the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, who will (if desired) treat it as 
strictly confidential. This is not necessary, but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or mislaid, and 
bor contents have to be established by competent testimony.

the freethought publishing company
(LIMITED).

Registered under the Companies Acts 1862 to t8ga.

Capital ^S,ooo in Shares of £,1 each. Ordinary Shares 4,000. Deferred Shares 1,000.

Ordinary Shares arc still offered for Subscription, Payable as follows

2s‘ 6d. per share on Application, 5s. per Share on Allotment, and Subsequent Calls, at one month’s notice,
as may be required.

Subb1,.<?°° Deferred Shares, bearing no dividend until Ordinary Shares receive 5 per cent, per annum, were all 
tho cr‘bpd by Mr. G. W, Foote, of whom the Company acquired the Freethinker, the publishing stock, and 

goodwill of the business.
Will p *s. hoped that Freethinkers, not only in Great Britain, but in all parts of the English-speaking world 
P u b l i c ' 11° 130 ,lbeir duty to take up Shares in this Company. By so doing they will help to sustain the 
general re?d°  ̂ Ereethought literature, and to render Freethought propaganda more effectual amongst the

by aoi' *"*’ Eoote, who started the Freethinker in 1881, and has conducted it ever since, has bound himself 
ten year's1'01111° ac* as Editor of the Freethinker, and as Managing Director of the Company, for a period of

the t!0̂ C Company’s Registered Office is at 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgatc Hill, London, E.C. Copies of 
with a . 'P?ny.s Articles of Association can be obtained there from the Secretary, Miss E. M. Vance, together 

ThcPC'CatlCm 1'ornis /or Shares.
tMjblicatior oniDiAl,V sells its own publications at this addicss, and all other Freethought and general advanced 

tio. Oidets for books, pamphlets, magazines, and journals aie promptly executed.
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NOW READY. NOW READY.

The Twentieth Century Edition
OF THE

AGE OF REASON.
BY

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

W I T H  A  B I O G R A P H I C A L  I N T R O D U C T I O N '& A N N O T A T I O N S
By G. W. FOOTE.

And a Beautiful Portrait of Paine,

ISSUED B Y  THE SECULAR SO C IE TY , LIMITED.

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

Marvellously Low Price of Sixpence.
Postage of Single Copies, 2d.

TH E  FR E E T H O U G H T PU BLISH IN G  Co., Lt d ., i S T A T IO N E R S’ H ALL C O U R T, LONDON , E.C.

NOW READY.

F O R E I G N  M I S S I O N S :
T H E I R  D A N G E R S  A N D  D E L U S I O N S .

By C. COHEN
Contents:— General Considerations— Financial— India— China and Japan— Africa and Elsewhere—Converting

the Jews— Conclusions.

Full of fac ts and  figures. O ught to  have a  wide c ircu la tion .

Price Ninepence.

T H E  FREETH O U G H T PUBLISH ING Co., Ltd., i STATIO N ER S’ H ALL 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.  FOOTE.
PRICE TWOPENCE. Post free 2 ^ d .

TH E  F R E ETH O U G H T PU BLISH IN G Co., Ltd .( i ST A T IO N E R S ’ H ALL C O U R T, LON DON , E.C.

Printed and Published by T he F rrethought Publishing  C o ., Lim ited, i S tation ers’ H all C ourt, London, E .C .


