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Sunday on the Sands.
Scene : Any popular South Coast resort where religionists 

re rampant, and, the more accessible spots on the Sands 
 ̂are m°nopolised by madding Evangelistic crowds.

a El!Na [to Algernon, who imagines he has discovered 
sky ^ retreat) : How sweetly beautiful! The azure 
the P16 sm‘ling, placid ocean, the setting orb of day, 
to -° h a n g in g  rocks— and— and. W hat was I going 

Aay °ext, Algernon dear ?
jy ̂  Gern° n : God knows. [Hastily recovering himself. 
Sa' ' f f  Their honeymoon is not quite over.) I meant to 
the i~earest> that you were probably going to mention 

oats— or perhaps the sea gulls.
Hull *-LlNA' Tes, t îe sea sweet sea
[ ^s their flight. Now— dear me, what a sillyT am, 
k0oav® positively forgotten the idea I started with. I 
it. j ** Was most appropriate. Ah, now, I remember 
U p t  1 ^as— How easy here to “ Look through Nature 
itT° Nature’s G od”— as the poet Milton says— or was 

A nnyson?
’fh0l'GERNON: No, d ea r; I think it was Browning. 
Styjjp» ’pon my word, I won’t be certain that it isn’t 

Urne‘ Same time, it sounds to me rather like
E\ey-

OQtftElJNA [triumphantly) : I knew you would fix it at 
fioge‘r How awfully nice to have the poets at one’s 
absy^ds. Do you know, I often make the most 
and „ mistakes. [Giggles genteelly.) But how restful

®an Ceful, how-----
ti°n ! Bang ! Bang ! [From approaching Salva- 
‘ns/r7 rtny  big drum, accompanied by the blare of brazen 

(f^-ents.)
y0u ?Ern° n [rising to make tracks): I think, dear, if 
How °n 1 m‘nd, we will move a little away. Suppose, 

ta^e a qu‘et stroll round the cliffs. But, 
restful1 *be interruption, you were saying : “ How

and peaceful, h o w ----- ”

[.Remainder o f observation lost in 
, the uproar. They glide away.

the S.filETT • Tike yer arm off me neck, ’Enery. ’Ere’s 
Vat*ons a-comin’.

Oh, t RY : Hli’me, so they are. W hat a lot o’ guys. 
Oon>t [°°salem, look at the ole joker wiv the big drum. 
s«e ^  e whack it— a treat. Git up and let’s go and 
>nistik % fun- Ain’t they a bloomin’ circus, and no 
V i 0e - Just like as if they was in the Borough.

'̂ Rr at t*le y ° unf> kippurs in their poke bonnets.
¡N !.EYt • Mind what you’re a-sayin’ of, ’Enery. If 
k°Uncier 00li in’ at them gells, I might tike on wiv the 

that’s bustin’ hisself wiv the trombone.
R̂cy ? Y,i  .Darn. D ’ye think they could strike me 

. '^ 'v fices on ’em like that.
a£ v<ffion Army corps take up position on the Sands, 

g n<* prepare fo r  a hideous and continuous din.

°?Ce W S APt.ain : Now, my dear friends, we’ll begin at 
I ^aivcl 6 sinSin’ of a yim to the per-aise and glo-ree 
^°'ard a ^ben we’ll fire a volley for our own dear 
g si of aj] R aster’s sike— the risen Siveyer of us all—  
1 then, . ” e sinners and the ungawdly and the scoffers 
® shifteci as laughs. [Sotte voce) You boys er’ll ’av to 

/  dear fr̂ retty quick if you don’t be’ave. [Aloud) Yes, 
S N,ends’ w*th ’is own precious blood he died for 

° w> then, let us sing :—

N J_am so glad that Jesus loves me,
O. T _ i14* Jesus loves me, Jesus loves me.

H0 4 6 . J

T o u c h y  T r ip p e r  [considering himself personally 
denounced as one of the “ ungodly," and resenting the 
imputation) : Jesus loves you. Which of yer— all of 
yer ?

S a l v a t io n is t  L a ss  : ’Ow many can yer see, guv’nor ?
T r i p p e r : ’O w many? W hy a ’bus-load— enough 

to fill a good-sized Chamber of ’Orrors. And Jesus 
loves these [appealing to the wide ocean and sky), includin’ 
that bounder with a voice on him like a foghorn. I 
shouldn’t ha’ thought it. No, not if anyone had gawn 
on his bended knees aud sworn it to me.

S. A. C a p t a i n : Yes, dear friends, he loves all— even 
this infidel.

T r ip p e r  : W ho are you a-infidelling? Infidel your
self, you bally cuckoo. I’m Church of England, if you 
want to know— bred and born— and I don’t ’old with 
these ’ere goin’s on. Now I’ve told yer.

[ Walks off with victorious air.

S h r il l  C h o ru s  of C h ild r en  [seated at a distance in 
a semi-circle on the Sands, and led by a Church Sunday- 
school worker—young, spectacled, consumptive-lookin'g, 
and in amateur-clerical guise) :—

Onward Christian soaljers,
Marchin’ as to wo-er,

With the Cross of Jesus 
Goin’ on be-foer, etc.

S u n d a y-sch o o l  L e a d e r  : Now to-day, my dear 
children, I want to talk to you about the missionaries. 
All of you have heard of those brave men who have 
gone to convert the heathen from their blindness, and 
have sometimes been slain, and even eaten up, whilst 
engaged in the Lord’s work.

Y oung  H o p e f u l  [aged s ix ) : W hat’s he talking about, 
ma ?

Ma : S-s-sh. Listen, and you will understand.
Y oung  H o p e f u l : I mean him with the spectacles. 

D ’ye think the giants are going to eat h im ?  That 
would be fine. When will they do it, ma ? Couldn’t 
you take me to see, ma ?

Ma : S-s-sh. How wicked of you to think of such a 
thing.

Y oung  H o p e f u l : But he said it, didn’t he, ma? 
[After a pause) Oh, take me away, ma. He’s shaking 
his finger at me. I want to go and play by the waves.

Ma : You sit down quiet where you are. Playing on 
Sunday, indeed 1 Remember the fourth commandment. 
How do you expect to go to heaven ?

Y oung  H o p e f u l  [whimpering): I don’t^want to go to 
heaven. I want to go where we’re building a sand 
castle round by that cliff.

Ma : You’ll go home and go to bed— that’s where 
you want to go to.

[ Y oung  H o p e f u l  led off howling.

O lea g in o u s  T r a c t  D ist r ib u t o r  [to F r e e t h in k e r ) : 
Might I ask you to look in at our service in the Chris
tian Gospel Tent just over there ? All are welcome. A 
bright service— plenty of singing. May I invite you ?

F r e e t h in k e r  : Yes, you may.
O. T. D. (brightening u p ): Then you’ll come ?
F r ee th in k er  : I didn’t say so .

* O. T. D. [rather puzzled) : Our services are adapted 
to Christians of all denominations.

F r ee t h in k er  : But I’m not a Christian of any denomi
nation, and don’t desire to be one.

O. T . D .: Perhaps you haven’t seen this little tract 
entitled “ Have you found Jesus ?”

F r e e t h in k e r  : Is Jesus lost then ?
O. T. D .: You know what it means. W ill you read it ?
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F r ee t h in k er  : Yes, If you will read this (offering 
him copy of “ Freethinker").

[O. T. D. looks at it fo r  a moment, 
and drops it like a hot potato.

O. T. D.: You are bound for hell, my dear friend.
Refrain from Gospel Tent:—

Oh, that will be joyful,
Joyful, joyful, joyful,

When we meet to part no mo-er.
P r a y e r  (offered by little knot of independent Christians 

stationed a short distance off) : O Lord, help and save us. 
Give light unto the ’eathen, and especially we ask thee 
to help those who profess the faith in ’igh places to a 
truer understanding of thy Gospel as once delivered to 
the Saints.

O ne of a  t r io  of B o o k m a k er s  : Infernal hole on 
Sundays. Let’s toss for half thick ’uns. Or perhaps 
we’d better go for a sprint, or back to the hotel, though 
they won’t let us play billiards. W ho can stand the 
bally din here ?

M r s . G u sh in g to n  (at a remote part of the sands) : 
W hat a really lovely sermon this morning at St. 
Ignatius’-on-the-Hill. So touching and moving. By 
the way, Gwendoline, what was it about? You have 
a better memory than I. Y ou ’re younger than I am, 
though Mr. Simpkington did take me for your sister.

M iss G w en d o lin e  : Aunt, Mr. Simpkington did nothing 
of the sort, or he didn’t mean it. (A pause.) Yes, as 
you say, aunt, the incense was extremely nice— so 
soothing and sneezified. The Rev. Chasuble has a 
most delightful intonation and a lovely ring on his little 
finger. His sermon ? Oh, yes, that was real sweet—  
something about St. Augustine. W asn’t it? I’m not 
sure. But so very refined and quite Catholic. His 
leading points— they were, indeed, so— what shall I 
say ?— so very pointed. But, aunt, I think you have 
Concerning Isabel Carnaby. W ill you lend it me ?

M r s . G u sh in g to n  : Certainly not— on a Sunday. 
And a low Dissenting novel, too ! I am surprised at 
you, Gwendoline, brought up in the Church as you have 
been. I have a book of sermons by that delightful vicar 
of St. Ignatius. W hat is his name ? I forget it for the 
moment. But they are so restful to the soul-----

[Bang! B ang! B an g! from the Salvation Army 
contingent, now marching along the Sands.

I think, dear, we’ll go home. Oh, the din of these 
places ! I wish people weren’t so hysterical in their 
religion. I feel so faint, and we have invited the Rev. 
— what’s his name to supper, and I am sure I shall be 
unable to take the slightest interest in his new theories 
of “ plain song.” [They retire.

O le a g in o u s  T r a c t  D is t r ib u t o r  : I will now hand 
out to the people, as they leave the sands, our much- 
admired tract, “ Peace, Peace, Perfect Peace.” (Espies 
his wife.) Oh, hell, there she’s coming. No peace for 
me now.

T ir ed  F o l k s  : Nor for anybody else, when the howl
ing brethren of Christ are let loose on the sands, and 
haven’t even the competition of the niggers.

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

Atheism and its Critics.—VII.
(  Concluded.)

I n  justifying Atheism by the method of showing the 
untenable character of Theism, I have not dwelt upon 
any conclusions as to the moral nature of Deity that 
might be derived from an examination of natural 
phenomena. I have not done so because the questions 
of whether there is any evidence for the existence of 
mind in nature, and whether it is of such a kind as to 
command our moral approbation, are quite distinct. 
O f course, if the answer to the first is No, there is no 
second question to give a reply to ; but the answer to 
the first might be Yes, and still the second be replied to 
in the negative.

I do not agree with the expressions one hears so 
often, to the effect that, if there is a God, he must be 
good or wise. I could never see any logical necessity 
why, granting a God, he must also be a moral being.

and
would

The two things seem to me quite distinct. Existence 
and morality are by no means synonymous terms, 
there is certainly a great deal in nature that w 
favor the hypothesis of some almighty malignant power 
working out a plan with a complete disregard to human 
suffering. That “ the rain falls upon the just and t e 
unjust alike ” is, from one point of view, the bare 
expression of a physical fa c t ; from another, it 
either be an expression of God’s kindness to the unjus 
or his brutality to the just. .

So I have preferred to discuss the question sole y 
from the point of view of whether the belief that nature 
expresses the operation of a creative intelligence is °''e 
that can be reasonably upheld. I have shown, I thin » 
that it cannot be, and that any attempt to do so ca 
only result in an unwarrantable transference of huma 
feelings to the physical universe. In such a matter '  
are absolutely without data upon which to procee • 
The certainty of any man’s reasoning is always depĉ j 
dent upon his knowledge of the subject at issue, a11 ’ 
where nothing can be known, our reasoning resolv 
itself into a number of unverifiable guesses. W e kno 
nothing, and can know nothing, of the supernatur< • 
W e have neither facts from which to reason, nor circuit  ̂
stances to which to appeal for justification. Even 
the most favorable consideration of the Theistic cas >
the probability that some intelligent cause is neces

absary to explain natural phenomena exactly eqa 
the probability that science cannot, either now 
at any future time, furnish the desired explanation / 
means of the operation of natural forces. And wn 
we look at the past of scientific thought, and obser' 
how one set of phenomena after another has be 
brought under the operation of natural law, even 1 
complex phenomena of social and mental life fa'*1 
into line with the rest of nature, the probabilities
favor of Theism grow steadily weaker. At any rate»

no man has the right to say that an utterly unknO'v 
cause is necessary to explain the phenomena of natuf 
until he has exhausted the possibilities of known caus^» 
and we are still far from being in a position to ma 
that assertion.

So far, then, the Atheistic position is justified by 
dual fact that all the supposed proofs of the existence 
God turn out to be either unrealisable in though^. , 
unwarranted by facts. But the evidence on behalf 
Atheism is not by any means exhausted at this stag,mneism is not by any means exnausteu ;il lih» -- -j  
If the God-idea existed as a simple, unexplainable
its rejection would probably depend very largely 
temperament. Y et we not only can furnish very stro'L 

ejecting it as an hypothesis, but can a s.( 
and unmistakeable evidence as to ho'v- an“

The whole history of the genesis
rulia£

din»

adduce clear 
came to be.
development of the belief in intelligences run*-» ■ 
course of nature is before those who care to stut y 
and, although many stages in the process may 1,0 0f 
clearly made out as yet, nor the precise P°'v^:0e9 
different factors determined, yet the essential on 0 
of the story have been sketched, and the filling-"111 0. 
only make it clearer and more striking without 
ducing any fundamental alteration. W hatever j,e 
there may be as to which is the primary form ° ¡¡g 
God-idea, there is at least a common agreement a 
anthropologists in tracing it back to a purely 11 gf. 
origin, and in finding its cause, not in any innate r ^  

ception of the supernatural, but in the fear and ig"°  ̂
of primitive man, with the consequent misunderstan 
of the commonest of every-day events. is

There are two sources from which the idea of h 
derived. One of the sources of the god-idea ^  a5 
misunderstanding of subjective phenomena, s cC>ir 
sleep, dreams, visions, epilepsy, etc. The saV2,?e 
stantly confuses the real with the imaginary, j. gi6 
he hears is a real voice ; the shadow of himsel ^  fgiij 
ground, or the reflection of himself in water, ‘ jeg 0> 
existences. His dreams, too, supply him with a s 
impressions that areeverywhere amongsavages, a 
among semi-civilised people, interpreted in the ®*rduri?* 
"I o us the idea that we have been to distant place ¿¡s 
sleep, or that people have appeared to us in dreamy»^ ^ 1  
missed as sheer phantasy. To the savage they a ^ a tio 3 
occurrences. And these things admit of one cXP ’ vVfiica 
only— that is, that something inhabits the 
can visit distant places and return at will- ^  soia 
and epilepsy are also explained on the ground
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}sterious entity taking possession of the body; and, 
■ na‘}y> death itself is due to the unwillingness or 
"ability of the double to return at all. But, although 
st-ij | ° uble the dead man has left the body, it may 
j-1 ‘‘nger near at hand— may still wreak vengeance 
,or neglect shown, or confer favors for services ren- 

red. Hence one source of the practice of performing 
. sremonies at the graves of the dead— ceremonies that 

crease in proportion to the importance of the dead 
aa 'n ^ e  estimation of the tribe. As time passes, the 

^ e  dead leader are extolled and exaggerated, 
11 finally he takes his place as one of the deities in 
tribal pantheon. The belief in a double thus leads 
ancestor worship, and ancestor worship results in 

® "Ration of a god.
t is this theory which has been worked out with 

fat marvehous skill by Mr. Spencer, and supported by 
?.^rawn from all parts of the uncivilised and civilised 

l gd. Additional strength has been given to the theory 
the f researches of Sir A. C. Lyell and Mr. W . Crookes, 
latt °.rmer whom, in his Asiatic Studies, and the 
jn̂ x ln his Popular Religion and Folklore in Northern 
t la’ have collected numerous instances of the gradual 
clas ' °r-mati°n v‘Hafife heroes into tribal deities. The
"uineSsical histories of Greece and Rome likewise furnish

and the belief in natural forces are reached more 
°nsciously than consciously ; it is the constant

rous instances of the same description.
. he other source of the god-idea is the almost uncon- 

pi °Us> hut perfectly natural, interpretation of natural 
^ enomena by the savage in terms of himself. The 
s. CePt‘0n of mechanical causation being absent, the 

a?e, when he reasons at all upon the physical pheno- 
for a arouncl him, is bound to think in terms of the only 
¡.. .®.°f which he has any knowledge— his own will and 
d l£®nce. It is to this simple circumstance that the 
re ^hhon of natural forces owes its origin ; not as the 

*• of any profound philosophising, because this 
(j0u®avag e seldom indulges in. Both the belief in a

U0ci

th^ence of the same class of facts which gives rise to 
bekefs— at first dimly, but more clearly as time

•j?nees.
phi«15Se beliefs become more elaborate as the philoso- 
cnn.11? powers of man increase ; but we are not
c0t)i
sible ,
te„ ’ tflc manner in which the belief in nature being 
exist ted and governed by spiritual agencies came into 
tbe j n.ce- And, whether we agree with Spencer that 
tra ^'hcation of natural forces is the result of the 
»¡««reuce to them of the spirits of human beings, or 
of “ is opponents that it is due to the direct reading 
agai an s own feelings into phenomena, the result as 
has ,rJSt T.heism is the same. In either case the belief 
have h 0r* ‘̂n *n illusion > and that it should afterwards 
reas . en supported by learned arguments and subtle 
hel|e°n.ln£>s on>y places it upon the same level as the 
eoiist U1 ^00cl ancl evil spirits, which, too, could once

Th,.... .

efned now with these later stages. All that we are 
Cerned with is to indicate, in as few words as pos-C* a-1

feti
b¡ cal

multitudes of learned arguments in its defence. 
e Atheist, therefore, has more than a mere theo- 

case to go upon. His rejection of all theisms is
ev;̂ e ’ n°t only upon the logical weakness of all the 
alSo nce brought forward in support of Theism, but 
all D-U?on a lull perception of the origin and nature of 
of q j ■ He sees that, however refined the conceptions 

may become, they all spring from the same root ; 
scarc 1 be 'el that has illusion for its sole origin can. -- u a o  n iu o iu ii iu i  113 3U1C u i i^ u i  Lail
apoi0 Y become truth even in the hands of a modern

Th^1St'
^tucg carcllnal truth is that the hypothesis of mind in 
scient- a°.es not owe its existence to knowledge or 
sistej  lc mvestigation, but the reverse. It has per- 
*n t.f,g °Wlng  to a variety of extraneous circumstances, 

f0 y"cth of scientific advancement ; but its origin 
Atnj ¡t ”e sought in an essentially pre-scientific age. 
this nu w?uld, indeed, be a matter of much wonder if 
l h a t es*10n.-— sa>d by Theists to be the most profound 
sati5fa affitate the human mind— should have been 
VvhoSe j r0nly solved by savages, or that the people 

corn’ n0rance prevented them understanding aright 
facts of existence should have successfully 

^ssi0n W'*;b a problem such as the one under dis-
tk fu
a® god ‘ i6 at*e °t fetichism downwards the history of I 

*dea has been a history of modification and ’

rejection. Every invention has slain a superstition, every 
scientific discovery has marked the burying-place of a 
dead god. Each age of criticism has reduced the gods 
in number and limited them in power. In early times 
the gods were everywhere ; their presence was seen in 
the simplest as well as in the most complex of events. 
Advancing knowledge pushed them further and further 
back, until nature, “ rid of her haughty lords,” is con
ceived as a huge complex of unconscious forces in place 
of the volitional powers of our ancestors. To-day, even 
in the mouths of many religionists, “ G od” stands for 
little more than a force. W e cannot, they say, describe 
“ him ” as personal, as intelligent, as conscious ; and 
between this non-personal, non-conscious, non-intelligent 
force and the force postulated by the most through- 
going Atheist it is impossible to detect any difference.

Atheism, then, takes its stand upon the observed 
trend of human history, upon an impartial scrutiny of 
the facts of nature, and upon a careful examination of 
the origin and contents of the god-idea. Every god 
the world has seen has been man-made, and man, mortal 
himself, cannot confer immortality upon any of his crea
tions. I have not concerned myself with a refutation of 
any of the supposed direful consequences of Atheism. 
Mental uprightness and moral integrity are obviously 
not the exclusive property of any one religion, and, look
ing at their past histories, it is a fair presumption that 
neither are they their necessary accompaniments. 
Fortunately for us, nature has not left the operation 
of the fundamental virtues dependent upon any specu
lative hypothesis we may frame or hold. The social and 
family instincts, which are inseparable from our nature 
as human beings, and which operate in ways of which 
we are largely unconscious, are the grounds of all the 
higher and finer virtues, and, while a change in opinion 
may modify action here and there, it cannot alter their 
fundamental character. W hat Atheism would mean in 
practice would be an enormous concentration of energy 
upon purely human affairs, and a judgment of human 
actions in terms of present happiness and prosperity. 
The gods die ; but man, their creator, still lives ; and 
the creative energy which plastered the face of nature 
with deities, and called forth a heaven to redress the 
wrongs of earth, may, if properly applied, yet cover 
the earth with homes in which men and women, rendered 
strong by love and knowledge, may rise the superiors of 
the gods before whom they once bowed in blind adora
tion. C. C ohen.

Christianity Found Wanting.

A se r ie s  ot articles are appearing in the Christian 
World upon “ Reasonable Faith,” from the pen of the 
Rev. Dr. Horton, M .A., and they are addressed to 
“ young men and young women.” The rev. gentle
man tells his readers that his object is “ to talk with 
you when the heart cries out for God and the mind 
demands a reasonable faith ; when the religion in which 
you have been brought up fails to satisfy, and you feel, 
though you by no means say, W ho will show us any 
good ?” There can be no objection to what is here pro
posed, for, beyond doubt, there is among the rising 
generation an increasing demand for a “ reasonable 
faith ” — which demand is caused by a marked dissatis
faction with the religion in which they have been 
“ brought up.” Throughout the articles an effort is 
made to show that Christianity is the reasonable faith 
required. The question, however, arises, Does Dr. 
Horton succeed in his object ? My answer to this is 
decidedly in the negative. It appears to me that 
groundless assumption, proofless assertion, and reck
less statements permeate the whole of his articles. 
The capacity of the minds of his readers must be 
exceedingly limited if they are satisfied with his plead
ings, which are fair samples of the usual orthodox 
taking-for-granted that which should be proved by the 
production of facts. It is thus that youthful minds are 
misled and traditional errors perpetuated. In no other 
field of inquiry but that of theology would such special 
pleading be accepted in the place of argument. Instead 
of reasoning the Doctor relies upon preaching, and in 
lieu of demonstration he puts forward merely specula
tions.
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He commences with the reckless statem ent: “ If I 
were asked to characterise Christianity so as to distin
guish it from other religions on the one hand, and from 
non-religion on the other, I should unhesitatingly fix on 
this differentia (forgive the logical term)— Love.” He 
says that, according to Christianity, “  God is love, 
morality is love, and the object of human life is love.” 
And herein, he asserts, is the differe?itia of Christianity, 
which distinguishes it from aught else. Now, far be 
it from me to depreciate love ; it is, to my mind, the 
grandest sentiment of our nature. The world would 
doubtless be much better than it is if we had more real 
love amongst us. Jealousy, selfishness, and mistrust 
would not then be so prevalent as they are now. But 
to say that we are indebted to Christianity for the 
manifestation of love is the very opposite of the fact. 
Love and the brotherhood of man were taught and 
practised long before Christianity existed. Dr. Horton 
should know that Plato emphatically taught both ; and, 
according to Lecky, love was an active factor in Rome 
long before the dawn of the Christian faith. Cicero 
and Seneca both asserted it forcibly. Surely no sane 
person will contend that love at the present time is 
absent from the non-Christian world. It is an essential 
part of humanity, and its manifestation is the more 
marked where theology is not allowed to interfere with 
its genuine ebullition. It is the avowed foundation of 
the religion of the Positivists, their motto being, “ Love 
our basis, order our method, and progress our end.” 
Certainly love was not the paramount teaching of 
Christ. The very conditions of discipleship which he 
imposed would, if complied with, exclude the possi
bility of love among men, as would also his teaching 
as to destroying the peace and harmony of the 
domestic circle. He exhibited the very opposite of love 
when he threatened to have his revenge upon those who 
denied him ; when he instructed his disciples to “  go 
not into the way of the Gentiles, and into any city of 
the Samaritans enter ye n o t” ; and when he told his 
followers to shake off the dust of their feet against those 
who would not hear their words. Finally, there is but 
little love in the announcement that “ the Lord Jesus 
shall be revealed from heaven with his mighty angels 
in flaming fire, taking vengeance on them that know not 
God and that obey not the gospel of our Lord Jesus 
Christ.”

The rev. gentleman says : “ Nature knows not love ; 
the gentle pigeons peck to death their sick comrade ; 
the pert robin murders his sire ; Nature’s heart is emo
tional, but hard. Like a beautiful sensualist, she looks 
you in the eyes languishing, and strangles you in her 
long hair. Men, by nature, are strangely loveless.” 
This imperfection of nature was better stated by J. S. 
Mill ; but does it not occur to professed Christians that 
this cruelty in nature is an impeachment of God’s love 
if he were the creator of all things? Besides, it is 
evident from the history of Christianity that it has failed 
to inspire love within its own devotees, for its accounts 
are sad narratives of hate not only towards its opponents, 
but also towards other professed Christians. Hence the 
dark pages of the recital of instances of persecution 
which mar the Christian records. W e are told that 
whatever conflicts with the teaching that “ God is love ” 
must be eliminated from the Christian faith. If this be 
so, its fundamental doctrines are doomed. M aking man 
imperfect, and then punishing him because he was so ; 
causing the innocent to suffer for the alleged guilty ; 
seeking to compel all to believe one thing under penalty 
of damnation ; creating a devil and hell with its torments 
“ for ever and ever,” do not go to prove “ God is love.” 
If it is said these doctrines are now given up, then my 
answer is that so far Christianity is given up, for they 
are all its teachings.

Dr. Horton makes the strange admission that Chris
tianity is not “ demonstrated with the accuracy and 
certainty of science.” Now this is quite true, but does 
it not imply that the discoveries of man are better 
authenticated than the alleged divine scheme which, 
we are told, is sufficiently potent to regenerate the 
human race? W e have the further admission that 
“  Christianity has not solved all mysteries. W hat does ? 
It has not expounded in detail the Ineffable First Cause. 
W ho has, who can ? It does not relieve us of the huge 
weight of the unintelligible world. It cannot drown 

The still sad music of humanity.

The mistake has been in claiming that it did these 
things.”  Let the exponents of so-called Christian 
evidences note this. Here we have the Freethought 
position granted. But most of the would-be Christian 
debaters contend that their theory of the universe is the 
only one that can be understood. It would be well i
the “ lesser lights ” of the Christian propaganda wou
remember what Dr. Horton here admits, and also hi 
candid confession that man “ does not know what Go 
is ; he has no faculty which by searching can find ou
God.......W e surmise, we dream, we reason, we aspife’
but we do not know." This is precisely what the pres®3 
writer has frequently stated, and for saying which his 
opponents have dogmatically condemned him. 
Doctor’s position is practically Agnosticism, a word 3 
which the less informed orthodox believer sneers.

The rev. gentleman further grants that the evolution 
of man, as taught by Darwin, “ must be accepte^ 
broadly as the scientific teaching on the subject. 
True, he adds that “ Christ never based his teaching 
about man on the story of Adam and Eve ; he neve 
referred to those ‘ first parents,’ as they are called. f1 
never spoke of the Fall. He never uttered a truth whic 
in any way depended upon that reputed fact.” And p 
contends that a modern evolutionist could accept Chris 
tianity and still believe in Darwin’s theory. He agree 
with Romanes that the story of Adam, the Fall, an 
the story of evil has long been recognised by thought! 
theologians as allegorical. “ Indeed, read with unpre 
judiced eyes, the first chapters of Genesis ought always 
to have been seen to be a poem as distinguished from 
history ; nor could it ever have been mistaken for  ̂
history, but for preconceived ideas on the matter  ̂
inspiration.” If Dr. Horton is right, the C h ris ty  
Church has been for centuries trying to impose a Iran 
upon the people, for it has taught, as essential tô  1 
faith, the belief in the Bible account of Adam, the F3 ’ 
and the origin of evil. St. Paul’s opinion is clea 
upon the subject. His words are : “ For as in Ada 
all die, even so in Christ shall all be made alive.” 
Doctor does not attempt to reconcile the facts of eVO* 
tion with the Bible statements that man was spec'3 
created about six thousand years ago, and that 11 
history has been one of retrogression instead of P* 
gression. He merely asserts without even attempt & 
to prove his allegations. -

In replying to certain correspondents Dr. Hot 
writes : “ To those who write in doubt and perplex* V 
courage, patience ; we may yet find the Divine pc ^  
of Christianity convincing our understanding as wel 
captivating our hearts.” This is “ playing to ^  
ga llery” with a vengeance. It is just the lan 
indulged in by the Christian advocate who does ._. 
possess too much of “ the wisdom of this world.” ,)£) 
“ a short and easy m ethod” to adopt with those » 
demand “ a reasonable faith.” W hat “ we may  ̂,g 
find ” is at least problematical ; but what we n.^y 
found is that the Christian religion has failed to sa  ̂
the needs of the human race, and that nothing the f 
gentleman has said tends to prove the faith el 
reasonable or practicable. C harles W ai

Shakespeare and the Great Lyin£ 
Church.
----- » ■—

“ What damned error but some sober brow 
Will bless it and approve it with a text."
" Stuffing- the ears of men with false reports.

O r t h o d o x  people repeat, like a parrot’s recitative^gy 
statement that Shakespeare was a Christian. 
wish to claim the greatest Englishman as one ot ^  uf), 
selves, and from time to time publish volumes 
daunted special pleading which would have put 3 ogt 
Bailey pleader to the blush. But perhaps the . ef 
curious and interesting work of this class 13 -g to 
Bowden’s The Religion of Shakespeare. Its obJeC 
show that Shakespeare was a Roman Catholic- 
work in no wise differs from its predecessors. tbe 
mental disquisitions, as numerous as “ quills UPlStr3-te 
fretful porcupine,” have been published to dem r) 
that Shakespeare was a player, a lawyer, anRa 0nia 
Puritan, and things beyond count. Ardent Ba
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>spute Shakespeare’s claim to his own books. Other 
unatics allege that the Almighty inspired his pen.
ven Father Bowden cannot surprise us after these 

cranks.
This publication reminds us of the farce of Box and 

0̂*. For the book has two authors, and the result is 
s bewildering as the evergreen work beloved by genera- 
'bns °f playgoers. The work, as Father Bowden tells 

3  is chiefly from the writings of the late Mr. Richard 
lmpson. Three chapters are pointed out as Father 
owden’s own work ; the rest is mainly Mr. Simpson’s.

. ut this “ mainly” does not permit us to distinguish 
e. 'Veen Box and Cox, between the layman and the 

h 'est. Therefore, by way of convenience, we shall 
sually refer to Father Bowden as the author, since he 
akes himself responsible for the opinions of the 
ceased layman, who “ does in vile misprison shackle 

P the thoughts of Shakespeare. This book is the 
?r 1 °f a man who has read his Shakespeare. Its 

olarship is sound. But it is a monument of mis- 
fected energy. Criticism, sharp as Shylock’s knife, 

Co°n Pricks Father Bowden’s bubble. Shakespearean 
nimentators are adepts in bringingstartling meanings 

r °f a Shakespeare text, as a conjurer brings eggs 
s 0rri an empty hat. But this attempt to prove Shake- 
peare a Catholic easily surpasses them, and leaves the 

°rtunate reader gasping. At the very outset we
 ̂ asked to observe, as a proof of the poet’s genuine 
cnianism, how he employs Catholic vestments and 

tyh aS. sy mt)0ls ° f  “ things high, pure, and true.” 
y>thinkyou? Because he makes wily old Henry IV 

reniark that he kept his
Presence, like a robe pontifical,

 ̂ Ne’er seen but wondered at.
q P'lrase which as much recalls non-Christian as 
sim'l 1C sacerdotal pomp. Unbelievers employ such 
alle*6S dai*y- The monasteries were destroyed, it is 
a ?ed> through avarice; therefore Timon’s tirade 
t,eâ st “ gold, yellow, glittering, precious gold,” must 

^akespeare’s protest against the avaricious spirit of 
^formation. Nay, is it not clenched by the detail 

ann l yellow slave,” as the Master says, “ will knit 
4 fereak religions ” ?

Sp 1 b>ore curious perversion is that of the Countess’s 
deceea 'n A ll's  Well that Ends Well regarding Bertram’s 
6sert>on of his wife

because he employed a tradition common to Christian 
and Pagan ? Bah !

I had rather be a dog and bay the moon 
Than such a Roman.

Father Bowden lays very great stress on the religious 
opinions of Shakespeare’s relations. He reminds us 
that Mary Arden (the poet’s mother) came of a Catholic 
family. The probability is that she was herself a Catholic, 
but there is no evidence either way. Shakespeare’s 
father is not so doubtful. He was a member of the 
Stratford Corporation during the reign of Queen 
Elizabeth, and he must have conformed to the Pro
testant religion. The total result seems that young 
Shakespeare was brought up under a probably Catholic 
mother, and a father who was at least a professing 
Protestant.

At the very outset of the inquiry Father Bowden fails 
to prove his case. If the circumstances of his child
hood were, as Father Bowden depicts, the more clearly 
is emphasized Shakespeare’s revolt from Catholicism. 
W hilst on this subject of Shakespeare’s relations it is 
worth recalling that the epitaph on Mrs. Hall, Shake
speare’s eldest daughter, clearly implies that his life had 
not been one of piety :—

Witty above her sexe, but that’s not all,
Wise to salvation was good Mistris Hall:
Something of Shakespeare was in that, but this 
Wholly of Him with whom she’s now in bliss.

She derived from Shakespeare her powers of wit, but 
none of the influences which conduced to her salvation.

This assertion of Shakespeare’s Catholicism is a most 
unwarranted inference. Shakespeare was so ignorant 
of Catholic ritual that he makes Juliet ask the friar if 
she shall come “ at evening mass.” No Catholic could 
have made this mistake. K ing John, obviously, is not 
the work of a Romanist. The purport of Love’s Labor 
Lost is to show the uselessness of vows. The Duke in 
Measure fo r  Measure, playing the part of a friar prepar
ing a criminal for death, gives Claudio consolation. Not 
a word of Christian doctrine, not a syllable of sacrificial 
salvation and sacramental forgiveness, is introduced. 
This omission is most significant. Shakespeare’s view 
of life is never ascetic or religious. He seems to say 
throughout, with Sir Toby Belch :—

Dost thou think, because thou art virtuous, there shall be no 
more cakes and ale ?

What angel shall
Bless this unworthy husband? He cannot thrive 
Unless her prayers—whom heaven delights to hear 
And loves to grant—reprieve him from the wrath 
Of greatest justice.

lt Helen,” supposes the ordinary reader, 
th u y’ ” answers Father Bowden, “ nothing less than 

* Holy Virgin ! Prayer to the Virgin.. v • » g i n  . x iu  UJb v 11^111.
. Hgels and ministers of grace defend us !” Then 

^theli W*len ’*■ ’s said that Desdemona could persuade

To renounce his baptism,
j All seals and symbols of redeemed sin,

Nat^0VVS that Othello is represented as a Catholic. 
c0u ral‘y. for he is supposed to live in a Catholic 
demtrT’ though we cannot see how the passage 
a*tiu ,-ns r̂ates it. W e could pile up such amazing and 
of SlnS inferences from the poet’s text. A handful 
int0 Usto.mary, every-day ejaculations dramatically put 
tian Var‘ous mouths, such as the “ God rest all Chris- 
Shai.S0lds ” ° f  Juliet’s nurse, are cited as proof that 
Grea,.esPe?re was an adherent of what Carlyle calls the 
Port; Church. One supreme morsel remains,

a says playfully to her lover :—
Aye, but I fear you speak upon the rack,

Path When men enforced do speak anything.
Howden, with solemn want of humor, actually 

Hisbep f not this an exPress'on ° f  contemptuous
tendedP In- the ev’dence uPon which so many pre- 
Wflere apist conspirators suffered the death of traitors?” 

The Cannot such an eagle-eye spy Catholicism ? 
sPeech of Lorenzo about the stars

rtlUst *̂>11 quiring to the young-eyed cherubim
have ^ s° be a proof. W e cheerfully admit it need no* 
lhe sceC?,n drawn solely from the pages of Montaigne» 
as patP lc- It was “ the tradition of fifteen centuries,’’ 

^owden says, and of antiquity before that. 
ed Shakespeare have been a Catholic, therefore,

Queen Elizabeth and King James could scarcely publicly 
have favored a Catholic, nor could the Pembrokes have 
given him their patronage. Such things would certainly 
have been marked and remarked upon.

Father Bowden, however, makes one point. He 
shows that Shakespeare was no Puritan, no conven
tional Reformation Protestant. But far too much stress 
has been laid by the Reverend Father upon isolated 
passages from the plays. W e must discriminate 
between the dramatist and his puppets ; Shakespeare 
speaks through the type. But the creation only 
betrays a momentary predominance of the individual 
over the general truth which he strives to reach. It 
either speaks less or more than the creator would 
care to confess in his own proper person. His art, in 
short, is simply the natural and obedient outlet of his 
genius. Of course, Shakespeare does reveal himself in 
his writings. W e certainly learn something authentic 
of his humanity, honesty, and patriotism. His art also 
tells us something of his own burning passion for justice, 
his righteous hatred of spiritual superstition and tyranny. 
Although his characters are born of Shakespeare’s mind, 
sung of his muse, they are not Shakespeare in the sense 
in which the sightless Samson of the Agonisles is Milton 
forsaken by his wife, blinded and betrayed, and the 
mockery of the Philistines of the seventeenth century.

Shakespeare’s dominant note is rationalistic. W ith 
the sanity of genius he manifests as much caution as 
courage in his quest of truth, and seldom indulges acute 
perceptions at the expense of judgment. He fully 
realised the impossibility of solving the insoluble and 
knowing the unknowable. W ith regard to all specula
tive problems he wisely suspends his assent. He 
belongs emphatically to the secularistic, as distinguished 
from the superstitious, order of minds. In fact, his 
Secularism is one of the chief causes of his artistic 
supremacy. In art and religion alike his instincts are 
positive rather than speculative.
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This customary judicial attitude of his gives much 
greater value to his occasional indignation at the arro
gance, intrigue, and aggression of the Great Lying 
Catholic Church.

In no sense was Shakespeare a bigot. W ith smooth 
tranquillity of mind, with equal interest and with equal 
ease, he portrays Hamlet’s philosophisings, W olsey’s 
piety, Falstaff’s blasphemy, Timon’s despair, Iago’s 
villainy, Juliet’s credulity, Lady Macbeth’s malignity, 
and the martyrdom of Lear, closing with the chord :—

O let him pass ! He hates him much,
That would upon the rack of this tough world 
Stretch him out longer.

In the termination of Lear’s sufferings tragedy reaches 
its supreme height. W e see the panic-stricken King 
bearing in his nerveless arms the cold, limp body of 
the dead Cordelia. The description lives. The wild 
anger that first found vent in those fierce words—

Howl, howl, howl, howl ! O you are men of stones.
Had I your tongues and eyes, I’d use them so
That heaven's vault should crack. She s gone for ever—

is submerged by sorrow, lost in fatherly tenderness.

Cordelia, Cordelia ! stay a little.

Critics claim KitigLearas Shakespeare’s greatest work. 
It is the most riischylean of his productions, and as 
entirely free from Christian dogmatism as the works of 
the grand old Pagan himself. There is but one ray of 
sunshine in the gloom of the tragedy. But what 
avails the pure heart and the heroic love of Cordelia? 
Her pathetic invocations to the deaf and sightless gods 
remain unheeded and unanswered. No sadder image 
of human life and fate could be conceived. W e look 
upward and downward, to the earth and to the stars, 
from the dumb unresponsive earth to the stars which 
give no man light, over a world full of death and life as 
bitter as death, without resting place or guidance, a 
land as dreadful as the circles of the Inferno in Dante’s 
immortal poem. K ing Lear deals with the most familiar 
facts of actual life— the relation of father and children, 
the vice of ingratitude, the virtue of filial affection, the 
consequences of misdirected ambition. It touches the 
root-springs of human nature. The scope of the tragedy 
is an impeachment of providence, and the blinded Glo’ster 
sums up its teaching in the biting lines :—

As flies to wanton boys are we to the gods ;
They kill us for their sport.

Shakespeare deals in his great tragedies with the 
deepest issues of life and conduct, but he never points 
to the Cross as the solution. In an age when religious 
wars and schisms were convulsing Europe, and in 
this England of ours the reformed religion was still 
struggling with the Old Faith, it is remarkable that 
Shakespeare turned his back on Christianity. Not, 
observe, from hostility— he was too free from prejudice 
for that— but from a knowledge that, as a philosophy 
of life, it threw no light over the deep abysses of human 
thought and over the “ awful tides of human circum
stance.” As year by year one great drama succeeded 
another in unbroken series, his scepticism deepened. 
His poetry, the attractive garb in which he clothed his 
practical wisdom, moved naturally and inevitably with 
the march of his mind. W e can discern, in his ample 
pictures of life, his own settled Secularistic convictions 
on those momentous questions which loudly knock for 
answer at every heart. It is well. Shakespeare’s name 
is the greatest in literature—

Deep in the general heart of man 
His power survives.

Mimnermus.

A Summer Rhyme.

“ Oh, for a booke and shadie nooke,
Eyther in door or out;

With the green leaves whispering overhede 
Or the streete cryesall about,

Where I may reade all at my ease,
Both of the newe and olde ;

For a jollie goode booke whereon to looke 
Is better to nte than golde.”

Acid Drops.
“ S ecu l a r ist s  at Variance” was the heading of a news 
paragraph in the Daily Telegraph of August 2. This was 
doubtless thought smart, but it was really very silly. *11 
case was not one of a quarrel between Secularists as bee 
larists. A man called Harry Hunter had been sending Miss 
Vance threatening letters. They were of such a charade 
that it was reasonable, as well as charitable, to conclude tna 
he was mad, or at least temporarily deranged. He threatens 
to have blood, and said he had sharpened a knife for1 tn 
purpose; and all, apparently, because the West London N. 5- a- 
Branch were making a new open-air platform a few inch® 
higher than the old one. The matter was brought before tn 
N. S. S. Executive, and it was decided that Miss Vance shou 
have the man arrested, for his own sake no less than for tn 
sake of others. He was known to be a man of very violen 
temper, who had committed several assaults, and it was tune 
to prevent him from doing irreparable mischief. Hunter wa 
brought up at the Mansion House and remanded for a weel, 
so that the state of his mind might be reported on.

During the past two or three years we have ourselves 
received several letters from this Harry Hunter. They were 
not threatening letters, but they were madly written, an 
contained foul charges against various Secularists in Wes 
London. We did not know the man from Adam, and, as W 
letters were so grotesque, we threw them into the waste' 
basket along with other curious communications that reac 
us from time to time when the spirit of lunacy is particular) 
prevalent.

“ The King’s Declaration, in all its blood-curdling brutalit5'>̂ 
is the way in which a High Church paper alludes to t 
original form, to which, as a matter of fact, the King na 
already subscribed. According to the accounts of tns 
ceremony, the King did not seem to regard this item 
“ blood-curdling brutality.” Nor can anyone who has > 
view the really brutal Blasphemy Laws, and remembe 
those who have suffered from them. All the indignah0 
aroused in regard to this endeavor to preserve the Thro 
from Popery might have been better spent in removing fr°L 
the statutes the Blasphemy Laws and that absurd Apt 
Charles II. in regard to Sunday observance, under whic*1 , 
number of petty persecutions are from time to time institute • 
These persecutions are not absolutely “ blood-curdling, 0 
they give rise to “ swear words,” not only on the part of t 
victims, but of the magistrates who are obliged to enior 
the law.

Perhaps it is because an Earl Marshal of the realm  ̂
annoyed that so much fuss has been made about the Decla ‘ 
tion, whilst no attention is paid to laws which are of infinite• )  

more importance to the community. Roman Catholics h*■ . 
had a sentimental grievance, and they haven’t been idle 
ventilating it. But, after all, the Protestant succession do 
not depend upon this idle ceremony imposed on monar j ; 
any more than truth is ensured by kissing the “ Sacred Boo v 
in law courts and elsewhere.

The King’s Declaration Bill was adjourned from Tuesday 
Thursday in the House of Lords because of the raCCS ce 
Goodwood. This is funny considering the grave imjiorta_ 
attached by ultra-Protestants to the Bill and their terrible 
that some time or other a Roman Catholic will ascend

! And die-
vils ofThrone. Put off because of Goodwood races 1 

House of Lords has a standing committee on the e' 
betting. The Bill has now been practically dropped.

At the Wesleyan Methodist Conference, recently keld^e 
Newcastle-on-Tyne, a letter was read from Dr. Jacobs, g 
bishop of the diocese. He wrote that “ more and j3 
Christian men are recognising that the real conflic.^, 
between the forces of our Lord Jesus Christ on the ° ne„ yjo 
and indifference, unbelief, and open sin on the other. ^
doubt Christianity finds itself engaged in a real con  ̂
indeed, a fight for its very existence. But why shou 
Jacobs link “ unbelief” with “ open sin ” ?

Acconding
Sunday-schools do not seem to be flourishing. £0fI.

to a statistical statement presented to the W esleyan^^r 
ference, there has been a decrease of 650 in the total 11 ,g 0{
n f  o f f ir D r c :  n n r l  fo i i r l iD r c :  r n n n p r t o t l  xxrlf-li H it* ^ n n d i i V 'S C 1 .in th®o f officers and teachers connected w ith  the Sun days 
that denom ination, and a  decline o f  close upon 2,000 
num ber o f  scholars.

The alleged “ left hand of St. James the Apostle ’ . all)
presented by a Roman Catholic family to Cardinal V a t  
and will be placed in a reliquary in the new catn e;glit 
Westminster. The relic has a known history 0 the 
centuries, but that does not carry it half the way kaCq')iere >s
period when the Apostle is supposed to have lived, 
no interest in a relic unless there is absolute certa 
its genuineness, and even then, to the rational

inty aS- 
ininu’

the
ationai »s

interest is limited, especially in regard to such fraff of
bones and nails. They do not speak as a scrap of 'v
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? mere autograph does. As for any other virtue in them, it 
ls a bitter satire on the boasted progress of the age that 
people can still be found who seriously believe that these 
''retched old oddments possess any miraculous power.

'There is a temptation amongst cyclists to put their bicycle 
t,rst and God second.” So said the Rev. E. Hubbard at 
a Cyclists’ Church Parade at St. Michael’s, Folkestone. Poor 

to have to take a back seat because of the superior 
attractions of the “ bike.” Perhaps, after all, he doesn’t 
nmd. Possibly it is not God, but the man of God, who
really feels slighted. ___

Row Christians love one another has been once  ̂ more 
exemplified by religious feuds at Belfast. Several shipyard 
Workers are in hospital or under medical treatment as the 
re?ult of rough handling. Six hundred Protestants, it is 
saul. chased a small body of Roman Catholics from their 
w°rk, and then destroyed their tools. Two Protestants have 
eerl sentenced to twelve months’ and six months’ imprison- 

ntent respectively for “ conspiring to incite people to riot ” 
°n the occasion of the Corpus Christi procession. Some 1,500 
m?n have been thrown out of work, the Belfast Harbor Com
missioners having suspended operations, “ owing to the 

P̂eated attacks on Roman Catholic employees by shipyard
Workers.”

to ]1C ®*sh°P of Ripon does not think it wise for a preacher 
ni0 ,e,lVe bis people ignorant of what is taking place in 
Wliat̂ i cr‘t*c‘srn< But, whether wise or not, that is exactly 
sPir't 1 kulk t'le clcrgy and ministers are doing. As 
A°Un1 £u'des should, of course, be their first and 
Hock011 afford all possible enlightenment to their
feelss .on'Matters affecting their faith. Dr. Boyd Carpenter 
That- lat “ some sort of general light ought to be given.” 
have ls.rather a curious way of putting it. Ought he not to 
fro ?a,cl “ every possible light ” ? But the clergy still shrink 
Which“ilPar‘ ing  even the “ some sort ” of general information 
g0e 1 the bishop thinks should be given, and which church- 
0 crs certainly have a right to expect.

tfavclr̂ e tiale ago, when Bishop Potter, of New York, was 
raiivv. ln̂  'n Minnesota, a man approached him on the 

»jT platform, and scanned his features closely. “ Excuse
is?'

S l i g h t  have done so. “ I thought so,” continued the

patL^said, finally ; “ but haven’t I seen your picture in the_ “crs f ” 'Tl.~ __ _____11_.l _J_1.I..J. 1_?_■ Hem “‘ The bishop was compelled to admit that his tor- 
Hkv^'ght have done so. “ I thought so,” continued 

■ hve one. “ May I ask what you were cured of?”

It is pN churchyard of Stanton Ilarcourt is a curious epitaph. 
I'ffUrf Ced [on the tomb of two lovers who were killed by 
flie p..lnS °n July 31, 1718. There was every disposition on 

°f the pious writer of the epitaph to do honor to the 
fciflQ ¡T °f the lovers, but he failed in his object by naively 

tlng in verse :—

Th,
Victims so pure Heav’n saw well pleas'd 
And snatched them in eternal fire.

With L̂ aracter of the fire is not that generally associated 
c.'iven

Tlic
they ° cl(:rgy have a mighty fine opinion of themselves when 
critic 1 In*° " le pulpit, where the law protects them from 

îcste'11 r nd opposition. Recently, at St. Margaret’s, West- 
hisScrr’ Canon Hensley Henson was giving out the text of 
!’y seVg °ln’ when there was a stir in the central aisle, caused 
West-et bL‘0ple leaving. It seems that here, as in many 
A>e sern <dlurc'les> it is usual for some people to leave before 
altl saiH°a begins. On this occasion the preacher stopped, 
eave 11 ’ ln a severe voice : “ 1 will wait till those people ~ diu ' ' . . .

Jle “ Kn 1
• acher > manncrs ” seem rather on the part of the

tb 1 a sevcre voice : 1 will wait till those people
‘1'annerC)> Urc*1, I thought we were getting over these bad

T|

1 attenci‘ ls perfectly conceivable that persons may choose 
. r tb . *10 service, and feel not the slightest inclination to 

a 3 obviSernion- Why should they stop to be bored? But 
.Ac Pr “us'y undignified, and an exhibition of bad taste, for 
• s° is to. ta*£e any public notice of the departures. To 
5iract;0 ° Le,: h be seen that he realises how weak is the 
f *A the11 °* *''s discourses. Decidedly our sympathies are 
Jarful inn°rS-°ns who leave. fur the vast bulk of sermons are 
of0flUence~!Ct'0ns~ w‘t*lout a gk‘am °f sense or a spark of 
0 their sinsan  ̂ aPParently imposed bn worshippers because

• ■ —
kethren' ênt which caused a considerable flutter among the
e SUi

KePort(
 ̂ 'ding - -  uy

„?ded, ?nal’,d he present at the communion service. What

£  surprî curred at the recent Wesleyan Conference. To 
bgi°r.ler liada!'d horror of the fathers, it was discovered that a 
"del nf? an i h SOl1K; means or other, managed to get in the 
iv ud, in t, he present at the communion service. What 
Sls the f ,c eyes of one leader in Israel, to this enormity 
ev.'Jdc of in .lat the said pressman had on a colored tie!e* of W' \‘lal tne said pressman______ _
att terhent ley, llas il come to this ? On hearing of the 
\vl ?ched t0 CaTUsed by his villainy, the reporter (he was 
g 'ch lle a London daily) sent to the Conference a letter, in 

U 110 rcas P aJned how it was he was present, though he 
s°n for the colored tic. His letter was appreciated

by the brethren, who were able to proceed to business ; but 
in future the communion will be celebrated with closed doors.

“ St. Paul’s Dome in Danger” is the startling heading to a 
special article in one of the London evening papers. We have 
been keeping a watchful eye for some little time past on the 
big structure at the top of Ludgate Hill. It would be a nice 
sort of thing for us if some day the Cathedral should come 
toppling over and bury the Freethinker office in the ruins 1 
Though not immediately within its shadow, we are sufficiently 
near to St. Paul’s to be gravely apprehensive. We haven’t the 
least faith that the Lord would do anything to preserve his 
own house. If he did anything at all, it would probably be 
to carry a few hundred tons of masonry down the hill and 
dump it on to 1 Stationers’ Hall Court. It is therefore with 
some relief that we learn that Dean Gregory is having the 
immense dome, and other portions of the structure, carefully 
overhauled with a view to repairs.

The Bishop of London has heard, with some concern, that 
prayers for the war are not now regularly said in all the 
churches in the diocese. He “ strongly feels that this time 
of deferred hopes and weary waiting for the end of the war 
is just the time when our prayers should be offered with the 
greater diligence. He hopes, therefore, that at least one of 
the prayers may be said regularly, in all the churches, in the 
Daily Office.”

So speaks the Bishop of London, “ with some concern.” 
Is this episcopal pronouncement a condemnation of the 
Churches who have ceased to pray, or a veiled threat at the 
Almighty? The Churches prayed before the war had really 
begun. Then they prayed for peace, but war ensued. After
wards they prayed that it would immediately terminate, but 
it didn’t. Isn’t this suggestion about renewed prayer some
what in the nature of a forlorn hope ? Or is there a latent 
suggestion that the Lord can be forced to do something if he 
is only sufficiently worried ? _

The common-sense view of the matter is that the Lord has 
had nothing to do with the war in any way from the com
mencement, nor is likely to worry himself about its end 
whenever it may come. If he has been awake or in any way 
observant, events prove that he has been unwilling to 
interfere. Why pester him further?

One is always glad to sit wonderingly, if not obediently, at 
the feet of that great Gamaliel on the marriage laws—the 
Church Times. Here is one of its latest declarations on 
Church law in regard to marriage ties which have been 
dissolved, not too readily, by Sir Francis Jeune: “ The 
Church of England recognises no claim even of the innocent 
party in a divorce case to be married to another woman while 
the canonical wife is alive. The canons are explicit on this 
point. The civil law compels no clergyman to officiate at 
such a marriage, and a firm attitude adopted in the matter 
would probably result in the parties going elsewhere. The 
registrar’s office is open to them, and they suffer no damage 
by having the Church refused to them.”

The Church Times, for once, has said a sensible thing on 
this subject. We agree that the parties would “ suffer no 
damage by having the Church refused to them.”

A great anticipatory howl has been made by pious people 
lest the coming Coronation in Westminster Abbey should be 
attended by a scrambling for Coronation medals in the 
“ sacred edifice ” as at the Coronation of Queen Victoria. 
But the following directions or rubrics for the service at 
the late Queen’s Coronation have been turned up : “ The 
Homage.—The exhortation being ended, all the peers then 
present do their homage publickly and solemnly unto the 
Queen upon the theatre, and, in the meantime, the Treasurer 
of the Household throws among the people medals of gold 
and silver, as the Queen’s princely largess or donative.”

The scrambles at these functions have their counterpart in 
throwing “ hot coppers ” to the crowd in the streets on Lord 
Mayor’s day. We don’t suppose Westminster Abbey, though 
a place of worship when it is not one of curious inspection, 
will suffer very much from a scramble by peers and fat 
duchesses for whatever is thrown to them.

The silly parson who went out to the front as Army 
Chaplain, and who is allowed to gush his puerilities in the 
Church Times, is rapidly becoming worse than when we first 
noticed him. He contributed last week a page of sancti
monious bosh. He says a mistake was made at Winburg by 
appointing a Wesleyan as chaplain. Perhaps there was. 
The Boers—who at least have proved themselves active 
combatants—do not seem to have carted about with them 
any salaried spiritual guides. They have carried their religion 
with them individually, as in older times the French soldier was 
supposed to carry a marshal’s baton in his knapsack.

The insolent clerics, as they have proved themselves to be 
in the bulk, who were sent out, and have been paid for their
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services, in connection with our troops, seem to have been 
worthless impedimenta. From several of the best-informed 
war correspondents they have received well-merited castiga
tion. No wonder the officers in the field dislike them, as the 
clerics bitterly complain. They may be tolerated at home in 
their little protected pulpits, but they are not wanted 
in warfare—notwithstanding all the tales they tell of soldiers 
requiring spiritual consolation. Which consolation they are 
confessedly unable to impart because of Tommy’s initial 
want of spiritual knowledge.

By the time Tommy has been well-grounded in the prin
ciples of the Christian religion he is very often dead. And 
perhaps the clerical instruction, with all the usual bosh 
about the hereafter, has killed him, or at any rate hastened 
his end.

This Army Chaplain, who is relating his experiences in the 
Church Times, says : “ It is not always that military authori
ties understand that there is a difference between Church and 
Dissent.” Of course, what could they care about sectarian 
differences and fine distinctions between a Methodist and an 
Anglican ? They are there to kill men. The surgeons are 
there to bind up wounds. Why the parsons are fooling 
about is a puzzle to everyone, and it is still more remarkable 
that they should be paid. This chaplain, by the way, talks 
very largely about his “ orderly.”

The Rev. Dr. Lloyd Jones, of Chicago, believes that 
Protestantism has been fatally given to dividing and sub
dividing. He asks : “ What has Protestantism done ?” He 
replies : “ It has analysed and re-analysed and defined once 
more, until to-day we have seventeen kinds of Methodists, 
thirteen kinds of Baptists, twelve kinds of Presbyterians, and 
some 350 different denominations, all told, in the United 
States. This is not merely scandalous, it is imbecile. Every 
label on religion is a libel.”

The Directors of the Alexander III. Museum in St. Peters
burg have defied the Holy Synod in its bann against two 
paintings by a local artist named Repin. One is a portrait 
of Count Tolstoi, barefooted, in the dress of a peasant. The 
other is a symbolical picture called “ Get Thee Behind Me, 
Satan.” The exhibition of these paintings was prohibited in 
Moscow, yet they have been bought for a national art gallery.

A remarkable incident has occurred in connection with the 
swearing of a jury— mostly Hebrews—at a coroner’s court in 
London. The court did not possess a Hebrew Bible, and the 
jury objected to take the oath on a book in which the New 
Testament was bound up. A Hebrew Bible could not be 
obtained in the neighborhood, and, consequently, the novel 
expedient was resorted to of pulling a Bible in half to remove 
the New Testament. The jurors were then sworn ; but the 
formality of legal swearing under any circumstances is a 
piece of nonsense which might well be dispensed with.

A landlord in a small tenement case which came before 
Mr. Fordham at North London was sworn as a Christian. 
When he began to speak he was asked if he were a Christian 
or a Jew, and he replied that he was a Jew. Mr. Fordham 
(sternly)—Then what do you mean by allowing yourself to 
be sworn as a Christian, with your head uncovered ? The 
landlord said that it made no difference to him whether he 
was sworn with his hat on or off or on the Old or the New 
Testament. Mr. Fordham—And do you call yourself a good 
Jew? The landlord—Certainly. Mr. Fordham appealed to 
Mr. H. Romain, who was in the solicitors’ well, as to the 
practice in swearing Jews. Mr. Romain said that a good 
Jew would not consider an oath administered when the head 
was uncovered as binding. Mr. Fordham— To be sworn in 
such a way would be considered by a good Jew to be blas
phemy, would it not? Mr. Romain— It would, certainly. 
Mr. Fordham (to the landlord)— Now, sir, put on your hat 
and be sworn in a proper manner. Be careful not to trifle 
with the court again. __

The indignation of Mr. Fordham may appear to be a trifle 
too strong, but there is more in this kind of incident than 
presents itself on the surface. The stupid practice of imposing 
an oath on witnesses often defeats its own purposes. 
Curiously enough, the idea prevails with many witnesses, 
especially aliens, that if they can evade the actual oath-taking 
by kissing their thumbs or not actually touching the book 
with their lips, or by any other little informality, they are at 
liberty to tell as many lies as they please. And they do, 
believing themselves to be free from any possible charge of 
perjury.

What is called “ an extraordinary fulfilment of a dream ” is 
related in regard to a recent inquest near Sittingbourne on 
the body of an elderly man who drowned himself in a mill 
stream. A son went in search of the deceased, but could 
not find him. A brother-in-law then told the son that he had 
dreamt that the old man had drowned himself in the mill 
stream in the neighborhood. The son went straight to the 
spot mentioned, and found the body of the missing man in

the stream. No doubt the brother-in-law had, in his making 
moments, bethought himself of this possibility, and it had 
recurred to him in his dream—perhaps occasioned his dream.

A sweetly charitable, cosmopolitan, tolerant person is the 
Rev. Bruce Cornford, vicar of St. Matthew’s, Southsea. Re 
has offered a direct insult to the Mayor of Portsmouth because 
that gentleman happens to be a Jew. It doesn’t seem to have 
occurred to the Rev. Cornford that his Jesus Christ was a Jew’ 
and that Christ’s chief claim to the Messiahship was founde 
on his descent from David—a Jew of Jews. This airogam 
cleric says that he has been told by several people during tae 
past two months that the Mayor has been pleased to make 
“ rather strong statements about his treatment by some? 
the local clergy, and of myself in particular, because we m 
not ask him to open our bazaar in May.” We can hardly 
believe that the Mayor really desired to open the bazaar, bu 
probably regarded the non-invitation as a slight to him m m 
Mayoral capacity. The Rev. Cornford explains that heacte 
on principle. The Church Liturgy, he says, “ commands u 
to pray for ‘ all Jews, Turks, Infidels, and Heretics ’ as being 
amongst those utterly outside the pale of Christendom.”

This aggressive cleric has been properly taken down in a 
exceedingly smart and well-written letter addressed to tn 
Portsmouth Evening News. The writer concludes with som 
general observations on Christianity, which faith, he tru / 
says, is helpless to elevate human nature. “ Some of * 
exponents draw fat salaries and lie low, others fight to t 
death over a candle or a wafer—all are abjuring, shoutingj. 
quarrelling, and blaspheming. Let the Mayor take heart 
grace. Not to be a Christian is a distinction of some im 
portance. They are a shabby, hypocritical lot, not to 
compared with the Jew, Turk, and Infidel.”

A gossiper in the Manchester Guardian has some Interes 
ing passages on present-day observance of Sunday. He say 
that when he first knew society this observance was in g rea . 
or less degree almost universal. Now it hardly exists. Sma 
people in London generally go away from Saturday till M0 
day to their country houses where they spend their “ wee 
ends.” Sunday is completely secularised. The keener sP'rlj 
play bridge in the garden, and in the evening billiards an 
cards have effectually displaced those ivory letters wm 
were the extreme limit of the gaiety permitted by our fathe

Church-going, though a department of the observance ® 
Sunday, has, he asserts, pretty nearly gone with the re ̂  
The leaders of fashion, as far as he can observe, do not S°.fe 
church at all. Either they “ think it all so silly,” as the vt 
of a statesman said to the Archbishop of Canterbury about t 
service in chapel which precedes dinner at Lambeth Pa*a ̂  
or they are too much fatigued by the social labors ot 
preceding week, or they want to look through their hou 
keeping-books or their betting-books, or they can’t sp 
the time from bridge.

It is currently said that some very great ladies, w‘s.p*ljo 
to combine their own freedom with a proper examp1“ y 
the lower orders, always carry prayer-books when 1 ^  
walk in the park before luncheon on Sunday. R ,u,rs 

- - - - -  the le a fr-well, and it imposes no burden. But though me iveS 
of society have thus completely delivered thejns ^  
from the tyranny of church-going, the led still ,j 
some links of the broken chain. Very smart women 
struggle to an 11.30 service where the music is good, an ¡gfl 
performance does not last more than an hour, and the 
of the popular preacher is not yet quite at an end.

Commenting on the history of relics, the Church T ^g 
points out that “ A church which had the custody ? g ^e 
remains of some noted saints was compelled to exercis j. 
utmost vigilance against their being carried off by -¿ei  
hunters. Other churches, again, which were ill-pr° efe 
with such treasures, were fain to invent them, or at leas 
not careful to investigate the genuineness of thos® jjg 
exhibited to the faithful. If Chaucer and Boccaccio 
relied upon as witnesses, the Friars were guilty of the 
outrageous imposition in this respect. Before the Re ŝlV 
tion had set in respect for once famous shrines had enof 0f 
declined, as we see in the Pcregrinatio religionts 
Erasmus. When once the spirit of inquiry was a 
bringing to the proof the beliefs of more credujous 
even veneration for sacred persons and places p erishe j d̂ 
with, and in consequence of, the childish stories t 
become incredible.”

rofA dal1iAn Augusta Sunday-school class had been talking a arige' 
and Eve, and their expulsion from Paradise, and t Tl* 
with flaming sword in hand to prevent their retu ^ Jrê P 
teacher asked what it was the angel had in his ha0...tje b?T 
out intruders. The question was directed to one s»1“ 
who remained in deep thought for a moment, and t 
‘ He had a contribution-box.”
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements. A Lull in the Storm.
September, Athenaeum H all, London.

To Correspondents.

ÄlT communications for Mr. Charles Watts in reference to
cturing’ engagements, etc., should be sent to him at 24 
ajIni'|1'a'road, Balham, S.W. If a reply is required, a stamped 
no addressed envelope must be enclosed.

O. W arren  writes : “ I am very sorry that all this 
rouble should have arisen through Mr. Anderson’s mean and 
owardly action in a matter which could have been but of 
mall importance to one so wealthy as he is reputed to be. 
uch action proves him to be utterly careless for the great 

of freedom of thought, and utterly forgetful of your 
ri lant services to that cause during the past twenty-five 
„̂arSl _ I enclose my mite towards relieving Mrs. Foote from 
...aax‘ety for the future, and trust that quite an adequate sum 
1 be forthcoming in a few weeks’ time.”

L^ARR> sending a subscription of ten shillings from Paris to 
j,e ^und for Mrs. Foote, says : “ I am sorry I have not ten 

g 0usand to offer you for your dear husband’s sake.”
•Edmunds wonders what Mr. Anderson is thinking about, and 

°Pes we shall pull through all right.
af ARR-EYATT’—You are mistaken in supposing that sympathy 
a °jle 's °f do value. It is. We are glad to have your letter, 

p na We hope your own clouds will soon roll by.
R Sheffield Friends wish Mr. Foote all success,"and hope he 

y  11 continue his “ great and good work.”
,ju’PR°UL considers it his duty to send his mite to the Fund for 
lib"8' as be is indebted to the Freethinker for helping to

g erate his mind from the doctrine of eternal damnation.
Shall appear in our next.

J, a p
s “ •> sending another subscription to the Fund for Mrs. Foote, 
tvlyu  ̂an? sorry there is not that ready response to your call 
andh  ̂ anticipated. I am glad you intend to take a holiday, 

j p U aope it will be long enough to benefit your health.” 
Wĥ R0WNE (Glasgow) writes : “ I can hardly understand such 
in av,?r as Mr. Anderson’s on the part of anyone who ever felt 
I ^  t*lat *1U was a Freethinker. Had my means permitted, 

W . 0uM gladly have wiped the slate clean for you.”
] J°NEs.—In our next.
T. ^0llpTON.—Many thanks for your second donation. 

of;rWe are obliged to you for your letter, and we make a note 
ms postscript.

tj) D Watt (Glasgow) says that nothing gave him more delight 
tlj n reading in the Freethinker that Mr. Foote had discovered 
Pone? ôcuments in Mr. Anderson’s handwriting. This corres- 
Sp 5ent thinks we are probably suffering through our out- 
oyr ennpss on that ¿30,000 scheme, and he more than shares 

E01 SusP‘c‘on of contingent offers.
*no ^EVINE>—Thanks for the pamphlets you have been kind 

p u£h to send on.
(Ne*S ^ ECEIVED-—Portsmouth Evening News—Truthseeker 
S0„.W *ork)—Progressive Thinker—Lucifer (Chicago)—Free 

lev —Public Opinion (New York)—Boston Investigator— 
L ib r T  (Leicester)—Searchlight (Texas)—Two Worlds—El 
Th-,0-?Pensamiento—Torch of Reason—Zoophilist—Secular 

The (Toronto)—Blue Grass Blade—Freidenker.
Luj ât‘onal Secular Society’s office is at 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, 
Htssy0 E.C., where all letters should be addressed to

n'ark’S W*’° sent* us newspapers would enhance the favor by 
lng the passages to which they wish us to call attention.

u}p Rp N otices must reach i Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate 
’ L.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.

I <?fR,? *°r Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to
0r °lationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate Hill, E.C.

I'shfrf r̂>r Eterature should be sent to the Freethought Pub- 
Hin S Company, Limited, 1 Stationers’ Ilall Court, Ludgate

The f  .
W*H he forwarded direct from the publishing 

10s. g f r e e ,  at the following rates, prepaid :—One year, 
SCA ’ ’ ’ half year, 5s. 3d.; three months, 2s. 8d.

ceet|i°P A d v e r t is e m e n t s:— T h irty  w ords, is . 6 d .; eve ry  suc- 
4s 6d" e t e „  w ords, 6d. Displayed Advertisements :— O ne inch, 
for ¡ip ’ ’ half column, ¿ 1  2s. 6 d .; column, ¿ 2  3s. S p ecial term s

“Petitions.

\Ve
wisely ^  found that other religions are like ours, with pre- 
p}artyrs c..Sarnc basis, the same idiotic miracles, the same 
Lhrist ’ ¿.he same early fathers, and, as a rule, the same 
0l*rs are j. j v‘or’ It will hardly do to say that all others like 
ftahtialiv ri a.nc* ours fhe only true one, when others sub- 
ast found *1 are thousands of years older. We have at 

jhaq t0 that a religion is simply an effort on the part of 
fee] Cc°unt for what he sees, what he experiences, what 

JtlSersoli what he fears, and what he hopes.— Robeit G.

D u rin g  the past week or so I have been enjoying a 
holiday at the seaside with my wife and children. 
Speaking by the card, my wife went there with her 
brood, and invited me to accompany them ; for I have 
no money of my own at present, and she holds the 
family purse-strings. O f course I was very glad to go 
with them, and they were just as glad of my society. 
There was no sort of quarrel or disagreement on that 
head. My children, I suppose, are entitled to an 
annual holiday, even though their father is President 
of the National Secular Society and ought, in some 
people’s opinion, to lead a life of poverty and mortifica
tion, just as if he were qualifying for the Christian 
kingdom of heaven. Anyhow, they are having one. 
And as I look upon their healthy, happy faces, touched 
with the loveliest color in the world, and see the glad 
light in their sweet eyes, and hear the joyous ring of 
their fresh young voices, I feel that there is something 
really worth living for, and that, even if there were no 
other reason, I must be strong and brave for their 
sakes. My wife, too, who is not as well as she should 
be, was much in need of a wholesome change of scene. 
A woman’s worst terror, next to losing her husband, is 
losing her home ; and that terror has been her daily and 
nightly companion for months. Byron says that man’s 
love is of his life a thing ap art; ’tis woman’s whole exist
ence. Perhaps this is an exaggeration, but it contains a 
good deal of truth. And surely there is a similar truth with 
regard to the home. Man is somewhat more nomadic than 
woman. She has been tending the first altar fire— that 
of the hearth— for countless millenniums ; and when the 
home goes she feels lost on tossing seas. Nor is this 
mere sentimentality. It is sound and healthy instinct. 
For the home is the ark of civilisation. A shifting tent 
is nothing. W e must have a fixture, a place to which 
the affections tend, and where the household gods may 
settle themselves firmly. I have seen a poor country 
laborer approaching his humble cottage on a summer 
evening; I have seen a dear little maid run out to meet 
him ; 1 have seen the little hand nestle in the great 
strong palm ; and as the setting sunlight fell upon them, 
and I watched the trustful eyes looking up and the pro
tecting eyes looking down, and observed the man’s 
proud port as he stepped towards his own door, I felt 
that I was near an earthly paradise. Its guardian angel 
was probably inside, hovering over pots and pans, or 
watching a kettle boil. Very prosaic, do you say? 
W ell, that only shows your want of imagination. The 
most beautiful flower in the world is of the earth earthy, 
if you look deep enough ; and a woman who is pre
paring food for her husband and children, putting the 
love of her heart into it as well as the labor of her 
hands, is engaged in an angelic task— far more so than 
any celestial messenger I ever read of, even in the verses 
of the great John Milton himself.

For my own part, I needed a change likewise. I was 
not ill, but I was “ off color.” I did my work as a 
matter of duty. I had no pleasure in it. The spring 
(so to speak) was not broken, but it was run down, and 
wanted winding up. I had passed through a very 
trying time, and was rather hectic and febrile. I wanted 
to get away from my work, or at least the drudgery of 
it ; to leave London and its hot, dusty streets behind 
me ; to behold the sky and the sea, to get into touch 
again with Mother Nature, the sustainer and consoler ; 
to let the hours pass calmly as the sun passes from east 
to west, to let the heart regain its equable pulse and the 
brain its old serenity.

As I write I feel a little dull. But it is a wholesome 
dulness— the dulness of a fallow field. I wish I could 
do simply nothing. I have just now an immense 
capacity for indolence. But I must do something. For 
a journal is like a wheel— you cannot miss a single 
revolution ; and a journal like the Freethinker depends 
so much upon the presence and activity of its conductor. 
Some day, however, I hope to do what I have never 
done since this journal was started ; namely, to go 
away for a whole month, with a few good books to 
read, but not a word to write except a line to an old 
friend, which is, after all, not writing, but conversation 
on paper. Archbishops, bishops, deans, canons, and
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archdeacons, I believe, get such a holiday every year. 
Happy men ! I believe this is also the case with the 
vast majority of rectors and vicars— though I hardly 
know about the poor curates. And a crowd of Non
conformist ministers enjoy the same blessed privilege. 
Yes, and it seems hard that the President of the National 
Secular Society should never enjoy it, even if it came 
only once or twice in a lifetime.

Some weeks ago I mentioned that the Rev. Hugh 
Price Hughes had returned from a long holiday, and 
that some wealthy W esleyans had presented him with 
a nice cottage in Surrey, just at the moment when a 
wealthy Freethinker presented me with a receiving 
order in the Court of Bankruptcy. Since then I have 
seen that Mr. Hughes has broken down again, and that 
he is to “ do nothing for a very long time,” by his 
doctor’s orders. I presume his salary will go on all 
right— which is very com forting; and I believe his 
salary for one year would pay all my debts twice over—  
which is not comforting.

On Thursday (Aug. 8) I must run up to London and 
attend the first meeting of my creditors. W hatever is 
decided then, I shall return to the seaside without a suit 
of mourning. When I face the worst I face it squarely. 
The draught goes down in one gulp. I abhor sips of 
danger. Leave that to fools and cowards. When I 
was in prison I drank the cup straight off. All the rest 
of the time I just waited for the door to open. I knew 
hurry was no good, so I did not hurry ; I knew fretting 
was no good, so I did not fret. I simply waited.

My creditors will not fill a big room. I laugh when 
I think of the crowd that some people (and perhaps 
Mr. Anderson) expected.

I will now say a word about Mr. Anderson. His 
solicitors sent a representative to the Freethought 
Publishing Company’s offices, to inspect the originals 
of the documents referred to in last week’s Freethinker. 
This gentleman saw the applications for Shares made by 
the original supporters of the Company, before Mr. 
Anderson took twenty-five of the 500 Shares he 
had promised to take. I suppose it was thought 
that perhaps the announcements I published at the time 
were bogus announcements. But it was easy enough 
for Miss Vance to show that (excepting Mr. Anderson’s 
500) more Shares were applied for, during the first three 
or four months of the Company’s existence, instead of 
less, than the number promised. That little loophole of 
escape is therefore closed. It will not do for Mr. 
Anderson to say that he promised to take 500 Shares if 
the number of Shares subscribed were sufficient, and 
that the number of Shares subscribed was not sufficient.

But we must assume that he could give it if he chose- 
It is even announced that he has drawn a “ substantial 
cheque” for some “ more practical object” — which, by 
the way, is rather a poor compliment to the magnificent 
^ 30 ,ooo scheme. It is not said whether the substantial
cheque is for a Freethought purpose, or a quasii-Free-
thought purpose, or a pseudo-Freethought purpose^ or
a Hospital, or a Cats’ Home-—for which last institution 
I could suggest a candidate. But the cheque is sub
stantial. That is the chief point, at least for my object. 
It proves that Mr. Anderson could not be ruined, or 
seriously affected, by paying for those 500 Shares. And 
I suggest that he should fulfil obligation Number One 
before addressing himself to obligation Number Two.

When I hear what the “ substantial cheque ” is for, * 
may have something to say about it ; and my suspicion 
is that it will be something unpleasant— something that 
may induce me to cast aside the last remnants of 
reticence, and let in the full daylight upon this matter, 
which, I daresay, is to some people still very perplex- 
ing.

And now a word with regard to my appeal on behalf 
of the Fund for Mrs. Foote. While I sincerely thank 
those who have subscribed, I must say that I feel dis
appointed at the lethargy or dilatoriness of some who 
have not subscribed. An occasion like this enables one 
to discover who are one’s real friends. Those who 
reckon themselves such are invited to furnish the evi
dence. It is a time for plain speaking. And I may ado 
that I shall always keep a complete list by me of those 
who have shown a practical sympathy with me in my 
present trouble. To stand aside now is, in one sense, 
to stand aside for ever. G. W . F o o t e .

The Fund for Mrs. Foote.

T. T., £ 2  2s.; G. Parr, 10s.; W. Cromach, 3s ; Maj°r 
G. O. Warren, £ 1  is.; M. J. F., 5s.; S. Edmonds, iosj  
W. H. S., 5s.; M. S. D., 10s.; Miss Crisp, 5s.; J. E. T., £>'•2' 
Mr. and Mrs. Pickett, 10s.; Ead, 10s.; A. Tye, 10s.; P. R°^' 
land, 5s.; R. W., 2s. 6d.; J. Strachan, 4s.; J. A. 5s.; T. ”  , 
Roberts, 5s.; Mr. and Mrs. Kimberley, 5s.; W .C .Webber, i°s” 
T. Hall, is.; F. W. Donaldson, 5s.; H. Tonge, 2s. 6d-> 
R. E. D., ios.; A. E. E.,ss.; H. Barnes, 2s. 6d.; J. Gair, 2s. 6_u■> 
J. Davies, 2s. 6d.; S. Holman, 2s. 6d.; R. L. M aitland,*2’. 
G. Calcutt, 2s. 6d. ; F. Frangary, 2s. 6d. ; M. Sproul, 5H; j 
Four Sheffield Friends, 6s. 6d. ; J. A. B., 2s. Cd. ; Dav’( 
Watt, 5s. ; J. Crompton (second donation), £ \  ios. ; J- 
Browne, ios. ; Stamps, is.

Besides, the number was proved to be sufficient by Mr. 
Anderson himself. He helped to found the Company 
on the basis of the promises in the Freethinker— which 
promises, as I have said, were exceeded. He signed 
the Memorandum and Articles of Association. He 
became one of the first Directors. He was legally a 
party, with the other Directors, to the purchase of my 
business. And to say, or insinuate, after all this, that 
the subscription of Shares was insufficient, would be 
simply to make himself a laughing-stock, or something 
very much worse.

Mr. Anderson has not asked to see the originals of 
the documents I fortunately discovered, showing that 
his promise to take 500 Shares was not a matter of my 
invention, but a matter of his own handwriting. Nor 
have his solicitors asked to see them more closely, 
although I offered to place them in the Secretary’s 
hands for the purpose of inspection. Mr. Anderson’s 
solicitors, in whose hands he appears to have put his 
conscience, were evidently not anxious to see anything 
that proved he was under an obligation. They evidently 
wanted to find something by means of which the obliga
tion could be evaded. This, at any rate, is how I read 
their action, and I say so boldly, without the slightest 
hesitation ; leaving them, and him, to their remedy if 
they feel aggrieved.

Considering the eager way in which he pursued me, 
it is (or should be) surprising that Mr. Anderson takes 
so long a time to decide whether he ought to keep his 
public pledge. W e all know that the ¿£500 is not a 
serious consideration to him. Has he not spent a good 
deal of money in advertising that he can afford to give 
away ¿£15,000? True, he has not got to give away that 
amount, owing to the contingent character of his offer.

Sugar Plums.
Mr. Foote intends to reopen the Athenaeum Hall, T°t|o 
ham-court-road, on the first Sunday evening in Septen1 ’ 
when the old frequenters of the place will probably be gj:l >s 
reassemble, especially in view of the fact that Mr. b°° . \ 
opening address will very likely be on a subject of spee 
interest to the party that has for more than eleven years d 
him the honor of electing him as President.

¡\F-The Searchlight, published at Waco, Texas, reprints 
Foote’s imaginary conversation between Satan and Mic‘ia

The West Ham case has fizzled out so far, the mag's ' 0{ 
deciding that he had no jurisdiction. Councillor Terre ’ 
the National Democratic League, and Mr. Edward 'I a . ejr 
of the West Ham N. S. S. Branch, were the defendants, o( 
legal representative being Mr. W. M. Thompson, the e g 
of Reynolds', who is also a practising barrister. Mr- A. -\fr. 
instructed Miss Vance to inform Mr. Parker that, 1 
Thompson were engaged for the defence before the 1 ¡s 
strate, the N. S. S. would contribute towards the costs, gofi 
not quite fair, therefore, to represent the Democratic G ‘ 0n 
as acting alone in this matter. Not that Mr. Tno r 
says so, but others have been stating or suggesting 
newspaper correspondence.

We have no idea what next step will be taken w th e
■ ist

persons, whoever they are, that want to stop the Secula :__i* . . r*. , /• 1 /-» r-% . •  ̂Ll-tl ( ■ta“1i-----'■“ 'V *** WC*.1L iv aiup V*- - reft*
meetings at Stratford Grove. But this we feel pretty ^~ c it_r"........ ...* 1 1 . »tv in *  ti 1 *il «vtill ^of— that Councillor Terrett and Mr. Parker will pu|* Ujl£1vc 
the fences if they are erected again. Public meeting* t|lCrn

is
been held there time out of mind, and the right to hoi ^  
should not be given up without a struggle. There see -s- - - O---- —r  --------------- no  ---  4 *■ tJI»-' y
be no certainty as to whom the ground belongs, E>m thel1 
no reason why bigots should be allowed to dictate 
more sensible neighbors.
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to • 6i °'3s*:ruction ” case at Chatham, which was referred 
Ath*'1 aSt wee^'s Freethinker, was duly heard before Mr. 
(■ avves, the magistrate, who did not conceal his bias in 

,or | the prosecution. The charge against Mr. R. P, 
annW a r d s  was> however, dismissed. Mr. Clement Edwards 
whi fv}®’ ?n bebalf of the Independent Labor Party, for 
devc 1 P- Edwards was lecturing, argued the case with
5ar„ rneSL and persistency, and in tiie end Superintendent 
a'bad nt ladJ;0 £'ve way. It appears that the summons was
Sll T>ut that mistake was to be rectified, and a fresh
retn rn°u? to be taken out under the Highways Act. This is 
S1, rna]?'e f°r August 12. The cost to the defence 
^essful) is likely to be about
SOmUCCeS-SfU'- N °  d0 u bt th c
t)l(,'o ass>stance, as the police attack was first directed against 
no “ eKCuIaris.ts- *.t seems pretty certain that the police see 

obstruction ” in religious meetings.
Mr.

Writes
¿ i j ’unday morning in keeping the Christian Evidence

„  (¡f
^,15. More, of course, if 

N.S. S. Executive will render
.j

polii

D- Frankel, Secretary of the E. London Branch, 
I am glad to inform you that we again succeeded 
/ mo

Mill r ^ / 1 a reasonable distance from our meeting on the 
la r '"nt* Waste. YVe ]laj  a g-ooci meeting, about twice as 
4‘on a\rt lat °* tbe Christian party, and made a good conce
rned 1 X': Sunda7 (Aug. 11) we have decided to try a novel
in t| . continuing to keep the Christian Evidence people 
our f lr P̂ ace> and we hope that all local friends will turn 
- ■ t0 assist us ' ‘ ' ‘in this interesting and possibly amusing
scherrie.'

thpiI'J?r.CrisP'1 and b*s relatives gave no encouragement to
bflfe, „

i,..ed''nker. Whatever his faults or his blunders, Crispi has

‘S*ng Church dignitary who came to the house withan „11 ^
of the last sacrament for the dying statesman and

UlWavq K vi 1..0 U.U.IUU», n as
their ] eCn a stronii man, and men of his calibre can “ fight 

ast battle ” without the aid of priestly mummery.

Tim
Hell not Half so Hot.

eno^ather in Kansas, the first of the month, was hot 
■ 'hr,,1,, •' }° S've rise to the following item in the Leavenworth 
the |fc '—"As a result of the drought, John Remsburg,
Atch;s Urer and fru't grower, who lives just over the line in 
V  ria? c °unty, had an unpleasant dream last week. He 

ton his Acme harrow in the heat and dust all day, and 
'ke.irr, hod with a severe headache. During the night he 
^und t . ‘hat he was in hell. Everything was parched 

¡l y him : * ........................*Miilg " bim ; the sun appeared like a ball of fire above him ;
?Vcs °T bot a'r scenled to sweep from the mouth of a 

e*chan r.neath him. Presently the Devil appeared. After 
said t0 fu g  courtesies, and conversing awhile, Remsburg
adrnir Us suPP°sed host : ‘ I am your friend ; I have always 
can’t st you- and vvould like more of your company ; but I 
W, and this climate, and I beg of you to let me go home.’ 

I err>sb u Tou 'ivo?’ said the Devil. ‘ In Kansas,’ said
And ‘ You are in Kanst

jL1» trom'',11 arc you doing in Kansas ?’ asked Remsburg. ‘ I 
,X;iiiS3S t d with rheumatism,’ said the Devil, ‘ and came to 
C°M f0r n° sPcnd the summer, as my climate is too wet and

¡as now,’ said the Devil.

Hope’s Word.

■ p (VlLI.ANEI.LE.)

Lev .11 and fraud still enthral men here, 
The n,U ?vo.r whispers what Hope hath said :
^  'ght is ending ; the dawn is near.

p e o p le ’s cause shall be held yet dear,
ThouL T donl nlore than a dream shall spread, 
•j, A ’ faith and fraud still enthral men here.

Till? Pcople’s cry do the gods give ear?
The nio-i t- l r 's Past> their old power is dead, 

k >t is ending ; the dawn is near.T|
And t *ose heart, for their God is fear,

Thoupir? . aud knowledge have bruised his head ; 
Still  ̂ ,ait 1 and fraud still enthral men here.

Is witf  triumphs, and Mammon’s sphere 
The >. Tct wisdom with joy shall wed—
‘ Ma

. . J  1 *» l o U U I l l  W i l l i  J U y  o l i t i l i  \

k H is ending, the dawn is near.

•pMTtoseV not men 1” sang the poet seer,*
* hough f°r the world’s deep wrong once bled.......

niiri't. and fraud still enthral men here, 
k tt is ending, the dawn is near !

J. A. B.l( . — J
Sq — ■ ■ . —— ..

ambitious young preacher, “ I long to do 
SuSgest ‘,CLior ‘he Master.” “ Why not stop prcach- 
" Miss Kandor.

* Shelley.

Rationalism. —V.
R e a so n  th e  S u prem e  G u id e  t o  T r u th  an d  th e  

o n l y  In f a l l ib l e  A u t h o r it y  in B elief  an d  
P r a c t ic e .

( Concluded from page 4.85.)
T he next, and last, question vve have to answer in con
nection with our subject is : W hat part has reason 
played in the progress and history of the individual and 
the race ? Though some answer to this question is 
implied in what we have already said, still we will try 
to give some more specific answer to it, though it must 
be very inadequate.

If we trace back the history of mankind to its earliest 
periods, before there was any written history, we find, 
by the evidence of archaeology, how low man was in 
his manner of living. W e find him, at the same time, 
to be very lacking in thinking capacity. W e find, 
indeed, that he had not yet risen to the dignity of man. 
At best he was a mere cave-dweller, a troglodyte, whose 
head was not yet brightened by the jewel of reason. 
But by-and-bye reason evolved, and with its evolution 
individual and social life evolved with it— not in one, 
but in all directions. In the place of the crooked stick for 
turning the soil, he has now the steam plough. Instead 
of living in caves, he can, at least, live in a one-roomed 
tenement house, unless he is out of a job— in which 
case he has a difficulty in even doing that. But he may 
become a capitalist or landlord, and then he can live in 
a splendid mansion or a gorgeous palace— nay, not in 
one only, but in one of many, in many parts of the 
world, when at any time he feels the need of a change. 
Most wonderful of all, he need care not at all whether 
he has work to do or not.

Instead of timorously sailing round the shore in his 
dugout, man can, by the power and application of his 
reasoning faculty, cross the oceans of the world, and 
meet with confidence the opposing winds and the 
heavings and the tossings and crossings of the wonderful 
waves of the sea. Yes, by the evolution of intellect, 
and especially reasoning intellect, man has made all the 
progress visible in the world to-day. By its further, 
and still freer, activity and application will he make the 
progress which is yet to be. Without it no progress 
ever has been made, nor ever can be made. W hy, then, 
should anyone hate this great mental power, and call it 

mere carnal reason’ ’ ? W hy, even theology has 
advanced by the aid of reason. Theology, in spite of 
its conservative nature, which is at once its weakness 
and its strength— its weakness when it is false, and its 
strength when it is true— has been rationalised and 
civilised by “ carnal reason.” The ideas men now have 
of God are more humane, more just, more reasonable 
than were those held by the primitive theologians, the 
naked savages and cave-dwellers of the early ages. 
Even the theology of Scotland has greatly advanced 
during the last fifty years. In that period the whole 
civilised world has made great strides in the evolution 
of its theology. Since then the crudities, the bar
barities, and imbecilities once considered the very 
essence of thc Christian theology itself have almost 
entirely passed away, until to-day we see the Higher 
Critics, the most earnest and intelligent of the Christian 
clergy, holding the same position in regard to theology 
in general, and Christianity in particular, as that held by 
Thomas Paine over one hundred years ago, and pub
lished by him in his still famous book, characteristically 
entitled The Age of Reason. Indeed, reason is now so 
much in vogue, and the importance of its function so 
well known and admitted, that not only, as we have 
ilready said, are the leaders of the world all Rational
ists now, but even we, the people in the street, are all 
Rationalists too. Indeed, the average clergyman, even, 
is so likew ise; the trouble with him being that he is 
more knave than fool, more humbug than irrationalist, 
more dishonest than lacking in intelligence or reason. 
The proof of this is found if you study his operations 
outside of his profession, for there you see him using 
his reason as efficiently, and with as much profit to him
self, as does the most anti-theological Secularist in the 
land.

W hile condemning the use of reason in theology, 
the orthodox clergyman admits its usefulness, and 
benefits by its application in every other relationship
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of life. Even to him in sickness medicine is more 
potent than prayer, and obedience to the natural laws 
more conducive to happiness than is sacrifice to the 
gods. He realises the truth of the Chinese proverb, 
“ Religions are many, but reason is one ; and we are all 
brothers.” Among the many desirable effects wrought 
by reason in its work for human progress, the part it 
has played, and is playing, in unifying the truth, and 
separating it from the error contained in all the religions 
of the world, is one of the most powerful illustrations 
and proofs of its power for performing its function of 
distinguishing truth from error and separating good 
from evil. When this work of reason is completed, 
it will then be seen that true religion is also one— one 
with itself, one with science, and one with philosophy. 
It will then be clearly seen that religion is just science 
traced back to its final source of causation, the unknown, 
eternal mode of causality, with devotional feeling, and 
a sense of subjection to its supreme influence over our 
lives ; just as philosophy is science traced back to the 
same final source of causation in a more abstract, unemo
tional w ay ; that each is but a different aspect of the same 
universal truth, seen from two different points of view. 
But when our point of view is completed, it is then seen 
that the truth itself is a unity, and not a thing of shreds 
and patches. It is then seen that religion is a philosophy, 
and philosophy is religion; and these two are one. 
Reason and science and devotional sentiment are the 
factors by which “ the power behind humanity and all 
other things ” has produced this highest product of the 
human consciousness— a scientific, a philosophical, and 
a true religion, which the nearer he has reached it the 
more control man has had over himself, and the forces 
of nature around him. When this goal of human pro
gress— a true religion— is finally reached, and charac
terises society as fully as it now characterises the most 
rational and cultured members of it, the theologian will 
not then look askance at rational inquirers, nor have 
anything but an honest love for the term and meaning 
of the once hated word “ Rationalism but he will 
see, and admit, that Rationalism, and what it stands 
for, has been an invaluable blessing to the world ; that, 
without its adequate development, man would still be 
all over the world, what he is, even yet, in many of its 
parts, a naked, a houseless, and a miserable savage, 
the slave of grotesque and foolish fears, and the doer 
of barbarous and cruel deeds ; but by the divine revela
tions of reason, the progress made possible by Rational
ism, he is now clothed where he was once naked, and 
housed where he was once shelterless, and in his right 
mind where he was once the victim of all sorts of fearful 
delusions. All will see that this supreme intellectual 
power, which has done so much for man in the past 
history of the race, must continue to have a place, and 
a still higher, even the supreme authoritative place, in 
his future career. And as it has been to him such 
a blessing in the past, in spite of all opposition from 
Church and State, from bigoted and interested persons, 
it will, when this opposition no longer exists, be to him 
a still greater blessing in the time to come ; and in 
blessing him it will surely crown him, and in crowning 
him it will crown him Lord of All.

J. M a c D o u g a l l .

Echoes from Everywhere.

FROM A SPORTING CONTEMPORARY.

T he recent spiritualist controversy in the Referee (ye®' 
in the R eferee!) is interesting from an outside stand
point. The trouble seems to be to decide whether 
certain happenings are caused by “ spirits ” or n o t; but 
it does not occur to anyone to explain precisely what a 
“ spirit” is. The Theist elucidates his mystery °t 
creation by his mystery of God. In like manner the 
spiritualist accounts for phenomena of which we know 
little, by the hypothesis of “ spirits,” of which we know 
less. Inspired by the egotistic and groundless hope 0 
immortality, he would solve one difficulty by the intro
duction of another. The wish is parent to the 
thought.

FROM THE CRITICS.

The critical genius, like genius of every sort,_ lS 
subject to temperament. Two men of equal reasoning' 
capacity will not necessarily hold the same views. Eac , 
will employ his logic to support his preconceptions, an 
these are the result of circumstance and temperament- 
Few writers, for example, have shown more acut 
literary acumen than Poe, and few have penned more 
preposterous critiques. He could seldom discove 
faults in women or virtues in enemies. In the one case 
his perception was dominated by temperament; in th 
other by circumstances.

Many fine logicians have tried to bolster up_ m 
Christian superstition. That they have failed so miser" 
ably is its most effective condemnation.

FROM THE “ LITERARY GUIDE.”  ’
The pages of a Freethought paper are unaccustome 

vehicles for passion ; but the Literary Guide bea 
evidence of the extraordinary persistence of feebUn. 
á propos of the war. There cannot be an overplus 
sweet reasonableness in this vale of tears when a PraC 
tised disputant like Mr. J. M. Robertson finds it nece£j 
sary to stigmatise as a liar one who has only venture 
to criticise him. Perhaps he thought, with the 0 
appointed hunter : “ Ven ze Frenchman chase ze tigai ’ 
c ’est grand— c'est magnifique !  But ven ze tigaire cl>a _ 
ze Frenchman, c ’est le diable /” W ell, J. M. R-  ̂
“ gone fo r” the rash reviewer, and the reviewer 11 
replied in kind, and the alarmed editor has felt c 
strained to interpose, and there are weeping and w a i1 r 
and gnashing of teeth. ^

In Christian circles it was ever thus. But what 
devil was Mr. Robertson doing in that galley ?

FROM LA BELLE FRANCE. _
M. Jean Jaurès, a prominent Freethinker and Soc,a ¡̂s 

has got into hot water with his friends for allowing 
daughter to be educated at a religious establishm ^  
He explains that he consents to this because he 
right to forbid his children taking part in rejig ^  
exercises “ under the direction of their mother. ^  
phrase is a little ambiguous. Does he mean tha
children act under their mother’s direction, or..... •’ p0jj

The French Freethinkers should not be too harduijiiy 
their confrère. The boldest among them, if “ ul?eĈ n a 
yoked” with a Christian wife, might “ speaa _ 
monstrous little voice.” E. R. W o o d W A

The Fetish Man Abroad.

Governor D ockery, of Missouri, has given the world a 
glimpse of his intellectual standing. A month ago he issued 
the following proclamation, appointing last Sunday as a day 
of prayer for rain : “ Whereas, the prevailing drought is 
widespread, and disaster threatens our commonwealth, and 
whereas, many earnest Christian people have petitioned that 
a day of fasting and prayer be appointed ; wherefore be it 
known that Sunday, July 21, be, and the same is hereby set 
apart as, a day of fasting and prayer, that the threatened 
disasters may be averted ; and to this end the people are 
requested to assemble at their usual places of worship to 
invoke the blessings of Almighty God. In testimony whereof 
I have hereunto set my hand, and caused to be affixed the 
great seal of the State of Missouri.” And that is all done in 
this year of enlightenment, nineteen hundred and one ! What 
will the people in the year two thousand think of this age if 
they discover this proclamation in their historical researches ? 
Probably about what we of this day think of the savages of 
Africa.— Truthseeker (New York).

What Americans would Have Done.

T he Kansas Mail and Breeze, in reply to a corresp jj ifl 
says:—“ Your question as to what would have happ \ 
the Garden of Eden if Pierpont Morgan and 
had been there in place of Adam and Eve is_ Pure.-0(] if t  
lative, and hardly a proper subject for considerati^^ t 
great moral, political, and agricultural guide, <Je ture f  
facts, like this paper. However, we might v.en0t l,aJj, 
opinion. Our judgment is that the serpent would , 
found Pierpont and Hettie the easy marks he f°u, ,d W
and Eve. They would have shown him, before he ^ 0pt 
long in the garden, that they knew so much more he 
fruit business than he had ever dreamed of that ^  ha 
have felt like thirty cents. Furthermore, they vv’°uvv0uldjjvili
been in the garden over three days before they 'Vpe Ve. 
had a corner on apples, and would have compelled ^¡pg 
when he visited them, to pay for the privilege of c 
tree.”

thc
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Correspondence.

CLERICAL CRITICISM RUN MAD.
TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

' The Rev. Henry J. Alcock is still more amusing now 
at he has become savage. I endeavored to reply to him in 
«™ and Philosophic tone. He calls my attempt “ tall talk 

s °%  speculation,” and invites me to descend. Well, I 
m PP°se I must descend to the Rev. Alcock’s plane, though it is 

uch too reminiscent of the style at debating societies twenty 
J a&°> and is rather rabid in the present Dog Days, 
him ■ su£Sests, in his opening remarks, that I have afforded 
jsm ^sufficient ground for “ argumentation.” But—joy in 
t a •—he discovers enough to go upon, and to inspire him 
a ,  a  j of quite too previous paeans of triumph. If the Rev. 
enr°i dllnks that the observations I offered solely for his 
s3 ‘Shtenment are all that I, or other Freethinkers, have to 
tha , °ut the Decalogue, he is mistaken. There is more 
Whn *le apparently dreams of in his exegetical philosophy.

?y “oesn’t he buy a few elementary books ?
Me) P.uts.‘ti there might be a supposition that I had said 
(Ij Unt Sinai was not enveloped in “ fire and smoke,” but 
the * Pnests immediately then and there persuaded 

.People, against their own observation, that these accom-

dlese. accompaniments took place, and the Rev. Alcock

n A---J Uguiuok. tllV/ 1 1  o w n  OL/OOl *UUOW) -
Wniments to the delivery of the Decalogue took place. But 

eul not say so, for the simple reason that I do not believe 
lae Biblical story at all. I said it was “ represented ’’ that 
eese accompaniments took place, and the Rev. Alcock 
ĴPplies the place where it was represented when he speaks 

getting the fable inserted in the Hebrew national 
°nicle.” There are many other fables in that nationalchr,

Far°n'C*e' ^  the ^ ev- Alcock doubts that, let him ask Dean 
t[: rr?r> Canon Driver, Canon Cheyne, and other well-known 

Sjutaries of his own Church.
a lu r ^icock’s choice remarks about “ the wildest ravings of 
to p a*'c ” and “ childish statements ” do not apply to me, but 
The X°dus> where the representations I referred to appear. 
ap ,.m°ral he draws from this mare’s-nest is equally mis- 
*inii ' says : " Truly the difficulties of Agnosticism are 
io Itlerable and insurmountable.” To commence with, I 
the U Cad myself “ Agnostic and, if I did, this question of 
ma ecalogue has nothing to do with Agnosticism. People 

Believers in the existence of God, as Paine and Voltaire 
W ^nd wholly reject the dishonoring conceptions of Deity 
aUti, PPcar *n the Bible. The Rev. Alcock may be surprised 
his rw .  ̂ *s a fact, and 1 present it to him as an addition to11, 1U U 1UVI| U11M A j/i VO'

,ot too extensive knowledge.ihen ... .. .. .  0
lanj>.en the Rev. Alcock says: “ Coming directly to the
Com, &e I condemn, I find references only to the two first ‘“ tnn^.1. .. , . . . . . . . .
not
th

piands, all remarks on the third being omitted.” That is 
rUe. The third commandment is : “ Thou shalt not take

hold the Cord thy God in vain, for the Lord will not
c°Ver Su,ltless that taketh his name in vain.” This was 
self . :*n my general observations on the petty conceit and 
as it ?Portance of Israel’s special and local god. Suppose, 
aga; nas Been suggested, that the commandment is directed 
the n St ^Ise swearing ; why should the specific offence be 
of UniL°/ ihi*. g°4's name rather than the real moral offence 
"ider USt dealing ? But the commandment has, in fact, a 
'-that^B'i^tion. It is applied to so-called “ blasphemers ” 
beCaii ls> people who use this god’s name without reverence 
Hot |oSe Biey do not believe he exists, and who, ipso facto, are 
ibopt^P'^mers at all. A universal God would care nothing 

n erc use °f Bis name, opprobriously or otherwise. 
t‘°n 0fU d h>e superior to it, as I am to Mr. Alcock's assoc: 
The u ”9' name with the “ wildest ravings of a lunatic.” 
Utneh ta,versal God might smile—perhaps even that is too

rate he would smile com-Tassir. exPect of him— but at any
, Mr ^ tely> as I do
th^ T|cock makes it a complaint that I refer “ quietly to 

r6ferre[j lree„coininanclments,’ the third of which he has never 
’tecessa -i0-" But then I had referred to it generally, and 
f e e d e r ’ because it is part and parcel of the two which 

6rbans u Anyhow, I have dealt with it specifically now. 
'Vere try" U intended sting is in the word “ quietly,” as if I 
°u the p g to °vade something. Doesn’t it begin to dawn 
''uite u, <rV- Alcock that he, too, would have done well to 

How c>UleBy " ?
!i6 seê er>1 have not done with the Rev. Alcock yet, though 
.I- give l • Prec*pitately intimate that he has done with me. 
t P°ses f m UP ” is the phrase with which he summarily 
tk 0 6rst r nie‘ hie says : “ Moreover, the references to the 
> y  are “ .‘T’ mandments] are sadly confused.” Apparently 
Ik * W n f r‘ Alcock’s mind ; but that is not my fault. He 
, S e  p . 0 s<jme of my “ language,” which he “ condemns.” 
Cq any rafVe-r USC<J such language as the “ twofirst." Here, 

phraseology, it is my critic who is “ sadly 
^Uiinrr . However, that is a small matter.god"111111̂  t "\'JWUVeri that is a small matter.

Uie 1 * re no f U Broad question of the character of Israel’s 
arid'1' this ,rlti °?y assertion that in the first command- 
Aia ?Ccepts ti " rec°g nises that there are other gods, 
1 ('Hr save Hle Position of one amongst many.” Mr.M°d.’ .. Is • “ In ti,„ r.,1 „r t|,« .„nt-Hthero • Bie rightful signification of the word 

ls but one.” So we should think ; but that

is not the signification of the framer of the Decalogue, 
nor of the writers of the earlier portions of the Old Testa
ment. The text cited by Mr. Alcock from Corinthians 
is nothing to the point. There was another, and an 
entirely different, god then, as there is another and a subli
mated god worshipped now. He is still called God ; but the 
God of the present day is no more like the God of the Old 
Testament or of St. Paul’s time than chalk is like cheese. 
As to the recognition of other gods by the god of Israel, read 
Isaiah xlii. 8 : “ I am the Lord, that is my name, and my 
glory will I not give to another.” That statement is repeated 
in Isaiah xlviii. n . The Israelitish idea was that he was 
simply a king above all other gods.

Last of all I come to the declaration : “ For I the Lord thy 
god am a jealous god, visiting the iniquity of the fathers 
upon the children unto the third and fourth generation of 
them that hate me.” Mr. Alcock says I have “ wasted much 
eloquence ” on this passage. Mr. Alcock is quite too fond 
of these question-begging observations, which he seems to 
regard as arguments. The reader might be allowed the 
privilege of passing some little judgment on the matters in 
dispute. I repeat that the declaration, which he tones down 
to a threat, is a piece of “ revengeful savagery only con
ceivable of a mere tribal god.” Mr. Alcock suppresses my 
accompanying statement that such malevolence is incon
gruous with any conceivable idea of “ an infinitely powerful 
and beneficent Being.” This important addition makes all 
the difference in the world to the argument I advanced, and, 
as I knew, would anticipate the reply Mr. Alcock now 
adduces. He says if I would “ steadily reflect upon what is 
taking place everywhere, and ever has been taking place so 
far as we know, he (Mr. Neale) would perceive that what he 
holds incredible is actual, every-day fact in all lands. Sins of 
fathers are plainly visited on children, of which the sons 
of drunkards, spendthrifts, and criminals are melancholy 
evidence.” This old reply, made, I believe, by Bishop 
Watson in answer to Thomas Paine, I had in mind when I 
carefully wrote the words which Mr. Alcock, with a dis
ingenuousness of which I cannot acquit him, has carefully 
omitted. I did not say or imply that it was “ incredible ” that 
children should suffer from heredity. That would be absurd. 
What I said was, that this was not conceivable in regard to a 
god who was “ an infinitely powerful and beneficent being.” I 
say so still. That is one reason why I do not believe in the exist
ence of such a being. There are other aspects of this old 
reply now advanced by Mr. Alcock, but it is sufficient to say 
that, instead of tending to support the Deity of the Old Testa
ment, its direct effect is to drive Deists into Atheism. The 
moral sense revolts as much from the injustice of making the 
innocent suffer in a world said to be governed by an all- 
powerful and all-good Deity as it does from this malevolent 
declaration of the Israelitish god. Many Bible-apologists 
have abandoned the argument because of its Atheistic 
tendency, and have adopted the reply which I submitted in 
my first letter, and dealt with, and which I rather thought 
Mr. Alcock would have used. But perhaps, after all, we are 
doing an injustice to the god of Israel by attributing such 
inexcusable vindictiveness to him, for we read : “ Thou shalt 
not avenge nor bear any grudge against the children of thy 
people ” (Leviticus xix. 18). As to any prescience in the 
commandment referred to, it may be assumed that the 
Israelites observed then, as we do now, that the innocent 
suffer for the guilty. Much depends upon the nature of the 
guilt, and none but a vain and vindictive God would punish 
generations unborn because their parents failed to do him 
homage.

There is still much more to be said on the points touched 
upon in this letter. But I think I have said enough, especially 
as I imagine that it is mainly, if not entirely, for the benefit 
of Mr. Alcock. F rancis N e a l e .

Pious Poetry.
Professor Oscar L. Triggs, of the University of Chicago, 

informed the class of English literature at the University 
that the hymns of the Protestant Church are doggerel, and 
that dime novels are literature when compared to Sunday- 
school books. “ You can find very little poetry,” he con
tinued, “ that is not unorthodox. Our whole modern 
civilisation is a mixture of Christianity and Paganism, and 
the Christian spirit by no means dominates. It is well for 
our civilisation that it is so. It would not be well if all men 
were Christians.” What kind of talk is this? What object 
did Professor Triggs have in view ? Was it his desire to 
destroy all reverence for the Christian Church ? Does he not 
know that we live in a Christian land ? Is he ignorant of 
the fact that it is a sin to tell the truth about the Church ? If 
what Professor Triggs says is true, the Christian missionaries 
have no excuse for existence. Shall such statements be 
tolerated in a Christian community? And to put dime novels 
above Sunday-school literature is nothing short of blas
phemy. Professor Triggs should be tried for heresy, for 
attempting to poison and corrupt the minds of the youth of 
the country, and should be expelled from the University of 
Chicago.— Truthseeker (N. Y.).
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.
{N otices o f  L ectu res, e tc ., m ust reach  us b y  first post on T u esd ay , 

and be m arked “  L ectu re  N o tic e ,”  i f  not sen t on post-card .]

L O N D O N .

T he A thenasum H a ll  (73 T otten h am  C ourt-road, W . ) : C losed 
for the summ er.

W est  L ondon E th ical  So c ie ty  (K en sington  T o w n  H all, 
ante-room , first floor): n ,  F . J. W illiam s, “ T h e  S tro n g est Man 
upon E a rth .”

Opf.n-air Propaganda.
B a tter sea  Pa r k  G a t e s : 11.30, S. E . E aston , " W here will 

you  Spend E tern ity  ?”
B r o c k w ell  P a r k  : 3.15, A  lecture ; 6.30, A  lecture.
S tation-road  (C a m b erw e ll): 7.30, A  lecture.
C le r k e n w ell  G reen  : 11.30, F . A . D avies, "C h ristia n ity  and 

W a r .”
E dmonton  (corner o f  A n g e l-ro a d ): 7, E. B. R ose, “  R eligion  

o f  the B o e rs .”
F insbury  Pa r k  (near Band S tan d ): 3.30, T . T hurlow , " C h r is 

tia n ity .”
Hammersmith  B r o a d w a y : 7, E . W hite, “ D id Jesus Perform  

M iracles ?”
H y d e  P a r k  (near M arble A rch) : 11.30, E . B. R ose, " T h e 

R eligion  o f  the B o e r s ” ; 3.30, W . J. R am sey, “ W hat T hin k y e  o f 
C hrist ?”

Mile E nd W a ste  : 11.30, W . H eaford, " P ra y e r  and P r a is e ” ; 
7.15, W . J. R am sey, " L a d ie s  o f  the B ib le .”

P eckham  R ye  : 3.15, A  lecture.
R eg en t ’s Pa r k  (near the Fountain) : 6.30, T . Thurlow , " Free- 

th ou gh t.”
S tr a tfo r d  (T h e G rove) : 7, W . H eaford , " G od , M an, and 

the B ib le .”
V ictoria  Pa r k : 3.15, E . B. R ose, " F reethought C on querin g 

and to C o n q u e r” ; 6.15, S. E . E aston , " W h e r e  w ill you  Spend 
E tern ity  ?”

K ingsland  (corner o f  R id ley-road) : 11.30, T . T hurlow , " C h r is 
tia n ity .”

C O U N T R Y .

C hatham  S ecular  S o c ie ty  (Q ueen's-road, N e w  Brom pton): 
2.45, Sunday-school.

S h effield  S ecular  S o c ie ty  (H all o f S cien ce , R ockin gh am - 
s tr e e t) : E xcursion  to W inster, e tc ., D erbyshire. M em bers and 
friends m eet in front o f  M idland Station  a t 10.10 a.m . Train  
le av es for G rindleford a t 10.25. C o n v eya n ces from G rindleford 
to W inster, and return to catch  the 8.28 train for home.

S outh  S hields (Capt. D un can ’s N a vig atio n  S ch ools, M ark et
place) : 7.30, B usiness M eeting.

Works by the late R. G. Ingersoll.

T he H ouse of D eath . 
F un eral O ration s and A d 
dresses. is .

M istakes of M oses, i s . 
T he D evil. 6d. 
S uperstition. 6d. 
S hakespeare. 6d.
T he G ods. 6d.
T he H oly B ible. 6d.
R eply  to G ladstone. With 

an Introduction by G. W. 
F oo te. 4d.

R ome or R eason ? A  Reply 
to C ardin al M anning. 4d. 

C rimes against C riminals. 
3d.

O ration on W alt  W hitman.
3d.

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

Paine. 2d.
E rnest R enan and Jesus 

C hrist. 2d.
T hree P hilanthropists. 2d. 
L ove the R edeemer. 2d.

W hat is R eligio n? 2d.
Is S uicide a  S in ? 2d.
L ast  W ords on S uicide. 2d. 
G od and  the S tate . 2d. 
F aith and F act. Reply to 

D r. Field. 2d.
G od and Man . Second reply 

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

A  D iscussion with the Hon. 
F. D . C ou d ert and G ov. S . L. 
W oodford . 2d.

H ousehold of F aith . 2d. 
A rt and  Morality. 2d.
Do I B laspheme ? 2d. 
S ocial S alvation . 2d. 
Marriage and D ivorce. 2d. 
S kulls. 2d.
T he G reat M istake, id . 
L ive T opics, id.
Myth and M iracle, id. 
R eal B lasphemy, id. 
R epairing the I dols, id. 
C hrist and M iracles, id. 
C reeds and S pirituality, id.

London : T h e  F reeth o u gh t P u blish in g C om pany, Lim ited, 
1 S tatio n ers’ H all C ou rt, London, E .C .

R ecen tly  Published, 24 pp. in cover, price 3d. (with a valuable 
Appendix),

S p iritu a lism  a D elu sio n ; its  F a lla c ie s  E xp o se d .
A Criticism from the Standpoint of Science and Impartial 

Observation.
B y  C H A R L E S  W A T T S .

L o n d o n : T h e  F reeth o u gh t P u blish in g C om pany, Lim ited, 
1 S tatio n ers’ H all C ou rt, E .C .

M E N ’S SU IT S.
~  %

a 1,000
x

. 19s. 6d. EACH.
0  ___________________ ___________ * *

o  V
‘J  ALL COLORS.

State Chest over Vest, and inside leg1 measure 
and weight and height.

Cash with Order.
Satisfaction Guaranteed-

J. W. GOTT, 2 & 4 Union-street, B rad fo rd .

THE BEST BOOK
O N  N E O -M A L T H U S IA N IS M  IS, I B E L I E V E ,

TRUE MORALITY, or THE THEORY AND PRACTICE 

OF NEO-MALTHUSIANISM.
B y J. R. H O L M E S , M .M .L ., M .V .S ., M .N .S .S .

160 pages, -with portrait and autograph, bound in cloth, g i lt  letter 
Price i s . , post free.

tb6
I n order to bring the inform ation within the reach o f the poor, 
m ost im portant parts o f the book a rc  issued in a  pam phlet o> 
p a g e s  at one penny , post free 2d. C op ies o f  the pamph*e 
distribution is . a  dozen post free. „ jyjr.

T h e  N ational Reformer o f  Septem ber 4, 1892, s a y s :  , e
H olm es’ pam phlet....... is an alm ost unexceptional statem ent o ,g
N eo-M althusian theory and p ra ctice ....... and throughout apP t0
to m oral fee lin g ....... T h e  sp ecial value o f  Mr. H olm es’s serv* <- ,g
the N eo-M althusian cau se  and to human w ell-bein g gen era  
ju st his com bination in his pam phlet o f  a  plain statem ent 0 nt 
physical and m oral need for fam ily lim itation with a  plain aC,\ coO’  
o f  the m eans by  w hich it can be secured , and an offer to a 
cerned o f  the requisites at the low est possible p ric e s .” pr.

T h e  C ouncil o f  the M althusian L e a g u e, D r. D rysd a  e, 
Allbutt, and others, h ave  a lso  spoken ot it in v ery  high terms' 

Orders should be sent to the author, _

J. R. HOLMES, HANNEY, WANTAGE,
of

The Safest and Most Effectual Curo for Inflammat*°n 
the Eyes is

Thwaites’ Celandine Loti on- d
C ures inflam m ation in a  few  hours. N e g le c te d  or badly g Dl-e

Di"1'cases. 3 or 4 d ays is sufficient tim e to cure an y  case- L 
and Inflam ed E yelid s. N o th in g  to equal the Lotion > 
n ess o f  S igh t. W ill rem ove Skin  or Film  that som etinie^£nS 0* 
on the E y e . A s  the e y e  is one o f  the m ost sen sitive 0 & 
the body, it needs the m ost carefu l treatm ent. 0(

C ullpeper sa y s  in^ ... his H erbal B ook that if  the vlggCta^e' 
C elandine w ere  ge n era lly  known it would spoil the s[ t i4
m akers' trade, 
stam ps

is . ij^ d . per bottle, w ith d irection s;

a.THW AITES, Herbalist. 2 Church-row, Stockton-00
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THE FREETHOUGHT PUBLISHING COMPANY
(LIMITED).

Registered under the Companies Acts 1862 to 1890.

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

Ordinary Shares are 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.

The 1,000 Deferred Shares, bearing no dividend until Ordinary Shares receive 5 per cent, per annum, were all 
^ubscribed by Mr. G. W . Foote, of whom the Company acquired the Freethinker, the publishing stock, and 
he goodwill of the business.

it is hoped that Freethinkers, not only in Great Britain, but in all parts of the English-speaking world, 
nl feel it to be their duty to take up Shares in this Company. By so doing they will help to sustain the 

Publication of Freethought literature, and to render Freethought propaganda more effectual amongst the 
general reading public.

Mr. G. W . Foote, who started the Freethinker in 1881, and has conducted it ever since, has bound himself 
y agreement to act as Editor of the Freethinker, and as Managing Director of the Company, for a period of 

ten years.
The Company’s Registered Office is at 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate Hill, London, E .C . Copies of 

,e Company’s Articles of Association can be obtained there from the Secretary, Miss E. M. Vance, together 
v*th Application Forms for Shares.

The Company sells its own publications at this address, and all other Freethought and general advanced 
P Wications. Orders for books, pamphlets, magazines, and journals are promptly executed.

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.
°nlents :— General Considerations— Financial— India— China and Japan— Africa and Elsewhere— Converting

the Jews— Conclusions.

Full of facts and figures. Ought to have a wide circulation.

Price Ninepence.
FREETH O U G H T PU BLISH IN G Co., Ltd., i STATIO N ER S’ H A LL COURT, LONDON, E.C.

BI BLE ROMANCES.
By G. W . FOOTE

^  ‘ — The Creation Story— Eve and the Apple— Cain and Abel— Noah’s Flood— The Tower of Babel— Lot’s 
^ e The Ten Plagues— The Wandering Jews— Balaam’s Ass— God in a Box— Jonah and the W hale— Bible 

nmals— A Virgin Mother— The Resurrection— The Crucifixion— John’s Nightmare.

THE SECOND (REVISED) EDITION COMPLETE.

160 Pages. Bound in Cloth. Price Two Shillings.
Free by Post at the Published Price.

f r e e t h o u g h t  p u b l i s h i n g  C o., l t d ., i s t a t i o n e r s ’ h a l l  c o u r t , L o n d o n , e .c .

THE SHADOW OF THE SWORD.
By G. W. FOOTE.

A MORAL AND STATISTICAL ESSAY ON WAR.
SH O U LD  B E  I N  T H E  H A N D S  O F  A L L  R E FO R M E R S.

, Price Twopence.
p Re e t i i o u g h t  p u b l i s h i n g  C o., l t d ., i s t a t i o n e r s ’ h a l l  c o u r t , L o n d o n , e .c .
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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.

IS S U E D  B Y  T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C IE T Y , LIM ITE D .

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

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

TH E  F R E E T H 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, LO N DO N , E.C.

T H E  B I B L E  H A N D B O O K
FOR

FREETHINKERS AND INQUIRING CHRISTIANS.
Edited by G. W. FOOTE and W. P. BALL.

A NEW  EDITION, REVISED, AND HANDSOMELY PRINTED.
Contents:— Part I. Bible Contradictions— Part II. Bible Absurdities— Part III. Bible Atrocities—

Part IV. Bible Immoralities, Indecencies, Obscenities, Broken Promises, and Unfulfilled Prophecies.

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

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

B I B L E  H E R O E S .
By G. W . FOOTE.

Mr. Adam— Captain Noah— Father Abraham— Juggling- Jacob— Master Joseph— Joseph’s Brethren—
Moses— Parson Aaron— General Joshua— Jephthah & Co.— Professor Samson— Prophet Samuel— N-i » 
Saul— Saint David— Sultan Solomon— Poor Job— Hairy Elijah— Bald Elisha— General Jehu— D °c 
Daniel—The Prophets— Saint Peter— Saint Paul.

TH E ONLY CANDID HISTORY OF TH ESE WORTHIES.

Single Numbers One Penny each. Parts I . and II., paper covers, is. each.

The Whole Work in cloth, 200 pp., 2s. 6d.
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Printed and Published by T h b  F r b b t h o u g h t  P u b l ish in g  C o ., Lim ited, 1 S tation ers’ H all C ou rt, London, E .C .


