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Atheism and Anarchism.

Atrocious attempts have been recently made to associate 
theism with Anarchism. W e cannot too speedily or 

00 emphatically disavow this alleged connection, 
ttheism has nothing in common with Anarchism. They 

Proceed on different lines altogether, and deal with 
«‘nerent spheres.

Atheism concerns itself only with the alleged existence 
? G°d. Anarchism devotes itself to a war against 

’•manly-constituted government, and to the “ removal ” 
°t objectionable, or even inoffensive, heads of national 
government. The one is purely speculative in regard to 
a supposed Creator of the universe ; the other is an 
active political propaganda, aiming at the overthrow of 
ae temporary powers that be. There is obviously no 

connection between them, and the clerics and mendacious 
scribblers in the Press who have pretended that there is 
j^ust be told at once that they are either fools or 
la v is h  liars.

As a sample of the slanderous utterances, we may 
ake the sermon of the Rev. R  W . G. Pound, of Christ 
hurch, Plymouth, who preached, the other Sunday, on 

ue late President McKinley. It is reported that he
dealt- very forcibly with the tenets of Anarchy, and 

lamented that spirit of Atheism and irreverence which 
^as abroad in the world.”  Now, we ask—and, indeed, 
insist upon the Rev. Pound showing in what way he 
pinks Atheism had anything to do with the assassina- 
'°n of the late President, or any sort of spirit leading 

ap to it. Does he think that any Atheist would have 
een guilty of a blunder—which is said to be worse 
nan a crime—such as killing one President in order 
1 at another nowise better might immediately take his 

P ppe, as Mr. Foote recently put it ?
The confusion of ideas on the part of this cleric, and 

. 1 others who have made similar allusions, is lamentable 
'a the extreme. It makes one despair of the possibility 

1 reason ever finding its way into the pulpit—not to 
pPeak of the “  charity which thinketh no evil.”  And so, 
1,1 a side kind of way, Atheists are to be held up to 
Opprobrium for a dastardly crime which they, as indi- 
. Uuals, are inclined to denounce, and have denounced,
1 the strongest possible terms which the English 
anguage affords. W hat is there in Atheism to require 

e assassination of the President of the United States or 
e Isar of R ussia? How would that assassination 

V 1 ai?ce the freedom of men’s minds from the Theistic 
emsion ? The idea is absurd, worthy only of spiritually- 
dotted parsons.
According to the Western M orning News, “  an 
°quent Archdeacon alludes in a contemporary to 

j , e Unquestionable fact that Atheism underlies Anarch- 
m. ’ Who is this eloquent Archdeacon? W e have 
een unable to trace him. This is to be regretted, 

fr Cause one would like to have fixed him and demanded 
0rn him what he meant. The Western M orning News 

eerns to accept his initial assertion, though it doubts 
e justice of “  laying the blame of Atheism at the door 
certain false theological ideas, which he alleges to be 

°rnrnonly current, and to have driven men into a total 
QePudiation of God.”  The “  cause ” —meaning the 

>gm—of Atheism is a question we can understand.
I cause is the logical weakness of Theism— its hope-
II ’nubility to substantiate its propositions. As to the 
k lame of Atheism,” we don’t admit that there is any

nme in the matter. Where is the “  blame ”  in accept- 
r ^ conclusions of a long and careful process of 

asoning whereby conviction is forced upon the mind?
N°. 1,053.

But it is scandalous nonsense to speak of “  the un
questionable fact that Atheism underlies Anarchism.” 
How and why does it ? If it really does, it is a singular 
fact that the vast majority of Atheists are not only not 
Anarchists, but are strongly opposed to Anarchism. 
Will the “  eloquent Archdeacon ” or the Plymouth 
parson point to any leading exponent of Atheism who 
has ever given the slightest approval to Anarchism ? 
Some Anarchists, of course, may be Atheists, just as 
they may be Vegetarians or anti-Vaccinationists or 
Teetotallers or anti-Tobacconists, but they are not 
Anarchists because they are Atheists. There is nothing 
prohibitive of Anarchism in Atheism, simply because 
it is a thing apart, of which Atheism does not, and 
cannot, take any cognisance. There is no sentiment 
or spirit of Atheism underlying Anarchism ; otherwise 
we should find that the bulk of Atheists would be 
Anarchists, which is quite contrary to the fact.

The fact is, clerics of the baser sort have thought 
they saw an opportunity of heaping additional odium 
on Atheism by associating it with theories, if not with 
acts, which have aroused general reprobation. It is 
our business to make it clear that there is no such con
nection as they pretend, and that they are wilfully 
“ bearing false witness against their neighbor.” They 
must know better ; otherwise they are not fit to ascend 
a pulpit or to write leaders in any reputable journal.

Anarchists may have something to say for their 
theories. It is quite clear that they have nothing to 
advance in defence of their aggressive acts. They 
would be the last to saddle Atheism with the responsi
bility of their overt action. That base and abominable 
injustice is left to the preachers of the Gospel of one 
who, by the way, was the greatest Anarchist and 
Insurrectionist of his time. F r a n c is  N e a l e .

Mr. Dooley on the Christian Evidence 
Society.

T iie other morning Mr. Hennessey strolled into the 
saloon, called for his favorite beverage, and put down a 
five-dollar bill.

“  Oi’ll throuble ye for change for that same, Misther 
Dooley,” said he, “ an’ if Oi’d come out with liss money 
Oi wuddn’t hev hed foive dollars to bring ye .”

“  How’s that ?” asked Mr. Dooley, critically surveying 
the dirty, crumpled bit of paper. “  W hat are ye afther 
doin’ with so much wilth ? W ere ye takin’ up a block 
av shairrs in the Billion Dollarr Shteel Thrust ?”

“ Oi’ll tell ye ,”  explained Mr. Hennessey. “ If Oi’d 
hed a quarrterr, O’d hev hilped a riligious cause, but 
Oi’d nothin’ but that same greenback.”

“ That’s jist loike yer fatherr’s son, Hinnissy,” said 
Mr. Dooley. “  Y e ’re the owpenhandidist man in 
Amirriky whin the praste asks for silverr.”

“ It wuz’nt his rivirince this toime,”  replied Mr. 
Hennessey. “  But O’ll till ye. Oi wuz shtandin’ on 
the sthrate whin a man comes up to me, an’ he says : 
‘ Can Oi take yer sibscription for the Kirristyun Ividince 
Sassiety ?’ ”

“  Phwat did the omadhaun mane by cornin’ to the 
Unoited Shtates to collict for a British sassiety?” 
exclaimed Mr. Dooley. “  Can’t ye till the diflfrince 
bitween thrue riligion an’ haythinism ?”

“ But he said it wuz a K irristyun  sassiety,” persisted 
Mr. Hennessey. “ Oi thought all the British were 
hiritics.”
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“  Thrue for ye ,” assented Mr. Dooley. “  But, though 
they’re hiritics, they label thimsilves ‘ Kirristyuns ’ by 
favor av his Howliniss the Pope. His Howliness, he 
says : ‘ Y er forefatherrs were Kirristyuns wunst,’ says 
he, ‘ an Oi hev hopes av yer returnin’ to grace,’ says he ; 
‘ an’ so Oi give ye lave to use the honurrd name av 
Kirristyun,’ he says ; ‘ but lit it remoind ye av phwat 
ye ought to be,’ says he.”

“  But phwat is the Kirristyun Ividince Sassiety for, 
any way ?” queried Mr. Hennessey.

“  It’s to enable the British to give their ividence in a 
Kirristyun w ay,” replied Mr. Dooley, sententiously. 
“ Y e see, it’s jist loike this. There wuz a man in 
England called Misther Bradlaugh, an’ he wuz dead 
agin all koind av swearin’ . An’ they ilicted him to the 
British House av Riprisintatives, an’ they wuddn’t lit 
him in because he didn’t swear. He said : ‘ Oi ixcuse 
a man swearin’ whin he’s lost his thrain by half a 
minute, an’ has to wait two hours for the nixt one. An’ 
if a man falls down on his face an’ rams his seegar 
down his own throat an’ sits his whiskers afoire an’ 
smashes his front teeth, Oi’ll allow him to swear a 
throifle,’ he said ; ‘ it’s only natural undher the circum
stances,’ said he. ‘ But Oi objict to a man swearin’ 
because he’s been ilicted to make laws for the binifit av 
his fillow-citizens,’ said he ; ‘ he ought to be proud av 
the honorr, an’ not swear at it.’ An’ afther a lot av 
throuble they allowed Misther Bradlaugh to s i t ; an’ the 
furrst thing he did wuz to pass a Bill to privint people 
bein’ compilled to swear whin they they didn’t want to. 
But some av thim were woild at it, an’ said it wuz 
takin’ away one av the most chirished privileges av an 
Englishman ; for ye moind, Hinnissy, it’s considhered a 
great accomplishment in England to be able to swear 
loike a throoper ; an’ the historrian tills us that the 
British throops swore turribly in Flandhers.”

“  Phwat did the throops swear at in Flandhers ?” 
inquired Mr. Hennessey.

“  Whoy, they swore at the Dutch,”  replied Mr. 
Dooley, “ jist the same as they’re doin’ now in South 
Africa. Ye see, the British throops were hilpin’ the 
Dutch to foight the Frinch ; an’, whiniver their unoited 
forces came in soight av the Frinch, the Dutch ixicuted 
their grand national manoover av runnin’ away, an’ lift 
the British to do all the foighting thimsilves. An’, 
begqrra, if there hadn’t been some foine Oirish bhoys 
among the British throops, the Frinch moight have 
won the warr. But, as Oi wuz a-tillin’ av ye, Hinnissy, 
the owld British way av givin’ ividince wuz that a man 
bigun by swearin’, an’ thin towld whativer loies he 
loiked. But Misther Bradlaugh got it enacted that a 
witness sliud furrust make an affirmation, an’ thin till 
the thruth. An’ thin a lot av the hiritics mit togither, 
an’ said this wuzn’t a Kirristyun way av givin’ ividince ; 
an’ so they made a League, an’ called it the Kirristyun 
Ividince Sassiety, all the mimbers av which bound thim
silves niver to till the thruth. An’ they amoose thimsilves 
by goin’ into parrks an’ places an’ blackguardin’ Misther 
Bradlaugh an’ his Sickillarists. ”

“  But whoy do they only blackguard the Illarists whin 
they’re s ick ?” inquired Mr. Hennessey. “ Can’t they 
say nothin’ agin thim whin they’re will ?’’

“ Y e ’re the biggest fool in this Shtate,”  said Mr. 
Dooley, severely. “  They call thimsilves Sickillarists 
because they go in for ph wat’s sickillar, an’ the rist av the 
hiritics run afther phwat’s sacrid. But, as Oi wuz sayin’, 
the Ividince Sassiety people shtand on the sthrates an’ 
till ivirybody that Sickillarists are always sakin’ their own 
plisure an’ convaynience, an’ enjyin’ thimsilves, an’ not 
sibscroibin’ to dogs' homes or lunatic asoylums, an’ not 
gittin’ thimsilves admitted as patients ; but pathronoisin’ 
proize-foights an’ varoiety theayters, an’ beer an’ skittles. 
An’ ignorant people thry to jine the Sickillarists, so as 
to enjye the looxoories discroibed by the Ividince 
Sassiety ; an’ thin, whin they can’t foind thim, they 
blackguard the Sickillarists too. Oi moind the Marrkiss 
av Queensborough------”

“  Yis, Oi rimimber the Marrkiss av Queensborough,” 
interrupted Mr. Hennessey. “  He wuz a great sports
man, an’ rigilated glove-foights ; an’ they always con
duct thim under Queensborough Rools. An’ he wuz 
a buzzum friend av K ing Gearge the Thurrud, that 
lit loose the bloodthirsty Rid Injuns to take the scalps 
av Amirikin citizens.”

“  That’s the man,”  said Mr. Dooley, approvingly.

“  Oi admoire the ackiracy av yer hystirical knowledge* 
An’ Oi till ye, Hinnissy, if ye’d only lave off dhrinkin 
so much whiskey, an’ paid more attintion to yer noos- 
paper, ye’d be the foinest scholar in the Unoited Shtates 
av Amirriky. But, as Oi wuz a-going to say, the 
Marrkiss av Queensborough hurrud the discription av 
Sickillarism given by the Ividince Sassiety, an’ he 
smacked his lips, an’ said : ‘ This is the thing for 
me.’ The Marrkiss, Oi must till ye, profissed to be a 
Nagnostic.”

“  Y is, Oi’ve hurrud av Nagnostics too,”  remarked 
Mr. Hennessey ; “  but Oi cud niver make out which 
ticket they voted for. Are they Ripublicans, or are 
they Dimmercrats, or are they indipindint ?”

“ I f  ye wuddn’t kape intherruptin’, ”  said Mr. Dooley» 
“ ye’dlurrun in the coorse av me sthory. As Oi wuz 
goin’ to say, Lorrud Tinnyson, he brought out a stage- 
play in London ; an’ he made the villin in it a Nagnostic. 
An’ the Marrkiss av Queensborough, he jumped up in 
his box at the theayter, an’ he says, says he : ‘ Oi objict 
to seein’ a Nagnostic riprisinted as a  villin, because 
Oi’m one mysilf,’ says he. ‘ An’ if any av ye don’t know 
phwat a Nagnostic is,’ says he, * if ye’ll look in Johnson’s 
Dictionary, ye’ll see that a Nagnostic is a Haythinist in 
a top hat,’ says he. ‘ An’ to show that Oi’m one,’ says 
he, ‘ here’s moin,’ says he, an’ with that he showed thim 
his plug hat that he’d bought that mornin’ at Lincoln 
an’ Binnits. An’ that raysonin’ condimned Tinnyson’s 
piece, an’ it was niver acted no more. An’ Lorrud 
Tinnyson died, an’ as the powit says :—■

We shall not look upon his plays again.

An’ afther that the Marrkiss wint off to jine the Sickil
larists ; an’ he wint to their headquarthers, which wuz 
in an Assimbly Rooms in St. Luke’s. Oi moind the 
place, Hinnissy, because St. Luke’s is full av Oirish, an’ 
Oi’ve been there in me youth. An’ the Sickillarists mit 
in the Assimbly Hall, because the British Governmint 
wuddn’t lit thim build any Catheedhrals. An’ the 
Marrkiss came, an’ he says to him self: ‘ This doesn’t 
look much loike looxoory.’ An’ he mit one av the 
laydhers, an’ he says to him, says he : ‘ Misther Foote, 
Oi’ve hurrud somethin’ about yer principils, an’ Oi’ve 
looked in to lurrun more about thim.’ ‘ Oi’m deloighted 
to wilcome yer Lorrudship,’ says Misther Foote. ‘ An’ 
our principils is all printed an’ known ; an’ if ye read 
this paper ye’ll see that Sickillarism sakes to dispil 
sooparrstition, to sprid iddication, to raytionalise mor- 
rality, to promote payee, to diggerfoy labor, an’ to 
realoise the silf-governmint av the people.’ Thin the 
Marrkiss bigun to fidgit, an’ he says, says he : ‘ But 
phwat plisures do ye offer the mimbers av the arris- 
tocracy, that are used to all the refoinmints av loife.’ 
An’ Misther Foote, he says, says he : ‘ Our plisures are 
purely intillictual. W e saturate oursilves with the 
beautiful thoughts av the great men av past ages ; 
we enlarrge our sympathies by the shtudy av the 
litirature av other lands ; an’ we sake to promote the 
happiness av mankoind by spriddin’ a woider knowlidge 
av the magnificint achievmints av soience an’ arrt.
‘ But Oi’ve hurrud diffrint,’ says the Marrkiss, says he,
‘ Oi wuz towld by the Kirristyun Ividince Sassiety that 
ye gave proizes for divorce ; that ye had classes for 
instruction in burglary ; an’ that ye hild dibates on the 
bist mithods av assassinatin’ prisidints.’ ‘ Sorra a bit, 
says Misther Foote, ‘ an’ Oi wud remoind yer Lorrud' 
ship that all the mimbers av the Kirristyun Ividince 
Sassiety have bound thimsilves by a sollim oath niver to 
till the thruth.’ ‘ Thin, by me livin’ sowl,’ said the 
Marrkiss, ‘ it’s mislid Oi’ve been. Yer principils are 
very foine ones,’ says he, ‘ an’ Oi’d assist ye in thim, 
says he, ‘ only unforthunately Oi’ve lift me chick-book 
at home,’ says he. An’ with that he gits into his 
carriage. An’ he wuz hurrud to say that Sickillarism 
wuzn’t up to spicification ; an’ that it had no looxoories 
wurruth a damn. An’ he wint an’ jined the Salvation 
Arrmy, an’ gave thim thousands av dollars to carry ° n 
their schames ; an’ he pathronoised all the little Frinch' 
women in S o h o ; an’ inthrojuced his son to Oscar 
W oilde; an’ bihaved himsilf loike a thrue British 
arristocrat, until he passed away full av years an 
honors. An’ that’ll discroibe to ye the worruk av the 
Kirristyun Ividince Sassiety, Hinnissy ; an’ Oi’ll jine ye 
in another glass av whiskey, for its dhry labor to till _ya 
all about the picooliarities av the hiritics in Britain»
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An whin ye’re agin riquistid to sibscroibe to a sassiety, 
lnd out whither ye’re hilpin’ the thrue riligion bifore 

ye parrt with yer money.”  C. E.

Methodism and Unbelief.

ethodists, as a rule, are not the most intelligent 
Professors of Christianity. It is true that among them 
 ̂re to be found a few of superior mental power, but the 
“ tt*1*- majority of the denomination appear to think that 
 ̂ he wisdom of this world is foolishness with G o d ” ; 

,,c.nce they prefer faith to reason, and reliance upon the 
a-0 y sp irit” rather than dependence upon human 

ort. With them the “  blood of the Lamb ”  is of 
greater importance than ethical culture, prayer of 
greater service than science, and worship of higher 

a ue than the study of philosophy. They pride them- 
ue Ves more upon their efforts to “  save souls ”  than 

any endeavors to strengthen the body. As an 
• tidote to Christian apathy and indifference one of
I, ,eir prominent ministers recently stated in his sermon : 

Let them preach for ten years the exceeding sinfulness
sm, atonement by blood, and that without any 

Apology; aiso the personality and work of the Holy
J, Plrit~—the everlasting ‘ H e,’ and not the ‘ I t ’—and 
aey would hasten the millennium.”  In theory the

k ethodists regard Christ as “  all in all,”  and this life 
ut of small consideration compared with their imaginary 

,l'ture existence ; and they endure the trials and draw
backs of earth with a kind of resignation, believing that 

our light affliction, which is but for a moment, worketh 
or us a far more exceeding and eternal weight of glory.” 

e say. the above is their teaching in theory, but, like 
‘ orthodox Christians, their actions do not correspond 
.? jheir professions. Judging from what they do, 

e,r primary attention is directed to secular require- 
lents> and they are ever ready to secure by material 
eans the highest happiness on earth, regardless of 

■ 'at their condition may be in heaven. To be admitted 
to the Methodistic fold education is not required, 

reason can be dispensed with, and self-reliance is not 
''Ceded. It is only necessary for a man to proclaim his 
aith in “  Christ and him crucified,”  that man is a 

m'serable fallen sinner, and that he lacks the power 
self-redemption, and then he will at once be accepted 

as a brother in Christ.”
, Within the last few weeks these orthodox believers 

ave been holding in London what they termed an 
-cumenical Conference. The various meetings, how- 

Ver> do not appear to have been largely attended. The 
, ePortin the Christian W orld states that the proceed- 
, awakened “ comparatively slight interest,”  and, 

ut for American Methodists, “  the attendance would 
v.e been sparse indeed.” Some of the speeches were 

Wm° US sPec'mens of “ spiritual influence.” Bishop 
."son, we are told, “  made a powerful appeal to first 

Pjjnciples.”  He said : “  Get rid of sins, and we get rid 
Wars.” But have not Christians been the principal pro- 

 ̂ °wrs of wars ? History says yes ; therefore they must 
‘ ve been the greatest sinners. Moreover, the alleged 

.. 1Ssion of Jesus was to “ get rid of sin,” and since his 
aie his followers have been engaged in the same busi

ly Ss- But the efforts of both Master and servants have 
1 e.en a failure, for sin is still with us, and the combined 
ah Ci-'S Churches appear to be too impotent to
of0'«h this sin. Perhaps this fact gave the members 
th . . Conference some cause for rejoicing, inasmuch 
th ' Christ had “  taken away the sins of the world,” 

" “■ occupation would be gone. Then possibly they 
Th ^ "'scover some of the “  blessings ”  of poverty. 
sj ®y Preach “ Blessed be ye poor,”  but they strive per- 

stenUy to secure as large a share as possible of 
$h n ’ although their Master told them “ a rich man 

a I hardly enter into the kingdom of heaven.”
Hei. bat is described in the report as “ the finest address” 
" QVered was by Mr. T. G. Osborn, M .A. He sa id : 
ty of the deadliest foes of the coming generation 
self 1 ter'alism, which they would have to fight in the 
ffla tr  r“ ° m as we^ as eisewhere.” The speaker thought 
the ^ " r' stian education was the best weapon to use in 

e.nc? ur*ter, apparently forgetting that the very 
erialism which he deplored has grown to its present

dimensions in the midst of Christian instruction. It 
is quite true that the most formidable foe with which the 
Church will have to cope in the future is Materialism, by 
which term is meant the giving of paramount attention 
to the physical and intellectual needs of the human 
family. These are necessary to sustain life, and, as 
society is becoming more practical every decade, its 
members will direct their attention more and more to 
that which will promote the secular happiness and add 
to the comforts of their daily existence. Where is the 
Christian education that would encourage these material 
agencies? Not in the New Testament, for no scheme 
of education is to be found there. Not in the Churches, 
for their chief efforts have been directed to instruct 
people how to prepare for another world rather than to 
teach them how to make the best of this. It was really 
admitted at this very Methodist Conference that Chris
tianity had failed in consequence of its defective educa
tional force to inspire that devotion and earnestness which 
were thought desirable. Professor Shaw, of Canada, we 
are told, “  drew a dark picture of the neglect of religious 
worship and the alienation of the working classes from 
Christianity. The tendency to irreverence was largely 
on the increase. The fact of sin was becoming more 
and more ignored. If this state of things was to be 
remedied, their ministry must have more honest scholarly 
thought, and must be characterised by intense earnest
ness of purpose. A half-educated ministry stood little 
chance in these days of securing a hearing.”

The portion of the proceedings of the Conference 
which claims our special attention is where an attack 
was made upon unbelief in general, and upon Secular
ism in particular. Dr. Beet read an essay on “  How to 
Combat Unbelief,”  in which he sa id :—

“ The accuracy of modern methods of research, and 
the success gained by them in natural science, com
pared with the loose dogmatism of some Christian 
advocates, have greatly aided unbelief. And it has 
been strengthened by an intellectual idleness which 
has not taken the trouble needful to understand the 
Gospel. Loose Christian argument is a parent of 
unbelief. Modern science has revealed the universal 
reign of law. It has thus limited the domain of the 
supernatural.”

There is some truth in what is here stated, but the 
Doctor is not clear as to how the unbelief, which is 
extending both in and out of the Churches, is to be 
fought. In the first place, the conflict will be a hope
less one, so far as Christianity is concerned, for the 
sufficient reason that unbelief is a natural condition of 
the human mind. Universal belief in any one theo
logical theory is as impossible as it would be un
desirable. Christianity itself is based upon unbelief, 
and the Methodists are disbelievers in all forms of 
Christianity but their own. If the combat is to be con
fined to those who believe and those who cannot believe 
the Christian faith, then, to begin with, the followers of 
Christ are outnumbered by millions upon millions. But 
we attach very little importance to numbers as a test of 
truth. If, however, Christians wish to combat all un
belief in their faith, they will have to reckon not only 
with Secularists and other Freethinkers, but also with 
the adherents of religions apart from their own. The 
only genuine way to successfully combat unbelief in 
Christianity is for its exponents to show that their 
faith is reasonable, and that its claims are supported 
by facts. W hatever is evidentially true cannot be 
disbelieved, and in that which accords with reason and 
natural law no Secularist will be an unbeliever.

Bishop Hamilton, D .D ., deals with what he terms 
“ the weak points of Secularism.” But it is evident he 
does not understand what the term implies, for he com
mences by saying : “  Secularism assumed that there is 
no God.”  Now, we assume nothing of the kind. Our 
philosophy rests upon demonstrated truths ; and, as the 
existence of God has not been demonstrated, therefore 
we indulge in no assumption whatever upon the subject. 
Secular teachings have reference to man and this life, 
without denying any God or any future existence. The 
Doctor says : “ Secularists are extreme dogm atists.” 
This is the very opposite of the truth, for we refuse to 
dogmatise upon that of which nothing is known. It is 
the Methodists who dogmatise, in asserting that they 
know that about which they have no more information 
than we have—and that is none at all. It is quite
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correct, as the Doctor asserts, that Secularism recog
nises “ no governing Father, no supernatural presence, 
no spiritual nature in man.” This, however, is no fault 
of ours, for the good reason that we cannot recognise 
that which, to us, is non-existent. Does Bishop 
Hamilton recognise these supposed entities ? If so, 
let him tell us what they are. W hat is the supposed 
supernatural, and what is the “  spiritual nature in 
m an” ? Moreover, is the “  governing F a th e r” the 
being described in the Bible ? If so, where is the 
evidence of his government ? Is it in his making man 
so imperfect that he yielded to the first temptation, and 
then in punishing him and his posterity for doing what 
the God-made conditions compelled them to do ? Is 
the governing power seen in God sending his son to 
redeem the world, and yet keeping the vast majority 
of the human race ignorant of the son and his alleged 
mission ? Is this power visible in making salvation to 
depend upon a belief that cannot be accepted only by a 
few ? This may be Methodistic dogmatism, but it is 
not just, humane, nor reasonable. Neither does it 
accord with Secular ideas of good fatherly govern
ment. C harles W a t t s .

Nonconformist Humbug.

T here is one passage in the Wesleyan Methodist 
Pastoral just issued—a brief notice of which appeared 
in a recent issue of this journal—that deserves some 
notice, from Freethinkers at least. The passage I 
refer to is the following one. It is worth while repro
ducing in full for many reasons :—

“ Slowly yet surely the harvest of materialism is ripen
ing, and good men are filled with dismay at the prospect. 
With the obscuration of the Heavenly vision, superstition 
takes the place of faith, priestcraft begins again to exer
cise its baneful influence, religion degenerates into ritual, 
and conscience is lulled to sleep. Upon the people a 
strange ethical lethargy has fallen. Men hesitate to 
face vital moral issues, and fear to grapple with grave 
moral problems. The one pursuit that in the eyes of the 
men of this generation justifies the effort is the quest of 
riches. Material wealth is sought after by all classes 
with eager and venturesome haste. The means by which 
it is obtained are considered of but secondary importance. 
The things most highly esteemed are such as money can 
secure—abundance, ease, self-gratification, fame, display. 
The life of a nation is held by many to consist in the 
abundance of the things it possesseth. Even education 
itself is gauged by its ability to further commercial 
interests. Energy not absorbed in making money is 
largely expended in the pursuit of pleasure. Devotion 
to sport is so excessive as to call forth the solemn warn
ing of authorities of our public schools. Among the 
working classes the thirst for amusements, doubtless 
rendered more acute by the excessive monotony of their 
daily toil, amounts almost to a craving ; while ominous 
preference is shown for such ‘ sports ’ as afford oppor
tunity of indulging the appalling passion for gambling. 
The love of strong drink still sets at defiance all pru
dential motives and ties of affection, and brings thou
sands of its victims to despair and destruction. And, of 
most sinister significance of all, the hitherto inviolate 
sanctities of home life are threatened by an insidious but 
determined attempt to undermine the authority and charm 
of our choice domestic virtues.”

W e may take the whole passage for granted, for the 
time being, although it is, like most religious pro
ductions, ill-balanced and exaggerated. And the 
exaggerations are obvious. It is not true, for instance, 
that riches is the one pursuit that is followed ; and, if it 
were, it would be a justifiable retort that the religious 
world follows that sport as keenly as any. Bearing in 
mind, too, the many columns of newspaper space that 
have been used during the past twelve months in boom
ing million-guinea funds, etc., it is rather cool for the 
Methodists to complain that people are hankering after 
money. There are many men and women in the country 
— and these not in the Churches either—who are striving 
after many other things, and much better things, than 
mere riches. It is true that they are not striving to 
build up the Churches, and one suspects that it is their 
dilatoriness in this direction, rather than their industry 
in any other, that has roused the indignation of preachers.

The opening sentence of the quotation is worth noting 
for the light it sheds on Christian methods of contro
versy. Is it not typical of Christian intellectual ethics

to quietly identify opposing doctrines with all that is 
reprehensible, and thus saddle it with the full responsi
bility for all current evils ? “ The harvest of Material
ism,”  forsooth ! W hat has Materialism, either scientific 
or philosophic, to do with any of the ills concerning 
which complaint is made? In any rational sense 
Materialism is the attempt to explain the cosmic process 
in terms of matter or motion ; or, putting the matter 
negatively, without calling in the aid of the so-called 
spiritual. To this work men like Darwin, Huxley, and 
Spencer gave their lives ; is it meant that their teach
ings have brought about the results complained of by 
the Wesleyan P astoral? Of course the Wesleyan 
Methodists will make no such statement—which, how
ever mistaken it might be, would at least be honest. 
They much prefer misrepresentation, or evasive and 
dishonest language, and, by constantly using “  Material
ism ” as a synonym for all that is vile, hope to cast dis
credit upon the philosophical doctrines of their oppo
nents. It is a very old policy in religious controversy! 
but it is one that all honest people will view with in
creasing disgust.

Hypocrisy and cant seem almost inseparable from 
religion, but there is something peculiarly nauseating 
about such a sentence as “ The harvest of Materialism 
is ripening, and good men and women are filled with 
dismay at the prospect.”  One would imagine that 
Materialism, as a philosophy, had been in power, and 
the results were such as cause alarm. But the evils 
around are not the products of centuries of Materialism, 
but of Spiritualism. It is the Christian Churches that 
have hitherto taken control of the world, and what we 
areseeing is the result of their mismanagement, bungling! 
or downright criminality. Would it not be historically 
accurate to rewrite the above quotation something as 
follows ?—

“ Slowly yet surely the harvest of Christianity is ripen
ing, and good men are filled with dismay at the prospect. 
For fifteen centuries at least the Western world has been 
governed by organised Christianity. It has enjoyed im
mense powers and boundless opportunities. It has been 
supported by enormous wealth, and backed by the prestige 
of fashion. For many centuries none dared raise a voice 
in hostile criticism in safety, and the few who ventured 
paid a heavy price for the privilege. It has taken con
trol of the individual from the cradle to the grave, and 
has largely determined not merely what he should say, 
but also what he should think. And as the result of this 
long and powerful reign what do we find ? The lowest 
forms of superstition are rife. Conscience is lulled to 
sleep. Upon the people a strange ethical lethargy has 
fallen. Men hesitate to face vital moral issues, and fear 
to grapple with grave moral problems. The one pur
suit that rouses enthusiasm is that of the quest f°r 
wealth. Quacks flourish and geniuses starve. Educa
tion is either neglected or valued solely for its monetary 
worth. There is a too fanatical devotion to sport, and a 
too great neglect of higher forms of recreation. The 
expenditure on war is steadily rising, and the most 
warlike of nations are loudest in their professions o> 
religion. Gambling is on the increase, and crime does 
not diminish. The conditions under which thousands ot 
people are compelled to live are demoralising in the 
extreme, and it may be questioned whether the pictures 
of misery and destitution that are seen in a modern 
Christian city will not more than rival anything of the 
kind" that the world has ever witnessed. And all this 
after so many centuries of Christian rule ! There is no 
need to say that Christianity is directly responsible f°r 
this state of things, although a very plausible case 
might be made out in support of that statement; it >s 
enough to say Christianity has not prevented it. We 
are therefore justified in asserting that present conditions 
arc at least an emphatic record of Christianity's failure I 
and, seeing that the world is as it is after the long reign 
of the Christian religion, we may be pardoned if wc say 
that it is time that we looked elsewhere than to creeds 
and churches for the means of bettering the condition 01 
the people and forwarding the work of civilisation.”

Would not this be a far more honest method oi 
stating the issue than impudently saddling the respon
sibility upon a philosophy that has had to fight hard for 
its very existence ? One might, indeed, say that, had ijj 
not been for the forces of unbelief, which have succeeded 
in checking somewhat the operation of religious influ
ences, the world would be in a still worse position than 
it is at present. W e see the world as it is after a 
religious training that should have converted it into <* 
perfect paradise, had that species of education been 
any v a lu e ; and the existence of the ills mentioned
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js only, w hen taken seriously, part of the general 
indictment of Christianity’s failure.
n, ^>aŝ ora  ̂complains of the ethical indifference of 
ne mass of the people. But what have the Churches 

done to excite interest in the profounder problems 
0 nfe? So far as ethics pure and simple are con
cerned,  ̂every inquiry in this direction has been greeted by 

e religious world with abuse. Every examination of 
accepted moral notions has been declared to be an 
a tempt to destroy morality altogether ; and it is really 
? profound significance that, while the Churches have 

een laying down the emptiest of moral platitudes and 
confusingthe public mind by branding as criminal actions 
which were not criminal, and as virtuous actions that 
Were not virtuous, every real contribution that has 
'elped to form a science of ethics has come from 

unorthodox quarters. “  The strange ethical lethargy ”  
which, however, does not exist to the extent the 

. asi°ra l would have us believe—is, again, but another 
'nstance of reaping the harvest sown by Christian 
stupidity.

What have the Churches contributed, what has Chris- 
■ amty contributed, towards the growth of a sound social 

structure ? Positively nothing. It is all very well com
plaining of the evils of drinking, or of gambling ; these 
are evils that force themselves upon the notice of the 
J?°?t superficial ; but it requires something more for 
neir removal than pious wishes for reform, or prayers 
°r improvement. After all, drinking and gambling are 
ar more symptoms than the cause of disease ; and I 

.ancy that, if the matter were only scientifically studied, 
■t Would be found that unhealthy conditions of labor, 
and unhealthy homes, which create the desire—nay, 
uiore than the desire, the necessity—for some form of 
stimulant, are at bottom responsible for these evils.

et the Churches unite in directing attention to the 
Necessity of a scientific study of social evolution, and 
uuy will at least show some justification for their 

existence, even though they may fail of their object.
Have the Churches ever done this? Look back at 

. e names of those whose writings have marked epochs 
'n the history of social evolution, and see if it is possible 
to find a genuine Christian among the lot. Will the 
Churches ever do this ? Not if their past and present 
Performances are a safe indication of their future behavior. 
*j,or the plain truth is that the historic function of the 
Churches has been to stand as the champions of con
servatism and privilege against progress and reform, 
this is true of all, even though the precise form of the 
championship may have varied. And the Churches 
have, on the whole, served their masters well. Who 
can say what might have happened had the energy that 
has been dissipated in praying, preaching, Sunday-school 
and Bible-class teaching, and street-corner religious 
oratory been diverted into purely social channels ? 
the Churches understood their work, however, and 
thd it well. I f  people would study, they gave them 
theology ; if they would talk, they provided them with 
cPportunities for preaching. It was a profitable policy 
jjyto a class. The man who wrings his money, or owes 
Jus position, to the degradation or ignorance of others 
is never injured by young men studying the lives of the 
ancient Jew s, or the conditions of existence in the New 
Jerusalem. His chief fear is lest they should know the 
hves of the people around them, and the conditions of 
existence in London, Glasgow, Manchester, or Liver
pool. And the game has gone merrily on generation 
after generation. People have been bribed and degraded 
'v>th charity on the one side, and their attention drawn 
off the real issues of life on the other. It is no wonder 
that social reforms have never commenced with the 
Churches. That would have scandalised their patrons 
and cut off the financial supply at once. Not a single 
^ocial revolution ever has been inaugurated by the 
Christian Churches, and one can safely assume that 
° ne never will be initiated by a religion that has 
always taken whatever state of society it found exist- 
U,R and given it its blessing.
„ * he attempt, then, to attribute existing evils to the 

harvest of Materialism ” is but another piece of that 
Christi;ln hypocrisy which preaches the blessings of 
poverty to the poor while fawning at the feet of the rich, 
and babbles of the evils of life even while perpetuating 
hem by its practice. The evils of the world are, I 

repeat, largely the products of Christian mismanagement,
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Christian cupidity, or Christian criminality. The 
clergy may still talk of these evils as the product of 
Materialism. Thoughtful men and women will, how
ever, see in them the inevitable consequences of the 
reign of a religion which is not only lacking in all 
that was necessary to meet the legitimate requirements 
of a progressive civilisation, but which has always 
greeted with abuse or punishment those who strove to 
make good its deficiencies. C. Cohen.

Rich and Poor.

A plump old gentleman in spectacles and slippers, 
sitting before a bright grate-fire reading his evening 
paper after a good dinner, possessing a pleasant home, 
broad acres, plenty of bonds, stocks, and mortgages, is 
about as complacent a sight as one can often behold. 
He usually has a calm, obsequious way of talking, 
walking, patting the dog, poking the grate, and 
welcoming each newcomer. He always enlarges upon 
his plans and projects, and the secrets of his past 
successes ; tells us how carefully he watched and 
guarded the nest-egg of his fortunes—how the first 
thousand dollars was put on interest, and, after that, 
how everything he touched turned to gold. Balancing 
the future with the past, he has settled assurance that 
his children, to the third and fourth generation, must 
be safe against every danger.

Ignorant of the science of political economy and the 
difference in character and chance conditions, he takes 
it for granted that he is specially gifted and favored of 
heaven, and that his thrift, cunning, and selfishness will 
go down to his heirs with his fortune. He congratu
lates himself, as he sits smoking, that his children are 
all in comfortable homes of their own, as he has settled 
1,000,000 dollars in cash on them the day of their 
marriage, and will give them as much more when he 
dies. To this end he has worked early and late, denied 
himself the comforts in his youth and acts of charity in 
later years, has concentrated all his powers on self
aggrandisement and the material prosperity of his own 
family.

When he hears of the failures and defalcations of his 
neighbors, he thanks the Lord that his sons are wary 
and wise. When he sees pale, sad-looking girls going 
from slop-shops with their arms full of work, he is glad 
his daughters arc clothed in purple and fine linen, and 
fare sumptuously every day. When ragged boys and 
girls beg of him for bread in the streets, he is comforted 
with the thought that his grandchildren will escape such 
humiliation. Going down to W all-street, he soliloquises 
thus with him self: “  What a nuisance these beggars a re ! 
If everybody had worked as hard as I have, there would 
be no poverty in the world ; but the working-classes 
are proverbially idle, dissipated, improvident, and they 
deserve to suffer.”

His equanimity, after parting with a few pennies, 
being restored, with pious resignation lie philosophises 
still farther : “  Perhaps, after all, it is God’s will that 
there should be rich and poor, that the sweet virtues of 
benevolence on one side, and gratitude on the other, 
might find abundant exercise.”

Stop there, good sir ! In all nature’s laws we find 
order, harmony, equality. The air is free, the sun shines 
on the just and the unjust, the rain and dews fall alike 
on all. Man’s laws first ushered in inequality. We 
shall take the first step towards the reform of present 
abuses when the people understand that poverty, disease, 
misery, and vice are the result of human ignorance and 
selfishness, and not divine “ ordination,” and are to be 
remedied only by a knowledge of social science and 
obedience to its laws. There are two classes of people 
who always refer everything to G o d : lazy people who 
will not work with head or hand, or take any kind of 
responsibility ; and conceited, aristocratic people, who 
imagine that they are not governed by the same universal 
laws as the masses, but that there is some special legis
lation going on in heaven all the time for their benefit.

A wise selfishness would teach the old gentleman in 
spectacles that his children cannot be permanently happy 
and prosperous until the whole human family are so.
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The best interests of the nation, the family, the indi
vidual, are all jeopardised, while nine-tenths of the race 
are ground to powder that the one may shine in gilded 
luxury. So long as one class of men have more than 
their share of the wealth of the world, the rest must 
su ffer; so long as some do no work, some must be 
overworked. But the wheel of fortune is forever turn
ing, lifting up some and crushing out others, and in these 
scrambles cunning sharpers will, perchance, outwit the 
old gentleman’s sons and daughters, and the estates he 
has so carefully gathered will in turn be scattered to the 
winds by the same system of legalised frauds by which 
he himself acquired them in the beginning. A man by 
fair dealing and industry alone never yet laid up a 
million dollars. Such fortunes are accumulated by a 
false system of morals, of finance, land monopoly, 
tariffs, taxes, etc., the cornerstones of oppression in 
the world of work. E lizabeth  Cady S tanton.

— Commonwealth M agazine.

Acid Drops.

T he Daily M ail as an organ of spirituality is comic or 
tragic, according as the spectator is most inclined to laughter 
or tears. “ How Shall we Cure Anarchism ?” it asks, and it 
ventures to answer the question. As it is an “ unquestionable 
fact that Atheism underlies Anarchism,”  the remedy for this 
disease is “ more religion.” Well, now, we fancy we have 
heard of that prescription before. Moreover, we have a 
notion that it has been applied both ad libitum and ad 
nauseam. Altogether, the Daily M ail reminds us of Hood’s 
poem, “ A Black Job.” A society was got up for turning 
niggers into white men. Much money was collected and 
expended, but the obstinate blacks wouldn’t bleach. The 
secretary admitted, at the annual meeting (was it in Exeter 
Hall ?), that no impression had yet been made upon them ; 
nevertheless, it would be impious to doubt that good would 
be done in the course of time ; and in the meanwhile his 
watchword was “  More Soap !”

We have yet to learn that the assassin of President 
McKinley was an Atheist. Certainly the assassin of President 
Lincoln was not an Atheist, while Guiteau, who shot President 
Garfield, was an ostentatious Christian. At his execution he 
tried to read a long rambling paper, larded with religious 
expressions, and the hangman jerked him out of existence 
with the name of Jesus crushed in his throat.

The “ unquestionable fact”—like a good many other Daily 
M ail.facts—is no fact at all. There is no more connection 
between Atheism and Anarchism than there is between the 
phases of the moon and the market price of cheese. The 
fact is, the D aily M ail doesn’t understand Atheism or Anar
chism. Plenty of Anarchists are not Atheists, and plenty of 
Atheists are not Anarchists. We advise our contemporary to 
gain a little elementary knowledge before writing on this 
subject again.

Bishop Hartzell has been communicating to a British 
Weekly representative some reminiscences of the late Mr. 
McKinley. During a conversation, the Bishop reminded 
the late President that, amidst the troubles of war, his 
(McKinley’s) name had been every day on the lips of multi
tudes of people at their morning and evening worship. “ I 
know,” the late President said, “ and I am convinced that I 
never could have gone through what I have done without the 
sustaining power of Divine Providence.” This was rather 
rough on the Spaniards, unless it may be supposed that 
Providence “  sustained ” the leaders on both sides in order to 
see a good fight.

Continuing, the late President said : “ I believe firmly in 
the Divine leading, and I put that faith into my messages 
and despatches. Some of the gentlemen round me smile, 
but one thing is true," and here he brought down his hand 
emphatically on the table, “ no man has ever come to this 
place (White House) who sneers at Providence.” This, of 
course, is qualified by the word “ sneers,” otherwise one 
might point to President Lincoln. But, after all, “ the sus
taining power of Divine Providence ”  does not seem to have 
afforded this firm believer much protection from a crazy 
assassin. Where’s the use of Providence if he behaves in 
this careless or erratic manner ?

The Witness, a Presbyterian organ, is rather illogical. 
While deploring the death of President McKinley, it assures 
its readers that the “  mysterious dispensation ” of Providence 
is all right, and that “ good, great good, not only to America, 
but to the whole world, will yet accrue ” from this tragedy. 
In that case, it is foolish rebellion against God to worry and

hang the assassin, who was only God’s chosen instrument in 
this act of “ mysterious ” beneficence.

The Bishop of Armagh issued a special prayer for the 
recovery of President McKinley. He now issues another on 
behalf of Mrs. McKinley. But he doesn’t say why the Lord 
is likely to answer the second prayer any more than the first.

Mr. Gladstone was of course a sincere Christian, but he 
did not defend Christianity for nothing. It is now admitted 
by the editor that the Grand Old Man got a hundred guineas 
per article for his “ Impregnable Rock of Holy Scripture ” 
Good Words. It was an honest contract—we suppose the 
editor saw to that, but a few contracts of the same sort, 
financially, might have kept Charles Bradlaugh alive until 
now, with happiness to himself and benefit to this nation.

Mr. Stead’s Review of Reviews has a “ Character Sketch ” 
of Mr. George Jacob Holyoake, with some excellent illustra
tions. It is genially, if superficially, written, and is clearly 
meant to be laudatory. Was it necessary, however, to praise 
Mr. Holyoake at the expense of the late Charles Bradlaugh ? 
It seems to us that the paragraph dealing with this point is 
in execrable ill-taste, especially in view of the flatteries that 
Mr. Stead once found it convenient to heap upon Mr- 
Bradlaugh in the R ail M all Gazette. Reference is made to 
“ the good relations that ought to have existed between Mr- 
Bradlaugh and Mr. Holyoake.” But what does Mr. Stead 
know about this matter ? He was never behind the scenes, 
and he can only repeat more or less one-sided and interested 
hearsay. The real truth was that two men cannot ride side 
by side on the same horse, and Mr. Bradlaugh was not built 
to ride behind. Neither was Mr. Holyoake ambitious of the 
secondary position.

“ Mr. Bradlaugh,” we are told by Mr. Stead, “ was a man 
of great ability, but of supreme egotism.”  Now we cannot 
bring ourselves to believe that Mr. Holyoake inspired this 
statement. We take it to be Mr. Stead’s own utterance. 
And as such it is certainly amusing, for there are some pretty 
stories floating about illustrating Mr. Stead’s possession of 
the characteristic which he ascribes to Mr. Bradlaugh.

It is a pity that Mr. Stead did not let Mr. Holyoake revise 
the proofs of the “ Character Sketch,” at least as regards 
mere matters of fact. This would have saved Mr. Stead from 
the ridiculous statement that Mr. Holyoake, by going to gaol 
sixty years ago, “  effectively barred the prison gate against 
all similar offenders for the rest of his lifetime.” No less 
than four persons have been imprisoned for “ Blasphemy ” >n 
England since then, and one would think that the case of the 
editor of the Freethinker was sufficiently notorious.

Mr. Ilolyoake was not “ clapped into gaol for Atheism.” 
Atheism is not a crime known to the law of England. Mr- 
Holyoake was indicted, tried, and sentenced under the 
Common Law of Blasphemy, just like previous and sub
sequent “ offenders.” Nor is it true that “ in those days first- 
class misdemeanants did not exist.” William Cobbett hired 
his own apartment and paid for his own food and drink m 
Newgate. That was for a political press ofience. Richard 
Carlile and Robert Taylor wore their own clothes in prison, 
boarded themselves at their own expense, spent their time 
pretty much as they pleased, and carried on their literary 
labors practically without interference. They were imprisoned 
as “  blasphemers.”

Mr. Holyoake’s sufferings in Gloucester Gaol were real and 
severe enough. We are very far from wishing to suggest 
that they were not. But there is no need for inaccuracy and 
misrepresentation.

Mr. Stead asserts that Mr. Holyoake’s Agnosticism “ lS 
not inconsistent with a passionate longing for, and an honest 
hope of, immortality, and a deep reverence and grateful 
recognition of the Word of God that finds expression in the 
Bible.”  Well, we have simply to say that we don’t believe a 
word of it. Mr. Stead’s authority for Mr. Holyoake’s opinions 
is not good enough. The matter, however, is of considerable 
importance to a large number of Freethinkers, who, " ,e 
believe, will look for some contradiction or confirmation 011 
Mr. Holyoake’s part. Meanwhile they would do well to 
reflect that Mr. Stead is not to be relied on in everything 
he says ; indeed, he has more than once made his own wishes 
the measure of what he has called “ facts.”

A correspondent of the New York Truthseeker, now nj 
the Orient, writes: “ The Chinese are most tolerant about 
religions. The Christian missionaries, as soon as they 
made converts, began to quarrel among themselves,_ and 
to attack the institutions of the country. The Chinese 
were greatly offended and displeased with them. Libert) 
of thought and of press is recognised in this empire. MlS" 
sionaries openly preach against Confucius and the custom 
of the country. They distribute freely religious tracts an 
the Bible. Some years ago a mandarin published a boo 
against Christianity. One of the great Lowers, at tn
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instigation of the missionaries, compelled the Pekin Govern
ment to dismiss and degrade the mandarin. If the Chinese 
were well informed about Europe, they would order transla
tions of the works of Dean Stanley, of Bishop Colenso, of 
Coijuerel, of Reville, of Strauss, of Harnack, and of other 
eminent theologians who criticised freely the Bible and 
Christianity. The great Powers could not make any objec
tion to it.

Apropos of the Bishop of London’s assertion that “  it is a 
Popular delusion that bishops are rich men,” Reynolds's 
quotes from the Sun the following examples of how not to 
‘ lay up for yourselves treasures on earth ” : “ Dr. Fraser, 
Bishop of Manchester, left ,£85,000 behind him ; Bishop 
Wordsworth, of Lincoln, also left £85,000 ; Bishop Jackson, 
of London, £72,000 ; Bishop Jacobson, of Chester, £65,000 ; 
Bishop Baring, of Durham, £120,000 ; Bishop Sumner, of 
Winchester, £80,000; Bishop Wilberforce, of Oxford, £60,000; 
Bishop Auckland, of Bath and Wells, ¿£120,000 ; Bishop Phil- 
P°tt, of Exeter, £60,000 ; Bishop Lonsdale, of Lichfield, 
£90,000 ; Bishop Davys, of Peterborough, £80,000 ; Bishop 
Maltby, of Durham, £120,000; Bishop Monk, of Gloucester 
mjd Bristol, £140,000 ; Bishop How, of Wakefield, £72,000 ; 
Bishop Turnell, of Brisbane, £66,000 ; Archbishop Thomson, 
ol York, £55,000; Archbishop Benson, of Canterbury, 
£35.000; Archbishop Tait, of Canterbury, £35,000; and 
Bishop Stubbs, of Oxford, £50,000. ‘ These are but samples

the estates—in many cases independently of freehold 
Property—left by disciples of Christ during recent years. As 
a matter of fact,’ says the writer in the Sun, ‘ I have before 
me a list comprising 130 ecclesiastics whose total estates at 
death aggregated nearly twenty millions sterling.' "

As a popular edition of The Ratal Opulence o f the Dishops is 
obout to be issued, its author, the Rev. Hubert Handley, 
M. A., has been interviewed. He argues that episcopal 
stipends of from £4,000 to £10,000 a year militate against 
the work of the Church. Certainly they seem to be incon
gruous with the Gospel of “ Blessed are the poor,”  preached 
by the lowly carpenter of Nazareth and the fishermen and 
°thers of low estate who constituted his following.

Mr. Handley says his Church caters mainly for the well-to- 
do. and he attributes this to the social status of the Bishops, 

W’ho are grandees rather than ministers of Christ.” He 
suggests the abolition of palaces and the title of lordship, 
ar*d the reduction of episcopal incomes to £2,000 a year, 
Mr. Handley has reason to think that his views have received 
a considerable amount of public support. That may be so, 
but the point is, How many bishops have accorded them any 
kind of assent ? We arc waiting for some bishop to_ renounce 
a third of his stipend, take up his residence in a little villa, 
and drop the title of Lord. Then we shall think that the 
Bev. Handley has achieved some measure of success.

John J. Lynch, a young Irishman, went to the_ United 
States two years ago, and entered a Catholic seminary to 
study for the priesthood. The other Sunday he entered the 
Bellevue hospital for the insane.
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Irish University. Touching that subject, the Rock publishes 
an extract from what it calls “ a Romish publication on 
higher education.” It would have been better if the Rock 
had given the name of that publication, so that the extract 
and its context might have been verified. However, there is 
no reason to doubt that the quotation exists somewhere or 
other, and it is very remarkable indeed. In the face of it, 
one can hardly see how Romanists can clamor for the 
University.

These are the words : “ We are far from meaning that 
ignorance is the Catholic youth’s best preservative against 
intellectual danger, but it is a very powerful one nevertheless, 
and those who deny this are but inventing a theory in the 
very teeth of manifest facts. A Catholic destitute of intel
lectual tastes, whether in a higher or a lower rank, may, 
probably enough, be tempted to idleness, frivolity, sensuality, 
gambling ; but in none but the very rarest cases will he be 
tempted to that which (in the Catholic view) is an immeasur
ably greater calamity than any of these, or all put together— 
viz., deliberate doubt on the truth of his religion.”

So that, according to the Romish view, to doubt the truth 
of the Catholic religion is “ immeasurably ”  worse than 
idleness, frivolity, sensuality, and gambling. This is reducing 
ethics to a rather low level. But it will be observed that it 
is the Catholic “ destitute of intellectual tastes ” who is safest 
from doubt.

As an example of the idiotic rubbish with which the 
Sunday Companion fills its columns, take the following : 
“ At the conclusion of an address by the Rev. C. Silvester 
Horne, in a small market town, a man tottered from the 
public-house opposite the preacher’s stand, and commenced 
to ‘ preach’ in his own besotted way. He addressed himself 
specially to the minister, and fired at him a string of ques
tions. ‘ What do you think of Bradlaugh, Voltaire, and 
other noted infidels ?’ were amongst the questions he asked.
‘ My good friend,’ said Mr. Horne, ‘ the question is not what 
I think of those men—the question is, “  What think ye of 
Christ ?” ’ At the name of the Savior of mankind the drunken 
man paused, hung down his head, and, as thoughts of a 
former and better life flashed through and sobered his mind, 
he muttered : ‘ Yes—yes—I alius takes off my hat to that 
gentleman.’ And, uncovering his head, the man walked 
quietly away—an illustration of the power of the Name 
which is above every name.”

As Jesus is said to have walked on the shores of Galilee 
and preached, so the Rev. John Woods, an anti-Ritualistic 
lecturer, has walked and orated on the promenade at 
Llandudno. Visitors who were desirous of some peace and 
quietude have complained. Legal action has been taken, 
and recently the Rer. Woods was forcibly removed. This 
method being unsuccessful, the rev. gentleman has been 
fined for obstruction. He refused to pay the fine, and was 
removed to gaol for a month’s imprisonment. He knew, of 
course, that his friends would pay the fine, which, we under
stand, they have done. ___

1)
Del.

uring a religious service at the camp-meeting in Laurel, 
1 Samuel Baker fell dead while shouting glory to God.

Bad sanitation in the Catholic convent in Oldenburg, Ind., 
has resulted in about forty cases of typhoid fever among the 
lnniatcs. The local health officer is investigating.

,, The Pacific Unitarian, in an editorial note, is reminded of a 
‘ devout but honest minister who, in his prayer, said : ‘ We 
dedicate this church to thee, O Lord, subject to a four-thou- 
Sand dollar mortgage.’ ”  ___

Three European Buddhists are now in Burmah with the 
avowed object of turning the Christian converts back to 
.jUddhism, and two American women from Chicago are on 
leir way there for a similar purpose.

• 1 awning a “ praying shawl ” is an odd illustration of pious 
mpecuniosity. A Hebrew appealed to the magistrate at the 
names Police-court for assistance in recovering his “ talith.” 

le had pawned the “ talith” after the Jewish holidays last 
^®ar> and when he went to redeem it the pawnbroker said he 
lad not got it. This is sad, in the sense that his ceremonial 

aPpeals to Jehovah are stopped. Why doesn’t the Lord 
Providentially interfere, so that communication may be 
restored ?

Says a writer in the Rock: “ From what I have seen of the 
Jesuit party in the Church of England, we arc fighting 
a8ainst a great body of men who will stoop to anything so 
° n8 as they gain power and control of mind, body, and 

estate. Their object is plunder !” We are not concerned to 
dispute this estimate. It is simply another example of the 
J^ y  in which these Christians love each other, and tell the 
ruth about each other.

There is still some agitation on the question of the proposed

Albert Edward Keet, clerk in holy orders, has been 
remanded at Waterloo, near Liverpool, on the charge of 
stealing blankets, sheets, bed-quilts, and tea and desert- 
spoons to the value of over £ 4 . He was further charged 
with feloniously receiving two post-office orders for 10s.

The Rev. Walter Pughe, who was recently fined at Bow- 
street for drunkenness, was brought up again charged with 
a similar offence. This time it was outside the National 
Gallery. He waved his hat, shouted, and stopped to address 
the mob ; and very likely, as far as his utterances were con
cerned, was quite as rational as when in the pulpit. When, 
however, he reeled up against the railings, it was thought time 
to take him into custody. At the station he said his name was 
Thomas Jones. He was fined 20s.

The British Guiana Committee of the British and Foreign 
Bible Society have decided, says Reynolds's, to engage a 
Hindoo colporteur to come from India to work among the 
East Indians in that Colony. They should make certain that 
the new Christian worker is thoroughly sound in the manner 
in which he expounds the Scriptures. That this is necessary 
is evident from the following version of a famous parable 
which was told to a congregation of Hindoos by a native 
evangelist: “ There was a man going along a road ; he was 
attacked by robbers, looted, ill-used, and thrown to the side 
of the road half dead. A Mullah came by, but paid no 
attention to him ; similarly a Pundit ; but a Christian 
followed. lie  helped him. Being a Christian he had liquor 
with him (!!!), and restored him to consciousness.”

A storm in a tea-cup has occurred in connection with 
Carshalton Parish Church. Several persons were sum
moned for laughing during service. It wras admitted that 
the officiating cleric made several mistakes in reading out 
the Commandments Eventually the Bench, apparently sick 
of the business, dismissed the summonses.
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Apropos of the presence in London this week of several 
black bishops, the following amusing story is told : A certain 
gentleman invited several negro bishops to dine with him, 
but when the time came for dinner none of the guests 
appeared. After waiting several minutes, he questioned his 
butler as to the missing guests, mentioning that they were 
black clergymen. “ I wish, sir,” said the butler, “ you had 
told me that before. Why, I ’ve been turning them away as 
negro minstrels !”

Some of the religious papers have now found out what 
was drawn attention to last week in our columns—namely, 
the humorous and satiric character of the official guide to the 
forthcoming Church Congress at Brighton. The compiler is 
now said to “ reveal the weaknesses of clerical and lay 
humanity with the innocent outspokenness of a ‘ terrible 
infant.’ ” It is further suggested that an appendix on “ How 
a Church Congress is Got U p ” had “ better be kept from 
bishops and deans for fear of consequences.” The comment 
of another religious weekly is that the guide “ combines 
something from the cruet of cynicism with its solid fare of 
facts. Pepper and salt and vinegar are enough to make one 
choke and sneeze in mild astonishment.” Surely there never 
was such an official guide to the Congress issued before.

What a falling-off was there ! The Birmingham School 
Board, with all its traditions of national Secular education, 
has issued a hymn-book for use in the Board-schools of the 
city. Fancy the torrent of indignation that would have been 
raised on the Board twenty years ago if there had been a 
proposal to print for the schools a hymn-book containing 
such hymns as “ Our Blest Redeemer, ere He Breathed 
“ Savior, Blessed Savior “ When, His Salvation Bringing,” 
etc. Surely Birmingham has fallen on degenerate days.

Truth, as we know, is not at all necessary to missionary 
reports. The idea is not to state facts, but to paint a fanciful 
picture which will draw in the shekels. The London City 
Mission has just issued a report. Amongst other equally 
truthful statements, it says that, though the circulation of 
infidel literature is still considerable, “ in many of the London 
districts infidelity is less widespread and less intelligently 
held by many who profess it than in days gone by.”

This is news indeed, and, in view of the facts, shows that 
the wish is father to the thought. What the mission calls 
“ infidelity ” was never so widely spread in the metropolis as 
at the present time. As to whether it is as “ intelligently 
held,” we cannot allow the City missionaries to constitute 
themselves judges. It could never be so unintelligently held 
as Christianity by the so-called Christians the Mission believes 
itself to have roped into the fold in return for alms and doles.

The iron has entered the soul of Dr. Parker in regard to 
the teachings of “ infidels.” He can't let them alone, though, 
with his usual modesty, lie expresses a lofty contempt for 
them. In a recent discourse in the City Temple, he said he 
refused to abandon his faith because some infidel had written 
“ a ha’penny pamphlet ” against it—which pamphlet, Dr. 
Parker added, he took care not to lend to anybody, believing 
that a man should be as kind to his neighbor at least as he is 
to himself. His “ taking care ” not to lend such a pamphlet 
to anybody suggests that he would be afraid of its effects.
It doesn’t seem very kind to a neighbor to act towards him 
as if he were a fool, not to be trusted to read a controversial 
treatise lest he should be led astray.

Miss Dolton, at a recent Sunday-school Conference in the 
Oxford district, “ pleaded for humor ” in the teaching of the 
young in the Sunday-schools, and protested against its 
depreciation as an unseemly instrument in spiritual work. 
There is something in this. The Bible contains plenty of 
unconscious humor, which could be used for the edification of 
the Sunday-school classes. Let the teachers procure Mr. 
Foote’s Bible Romances or Bible Heroes as a guide and text
book.

We doubt if there is a sillier paper in the world than 
Prophet Baxter’s Christian Herald. Not that he is a fool. 
Oh dear no ! He knows the fathomless imbecility of the 
ruck of orthodox Christians, and devotes himself to the 
profitable task of exploiting it. We understand that his 
weekly budget of pious folly has an immense circulation, 
running into hundreds of thousands. And what with this, 
and what with the end-of-the-world business, old Baxter 
must be doing remarkably well. Indeed, we guess he often 
rubs his hands, and chuckles to himself, over Carlyle’s famous 
aphorism about the number and the mental acumen of the 
inhabitants of Great Britain. _

Prophet Baxter’s organ recently contained a smudgy picture 
of a Baptism in the river at Stockbridge, in Hampshire. The 
banks are lined with people watching a performance in the 
middle of the stream. A couple of bare-headed elderly 
gentlemen seem to be wrestling with each other, and the 
top-weight has nearly succeeded in getting his opponent

under water. According to the letterpress, this performance 
is a religious one ; otherwise we should have taken it to be 
an item from the program of the local regatta.

It appears that this baptismal service was performed only 
last June by the Rev. H. A. Tree, of Broughton ; who, we 
suppose, is the top-weight in the picture. Those who were 
ducked in the name of the Lord felt it was “ like a taste 
of heaven below.” But the profane spectators “ laughed.’ 
Most of them remain alive unto this day, but one of 
them has gone to the Devil. He was “ a swearing blas
phemer, and given to drink ”—of course ! And with that 
as a good starting-point, the rest shall be told in the Chris
tian Herald's own words, which are too good to be spoiled by 
a paraphrase : “ A few days before the service, he made use 
of impious words regarding the ceremony, wishing th o s e  who 
were to take part in it were dead. Not many days passed 
when, as he was on the way to a public-house, he suddenly 
fell dead on the road.”

There you are now ! That is the stuff which hundreds of 
thousands of Christians read with gusto ! It was for this 
that Jesus Christ took the trouble to come from heaven, get 
born without a father, and die almost without a friend. Was 
the game really worth the candle ?

“ Come unto me all ye that labor and are heavy laden, and 
I will give you rest.” These words of Jesus Christ an old 
woman in New York interpreted recently as an invitation to 
suicide ; so she plunged into the river at the foot of East 
Twenty-eighth-street, and was drowned.

“ Glasgow Slum Evangelist ” is the heading of a tract 
issued by John Forbes, 121 Drygate-street, G l a s g o w ,  who 
solicits subscriptions towards its free distribution. It is all 
about “ instant relief and satisfaction from Jesus,” but what 
the Glasgow slum-dwellers want is instant relief from the 
wretchedness of their earthly surroundings. A religious tract 
is about as medicinal for their malady as a bit of quack 
ointment would be on a cancer.

At the top of this precious leaflet we read, “ See Roman 
Catholic Testament, published by James Duffy & Co. 
Evidently the slum-dwellers must avoid the Protestant New 
Testament if they want to find the right Jesus.

Canon M’Cormick is capable of talking great nonsense 
when he applies his mind, or what passes for such, to religious 
questions. Speaking at the Annual Convention of the Church 
of Ireland’s Young Men’s Society, he remarked that the late 
Charles Bradlaugh was once placed on the horns of a 
dilemma. He was asked “ Are you a responsible being ? > 
If he said Yes, he would imply a higher power to whom he 
was responsible; and if he said No, he would be in a very 
curious position. Thus the “ famous Agnostic” was “ com
pletely silenced.” Now it is not true that Charles Bradlaugh 
was an Agnostic. He repudiated the designation, and called 
himself an Atheist. As for the dilemma, it is the merest 
moonshine. A man can be responsible without being respon
sible to God. When a Christian—as sometimes happens-" 
stands in a witness-box and commits perjury, and it is proved 
upon him, he finds out that his responsibility begins a long waV 
short of heaven. If he has any doubt about it, a couple of 
years’ imprisonment is apt to carry conviction.

A young couple applied to the rector of Rattlesden, Bury 
St. Edmunds, to marry them. He discovered, however, that 
their parents had cheated the Church by not having them 
baptised. Accordingly, he refused to tie them up unless they 
first went through the neglected ceremony ; so they went on 
and got married at a less particular Baptist gospel-shop.

Belief.

I say there’s no belief.
Whoever plants a seed beneath the sod,
And sees it grow, and therefore trusts in God,

Is but a clod.

Whoever says, when clouds are in the sky,
“ I trust in the Most High,” from the Most High 

Gets no reply.

Whoever honest is, and ’neath the snows 
The future harvest sees, of God, he knows,

This nothing shows.

Whoever lies down on his couch to sleep, ir
And says, content, “ I know that God will keep, 

Had better sleep.
■Boston Investigator. C. C. ]•
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

Sunday, September 29, Secular Hall,
Glasgow: 11.30, “ Anarchism and Assassination 
Hall Caine, the Pope, and Christian Democracy 
"rthout God, and Happiness without Heaven.” 

October 6, Birmingham.
October 13, Hull.
October 20 and 27, Athenaeum Hall.
November 10, Camberwell.
November 24, Leicester.

Brunswick-street, 
2.30, “ Mr. 

6.30, “ Good

To Correspondents.

Nr. Charles Watts ’s L ecturing E ngagements.—October 6, 
Athenaeum Hall, London; 13, Camberwell; 17 (Thursday), 
Wood Green. November io, Athenæum Hall, London ; 245 
Birmingham. December 8, Newcastle-on-Tyne ; 15, Glasgow. 
All communications for Mr. Charles Watts in reference to
lecti
Car:

unng engagements, etc., should be sent to him at 24 
minia-road, Balham, S.W. If a reply is required, a stamped 

and addressed envelope must be enclosed.
• Y oung, sending cheque to the Fund for Mrs. Foote, says : “ I 
regret that Mr. Foote should have had the indignity thrust 
uJ?°n him of appearing in the Bankruptcy Court. Both my 
'y>fe and self receive a deal of pleasure and instruction
hrough reading the Freethinker, and wish Mr. Foote and the 

VyCause he represents every success.”
• P. Murray.—Thanks for further subscription, also for the 
nutting from the Daily Mail. Our readers do us a considerable 
service by sending us such things. It is impossible, of course, 
nat we can read every newspaper ourselves.

A- Powell.—We appreciate your letter and sympathy. Your 
suggestion re addressing a lady in the chair at a meeting is,
. e think, hardly adequate. It would be all right as you put it 
ln French, but “ President ” is an un-English way of addressing 
a temporary occupant of the chair. We are too busy just now 
° think the matter right out. Perhaps some of our readers 
1 set their wits to work on the problem. " Mr. Chairman ” 

M<jurjnls all right, but “ Mrs. Chairwoman ” sounds like two 
bob ” a day and your victuals. The question is what appel- 

^ Rtion should be used.
White.—Thanks. See “ Acid Drops,” which we are pleased 

^ 0 hear you find “ humorous and fascinating.”
• G. Scopes (Ipswich), having been away from home for some 

■ hie, finds a pile of Freethinkers to read on his return, and after
bhrefully going through our “ Personals ” he says the matter is 
so. one-sided that he wishes he could send pounds instead ot 
shillings to the Fund for Mrs. Foote.

E vans and W. Mo rris.—Thanks for your good wishes. 
*he storm isn’t brewed yet that can sink us.

Ames Neate.—See acknowledgment in list. Thanks.
’ atM E. W ilson.—It will always be a pleasure to recollect that 

MWe had so many friends in the hour of necessity.
• Rogers.—Thanks for copy of the Review of Reviews, although 
'VS, had already seen it and written some paragraphs on the

Character Sketch ” of Mr. G. J. Holyoake. We cannot think 
hut Mr. Holyoake will allow the article to pass without a 

_ 'v°rd of explanation.
’ • Newman wishes he could perform the waler-and-wine trick 
Ai'd turn his shillings into pounds towards the Fund for Mrs.
Toote.
• Gill .—Please convey our thanks to your mother. We are 

^always delighted to hear of Freethinking women.
v ’ R err.—We are obliged for the cuttings.

Ritas,—Glad to hear you were pleased with Mr. Watts's 
^ ‘ectures at Sheffield.

• Nelson.—See “ Sugar Plums.” We do not insert “ reports ” 
° ‘ lectures, but are always glad to devote a paragraph to

A sPecial occasions.
V?’ Moss.—-Yes, the temporary indisposition is over, anil Mr. 

J E°°*e *S c!u’ ê B>mself again. Thanks for your good wishes.
' a LL'S— See paragraph. Mr. Foote is answering your query 
as to lectures by post.
UN Hume.—We regret the oversight. See this week’s acknow

ledgments.
^Waller.—Matter for the Freethinker must not be sent to Miss 

ance—-who, by the way, has quite enough duties to attend to 
-but direct to the editor. We are „leased to hij, — direct to the editor, w e are pieaseu 10 nea 

E B°SS such a successful meeting at Ridley-road.
’ Redwood.—Glad to have the sympathy of Plymouth friends.

We are pleased to hear that Mr.
had such a successful

edw° od.—Glad to have ---- v -- - ------
We hope to see them all face to face before very long.
Rartridgij,—Letter re subjects received. We shall expect a 
copy 0j- tjjC bill in due course.
■ R- Ball.—T hanks for your ever-welcomc cuttings.

pDA Slack.—We have read your letter with pleasure.
• H. S eppings and C. B urgess (Rangoon)

» • - - • ■ -
___________ ________ v____b___,. We regret that we

cannot decipher the third name on your letter. Miss Vance has 
•mded over your remittance to the Fund for Mrs. Foote. Air. 

Anderson,” you say, " may have done much secretly for Free- 
, 'ought, of which we are not aware, but we know Mr. Foote 
nas done much more publicly, and our sympathy is, of 
enlisted on his side. We can only judge by results.”E u 0 
• WEBB.-Thanks. Léo Ta~ 
to Chri

jy  ■ '“ "•“T-rnanKs. See “ Acid Drops.” We do not think that 
ratted back again to Freethought, after ratting back

„ Christianity. 
acoepted him.

The French Freethinkers would hardly have

“ Sansfoy,” who is a medical man, writing to Mrs. Foote (with 
enclosure), says : “ I send this as a small token of my admira
tion for your gallant husband. We out of the way Rationalists 
look up to him and admire his bravery and self-sacrifice in 
battling with the demon of bigotry, while such as I dare not 
avow our unbelief for fear of ruin and social ostracism. Such 
men as he are truly the salt of the earth.” Mrs. Foote is not 
unnaturally pleased to read this, but Mr. Foote will be glad 
when the occasion for such compliments is a thing of the past.

E. and M. S impson.—Thanks for your pleasant letter. We are 
glad to hear that you so enjoy reading the Freethinker, and 
that you are circulating copies of the Age of Reason. Mr. 
Foote hopes to be able to visit Huddersfield again during the 
winter.

D. P. S w eetland .—No doubt worry makes more grey hairs than 
work does ; still, we are not of a worrying disposition. Thanks 
for the cutting.

Papers R eceived .—Boston Investigator—Two Worlds—Western 
Morning News—Daily Mail—Torch of Reason—Discontent— 
Crescent—Lucifer (Chicago)—Progressive Thinker—Secular 
Thought (Toronto)—Freethought Magazine—The Truthseeker 
(New York)—Accrington Advertiser—Public Opinion (New 
York).

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

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

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

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

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

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

S cale of A d v er t isem en ts :—Thirty words, is. 6d.; every suc
ceeding ten words, 6d. Displayed Advertisements :—One inch, 
4s. 6d.; half column, £ 1  2s. 6d.; column, £2  5s. Special terms 
for repetitions.

Personal.

It  was announced in last week’s Freethinker that Mr. 
George Anderson’s solicitors had at length sent a reply 
to the communication forwarded to him, a considerable 
time ago, by the Directors of the Freethought Publish
ing Company, Limited ; and it was promised that this 
reply, together with my comments, should be published 
in the present week’s issue.

In order that the readers of this journal in general, 
and the members of the Company in particular, may 
thoroughly understand the matter, I have decided to 
reproduce the Board’s communication. It ran as 
follows :—

The Board of Directors of the Freethought Publishing 
Company, Limited, hereby resolves to place the following 
statement on its records, and to publish the same, if neces
sary, for the information of all concerned.

1. This Company was formed with Mr. George Anderson 
as one of its founders and one of its first Directors.

2. Mr. George Anderson was publicly announced, by Mr. 
Foote, the vendor and promoter, as having promised to 
subscribe 500 Shares in the undertaking ; and that announce
ment, repeated week by week for months, undoubtedly influ
enced other persons who gave promises of support.

3. Mr. Anderson did not repudiate his announced promise 
at the time, but allowed the Company to be registered, and a 
large number of persons to apply legally for Shares, on the 
understanding that he intended to perform the said promise, 
and that the amount of £,$00, or some approximate sum, 
would be his contribution to the working capital of the 
Company.

4. Mr. Anderson only applied for 25 Shares in all, and he 
now appears to repudiate the promise made by Mr. Foote on 
his behalf and ostensibly with his authorisation.

5. Such a large amount of capital as .£500 is of very great 
importance in so small an undertaking, and it is felt that the 
Shareholders of the Company have a serious interest in the 
matter. They have been deceived by someone, and it is 
necessary to decide by whom.

6. The Board, having investigated the subject, has come 
to the conclusion that Mr. Foote’s announcement of Mr. 
Anderson’s intention to take the aforesaid Shares in the 
Company was not only made in good faith, but was made 
with Mr. Anderson’s authorisation ; that authorisation being 
not merely verbal, but formal, in Mr. Anderson’s own hand
writing.

7. The Board, therefore, representing all the Shareholders, 
calls upon Mr. Anderson to redeem his pledge, and to contri
bute his honest share to the working capital of the Company. 
Should he not do so—which the Board can scarcely believe,
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when he realises all the facts of the case—it will be the duty 
of the Board to convene a special meeting of the Share
holders, with a view to eliciting a general resolution on the 
question of Mr. Anderson’s relations to the Company.

(S igned) Charles Watts')
C. Cohen > Directors.
J ames Neate J
G. W. F oote ( Chairman).
E. M. Vance ( Secretary) .

After a careful perusal of this carefully-worded com
munication, the reader will be able to appreciate the 
following carefully-worded reply :—■

23 Surrey Street,
Victoria Embankment, 

London, W.C.
September 16th, 1901.

The Secretary,
The Freethought Publishing Company, Limited. 

Madam,—
Mr. Anderson forwarded us your letter of 27th August. 

We regret the delay which has taken place. You will 
perhaps accept our assurance that it is attributable to no 
intentional want of courtesy. The gentleman who advises 
Mr. Anderson has been away from London, and before 
'eaving had so much on his hands that he found it impos
sible to investigate the questions in issue between Mr. 
Anderson and the Company. Mr. Anderson is now com
pulsorily detained in the Isle of Wight.

So far as our investigations have at present gone, we 
cannot advise Mr. Anderson that he is under obligation to 
increase his holding in the Company. If, however, the 
Directors take the contrary view, we think that the matter 
should at once be referred to the Court. It will be Mr. 
Anderson’s wish to assist in obtaining a decision with as 
little delay and expense as may be reasonably possible, and 
we will accept service of process on his behalf.

If Mr. Anderson is under the obligation now suggested, it 
is unfortunate that action in the matter should have been 
delayed until Mr. Foote’s default in his private obligations 
to Mr. Anderson compelled the latter to take steps the neces
sity for which he sincerely regretted, and the justification of 
which can be questioned by no impartial person acquainted 
with the facts. We say unfortunate, because it is difficult to 
resist the inference that Mr. Foote has used his influence to 
raise an issue between Mr. Anderson and the Company to 
prejudice the former in what is a private matter between him 
and Mr. Foote.

We are
Yours obediently,

B urton, Y eates, and Hart.

Now I wish a few dates to be borne in mind, together 
with a few facts, before the reader proceeds to follow my 
comments.

The communication to Mr. Anderson, which he handed 
over to his solicitors, without saying a single word on 
his own account, was decided upon at the Board meet
ing held on Ju ly  17, and it was forwarded the next day. 
It was acknowledged by his solicitors, who promised 
a reply in “ a few days.”  Meanwhile they applied for 
certain information. This they were told they could 
obtain by making an appointment with the Secretary 
(Miss Vance) at the Company’s office. An appoint
ment was made, and they were supplied with what 
they requested. They were shown the Company’s 
first Prospectus, with Mr. Anderson’s name upon it as 
one of the original Directors ; also the allotments of 
Shares up to the date when Mr. Anderson applied for 
25 Shares—all that he has ever taken of the 500 Shares 
which he authorised me to announce that he would take. 
W hat their object was I do not know, unless it was to 
gain time. W hat I do know is that the reply “  in a few 
days ”  did not arrive. Accordingly, the Directors, at a 
meeting held on August 26, instructed the Secretary to 
send Mr. Anderson a final request for an answer to their 
communication. Mr. Anderson himself acknowledged 
this letter on a postcard, dated August 29, “  I called
on my solicitor to-day,”  he said, “ leaving your note 
about an answer, but found him out of town for a few 
days, but no doubt he ‘ will with reason answer you ’ 
— Shakespeare.”  Allowing, therefore, the legitimacy 
of his solicitors’ excuse, in their letter of September 16, 
the following facts are still perfectly clear—namely (1) 
that Mr. Anderson never troubled himself to see the docu
ments I discovered, proving that hedid promise to takethe 
Shares, for saying that he had promised to take which 
he had called me a liar and even worse names ; (2) that 
neither did his solicitors trouble themselves to make a 
closer inspection of these documents, which had been

merely
theis

shown to them by my solicitor on the rehearing of the 
Receiving Order against me ; (3) that the reply promised 
“  in a few days ” did not arrive at the end of six weeks ; 
(4) that the final request for a reply was not answered 
definitely until after the lapse of another three weeks-— 
that is to say, until after my public examination, and 
the report of it in the newspapers.

W hat a contrast between the hurry with which I was 
forced into the Bankruptcy Court and the dilatoriness 
with which Mr. Anderson’s obligation to fulfil his 
own public pledge was considered and attended to !

And now for the reply itself of Mr. Anderson’s 
solicitors. They are constituted the guardians of his 
conscience as well as his business. I should scorn to 
place my conscience in the hands of my solicitor, 
although I have a perfect belief in his integrity. No 
man has a right to do anything of the kind. But that 
is what Mr. Anderson chose to do, and I believe it will 
not be considered creditable, even in view of his 
advanced age, and his “ compulsory ”  detention in the 
Isle of W ight—whatever that may mean. However, 
his solicitors reply for him, and we must take what they 
have to say for what it is worth. Certainly it is no real 
reply to the Board’s communication. They blandly 
waive all the details, and simply say that they cannot 
advise Mr. Anderson that he is under any obligation to 
increase his holding in the Company. Well, I never 
thought that they would do so. It was hardly to be 
expected of them. They assign no reason for their 
advice to their client, and this, of course, is lega* 
prudence, but it is nothing more. Nor do they state 
whether they mean “ m oral” obligation or “ legal 
obligation—two things which are not always coinci
dent. Their reply is “ clever” enough from a 
legal point of view ; on any other ground, it 
veriest shuffling.

Mr. Anderson’s solicitors invite the Directors to 
appeal to “ the Court ” —that is, to commence an 
action against him. But an action will only decide 
his legal responsibility, not his moral responsibility > 
and it was his sense of honor to which the Directors 
appealed. Any other appeal would have been made 
through their solicitor. Whether such other appea 
will be made now depends upon circumstances, and 
the Board does not intend to be rushed. An action 
against a man with a very long purse is only to be 
entered upon after the maturest deliberation.

With regard to the “ delay ”  of the Board’s action» 
which can only mean the delay of its communication t0 
Mr. Anderson, I must say that his solicitors’ complalf,t 
is disingenuous. Obviously, the Board was helpless 
until I discovered those documents in Mr. Andersons 
own handwriting. Prior to that event it was only my 
word against his. How could the Board tell which 0 
us was speaking the truth ? There was, indeed, so»ie 
corroboration of my word, for I had published  Mr’ 
Anderson’s promise week after week in a journal^ to 
which he was a subscriber. But that was not decisive’ 
It was the discovery of those documents that remove0 
every doubt, and the Board came to a resolution at <ts 
very next meeting.

Mr. Anderson’s solicitors are good enough to say 
von his behalf) that I have used my “ influence” t0 
raise this issue between him and the Company in orde 
to prejudice him in a private matter. But is not this 
the greatest nonsense ? They know very well that • 
has been my contention, all along, that the £ 10°  
paid Mr. Anderson after the formation of the C o m p ly  
was paid him on the condition that he would use 
towards taking the promised 500 Shares. Moreover» 
my honor is at stake in this matter of the Shares» 
whether Mr. Anderson considers that his honor <s 
stake or not. I am under a moral obligation to t j 
Shareholders, and I should be dishonorable indeed n 
did not use my “ influence ” to secure for the Compa A 
the working capital which I led them to believe v/ou 
be forthcoming.

Mr. Anderson told the readers of the Freethu  
when he was making me a bankrupt, that he was so / 
for me. His solicitors follow his cue. They say 
he “ sincerely regretted” the step he took, but it 
necessary, and this cannot be questioned by

that
was
any
the“ impartial person.” Indeed! And who are . 

im partial persons that say so ? They are Mr. Anders? 
solicitors, who do his business for the usual considerati
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f need say no more. Everyone will appreciate their 
impartiality.

The only “ justification”  of Mr. Anderson’s action 
Would have been his intention and ability to prove that 
1 was a scoundrel, or something so near it as to be 
utterly unworthy of the confidence of the Freethought 
party.  ̂ That he has not done, that he cannot do. He 

his^opportunity at my public examination. 
Considering that Mr. Anderson is a rich man, who is 

at>le to spare ¿£15,000, according to his own advertise
ment, the Freethought party has had no difficulty in 
arming a judgment as to his action against m e; and 

me statement that he was “  sorry ”  for me only appeared 
uke hypocrisy on the back of vindictiveness.

With regard to Mr. Anderson’s final refusal (for such 
t must consider it) to take his promised Shares in the 

feethought Publishing Company, unless he is com
pelled to do so by the law, I have no hesitation in 
saying that it is of a piece with his Shylock proceedings 
throughout this dispute. I said I would not mince my 

Words at the finish, and I now declare that it was not 
> but he, who deceived the Freethought party. He 

ullowed, he authorised, a promise to be made in his 
name.̂  He knew it would influence other and poorer 
men in deciding whether they would invest their 
money in the undertaking of which he was ostensibly a 
Pfmcipal supporter. When they had invested their 
money, he did not fulfil his promise ; and when he was 
¡^minded of it, he repudiated it with an air of indigna- 
'on.̂  I Jo  not know if he hoped that their money, thus 

obtained, would pay what he considered I owed him . 
mt of this I am certain—that, if such conduct is 
onorable, the vocabulary of ethics should be revo- 
ub?nised and remodelled.

Wealth is bowed down to in the present age, but I 
make bold to tell a wealthy man that it can never be a 
Vlrtue to deceive and betray.

Hiis man appears to have imagined that his wealth 
§)ava him an assured predominance. He was mistaken.

here are greater things in the world. He vowed to 
rUin me ¡f j ¿id not yield to his demands. He has not 
ru*ned me ; nor has he disgraced me. He counted on 
my discomfiture before the bar of public opinion. I 
Retire from it undishonored, and I leave him  there to 

ear the opprobrium. G. W . F oote.

The Fund for Mrs. Foote.

W. Young, ¿ 2 ; W. P. Murray, 3s.; A. Powell, 5s.; A. G. 
t,.°pes, 5s.; J .  R. Evans, 2s. 6d.; W. Morris, 2s. ; Albert 
Ismson, ios.; A. Addy and T. Wombwell, 3s. 6d.; A. Gall, 
Q.y. *’• Rowland, 5s.; James and Agnes YVilson, 5s.; Mrs. 
ti* , 2s. 6d.; Dr. J. Laing, £ 2 ;  Manchester Branch (collec- 
p .n'< .£ 6 ; G. Newman, 5s.; W. Longstaffs, 5s.; Indian 
¡ l̂’®ncR ’ per C. Burgess, 12s.; T. Williams, 2s.; J . H. 
e. hen, ios.; A Workman, 3s.; Sansfoy, 10s,; Ada Slack, 2s.;

Is> Plymouth Branch: E. Redwood, 2s. 6d.; Mr.
T,, iey> 5s.; Mr. Shepherd, 2s. 6d.; Mr. Hartón, 6d.; Mr.
Rid°Ck’ hh-; Mr. Channing, is.; Miss Pinkey, 2s. 6d.; Mr.

a' r> is.; A. C. Brown, 2s. 6d.; E. and M. Simpson, 2s.

Sugar Plums.

lit 00TIS had good meetings and an enthusiastic reception 
tici | hchester on Sunday. The evening meeting was a par- 
Wo h y “ *ive ” one, and the applause and laughter were 
l0(.r h hearing. The Committee had determined to give the 
suh1* .^thinkers (who had not done so) an opportunity of 
sy Scr‘bing on the spot to the Fund for Mrs. Foote, and the 
pm of ¿ 6  was collected. Mr. Foote was asked by Mr. 
sJp >  the evening chairman, to say a few words on the 
con̂ H*' recent troubles. When he said that he did not
WorT 6r himself dishonored, and that he meant to go on 
^ m g  as before for the Freethought cause, and if possible 
Thi1 resh energy, the cheers were loud and prolonged. 
Pm rci .Was no mistaking the sentiments of the Manchester 

reethinkers.

r, ^ r- Foote delivers three lectures in the Secular Hall, 
tlilUnsw‘ch-street, Glasgow, to-day (Sept. 29). No doubt 

re will be good meetings. As far as we can learn, his 
r- Cent troubles have not lost him the support of the Glasgow 

'ends, but rather the contrary. Before the evening lecture 
¡ ' r e  will be some instrumental music, atM a poetical read- 

g> probably a Shakspearean one, by Mr. Foote.

On the following Sunday (Oct. 6) Mr. Foote delivers two 
lectures, afternoon and evening, in the Birmingham Town 
Hall. It takes a lot of people to fill that vast building, and 
we hope the local Freethinkers will do their utmost to adver
tise the meetings amongst their friends and acquaintances. 
The admission is free, with a collection towards defraying the 
expenses.

Mr. C. Cohen had a capital audience at the Athenæum Hall 
on Sunday evening. He occupies the same platform again 
this evening (Sept. 29), his subject being “ The Problem of 
Criminals.”  We hope there will be another good gathering 
on this occasion.

Mr. F. Nelson informs us that Mr. Watts had good 
audiences on Sunday at Sheffield, that he was in his best 
vein, and that he was much applauded.

We are glad to hear that the new Liverpool Public Halls 
Company, Limited, is now a going concern with every pro
spect of success. The shareholders are not all N. S. S. 
people, but they are all Progressives. Some belong to the 
Independent Labor Party, some to the Fabian Society, and 
one is a Quaker. The N. S. S. Branch is a tenant under the 
Company. It opens its winter session on Sunday evening, 
October 6, with a social gathering. Mr. Cohen lectures 
on October 27, and Mr. Foote is trying to spare an early 
Sunday in December.

The Glasgow Branch sends us a copy of its Annual Report 
for 1900-1901. It is a healthy document. The year has been 
one of strenuous and fruitful enterprise. No less than sixteen 
courses of Special Lectures were included. Audiences were 
generally large, and in some instances overflowing. Free- 
thought literature, including five hundred copies of the Age 
of Reason, has been extensively circulated. Open-air work 
has been started successfully on the Green, and it is noted 
that the public meeting in connection with the N. S. S. Con
ference was “ attended by fully two thousand people.” It is 
gratifying also to learn that the Branch is in a sound financial 
condition.

Mr. J. O. Bates, of Gloucester, has a good letter in the 
Citizen in reply to the Rev. J .  H. Owen, who uttered a 
number of libels on Freethinkers, charging them, amongst 
other things, with advocating “ Anarchical doctrines.” Mr. 
Bates requests him to prove his statements. We believe he 
has also invited the reverend gentleman to come out on a 
neutral platform and meet some representative Freethinker 
in a public discussion. But we don’t suppose Mr. Owen will 
be “ having any.” Mr. Bates’s letter, in any case, is sure to 
do good.

Mr. Arthur B. Moss, who has delivered nearly forty out
door lectures this season, had a very busy day on Sunday. 
He lectured to a large audience at Ridley-road, and answered 
two opponents, in the morning ; in the afternoon he was busy 
in Finsbury Park lecturing and answering a courteous oppo
nent, and in the evening he wound up by a vigorous address 
at Edmonton. _ _

The Boston Investigator reproduces Mr. Foote’s article on 
“ Measuring Ingersoll.” Mr. E. R. Woodward’s article on 
“ Christian Infamies ” is reprinted in the Toronto Secular 
Thought. ___

One more new thing must be set down among Chicago 
novelties—the Church of Man. Condition of membership, 
we learn from an American exchange, is disbelief in the 
existence of a supernatural Being, or in anything which 
hitherto has passed for Christianity. Officers, however, are 
to be known by some of the old names, and ethical sermons 
are to be preached and the statements of the preachers 
discussed in open meeting. Any officer who has faith in the 
truth of the Scriptures, or in the existence of God, will be 
asked to retire from the body. The promoter of this new 
movement wants to call attention to manology rather than to 
theology, which, as he thinks, has been prominent altogether 
too long.

A society has been formed at Chatenay, in France, for the 
institution and maintenance of a yearly festival in honor of 
Voltaire. The members call themselves “ La Société des 
Artistes.”  They intend, during the present autumn, to call a 
meeting of “ the friends of liberty of conscience and of 
intellect to discuss the best means (1) for doing honor to the 
name and work of Voltaire ; (2) for the wider extension of 
his ideas and principles ; and (3) for fixing the day which 
shall be observed in future as the ‘ Voltaire Festival.’ ”

l a  Raison announces that the French Freethinkers are 
organising a popular festival in honor of Reason. It will 
take place November 10, and the co-operation of art, literature, 
and recreation will be called in.

Some interesting correspondence appears in the Accrington 
A dvotiser arising out of a recent discourse by Dr. Downes
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on Atheism. One of the writers who signs himself “ An 
Accrington Atheist ” challenges Dr. Downes to an oral or 
written debate, and, in the meantime, deals very effectively 
with some of Dr. Downes’s statements. An exceptionally 
well-written and trenchant letter is contributed to the con
troversy by Mrs. Ada Slack, who adopts the pen-name of 
“ Hypatia.”  ___

The Manchester “ saints” should go to the Secular Hall in 
strong force this evening (Sept. 29), when a lecture is to be 
delivered by Dr. Martin, Medical Officer of Health for Gorton, 
on “ Nature, Man, and God.”  It is a bold thing fora pro
fessional man in such a position to stand upon such a plat
form, and his courage should meet with cordial recognition.

How Can a Fellow be Saved if he’s Born to be 
Damned ?

T he names of the saved and the lost from the first were 
engraved

In a Book that is small, and a big ’un that’s awfully 
crammed.

Said Christ: “ If a fellow believes, he is bound to be saved.” 
But how can a fellow be saved if he’s born to be damned ?

Joe Huggins, a “ juggins,”  believed in the crucified Jew ;
He swallowed each word of the yarns that the Scriptures 

relate.
He died, and his soul left his body and heavenward flew, 

Where Peter is stationed on guard at the beautiful gate.
For Pete isn’t down in the Book that is awfully crammed, 

Though Christ he denied, and he otherwise badly behaved;
And, if anyone ought to, the “ fisherman”  ought to be damned. 

But how can a fellow be damned if lie’s born to be saved ?
Joe Huggins’s spirit impatiently pulled at the bell ;

Some moments elapsed, for the “ keeper ” was having a 
snooze ;

He'd fallen asleep on the floor, and he lay where he fell, 
Overcome by the heavenly job or the heavenly “  booze.”

The sound of the bell woke the slumbering keeper at last ; 
And, rubbing his eyes as he lazily rose on his feet,

The “ fisherman” shouted: “ What I10, there, you lubber, 
avast!”

And various Scriptural words which I will not repeat.
“  You seem in a deuce of a hurry, you son of a cook ;

Confound your infernal impertinence, what do you want ?"
“ I want you to open the gate,” muttered Huggins's “ spook 

“ I've washed in the Blood of the Lamb, and I ’m straight 
from the font.”

“ Your name?”  said the keeper. “ Joe Huggins,” said 
Huggins’s “ sprite.”

“ What I10, there, Recorder 1”  said Peter, “ I want you to 
look

And see if he’s down iii the Black Book or down in the White, 
The heir to a corner in hell or a heavenly nook.”

The volumes were fetched ; the Recorder turned over each 
leaf

Till he came to the end of the Book that is awfully large.
“ Here’s Huggins’s name,”  he exclaimed, “ but I find, to my 

grief,
He’s a fellow that’s doomed to be damned ; you must give 

him in charge.”
“ Good God !” shouted Huggins, “ consigned to the bottomless 

lake ?
A Bible believer am 1, and I ought to be saved.

To Christ I ’ll appeal, for there surely must be a mistake.”
And he wept, and he gnashed all his teeth, and he stormed, 

and he raved.
“ Don’t swear,”  shouted Peter, “ you’d better be better 

behaved !
We go by the Book that is big and is awfully crammed.

According to Christ, you’re a fellow that ought to be saved ; 
But how can a fellow be saved if he’s born to be damned ?”

Ess J ay Bee.

Chinese Criticisms of Christ.
Christ said : “ But 1 say unto you that ye resist not evil, 

but whosoever shall smite thee on thy right cheek, turn to 
him the other also. And if any man will sue thee at law and 
take away thy coat, let him have thy cloak also. And who
soever shall compel thee to go a mile, go with him twain.” 
This seems to me to be weakness with a vengeance. I think 
that it is highly unlikely that such meekness is for the good 
of society. Whosoever smites a man’s cheek is a dangerous 
person, and needs no invitation to smite the left. A man who 
takes another’s coat is a thief and a robber, and would take 
the cloak, if he could, without being asked. These are 
persons not fit to be permitted at large.— IVu Ting-fang, 
Chinese M inister to the United States.

Peter Bell and Primroses.
A C ue F rom W ordsworth.

“ Nature never wears a mean appearance. Neither does the 
wisest man extort all her secret, and lose his curiosity by finding 
out all her perfection.”—E merson.
To Wordsworth, the meanest flower that blows could 
give thoughts which did often lie “ too deep for tears. 
To W ordsworth’s Peter Bell a yellow primrose was a 
yellow primrose, and it was nothing more. W hat more 
would you have ? the potter would have said. Sure 
never man like him had roamed ! For all his trudgings 
over Cheviot Hills and through Yorkshire dales, not by 
the value of a hair was heart or head the better. The 
pleasures of nature become more vivid as our internal 
store of association becomes richer, and we gain W 
sympathy and experience. A man does not get much 
out of a sunset, or a landscape, except what he carries 
with him. We draw not upon the outer, but the inner 
world, and the outer world only supplies an occasion or 
key to internal emotion.

The very young, as a rule, have no experience of the 
pleasure in question. The reason of which is not that 
Nature is less beautiful when the young look at her, but 
that they approach nature empty-handed, and, bringing 
little to her, get but little in return. W e receive but 
what we give, as Coleridge wisely has it. To a shop' 
keeper, Ludgate Hill is more lovely than the eternal 
majesty of Mont Blanc.

Peter Bell has a large family, vulgar minds without 
refinement, whose perceptions are of that stunted nature 
that they would see nothing in the Pass of Thermophyh0 
but a gap for cattle ; in the Forum, but a cowshed ; 111 
Stratford-on-Avon, but a small country town ; and f°r 
whom St. Helena would be but a barren rock.

Take the example of a summer shower. To “ smart 
people showers are not beautiful. Their fine feathers 
are draggled in the rain, and that depresses their finC 
feelings. To them any kind of weather which does not 
suit their garden party, their picnic, their lawn-tennis» 
is, in their limited vocabulary, “ a bore.”

These creatures do not know the extreme beauty and 
fragrant delight of a summer shower. The fringe ot 
some beautiful cloud, the nursling of summer winds, 
comes and slakes the great dusty, thirsty earth, and 
silences for a little the song birds which come hopp*11» 
out to sing on its skirts with refreshed notes. To the 
eye that can really see nature, and is not, like Method
ism, always turned upon self, there is a beauty in ah 
sorts of weather.

Storm has grandeur and ruggedness; frost is ,0 
league with eternal silence; snow makes a marble cast ot 
the familiar features of earth. But all these have some 
undercurrent of discomfort or fear to accompany then1 
in the mind. The storm which shakes the windolV' 
panes, and which turns every corner into a Pan’s p’P0 
to whistle on, and every forest into a great organ 
play Terror on, will not let you be forgetful of 
winds’ hunting-ground, the sea, and their shuddering 
quarry, the scudding ships.

The frost and snow, too, are hard masters to tbc 
poor. But the shower that comes athwart the suj1' 
shine, and may go away looped in a rainbow, is a " ' 
beautiful, and has no suggestion of pain or trouble 
The flowers are all waiting for it. The grasses hold up 
their heads. The dust-cloud, which went before tbe 
air along the whole of the white roads like a wood- 
shaving before a plane, is laid. The hedgerows nre 
washed green again, and the sun comes out, and shine* 
with double splendor. The greyness has passed, an 
every drop the shower has left on leaf or stem or flo've 
is lighted up, and burns a little fairy lamp.

The very air is better for the show er; it is ne'v  ̂
washed air. The pestering insects which made it hu* 
an hour ago have been driven away. There is a clean- 
fresh feeling in every breath you draw. All is done 
the shower which glistened down to earth in drops

by
o(

streaks. But the air is full of a delicious fragrancfj 
either of the earth itself or of the flowers that g rt,vV in
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it. The skyscape is more beautiful on a day of sho"'’ 
than on a day relentlessly blue, when every outline 
the air with the precision of a photograph. There < 
great white clouds about—

Wandering in thick flocks along the mountains? 
Shepherded by the slow, unwilling wind.
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One can hear a gladder murmur in the streams, which 
were almost dry, and which lap the few drops of the 
shower and carry them away singing. Do not be con
tent to look at the shower through the streaks on a 
window-pane, but go out into it. It scarcely wets, 
though it seems so heavy, but it is sweet and refresh- 
“’g1- To hear all nature sigh at the relief it brings, and 
to hear it whispering comfort to all the parched bushes 
and trees and flowers, is wholesome music for the mind.

We may say of the love of nature what Shakespeare 
says of another love, that it

Adds a precious seeing to the eye.
And we may say also, upon the like principle, that it 
adds a precious hearing to the ear. This and imagina- 
tion, which ever follows upon it, rescue us from the 
deafening babel of common cares, and enable us to hear 
the many voices of earth and sky. The starry orbs sing 
to us '• the brooks talk to us : the birds carol to us. 
T°  quote Milton

The gentle gales,
Fanning their odoriferous wings, dispense 
Native perfumes, and whisper whence they stole 
Those balmy spoils,

between the primrose of a Peter Bell and the primrose 
°f a Wordsworth, what a difference in point of pro
ductiveness ! Between the plodding of a sexton through 
a churchyard and the walk of a Thomas Gray, what a 
gu lf! W hat a distance between the Bermudas of a ship- 
broker and the “  Bermoothes ”  of Shakespeare 1 The 
Wondrous isle—

Full of noises,
Sounds, and sweet airs, that give delight and hurt not 

tbe isle of Caliban, of Ariel, of Ferdinand and Miranda. 
Such are the discoveries which the poets make for us ; 
Worlds which rival that of Columbus :—

Magic casements, opening on the foam 
Of perilous seas, in faery lands forlorn.

M im n erm u s.

^ ePly of a Secularist to a Member of the Labor 
Church who had Written Asking Him 

to Join the Church.

H[The Labor Church aspires to become the Universal Church of 
"manity; but its first principle is " God is in the Labor Move- 
enh" and it asserts that the Labor Church Movement is an 

Sscntially religious one.]
.My D ear  S ir ,—Thanks very much for your kind letter, 
Uli its generous invitation to an awful heretic to join your 
'u'd of reformers. I am sincerely in sympathy with every 

■ movement that stands for progress and reform, and especially 
~th those whose chief concern is social and humanitarian 
*°rt. The ideal of a “ Universal Church of Humanity” is 

uptivating to the imagination. The daring and catholicity 
g toe idea are grand, and the very expression is an inspiration. 
sj.to't is clear that the Labor Church, “ as at present con- 

’toted,” will never be that Church. Some swimmers never 
future without a rope round them. They will go a long 
T:ly-but the rope is there. If only they would cut the rope ! 
hi '1° . abor Church goes a long way towards the grand ideal ; 
p.t >f it is to “ get there ” it will have to cut the rope.
'  ,n,inate the theologic element, relegate Socialism to an 

tli » Pblce w‘th other great human problems, do away with 
rc class” distinction at present suggested by the very name 

tli 1 1C '̂burcb> by calling it “ The Ciiurch of Humanity,”  and 
c r°ad towards the goal will be clear.
Gladly would I join such a Church—a Church whose whole 

i(£to would be summed up in the words of Thomas Paine : 
j be world is my country ; to do good is my religion.”  But 

could not conscientiously join the existing Labor Church, 
¡ « b s c  such action would necessarily signify that I accepted 
¡u ”asa' principles,” the very first (viz., “ God is in the Labor 
to ''««pent ”) of which is a “ dogmatic thcologic statement ” 
•pi Which I could not subscribe, because I am agnostic to 
, 'e'sm. And if the Church is, as you say, a “ mixed coni- 
n n*ty,” such Theistic declaration ought not to stand in its 
j^.Jtobtution. The Theistic element in the Church, and its 
the .rrn Christianity, is not sufficient to attract or satisfy 
>n t,0rtonary religious folk. To them the “ religious ’’ element 
tj thc services is a very tame affair, and a poor substitute for 
n ’.bore ornate devotions to which they are accustomed, 
int *r *S sutocient to debar honest non-Christians from coming 
is b ? * fellowship with the Church. Therefore, what good 
0f ',  • By all means let the individual members of a Church 
CjiL inanity be and think what they personally like ; but the 
b iit ii t*lat 's t0 un'lte Humanity should itself be uncom- 
bot t ° ne way or tlle ot,ier. Again, if the Church is Theistic, 

t0 say Christian, why is prayer ignored in the services ?

That is not logical. The Church seems to “ want to get 
away” from the religious atmosphere, yet dare not go 
altogether. The rope again.

A “ new name,” an “ open membership,” a really human 
and secular hymn book, equal prominence to “ other great 
world teachers ” as now given to Christ, an equal study of 
all human problems and matters of human interest, instead 
of a predominance of Socialism as at present, and I am with 
you heart and soul. Until I find that Church, I will help 
yours from the outside as being the nearest to my ideal.— 
With all good wishes, very faithfully yours,

Correspondence.

POLITICAL ASSASSINATION AND TH E BIBLE.
TO THE EDITOR OF “  THE FREETH IN K ER.”

S ir ,—The lamentable death of President McKinley has 
once more emphasized the lesson that no ruler can afford to 
neglect to guard himself against the murderous attack of the 
notoriety-hunter, the lunatic, and the fanatic. The hysterical 
Press is, of course, calling down anathema maranatha upon 
“ Anarchism,” just as it used to howl about Nihilism, and as 
it formerly howled against Jacobinism. The clergy, as 
usual, seek to improve the occasion, and obscure the real 
issues, by ascribing the crime to “ unbelief.” Both parties 
carefully avoid indicating the source of political assassination; 
for that source is the Bible. In the Old Testament Ehud, 
the son of Gera, figures as the prototype of the political 
assassin. Ehud gained access to his victim by professing to 
bear a secret message of importance—a plan which has been 
followed by other murderers, although Czolgosz preferred to 
take Judas Iscariot as his pattern. As Ehud was the male 
assassin, so Jael was the female—“ Blessed shall she be 
among women.” If we turn to the Apocrypha, we find the 
whole Book of Judith written to celebrate a political assas
sination of the most atrocious character. Therefore, with 
Ehud, Jael, and Judith as praiseworthy ideals, political 
assassination must follow, and has followed. The age which 
was most concerned with religious questions saw the rapid 
murders of William the Silent, Henry III. of France, and 
Henry of Navarre, not to speak of minor assassinations. The 
Bible is the only religious book which approves of political 
assassinations. The Koran has no such approval, nor has 
the Buddhist Tripitaka, nor the writings of Confucius. 
Therefore upon the Bible must rest the ultimate guilt of 
having prompted the Belgian pro-Boer who attempted the life 
of the then Prince of Wales or the Bohemian Anarchist who 
has destroyed the American President. Sipido and Czolgosz 
drew their inspiration from the same fount.

C iiilper ic .

The Potter and the Pot.

( From “ The Rubaiyat 0/ Omar Khayyam .")
As under cover of departing Day 
Slunk hunger-stricken Ramazan away,

Once more within the Potter’s house alone 
I stood, surrounded by the Shapes of Clay.
Shapes of all Sorts and Sizes, great and small,
That stood upon the floor and by the wall ;

And some loquacious Vessels were ; and some 
Listened, perhaps, but never talk’d at all.
Said one among them : “ Surely not in vain 
My substance of the common Earth was ta’cn 

And to this Figure molded, to be broke,
Or trampled back to shapeless Earth again.”
Then said a Second : “ Ne'er a peevisli Boy 
Would break the Bowl from which he drank in joy ;

And He that with his hand the Vessel made 
Will surely not in after Wrath destroy.”
After a momentary silence spake 
Some Vessel of a more ungainly Make :

“ They sneer at me for leaning all awry ;
W hat! did the hand, then, of the Potter shake ?”
Whereat some one of the loquacious Lot—
I think a Sufi pipkin—waxing hot :

“ All this of Pot and Potter. Tell me, then,
Who is the Potter, pray, and who the Pot ?”
“ Why,”  said another, “  Some there are who tell 
Of one who threatens lie will toss to Hell 

The luckless Pots he inarr’d in making. Pish ! 
He’s a Good Fellow, and ’twill all be well.”

Old Merchant—“ Whore is your reference?” Tommy 
Tucker (who wants a job as office-boy)—“ Here’s one from 
my Sunday-school teacher, sir.”  Old Merchant—“ We don’t 
want you to work on Sundays. Give me a reference from 
somebody who knows you on weekdays.” —Brooklyn Eagle.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.
[Notices of Lectures, etc., must reach us by first post on Tuesday, 

and be marked “ Lecture Notice,” if not sent on post-card.]
LONDON.

T he A thesleum Hall (73 Tottenham Court-road, W .): 7.30, 
C. Cohen, “ The Problem of the Criminal.”

West London B ranch (" The Victory,” Newnham-street, 
Edgware-road) : October 3, at 8.30, Monthly meeting.

Open-air  P ropaganda.
B attersea  Park  G a t e s : 11.30, W. J .  Ramsey, “ Christian 

Charity.”
B rockw ell Park  : 3.15, G. Green.
S tation-road (Camberwell): 11.30, G. Green.
Peckham R ye  : No lecture.
C lerk en w ell  G reen  : 11.30, C. Cohen, “ Christianity and 

Women."
E dmonton (corner of Angel-road): 7, W. J .  Ramsey, “ What 

Think Ye of Christ?"
F insbury Park  (near Band Stand): 3.30, W. Heaford, “ Old 

Idols and New Ideals."
Hammersmith B roadway : 7.30, R. P. Edwards, “ Atheism 

and Morality.”
Hyde  Park (near Marble Arch): R. P. Edwards—11.30, "Is  

the Bible Inspired ?” ; 3.30, “ The Unknown God.”
R egen t 's Park (near the Fountain): 6, S. E. Easton, “ Jesus 

Christ."
Mile  E nd Wa s t e : 11.30, W. Ileaford, “ Faith, Hope, and 

Charity 7.15, A lecture.
S tratford (The Grove): 7, A. B. Moss, " The Fruits of 

Christianity.”
V ictoria Park : 3.15, C. Cohen, “ Our Father."
K ingsland (corner of Ridley-road) : 11.30, F. A. Davies, 

"Christianity and Slavery.”
COUNTRY.

B radford (Bradlaugh Club and Institute, 17 Little Horton- 
lane): 3, S. H. Pollard, “ The Philosophy of Selfishness 7, H. 
Percy Ward, “ The Delusion of Spiritualism.”

G lasgow (no Brunswick-street): G. W. Foote—n.30, “ Anar
chism and Assassination” ; 2.20, " Mr. Hall Caine, the Pope, and 
Christian Democracy"; 6.30,“ Good without God, and Happiness 
without Heaven.”

Manchester (Secular Hall, Rusholme-road): 6.30, Dr. Martin 
(Medical Officer of Health, Gorton, Manchester), " Nature, Man, 
and God.”

S h effield  S ecular Society (Hall of Science, Rockinghara-
street): 7, Pleasant Sunday evening—Musical and other recitals.

Lecturers’ Engagements.
C Cohen, 241 High-road, Leyton.—September 29, m., Cler

kenwell Green ; a., Victoria Park ; e., Athenmum Hall. October 
6, Glasgow ; 13, Leicester ; 20, Newcastle-on-Tyne. November 3, 
Birmingham ; 17, Athenajum Hall.

H. Percy Ward , i Victoria-chambers, 17 Little Horton-lane, 
Bradford.—September 29, Bradford. October 6, Bradford ; 13, 
Birmingham. November 3, Sheffield; 10, Huddersfield. Decem
ber 15th, Failsworth ; 22, Birmingham.

Works by the late R. G. Ingersoll.

T iie  H ouse of D eath . 
Funeral Orations and Ad
dresses. is.

M ista k es  of M o ses, i s . 
T he D e v il . 6d. 
S uperstitio n . 6d. 
S h a k espea re . 6d.
T he G ods. 6d.
T he H oly B ib l e . 6d.
R e p ly  to G ladstone. With 

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

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

C rim es against  C rim in als.3d-
O ration on W alt  W hitman. 3d-
O ration on V o ltaire . 3d. 
A braham  L incoln. 3d. 
P ain e the P ioneer . 2d. 
H um anity ’s  D eb t  to T homas 

Pain e. 2d.
E rnest  R enan and J esu s 

C h rist . 2d.
T h ree P h ilanthro pists. 2d. 
L ove th e  R edeem er . 2d.

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

Dr. Field. 2d.
G od and  M an . Second reply 

to Dr. Field. 2d.
T he D yin g  C r eed . 2d.
T he L imits of T o leration .

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

H ousehold of F aith . 2d. 
A rt  and  M o rality . 2d.
D o I B l a sp h e m e? 2d. 
S ocial S alvation . 2d. 
M a rria g e  and D ivo rce. 2d. 
S k u lls . 2d.
T he G reat  M ist a k e , id . 
L ive  T opics, id .
M yth  and M ira cle , id. 
R ea l  B lasph em y , id. 
R epairin g  th e  I dols, id. 
Ch r ist  and  M ira c les , id . 
C reed s and S pir it u a lity , id.

London : The Freethought Publishing, Company, Limited. 
I Stationers' Hall Court, E.C.

PURE Undyed Natural Wool Vests, Pants, Body Belts, 
Ladies’ and Children's Vests, Bodices, and Combinations. 

Write for prices.—The Direct Supply Hosiery Company, Blakey’s 
Buildings, Bridlesmith Gate, Nottingham.

GREAT SUMMER SALE!21s. PARCELS that contain £2 worth of Goods.

0— 1 Gent’s Ready-made Lounge Suit, any size or any color.
State chest over vest, and inside leg measure.

1— 2 Splendid Suit Lengths, Tweed or Serge, any color.
2— 4 Trousers Lengths, wear guaranteed, Stripe, Check, or

Mixture.
3— 2 Full Dress Lengths, with lining and buttons complete.
4— 3 Dress Skirts, made to measure from any kind of material.
5— Complete Costume, to measure, and a Silver Mounted Um

brella.
6— 1 Suit Length, 1 Dress Skirt, to measure, and 1 Beautiful

Crepon Blouse.
7— 5°  yards High-class Flannelette, in 5 different designs.
8— 11 yards very deep Pile Velveteen, black or any color.
9— 1 Gent’s Scarboro’ Mackintosh and 1 Trousers length.

10— 1 Gent’s Umbrella, 1 Trousers length, 1 Dress length, and 1
Lady's Umbrella.

1 1 — 1 pair All-Wool Blankets, 1 pair of Large Sheets, 1 Quilt, 1
Tablecloth, 1 pair Curtains.

12— 1 pair of Trousers, 1 Dress Skirt, 1 Gent’s Umbrella, and 1
Lady’s Umbrella.

13— 15 yards of Suiting for Boys, very strong and durable.
14— 30 yards Remnants for Children’s Dresses, all good in color

and quality.
15— 2 pair All-Wool Blankets.
16— 2 Night Dresses, 2 Chemises, 2 pairs Knickers, 2 Skirts, ~

pair Stockings, 2 Handkerchiefs, 1 Fur Necktie, and 1 
Silver-mounted Umbrella.

17— 2 Men’s Wool Shirts, 2 pairs Drawers, 2 Under Vests, 2 pairs
Socks, and 1 Umbrella.

18— 1 Youth’s Suit to measure ; chest, over vest, not to be more
than 32 inches.

19— 3 pairs Trousers to measure, all different.
20— Parcel of Goods made up of anything you name in reason.

Please remember that during Sale we are selling everything 
at about half ordinary price. This will be a guide as to 
what you might ask for.

During our great Summer Sale—to October 10—we shall P"t 
into each parcel, absolutely free of all cost, one of our ready-made 
Lady’s Jackets, left in stock from former seasons. These jackets 
have been sold at from 15s. to 30s. each.

EACH PARCEL 21s.
AGENTS wanted in every town and village in the United 

Kingdom. You can easily add ios. to 30s. weekly to your 
income. Write for terms.

J .  W. GOTT, 2 & 4 Union-street, Bradford.THE BEST BOOK
ON NEO-MALTHUSIANISM IS, I BELIEVE,

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

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

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

In order to bring the information within the reach of the poor, the 
most important parts of the book are issued in a pamphlet of 1 12 
pages at one penny, post free 2d, Copies of the pamphlet for 
distribution is. a dozen post free.

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

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

Orders should be sent to the author,
J. R. HOLMES, HANNEY, WANTAGE, BERKS-

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

Thwaites’ Celandine Lotion.
Cures inflammation in a few hours. Neglected or badly doctored 
cases. 3 or 4 days is sufficient time to cure any case. For Sore 
and Inflamed Eyelids. Nothing to equal the Lotion for Dio1' 
ness of Sight. Will remove Skin or Film that sometimes grows 
on the Eye. As the eye is one of the most sensitive organs 01 
the body, it needs the most careful treatment.

Cullpeper says in his Herbal Book that if the virtues of 
Celandine were generally known it would spoil the spectacle' 
makers’ trade. is. 1 '/id. per bottle, with directions; by post >4 
stamps.
Q . TH W AITES, Herbalist, 2 Church-row Stockton-on-Tees-
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T H E  B IB L E  H A N D B O O K
FO R

FREETHINKERS AND INQUIRING CHRISTIANS.
Edited by G. W . FO O T E and W . P. B A L L.

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 .; B est Edition , hound in  cloth, as. 6d.

THE FREETH O UGH T PU BLISH ING Co., Ltd., i STATIO NERS’ H ALL COURT, LONDON, E.C.

BI BLE ROMANCES.
By G. W . FO O TE.

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

T H E  SECON D  (R E V IS E D ) ED ITIO N  CO M PLETE.

160 Pages. Bound in Cloth. Price Two Shillings.

Free by Post at the Published Price.

TH E F R E E T H O U G H T  P U B L IS H IN G  Co., Ltd ., i S T A T IO N E R S ’ H A LL C O U RT, LONDON, E.C.

THE SHADOW OF THE SWORD.
By G. W. FO O TE.

A  M O RAL AN D  S T A T IS T IC A L  E S S A Y  ON W A R

SH O U LD  B E  IN  T H E  H A N D S  O F  A L L  R E F O R M E R S .

Price Twopence.
t h e  f r e e t i i o u g h t  p u b l i s h i n g  C o., L td ., I S T A T IO N E R S ’ H A LL CO U RT, LONDON, E.C ,

A VINDICATION OF DE W ET.
AN O PEN L E T T E R

TO THE

Editor o f the “  Birmingham Daily Post ”

B y IA K O F F  N. W O L FE .

Price 4d. Post free 5d,
London: The Freethought Publishing Co., Limited, 1 Stationers’ 

__________________Hall Court, E.C.

p e c u l i a r  p e o p l e .

In stout paper covers, is .; cloth, 2s.
THEBOOH OF GOD

In the Light of the Higher Criticism.
W ith Special Reference to D ean F a r rar ’s N ew Apology. 

B y  G . W . F O O T E .
Contents:—Introduction—The Bible Canon—The Bible and 

Science — Miracles and Witchcraft— The Bible and Free- 
thought—Morals and Manners—Political and Social Progress 
—Inspiration—The Testimony of Jesus—The Bible and the 
Churchof England—AnOriental Book—Fictitious Supremacy.

A n Open Letter to Mr. Justice Wills.
hn ^'S sentencing T homas G eorge S enior to four months’ 
Cal?.nS0.nment will1 Hard Labor for Obeying the Bible by not 

lng in a Doctor to his Sick Child.
By G. W. FOOTE.

16 pp. Price One Penny.
London : The Freethought Publishing Company, Limited,

I Stationers' Hall Court, E.C.

"Mr. Foote is a good writer—as good as there is anywhere. 
He possesses an excellent literary style, and what he has to say 
on any subject is sure to be interesting and improving. His 
criticism 01 Dean Farrar’s answers fully justifies the purpose for 
which it was written.”—Truthseeker (New York).

’’ A volume we strongly recommend......Ought to be in the hands
of every earnest and sincere inquirer.”—Reynolds's Newspaper.

London : The Freethought Publishing Company, Limited,
I Stationers’ Hall Co rt London, E.C,
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NOW READY. NOW READY.

The Twentieth Century Edition
OF TH E

AGE OF REASON
BY

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

WITH A BIOGRAPHICAL INTRODUCTION & ANNOTATIONS
By Q. 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 , L IM IT E D .

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

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

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

NOW  READY.

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

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

the Jew s—Conclusions.
*

Full of facts and figures. Ought to have a .¿vide circulation.

Price Ninepence.

T H E  F R E E T H O U G IIT  P U BLISH IN G  Co., Ltd ., i ST A T IO N ER S’ H A LL CO URT, LONDON, E .C .

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

Mr. Adam— Captain Noah— Father Abraham—Ju gglin g Jacob— Master Joseph—Joseph’s Brethren— Holy 
Moses— Parson Aaron— General Joshua—Jephthah & Co.— Professor Samson—Prophet Samuel— King
Saul— Saint David—Sultan Solomon—Poor Jo b —Hairy Elijah—Bald Elisha—General Jehu  D o c to r
Daniel—The Prophets—Saint Peter— Saint Paul.

T H E  O N LY  CANDID H ISTO R Y OF T H E S E  W O R T H IE S.

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

The Whole Work in cloth, 200 p p ., 2s. 6d.

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

Printed and Published by Tun F r r e t HOUGh t  P u blish in g  C o.. Limited. 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, London, E.C.


