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The ivorld is not mad, only in ignorance—an interested 
ignorance, kept up by strenuous exertions, from which 
infernal darkness it will,in course of time emerge, mar
velling at the past as a man wonders at and glories in the 
light who has escaped from darkness.— L ord  Ch a th am .

The New Blasphemy Prosecution.
— * —

I.
Headers of the Freethinker will recollect that several 
paragraphs have been devoted, week after week, in 
“ Sugar Plums ” to the bigoted antics of the Leeds 
police, apparently under the impulsion of the Chief 
Constable. There is an open space of much public 
resort on the outskirts of the city, called Woodhouse 
Moor, which is tinder the control of the Town 
Council. All sorts of public meetings are hold there, 
as in the London parks, and all sorts of movements 
are represented by more or less moving orators. Now 
it occurred to the Secularists that they might as well 
take advantage of this opportunity of progaganda. 
Preethought lectures were accordingly delivered to 
considerable audiences, at first by Mr. Ward and 
afterwards by Mr. Pack. This seems to have annoyed 
the Chief Constable, or persons instigating him, and 
a regular campaign of persecution was opened against 
the “ infidels.” At first they were accused of that 
vague offence “ obstruction.” But this was not found 
to he a very promising method of attack. A more 
effective one was therefore sought—and found. It 
was laid down in the Bye Laws that collections 
could not be taken up, nor literature sold, at the 
meetings on Woodhouse Moor without the Town 
Council’s permission. This the Secularists applied 
for, and were met with a refusal. They were not 
content,however, to submit to this Russian despotism. 
They held that they were entitled to all the rights 
enjoyed by their fellow citizens. They could not 
recognise the right of the Leeds Town Council to 
wield an intellectual censorship over the inhabitants. 
They therefore look up collections and sold literature, 
precisely as was done by other bodies—with or with
out permission ; for it was subsequently proved in 
court that the police had winked at the constant 
violation of the Bye Laws as long as the offenders 
were not Secularists.

Mr. Pack, Mr. Gott, and Mr. Weir were summoned 
again and again under these broken Bye Laws. The 
stipendiary magistrate acted with great impartiality, 
and did not burden the defendants with heavy fines. 
Ho said ho was satisfied that discrimination had been 
shown, and that these men had really been prosecuted 
on account of their opinions. And as long as the 
magistrate held the scales of justice so evenly the 
Secularists felt that they stood a fair chance of 
winning the battle. At any rate, they were not to 
he tired or frightened; and, as an old campaigner 
myself, I was pleased to witness their courage and 
tenacity.

II.
For my own part, although I was very busy and 

not very well, I let it be known that I was interested 
in this struggle, and would do what I could to help 
the right side. Besides giving ample publicity in the
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Freethinker, I wrote to Mr. Pack and Mr. G ott; and 
when the former asked me to write a letter, as 
editor of this journal, which he might read to his 
meetings, I readily did so, although I was so unwell 
at the moment that I could hardly hold the pen in 
my hand. I also offered to go to Leeds and lecture 
or address a meeting indoors; .and, of course, it was 
not my fault if a hall was not, or could not, be 
obtained for that purpose.

Personally, I wish the fight had continued on the 
lines chosen by the police ; for one side had a good 
case, and the other side had no case at all; and the 
natural instinct of fairplay was gradually asserting 
itself in favor of the Secularists, who were really 
acting on the defensive, and protecting themselves 
as well as they could against wanton aggression. 
When you have a good case, and a winning case, it is 
a pity to complicate i t ; and when you are fighting a 
defensive battle, it is a mistake to multiply the 
points of attack.

Unfortunately, as I think, the fight has taken 
quite a new turn. The Freethought combatants laid 
themselves open to a fresh assault, and the police 
have seized their advantage. Mr. Pack, Mr. Gott, 
and Mr. Weir are prosecuted for “ blasphemy.”

It was the Truthseekcr that was sold, almost 
exclusively, I believe, at the Woodhouse Moor 
meetings; and it is on account of that little 
monthly that the prosecution is initiated.

Now I wish I had only to say that this prosecution 
must be resisted, and to hope the Freethought party 
will do what is necessary to that end. As it is, I do 
say the one, and I do hope the other; for I cannot 
recognise “ Blasphemy ” as anything but an artificial 
crime, and all attempts to enforce the Blasphemy 
Laws, on whatever ground or whatever pretences, 
must be strenuously opposed. Unhappily, however, 
I have something more to say.

III.
Let me state, at once, that I am not going to 

criticise the Truthsceker. Others have done that— 
notably Mr. G. J. Ilolyoake, who did it with some 
vehemence a few months ago in the organ of his own 
party. My notion of the fitness of things has 
always kept mo from such criticism. I take the 
responsibility of my own journal; let others take the 
responsibility of theirs; and let the Freethought 
public decide what it will support. Nothing, to my 
mind, is more distasteful than Freethought papers, 
in the same country, giving their candid opinion of 
each other. I may add that the Truthsceker, like all 
other Freethought periodicals—for we make no 
exception—has always been sold, and is still sold, at 
the Freethinker publishing office, and regularly sent 
out in the weekly parcels to customers in all parts of 
the country.

What I have to say is of a personal character, and 
I deeply regret the necessity of saying it. But I 
cannot help myself. I have avoided the task, and it 
has been forced upon me.

It appears that I bear a certain remote resem
blance to Jack Falstaff. He was not only witty in 
himself, but the cause that wit was in others. And 
I am not only “ blasphemous” in myself, hut the 
cause that “ blasphemy ” is in others.

Mr. Gott—who, I find, is really responsible for the 
conduct of the Truthsecker—has not got into the
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present trouble oveEhis own “ blasphemy.” He has 
borrowed mine, without asking me to lend it. The 
cartoon and the letterpress, which are the sole 
subject of the present prosecution, were taken from 
an old number (January 29, 1888) of the Freethinker, 
without so much formality as a “ by your leave.”

I have referred to this proceeding already in 
“  Sugar Plums,” putting my view of it very mildly, 
because of the fight that was coming. And I hoped 
that mild protest would be sufficient, and that if Mr. 
Gott went on “ blaspheming,” as he had a right to do, 
he would see to it that his “  blasphemy ” was at least 
original. But I am sorry to say I am disappointed. 
Mr. Gott has lifted another cartoon from the Free
thinker into the new number of his journal. He has 
also reprinted an article of mine. And I regret to 
add that he allows a fellow townsman of his, who 
ought to know better, to suggest that I “ repent ” of 
having printed my old Freethinker illustrations. Which 
is remarkably like adding insult to injury.

IV.
Now I have to say plainly that if Mr. Gott does 

not understand literary law, and literary etiquette, it 
is time that he learnt something of both.

The Freethinker cartoons cost money as' well as 
mental effort. They are not free property like the 
atmosphere. Nor would Mr. Gott have dared to use 
one of them if they treated ordinary subjects and 
belonged to an ordinary proprietor.

My articles are the fruit of my labor. They are 
mine. No one has a legal right, no one has a moral 
right, to publish them without my sanction. And I 
will not allow anyone to do so. If I am asked for an 
article, I will say “ Ay ” or “ No ” as I please. It is 
nobody’s concern but my own.

Even from the merely moral point of view, my 
right to the fruit of my labor should be respected 
—especially by Secularists. It is no easy matter to 
keep a Freethought paper going. I have kept the 
Freethinker going for nearly twenty-three years, and 
I hope to keep it going for many years yet. But the 
difficulty will be increased if those who wish to 
“ read me ” are not obliged to go to the Freethinker 
for what they want, but are able to obtain it 
elsewhere.

It is no answer to say that the reprint of old 
articles cannot much matter. If an article fifteen 
years old can be reprinted without my sanction, an 
article fifteen days old, or fifteen hours old, can be 
reprinted without my sanction. If I am not to draw 
the lino myself, where on earth is it to bo drawn ? 
Anyhow, I intend to draw it myself, and I draw it 
precisely where my legal and moral rights begin.

1 do not mean to remonstrate privately with Mr. 
Gott any more. I think it advisable to ventilate 
this matter publicly. There are many reasons for so 
doing, and one of them is that it minimises the 
chances of misrepresentation. I therefore say, in 
this public manner, that I am willing to let bygones 
be bygones from this moment, for the sake of domestic 
peace and quietness in the Freethought party, 
on condition that Mr. Gott gives me an under
taking that he will not repeat the offences complained 
of. If he does not comply with this condition, he 
must bear the responsibility of the result.

V.
Since so much has been wrung from me, I will take 

the opportunity of adding that I have a very serious 
objection to my work and my name—as a writer and 
the editor of the Freethinker—being paraded in Mr. 
Gott’s journal. I do not wish him to suffer for my 
“ blasphemy,” and I do not want him to trade on my 
“ blasphemy.” Neither do I wish to appear as an 
accomplice in his “ blasphemy.” I desire, and I will 
have, an independent responsibility. I will help to 
defend his right to “ blaspheme,” when it is attacked; 
but I should be a fool to do more than that for any 
editor in the world.

When I think it necessary or advisable to reprint 
the old Freethinker illustrations I will reprint them

myself. When I think it necessary or advisable to 
reprint any old article of mine I will reprint it myself. 
Meanwhile they shall rest where they are.

VI.
Some people may fancy that I carried on a mere 

wild-cat attack on Christianity in former days. They 
are mistaken. I fought with a deliberate method. 
There was always much more than ridicule and 
jocosity in the Freethinker. My dear old friend and 
colleague, Joseph Mazzini Wheeler, and I both put 
the best of our brains into its columns. Ridicule 
was one of our weapons; it was not the only one. 
Moreover, we fought fiercely, some say bitterly, 
because we were profoundly disgusted at the treat
ment of Charles Bradlaugh by the Christians when 
he attempted to take his seat in the House of 
Commons. That outburst of persecution was a 
revelation to both of us. We clenched our teeth, 
though a smile was on our faces, and we went into 
the fight with the object of making the enemy feel 
our blows. I soon found myself in prison, and he 
found himself in a .worse place, but neither of us 
“ repented,” though we were both sensible enough to 
see that what may be good tactics at one time may 
be bad tactics at another. Times change, and condi
tions change, and policies must change with them. 
It is the unoriginal people who always continue on 
one line, and fancy others are cowards or hypocrites 
(or something worse) who meet altered circumstances 
with a change of front; not a change of principle, 
but a change of attitude for action. But it is not the 
unoriginal people, after all, whatever noise they make, 
who win important victories for any movement

VII.
Another thing may be said. Not only did I not 

trade on the “ blasphemy ” of other English Free
thinkers, but I let no one bear the responsibility of 
mine. It is true that the Freethinker was bravely 
maintained by others while I was in prison, but it is 
also true that I left written instructions—which were 
made public—that on no account were illustrations, 
such as I had been prosecuted for, to be published in 
the paper during my absence. When I came out of 
prison I resumed the illustrations, for I never meant 
that the Christians should intimidate or dictate to 
me ; and the first copy of the first re-illustrated 
Freethinker that was pulled from the press I placed in 
an envelope, with my card and my compliments, and 
delivered it personally at the residence of the Roman 
Catholic judge who sent me to gaol. While there 
was any danger I persisted in the policy for which I 
aad been attacked. This I did for five years. I then 
felt, as everybody else did, that the danger had blown 
over, and that my triumph was complete. The 
Christians themselves were saying that my prosecu
tion was a mistake, and that it should never be 
repeated. I was therefore free to modify my policy 
without the slightest suspicion of cowardice.

VIII.
Nevertheless it was obvious that the Blasphemy 

Laws could not be repealed. Charles Bradlaugh was 
strong enough to carry the Oaths Bill, but when he 
brought in a Bill to repeal the Blasphemy Laws only 
forty-five members followed him into the division 
lobby. What he could not do, no one else could hope 
to do. Mr. Holyoake started a Liberty of Bequest 
Committee, which I believe still haunts the shadows 
of Fleet-street, but it never did any practical good. 
And there is no need for it now, for I have solved the 
problem on other lines. I devised a scheme for doing 
all that was aimed at under the existing law. Nobody 
believed in it at first—perhaps on the principle that 
it was too good to be true. Everybody believes in it 
now. The Secular Society, Limited, stands as firm 
as the Rock of Gibraltar. It has even had the 
flattery of imitation. In the course of twenty years 
there may he twenty “ advanced” Associations formed 
on the same model. And if there is any gratitude
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left in the world, they may think kindly now and 
then of the man who found out the way for them.

But I did not suppose that the Blasphemy Laws 
were dead and done for. People sometimes talk of 
“ obsolete ” laws, but no law is obsolete until it is 
repealed. I often warned the Freethought party of 
this truth. They now see that I was right.

The stick to beat Freethinkers with still hung on 
the wall. Many Christians said it should never be 
used any more. But they left it there. And it was 
certain that, some day or other, a cowardly bigot 
would take it down and use it again.

IX.
I have said that I will help to defend any man’s 

right to “ blaspheme ” when it is attacked. And I 
have done so in the present case. Mr. Gott adver
tised in last week’s Freethinker that “ Mr. Foote has 
already done all that he can to help me.” All that 
could be given in the first instance was advice. I 
wrote long and careful letters to Mr. Pack, who 
would probably have to do the speaking for all three 
defendants. I invited Mr. Pack to come up to 
London and consult with me, at the expense of the 
N. S. S. Executive, which I am sure will endorse my 
action in the emergency. Mr. Pack came up on 
Monday. I had a long talk with him at my office. 
What was said, of course, is “ not for publication.” 
And I shall gladly be of assistance to him and his 
co-defendants, in this way, as long as they think it 
useful. For, I repeat, all prosecutions for “ blas
phemy ” must be resisted, and every Freethinker is 
bound to take his share in resisting them. I shall 
not forget this duty, whatever happens. No per
sonal grievance, or personal feeling, will be allowed 
to conflict with it.

I found Mr. Pack, if I may be allowed to say so, in 
an eminently proper frame of mind. He was far 
from anxious to go to prison, and equally far from 
wishing to avoid it by any weakness. He also 
recognised that the wisest policy was to beat the 
prosecution this side of the prison doors—as that 
would make it less tempting to the bigots to begin a 
future prosecution.

It remains to be seen, of course, whether the 
prosent summonses will come to anything. Certain 
weaknesses, indicated by the Stipendiary, and noted 
in the press reports, may prove fatal to the case. 
But if the present summonses prove abortive, the 
Leeds police will probably try fresh ones ; for they 
are evidently annoyed, and the Chief Constable 
seems thirsting for vengeance. I will not pursue 
this speculation, however, for prophecy is always a 
risky business. Sufficient unto the day will be the 
evil thereof. Whatever it is it will not frighten 
Freethinkers.

G. W. Foote.

Religion and Life.

Some weeks ago I wrote an article dealing with the 
fact that religious discussions arouse more virulence 
than any other. I pointed out that this was so, first 
because, as religion originated in a condition of mind 
that the race is now outgrowing,and therefore depended 
more and more upon an appeal to passion and prejudice; 
and, secondly, as religious beliefs originated among 
Ravages, and as the human mind is governed by the 
principle of association, any stimulus applied to the 
religiou8 feelings calls into activity other feelings 
that belong to the lower strata of human culture.

From a nowspaper cutting sent mo by a friend, I 
Reo that this article served as a text for the Rev. G. B. 
Theobald, of Bury, when preaching his sermon before 
the newly-elected mayor of that town. Mr. Theobald 
describes the article as “ ably written,” but “ amazing.” 
And the amazing thing about the article appears to 
bo that, in describing the rivalries and threatenings 
aml persecutions and slaughterings of the various 
religious bodies, I have attributed these to religion. 
“ Any unprejudiced student of history,” Mr. Theobald

says, “ will discern the fact that the blame is not to 
be laid upon the pure and beautiful religion of Jesus 
Christ, but upon the imperfect apprehensions and 
faulty practice of it by many of its professors.” 
Well, I hope that I am an unprejudiced student of 
history—unprejudiced in the sense of being able to 
appreciate all the facts that history presents one 
with, although not in the sense of being without con
victions as to the lessons that history teaches—but 
the more I study history the more convinced I am 
that religion constitutes one of the greatest forces 
that stand in the way of an all-round development.

Mr. Theobald also states that my opinions about 
religion are “ dogmatic statements, the burden of the 
proof of which lies with the man who makes them.” 
Well, I agree that the onus of proof lies with the 
man who makes the statements, but not that they 
are dogmatic; for, as a matter of fact, proof was 
given in the article with which Mr. Theobald is 
dealing, and more will be given in what follows.

We will start with a few facts that Mr. Theobald 
will not dispute. It will not be denied that Chris
tians have quarrelled, fought, and murdered each 
other owing to differences of religious opinion ; and 
it will not be denied that the same cause has led to 
people of different religions doing the same. Nor 
will it be denied that people can usually discuss 
politics, or science, or literature without any of the 
ill-feeling and positive savagery aroused by religious 
discussion. And what cannot be questioned either is 
that, if religion has not been the cause of this 
savagery and brutality, it at all events has not been 
able to abolish it. And as it has not abolished it, is 
it not wide of the mark for Mr. Theobald to expatiate 
upon the refining iniluencs of the Christian religion, 
particularly as people have learned to discuss other 
questions with a greater regard to decency and good 
behavior ?

And here is another fact that will hardly admit of 
dispute. Not alone has Christianity failed to induce 
people to discuss a difference of opinion in religion 
as all other differences should be discussed, but 
intolerance and savage persecution flourished more 
under Christianity than under any other religion. 
Christians are fond of holding up Mohammedanism 
as the religion of persecution. But its history shows 
it to have been far more tolerant than Christianity. 
Jews and Christians were allowed to live in peace 
under Mohammedan rule—under certain restrictions 
—at a time when unbelievers were being hunted 
down like vermin by Christians, and Jews compelled 
to wear a distinguishing mark so that they might 
the more easily be slaughtered in the periodic 
massacres that broke out, and which were fomented 
by Christian priests. Moreover, it is well to 
remember that the laws against heresy were 
practically Christian creations. In the Roman 
Empire liberty of religion was universal. So long 
as one paid decent respect to the religion of the 
State religious worship was unfettered. And, as 
Gibbon points out, even when Christians were pro
ceeded against under certain laws that were not 
primarily aimed at freedom of worship, the pro
cedure was formal, judicial, time was given for 
defence, and the magistrates frequently suggested 
means of defence or declined to prosecute.

How was it with Christianity? Instead of per- 
secution being spasmodic, it was persistent. Instead 
of it being taken up by the governing powers with 
diffidence, it was inculcated as the highest of all 
duties. One of the Roman Emperors had advised 
magistrates not to search for Christians, and not to 
take notice of anonymous accusations. Christians 
carried the search for heretics into a man’s own 
household, enquired into his most secret thoughts to 
discover heresy, tortured witnesses to gain evidence, 
and placed boxes at Church doors in which 
anonymous accusations might bo deposited. The 
Roman trial was open and in accordance with the 
established forms. The Christian trial was in 
secret; special forms were used in trials for heresy, 
and special punishments created. Let anyone read 
history with a really impartial mind and it will be
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seen that in every point Christianity rendered per
secution more savage, more insistent, and punished 
with a greater degree of barbarity.

Mr. Theobald will say that all this was due to 
people’s misunderstanding of Christianity. Well, 
there must be something radically wrong with the 
presentation of a religion if it can be misunderstood 
in this manner. And not for a day or a generation 
only, but for hundreds of years. The greatest of 
Christian leaders, right up to modern times, upheld 
the punishment of heretics and the forcible suppres
sion of heresy as one of the most solemn of all 
obligations. Is it not strange that this religion 
should be so misunderstood from its inception ? This 
is not usually the case. Usually teachings become 
corrupted as they get old ; Christianity, we are asked 
to believe, was never understood at all—it was cor
rupted in its infancy, misunderstood by every one of 
its exponents and followers, and only properly under
stood at a period when unbelievers were able to force 
upon believers a saner and more secular view of life. 
And, wonder of wonders ! it is this religion that has 
always been corrupted, always misunderstood, that 
we are asked to believe has had such a refining and 
purifying influence upon the world.

But I do not believe that savagery and persecution 
sprang from a misunderstanding of Christianity. I 
believe it,was inherent in it, as it is inherent in all 
religion. So long as people believe that salvation or 
damnation for eternity is dependent upon the hold
ing or rejection of a certain belief, so long as people 
believe in a God who inflicts this punishment or who 
offers that reward, those disbelieve or believe certain 
unprovablo doctrines, so long the heretic must assume 
the character of a social danger, a moral leper, one 
who is to be suppressed at all costs. And surely men 
who burn their fellows for a difference of opinion here 
are not worse than the God who, for the same offence, 
burns them hereafter ? The two worst evils from 
which Europe suffered for centuries were intolerance 
and celibacy; and they could both claim examples in 
the persons of God the Father and God the Son.

Mr. Theobald refers to the massacres by Turks, 
the outbreak of the Indian Mutiny, and the Boxer 
movement in China. Well, but so far as these things 
were religious they quite support my contention, 
which is, not that the Christian religion alone is bad, 
but that all are bad, although there are varying 
degrees of badness. Let us grant that Mohammedans 
hate Christians, because they are Christians; that 
Hindoos and Chinamen massacred Christians for the 
samo reason. What is the legitimate inference ? 
Surely this : that religious beliefs so distort men’s 
judgments and so inflame their passions that social 
obligations are ignored, and human nature becomes 
bestialiscd in consequence.

Mr. Theobald also refers to the French Revolution 
as proof of the evils of Atheism ; and I am bound to 
say that his history seems all taken from a religious 
leaflet, and not a good one at that. He speaks of the 
Jacobins, with Robespierre at their head, as Atheists. 
But the Jacobins were followers of Rousseau, and 
deists. Robespierre was always a firm believer in 
deity, and one of his first acts on getting chief power 
was to decree that the French people believed in God 
and the immortality of the soul. It is absurd to speak 
of the French people at this date as a nation of 
Atheists. The great work of Freethought in France 
was in preparing for the Revolution, which was for 
the whole of Europe a beneficent movement, and 
which would in all probability have completed its 
work without bloodshed had not Christian England, 
in concert with other Christian Powers, worked to 
plunge the French people back into the degradation 
from which they had just emerged.

Really the French Revolution, with or without its 
excesses, is evidence in favor of my main contention. 
For centuries the French people had been enjoying 
the “ refining ” influences of Christianity. Fourteen 
centuries of Christianity found a nation of twenty- 
five millions ruled by a dissolute clergy'and nobility; 
found .the land held by a few, the revenue of the 
country spent by a few; no man’s life secure, n o 1

woman’s honor safe. The people had been treated 
like beasts by Christian rule, and’ whatever their 
behavior may have been, it was the outcome of the 
treatment they had endured for centuries. And, 
treated as they were, there was one thing worse than 
revolution—submission. Mr. Theobald only follows 
religious traditions in sorrowing for those who were 
killed by the outbreak of a nation struggling for 
freedom from intolerable wrongs, and passing by 
unnoticed the multitudes who were butchered in the 
name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost.

C. Co h en .

Desperate Apologetics.

It has been known for some years that Christian 
Apologists are at their wits’ ends, being fully aware 
that the old arguments for Christianity are no longer 
serviceable. The proof from Scripture and from 
miracle has been abandoned as utterly futile, and as 
yet no new proof has been duly matured. A new 
Apologia that will convince everybody has not 
been discovered. The only thing about which 
present-day defenders of the faith are absolutely 
positive is, that the former proofs cannot be em
ployed. In the late Professor Bruce’s great work on 
the subject, so many admissions and concessions are 
made in the interests of truth, and the utter 
difficulty of making any evidence intelligible to 
non-believers is so frankly stated, that one can 
easily see that honest Christian thinkers are 
deeply conscious of the essential vulnerableness of 
their position. Many of them still cling, however, 
to the belief that the Bible is the main seat of 
authority, and that to it the final appeal should 
always be made. That was the position of Dr. Bruce 
himself, even to the end of his life, although there 
were indications towards the close of his strenuous 
career that his faith in the Bible was under a cloud, 
but the majority of theologians to-day are casting 
about for some new argument by which to justify 
and fortify their faith. They are in a state of piti
able desperation. Sensible of the fact that the 
Higher Criticism has completely demolished the Bible 
as the Book of God, their endeavour is to find the 
Book of God written with invisible ink on the tablets 
of their own hearts, and to constitute their own 
Christian consciousness the supreme seat of author
ity, both for themselves and others. That the attempt 
will fail is as certain as that the sun will rise to
morrow morning. Let us briefly analyse the situa
tion.

The central claim is that Christianity does not 
stand or fall by the Bible, but by the experience or 
consciousness of its professors. That is to say, if a 
man feels that the Christian Religion is true, that 
feeling is his proof that it is true. Surely there is no 
argument in so absurd an assertion. If I deeply 
feel that my brother died half an hour ago, can that 
be regarded by anybody as a sufficient evidence of 
his death ? If I were to feel with vehemence that 
the City Temple was burnt to the ground last night, 
would that convince anyone that such a calamity 
actually occurred ? And yet thousands of Christians 
aver that Christianity stands or falls by feeling. 
Archdeacon Wilson maintains “ that the Christian 
Faith does not, and cannot, possibly stand or fall 
with the scientific and historic accuracy of the 
record of any event or transaction in history what
ever.” This strange statement was made in a 
public lecture which was supposed to be a reply to 
Mr. Blatchford’s powerful articles against Christi
anity in the Clarion. The Rev. R. J. Campbell and 
other Nonconformist leaders have often indulged in 
similar expressions. Of course, until Criticism had 
exposed the glaring inaccuracies of the Bible, the 
orthodox Church would have unmercifully denounced 
such a ludicrous postion ; but now, in her parlous 
condition, she is ready to catch at any straw, and to 
be devoutly thankful for the opportunity. Now, I 
ask, what is the Christianity that is said to be so
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beautifully independent of the Bible ? What are its 
contents ? What are its fundamental doctrines ? 
Are the Virgin Birth, the Baptism, the Public 
Ministry, the atoning Death, and the Resurrection 
of Jesus Christ, among them ? Can I be a Christian 
without believing in a single one of those alleged 
facts? IPso, what else is there in which I can 
believe ? I am told that I must believe in an 
idealised, spiritual Savior; but if the idealised, 
spiritual Christ never existed in actual fact, what 
is he but a dream, the creation of man’s imagina
tion ? On this ground, Christianity comes before us 
as a man-made religion, quite as human in its origin 
and development as any other religion. The appeal 
to consciousness is thus fatal to the belief in the 
special divinity of Christianity.

But the strangest feature of this modern appeal 
to consciousness or experience is that it can renew 
its strength only by a constant reference to certain 
alleged facts or transactions in history. Go to any 
church or chapel you please, and you will find the 
Four Gospels treated as if they were a fourfold 
biography of a historical Christ, and the whole Bible 
referred to as the only rule of faith and conduct. 
Children are still taught that Jesus was born of a 
virgin, that he lived a benevolent, self-denying life, 
that ho performed miracles, that his death was an 
acceptable atonement to God for the sins of the 
world, that he rose from the dead and went up to 
heaven in a luminous cloud; and 1 am certain that 
the only impression left on the minds of the scholars 
is that, in the opinion of their teachers, Jesus Christ 
actually lived and died on earth as the only begotten 
Son of God, and that salvation is impossible without 
believing such facts. From the pulpits the Resur
rection of Christ is still presented as the corner 
stone of Christianity; this is incontrovertible; and 
yet when face-to-face with the unquestioned results 
of the Higher Criticism, the preachers say, “ Chris
tianity does not stand or fall with the Bible, but 
with the Christian Consciousness.” But if the virgin 
birth, the expiatory death, and the resurrection, as 
described in the Gospels, are myths, common to 
most religions, on what is the Christian Conscious
ness based ? On myths and legends ? When the 
argument is presented in this form the only retort 
these modern apologists make is this : “ You do not 
understand our position, because you lack spiritual 
discernment.” That was what Archdeacon Wilson 
said of Mr. Blatcliford. Dealing with the statement 
that “ there is no past tense in the proper sphere of 
religion,” this dignitary of the Church of the Thirty- 
nine Articles said, referring to the editor of the 
Clarion: “ I know—at least, I feel sure—that such 
an expression will bewilder him. If faith does not 
mean believing that something happened, what in 
tho world can it mean ?” In the first Epistle of 
John we read : “  Hereby know ye the Spirit of God : 
every spirit which confesseth that Jesus Christ is 
come in the flesh is of God; and every spirit which 
confesseth not Jesus is not of God; and this is the 
spirit of the antichrist.” Does Archdeacon Wilson 
doubt tho divine inspiration of that emphatic declara
tion ? If ho does not, then tho Christian faith does mean 
believing that something happened; but if nothing 
did happen, if the events recorded in the Gospels as 
having happened in the person of Jesus of Nazareth 
are said to have happened, in a like manner, in tho 
persons of a thousand pagan Christs, what is there 
loft for a man to believe in order to be a Christian ? 
On what does the Christian Consciousness rest if not 
on history ? This is a plain question, and it is capable 
of a straightforward answer. Shall we get it ? The 
Rev. Dr. Davison, as reported in the Methodist Times, 
told the Free Church ministers of Birmingham the 
other day that “ within tho Church wore many who 
denied all the leading doctrines, such as the virgin- 
birth of our Lord, the atonement, tho resurrection of 
Christ, and man’s immortality, and yet claimed to bo 
Christians.” That is to say, there are many within 
the Church who already believe that the stories con
tained in the Gospels are myths and legends, and who 
virtually admit that tho Christian Consciousness of

which they boast is the creation of their own fancy. 
The Free Church ministers of Birmingham, however, 
are not satisfied with that platform, for they avowed 
their firm belief in all the leading doctrines of the 
Gospel.

Thus the Church is now a house divided against 
itself even on the fundamentals of its faith. One 
section either has abandoned, or is prepared, if need 
be, to abandon the Bible. At any rate, it has already 
declared its independence of the Scriptures. The 
other sectibn still adheres to the documents, and 
loudly declaims against the Higher Criticism. To 
this section belongs the Guardian which joins in the 
cry for “ Popular Apologetics.” It is out of sympathy 
with the advanced school, on the one side, and in 
mortal fear of the destructive school on the other, 
and it urges that some “ mission preachers and lay 
workers,” should be commissioned to answer “ men 
like Huxley, Haeckel, Matthew Arnold, and Laing.” 
The comicality of such a suggestion is irresistible. 
But the Guardian is quite right in its contention that 
unless something is done soon the situation will be
come hopeless. The Church is truly alarmed at the 
wonderful “ recrudescence of Rationalism,” and 
deeply sensible of the pressing need of doing some
thing to counteract it. But a church divided against 
itself cannot long stand. Between the two divisions 
tho people are slipping through into unbelief, and tho 
Church is being deserted. Apologetics may be multi
plied a hundred times, “ mission preachers and lay 
workers ” may spend and be spent in the attempt to 
answer Messrs. Foote and Blatchford, and the 
cheap reprints of the R. P. A., but let the 
Guardian and the Methodist Times bear in mind 
that the battle against Belief is only beginning, that 
the Iconoclasts are at present merely getting their 
big guns into position, as Mr. Frazer puts it in the 
Preface to the new edition of the Golden Bough, and 
that, as a rule, “ mission preachers and lay workers ” 
have neither guns nor ammunition. Hence gallant 
Mr. Ballard and his associates are quite justified in 
the statement that “ the outlook is most serious,” 
and that “ everything in the modern atmosphere is 
tending away from Christianity.” That is literally 
true. People are shaking off the cruel yoke of super- 
stion and learning to recognise Reason as their sole 
guide in all matters, and pure, altruistic service as 
their supreme end.

c  John  L l o y d .

W h y Dowie Failed.
T he reason for Jolm Alexander Dowie’s unpopularity in 
Now York is somewhat obscure. I attribute his failure to 
beginning wrong. He should have come alone and begun 
in a small and modest way to enlist followers. With all his 
preliminary advertising he raised expectations that ho 
couldn’t fulfil, and with his abuse of the community ho had 
us hostile in advance. It is rather silly to say that Uowie 
failed to attract us because New York does not welcome 
humbugs. It dotes on them. When “  General ” Booth of 
tho Salvation Army was here New Yorkers swarmed about 
him like flies around something offensive. And to show 
that Manhattan is not provincial, and to convince the old 
gull that the love of humbug is a national sentiment, we 
had the President represented at Booth’s meeting. Booth 
is in Dowic’s class, and outside that class there are still 
more monumental frauds. 1 do not need to mention any 
but tho Pope; ho is the envy of them all.

Maybo Dowie is a blackguard, but ho is not tho original 
one. With the help of a concordance nine out of ten of his 
favorite epithets could be traced to the pages of Holy Writ, 
and it could bo shown that Dowie is a persistent plagiarist of 
the prophets of the Old Testament and of the principal 
speaker in tho four Gospels. He goes to these inspired 
blackguards for all that is richest in his vocabulary. Of 
course Dowio is a blackguard, and, lacking in originality, if 
called upon to characterise Paine and Ingersoll, ho would 
probably adopt the language of a late historian. Ho would 
call Paine a “ filthy little Atheist ” (did anything ever sound 
more like a Dowieism than that phrase '?), and allude to 
Ingersoll as a “ shining light ” among Freethinkers, who 
“ deem a bladder of dirty water the most appropriate weapon 
with which to attack Christianity.” And he would be as 
insensible as the man he copied from that lie had just named 
his own favorite weapon.

— George Macdonald (Neiv York “  Truthseeker ” ).
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Acid Drops.

Miss Frances Power Cobbe, who some time ago mixed up 
Atheism with Vivisection, is now vexed because Mr. J. H. 
Levy, in the Individualist, protests too vehemently, and 
even bigotedly, as she says, against the mixing up of Atheism 
with Vivisection by the two Swedish ladies who wrote the 
Shambles of Science. Miss Cobbe must have her say, of 
course, but we are glad to see that she is penitent for her 
own offence. We judge so by the advice she' now gives to 
others, not to use Atheist as a term of reproach. At the 
same time, she cannot help indulging in the old orthodox 
sentimentalism about good Atheists being good Christians 
without knowing it. She says that “ in his attitude towards 
vivisection Colonel Bob Ingersoll is the orthodox Christian 
and Monsignor Vaughan the heretic.” Very likely this is 
meant as a compliment to Ingersoll, but if he could read it 
he would no doubt smile at it as the mere silliness of bigotry 
turned inside out. Miss Cobbe is entitled to wear any 
label she pleases; she is not entitled to fix it on other 
people.

In the same number of the Abolitionist, which is the 
organ of the British Union for the Abolition of Vivisection, 
there is an article (quite in Miss Cobbe’s old vein) against 
the Utilitarian theory of morals. The writer is small- 
minded enough to think that morality will be lost altogether 
if his (or her) theory be not accepted. It is deliberately 
asserted in this article that if the views of the moral sense 
set forth in Darwin’s Descent of Man were generally adopted, 
the “ knell of the virtue of mankind would have been 
sounded.” Fancy writing in this way of a theory held by 
such reformers as Bentham and Mill, and such thinkers as 
Darwin and (practically) Spencer ! Miss Cobbe, or her con
tributor, might reflect that moral action precedes theories of 
morality as much as reasoning precedes logic or language 
precedes grammar. It might also be remembered that 
writing libels on Utilitarianism in an Anti-Vivisectionist 
journal is not exactly the way to secure the co-operation of 
Utilitarians.

It is reported that Mr. Stephen Coleridge has had to pay, 
not only the £2,000 damages in the Vivisection libel case, but 
about .£3,000 more in the shape of costs. The pen of a 
Swift would be needed to do justice to such a scandal.

Mr. Josiah Nix, the gentleman who used to run a soul
saving show at the Derby, has been carrying on a ten days’ 
mission at Kingston Chapel, Hull; and the Daily News gives 
a glowing account of its extraordinary success. It seems that 
special efforts were made to “ capture the drunkards”— who, 
if they were drunk enough, must have been an easy prey. 
One night “ the workers ” gathered for a 10.15 prayer meet
ing ; at 10145 they sallied out with a brass band and a lot of 
lantern and torch bearers, with the object of “ annexing the 
publicans, their potmen, and customers.” We are not told 
how many publicans and potmen they annexed, but they 
are reported to have dono fairly well with the customers. 
‘‘ Scores of these tipsy men and women,” we read, “ were 
induced to sign the pledge and begin a new life.” How long 
they kept the pledge, and how many hours the new life 
lasted, are questions that, as usual, are not answered. “ The 
rest is with the Lord”—and it often stays there.

Here you have the good old foolish method of Christian 
reform in a nutshell. ’* Conversion ” they call it. They 
have been “ converting” the world in this way for the 
best part of two thousand years, and the result is not en
couraging. A punster might call it “ Nix.” You take a 
man in liquor, worry him, frighten him, and get him to 
sign the pledge. And you fancy you have made a tee
totaller ! But your fancy is not supported by figures. 
Drink statistics show that the religious conversion of 
drunkards has as much effect on the liquor trade as water 
has upon a duck’s back. What else indeed could be 
expected ? The world never was, and never will be, 
improved by the sensationalism of professional mounto- 
banks.

This sort of thing is becoming pretty common now ; the 
reason being that Christianity has to resort more and more 
to sensationalism to make up for its loss of intellectual hold 
upon the people. Gipsy Smith has just been conducting a 

mission ” at Highbury, and a principal feature of his work 
there has been late street processions and midnight 
meetings. The same thing obtained at his Northampton 
“ mission.” According to the British Weekly, from six to 
eight hundred people “ mostly young, and more or less under 
the influence of drink ” were present at one of his midnight

meetings. Now we believe the Northampton public-houses 
close at eleven o’clock, and if these young people were tipsy 
at twelve o’clock what must have been their condition an 
hour earlier ? On the whole, we are inclined to say that 
getting “ young people ”—tipsy or otherwise—together at 
midnight meetings is an extremely curious way of promoting 
morality. Whether it promotes religion or not, is a question 
we leave to the Churches.

Jesus Christ has just received a valuable testimonial. 
The Rev. R. J. Campbell says, in the British Weekly, that 
he has been “ greatly struck lately with the force and 
beauty of our Lord’s teaching ” on the theme of prayer. 
As the oracle of the City Temple is now recognised as a 
great authority in religious circlos, we dare say Jesus Christ 
is sincerely thankful for this kind appreciation. We arc 
aware, of course, that there are unfeeling sceptics who may 
suggest that only an Evangelical worm of the dust would 
venture to patronise his God in this way.

“ Let dogs delight to bark and bite ”—but the verse is 
somewhat musty. A fight in a church recently occupied 
attention at the South-Western Police Court, London. 
David Grundy tried to get possession of a pew in St. 
Barnabas Church, Clapham-common, in which Robert 
Jones, another renter, had barricaded himself. Mr. Jones 
was not a passive resister, and ructions ensued, in the very 
House of God. For this pious display of muscular 
Christianity, Mr. Grundy had to pay five guineas costs, and 
find a surety in £10 to be of good behavior for twelve 
months.

The Church Missionary Society, through [the Rev. S. 
Baring Gould, states that human flesh was sold and eaten 
during the horrible famine in the Kwang-Si province of 
Southern China ; the flesh being usually that of executed 
criminals. Very shocking, no doubt! But is it as bad as 
vivisection ? And, after all, if the poor people wero reduced 
to this extremity, it was “ Providence ” that sent the famine. 
It must be admitted, too, that if “ Providence ” is the same 
party as Jehovah, he or it is an old practitioner in this line. 
Jehovah promised to bring about famine, in the seigo of 
cities, in which mothers should cook and devour their own 
children. Perhaps the Church Missionary Society will give 
this aspect of the matter its candid consideration.

In a Liverpool-strcet Station refreshment room the other 
day a clergyman asked for some brandy, and while drinking 
it lie fell back dead. It was the Rev. William Fraser Nash, 
aged 68, assistant curate of a City church. According to 
medical evidence at the inquest, the unfortunate man of God 
suffered from heart disease, and we dare say he took the 
brandy to alleviate his distress. We are not blaming him for 
a moment. But suppose he had been a Secular lecturer 
instead of a Church curate, would the heart disease have 
interfered with the moralisings of the religious press V 
Would they not have made the most of the death of tlio 
“ wretched infidel ” struck down “ with the fiery fluid in his 
wicked hand ” ?

Guy Middleton, a Lambeth mineral water manufacturer, 
being in the Bankruptcy Court, explained his insolvency by 
saying that he decided, ten years ago, to supply only those 
who did not sell alcoholic liquors, and who closed their 
premises on Sunday. Even his sublime Sabbatarianism was 
not blessed by “ Providence,” for his profits dwindled away, 
apparently to a vanishing point. The Christian temperance 
people, and the Lord’s Day Societies, ought really to got up 
a handsome subscription for this martyr.

Now and then one does get a genuine homo truth from 
the pulpit. Dr. John Watson (Ian Maclaren) told an 
audience the other day that success in the pulpit depended 
“ not so much upon capacity as upon a certain fluency, 
together with a certain tone which seemed to give a pledgo 
of piety, and a presence that is palatable to the congrega
tion. They can be carried away by a windbag with two 
sermons full of apocryphal anecdotes and conventional argu
ments.” This probably explains the popularity of several 
preachers whom we could name, and who are at present 
being boomed for all they are worth.

Some burglars broke into Mrs. Eddy’s house the other day, 
and stolo a number of articles of value, including many 
presents made to her by her followers from various parts of 
the States. Mrs. Eddy does not believe that there is any 
such thing as disease; she says it is all imagination. Ono 
has only got to think ono is well, and disease vanishes. If 
this doctrine applies all round, Mrs. Eddy need only think
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that the articles have not been stolen, and the case will be 
put right. Failing this, if the founder of Christian Science 
had only thought a policeman into the house as the burglar, 
or thought the burglar out of the house, or thought her pro
perty into some more secure place of deposit, she would not 
now be mourning the loss of her goods. Somehow “ Chris
tian Science ” seems to break down in instances where it 
might be of value.

“ The Nonconformist Conscience ” has a curious case to 
deal with in Cambridgeshire. The Chesterton Board of 
Guardians placed a child, whose parents had been members 
of the Church of England, out to board with a Church of 
England family. After two years the foster parents left the 
Church, and joined the Baptists. The Local Government 
Board thereupon requested that the child should bo handed 
over to a family belonging to the Church of England. The 
Guardians decided to “  pass on to the next business.” Now, 
we are far from saying that the Guardians were wrong in 
their action. If the child was with people who treated it 
well, the Guardians did the wisest thing in declining to risk 
the danger of a transfer. Still, we fancy if the circum
stances had been of another kind, and the foster parents had 
joined the Church instead of leaving, there would have 
been a deal of shrieking about the unjust proselytising 
of the Church people. As it is the Nonconformist Con
science has said nothing about the matter.

The Rev. J. H. Jowett, the well-known Nonconformist, 
having sought the Lord and thought the matter over, has 
resolved to join the Passive Resisters. His conscience 
forbids him to “ pay that portion of the education rate which 
is levied for sectarian religious teaching.” On the other 
hand, of course, he is quite willing to compel his fellow- 
citizens to pay for what he and his like choose to call “ un
sectarian religious teaching.” And the man talks about his 
“ conscience ” 1

Our attention has been drawn to some correspondence 
which wo overlooked in the Morning Leader on “ Religion in 
Schools.” Mr. Harold C. Morton, of Ilford, probably a 
reverend gentleman of the Nonconformist persuasion, replied 
to a letter by Mr. Arthur Elderkin in favor of Secular Educa
tion. Mr. Morton had the coolness to say that he had 
“ never yet known the dogma of the Trinity, or even that 
part of it called by Mr. Elderkin the Deity of Christ, taught 
in a Board school.” Indeed 1 Why everybody knows it has 
been taught under the London School Board, and by the 
Board’s express order. A circular was sent by the Board to 
all the teachers in its schools, reminding them that they were 
expected, as part of their duty, to teach the doctrine of the 
Trinity, and that it was necessary to lay special emphasis on 
the deity of Christ. This circular was the result of an 
historic agitation. The Rev. Mr. Coxhead started it by in- 
forming the Board that a boy who had been asked “ Who 
was the father of Jesus?” replied “ Joseph.” This awful 
heresy drove the Board wild, and its feelings had to be eased 
by issuing the aforesaid circular. Mr. Morton had better try 
again. ____

We have seen Board school syllabuses of religious instruc
tion in which Jesus Christ is referred to as “ Our Lord.” Is 
not this a referonco to his deity ? Jesus Christ is surely not 
the “ Lord " of those who believe ho was only a man—if ho 
ever existed at all.

Good old Passive Resistance! At a recent sale of goods 
belonging to a Baptist minister and two professors at the 
Memorial College, Brecon, the auctioneer’s voice was drowned 
by the singing of hymns. When the sale was over he was 
favored with a paraffin lamp that struck him full in the 
chest. Such is passive resistance. What would it be if it 
became active f ____

The latest phase of Passive Resistance is Passive Resistance 
by proxy. It appears that some property is owned by the 
trustees of the Major-road Baptist Chapel, Stratford New 
Town, and the tenants pay their rates in their rent to the 
trustees. The trustees, however, declined to pay the Educa
tion rate, and the tenants were summoned at the West Ham 
Police Court as defaulters. The usual order of distress was 
made. But a loquacious gentleman, who really had nothing 
to do with the case—the Rev. Knight Chaplin, pastor of the 
Chapel—declared that if the tenants paid the rate under a 
distress warrant they would do so on their own responsibility. 
This is all very pretty—especially for the poor tenants, who 
are thus placed between the devil and the deep sea. We dare 
say Pastor Chaplin thinks it is a pure matter of conscience. 
That it alTects the pockets of people who have nothing to do 
with his conscience is probably (in his opinion) a very trivial

matter. Ordinary persons, however, will have their own 
opinion about the morality of this proceeding.

The Rev. F. W. Aveling, of Christ’s College, Blackheatli, 
has made an agonising discovery. “  Out of 31,315 elemen
tary school departments,” he says, “ there are 16,410 
wherein no head teacher may be appointed unless he is a 
member of the State Church, and 1,799 wherein no one may 
be appointed unless he is a Roman Catholic.” How sad !— 
for Nonconformists who want to be head touchers, and feel 
they have not chance enough in the odd 13,896 school 
departments. But what about those who are neither 
Churchmen, Catholics, nor Nonconformists ? There are 
31,315 school departments in which they have no chance at 
all—unless they play the hypocrite or studiously keep their 
heresy to themselves. Of course there is nothing agonising 
to Mr. Avoling, at present, in this fact; but we invite him to 
give it a little attention, and to tell us what he thinks of it. 
We are in no hurry; his convenience will be ours; only we 
should like to hear from him before his funeral—or ours.

Dr. Macnamara, M.P., taking part in a debate at the 
Robert Browning Settlement, Walworth, on “ The Future of 
the Education.Problem,” while welcoming the new Educa
tion Act in some respects—for it is a good thing financially 
for the members of the Teachers Union which Dr. Mac
namara represents—he protested against its perpetuation of 
“ a denominational religious test in respect of 20,000 head 
teachers.” Apparently there would be nothing to complain 
of, in Dr. Macnamara’s opinion, if the religious test were 
not denominational. Is this what he means ? Does he 
believe in the wisdom and justice of religious tests at all? 
And if so, will he kindly explain how there can possibly be 
religious tests which are undenominational ? It is really 
true that Dr. Macnamara applied a little logic to this 
problem.

Dr. Macnamara ended by warning religious bodies of all 
sorts that the direct result of continued squabbling would 
be the prompt and complete secularising of State education. 
Well, what harm would there be in that ? Dr. Macnamara 
has publicly stated that English parents do not care a straw 
about the “ religious instruction ” which is the cause of this 
sectarian squabble. Why then does he affect to believe that 
Secular Education would, in some mysterious way, be a 
national misfortune ?

We should really like to know how much religious beliof 
Dr. Macnamara has himself. This is a point on which the 
public is entitled to information. No man has a moral right 
to discuss the value of religious education, and keep his own 
views up his sleeve. We invite Dr. Macnamara to indulge in a 
little honest self-revelation. _

Dickens’s humour is so extremely forcible that it generally 
seems out of just focus, so to speak, and perhaps nothing lie 
ever wrote appears more so than his description of the 
society which sent moral pocket-handkerchiefs to the natives 
of Africa. That was half a. century ago, but the facts of the 
missionary craze at the present are even more grotesque, as 
is shown by the following paragraph which appeared in the 
Morning Post of Nov. 27 :

“ L inked in F aith.—The feature of a bazaar opened by 
Lady William Cecil in Scarborough yesterday in support of 
the funds of the Scarborough Church Missionary Society was 
the exhibition of an artistic patchwork quilt made by the 
ladies of the Scarborough Gleaners’ Working Party to bo 
presented to the young King David of Uganda, who has em
braced the Christian Faith.”

Pocket-handkerchiefs arc absurd enough, but a quilt—a 
patchwork quilt—for a nigger at the equator, and that nigger 
a young follow and, moreover, a king, and sent to him from 
a coast town on the east of the North of England, just as tho 
English winter commences 1 This isolation of a State insti
tution maintained at incredible cost in the teeth of an active 
minority of the nation by the dcad-weiglit of the indifferent 
majority of the people, and this brilliant specimen of the 
love of Mother Church for her shivering children—of the 
Torrid Zone—was put forth under the auspices of a lady 
bearing tho family name of the late Primo Minister. Linked 
in Faith 1 Linked by a patchwork quilt in Faith with a king 
of Uganda ! Christians may make the Lord’s ways as mys
terious as they choose, but is it necessary they should be 
idiotic ? After sending a quilt to a nigger at the equator 
from tho North-east Coast at tho beginning of December— 
what next ?

It is reported, we know not with what truth, that Old 
Dowie has got himself into financial straits, and is appealing 
to his followers throughout the world for immediate aid, on 
the ground that Zion City is in danger of going under tho
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sheriff’s hammer. Napoleon had his Moscow, and Old Dowie 
appears to have had his—at New York. His raid upon that 
unholy city was a dismal failure. Nobody was converted ; 
and, worse still, the dollars trickled in instead of flowing. 
Poor Old Dowie I

Canon Strange has been standing up for the peppery old 
Athanasian Creed at Birmingham. He is in favor of retain
ing it, damnation clauses and all. He said it was a standard 
of divine truth, and men rejected it at their peril. God 
damned nobody; if the door was slammed on anybody, it 
was his own fault if he was on the wrong side of it. And so 
on, and so on. This amiable discourse was delivered to a 
select company at the Grand Hotel. Many ladies, as well as 
gentlemen, listened to it with great satisfaction. They 
thought themselves on the right side of the door; and 
perhaps they were right; but you can never be sure, you 
know.

We have more than once referred to the case of “ Colonel ” 
Lynch, the Australian Irishman, who is in prison for having 
quixotically fought for the Boers, and still more quixotically 
come to England and submitted himself to arrest. Perhaps 
he trusted to the generosity of England. If he did so, we 
regret to say that he was mistaken. England did one of the 
meanest things conceivable in imprisoning him. Technically, 
he had committed a crime; morally, he had proved tbe 
courage of his convictions; and a brave nation cannot afford 
to be hard with brave men, for it means a loss of self-respect. 
For our part, we should have said a great deal more on this 
subject, but Mr. Lynch is a Freethinker, and we were afraid 
that our advocacy might injure rather than assist him. We 
have asked, however, what the Irish party were doing. 
Were they content to let Mr. Lynch languish in an English 
prison because he was an “ infidel ” as well as a patriot ? 
Fortunately, one member of the Irish party has plucked up 
resolution enough to address the Home Secretary. Mr. 
Swift MacNeill has pointedly asked why Mr. Lynch is alone 
exempted from the political amnesty extended to political 
offenders after the King’s visit to Ireland ? Was it because 
he was elected by Galway against a member of the Govern
ment ? This is a shrewd thrust, and we are not surprised 
that Mr. Akers-Douglas has promised that the matter “ shall 
receive his consideration.” We venture to say that the King 
himself would have earned the applause of all but bigots if 
he had personally exercised his prerogative in this case. 
No one will thank him now, for the gracious moment has 
passed. ____

Carrie Nation, the Kansas saloon-smasher, is still going 
strong on the Christian temperance ticket. The other day 
she paid a visit to the White House and demanded to see 
President Roosevelt. Of course he was “ not at home.” She 
said she would wait, and she kept quiet for the astonishing 
space of half an hour. Then she broke out, and policemen 
had to drag her from the building. Subsequently she went 
over to the Senate Chamber and indulged in prohibition 
oratory from the public gallery. She had to bo dragged out 
of that too. Evidently the poor woman is a bit touched. 
But that does not prevent her from being a very good Chris
tian. Quite the contrary.

A man and woman havo been arrested in British Guiana 
for throwing their infant into a pit of fire as a sacrifice to an 
offended deity who had afflicted the village with sickness. 
English Christians will applaud this arrest, and say that the 
father and mother who slew their child in that way were 
fiends. Yet these same English Christians worship .a God 
to whom such sacrifices were common. The proof is to be 
found in the Old Testament. Even in the New Testament 
this same Jehovah, as God the Father, refuses to bo pacified 
without the sacrifice of Jesus Christ on the cross.

Christian Science has won a victory in America, which 
may ultimately have some influence on the treatment of 
Peculiar People in England. Sylvia Bishop and her husband 
were indicted for manslaughter in Ohio on a charge of re
fusing to call in a physician for their child, which died. They 
were acquitted, but the State filed exceptions to the verdict. 
These were overruled, however, by the Supreme Court. 
According to the report which reaches this country, the right 
of believers in Christian Science was upheld to refuse to call 
in a physician to treat minor complaints. Apparently the 
Lord may be trusted with small ailments, but serious cases 
require a doctor.

“ General ” Booth has been in Paris lately, presiding at a 
Congress of the European contingent of his world-wide 
“ Army.” We read that he “ admits the slowness of the 
Army’s efforts in France.” Probably “ efforts ” should read 
“ progress.” And this, of course, is not surprising. France

is the last country in the world for the Salvation Army to 
succeed in. The French people have sometimes gone mad, 
but they never were imbecile.

Bishop Jayne, of Chester, had a warm reception lately at 
Birkenhead. The Kensitites practically broke up his 
meeting and waited for him outside. But not desiring to 
earn a martyr’s crown of glory, his lordship executed a 
strategic retreat by the rear, and got away safely to his 
home. We beg pardon ; his palace.

While expostulating with the Kensitites, the Bishop 
described them as a “ reforming mob.” The “ mob ” is 
certain, anyway ; the “ reform ” is a matter of speculation.

The Bishop, however, has played the part of a mobsman 
himself before now. Did he not get up at a meeting in 
Chester, a good many years ago, and declare that the worst 
ill-users of children in this country were working-class 
Secularists ? It was an infamous lie, although his lordship 
was backed up by the Rev. Mr. Waugh. Mr. Waugh has 
since unsaid the falsehood and apologised for it. Bishop 
Jayne is still impenitent. His motto is, “ The lie I havo 
told I have told.” Yet a pious paper describes him as “ the 
kindliest of men.”

Prebendary Reynolds lias just got hold of a nice plum in 
the City of London—the rectory of St. Mary Aldermary, 
worth about j£900 a year with free residence. Nevertheless 
he retains his former job as Chief Inspector of Schools in 
the Diocese of London. Yet men like this have the face to 
stand up in public and talk about the sorrows of the poor 
clergy. Why, in the name of common decency, don’t they 
set the Church house in order from the inside ?

Dr. R. A. Torrcy, the American revivalist, who is at present 
on a soul-saving expedition to Great Britain, has written 
another letter to Mr. W. Cain, of Liverpool—the provious 
letters to whom have been noticed in our columns. Dr. Torrey 
says he has “ a better use for his time” than replying to 
“ attacks ” on him in the Freethinker. This is mere humbug. 
We made no attack on Dr. Torrey. Wo replied to his own 
gratuitous attacks on Paine and Ingersoll. He declared, for 
instance, that Paine took another man’s wife with him to 
France and lived with her there. Wc asked him for evidence 
of the truth of this declaration. He did not give it. He does 
not give it now. He cannot give it. And there is one short, 
sharp English word of four letters that properly describes 
him. He also made a statement about Colonel Ingorsoll 
having been frightened out of a libel action by a Rev. Mr. 
Dixon. He now says he has “ received the facts ” from 
America, but ‘ damaging as they are to Colonel Ingersoll ” 
he will not use them, because he has “ no desire to blacken 
his reputation, even though it could be justly done.” This 
is viler humbug still. Dr. Torrey first makes the most odious 
charges against Ingersoll, and when he is taken to task ho 
develops a sudden tenderness for Ingersoll’s reputation. 
Ingersoll’s reputation does not want Dr. Torrey’s tenderness. 
Let this preacher cultivate a little tenderness for his own 
reputation. He says in this letter to Mr. Cain that ho is 
“ concerned with principles, not with men.” Then how is it 
that ho tells Christian audiences libellous lies about leading 
Freethinkers ? And how is it that he only makes insolent 
faces and cowardly retreats when he is asked for proof ?

Dr. Torrey has told more than one he about Ingcrsoll. 
Ho has declared, for instance, that Ingersoll was concerned 
in sending indecent books through the American mails. On 
the face of it, this was a most absurd falsehood, for Ingersoll 
was not a publisher nor a bookseller. When off tho Free- 
thought platform he was a distinguished lawyer. His own 
writings, which not even the biggest Christian liar in tho 
world ever suggested wore indecent, were published by Mr. 
Farrell. But there is more than à priori disproof of Dr. 
Torrey’s libel on Ingersoll, as our readers will seo when 
they read our leading article in the next Freethinker. Wo 
intended to write on the subject this week, but our time and 
space havo been occupied by other matters which could not 
be postponed.

An English bishop owned a portable bath-tub, which he 
failed on one occasion to take with him on a pastoral 
visitation. When he returned he found that the house
maid has used tho beloved tub. Calling her into his study, 
he said, kindly : “  Mary, I do not so much mind your using 
my tub, but what I object to is, that you should do 
behind my back what you would not do before my face.”
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Mr. Foote’s Lecturing Engagements.

Saturday. December 5, Secular Hall, Humberstone-gate, 
Leicester, at 8, “ Progress and Breeding : with special reference 
to Mr. Bernard Shaw’s Man and Superman."

Sunday, December C, Leicester Secular Hall, at G.30, “ The 
Last Christian Statesman : a Candid Study of Mr. John Morley’s 
Life of Gladstone."

To Correspondents.

C. Cohen’s L ecturing E ngagements.— Address, 241 High-ioad, 
Leyton.

W. A tkinson.—Thanks for the references. It is no part of our 
business, however, to follow up Mr. Ballard’s criticisms of Mr. 
Blatchford, who may well be left to take care of himself.

N. D .—Cuttings are always welcome.
W. P. B all.—  Your cuttings are always welcome.
E.»Chapman.— See paragraph.
P. H oward.— We have made an exception this timo on the 

lecturer’s account, but please note that we do not undertake to 
print lecture notices unless they come to us from some bind Jide 
organisation.

B osto’n Investigator.— You do not reach us as regularly as we 
should like—for you are one of our appreciated exchanges. 
We have received the number containing Mr. Washburn’s 
nineteenth letter from England, but not the two numbers 
immediately preceding. We should esteem it a favor if you 
would see that those two numbers come along.

D. J. W .— What do you mean by saying “  I was sorry to find 
the absence of your pen in last week’s Freethinker through a 
cold ?” Our own pen was responsible for about nine columns 
in that number. Thanks for the cuttings, including those from 
America.

Celsus.—We cannot undertake to explain to you the “  meaning 
of the phrase 1 religious faculty.’ ” You must apply to some
one who uses it. We are not even aware that there is such a 
faculty. Whether there can be religion without belief in a god 
is obviously a verbal question ; that is, it all dtpends on the 
definition of religion.

Hank and F iler.— You were mistaken about that chance meeting 
at Newcastle. Wo must have been hurrying to catch the train. 
We should be pleased to meet you anywhere. Why did you 
not speak'to us at the Queen’s Hall meeting.

M. B .—Thanks for cuttings. The “ Musings ” are just a little 
too slap-dash this time, and tho political references somewhat 
gratuitous.

G. L. M ackenzie.—lteceivcd with thanks.
A. E. Q.—Pleased to read your good opinion of Mr. Lloyd.
G. K ersley.— Thanks. Wo note your opinion, though we cannot 

agree that tho Freethinker has suffered materially. We have 
not hoard that its interest has diminished during the past 
twelve months.

J. J. W alker hopes the Pioneer will continue, and intends to 
tako six copies monthly for distribution amongst his work
mates. He thinks it a poor compliment to English intelli
gence that a paper like the Pioneer should want readers while 
certain papers that need not be named circulate by the hundred 
thousand.

T. Clark.—Received with Thanks.
F. E. H ogues.— See “ Acid Drops.”
If. A.— (1) Wo will look through the Pall Mull Magazine article 

on Mr. John Morley. Wo can hardly believe that he shakes 
hands seriously with his friends and says “  God bless you.” 
No change has been announced in Mr. Morley’s opinions. He 
is not, and does not look, a changeable man. (2) Comte’s 
philosophy did not receive a crushing blow from Dr. Martineau. 
The statement is absurd. Dr. Martineau was a small citizen of 
the Republic of Intellect in comparison with Comte.

E . R . W oodward.—See paragraph.
Cohen P resentation F und.—Rank and Filer 5s., F. E. Hughes 

Is., W. Lawrence. 10s.
T he N ational Secular Society’s ofiico is at 2 Newcastle-street, 

Farringdon-strcet, E.C., where all letters should be addressed 
to Miss Vance.

T he Secular Society, L imited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street 
Farringdon-street, E.C.

L etters for the Edilor of the Freethinker should bo addressed to 
2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

L ecture Notices must reach 2 Newcastlo-street, Farringdon- 
streot, E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not bo inserted.

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

Orders for literature Bhould be sent to tho Freethought Pub
lishing Company, Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
street, E.C., and not to the Editor.

Persons remitting tor literature by stamps are specially requested 
to send halfpenny stamps, which are most useful in tho Free- 
thought Publishing Company’s business.

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

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

The Cohen Presentation.
----♦------

I FIND it difficult, if not impossible, to add anything 
substantial to what I have already written on this 
subject. I have said many times, in varied language, 
that this Fund should have the generous support of 
the Freethought party. We ought to let Mr. Cohen 
see that we really value his past services to the 
movement, and that we sincerely trust he may con
tinue them with unabated zeal and effectiveness. 
As a Secular advocate, he cannot possibly make a 
fortune; we know, indeed, that ho must have found 
it hard to make a bare living. And although we 
cannot provide him a salary while he is working, and 
a pension when he is no longer able to work, we can 
at least give him a little practical encouragement. 
Moreover, our attitude in relation to this matter will 
probably influence other young men of ability when 
they are debating whether they shall devote their 
lives to the promotion of Freethought.

The Presentation is to be made to Mr. Cohen at 
the Annual Dinner at tho Holborn Restaurant on 
January 12. During the few intervening weeks I 
want the readers of this journal to make up the 
£200 which I ventured to mention as the figure which 
ought (at least) to be realised. Some £60 is still 
lacking. I ask those who have not already subscribed 
to make up that deficiency. Of course there may he 
some who have already subscribed, and would like to 
subscribe again. Let them do so, by all means; the 
more the bettor. But my appeal is to those who 
have not yet entered their names in tho subscription 
list. I wish to hear from them, and I wish to hear 
from them soon. The Fund will he closed on 
January 11 for certain. That is my birthday. And 
if tho £200 is made up for Mr. Cohen by then, I will 
regard it as (in a sense) a birthday gift to myself.

G. W. Foote.

Sugar Plums.

Mr. Foote lectures this week eud at Leicester, both on 
Saturday and Sunday evenings. His subjects, which appear 
elsewhere, should prove attractive. The admission to both 
lectures is free, as usual at Leicester, with a collection in aid
of expenses. ____

Mr. John Lloyd, on Sunday evening, delivered the last of 
the course of special Freethought lectures at South Shields. 
There was a good audience in the fine Empire Theatre, and 
Mr. Lloyd’s originality of treatment and firmness of conclu
sion made a most favorable impression, especially on tho 
local “ saints,” who are delighted to know that Kreethought 
has won the support of such an advocate.

Two moro lectures under the auspices of the Secular 
Society, Limited, have been arranged for at the Secular 
Hall, New Church-road, Camberwell, on Sunday evenings, 
December 18 and 20. Mr. John Lloyd takes the first, 
his subject being “ The Trial of Christianity.” Mr. C. Cohen 
takes the second, his subject being “  Atheism and tho Creed 
of tho Future.”  ____

There has been for some time a slight growing improve
ment in tho circulation of tho Freethinker, and last week’s 
issue ran out of print. Any readers who were unable to 
obtain a copy should renew their orders. They will pro
bably find that they can be supplied out of the “ returns ” 
from tho trade.
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We trust our friends in all parts of the kingdom, and 
indeed of the world, will continue to advertise the Free
thinker in the cheap but effective manner of passing it 
round amongst their acquaintances, or otherwise introducing 
it to the notice of new readers. Very much good is done in 
this way at a very trifling cost.

This is not exactly a Sugar Plum, but such matters 
necessarily appear in this part of the Freethinker. Messrs. 
Pack, Gott, and Weir, who arc prosecuted for “ blasphemy ” 
at Leeds, on account of a Cartoon and some letterpress 
in the Trutliseeker, copied from an old (1888) number of 
the Freethinker, appeared in answer to their summons 
before the Stipendiary magistrate on Tuesday, November 
24. Mr. Pack, on behalf of himself and his co-defendants, 
asked for a remand for a fortnight. The Stipendiary, who 
certainly did not show any special favor to the prosecution, 
and probably understood their motives, adjourned the case 
as requested.

The summons against Messrs. Pack, Gott, and Weir was 
issued at the instance of George Golborn Tarry, Chief 
Constable of Leeds. There is a Christian Evidence 
lecturer called Tarry. We hope the two Tarrys are not 
related.

Mr. E. Pack delivered his first lectures for the Birmingham 
Branch on Sunday. They were much appreciated. In the 
evening lecture he dealt with the Leeds prosecution. After
wards he addressed a large open-air audience in the Bull 
Ring. ____

The Camberwell Branch held its annual meeting on 
Sunday. A resolution of sympathy, and a promise of 
financial support, was ordered to be sent to the three 
gentlemen who are being prosecuted by the Leeds police 
for “ blasphemy.”

Last week’s Reynolds' contained a long report of a very 
interesting address by the editor, Mr. W. M. Thompson, to 
the Young Scots’ Society at Leith. We judge that Mr. 
Thompson spoke frankly as a Freethinker as well as a 
Democrat. His peroration was an eloquent bit of Free- 
thought, anyhow. The same number of Reynolds' con
tained the Prize Essay on “ The Riddle of the Universe ” by 
Herbert J. Kemp.

We have received several letters in reply to “ Man in the 
Street’s ” long epistle on “ Why Freethought ? ”  which we 
inserted for the sake of fair-play, although we were unable 
to see much in it. The letters in reply cannot appear this 
week for want of space. They will be printed in our next 
number.

We are always glad to find matter in our columns appre
ciated in America. Our admirable contemporary, the Now 
York Truthseeker, prints Mr. G. L. Mackenzie’s “ Thank 
God ” verses for the benefit of its own readers. Perhaps 
there was not room in the make-up to notify that the verses 
were reproduced from the Freethinker.

Mr. A. L. Lye contributed a long and most excellent 
letter on “ Bible Teaching in Schools ” to the Coventry 
Herald of November 27, largely in reply to the Rev. W. E. 
Blomficld. The editor favored Mr. Blomfield with a proof 
of this letter, and the reverend gentleman’s rejoinder 
appears in tho same issue. We are bound to say that we 
never read anything feebler than Mr. Blomfield’s letter. He 
does not not appear to see Mr. Lye’s points, although they 
were put very plainly. Such a miserably poor defence of 
the Nonconformist position must be an eye-opener to many 
readers of the Coventry Herald. We congratulate Mr. Lye 
on having induced Mr. Blomfield to show the untenableness 
of his own position.

Mr. G. J. Warren had to leave the National Secular 
Society’s Executive some time ago, on account of his 
absorption in local duties of a social and political character. 
Having been re-elected recently on the Borough Council, he 
has since been elected an Alderman, and we congratulate 
him on the honor. East-London would be very much the 
richer for a few more men like Mr. Warren.

The December number of the Pioneer is the twelfth. 
The paper is now a year old. Whether it will continue to 
live in the new year has yet to bo decided. Meanwhile we 
may ask our friends to circulate the December number on its 
merits. It contains some good reading, and might be pushed 
round with benefit to the movement.

God Has No Defenders.

There are a great many men who feel called upon 
to defend God; they call it defending the truth, 
defending the Bible. What a shame it is that God 
cannot take care of himself, and his book is so weak 
and flat that it requires bolstering—and truth, has it 
fallen so low that it needs a champion to check 
suspicion!

Thousands of people claim to be in the service of 
the Almighty. How can a man rise to such awful 
heights and remain untainted with egotism is beyond 
my comprehension. It seems to me if all the wealth 
of the world was given into my hands, it would be as 
filthy rags compared to such an honor.

When we reflect that, through the mighty stretch 
of space, there strode a Being who spilt from his 
hands a billion worlds, sowed suns and stars every
where in the fields of heaven in numbers that can 
never be counted—it seems to me the august 
dignity of defending such a Being, or his book, 
must lie beyond the circle of the most fantastic 
dream.

So I will believe that God has no defenders, the 
Bible is the book of man, and truth is not sur
rounded by a fort.

What has the Bible cost the world ? What has 
been the price of a single line ? “ Thou shalt not
suffer a witch to live.” Defenders of the book 
pointed to those fatal words; they did question 
them, no one would be fool enough to pick flaws 
with Holy Writ, they went to work to carry out 
tho divine injunction. They never suffered a witch 
to live—you bet not—they entered into the spirit of 
it, they commenced to clean out witches. It was 
awful, the ghastly work continued ; legislators 
enacted laws against witchcraft; Luther, Calvin, 
and Wesley were spreading destruction and deso
lation in every direction—burning witches was the 
order of the day. Seven thousand were burned in 
one city ; people left their farms and rushed to the 
cities; city people sought shelter in the corn-fields; 
when a man went out he found people looking for 
him, there was business for a ll; one-half tho people 
were busy keeping away from the other half, and 
they kept it up until some cool-brained infidels stood 
before these fools and knaves.

Bruno said there were other worlds than this, and 
that some of the stars wore suns. Defenders of tho 
Bible could not tolerate such damnable doctrine ; 
they hunted him like a wild beast. Men of sense 
were scarce in those days; they never allowed one to 
escape if they could help it. They kept Bruno in a 
dungeon six years that ho might have time to repent 
of such blasphemy; then they tried him and con
demned him to be burned. It was brought out at the 
trial the rank heretic that he was. He said he could 
not believe the entire Trinity was embodied in the 
broken bread and cup of wine ; he did not see how 
the Creator of the wealth and greatness of a million 
worlds could be swallowed down at a single gulp. 
And so they dragged tho great philosopher to tho 
stake.

When will men become wise enough to see what 
fools they are ?

— The Philosopher (America).

There is scarce anything in nature more astonishing to a 
reflecting mind than tho influence of one man’s thought and 
feeling over another, and on thousands of his fellows. There 
are few voices in the world, but many echoes, and so the 
history of tho world is chiefly tho rise and progress of tho 
thoughts and feelings of a few great men. Let a man’s out
ward position be what it may—that of a slave or a king, or 
an apparent idler in a busy metropolis—if he have more 
wisdom, love, and religion than any of his fellow-mortals, 
their mind, heart, and soul are put in motion, even against 
their will, and they cannot stand where they stood before, 
though they close their eyes over so stiffly.— Theodore 
Parker.
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P r a y e r __III.

(Concluded from page 757.)
On Sunday, October 19, 1908, at the morning 

service in St. John’s, Westminster, Canon Wilber- 
force mentioned the case of Miss Hickman, and asked 
the congregation to join him to pray that the missing 
lady might be discovered dead or alive. According 
to the report in the newspapers, the Canon told the 
audience that he had no doubt the dynamic force of 
earnest, united prayer would solve the mystery. He 
prayed, and after, the congregation, with bowed heads, 
prayed in silence, for several minutes. On the 
Monday the news came that the body had been 
found, and this was said to he in answer to prayers at 
St. John’s. As this is a typical case of ideas and 
practice of Christians, it may be useful to dwell 
a little upon it. One would think a Canon was 
capable of thinking and reasoning upon the matter, 
whether his congregation could think or not. Let us 
see. The Canon and his congregation prayed in the 
morning service. About three o’clock in the afternoon, 
some boys who were trespassing in Richmond Park, 
seeing a keeper coming after them, ran away, and 
one of them stumbled over the body of Miss 
Hickman. Terrified, he ran and climbed over the 
railings, went home and told his father what he had 
seen, and his father told the police. Was all this in 
answer to prayer ? If it was, would any sane man 
have acted in the same way ? If it was the work of 
God, was it not a roundabout and a very clumsy 
way of doing it ? Did he know of the disappearance 
before the prayer told him of it ? If he knew, why 
did he wait to make the discovery ? Would any 
good man have acted that way? Was it God that 
prompted the boys to trespass in the park in order 
to make the discovery ? If not, who did ? Would 
it not have been more rational to reveal the secret 
to the father, or to the police, instead of to the 
trespassing boy ? And would it not have been 
better to discover the tragedy at once ? And, still 
better, prevent the calamity ?

What a sad picture these praying Christians make 
of their God. I venture to say that a likeness of 
God, drawn according to the conception of an 
idolater, would not be a greater caricature monstrosity 
of a God than the idea and practice of Christians 
make of theirs. According to the Christian’s belief, 
God is all-wise and knows everything, hut you must 
tell him all you know in prayer ; he is an all-loving 
father, father of all, and owns all wealth, yet, 
whilst keeping some of them in luxury, and clothing 
them in the best of garments and housing them in 
palaces, he allows thousands to starve, keeps a third 
of them continually on the verge of starvation, and 
lets them live in slums and hovels, where his rich 
children would not lodge a dog. He is almighty, 
and yet, according to a leading Christian, praying 
saints can by united prayer, create a dynamic force 
that will compel him to do what they want him to 
do. He is the same to-day as yesterday and for 
ever, without a shadow of a change, yet by prayer 
he is persuaded to change his mind and alter his 
plans and proceedings. If he listens to all the 
prayers made to him, he must be puzzled to know 
what to do, for he could not answer all without 
turning the universe into a chaos. He knows what 
his children want and what will do them good, but 
he will do nothing till they tell him in prayer what 
to do, how to do, and when to do. He sees the 
deadly disease coming, allows it to attack and kill 
his child, though he could prevent, cure and save, 
and the saints thank him in prayer. In a shipwreck 
nine men were drowned and one saved by God, and 
the saints give thanks. But if God saved the one 
he drowned the nine, and that surely does not 
desorve thanks. The nine were God’s children as 
well as the one, he could have saved all had he liked, 
as well as the one, and if there was any merit in 
saving one, there was greater demerit in allowing 
the nine to perish. Suppose a man was to act

towards his children as God does, would any one call 
him a good man, a kind father ? Surely not. A 
man that would allow his children to starve, neglect 
their health, and refuse to supply their needs, would 
be prosecuted for cruelty and lodged in prison as a 
punishment. All this, and much more, is done by 
God every day.

If Christians could be induced to think and reason 
a little, I think they would come to see that their 
praying and worship make a sad picture of their God. 
They make a regular mess of him and make him 
look like a clown. They make an ignoramus of him, 
imbecile and incapable, without the guidance and 
help of his worshipers. They make him into a cruel 
monster that will do nothing without being asked, 
urged, and flattered. And if the flattery, praise, 
and self-debasement of his worshipers be acceptable 
to him, he must be a conceited, vainglorious being. 
There is not a sane, intelligent man in the world 
that could stand and receive the deluge of laudation 
offered to him. And to crown all, the prayers of the 
saints make him an untrustworthy God, for they 
will not accept a gift from his hand without asking 
him to bless it, for fear he is giving them a curse or 
poison in disguise. And in every prayer they 
implore him not to lead them into temptation, as if 
he was a cruel father to do such a thing. And so 
little confidence have they in the goodness and 
wisdom of God, that they make themselves a model 
for his actions, when they continually pray, forgive 
us our debts as we forgive our debtors. If there be 
a God, it is difficult to avoid the conclusion that 
much of the praying and worshiping is little less, if 
any, than an insulting indignity to his being.

And if much of the praying and worshiping is 
derogatory to God, it is no less degrading to man. 
There is something very suggestive in the typical 
case under review. The canon closed his eyes, and 
prayed. Why did he close his eyes ? Could he pray 
better with closed eyes than with eyes open ? Or 
could he see something in the dark he could not see 
in the light ? Or does God love darkness more than 
the light ? Or is the silly practice a survival of the 
mode of approaching to royal presence in barbaious 
times ? We are told the congregation bowed their 
heads and prayed in silence for several minutes, and, 
of course, like their priest, with closed eyes. What 
they said in their prayer is not told in the report. 
They could not tell anything but God knew, and 
what was the good of hundreds saying the same 
thing ? If it was necessary to inform God of any
thing, one informant would have been as good as a 
million. The fact is plain—that the whole concep
tion of worship is human in origin and most of it 
priestly in practice. When the same man was king, 
priest, and god, as was the case in the remote past, 
those who approached his majesty prostrated them
selves on the ground, and dared not look on the face 
of the divinity. There is a suggestive illustration of 
this practice in the Old Testament. In Exodus 
xxxiii. there is a long report of an interview which 
Moses had with the Lord, and the Lord spake unto 
Moses face to face, as a man speaketh unto his 
friend. It must have been a very friendly chat, 
and it made Moses bold enough to beseech the Lord 
to shew him his glory. But, like many more prayers, 
it could not be granted. The Lord answered Moses 
thus : “  Thou canst not see my face ; for there shall 
no man see me and live. Behold there is a place by 
me, and thou shalt stand upon a rock. And it shall 
come to pass, while my glory passeth by, that I will 
put thee in a cleft of the rock, and will cover thee 
with my hand while I pass by. And I will take 
away mine hand, and thou shalt see my back parts: 
but my face shall not be seen.” In this account, 
there is evidently a key to explain the origin and 
meaning of closing the eyes and bowing the head in 
prayer. Both are a survival, a modified and refined 
continuation of prostrating the body on the ground, 
in the presence of the man-god, and daring not to 
look on his face. As he had the life and death of his 
subjects in his hand, they were compelled to observe 
the practice or loose their lives ; still, the practice
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degraded the body, mind, and morals of the people. 
The practice is not yet dead in some countries, and 
even among what is called civilised nations there are 
many surviving indications of its former existence. 
No one, I should think, would deny that the cere
mony was degrading and demoralising to man, and I 
fail to see that a continuation of it in a modified and 
refined form is any less injurious to the reason of 
man, if not to his body. Prostrating the mind 
before a delusion is quite as degrading as prostrating 
the body before a mere man.

It is not a pleasant task to criticise what other 
people consider as sacred, but it is a task somebody 
must do, otherwise truth will never overcome error. 
And the more sacred the error is considered, the 
more difficult it is to remove it, and the more vigorous 
and persistent should be the attack. It is said that 
praying, even if it does no good, does no harm, and 
therefore it should he left alone. But that is a 
mistake. Some errors and practices are more harmful 
than others, but there is no wrong harmless, and no 
error should be spared when discovered.

I am deeply convinced that praying and worship
ing, as carried on in the churches, are harmful indi
vidually and socially. They are, at the best, but 
survivals of past superstitions, and are nothing better 
themselves, even in their most refined and modified 
forms.

Prayer and worshiping powerfully tend to per
petuate superstitions in all their forms, and are the 
strongest support to the institution of priesthood, 
which is, like landlordism, a huge crushing burden on 
the vitals of the toilers. Whilst the people continue 
to pray there will be no chance to get rid of the 
priest.

Worship and prayer, imposed on the child, warps 
and twists his mind, and makes him, too often, a 
slave to ignorance and error all his life.

They are a barrier in the way of science, and they 
make their devotees hostile to the spread of know
ledge.

Reason is muddled and the mind clouded by the 
practice. They fill the mind with erroneous ideas of 
the universe, and especially of the earth, our own 
world, so that there is no room for scientific know
ledge, and no desire to have it. As long as men 
believe in a personal God who can be influenced to 
alter his plans and change the course of nature by prayer, 
they will never do justice to the needs of men or the 
possibilities of nature. What is being done in the way 
of progress in every direction is mostly being done 
by men who have discarded religion as a superstition.

Religion, which is mostly prayer, warps the judg
ment and colors the vision of its devotees. Good 
men, pioneers of progress and saviors of society, 
appear to them like demons, and there is no lie which 
they arc not ready to invent and spread with a view 
to destroy their character and influence, as witnessed 
by the deliberate calumnies uttered about Voltaire, 
Thomas Paine, Charles Bradlaugh, Ingersoll, and 
many others. A religion that produces such bitter 
and deadly fruit cannot be good.

They are a waste of time, talent, energy, and 
opportunities, to serve no useful purpose. Had half 
of them been devoted to improve the affairs of this 
world, the condition of society would have been very 
different to what it is to-day ; and until they are got 
out of the way, or their influence destroyed, the 
mass of men will not move to make the best of the 
present world. The only comfort in the matter is 
the thought that sometimes we meet with good, 
noble-minded, and self-sacrificing men connected 
with all religions, as well as outside of all the creeds; 
and it is to be hoped that their number will increase, 
and that the conviction will gradually gain ground 
that the only good prayer is work and the only 
useful religion is the service of man.

R. J. DERFEL.

Atheism furnishes no man with arguments to be vicious ; 
but superstition, or what the world means by religion, is the 
greatest possible encouragement to vice.—Lord Chatham.

Religion in the Schools.—II.

T he  State  H as J u risd ictio n  Ov e r  On l y  th e  
T hin gs  of t h is  W o r l d .

( BY DK. MINOT J. SAVAGE. )

(Concluded from page 758.)

Let us come back, then, to the point of having the 
Bible out of the schools. Why? Years ago I fought 
for this in Massachusetts, for the sake of justice to 
the Catholic Church: that is what I was fighting for 
then. The Catholics have always objected to the 
reading of our translation of the Bible with Pro
testant comment, or with no comment at a ll; and 
their contention is right and just.

If a Catholic is sincere, he believes that the teach
ing his child his religion means the eternal welfare 
of that child. Can you expect him to sit down then 
patiently and calmly while you, without any warrant 
in justice, compel his children to submit themselves 
to an influence that threatens the eternal welfare of 
their souls? Is that fair? Would you like it your
selves ?

Here in this city now are thousands and thousands 
of Jewish children attending the public schools. 
They are among our best scholars. Their parents 
object, and they have a right to object, to having 
thrust upon their children the consideration, the 
teaching of a religion which has stood as the symbol 
of persecution and horror for them for fifteen 
hundred years. Would you like it yourselves ? Is it 
fair to the Jews ?

There are in the city—not a great many of them, 
I suppose—Buddhists, Mohammedans; there are 
followers of Confucius ; there are representatives of 
many of those faiths which we call Pagan. They 
are taxed to help support the public schools. Have 
we a right to thrust upon their children the 
teaching of that which they distinctly and definitely 
repudiate ?

There are Agnostics, there are Atheists, I suppose, 
a few ; but nobody doubts that the son of an 
Atheist, the son of an Agnostic, Mohammedan, 
Buddhist, Parsee, Hindu, Jew, can be a good citizen. 
And the only interest of the State is that he shall 
be a good citizen ; and we have no business to 
thrust upon them as a part of their education that 
which has nothing to do with the matter of their being 
good citizens, and which at the same time violates 
the most sacred convictions of their souls.

If we could all agree on some religion; if every
body believed alike, worshiped the same God and in 
the same way, and had the same ideas of this world 
and the next—then, of course, nobody would 
complain; and, while it would not be the business of 
the State any more than it is now to teach religion, 
it might be taught without marked injustice. But it 
cannot be so taught to-day.

I believe then that, when the matter comes up 
for discussion and settlement—as come up it will 
—wo ought to be ready to treat it from the 
broadest point of view in the interest of justice and 
right.

I would carry the matter further if I had my way. 
I believe that all strictly church property ought to 
be taxed. Why not ? As it is to-day, there are 
millions of money invested in property dedicated 
simply to some particular form of religion and 
millions which are not taxed. You and I, who do 
not believe that religion at all, havo to make up by 
our over-taxation for the deficit caused by this, 
exemption.

I would have all strictly charitable institutions 
free. But I do not know why a Jew should be taxed 
to help support the Church of the Messiah ; I do not 
know why I should be taxed to support the cathedral; 
I do not know why Catholics should bo taxed to 
support the Brick church.

Let the people who believe, believe enough and 
care for their religious belief enough to pay for it, 
or else go without it. That seems to me the
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fundamental principle of justice and right in the 
whole matter.

I believe in religion with all my soul. I am ready 
to say that I believe it is the very highest and 
deepest concern of man. The relation in which we 
stand to God, to each other, what our destiny shall 
be over yonder—these are the greatest questions 
that we can ask or answer. But the State, as State, 
has no business to touch them with the tip of its 
finger; let the State keep to its own affairs. Let 
the Church and the home, let the fathers and the 
mothers—if they are honest and if they believe any
thing—find ways of looking after these, the highest 
concerns of life.

And let us remember that equal justice is the 
basis of all good government.

I wish at the close to read you a word which I 
read as part of my lesson. It is remarkable when 
we remember when it was spoken and by whom. 
It is by King Asoka, a great Buddhist sovereign, 
who_ lived two hundred and fifty years before 
Christ. This is what he says: “ A king who is 
beloved of the gods honors every form of religious 
faith. He considers no gift or honor so much as 
increase in the substance of religion. The root of 
religion is to reverence one’s own faith, and never 
to revile that of others. The king’s purpose is to 
increase the mercy, charity, truth, kindness, and 
piety of all mankind.”

Let us as citizens, and filled by a spirit like this, 
look after the affairs of government as it concerns 
this world. Let us as churches, as fathers, as 
mothers, look after the higher and deeper things of 
the religious life.

—Truthseeleer (New York).

Obituary.
Thews has just passed away in London, mourned by all 

who knew him, Mr. Henry J. Wright, aged 65, who to the 
end was a staunch Freethinker. He well knew the late 
Charles Bradlaugh when a Sunday-school teacher at St. 
Peter’s, Hackney-road, and was a sturdy supporter of him 
after his conversion to Secularism. The many wreaths sent 
as a token of regard from his numerous friends, and the 
crovvds that flocked to the roadside to pay their best respects 
to the deceased, were a sterling and glorious testimony to the 
esteem with which he was regarded by his fellows in his 
district, and were a grand refutation of the oft-repeated false
hood made by Christians that “ ‘ infidels ' aro tlio most 
immoral, dissolute, and blackguardly people in existence." 
Mr. Wrigbt was often a friend to those who wero in need, 
and was what is commonly termed “ a jolly good fellow ” ; 
and, like so many others in our cause, he was one who proved 
that Secularists practised what they preached—viz., liberty, 
equality, and fraternity for all.—H. W.

Correspondence.

THE VIVISECTION LIBEL CASE.
TO TH E ED ITO R OF “  TH E FR E E TH IN K E R .”

S ir ,— I feel sure you, and many of your readers, will share 
the indignation I feel at the verdict in the recent “  Vivi
section Libel Suit.”

Will you not open a fund in the Freethinker which, in 
helping in part to defray Mr. Coleridge’s very heavy 
damages may, at the same time, bo a proof that, in spite of 
Miss Frances Power Cobbo’s opinion, it is not Atheists who 
countenance such barbarous practices ?

The science we honor, and the truth for which we seek is 
that which shall make us free, and with us the humblest 
and most helpless of our brothers, even poor little brown 
dogs.

Trusting you will see your way to do this, I enclose my 
mite’ ____ M. L.

[We cannot undertake just at present to pres* such a Fund in 
the Freethinker, although we will acknowledge any subscriptions 
that are sent to us and forward them to Mr. Coleridge. A Fund 
has already been started in the Daily News, and people of various 
shades of opinion (on other matters) seem to be subscribing.— 
E ditor.]

THE VALUE OF SECULAR EDUCATION.
TO TH E ED ITO R OF “  TH E FR E E TH IN K E R .”

Sir ,—I am most favourably impressed with R. J. Derfel’s 
common-sense and forcible article entitled “  Prayer,” which 
all parents should read carefully. It is excellent.

That part of the article which says:—“ It is no wonder 
the priests make such desperate efforts to perpetuate their 
control over the minds of children in the day schools, for 
they know, from long experience, if their doctrines are not 
instilled into the minds of children, it would be impossible 
when they grow to be men and women. It is high time that 
Freethinkers should copy the example of the priests in 
regard to children. In this matter they are, and always 
have been, very remiss. Children are left to themselves to 
become a prey to the nurse and the priest. There is no hope 
for the triumph of Freetliought till the children are emanci
pated and protected from the priest. Not only must all 
priests be excluded from the schools, but science must be 
brought into every educational centre to replace the anti
quated and superstitious priests’ book called the Bible. 
When that is done, progressive thought will soon triumph 
over errors and superstition,” is timely, and urges that which 
I have most strongly advocated for the past two years. As 
a certificated schoolmaster of fifteen years’ experience, I 
should be only too glad if any opportunity, no matter how 
small, were offered me to give children a physical, mental, 
and moral education entirely on a secular and scientific 
basis.

Those who are in favor of my scheme, and desirous of 
helping to establish such a school, will please communicate

Office of the Freethinker.

SPIRITS.
“  Who’s there ?” shouted the master of the house the 

other night as he thought he heard somebody in his bed
room.

There was no answer, and the queer noise stopped.
“ Anybody there ?”
No answer.
“ It must have been a spirit,” he said to himself. “ I must 

be a medium. I will try.”  (Aloud) : “ If there is a spirit 
in tho room it will signify the same by saying aye—no, 
that's not what I mean. If there is a spirit in the room, it 
will please rap threo times.”

Three very distinct raps were given in the direction of 
the bureau.

“ Is it the spirit of my sister ?”
No answer.
“ Is it tho spirit of my mother ?”
Three very distinct raps.
“ Are you happy ?”
Nino raps.
“ Do you want anything?”
A succession of very loud raps.
“ Will you give me any communication if I get up ?”
No answer.
“ Shall I hear from you to-morrow ?”
Raps very loud in the direction of the door.
“ Shall I over see you?”
He waited long for an answer, but none came, and he 

turned over and fell asleep.
Next morning he found the spirit of his mother had 

carried off his watch and purse, his trousers, and his great
coat downstairs in the hall.— Tit Bits.

CHANGING THE TUNE.
“ Talking about trusting in Providence,” remarked a 

Maine man, “ there's an old fisherman down at my home 
who affords a unique example. When old Captain Eddy 
gets out in tho swell of the heavy combers and feels 
his small boat tossing about roughly he will always 
pray:—

“ ‘ Poor old skipper, poor old boat; don’t blow, good Lord, 
don’t blow.’

“ But Captain Eddy returning homo and once safe in the 
shelter of the lea is another person. Then he straightens 
up, squirts tobacco juice over the trusty oars, and cries:—

’• ‘ Good old skipper, good old boat; blow, gol dern you, 
blow!’ ”

His Opinion.—“ Do you believe that every man has his 
price ? ” “ I won’t discuss that,” answered Senator Sorghum ; 
“ but I will say that the reason some men stay honest is 
because tho price asked is so much higher than the price 
bid."— Washington Star.
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SU N D AY LECTURE NOTICES, etc. Prosecuted for Blasphemy
Notices of Lectures, etc., must reach ns by first post on Tuesday 

and be marked “ Lecture Notice,” if not sent on postcard.

LONDON.
North Camberwell H all (61 New Church Road, Camberwell):

7.30, Conversazione for Members and Friends.
E ast L ondon E thical Society (Bromley Vestry Hall, Bow-road, 

E.) : 7, -T. McCabe (late Father Antony, O.S.F.), “ The Riddle 
of the Universe.”

South L ondon E thical Society (Masonic Hall, Camberwell 
New-road) : 7, Dr. W. Sullivan, “ Pascal.”

W est L ondon E thical Society (Kensington Town Hall, High- 
street) : 11.15, Dr. Stanton Coit, “ Auguste Comte.”

Outdoor.
H yde P ark (near Marble Arch) : 3.15 and 6.30, E. Pack. 

Monday, Dec. 6, at 7.30, Debate between James Rowney and 
Rev. John Tuckwell: subject, “ The Story of the Creation and 
Fall.”

COUNTRY.
E dinburgh Secular Society (Temperance Hall, 84 Leith-street): 

6.80, Mr. Hume, “  Cremation.”
F ailsworth Secular Sunday School (Pole-lane, Failsworth): 

Ernest Evans, “  Production of Scenery.”  With lantern views.
G lasgow Secular Society (110 Brunswick-street) : 12 noon, 

Discussion Class. Mr. Allan, “  Continuation of a Study in 
Elementary Botany 6.30, Vocal and Instrumental Concert.

L eeds (Covered Market, Vicar’s Croft): 11, George Weir, 
“  Blasphemy.”

L eeds (Woodhouse Moor): 3, Henry Smith, “ Who are the 
Blasphemers ?”

L eeds (Town Hall Square): 7, T. W. Kingham, “ Christian 
Blasphemy.”

L eicester (Secular Hall, Humberston-gate) : Saturday, Dec. 5, 
at 8, G. W. Foote, “ Progress and Breeding: with special refer
ence to Mr. Bernard Shaw’s Man and Superman ” ; Sunday, at
6.30, “ The Last Christian Statesman: a Candid Study of Mr. 
John Morley’s Life of Gladstone."

L iverpool (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square) : H. Percy Ward,
3. “  Christianity and the Slave Trade 7, “  Is Blasphemy a 
Crime?” Monday, 8 p.m., Discussion Class.

Manchester Secular H all (Rusholme-road, All Saints’ ) :
6.30, W. Sanders, “  The Protection Swindle and the Free Trade 
Fraud.”

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.SS.
160 pages, with portrait and autograph, bound in cloth, gilt lettered 

Price Is., post free.
In order to bring the information within the reach of the poor, the 
most important parts of the book are issued in a pamphlet of Hi 
pages at on* penny, post free 2d. Copies of the pamphlet foi 
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-Malthusianism theory and praotioe......and throughout appeals
to moral feeling......The speoial value of Mr. Holmes’s service tc
the Neo-Malthusian cause and to human woll-being generally is 
j Qst his combination in his pamphlet of a plain statement of the 
physioal 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.

TW O  S E C U L A R  B U R I A L  S E R V I C E S
A New Edition of the Form of Service to be read at the 

Burial of Freethinkers)
P R IC E  O NE P E N N Y

THE FREETHOUGHT PUBLISH IN G COMPANY. L td.,

L IG H T  EM PLO YM EN T— Caretaking, or any capacity—  
wanted by a Freethinker, 20 years’ member of N. S. S . : 15 
years’ character from last employer. Wife—good cook, Ac., 
would join, if needed. Henderson, c/o 2 Newcastle-st, E.C.

MR. FOOTE has generously given particulars week 
by week of the difficult propaganda which I, along 
with my friends, Mr. Pack and Mr. Weir, have been 
carrying on in the City of Leeds. We have already 
answered no less than sixteen separate summonses. 
Now we are all charged with a much more serious 
offence—namely, that of BLASPHEMY.

My business has suffered very materially through 
the activity I have shown; and now, with the wide 
publicity winch my name and opinions will get 
during the coming trial, I can say good-by to all 
orders from Christian customers.

I seriously ask all my Freethought friends to rally 
round me at this juncture. Let me have all the 
orders possible ; and, gaol or no gaol, the work shall 
be continued in this part of Yoikshire.

Mr. Foote has already done all that he can to help 
me. I ask the rank and file of the Secular Party to 
do the same,
AND BIGOTRY WILL AGAIN SUFFER DEFEAT.

Some Bargains you might give me an order fo r :—

1 pr. Pure Wool Blankets 
1 pr. Large Bed Sheets 
1 Beautiful Quilt 
1 Bedroom Hearthrug 
1 Warm Bed Rug 
1 pr. Fine Lace Curtains 
1 pr. Short Pillow Cases 
1 Long Pillow Case

ALL FOR

21s.

Lot A— 1 Gent’s Overcoat, any color, 
for 21s. Latest fashion 

Lot B —1 Gent’s Mackintosh, any 
color, for 21s. Really smart 

Lot C—3 pr. of Trousers, any color 
and any size, for 21s.

Lot D—1 Ladies’ and 1 Gent’s pr. of 
Fine Sunday Boots for 21s. 

Lot E— 1 Gent’s Ready-made Suit, any 
size or color, for 21s.

Lot F— 1 pr. Finest Handwoven Blan
kets (warranted) for 21s. 

Lot G—1 parcel of Remnants, 15 yds, 
for boys’ suits, for 21s.

Lot H— 1 parcel of Remnants, 30 yds, 
for girls’ dresses, for 21s.

J. W. GOTT, 2 & 4 UNION-STREET, BRADFORD.
Pamphlets by C. COHEN.
An Outline of Evolutionary Ethics 
Foreign Missions : Their Dangers and 

Delusions. Full of Facts and Figures. A 
Complete Exposure of the Missionary 

Movement . . . . .
What is the Use of Prayer 
Evolution and Christianity - 
Pain and Providence . . . .  
The Decay of Belief . . . .
Freethought Publishing Co.', Ld., 2 Newcastle-st.. London,

6d.

9d.
2d.
2d.
l d.
l d.
E.C.

Just Arrived from America.
Design Argument Fallacies. A Refutation of

the argument that Nature exhibits marks of having been 
designed by an Intelligent Being. By the Editor of the 
New York Truthseeker. Price 8d., postage ld.

Answers to Christian Questions and Argu
ments. By D. M. Bennett. Price Is., postage 2d. 

Sabbath Breaking. Giving the Origin of Sabbath
Ideas. A book brimful of good reasons why the Sunday 
Laws should be repealed. By John Remsburg. Price Is., 
Postage 2d.

Freetliought Publishing Co., Ltd., 2 Nowcastle-st., London, E.C.

Now Ready.
Dietetic Hints for My Consultants

B y  SOPHIE LEPPELL.
The Dietetic Hints consists of nine leaflets, print and size of my 
pamphlets, printed on one side only on thick paper, lying in a 
folded case of thick paper, so that the leaflets can be taken out, 
and their contents compared for easy reference.

T able of Contents.
1. General Health Rules and Directions. 1 p.
2. Vital Foods. 1 p.
3. Some Hints Concerning the Salty Elements on Specified

Foods. 2 pp.
4. The Specific Value of Fatty, Sweet, and Starchy Foods. 1 p.
5. The Specific Value of Specified Vegetables. 2 pp.
6. Hints About the Excretory Organs. 2 pp.

Price 10s.
The Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, London, E.C,
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T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y ,
(LIMITED)

Company Limited by Guarantee.
Registeved Office—2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 

Chairman o f Board o f Directors—Mr. G. W. FOOTE. 
Secretary—E. M. VANCE (Miss).

T his Society was formed in 1898 to afford legal security to the 
acquisition and application of funds for Secular purposes.

The Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society’s 
Objects are :— To promote the principle that human conduct 
should be based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super
natural belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 
end of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
To promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com
plete secularisation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such 
lawful things as are conducive to such objects. Also to have, 
hold, receive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
or bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of 
the purposes of the Society.

The liability of members is limited to £1. in case the Society 
should ever be wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover 
liabilities—a most unlikely contingency.

Members pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent 
yearly subscription of five shillings.

The Society has a considerable number of members, but a much 
larger number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
gained amongst those who read this announcement. All who join 
it participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of 
its resources. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa
tion that no member, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from 
the Society, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 
any way whatever.

The Society’ s affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
Directors, consisting of not less than five and not more than 
twelve members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

hut are capable of re-election. An Annual General Meeting of 
members must be held in London, to receive the Report, elect 
new Directors, and transact any other business that may arise.

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, Limited, 
can receive donations and bequests with absolute security. 
Those who are in a position to do so are invited to make 
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s favor in their 
wills. On this point there need not be the slightest apprehension. 
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The executors 
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary course of 
administration. No objection of any kind has been raised in 
connection with either of the five wills by which the Society has 
already been benefited,

The Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Battcock, 23 
Rood-lane, Fenchurch-street, London, E.C.

A Form of Bequest.— The following is a sufficient form of 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators :— “  I give and
“  bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum of £ ------
“ free from Legacy Duty, and I direct that a receipt signed by 
“ two members of the Board of the said Society and the Secretary 
“  thereof shall be a good discharge to my Executors for the 
“  said Legacy.”

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

THE BIBLE HANDBOOK
FOR

FREETHINKERS AND INQUIRING CHRISTIANS
EDITED BY

G. W. FOOTE a n d  W. P. BALL
A New Edition, Revised, and Handsomely Printed

CONTENTS:
Part I.—Bible Contradictions. Part II.—Bible Absurdities. Part III.—Bible Atrocities. 

Part IY.—Bible Immoralities, Indecencies, Obscenities, Broken Promises, and Unfulfilled Prophecies.
Cheap Edition, in paper covers, Is. 6d.; Best Edition, bound in cloth, 2s. 6d.

“ This is a volume which we strongly commend to all interested in the study of the Judaic-Christian Scriptures. 
It is edited hy G. W. Foote and W. P. Ball, and Published by the Frcethought Publishing Company, 2 Newcastle-street, 
Farringdon-stroet, London, E.C., price Is. 6d. Indeed, we cannot conceive any Christian as having a faith worth 
regarding unless he has studied this remarkable volume. Teachers in Sunday and elementary schools will find it of 
special valuo as an aid to the exposition of the Christian roligion from a thoughtful and critical standpoint. It is a 
perfect army of facts and comparisons. Since 1888 it has been the standard volume of the subject with which it deals, 
and its popularity is emphasised by the fact that the public have demanded a new edition.”—Reynolds’s Neivspaper.

THE FRKETHOOGHT PUBLISHING CO., Ltd., 2 NEWCASTLE ST., FARRINGDON ST., E.C.

THE SAFEST AND MOST EFFECTUAL CURE FOR 
INFLAMMATION OF THE EYES.

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

Cullpeper says in his Herbal Book that if the virtues o. 
Celandine were generally known it would spoil the spectacle 
makers’ trade. Is. ljd . per bottle, with directions; by post H 
stamps.

G. TH W AITES,
H ERBALIST, 2 CHURCH ROW, STOCKTON-ON-TEES.

Protection or Free Trade
By HENRY GEORGE.

Special Reprint. Authorised Shilling Edition. 360 Pages. 
Large Print.

Half Price, Sixpence. Postage 2$d.
The Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-st., Farringdon-st„ London, E.C.

Socialistic Stupidities
Now Ready, a Special Issue of

THE EAGLE AND THE SERPENT
on the above subject.

Also contains an article by Philip H. Wieksteed on “  The Law of 
Civilization and Decay ” ; extracts from Nietzsche’s “  Dawn of 
Day : or, Thoughts on Moral Prejudices,” and extracts frem a 

“  Chambermaid’s Diary.” Price 3d., by post 3Jd.
Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

FLOWERS OF
FREETHOUGHT.

By G. W . FOOTE.
First Series, cloth - - - - 2s. 6d.
Second Series, cloth - • . - 2 s .  6d.

Contains scores of entertaining and informing Essays and 
Articles on a great variety of Freethought topics.

The Freethought Publishing Co., Ltd., London.
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The Pioneer
A POPULAR PROPAGANDIST ORGAN

OF

A D V A N C E D  I D E A S .

LOOK OUT FOR THE DECEMBER NUMBER  

PRICE ONE PENNY.
THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.

NOW READY

FROM CHRISTIAN PULPIT
TO SECULAR PLATFORM

A M E N T A L  H IS T O R Y
BY

J O H N  L L O Y D  (ex-Presbyterian Minister)
Best Edition, in handsome cover, 6d. Popular Edition, 2d.

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, E.C.

N O W  IN STOCK.

A Further Consignment from America
NOT O T H E R W ISE  O BTAIN AB LE

V O L T A I R E ’S R O M A N C E S
Voltaire was the greatest man of his country, and did more to free the human race than

any other of the sons of men."
CHINESE CATECHISM. Dialogues between a disciple

of Confucius and a Chinese Prince, before the 
Christian era. Paper covers Is., postage 2d.

MICROMEGAS.

IGNORANT PHILOSOPHER, The. Containing por
traits of René Descartes and Benedict Spinoza.— 
As entertaining as a French Comedy.

Paper covers Is., postage, 2d.

LETTERS ON THE CHRISTIAN RELIGION.
With comments on the writings of the most emi
nent authors who have been accused of attacking 
Christianity. Paper covers Is., postage, 2d.

MAN OF FORTY CROWNS. Dialogues ou National
Poverty ; Adventures with a Carmelite, etc.

Illustrated. Paper covers Is., postage 2d.

A Voyage to Planet Saturn. By a native 
of Sirius ; and Twelve others.

Illustrated. Paper covers Is., postage 2d.

PHILOSOPHY OF HISTORY, with portraits of The
Empress Catherine and of Voltaire.

Paper covers Is., postage 2d.

POCKET THEOLOGY, witty and Sarcastic Definitions
of Theological Terms. Paper covers Is., postage 2d,

THE SAGE AND THE ATHEIST. The Princess of
Babylon. Adventures of a Young Englishman, etc. 

Illustrated. Paper covers Is., postage 2d.

ZADIG: or, Fate. The White Bull; The Blind of One 
Eye, etc. Illustrated. Paper covers Is.,postage 2d.

When ordering, a second choice should be given, to prevent disappointment

A CHRIST IAN C A T E C H I S M
BY

COLONEL R. G. INGERSOLL
W I T H  A N  I N T R O D U C T I O N  B Y  G. W .  F O O T E

NEVER BEFORE PUBLISHED; IN ENGLAND
Brilliant, Witty, Trenchant, Instructive, and Entertaining. One of the Best

FREETH INKERS SHOULD BUY IT, READ IT, AND PASS IT  ALONG

PRICE SIXPENCE
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