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Every wise man will allow others the same liberty oj
thinking, which he desires they should allow' him . and
will no more insist on their embracing his opinions, than
he would have them to insist on his embracing theirs.
He bears with those who differ from him, and only asks
him, with whom he desires to unite in lore, that single
‘piestion, “ Is thy heart right, as my heart is with thy
heart f"—John Wesley (Sermon 41).

Lying Up a Lie.

One lie begets another.—Ancient Proverb.

Carlyle spoke of the Great Lying Church, by
~ ich lie meant the brazen Church of Rome. But
g need not have restricted the application of his
letivo. All Christian Churches are lying Churches,
as ®l'ea”™ Lying Church is the Christian Church
‘a"’hole. Given superstition and supernaturalism,
m'a a priesthood really living on the bump of wonder,
anl VOl man ~°°k out *°r any amount of falsehood
! trickery ; and there is not the slightest chance
your ever being disappointed.
Vo )Ganius'n8 thing— and the instructive thing, if
m°u look at it rightly—is that every Christian
urch is ready to believe every other Christian
1 furC* a bar. There is not an atom of love lost
tn 'V“en ILem. They understand each other. Listen
U ~at the Holy Roman Catholic Church and the
v —ijj church say of one another. Then listen
¢ er\ghat the Protestant Churches say of both of
tpn > ~hen listen to what both of them say of
Protestant Churches. At the finish you have
mV cnaracters to a nicety,
\j mae average Protestant will
«Dal?8 Church of Rome lie as naturally as
filer S~ wupwards. But if you suggest that his own
flie ey are fairly accomplished in the same art, he
he QIn~°.a ~oul-mouthed fury, and the mildest thing
110 says about you is that you are utterly devoid ot
he instincts of a gentleman. It is fortunate it ™
,8not insinuate that you are well-known to the
P°llce, that you have deserted your wife and children,
hat you know something about a certain burglaiy,
that you are not as ignorant as you pretend about
10'a”est sensational murder.
Behind every Christian Church is the same supei-

tell you that the

ition. And it is really absurd, as Byron remarked,
¢
I'ri?] a Christian swallowing the dogma of the

UpNi y> and then straining at some petty absurdity,
falsel every Christian Church, too, is the same
is thl00@ It is not only a lie, but the lie of lies. It
Wot]‘e Atlas that carries on its broad shoulders a
siku °* niendacity. No greater lie, indeed, is pos-
y conceivable.
Cod 1Sm*e ~Nes *s that the Bible is the Word of
~he'n |he time will come—it is obviously coming
Will 1 'e Pretence that the Bible is an inspired book
Con | ? e,ally regarded as the wildest hallucina-
t e rankest imposture, in human history.
thele' a "npudence go farther than to pretend that
the wiIS ~’'v*nt’ inspiration in a volume which contains
of luoiVv1? hloody wars fought at God’s command,

at bil 11 outrage and brutal slaughter perpetrated
express OL”ers ? Could folly go farther than
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to allege that the play of “ Hamlet” is the work of
a man, and that the Book of Jonah was dictated or
suggested by the Deity ?

Such a monstrous fable, if once believed, is enough
to pervert any conscience or intelligence. It is any-
thing but wonderful, therefore, that the Daily News,
with its modest endowment in these directions,
should start off its celebration of “ Bible Sunday”
with the puerile old story of the Queen of England
(Victoria, to wit; in the pre-Empress days) having
declared that the Bible was “ the secret of England’s
greatness.”

Queen Victoria never said so. The statement
that she did was officially contradicted by her
secretary. The picture in which she is presenting a
Bible to some sort of a blackman, from God knows
where, is simply a pious invention. It is like the
pictures of the deathbeds of Voltaire and Thomas
Paine. The wish was father to the thought. The
object was “ edification,” and anything serving that
end was acceptable. Whether it was true or false
was a matter of infinitesimal importance. What
was carnal veracity to the salvation of immortal
souls ?

The Daily News ought to he aware that this picture
is a pious invention, that the incident never occurred,
and that Queen Victoria never uttered the words
ascribed to her. It has to print war news in a hurry,
like other papers ; hut there is no hurry about this
“ secret of England’s greatness ” story. It has been
investigated, and it may be investigated again. The
cost would be trifling, say half-a-crown ; which would
not tax the financial resources of the enterprise that
bore the cost of the Religious Census of London.

And the Daily News really ought to be aware that,
even if this Queen and Bible story were true, it is
silly to use it at this time of day in order to promote
the laudation of the Bible; for those who believe the
Bible to be the Word of God can hardly want even a
Queen’s testimonial, while those who do not believe
it to be the Word of God can hardly take her testi-
monial as a substitute for their own judgment.
Testimonials, in short, are more proper to the pill
trade than to the concerns of philosophy.

Suppose the Daily News differed from the late
Queen Victoria on any subject: would it accept her
opinion instead of its own ? If not, her opinion is
only of weight when it agrees with that of the
Daily News ; and when the Daily News puts forward
her opinion, in such a case, it is merely putting
forward its own opinion in disguise. Which, by the
way, is a very common trick of broken-winged argu-
mentation.

Nothing could be more ridiculous than the asser-
tion that the Bible is the secret of England’s
greatness. Take away our coal and iron, abolish the
“ ditch ” that divides us from France, and we should
be an insignificant extension of the continent of
Europe. Remove us from our position on the map
of the world, set us down somewhere in the South
Pacific, and where would be our greatness then ?
Besides, it is an historical fact that the stroDg
foundations of England’s greatness were laid in the
pre-Bible days ; that is, before the Bible was in the
hands of the people. The people did not read the
Bible in “ the spacious times of great Elizabeth.”
They have only been reading the Bible extensively
for about a hundred years. But this fact has nothing
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to do with the progress of that wonderful century,
which is entirely due to the conquests of modern
science. England has the Bible; yes, and so has
Holland, and the Dutch read it more than we do;
but where is the greatness of Holland now ?

The Bible Society, whose centenary is just being
celebrated, is deluging the papers with the most
astonishing proofs of the inspiration of Holy Writ.
Fourteen million pounds have been spent on circula-
ting it; a hundred and forty million copies have been
printed and distributed; argal, we suppose, it is un-
doubtedly the Word of God. But how does telling
a lie a hundred and forty million times make it a
truth ? The Bible is true or false in itself. If it he
true in itself, it would still be true if there were
only a single copy of it in existence. It it be false
in itself, it would still be false if all the fifteen
hundred million inhabitants of this world had fifteen
copies apiece.

Where is the man to-day in Christian England
who will stand up and say that he believes all the
contents of the Bible from cover to cover ? Many
of the clergy reject large portions of it, and what
they retain is subject to all sorts of qualifications
and reservations. Some of them go to the length of
saying that no importance whatever must be
attached even to Jesus Christ's approving references
to Moses and Jonah and Lot's wife. The fact is
that thousands of the clergy themselves do not
believe the Bible to be the Word of God as it was
believed to be a hundred, fifty, or even twenty years

ago. Yet it is in this discarded sense of the
expression that the Bible is still presented to the
“ heathen.” Consequently the Bible . Society is

deliberately circulating a lie; its supporters are
subscribing for the circulation of a lie. It is just a
case, to use Browning’s words, of “ Lies, lies again,
and still they lie.” G w Foote.

The Cant of Christian Charity.

From a report in the Burton Mail | see that Mr.
W. T. Lee has been lecturing in Burton on “ Man
and his Maker ” as part of an anti-infidel crusade.
Questions being invited at the close of the lecture,
one of the audience suggested that there were diffi-
culties in the way of believing that the world was
ruled by a God of love and justice, and instanced,
among other things, the fact of 30,000 children going
hreakfastless to school. The suggestion was simple
and straightforward. It could hardly be claimed that
these 30,000 children had committed any very grave
crime; certainly no offence that deserved a course of
semi-starvation. Most people would, if they could,
see that all children at least should have enough to
eat; and if man would act so, why not God ? The
question was a straightforward one, and deserved a
straightforward answer.

But this is precisely what it did not get. The
answer given was in true Christian Evidence style—
that species of Christian Evidence that consists in a
jumble of persons and principles, an appeal to un-
informed emotion instead of to the intelligence, with
a“ We are a much better lot than you, anyway,” as
a triumphant conclusion.

Mr. Lee replied that “ Christians had done far more
for earthly wants than had any body of unbelievers;”
echildren were given free breakfasts by Christians,
Dr. Barnardo helped destitute children, General
Booth had been entrusted with nearly a million of
money to help the poor, &c., &. Now we do not
know who the questioner was ; but whoever he may
have been, we can imagine him smiling at this cata-
loguing of Christian philanthropic efforts, and
wondering what on earth it had to do with the
question. The question was what was God Almighty
doing. The answer was an account of what certain
men and women were doing. Really any man who gets
upon a platform to lecture, and who invites ques-
tions, ought to see that his answers bear some sort
of a relation to the questions asked.
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Now no one denies that a large number of men and
women of all classes and creeds are doing what they
can to diminish the sum total of human misery. No
one denies either that certain Christian ladies
and gentlemen are in business as philanthropists,
which is, all things considered, about as profitable an
undertaking as one can engage in. It is a business
in which the public finds the capital, the pro-
moters live in first-class style, by a species of
preference shares, and the fact that the Rev. Mr.
Blank, who before starting on his philanthropic
mission lived on about £100 a year, and afterwards
lives to the tune of £700 or £800 a year, is atoned
for by the fact that a certain number of waifs and
strays receive board and lodging out of the surplus
donations.

This aspect of the professional religious philan-
thropy of Great Britain need not, however, be
discussed, although a very interesting chapter might
be written upon it. There are one or two other
aspects of the matter worth noticing. Let us
assume that all the men and women engaged in this
work are animated by the best of motives. They
are in a world which the Christian believes has been
fashioned by God, and in which, therefore, all this
distress and suffering forms part of the “ divine”
plan, and which, if left to Deity, would persist in
undiminished force. All these men and women are
consequently engaged in the task of correcting the
mismanagement of God Almighty. This reflects credit
upon their good nature, undoubtedly; but the practical
condemnation of God’s method is exactly coextensive
with the efforts of men and women to adjust things
so as to secure a larger measure of human comfort
and happiness than Deity has provided.

Mr. Lee says, as every lecturer of his type says,
that the men and women who do this good work are
Christians.  Well, this is not true, to commence
with. The charitable institutions of Great Britain,
where they are not aggressively sectarian, are sup-
ported by all classes of the community; and it is
characteristic of the mental obliquity of Christian
Evidence lecturers that they should label hospitals
and other institutions so supported “ Christian.”
Mr. Lee may not be aware of the fact, but it is
within my knowledge that some of the Christian
missions in the East End of London receive
financial help from prominent Jews, on account of
the non-religious aspect of their work; and they
would certainly be surprised to learn that their
charity was actuated by faith in Jesus. And even in
such a case as General Booth’s “ Self-Denial Week,”
does anyone imagine that no one but Christians sub-
scribe to this ? The difference between the catholicity
of Christian appeals and the exclusiveness of Chris-
tian acknowledgments is most striking.

It may be said that the vast majority of sub-
scribers are Christians. This may be granted, if
it means a mere profession of Christian belief-
It is almost humiliating to have to point out that in
a professedly Christian country the bulk of what
transpires will be labelled Christian, just as >°
other countries or with other people it may be
labelled Mohammedan, Buddhist, Confucian, °r
Jewish. And one may say with certainty that =D
Turkey men of Mr. Lee’s mental type would be as
ready to swear that all goodness came from a belief
in Mohammed as in England they are ready to make the
same affirmation in relation to Jesus. The majority
of people express their feelings in terms of the
current religion of the country in which they ax6
living, just as they express their ideas in its la0’
guage. And really there is quite as much reason f°I
calling benevolence French or German as there is t°r
calling it Christian.

This labelling of normal human feelings with a
sectarian badge, when it is not due to ignorance, Is
sheer impertinence. The impudence of Christian
speakers who calmly address an audience on the
Christian virtues of benevolence, truthfulness, etc-,
would be wholly amusing, did it not convey an insult
to all non-Christians, and disclose such an amazing
wealth of ignorance on the part of the speaker*
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themselves. To hear them talk of this or that
tjhi'istian virtue, one would imagine that it was
Christianity that invented all the virtues, and that
p* other people who practise them are infringing
Christianity’s copyright. One might as well talk of
Chnstian electricity or Christian gravitation as of
Christian virtue. Human feelings are human feelings,
a not sectarian assets, to be exploited in the
JQterests of this or that particular denomination.
“*he fallacy in assuming religion as the creator of
Morality is exactly that of assuming government as
he creator of society. It is the social state that
etermines the form government assumes, and it is
he social and moral state that ultimately determines
ie form taken by religious beliefs.
Rut suppose one were to take lecturers of the
ype of Mr. Lee on his own grounds. It might then
® easily argued that this parade of Christian
Philanthropy is not by any means so convincing as he
p°“uves. 1n the fifst place we are living in a
hristian country, a country that has been Christian
1 fuany centuries, and one in which the clergy have
oxercised an enormous influence on life from the
e /*LMe grave. And one may well enquire how
If Christianity be such a power for good, that
ere exists so much misery and suffering necessita-
jug the maintenance of so many charitable institu-
ions? Even a Christian Evidence lecturer might
6 expeeted to see that all this parade of poverty
g? ,i?eis an unmistakable proof of the failure of
ostianity to rationalise and humanise life. Ruskin
I that when people declared the clergy to be the
tg y. triends of the poor, they brought the most
rrihle indictment against the clergy he had ever
ard. It meant that they had carried out their
Ari'ions as teachers so badly that after fifteen
»rimes of rule they had not succeeded in teaching
fo*l | c’asses their mutual duties. And the need
1 1 a*i this philanthropy, the fact that society is so
rgriy made up of the destitute, of people dependent
1 bread upon the charity of others, is a clear
on°°'. ?m bow terribly Christianity has failed in
Seising society upon a sound basis, if it ever
IM I?usly attempted the task. As a matter of fact,
a 6 best philanthropy of the Christian world is but
eg attempt by a handful of Christians to repair the
» @IS kbe greed and selfishness and anti-social
«duct of the larger portion.
». the second place one might seriously
4 Gestion whether these Christian philanthropic
g ncies produce any benefits commensurate with
eff6 i»0116? and energy spent upon them. What
jiiee" tor instance, has General Booth’s million of
ney had in abolishing any of the ultimate causes
130vei'ty and vice ? We hear a deal of the number
an(jPeoPle who are converted at Salvation Army
are °~pr meetings, and of the number who
Rnf Pr°ev*ded with free meals and cheap lodgings.
°f N"mat effect has all this on reducing the total
ha t destitute or of the vicious? Everyone who
in .d the question knows that their influence
bls direction absolutely nil. The real causes
a,, VI?e and poverty remain untouched by such

Vel »?les- They do not affect the question of the
affe f0Ol) emP>°yei’ and employee; they do not
O ¢ ~be question of land, of housing, or of any

Petul\VIta* Pr’biem. In many respects they per-
sPir't tle ev”™ *vy inducing and perpetuating a
Sw 1 °* servility and dépendance, and allowing the
divid 6r an<" racb-renter to pose as a charitable in-
°barity ~ means of a subscription to a Christian
Chri t-°">el' ri'uth the charity about which the
is laa boasts— the mere distribution of money—
of € °beapest, the easiest, and the most worthless
does'l Ues\ Any fool can, and many a scoundrel
°( j ' Plactice it. It is an easy way of getting rid
larit P°riurnries, a simple way of purchasing popu-
aQdy’ a»d a cheap way of whitewashing one’s
tbaf U3’ The deeper and more valuable charity,
tnent® -ia ready sympathy with opposite tempera-
PraeC’ ., eas’ and characters, of this Christianity is

Ically destitute. And the ideal that places
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justice before almsgivi”, I
provide proper social conditio®"8 ~ Is better to
beef tea and soup, blankets and eBL administer
that does not preach the duty of the rLideal
look after the poor, but does preach the duty of
society to so organise itself that the where-
withal to live decently shall be within reach of all
who care to earn it, to this ideal Christian preachers
have never yet aspired.

C. Cohen.

A Notable Centenary,

Last Sunday the British and Foreign Bible Society’s
Centenary Celebrations took place throughout the
world. In London the jubilation commenced on
Saturday, and came to a close on Tuesday evening,
all the public meetings being held at the Albert and
Queen’s Halls. In anticipation of this interesting
occasion, the religious Press had, for some weeks,
been full of unstinted laudation of the Society’s
work in all parts of the world, and it had even
ventured to pronounce fresh eulogiums upon the
Bible itself. Particularly, the orthodox British
Weekly, the pietistic Christian Commonwealth, and the
heretical Christian World bestowed no incon-
siderable amount of praise upon the Sacred Volume,
and it may be worth while to examine one or two of
the articles that have appeared. The British Weekly
seeks to effect a compromise between Evangelicalism
and the Higher Criticism. To the Critics it says:
“You must scrupulously avoid destructive extremes,
or you will undermine the foundations of the Evan-
gelical Faith,” while to the 'Evangelicals it issues
this solemn warning: “ You must piously deliver
yourselves from cant and bigotry, and learn to cul-
tivate reasonable views of the Bible.” But Evan-
gelicalism cannot prosper without an inspired and
infallible Word of God, which according to the most
moderate Higher Criticism does not exist. But the
Christian Commonwealth, although from a literary
point of view occupying a much lower level, is theo-
logically more consistent than tho British Weekly.
This is largely to be accounted for by the fact that
the Christian Commonwealth is the offspring of that
unthinking pietism which Carlyle so fiercely hated
and so vigorously denounced. In a recent leading
article this paper waxed ludicrously sentimental over
the immense benefits alleged to have resulted from
the dissemination of the Scriptures through the
agency of the Society whose Centenary has just been
observed. Let us examine some of these supposed
benefits.

The writer tells us that Russia is pre-eminently
“ a Bible land.” But, pray, what has the Bible done
for Russia? Has it redeemed her from any of the
thousand gigantic evils which afflict her ? Has not
her aristocracy gone over to Agnosticism, and are
not her peasants worse than slaves? Is it one of
the results of Bible-reading that her Jews are so
cruelly persecuted and so brutally slaughtered ? This
writer mentions the “ converted Christian Tsar, the
good Alexander 1.,” who made the Bible “ his daily
companion when he and his army were fleeing before
Napoleon,” and who wrote a kindly approval of the
plan of the Bible Society “ while the last tattered
remnants of Napoleon’s grand army were crossing
the Niemen but | fail to see the relevancy of these
allusions. I readily admit that Russia improved
more under the reign of Alexander 1. than under
that of any of his predecessors from the time of
Peter I., but | deny that the improvement was the
outcome of the free distribution of the Bible among
the people. The natural disposition of that great
ruler was mild and merciful; and yet we must not
forget that in the affairs of Europe he was not a
power that made for public liberty.

What has the Bible done for Great Britain ? We
are assured that “ England only escaped the ‘ Red
ITerror’ through the overwhelming power of her
' Protestantism.” But there is very little real differ-
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77 —7— Terror” of Catholicism and
ence between theot protestantism, for the latter has
the Rlajlariy as much innocent blood to flow as the
former. Were Cromwell’s blood-curdling murders in
Ireland and elsewhere the fruit of Bible-reading ?
Was it the Bible that brought Episcopacy and Pres-
byterianism into such bloody conflict on this
island? Or look at the Great Britain of to-day, and
what do you see for which we can be thankful to the
Bible ? Are not the wretched, dehumanising slums
with us still ? Are not Capital and Labor still at
war throughout the length and breadth of our land ?
Have our Bible-readers and Bible-lovers ceased to
grind the faces of their workpeople ? The fact
is that whatever improvement has taken place
in the conditions of life in our country is
due almost exclusively to the spread of natural
knowledge, to better sanitation, purer air, and more
comfortable houses. The Christian Commonwealth
says : “ The triumphant fact confronts the unbeliever
that no spot on earth is safe to dwell in where the
Bible is unknown.” How utterly absurd such an
assertion is becomes evident when we reflect that it
is anything but safe to live in the most Bible-loving
country on earth. Why does the editor of the
Christian Commonwealth lock and bolt his doors every
night ? Why cannot he take a leisurely walk through
certain London streets at one o’clock in the morning ?
Why cannot the King traverse our thoroughfares
unprotected ? Great Britain is by no means a safe
country to dwell in. Then think of the vast standing
armies which the Bible-reading and Bible-loving
Powers are obliged to keep at such tremendous cost.
| read the other day that *“ soldiers, of course, take
first place in national psteem ;” but were the Bible
the book its admirers declare it to be there would be
no need of soldiers. Nor would there be any service
for policemen, courts of justice, and prisons in our
land. The difficulty is to discover a single benefit
that has accrued from the reading of the Bible. It
is undeniable that the Zulus, for example, were a
much more moral people before the Bible and Chris-
tian civilisation reached them than they are at
present.

In the Christian World the appraisement of the
Bible came from the pen of the clever and usually
sensible writer who signs himself “ J. B.” As is well-
known, the Christian World is theologically advanced
or lax; and even in this article Mr. Brierley repu-
diates the orthodox doctrine of Inspiration. He
admits that “ astronomy, geology, biology, and criti-
cism, amongst them, have reversed, on a hundred
momentous themes, the views held by the originators
of the Bible Society,” and that consequently “ it is
impossible for us to-day to think as they did of crea-
tion, of human origins, of human history, or to hold
their views as to Biblical Inspiration.” With this we
are in full agreement; but Mr. Brierley adds: “ Yet
in no whit has their book lost its religious value. It
shines to-day as of old with a unique lustre, as the
Book of God and of man.” What the writer means
by “ and of man ” it is difficult to tell. If the Bible
gives us false information about creation, human
origins, and human history, where does God come in ?
Through whom does he speak—the priest or the
prophet? He cannot speak through both, because
they contradict each other on vital points. Jeremiah
(viii., 8) charges the priests with fraud and forgery,
while the priests maintain that God revealed their
system in its entirety to Moses in the wilderness.

Mr. Brierley wants us to look at the testimonies of
“men who have read everything, seen everything,
done everything ; of revolutionaries, the world-worn
spirits who have drained life to its dregs but the
citations he makes from such testimonies are prac-
tically of no value. Rousseau, Heine, and Renan,
whatever they may have said about it, did not live as
if they believed in the Bible as the Book of God.
Rousseau was merely a sentimental Deist, Heine
lacked the religious sense, and Renan died in unbelief.
George Eliot, as everybody knows, was an Agnostic
to the end, and her most intimate friends were un-
believers. She may have called the Bible “ a very
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precious and sacred book ” without committing her-
self to the conviction that it is a revelation from God.
Professor Huxley was a constant reader of the Bible,
and said many beautiful and appreciative things
about it; but he was the implacable foe of any doc-
trine of Divine Inspiration.

Furthermore, Mr. Brierley claims for the Bible the
high honor of abolishing priestly despotism where-
ever it goes. But that is a radical mistake. Priest-
craft is not dead in Protestant England, as many a
rural community can sorrowfully testify. Priest-
craft is alive and active even in Nonconformity, the
so-called Nonconformist conscience being, in many
instances, nothing but another name for it. It is
the spread of education and knowledge, it is the
triumph of science that can destroy priestcraft; and
this also destroys all faith in the Bible as the Word
of God. Science puts the Bible in the same class as
all other Sacred Books, and reads it only as an inter-
esting record of the evolution of religion as embodied
in Judaism and Christianity.

The Christian Commonwealth asserts that England’s
greatness is directly traceable to the influence of the
Bible. Because we read the Bible so incessantly
and love it so passionately we have developed into
the most glorious and powerful Empire the world has
ever seen. But the Christian World regretfully
affirms that England does not read the Bible. Here
are the very words: " We speak of our age as the
age of the Bible, and yet can we say that to-day the
Bible is a popular book ? It is a professional book,
a school book, the clergyman’s book. But what of
the circulating libraries? Is there a run on it
there ? Do our young people read it in spare half
hours ?  Have we anywhere in society a feeling
corresponding to that in Wiclif's time when, accord-
ing to Poxe, ‘some gave a load of hay for a few
chapters of St. James or St. Paul ?7” Speaking in
the New England of his day of the New Testament,
Thoreau said : “ | know of no book which has so few
readers.” And New England in Thoreau’'s day was
wholly Christian in profession. The truth is that
the Bible is not read except professionally. Christians
generally are disgracefully ignorant of its contents.
Many of them have beautifully bound copies of it in
their homes, but they scarcely ever open them.
They may believe languidly that the book is divine,
but there is no transforming fire in their faith. And
yet, although perfectly aware of this, Mr. Brierley
says : “ Yet the Book, despite all temporary obscura-
tions, will fulfil its mission. The elect souls will
ever read it. and make its message quiver in the
heart of the world. And in the greater moments of
life, in its struggles, its weariness, its despairs, in
the moment of their highest living and in the hour of
their dying, men will come to this book. They will
turn their heated brow to its breath of eternity,
and listen to its whisper of the love of God.” Will
they ? But they do not do it now. Out of five
millions of people in London there are not quite one
million who profess Christianity, and out of that
million professing Christians there &are not two
hundred thousand who regularly read the Bible; and
there is no proof that the two hundred thousand
are elect souls who lead nobler, purer, and more
beneficent lives than all their neighbors. And as for
the future, judging by the past and the present,
there is a strong probability that its men will come
to the Bible in ever smaller and smaller numbers.
The reign of the Book, as well as that of the
Church, is already a thing of the past. The fetters
of superstition are being shattered, and men are
coming into their kingdom of independence, and
freedom, and trne nobility. They are slowly learn-
ing to walk on their own feet, without the help of
ecclesiastical crutches, and to see through their own
eyes without the assistance of priestly spectacles.
This process has been going on for many years, it is
going on moie rapidly than ever just now, and all
the Christianising Societies on the globe cannot put
a stop to it.

John Lloyd.
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Causation and Creed.

I READ with interest the article in last
Freethinker on Man’s Place in the Universe. 1 have
not seen Professor Wallace’s book, but | have fol-
lowed the discussion on it and on his Fortnightly
article sufficiently to gather its bearings. As a
layman it seems to me that Dr. Wallace’s theory
collapses of itself, without reference to the astrono-
mical argument.

Dr. Wallace sets out to prove the earth’s centrality.
But of what is it the centre ? Space ? If that is
suggested, it hardly needs to be said that space,
being infinite (a purely philosophical conclusion), can
have no centre. If, however, it is suggested that,
whilst so-called space itself is unlimited, the limits
of the sidereal system are definable, the answer is
equally certain that, granted the illimitability of
space, nothing can be alleged regarding the con-
dition of space infinite light-years beyond the reach
of the spectroscope.

“G. S.” rightly says the settlement of the question
one way or the other does not affect the Free-
thought position. There were Freethinkers when
the idea of man’s pre-eminence was more popular
than it is now. If it were to be proved that the
earth is the only inhabited planet of this or any
other solar system, the idea of God would be
advanced no nearer plausibility than it is now. But

G. S” (or I wrong him) seems to think that this
last is the case, because “ an omnipotent, omniscient,
and superlatively beneficent and wise being could
n°t “ be responsible for such an appalling amount of
waste of world material as would be involved were
life restricted solely to this planet.”

In the first case it should be said that this state-
ment does not meet the case against Design. It only
meets the case against an all-beneficent Designer.
An all-beneficent Designer is not, however, a neces-
sary postulate of Deism as such. It is the claim
merely of a particular brand of Deism. The Deistic
idea might well lodge itself in the simple statement

s omnipotence and omniscience. If it did
that, “ G. S.’s” argument would not meet the case,
because if he then referred to the appalling waste,
otc., he would be told that it would be quite within

the potentialities of such a god to waste worlds for
nis sport.

week’s

The case against God, however, depends on no
such process of reasoning. The religionists who
oite such pronouncements as this of Dr. Wallace s
discard in the act the authority of their sacred
books. They will return to them, of course ; but for
the time the argument becomes one of causation in
the abstract, without reference to the particular
creed in which the idea is later to become embodied.
It will, I think, be found that the plea for a First
Cause, however academically it be urged, has, after
Ml, a quite vulgar code of reasoning. A clergyman

the Church of England, in an apologistic sermon
the other day, mentioned that the universe had been
compared by a well-known Rationalist to a clock,
automatic and continuous in its operation, and
requiring no adjustment from an external agency.
The preacher was willing to accept the illustration,
but the Rationalists were not disposed to take it fai
enough. A clock had a maker; ergo, the universe
oad a Maker. The argument will be familiar, 1
soppose, to most Freethinkers; and, indeed, the only
Mdng novel about it is the preacher's claim that
freethinkers are not prepared to carry it to its
issue. To make the ground clear, however, | will at
once state the Rationalist reply. The universe is
accepted as resembling a clock, and a clock has a
maker; therefore the universe has a Maker also.
But the clock-maker having a maker (parents), the
Universe Maker must also have had a Maker!

Obvious as the fallacy is seen to be when treated
in the concrete, it will be found to underlie the argu-
ment of the Higher Critic no less than that of the
l'evivalist. Its genesis is the fact that it is religionists

THE FREETHINKER

165

who will not carry the argument to its issue. They
seek for the cause of the phenomena about them;
but instead of recognising that the immediate cause
of a thing is but the effect of yet another cause, which
is in turn an effect, and part of an unending chain of
cause and effect, the theist stops at the adjacent
cause. Take the example of the clock. In seeking
for its cause, the theist stops at the clockmaker, as
though the clockmaker himself were self-existent, and
there were no need to inquire into his cause ; to say
nothing of the antecedents of the springs, screws,
&c., of which the clock was made.

We see that even when applied to everyday matters
the habit of examining a thing only in relation to its
immediate antecedent is fertile of error. Yet this
same procedure is thought worthy of practice in dis-
cussing metaphysics ! It must be shown to the Deist
that the mystery of the origin of a pumpkin is the
perennial mystery of the origin of the universe.
When he has traced the first to its ultimate he will
have solved the problem of the second, and at the last
examination there is nothing more awful about the
phenomenon of the spectra than there is about veal
cutlets.

The Rationalist, like the Christian, will use the
illustration that lies nearest to him, only he will use
it fully. He will find his efforts to trace the origin
of a cup of tea confront him with an unending vista
of antecedents, of which each unites in itself the
positions of cause and effect. He will see that no
effect is without a cause, and that every cause is also
an effect; and as he will insist on this law which his
experience impresses on him, he will lay on the
postulant of a First Cause the onus of proof that the
law could ever be broken. The existence of a Being
without antecedent conditions will be an idea which
he cannot accept.

This truth finally grasped, and the sacred books of
the world lose their claim even to be answered as
arguments for a Creator; whilst it is no less evident
that the anthropistic speculations of the Wallaces
and the Kelvins will share with the Bibles of the
world the proper oblivion of works which ignore the
first postulate of connected thought—the eternity
of the Cosmos.

P. H.

Thanksgiving Day.

T hkkk be those of us whose memories, though vexed with
an oyster-rake, would not yield matter for gratitude, and
whose piety though strained through a sieve would leave no
trace of an object on which to lavish thanks. It is easy
enough, with a waistcoat selected for the occasion, to eat
one’s portion of turkey and hide away one's allowance of
wine ; and if this be returning thanks, why then gratitude
is considerably easier, and vastly more agreeable than falling
off a log, and may be acquired in one easy lesson without a
master. But if more than this be required—if to be
grateful means anything beyond being gluttonous, your true
philosopher—he of the severe brow upon which logic has
stamped its eternal impress, and from whose heart sentiment
has been banished along with other small vices—your true
philosopher, say we, will think twice before he “ crooks the
pregnant hinges of the knee ” in humble observance of the
day.

For here is the nut of reason he is obliged to crack before
he can obtain the kernel of emotion proper to the day.
Unless the blessings we enjoy are favors from the Omni-
potent, to be grateful is to be absurd. If they are, then, also,
the ills with which we are afflicted have the same origin.
Grant this, and you make an offset of the latter against the
former, or are driven either to the ridiculous position that
we must be equally grateful for both evils and blessings, or
the no less ridiculous one that all evils are blessings in
disguise.

But the truth is, my fine friend, your annual gratitude is
a sorry sham, a cloak, my good fellow, to cover your un-
handsome gluttony ; and when by chance you do take to
your knees, it is only that you prefer to digest your bird in
that position. We understand your case accurately, and the
hard sense we are poking at you is not a preachment for
your edification, but a bit of harmless fun for our own
diversion. For, look you! there is really a subtle but
potent relation between the gratitude of the spirit and the
stuffing of the flesh.
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We have ever taught the identity of Soul and Stomach;
these are but different names of one object considered under
differing aspects. Thankfulness we believe to be a kind of
ether evolved by the action of the gastric fluid upon rich
meats. Like all gases it ascends, and so passes out of the
aesophagus in prayer and psalmody. This beautiful theory
we have tested by convincing experiments in the manner
following:—

Experiment 1st.—A quantity of grass was placed in a
large bladder, and a gill of the gastric fluid of a sheep
introduced. In ten minutes the neck of the bladder emitted
a contented bleat.

Experiment 2nd—A pound of beef was substituted for
the grass, and the fluid of a dog for that of the sheep. The
result was a cheerful bark, accompanied by an agitation
of the bottom of the bladder, as if it were attempting to
wag an imaginary tail.

Experiment 3rd.—The bladder was charged with a
handful of chopped turkey, and an ounce of human gastric
juice obtained from the Coroner. At first, nothing but a
deep sigh of satisfaction escaped from the neck of the
bladder, followed by an unmistakeable grunt, similar to that
of a bog. Upon increasing the proportion of turkey, and
confining the gas, the bladder was very much distended,
appearing to suffer great uneasiness. The restriction being
removed, the neck distinctly articulated the words “ Praise
God, from whom all blessings flow T’

Against such demonstration as this any mere theological
theorising is of no avail.

—Dod Grile.

Acid Drops.

Those may admire Sir William Vernon Harcourt who
choose. We do not admire him, and we do not hesitate to
say so now that he is retiring from public life. Twenty-one
years ago he did us a grievous wrong. And he did it meanly.
We were in prison for the crime of “ blasphemy,” and a
great many Englishmen objected to our imprisonment. A
memorial for our release was signed by dozens of the leading
men in science, art, and literature, and sent to the Home
Office. It was a memorial of unprecedented character, yet
the Home Office did not deign to return an answer. At last
a question was raised in the House of Commons. And
thereby hangs a tale. Sir William Harcourt was then Home
Secretary, and he actually had the impudence to stand up
in his place of privilege in parliament and declare that we
were in prison for “ obscenity.” This was too much even
for some of the daily papers. They pointed out to Sir
William Harcourt that he was very badly mistaken, that we
were prosecuted and imprisoned for *“ blasphemy,” that
there was not a word about anything else in our indictment
and that Lord Chief Justice Coleridge had almost gone out
of his way to rebuke those who used the word “ indecency ”
against us. But Sir William Harcourt never retracted his
libel. He felt quite safe, and he sailed along quite happy.
But he told a mean and infamous lie about us, and we never
forgave him because we never saw any reason to think he
deserved it. So we take our farewell of him with one ob-
servation. Sir William Harcourt is—a Christian.

Rev. W. A. Presland, President of the New Church Con-
ference, has been lecturing at the Friendly Societies’ Hall,
Cross Hill, Keighley, in support of the Bible. The title of
his lecture was “ A Reply to the Attacks upon the Bible by
Haeckel and other Rationalists.” In the course of it he said
that “ The critics to whom he referred—men like Professor
Huxley, Professor Haeckel, or * Nunquam '—reiterated objec-
tions which were as old as David Hume and Tom Paine, and
which had been repeated by men like Bradlaugh, Ingersoll,
and Foote.” But is it any proper objection to an objection
that it is an old objection ? If it be a million years old, an
objection is as good as ever if it is unanswered. Of course
there is nothing new in“ Nunquam’s ” attack on Christianity
except his own freshness of manner. But saying that is not
replying to his articles. If you say a certain object is six
feet high, and someone shows it isn't, is it any answer to say
that someone else showed that a long time ago ? While your
statement stands the objection to it stands also.

A Birmingham “ saint” gave us an amusing account of
his interview with Dr. Torrey, the Yankee revivalist. Dr.
Torrey wanted to convert him, and he wanted Dr. Torrey to
prove his statements about Paine and Ingersoll. Dr. Torrey
swore that his statements were perfectly true; who said
that they were not? Thereupon the Birmingham “ saint”
produced a copy 'of the Freethinker containing our refutation
of the Yankeo revivalist's slanders. Dr. Torroy glanced at
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the paper and threw it down angrily, and then said to
the Birmingham “ saint "—& Let us talk about your soul.
Anything was better than facing the truth himself.

The Church of England claims to have raised during the
twelve months ending at Easter, 1903, the prodigious sum of
¢68,107,835. This is a pure addition, of course, to the
millions derived annually from endowments. Some idea may
thus be formed of the immense strength of the Established
Church. An institution that handles, in one way or another,
some fifteen or sixteen millions a year will take a lot of
shifting. The Nonconformists need not talk so glibly about
Disestablishment. Even if they were strong enough to carry
such a measure the Church of England would still survive,
as the Church of Ireland has survived, and would carry with
it the support and affection of a multitude of English Chris-
tians to whom Nonconformity would continue to appeal m
vain. Yes, that voluntary annual subscription of more than
eight millions throws a flood of light upon the situation.

Freethinkers should also give that eight millions’ subscrip-
tion a thought. Christianity is intellectually played out, but
it may live on in spite of that fact by means of political and
social influence and vested interest. Out of that eight
millions, for instance, the sum raised for elementary educa-
tion—that is, for Church schools—was (£1,188,491. Now
that vast sum is really spent on making Church of England
Christians of millions of children. And it is this aspect of
the question that Freethinkers should seriously consider.
Freethinkers will have to supply their cause with far more
of the sinews of war if they want to see it make headway
against the well-provided cause of superstition. In the long
run money has to be fought with money ; at least it cannot
be fought without money; and this is a truth which the
friends of “ advanced ” causes have never laid sufficiently to
heart.

A donor only known as “ Sperans” has given .£5,000 to
the Glasgow United Free Church Presbytery for church
extension. A letter accompanying the gift expressed the
donor’s opinion that ministers should rather be pastors than
preaching and praying officials, and should avoid all dis-
cursive controversies such as political partisanship and the
obligation of total abstinence. Even the distinguishing
dress of aclergyman was a mistake, as it served no good
purpose, and only fostered self-consciousness. All of which
may be true enough, but the gentleman might have said it
before parting with that ;£5,000. It will take a great deal
more than his advice to keep down the cheek of the clergy,
who are no longer content to shine in the pulpit, but
ambitious to excite attention as irresponsible social agitators.

The Archbishop of York has received from an anonymous
donor a sum of (620,000 for the assistance of the widows
and orphans of the poorer clergy in his diocese. Yes, there
is plenty of money m religion yet; and Freethinkers should
make a good note of it.

Unless the last chapter of Mark lies, to say nothing of
other texts scattered over the four Gospels, the preachers of
the Christian faith should be able to cure all manner of
diseases by prayer and the laying on of hands. But a
Baptist minister who advertises in the Daily News, and, for
all we know, in other papers too, follows a very different
line of treatment. He is the Rev. George Elven, and he is
in the pill trade. His liver pills are Mild, Medium, and
Strong, and sold at the usual prices ; ten per cent, of which,
probably, is the cost of the pills, the other ninety per cent,
covering the cost of advertising and the patentee’s profits.
We dare say the Rev. George Elven finds catering for bad
livers more profitable than curing bad souls. But whether
his pills are really better than his preaching we are unable
to say.

Right below the reverend pillman’s advertisement in the
paper aforesaid we noted a portrait of the late Rev. C. H.
Spurgeon over an advertisement of that worthy's sermons.
In this portrait Spurgeon looks pretty well all liver, and it
seems a pity he did not try Elven’s pills; for both pertain
to the Baptist persuasion, and good ought to result when
Baptist pills and Baptist livers come together.

A collier lad named Humphreys was fearfully injured
while at work in the Micklefield Colliery, and died after
weeks of suffering in the Leeds Infirmary. Out of the
money paid by the Colliery Company as compensation he
bequeathed £54 to the Wesleyan Missionary Society. It
appears that he was always greatly interested in foreign
missions. They were so far off, perhaps, that he could fancy
they did some good.



Makech 15, 1904

Oh those men of God! How they love accuracy! The
Rev. Walter Wynn’s lecture on Dante is reported in the
Keighley News, and amongst other remarkable things he
said this: “ A hundred years after Shakespeare died a
German had to tell us that he had lived in this country.”
Shakespeare students, and, indeed, all ordinary good readers
of English literature, know that this pulpit critic is talking
the veriest nonsense. Shakespeare was never without honor

In his own country. Those who assert the contrary are
sheer ignoramuses.

“ Toby, M.P.” of Punch (Mr. H. W. Lucy) is responsible
for the following missionary story :—*“ A certain missionary
chronicled the state of affairs in a small district of India for
fhe delectation of the worthy people who supported the
mission. Somehow or another the congregation of the mis-
sionary’'s church had shrunk to one solitary member, a boy
of fifteen. A few years after there appeared in the society s
magazine the welcome announcement, 1The congregation at
our church is growing.” The youth of fifteen had attained
the age of eighteen. A few months later the readers of the
magazine were rejoiced to learn that ‘ our congregation has
now doubled,” a result which was brought about by the fact
that the youth had taken to himself a wife.”

Some curious articles belonging to Nonconformist men of
God were sold at a recent Passive Resistance auction at
Balsall Heath, Birmingham. One minister's bookshelves
were robbed of Mr. Balfour's Foundations of Belief and
Lewes's History of Philosophy, which were knocked down
for 9s. 4d. A Presentation Bible and five volumes of the
Biblical Guide fetched Ss. 7d. But these were, of course,
not open-market prices ; for a bicycle went for 9s. Id., and
a watch and chain for 18s. No doubt the bailiff knew, for
instance, that the Presentation Bible would be bought back ,

o'lc’rt1_e|rwise he would never have distrained such an unsaleable
article.

Passive Resistance ” continues to furnish amusing in-
nnces for newspaper paragraphists. Many of those who
are summoned for non-payment of rates appear to think
mt any reason s g00(j enough to justify their refusal.
i, le°fions on the grounds that the doctrines taught are
unscriptural ” are common. One man objects on the
grounds that the government that passed the Act were
eoted on a “ war issue.” Another because the second
commandment says, “ Thou sbalt not bow down to any
graven image.” One Portsmouth objector wouldn't pay
ecause Re thought the Act would ultimately overthrow
rotestantism. Anything seems good enough to ground an
objection on. The climax of absurdity was reached in the
case of a Bromley “ Resister,” who begged the magistrate to
send him to the stake or the dungeon. The magistrate ex-
pressed his regret at not being able to comply with the
request, but he might have compromised the matter by
asking one of the Court policemen to take the would-be
martyr outside and punch his head. Now if only these
comic opera martyrs could he given a sense of humor for six

moghs, the whole movement would collapse like a house of
cards.

Rome time back the National Free Church Council issued
manifesto on religious instruction in public schools, on
mch we commented in these columns. In that manifesto
o Council, really representing the least liberal opinion in
..«country, had the impudence to demand that “ simple
ibhcal instruction ” should be given in all State-supported
cfiools. This, be it remembered, after months of shrieking
as to the iniquity of the State teaching the religion of a section
‘th money raised from the taxation of all. This clause
orms part of a report to be presented by the Newcastle
einference now sitting. From letters on the subject
appearing in some of the Nonconformist organs it is evident
iat the recent agitation has convinced some Dissenters as
0 the illogical, not to say dishonest, character of the pro-
P°sal; and these are now suggesting that it had better be
"lopped forthwith. These objectors point out that simple
iblical instruction is as obnoxious to some Christians as the
«aching of Roman Catholic dogmas are to others; while
cws, Agnostics, and Atheists do not believe in any.
is, of course, what we have said times out of
finmber; only it is refreshing to find that the logic of
ev.ents is driving some portion of the Nonconformist Con-
science to the same conclusion.

The more official objections—those emanating from local
religious bodies—are, as may be expected, less straight-
forward. These object to the clause on the grounds that it
"ill cause a division among Nonconformists. That is, those
ho really wish to see justice done to all by limiting the

State to purely secular instruction, will be compelled to
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break off from those who, like Dr. Clifford, use the cry of
religious liberty merely as a blind to ulterior objects, and
who, ouce they can prevent Churchmen getting the kind of
religious instruction they require at the public expense, will
work to get their own form of belief paid for from the same
source. So they advise that the Council should not make
any declaration for or against religious instruction, but
simply confine itself to attacking the present arrangement.
The coward ce and dishonesty of the suggestion are obvious.
One can appreciate a man that makes a straightforward
fight, whether it be on the one side or the other. But those
who refuse to say whether they believe in Secular Education
or not, while conducting a “ Passive Resistance ” campaign,
or who, in the name of liberty, seek to clear the Episco-
palian parson out of the schoolroom for the sole purpose of
planting the Dissenting minister in his place, can arouse
only contempt among people of a genuinely honest type.
Unfortunately, the former class are numerous enough to be
a public danger.

There is often something vulgar and brutal about English
officials, especially when they belong to what Thackeray's
Jeames called “ the hupper suckles.” Mr. Akers-Douglas,
the new Tory Home Secretary, was asked a question in the
House of Commons the other day concerning the treatment
of Passive Resisters in prison. Had his attention, Mr.
George White asked, been called to the case of Alderman
O’Connor, of Fulham, recently imprisoned in Chelmsford
Gaol for default in payment of rates : and, if so, would he
say whether it was customary for such an offence to compel
prisoners to pick oakum, to search them every day, and to
supply them with Ritualistic tracts. Here was an oppor-
tunity for the Home Secretary to play the gentleman, but
he did not avail himself of it; on the contrary, he gave a
callous official reply which showed that he was devoid of
common decency of feeling. Passive Resisters have been
our own game, but we should deeply regret to see them
treated like common criminals. Certainly they ought not
to be subjected to the indignities that are inflicted on felons.
It may be necessary to deprive them for a while of their
liberty, but they should not be dressed as convicts and put
to low forms of occupation. Mr. Akers-Douglas, however
is of a very different opinion. “ The prisoner in question,”
he said, “ was treated in the same way as other prisoners
who come within the rules of debtors. Such prisoners
must be given some employment, and when the term of
detention is so short as fourteen days it is sometimes im-
possible to find any better employment than oakum picking.
Alderman O’Connor was searched on reception, but only
once after that. He was supplied with a Bible and Prayer
Book, hymn book, and a book called 1The Narrow Way,’
which, I am assured, cannot be called a Ritualistic tract,
and a library book. He made no complaint.”

Mr. Akers-Douglas evidently considered that this was ah
ideal state of things; and, of course, it is no use arguing with
him. But what can be said of the Government system of a
country in which a political offender is treated like a hardened
burglar ? Civilised nations are accustomed to make a differ-
ence between political and other prisoners. But our Govern-
ment makes no difference, and is thus behind some nations
that England is accustomed to look down upon with con-
siderable contempt.

That “ Narrow Way ” book, tract, or whatever it was,
ought to be exhibited in some conspicuous place for the public
edification. Its title is decidedly suggestive. It seems to
convey a broad hint that the reader has missed the road to
glory, and had better try back again as soon as possible. And
in the special circumstances of a Passive Resister, we can
quite understand his regarding it as a Ritualistic production.'
It is a case of “ getting at ” him, anyway. Even the Prayer
Book is not a welcome volume to most Nonconformists.

We have another word to say, before we conclude, about
this answer by the Home Secretary. He says that the
Passive Resister in this case was treated like other debtors.
And what does this mean ? It means that the judges and the
Home Office have conspired to makelaws “ on their own ” for
this class of “criminals.” Imprisonment for debt was
aoolished by law ; yet thousands of debtors lie in English
gaols to-day. They are committed for “ contempt of court”
in theory, but in practice for not paying their debts. Thus
the judges brought back imprisonment for debt in spite of
the law. And then the Home Office added insult to injury
by framing rules which—even more in spite of the law -
subjected these debtors to practically the same treatment as
convicted criminals. What an illustration of the principle
that government is almost always the natural enemy of the
people 1
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The dear Daily News praised the fightiDg Nonconformists
sky-high for taking such an active part in the London
County Council elections. But it rated the fighting Church-
men for doing the very same thing. And for this incon-
sistency it was taken to task by Mr. Walter Perry, of Manor
House, Uppingham. The dear Daily News, however, had its
answer quite ready. “ The appeal of the Free Churches,” it
said, “ is against sectarianism, and to the people as citizens.
The appeal of the Bishops is for the control of London in
the interest of sectarianism.” Now this is what the man in
the street calls Tommy Rot. Nothing but the imbecile
hypocrisy of the blindest partisanship could seriously ask
people to believe that religion in the public schools controlled
by the Bishop of London is sectarianism, and that religion
in the public schools controlled by the Rev. Dr. Clifford
is unsectarianism.

O wad some pow'’r the giftie gie us
» T0 see oursels as ithereise« us !

The Bishop of London was conducting an Ordination at St.
Paul's Cathedral, and, in the ordinary course of procedure, he
invited anyone who knew of any impediment to step forward.
Young Johnnie Kensit accepted the invitation, and was given
in charge for “ brawling "—for which offence he was subse-
quently fined £5 by the Lord Mayor. What a screaming
farce ! Clearly the Bishop did not mean what he said. But
is that unusual in a Bishop ?

Mr. R. J. Campbell publishes a pathetic letter cfrorn a
* Heartbroken Mother,” on the death of her son, which in-
cidentally illustrates the emptiness of “ religious consola-
tion.” Her son has recently died “in the beauty and
strength of young manhood.” He made no profession of
religious belief, but there is no suggestion in the mother’s
letter that he was guilty of any meanness or dishonorable
action. And now the “ heartbroken ” mother asks, “ Where
is he? There can be no heaven for me without him. How
could there be ?” Although we do not know who this lady
is, and although she may never see these lines, we yet
venture to offer her our respectful sympathy in her
distress. And we also venture to point the moral of this
Christian creed which in a case such as this one, not only
fails to give consolation, but adds to the anguish of a mother
by suggesting the probability—the certainty according to most
Christians—that although she will get to heaven her son will
be spending eternity in hell.

And now for our City Temple oracle. Mr. Campbell’s
answer is : “ Whence comes this cry of human love, if not
from the heart of God Himself ? Motherhood is an attribute
of deity, and its presence in the world is a perpetual witness
of Divine love....... God took him home to show him what a
mistake ” he had made. *“ Trust your boy to Jesus, and not
only him, but yourself also,” and so on for over half a
column of small type. The mother asks for advice, and
receives a deluge of verbal “ hogswasli,” to use an American-
ism. What the mother asks is whether there is any reason
for trusting God will look after her boy? Mr. Campbell,
with an air of preternatural wisdom, replies, Keep on
trusting. The mother's love, he adds, is a proof of the
divine love; while upon the face of it, it is exactly this
mother’s love that is rising in revolt against the teachings
of Christianity. The opinion .that “ God took the son
home ” to show him what a mistake he had made is almost
stupid enough to defy criticism. But, first, the mother’s
sorrow is the result of this “ taking home  second, what is
the use of showing anyone in heaven what mistakes they
have made on earth ? If they were allowed to come back
again, and apply their knowledge, the experience would be
useful; not otherwise. And, third, would it not have been
better—better both for mother and son—if the young man
had been shown his mistake before dying? It is a foolish
policy to kill a man in order to educate his corpse. Anyone
but a preacher would have seen this.

Japan has about the same population as Great Britain.
Out of this number 21,000 are paupers. In this more
Christian country we have one million. The difference is
said to be largely due to the Japanese treatment of the aged,
the younger members of the family regarding it as a sacred
act to see to the well-being of the elders. This is really a
very backward state of affairs, and we have no doubt that
with the spread of Christianity things Japanese will approxi-
mate nearer to our own style.

During the war between Russia and Japan the clergy of
England are anxious to offer up special prayers, but the
Archbishop of York advises them to patronise the old formula
in the Prayer Book : “ That it may please Thee to give to all
nations unity, peace, and concord.” There is not a man in
England who believes that this prayer will be answered.
What hypocrisy, then, to use it! If the Lord wants to stop
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the war he will do so on his own account.
not jog his elbow or dig him in the ribs.

The clergy need

Mr. George Cadbury, the great cocoa manufacturer, is
either the sole or the principal proprietor of the Daily News.
Knowing what we do of Christians in the way of business,
we were not surprised to see an indirect puff of Cadbury s
cocoa in the literary department of that pious journal.
Under the title of “ Bread, Meat, and Drink ” our contem-
porary reviewed Mr. Brandon Head'’s book, The Food of the
Gods, which was the name given to cocoa by the old
Mexicans. Right in the middle of the review was the fol-
lowing passage—very much like an extract from one of
Cadbury’s trade advertisements :—

“ Cocoa-essence, properly prepared, should have about 30
per cent, of cocoa-butter, 22 per cent, albuminoid substances,
and 30 per cent, of carbohydrates (sugar, starch, and diges-
tible cellulose). Nine-tenths of the cacao-bean may be
assimilated by the digestive organs, while three-fourths of
tea and coffee are thrown away as waste. (The adulterated
cocoa cannot, of course, be taken into account; those com-
bined with starch or sugar, or treated with alkali, or mixed
with kola, malt, or hops, are not really ;cocoa’ at all, and
should not be sold under that name.)”

This little trick of running down other cocoas while puffing
his own is an old one of Cadbury’s. But he takes care not
to be specific enough to give his rivals ground for a libel
action. He is a perfect adept in the use of the word “ adul-
terated.” Clearly, however, he uses it most illegitimately.
He knows very well that there is no such thing as an abso-
lutely pure cocoa in the market. Nobody could drink it.
The natural excess of fat has to be extracted, and Cadbury
does that by his process, just like other manufacturers.
That is to say, Cadbury’s “ pure cocoa ” is cocoa with some-
thing subtracted from its original elements. Van Houten's
process, on the other hand (and it is the Dutch cocoas
against which Cadbury is always girding), is understood to
add skilfully a slight percentage of alkali to the amount
which already exists in the cocoa in its natural state. This
addition, we believe, is trivial, and, so far from being harmful,
it renders the cocoa more digestible—as anybody who will
try the two cocoas may easily see for himself. We have no
brief for Cadbury and no brief for Van Houten. Our
concern is simply the truth. And when the one who takes
away something from the natural cocoa, to make it more
digestible, sneers (in a politic, safe way) at the other for
adding something, to make it more digestible, we can only
shrug our shoulders and marvel at the methods of Quaker
Piety. -

Rev. William Carlile, boss of the Church Army, answers
the question “ Should Clergymen Engage in Municipal Life ?”
in the affirmative. What a lively time we shall have when
Church parsons and Nonconformist ministers all join in the
game of local politics! It is bad enough when politicians
wrangle, but when the men of God go at it we may look out
for tornadoes, earthquakes, and volcanic eruptions.

The Mansion House meeting in favor of Sunday Closing
was very much a professional affair. The Lord Mayor pre-
sided out of compliment, but the bulk of the speeches were
delivered by men of God—Ilike the Rev. R. J. Campbell and
Dr. John Watson (“ lan Maclaren ")—who have an obvious
interest in making places of worship, as far as possible, the
only attractions on the Lord's Day. Probably they think
that, if there is nowhere else to go to, the people will rush
into the churches and chapels for some sort of relief from the
dull monotony of the blessed Sabbath. They may urge, of
course, that they really want to diminish the drink traffic in
this country. Well, perhaps they do. But why begin with
Sunday Closing —except that it seems to serve their turn ?
Why not go in for closing the public-houses on Monday or
Saturday ? As a matter of fact, Sunday is far from being the
heaviest drinking-day of the week ; as the men of God might
easily ascertain if they only took the trouble to enquire.

According to the Morning Leader there is a Brooklyn
minister, the Rev. Cortland Myers, who is something like
the man in Harry Furniss's Punch drawing, who used
Pears’ soap two years ago, since when he has used no other.
Mr. Myers, it seems, was so impressed with the honor of
having shaken hands with President Roosevelt—who pump-
handles with some six thousand people a day—that he says
he “ does not think he has washed his hands since.” Talk
about the hand of Cain 1 What is that to the dexter flipper
of the Rev. Cortland Myers ?

His Reason for lt.—" How come all de angels in de
picture books is women ?” asked the lay member. *“ Don't
‘pear to be no men at all in heaven!” *“ Hit may be,”

replied Brother Dickey, ” dat de men goes de yuthcr way to
git peace.”—Atlanta Constitution,
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Mr. Foote’'s Lecturing Engagements.

Sunday, March 13. Alexander Hall, Islingion-square, Liverpool;
at 3, “ How the Clergy Answer Mr. Blatchford,” at 7. ' Holy
Russia and Heathen Japan.”

March 20, Camberwell; 27, Birmingham.

To Correspondents.

E. Cohen's Lecturing E ngagements.— Address, 241 High-ioad,
eytoii. March 6, Queen’'s Hall, London.

J-j 0in’'sLectciung E ngagements.— March s, Glasgow; 13, South
onields; 20, Newcastle-on-Tyne ; 27, Birmingham. April 3,
%eﬁfrf]ield; 10, Manchester; 17, Merthyr Tydvil; 24, Fails-

ERifXBD—r le half-hearted hate the whole-hearted. We owe
thing to the common-garden press, and never expect to.

,ven “ advanced ” journals, like the one you mention, would,
generally speaking, rather do us an injury than a service.
ey usually ignore us, and mention us when we can be mis-
represented. But they cannot prevent people from reading our
writings and attending our lectures. The Freethinker is, after
a ' *he only Freethought journal that has really lived ; and its
e itor is the one Freethought lecturer, since Bradlaugh, who
commands best audiences wherever he goes. So thank the
Press for nothing! Even the “ advanced ” papers can make a
ri em' it if they choose.

' EhsiOB.—Your letter was dated Feb. 29, but it did not
rnve at our office till Wednesday morning. Hence your

ecture notice was too late for insertion. Thanks for the pub-
hcation enclosed.

4 hanks for useful cuttings.

la LI KN—"our, orthodox friend, who states that Charles Brad-
augh gave his children a Christian education, either lies
QIRN °r Nas a rea(y ear t° the tale of another liar.

arles Bradlaugh had “three children—a son and two
mlI8hters; the son died when quite a boy ; the elder
aughter, who died some years ago, was a grown-up young
sn™r'anc*was a Pr°tesse<4 Atheist; the ygunger daughter

. hves, is a professed Atheist, and edits ‘an Atheistic
Periodical. So much for this yarn.

‘att’  —Sorry you could not induce your orthodox friends to
tend the Queen’s Hall lectures. As you say, fiction is pre-
erred by the masses—and they get it.

'ef ' Eve (Coventry) writes : “ You certainly did 'put vigor’
e, ° y°ur lectures, and they have done much good. That the
j ?rL cost you the price of a relapse makes us more deeply
foil a °u‘  Personally, ¥our encouragement has been
~ etall along.” | write it sincerely.”
\'E Thorp,—Thanks, though the matter is not quite up to
We can quite understand that you received no sort of
ssistance from Mr. Boardman, who is a friend of nobody’s
~Ml'eedom but his own.

j Honding.—We already had that Answer to Mr. Blatcli-
“e Thanks all the same ; also for your kind enquiries.

' N Eall.—Thanks for your ever-welcome cuttings.
' N ebver.—See paragraph. Thanks.
w* br’wman.—We are obliged, and will try to deal with it next

E- bcoTT.—Always glad to receive cuttings.

r" \EARS Gift to Freethought.—H. Byshe £1, J. Barbel
8! A. Tarlton 2s. lid., D. Powell 2s. (id., J. It. Webley 5s.
us fund may now be considered closed. We shall deal with
Bnext week.
-+t National Secular Society's office is at 2 Newcastle-street,
fi 4arrmgdon-street, E.C.

p Secular Society, Limited, Office is at 2 Newcastle-street,
Barringdon-street, E.C.

for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to
PlBwcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

dture Notices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
re6t, E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.

tINJS W senf us newspapers would enhance the favor by
arking the passages to which they wish us to call attention.

°*DR.8 for literature should be sent to the Freethought Pub-
ishing Company, Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
reet, E.C., and not to the Editor.

Edrsons remitting for literature by stamps are specially requested
o send halfpenny stamps, which are most useful in the Free-
°ught Publishing Company'’s business.

~*ofR~reethinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing
nice, post free, at the following rates, prepaid;—One year,
8 6d. ; half year, 5s. 3d. ; three months, 2s. 8d.

Advertisements: Thirty words, Is. 6d. ; every suc-
ceeding ten words, 6d. Displayed Advertisements  One inch,
f8 ; half column, £1 2s. 6d. ; column, £2 5s. Special terms
OF repetitions.
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Sugar Plums.

Mr. Foote visits Liverpool again to-day (March 13), and
delivers two lectures, afternoon and evening, in the Alexandra
Hall, Islington-square. His subjects are “live” ones, and
should crowd the hall on both occasions. Mr. Foote has
thrown off his recent attack of influenza, and expects to be
in good form when he meets his Liverpool friends.

There were reporters present at Mr. Foote’s Coventry lec-
tures, and they were fairly industrious with the pencil. The
Standard devotes an editorial paragraph to the meetings. It
prints some broken English of its own manufacture as a
sample of “ the stuff” Mr. Foote said. If we wanted to
flatter the Standard very highly we should call it an honest
journal. The Coventry Herald impartially reports Mr.
Foote’s afternoon lecture on “ Holy Russia and Heathen
Japan,” and says it was “ delivered in a witty and telling
strain.”

Mr. John Lloyd pays a second visit to the Tyneside to-day
(March 13). He lectures twice, morning and evening, in the
new Tivoli Hall, which is situated close to High Shields
railway station, and near the Green-street and Laygate tram
terminus. Those who heard Mr. Lloyd before will be glad
to hear him again, and we trust he will also have many fresh
auditors.

Mr. John M. Robertson takes this evening’'s (March 13)
lecture in the special course now being conducted by the
Secular Society, Limited, at the Camberwell Secular Hall.
Mr. Robertson’s subject is “ The Sermon on the Mount.”
Such an able advocate should command a good audience,
and we hope the local “ saints” will see to it that there is one.

About two hundred' youngsters between the ages of six
and fourteen attended the National Secular Society's Chil-
dren’s Party, at the Club and Institute Union, on Thursday
(March 3). The admission was free, and the program
included a tea, the attendauce of a band, races, skipping-rope
contests, etc.,, etc. There was also a mandoline perfor-
mance on the stage, and some juvenile cake-walkers,
and towards the end of the evening a number of the
elders, under the supervision of Miss Yanee, sacrificed
themselves for the benefit of the youngsters by donning
various motley dresses and disguises in a performance of
Mrs. Jarley's Waxworks. Judging by the attention given,
their performance met with the full approbation of the
youthful audience, who applauded lustily at every oppor-
tunity. There was a distribution of fruit and sweets duriug
the evening, and on leaving every child received a small
present. Everything went off well with the exception of
the weather. That came on. It rained heavily before,
during, and after the gathering, and doubtless had the effect
of keeping away many who lived at a distance. The only
other feature to be recorded is that there is still a deficit of
some six or seven pounds, and this we hope to see made up by
those who intended contributing to the cost of the entertain-
ment, but have not yet done so. Those who have subscribed
would have felt themselves well repaid had they been present
at the children’s enjoyment of what was evidently to them
a happy evening.

Mr. D. Baxter, the Glasgow Freethought newsagent, has
removed from his old address in the Trongate. and is now
more suitably fixed at 32, Brunswick-street. Mr. Baxter is a
pushing business man, and has also a genuine interest, quite
apart from business, in the circulation of Freethought litera-
ture. He keeps a good supply of all advanced books,
pamphlets, and periodicals, and may be relied upon to do
justice to orders for anything he does not happen to have in
stock. For some years Mr. Baxter has been the trusty and
trusted newsagent of the Glasgow N. S. S. Branch at the
Secular Hall on Sundays.

Our indefatigable friend, Mr. J. W. de Caux, has another
letter in the Yarmouth Mercury on “ Truth and Super-
stition.” It is in reply to an orthodox gentleman who
signed his letter “ T.”—which Mr. de Caux assumes to mean
“ Timothy.” This poor “ Timothy ” has a job on hand if
he means to answer his heterodox adversary’'s questions.
We expect some amusement if he comes up to the scratch.

Councillor Voisey, a veteran Freethinker, has a bright and
pointed letter in the Dartmouth Chronicle in reply to the Rev.
Mr. Soper ; a gentleman who lives some ten or twelve miles
(and some people think it too far) from the Exminster
Lunatic Asylum. The subject of the correspondence is the
Christian consistency of the late Pastor C. H. Spurgeon,
whose fine villa and grounds have just passed under the
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auctioneer’s hammer. Mr. Yoisey points out what a great
difference there was between the poor Master and the com-
paratively wealthy disciple. “ In conclusion,” he says, “ |
would venture an opinion that if Jesus Christ had owned ten
thousand pounds and lived in comparative affluence there
would have been no Christianity to-day ; and if, instead of
the modest animal on which he made his triumphant entry
into Jerusalem, he had used Spurgeon’s brougham, or its
equivalent, there would have been no need of any cruci-
fixion.”

Dr. H. P. Smith's Old Testament History is the latest
volume in Clark’s “ International Theological Library.” The
author is one of the “ Higher Critics,” and is pretty plain-
spoken. He declares, for instance, that “ the individuals,
Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, areeponyms—personifications of
clans, tribes, or ethnological groups—and they are nothing
more.” This position has been held by us in the Freethinker
and elsewhere for more than twenty years, and we are pleased
to see the “ Higher Critics ” overtaking us at last. Perhaps
they will soon accept our other position, that Moses himself
is as much a legendary character as Abraham, lIsaac, or
Jacob.

“ Many scholars of the conservative school,” the Athenceum
says, in reviewing Dr. Smith’'s new book, “ reject the first
three chapters of Genesis as unhistorical; and only the repre-
sentatives of a forlorn hope, with zeal beyond their scholar-
ship, accept them as containing, the narrative of actual
events.” This must be pretty reading for the strait-laced
orthodox.

The March number of the Pioneer is a very good one for
passing round. It contains a number of interesting and
informing articles and leaderettes, and a supply of bright
paragraphs, written by a lady, under the heading of
“ Questions Concerning Women.” The Pioneer is not quite
as strong meat as the Freethinker, and may therefore be
more welcome in some circles. Copies for free distribution
can still be obtained from our publishing office at the fol-
lowing cheap rates:—Six copies for threepence, twelve
copies for fivepence, twenty-four copies for ninepence—in
each case post free.

Ingersoll on the Bible.

The believers in the Bible are loud in their denun-
ciation of what they are pleased to call the immoral
literature of the world ; and yet few books have been
published containing more moral filth than this

inspired word of God. These stories are not
redeemed by a single flash of wit or humor. They
never rise above the dull details of stupid vice. For

one, | cannot afford to soil my pages with extracts
from them ; and all such portions of the Scriptures
I leave to be examined, written upon, and explained
by the clergy. Clergymen may know some way by
which they can extract honey from these flowers.
Until these passages are expunged from the Old
Testament it is not a fit book to be read by either
old or young. It contains pages that no minister in
the United States would read to his congregation
for any reward whatever. There are chapters that
no gentleman would read in the presence of a lady.
There are chapters that no father would read to his
child. There are narratives utterly unfit to be told ;
and the time will come when mankind will wonder
that such a book was ever called inspired.

I know that in many books besides the Bible there
are immodest lines. Some of the greatest writers
have soiled their pages with indecent words. We
account for this by saying that the authors were
human; that they catered for the taste and spirit of
their times. We make excuses, but at the same
time we regret that in their works they left an impure
word. But what shall we say of God? Is it
possible that a being of infinite purity-—the author
of modesty— would smirch the pages of his book with
stories lewd, licentious, and obscene ? If God is the
author of the Bible, it is, of course, the standard by
which all other books can and should be measured.
If the Bible is not obscene, what book is? Why
should men be imprisoned simply for imitating God ?
The Christian world should never say another word
against immoral books until it makes the inspired
volume clean. These vile and filthy things were not
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written for the purpose of conveying and enforcing
moral truth, but seem to have been written because
the author loved an unclean thing. There is no
moral depth below that occupied by the writer or
publisher of obscene books, that stain with lust the
loving heart of youth. Such men should be im-
prisoned and their books destroyed. The literature
of the world should be rendered decent, and no book
should be published that cannot be read by and in
the hearing of the best and purest people. But as
long as the Bible is considered as the Word of God,
it will be hard to make all men too good and pure to
imitate it; and as long as it is imitated there will be
vile and filthy books. The literature of our country
will not be sweet and clean until the Bible ceases to
be regarded as the production of a god.

We are continually told that the Bible is the very
foundation of modesty and morality ; while many of
its pages are so immodest and immoral that a
minister, for reading them in the pulpit, would be
instantly denounced as an unclean wretch. Every
woman would leave the church, and if the men
stayed, it would be for the purpose of chastising the
minister.

Is there any saving grace in hypocrisy ? Will men
become clean in speech by believing that God is
unclean ? Would it not be far better to admit that
the Bible was written by barbarians in a barbarous,
coarse, and vulgar age ? Would it not be safer to
charge Moses with vulgarity instead of God ? Is it
not altogether more probable that some ignorant
Hebrew would write the vulgar words ? The
Christians tell me that God is the author of these
vile and stupid things. I have examined the
question to the best of my ability, and as to God
my verdict is— Not Guilty. Faith should not rest on
filth.

Every foolish and immodest thing should be ex-
punged from the Bible. Let us keep the good. Let
us preserve every great and splendid thought, every
wise and prudent maxim, every just law, every
elevated idea, and every word calculated to make
man nobler and purer, and let us have the courage
to throw the rest away. The souls of children
should not be stained and soiled. The charming
instincts of youth should not be corrupted and
defiled. The girls and boys should not be taught
that unclean words were uttered by “ inspired ” lips.
Teach them that such words were born of savagery
and lust. Teach them that the unclean is the
unholy, and that only the pure is sacred.

m— Mistakes of Moses.

Honesty.

“You remember the story told about the Mexican who
believed that his country was the only one in the world,
and said so. The priest told him that there was another
country where a man lived who was eleven or twelve feet
high, that made the whole world, and if he denied it, when
that man got hold of him he would not leave a whole bone
in his body. But he denied it. He was one of those men
who would not believe further than his vision extended.

“ So one day in his boat he was rocking away when the
wind suddenly arose and he was blown out of sight of his
home. After several days he was blown so far that he
saw the shores of another country. Then he said, ‘My
Lord ; | am gone!’ | have been swearing all my life that
there was no other country, and here it is!”" So he did his
best—paddled with what little strength he had left, reached
the shore, and got out of his boat. Sure enough, there
came down a man to meet him about twelve feet high.
The poor little wretch was frightened almost to death, so he
said to the tall man as he saw him coming down, ‘ Mister,
whoever you are, | denied your existence—I did not believe
you lived; | swore there was no such country as this;
but I see | was mistaken, and | am gone. You are going
to kill me, and the quicker you do it the better and get me
out of my misery. Do it now!

“ The great man just looked at the little fellow, and
said nothing, till he asked, ‘ What are you going to do with
me, because over in that other country | denied your
existence ? 1What am | going to do with you ?' said the
supposed god. ‘Nowthat you have got here, if you behave
yourself I am going to treat you well."”
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The Kinship of Life.—IlI.

A Secularist View of Animals’ Rights.*
(Concluded from page 146.)

This principle, at least to the Secularist, is
strengthened by the teaching of Evolution. Darwin
and his successors have demonstrated the kinship of
hfe, and thus the lowliest organisms that swim, or
deep, or fly, or run, are brought— at first negatively,
and then positively—within the scope of the spirit
I brotherhood. Strictly speaking, of course, the
lower animals are not our brothers, but it is incontest-
able that they are our relatives. This is not a mere
spiritual perception, which is liable to be neglected
in the tumult of actual life; it is a scientific fact, a
truth of biology, a practical lesson from the history
of our planet. In the ultimate analysis, then, | say
that the moral rights of animals, their claims upon
our sympathy and consideration, are involved in the
Darwinian demonstration of the kinship of life.

Det us also recollect the great part which animals
have played in the preparation of this planet for
dan s habitation, and in the subsequent drama of
civilisation. Look at the little worms, for instance,
which men tread upon so carelessly, and which they
impale upon hooks for the purpose of fishing. Appa-
rently nothing could be more inconsiderable, and yet
those insignificant worms pulverise the soil upon
Which we live, and their continued action is the first
condition of its fruitfulness. Think of the horse, and
his services to man in civilised countries; think of

he ox, and his use in more primitive communities in
raffic and agriculture; think of the dog, without

whose assistance it is difficult to see how man could
have passed from the nomadic into the pastoral state,
purely the thought of what these animals have done,
m aiding the development of our race, should give
Ilhem a kind of consecration. Certainly it should
save them from insult and cruelty. They have done
more for us than we can ever do for them ; and even
if their service was at first compelled, it was after-
wards rendered with a certain cheerful willingness.

it is the teaching of science and of history which
is our best support in defending the moral rights of
animals. As a Secularist, at any rate, | should be
sorry to leave them to the tender mercies of unadul-
erated theology. And | think that Christianity has
been the most callous of all religions in its treatment
°f them. It has denied them souls, which it per-
ceived even in idiots; and upon this arbitrary and
fantastic difference it has erected a superstructure of
mjustice. The first book of the Bible gives man
nosolute dominion over the lower animals ; and in the
story of Cain and Abel we see the Jehovian pre-
sence for the sacrifice of animals rather than the
Peaceful tribute of the fruits of the earth—a pre-
sence which ran through the whole Mosaic Law,
nnd befouled the Temple altars with perpetual blood,
oamt Paul himself, who wrote that immortal
Panegyric on charity, stopped short at the confines
m the human race. “ Doth God care for oxen ?” he
nsked, with the supercilious arrogance of a member
m the elect species. | think it may be said, without
car of serious contradiction, that the Christian

hurch has never recognised any rights in animals,
although individual Christian divines have asked

bat they should be treated mercifully.

freethinkers, on the other hand, have usually
boked upon animals in a different light. Sir Arthur
Delps, in jjjg delightful book on Animals and their
blasters, selects his strongest quotations from the
Writings of Voltaire and Bentham. After giving

oltaire’s touching picture of a dog who has lost his
faster, who runs about wildly seeking him, and who

bstifies the liveliest joy on finding him, Sir Arthur

Delpg cites the following passage (in French) from
be Dictionnaire Philosophique :—

“ Barbarians seize that dog, who so prodigiously excels

man in friendship ; they nail him down on a table, and

..... ~ dissect him alive to show you the mezaraic veins. You

* A Lecture given before the Humanitarian League.
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discover in him all the organs of feeling which you
possess yourself. Tell me now, mechanician: has
Nature arranged all those springs of feeling in that
animal, in order that he may not feel ? Has he nerves
in order to be impassible ? Do not suppose that imper-
tinent contradiction in Nature.” *

The quotation from Bentham, who is known to
have been an Atheist, is still more striking:—

“ The day may come when the rest of the animal
creation may acquire those rights which never could
have been withheld from them but by the hand of
tyranny. It may come one day to be recognised that the
number of legs, the villosity of the skin, or the termina-
tion of the os sacrum, are reasons insufficient for aban-
doning a sensitive being to the caprice of a tormentor.
What else is it that should trace the insuperable line?
Is it the faculty of reason; or perhaps the faculty of
discourse ? But a full-grown horse or dog is beyond
comparison a more rational as well as a more conver-
sable animal than an infant of a day, a week, or even a
month old. But suppose the case were otherwise, what
would it avail ? The question is not ‘ can they reason ?’
nor ‘ can they speak ? ' but ‘ can they suffer? ' ”

“No human government,” Bentham elsewhere
says, “ has ever recognised the jus animalium, which
ought surely to form a part of the jurisprudence of
every system founded on the principles of justice
and humanity.” Schopenhauer, the German philo-
sopher, whose irreligion was notorious, wrote very
strongly on this point:—

“ The unpardonable forgetfulness in which the lower
animals have hitherto been left by the moralists of
Europe is well known. It is pretended that the beasts
have no rights. They persuade themselves that our
conduct in regard to them has nothing to do with
morals, or (to speak the language of their morality) that
we have no duties towards animals; a doctrine revolt-
ing, gross, and barbarous, peculiar to the west, and
having its root in Judaism.”

The National Secular Society, in the list of its
Immediate Practical Objects, has the following :(—

“ An extension of the moral law to animals, so as to
secure them humane treatment and legal protection
against cruelty.”

Thus we place ourselves on the right side in this
matter, and we are ever ready to help the Humani-
tarian League, or any other body specially organised
for similar purposes.

Of course it may be said that | have hitherto been
indulging in generalities, and | may be asked to
condescend to details. | recognise this request as
perfectly legitimate, and | will attempt a brief
application of the foregoing principles to the present
relationships between man and the lower animals.

Let us first take the subject of domestic animals.
And let me here observe how difficult it is, on
grounds of abstract right, to justify map’s lordship.
When it is said that the animals “ like it”—as is
even said of the foxes who are hunted— we must
remember that one party is speaking for the other;
the master is voicing the supposed satisfaction of
his slave; which, by the way, is an extremely
common thing in the infancy of our struggles for
reform. We must, therefore, look at the matter
practically. We have to accept the historic fact that
certain animals have long played a part, and pro-
bably will long continue to play it, in association
with man’s progress. They are what we call
domesticated, and it would be a serious proposal to
turn them adrift. What we have to do, and what
we may do easily, is to render their position
tolerable. All domestic animals should be brought
within the pale of legal protection. A minimum of
consideration and comfort should bp stipulated for
them, and the denial of it should be treated as cruelty.

I would also observe in this connection that, in a
country like ours, the distinction between “ domes-
ticated ” and “ wild ” animals is really fictitious.
No animals live here except such as are allowed to
live. All our animals, therefore, are more or less
domesticated, and, as such, should be protected
against carelessness and brutality. A great deal of
what is ridiculously styled “ sport” calls for imme-

* Voltaire’'s exquisite French cannot be translated satisfactorily
into another language. | have simply tried to give the substan-
tial meaning of this passage.
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diate suppression. It is enough to make a decent
person sick to read of the agony inflicted by
“ sportsmen ” on helpless rabbits, pigeons,pheasants,
and deer. The very dogs are brutalised by the men
who keep them to hunt without the prompting of
necessity. If it is wrong to shoot a man for
amusement, it must he wrong to shoot an animal
for amusement. Dear old Uncle Toby would not
kill the fly that teased him ; he opened the window

and let it out, remarking, “ The world is wide
enough for me and thee.” How different is this
from the spirit of English “ sportsmen!” It is

different, too, from the spirit of the more “ heroic”
sportsmen who travel thousands of miles for the
utterly immoral pleasure of Kkilling large game.
Where it is necessary to exterminate predatory
animals, let it be done as swifty and mercifully as
possible. But why should the blood of even a
tigress be poured forth over her cubs— why should
the wounded lion drag himself off to die in slow
agony— merely because a “ sportsman ” with a rifle
happens to spy afine opportunity for gratifying his
lust of slaughter ? It may be urged that lions and
tigers kill their prey. Yes, but they do it under an
imperious necessity. They do not hunt for sport,
but to allay their hunger. It is not amusement, but

self-preservation. They simply follow the law of
their being.
With regard to the Food Question, I admit the

progress of Vegetarianism, but it will take a long
time to wean the majority from flesh-eating;
and some of us consider that the dietary problem
is not to be settled by sentiment, although it may
have its place in the settlement. People will eat to
live, and they will eat whatever is necessary. Those
who are too squeamish to do this will simply be
eliminated by the law of natural selection. We must
also bear in mind the force of heredity, the power of
the organic habit of countless generations. | am a
vegetarian myself, but | like a little meat with it
My vegetarian friends will consider me one of theun-
regenerate. Perhaps they are right. But | am what
I am, and millions of others are what they are. The
better treatment of animals must not wait until the
millennium. Let us be practical, and deal with the
existing situation ; at least, let us deal with that first.
Animals have to be killed for food, and Sir Benjamin
Richardson says they can he killed almost if not quite
painlessly. Well then, 1| am prepared to pay what-
ever is necessary to have it done in that way. | am
strongly in favour of the most drastic regulation of
the slaughter-house and the cattle-ship. | would not
allow animals to be driven into towns to be Kkilled.
What bewilderment must assail them as they tread
the busy haunts of men! Let them spend their last
hours amidst the accustomed pea.ce of their lives, and
let their death come (as some day it must come) with
the swiftness of lightning, leaving no time for suffer-
ing or apprehension.

I beg to assure you that drastic regulation is re-
quired. On a Saturday afternoon, | was once in a
train with some cattle-dealers. One of these gentle-
men chuckled over his defeat of an obstinate cow,
who refused to rise from the floor of a cattle truck,
probably because she was weary and sick of the whole
business. The expedients he resorted to were really
ingenious. Snuff and tobacco were rubbed into the
cow’s eyes, but she resisted these gentle solicitations.
Finally the truck was flooded with water, and as the
sawdust floated into her nostrils she had to rise to
avoid suffocation. It was a triumph of brains—at
least the gentleman thought so; but | shuddered at
the thought of his victory, and felt humiliated by the
knowledge that he belonged to my own species. Yet
the great irony of the situation is to come. This
gentleman had been unable to go to church for some
weeks, owing to his professional engagements, and
was looking forward to attending service the next
morning.

And now for a few words respecting vivisection. |
regard it as the ultimate horror of man’s unjust deal-
ing with the animals. | believe that Secularists are
prepared to support legislation for its entire pro-
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hibition. We are not in favor of any priesthood
The old ecclesiastical priesthood burnt men for the*
good of mankind ; the new medical priesthood tortures
animals for the same object. But bad means never
led to a good end. | suspect salvation that has to be
promoted by murder. | am not in love with health
that has to be promoted by torture. Personally 1 do
not want to find a little gold dust in the polluted
troughs of cruelty. | would rather keep poor and
clean. Nor will 1 be misled by cheap talk about the
great principle of sacrifice. When an Anarchist told
me, soon after the assassination of President Carnot,
that new ideas always had their baptism of blood, |
told him that |1 did not object to their shedding blood:
they might shed all they had ; what | objected to was
their shedding the blood of others. If some person,
full of scientific zeal, and burning with the enthu-
siasm of humanity, will offer himself to be vivisected,
I shall respect his generosity, whatever I may think
of his intelligence. But | object to his offering me.
He must wait till | offer myself. And | object to his
offering any other man— or any other animal.

No one has denounced vivisection with greater
eloquence and sincerity than Colonel Ingersoll, the
famous Freethought orator of America. The fol-
lowing passages are taken from his appendix to a
hook entitled Personal Experiences, by Philip G.
Peabody, formerly President of the New England
Anti-Vivisection Society:—

“ Vivisection is the disgrace and shame of some of
the sciences.”

* Of what possible use is it to know just how long an
animal can live without food, without water ; at what
time he becomes insane from thirst, or blind, or deaf?
Who but a fiend would try such experiments? And, if
they have been tried, why should not all the fiends be
satisfied with the report of the fiends who made them ?
Must there be countless repetitions of the same horror ?’

“Let us do what we can to-do away with this
infamous practice—a practice that degrades and
demoralises and hardens, without adding in the slightest
to the sum of useful knowledge.

“ Without using profane words, words of the most
blasphemous kind, it is impossible to express my
loathing, horror, and hatred of vivisection.”

Ingersoll said that a physician who practises or
upholds vivisection is unfit to have the care of the
sick, or to be trusted with the life or welfare of any
human being. He declined to take the hand of a
vivisector, or to sit at the same table with him.
Some such ostracism is really necessary until we are
able to stop this infamy by law. We must let
doctors see that the lust of knowledge is no excuse
for the deeds of a Jack the Ripper.

After all, it seems to me that the true guarantee
for the eventual better treatment of animals is the
cultivation of humanity— the greatest word in the
world. This is a far safer ground for our hopes than
any abstract theory of “rights.” It is in the
gradual extension of the sympathetic instinct, from
the individual to the family, from the family to the
tribe, from the tribe to the nation, from the nation
to the race, and from our own race to that of the
animals, that we find the surest promise for the
future of humanitarianism. Above all things, let us
cultivate sympathy and imagination. Imagination
brings near to us the distant in time and space; and
all cruelty, short of positive malignity, would be
restrained by a realisation of future consequences.
Children should be taught to be humane. Mere
cleverness may make a clever rogue; it is humane
education that is most needed, and, alas, that is most
neglected. The scientific side of life is better able
than the poetic to take care of itself. True culture
involves the training of the emotions as well as the
intellect, otherwise we shall never realise the fine
ideal of Renan, who “ could not be discourteous even
to a dog.” When we have cultivated humanity in
children, and afforded later opportunity for its
practice by men and women, the problem before us
will be solved. My last word, then, is this: Let us
be humane to each other, and the spirit of humanity
will naturally extend itself to the whole Kinship of

hie- G. W. Foote.
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National Secular Society,

Report Of Monthly Executive Meeting held on Tuesday,
March 1. There were present:—Messrs. C. Cohen, H.
Cowell, F. A. Davies, T. Gorniot, T. How, W. Leat, E.
Parker, V. Roger, S. Samuels, F. Schaller, T. Thurlow, F.
Wood, and the Secretary.

The Secretary read a letter from the President, Mr. G. W.
Foote, informing the meeting of his inability to attend in
consequence of an attack of influenza.

A message of sympathy was ordered to be forwarded to
Mr. Foote, and Mr. Cohen was elected to occupy the chair.

The Minutes of previous meeting were read and con-
firmed, and the Monthly Cash Statement examined and
adopted.

The Secretary reported upon the arrangements for the
Children’s Party, and that the President had taken part in
the very successful “ Secular Education ” meeting held on
February 26, at Queen’s Hall.

The Secretary read Mr.
resolution moved by the Executive at
whieh ran :—

“In answer to yours of February 1, | have publicly
stated in February Truthseeker that | regret having referred
to the complaint from Leeds Secularists re the proposed
Leeds Branch of the N. S. S. especially after finding that my
friends were not prepared to back up their information with
the necessary facts to prove the case.

“ At the same time | think the N. S. S. Secretary might
with advantage have supplied me with the information |
asked for, so that | could have fixed the responsibility on to
the proper parties. Re my complaint about being badly
treated at Conferences, your Executive may fully associate
themselves with the President if they wish. My complaint
was not against the Executive, because | know they were
never consulted on this matter. | have nothing to with-
draw, my statement on the question being absolutely
correct.

In reply to a further letter from the Secretary, asking Mr.
Gott if he still adhered to the statement that he was
“ turned out ” at Conferences, he wrote :—

“ In answer to yours of the 23rd inst., certainly! | still
adhere to the statement that | have been turned out of the
meetings at Conferences of the N. S. S. for selling the Truth-
seeker. The last time was at South Shields. Does anyone
doubt my statement?”

The following resolution was then proposed by Mr. Roger,
and seconded by Mr. Davies:—

“ That the Secretary be instructed to write Mr. J. W.
Gott, informing him that this Executive accepts his with-
drawal of the statement re the proposed Leeds Branch of
the N. S. S., as published in the Trulhseeker, and trusts he
will be more careful in the future. And that he also be
informed that, as he seems unable to discriminate between
being ejected from Conference meetings and prohibited from
hawking papers in the meetings to the annoyance of the
audience and the Branch newsagents, this Executive does
not think any further discussion of the subject advisable.”

Carried unanimously.

The Secretary was instructed to issue the usual circular

Branches to ascertain which amongst thorn desired to
invite the Conference, and to make a further attempt to
obtain addresses of persons in sympathy with the move-
ment, in accordance with the resolution passed at the 1903
Conference.

The meeting then closed.

T W. Gott's reply to the
its last meeting,

Edite M. Vance, Secretary.

NOT MUCH DIFFERENCE.

The candidate will soon come forth
And shake you by the hand,

And show you what great plans he has
To benefit the land.

And when he gets tlie place he seeks,
You'll note with wild dismay

The world he promised to reform
Plods on, the same old way.

— Washington Star.

Material at Hand.—A church in a small Western town
as a woman for its pastor. She was called to the door of
16 parsonage one day, and saw there a much-embarrassed
young farmer of the German type. *“ Dey said der minister
IVi' 'n house,” he said. *“ Yes,” replied the fair pastor.
vell —m—I—i vant to kit merrit!” “ To get married?
;er7 well, I can marry you,” said the ministress, encou-
(§§IP§AYy “ Oh, bug | go(')c a girl alretts)//}” was the disconcert-
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Jones’s Mishap.

(A Bramd New Vision of Judgment.)

Once on a time there lived a pious man whose name was
Jones,

And when he died, beneath the sod they laid his lifeless
bones;

In certain hope that when the resurrection morning came

His scattered fragments would unite and answer to his name.

When Mr. Jones beneath the ground a certain time had lain,
His bones and muscles gradually returned to earth again ;
The particles and gases to the surface found their way,

And turned in time to edibles, man’s hunger to allay.

Another man, named Smith, some of these edibles con-
sumed,

So part of Mr. Jones defunct a living form resumed;

But, by a slight mistake of the controller upon high,

The atoms were identical which formed each man’s left

thigh.

The promised Day of Judgment, long expected, came at last,

And like a million hurricanes there blew the trumpets’ blast;

Both Smith and Jones rose slowly, and, forgetting where
they were,

Awakened suddenly, began with one accord to swear.

But, seeing all the heavenly host clad in their best attire,

They both remembered that the world was doomed to final
fire;

And so in haste began to put their fragments into form,

Lest they should both be left behind to face the coming
storm.

The saints on every side were fixing up their worn-out frames
anew,

And crowds of angels helped them on with paste-pots and
with glue;

But oft in the confusion the materials got mixed,

And so it was a long, long time before they all were fixed.

“ Where is my head ?” “ Who's got my teeth ?” “ I'll swear
that is my nose !'”

And such like cries from nervous ones on ev’ry hand arose ;

Until the judge, kept waiting long, began to get quite Hot,

And said, “ If you folks don’'t make haste I'll burn the
blessed lot.”

But Smith and Jones, as you may guess, are in a sony
plight,

For each one grabs the same thigh-bone, an 1 over it they
fight;

The pious two aim blows and utter “ cusses ” without end,
And all the saints come round and each cheers his respective
friend.

But soon the judge the sight perceives, aud from his throne
jumps down—

* Hallo! what's all this row about ?”
frown ;

But the frenzied fighters pay him not the smallest of
attention—

Still struggling and contesting o’er the thigh bine of con-
tention.

“ 1 can’'t stand this,” then said the judge.
ring the bell,

And summon my friend Nicholas to come at once from
hell;

You really have disgraced yourselves, and are not fit, you
know,

To enter into heaven with us.

he asks with holy

“ Ho, Michael,

You both must go below.”

But Smith a final effort made and gained the fought-for
thigh,

He fixed it in its place and quickly mounted up on high.

The judge gave chase, and Nicholas too, but they were
both too late,

For Smith had gained the clouds and shut himself within
the gate.

When Nicholas returned and saw the still dismembered
Jones,

He said unto the jDdge, in very loud and scornful tones:

“ 1I'm awfully particular about the men | take,

So, if you please, I'll leave him, and he’ll roast instead of
bake.”

So Jahveh then admittod Jones, but stowed him out of
sight,

And made him sweep the streets of gold and
lamps at night ;

He also had to feid the beasts and polish up the throne,

And work for ever on one log becauso of that thigh-bone.

N. R.

light the
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.

Notices of Lectures,etc., must reach us by first post on Tuesday
and be marked “ Lecture Notice,” if not sent on postcard.

LONDON.

North Camberwell Haltl (61 New Church Road, Camberwell):
7, J. M. Robertson, “ The Sermon on the Mount.”

B ast L ondon E thical Society (Bromley Vestry Hall, Bow-road,
E .: 7,Dr. Stanton Coit, “ Our Guilt and the Forgiveness of Sin.”

North Kensington E thical Society (Cornwall HaII) 7,
Gustave Spiller, “ Mankind in the Making.”

South London Etekal Society (Masonic Hall, Camberwell
New-road) : 7, Dr. W. Sullivan, “ The Ethics of Monasticism.”

W est London E thical Society (Kensington Town Hall, High-
street) : 11.15, Dr. Coit, “ The Millennium.”

W ood Green E thical Society (Fairfax Hall, Portland-gardens,
Harringay) : 7.15, Dr. J. Oaksmith, M.A., “ The Politics of
Reynard the Fox.”

COUNTRY.

Glasgow Secular Society (110 Brunswick-street) : 12 noon,
Discussion Class, “ Crime,” Mr. Glen ; 6.30, Mr. A. G. Nostic,
* Prehistoric Man.” With Lantern lllustrations.

Leeds (Covered Market, Vicar's Croft) : 11, George Weir,
* The French Revolution ”; Woodhouse Moor : 3, George Weir,
“ The Life of Jesus  Town Hall Square: 7.30, W. Woolham,
“ Socialism and Christianity.” Secular Club, 61, Portland-
crescent : Members' meeting every Wednesday evening.

Liverpool (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square) : G. W. Foote,
3, ‘*How the Clergy Answer Mr. Blatchford 7, “ Holy Russia
and Heathen Japan.” Monday, 5 p.m., Children’s Party.

Manchester Secular Hall (Rusholme-road, All Saints’):
6.30, Tom Swan, “ Blatchford’s Latest Critic : An Examination of
George Haw's Case for Christianity.”

Sheffield Secular Society (Hall of Science, Rockingham-
street) : 7, Pleasant Sunday Evening—Musical and other Re-
citals, &o.

South Shietds (* The Tivoli,” Laygate, High Shields): J. T.
Lloyd, 11, “ Christianity at the Bar of Reason 7, “ The New
Bible.”

Pamphlets by C. COHEN.

An Outline of Evolutionary Ethics - 6d.
Foreign Missions: Their Dangers and
Delusions. Full of Facts and Figures. A
Complete Exposure of the Missionary
Movement - a9d.
What is the Use of Prayer 2d.
Evolution and Christianity - 2d.
Pain and Providence - Id.

Freethought Publishing Co., Ld., 2 Newcastie-st.. London. E.C.

THE BEST BOOK

ON NEO-MALTHUSIANISM 18, | BELIEVE
TRUE MORALITY, or THE THEORY and PRACTICE
OP NEO-MALTHUSIANISM.

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

160 pages, with portrait and autograph, hound in cloth, gilt lettered.
Price Is., postfree.

In order to bring the information within the reach of the poor,

the most important parts of the book are issued in a pamphlet

of 112 pages at one penny, post free 2d. Copies of the pamphlet

for distribution Is. a dozen post free.

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

TWO SECULAR BURIAL SERVICES

PRICE ONE PENNY.
THE FREETHOUGHT' PUBLISHING COMPANY, Ltd.,

2 Newcastle Street, Farrinodon Street, London, E.C.
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The way to get a Suit

for nothing
Without being Prosecuted

For an absolutely safe plan send me
a stamped addressed envelope, and
you will receive the information by
return

Sweeping out present Stock at unheard-of prices.

Look at this Lot for 21s.

1 White Pure Wool Blanket
1 Pair Large Twill Sheets
1 Beautiful Quilt

1 Hearthrug

1 Bed Rug

1 Pair Turkish Towels

1 Lady’s Umbrella

1 Lady’s Blouse

1 Pair Lady’s Hose

1 Pair Corsets

1 Lady’s Underskirt

1 Fine White Apron

1 Fine Linen Handkerchief

21s. only 21s.

I still want to hear from about 200 more
Freethinkers who are anxions to become suc-
cessful business men. My plan is a certainty.

OOFlim 2 &4 UNION STREET, BRADFORD, and
Uu1l1l, 20 HEAVTTREE RD, PLUMSTEAD, S.E.

W

NO FREETHINKER SHOULD BE WITHOUT THESE:—
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 Id.

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

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

The Ereethought Publishing Co., Ltd.. 2 Newcastle-street.
Farringdon-street, London, E.C.

MR. W. THRESH.

WISHES TO LECTURE ON THE FREE-

THOUGHT PLATFORM.

N. S. S. Branches and other Secular Societies are respect-
fully requested to communicate with him with a view to
engagements during the present winter. Terms very
moderate; his primary motive being a desire to stand on
the Freethought Platform as a lecturer on Secularism and
popular scientific subjects.

Dates booked :—March 20, Merthyr Tydfil ; April 10, West
Ham Branch, m. ; May 22, Bethnal-green Branch, 3.15; June
12, West Ham Branch, 5.30 ; July 24, West Ham Branch, 5.30;
August 28, West Ham Branch, 5.30.

ADDRESS :
17 Weston Road, Southend-on-Sea.

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-Bt., London, E.C.
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THE SECULAR

FOR

CONTENTS:

DEATH AND WESTMINSTER ABBEY...
LINCOLN CATHEDRAL AND THE HAIRY AINUS

LUCRETIUS
WOMEN’'S RELIGION

THE SIGNS OF THE TIMES

THE SINLESSNESS OF ATHEISM
* MOSES WROTE OF ME”
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ANNUAL

1904

By G. W. FOOTE

By F. J. GOULD

By C. COHEN

By MARY LOVELL
By JOHN LLOYD

By “ CHILPERIC”
By “ ABRACADABRA”
Other Freethouglit Organisations.

Newsagents Who Supply Freethought Literature

PRICE SIXPENCE

THE PIONEER PRESS,

THE

2 NEWCASTLE

SECULAR

STREET, LONDON, E.C.

SOCIETY,

(LIMITED)
Company Limited by Guarantee.

Registered Office—2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C.
Chairman of Board of Directors—Mr. G. W. FOOTE.

Secretary—E. M.

his Society was formed in 1898 to afford legal security to the
aoTnsition and application of funds for Secular purposes.
-Lhe Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society’s
ejects are:—To promote the principle that human conduct
uould be based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super-
atural belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper
Hd of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry.
0 promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com-
plete secularisation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such
h m *¥nSs as are conducive to such objects. Also to have,
0“>receive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised,
or bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of
“5,Purposes of the Society.
Ihe liability of members is limited to £1. in case the Society
nould ever be wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover
' ™M *SS—a most unlikely contingency. .
Members pay an entrarice fee of ten’shillings, and a subsequent
subscription of five shillings.
lhe Society has a considerable number of members, but a much
arger number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be
gamed amongst those who read this announcement.  All who join
Participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of
l.aresources. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa-
JJonJbat no member, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from
16 Society, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in
any way whatever.
Ihe Society’s affairs are managed by an elected Board of
Sectors, consisting of not less than five and not more than
twelvemembers, oue-third of whom retire (by - baltot)--each year,

FLOWERS OF
FREETHOUGHT.

By G. W. FOOTE.

First Series, cloth - - - - 2s. 6d.

Second Series, cloth - - - - 2s. 6d.
Contains scores of entertaining and informing Essays and
rticles on a great variety of Freethought topics.

The Freethought Publishing Co., Ltd.. London.

A GLASGOW FREETHOUGHT NEWSAGENT

D. BAXTER,
BRUNSWICK STREET

32

®Jr, Baxter is the Glasgow Branch’s newsagent at the Secular

Hall on Sundays. He is energetic and trustworthy. Orders

committed to him will receive prompt and proper attention. His

r@gular place of business is 24 Brunswick-street, where he keeps

a good stock of all advanced literature. Local “ saints,” and

travelling Freethinkers who happen to be in Glasgow, should give
acall—G. W. Foote

VANCE (Miss).

but 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 “ 1 give and
“ bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited; the sum of £---—-
“ free from Legacy Duty, and | 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 SAFEST AND MOST EFFECTUAL CUKE FOK
INFLAMMATION OF THE EYES.

Thwaites' Celandine Lotion.

Cures inflammation in a few hours. Neglected or badly dootored
oases. 3or 4 days is sufficient time to cure any case. For sore
and Inflamed Eyelids. Nothing to equal the Lotion for Dimness
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 il the virtues oi
Celandine were generally known it would spoil the spectacle-
makers’ trade. Is. Ijd. per bottle, with directions ; by post 14
stamps.

G. THWAITES,
HERBALIST. 2 CHURCH ROW. STOCKTON-ON-TEES.

SECOND-HAND BOOKS.—" Capital: Capitalist Produc-
tion,” Karl Marx, 4s. 6d.; “ Studies of Jesus and the
Gospels,” Jules Soury, 2s.; “ Chapter on Man,” C. S. Wake,
2s. Post free. Good condition.—2 Newcastle - street,
Farringdon-street, E.C.
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The Ploneer

A POPULAR PROPAGANDIST ORGAN

ADVANCED IDEAS.

CONTENTS FOE MATICT1

The Luck of Temperance Old Age Pensions Questions Concerning Women
Pious Fighting Men Cruelty to Children Living by Faith

Our Wise War Office England and France The Yellow Peril

The Romance of War The Curse of Drink Woman and Work

The Kant Centenary The Irish Revolt Free-Will or No Free-Will ?
Parliament in Danger South African Slavery The Death of Adam

The Great God Mammon Wanted : Fourteen Millions Vivisection

PRICE ONE PENNY.

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

THE TWENTIETH CENTURY EDITION OF

THE AGE OF REASON

By THOMAS PAINE.
WITH A BIOGRAPHICAL INTRODUCTION AND ANNOTATIONS BY C. W. FOOTE

Printed on Good Paper, and Published at the

MARVELLOUSLY LOW PRICE OF SIXPENCE.

Postage of Single Copies, 2d.

THE FREE.TEODGHT PUBLISHING CO., Ltd. -2 NEWCASTLE ST. FARRINGDON ST., EC.

“from CHRISTIAN PULPIT
TO SECULAR PLATFORM

A MENTAL HISTORY
BY

JOHN LLOYD (ex-Preshyterian Minister)
Best Edition, in handsome cover, 6d. Popular Edition, 2d.

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

A NEW TRACT.

“GOD AT CHICAGO”

G. W. FOOTE

Reprinted from the Freethinker. Pour pages, well printed, on good paper.
Sixpence pen 100 Four Shiilings per 1,000. Postage 3d. per 100; Is. per 1,000.
(These are special cheap rates, for propagandist purposes).

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