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Do justice to your brother (you can do tia
you love him or not), and you will come to love w =
do injustice to him, because you dont love him, an y
will coma to hate him.—RUSKIN.

An Old Story.

That Must Be Retold.

any years ago | had a quarrel with the late Rev.
Price Hughes, of the West-London Mission,
~ho afterwards became President of the "Wesleyan
ethodist Conference. Mr. Hughes published a
ook entitled The Atheist Shoemaker, in which he told
8 story of the conversion (by his own Mission, of
course) of a very popular and eloquent young Free-
.ought lecturer in London. A fictitious name was
Given, but the narrative was very circumstantial; so
ahl S’ *ndeed>that the London Freethinkers were
lo to declare that the hero of Mr. Hughes'’s volume
as an imaginary character. Charles Bradlaugh, as
resident of the National Secular Society, warned
j ™ DBhes that a serious mistake had been made,
nd advised him to look into the matter more care-
IfL' revercnd gentleman took no notice.
then wrote a careful criticism of his story in the
_rcetliinker, and reprinted it as a pamphlet. Thou-
p,nds °f copies were circulated, and even the great
H8tor Spurgeon said that Mr. Hughes ought to give
n explanation. But the reverend gentleman wont
nil, king no notice. Bradlaugh died, but my pam-
Pnlet kept tho field. It followed Mr. Hughes about
Verywhero, and at last he was stung into doing
jOniething. What ho did was this. He got George
.~cob Holyoake, privately, to make some sort of
t Inyes*"8ation,” and to write out a certificate of the
Auth of his Atheist Shoemaker story. Right on tho
eels of that certificate, however, I was lucky
enough to come across tho family to which the
converted Atheist” belonged. | took down their
~idence and published it in the Freethinker. |
bought the surviving male members of the family
Pto London and put them on the platform at a
ofe«tt?g of some fifteen hundred peoplo at tho Hall
science. | proved that young Gibson (that was
.18 real name) had never been a Freethought lec-
urer, that ho had never been a Freethinker at all,
that not very long beforo his death he had
ctually been in the Salvation Army. My *“ investi-
gation ” brought tho real facts to light, and |
Published them in another pamphlet, which was cir-
< ated in myriads of copies all over Great Britain—
AN as the Torrey pamphlets were recently,
ana r' Holyoakc's part in this affair was regretted
g d condemned by tho whole Freethought party,
at years had rolled by and | was not minded to say
8ything about it just at present. Yet the Chris-
Qans are forcing my hand. They are telling lies
Mr. Holyoake's grave, and | cannot allow them
Pass unchallenged.
q -the following paragraphs appeared in “ Tho
~ urches” column of tho Daily News two days after
r' Holyoake's decease :—
“ No notice of tbe life and work of Mr. Holyoake
~ould be complete without a reference to tbe famous
Atheist Shoemaker ' case. It will be remembered tha
1.280

Sunday, February 4, 190G

Price Twopence

Mr. Hugh Price Hughes issued a small book, in which
be gave tbe details of tho conversion of an Atheistic
shoemaker at the West London Mission. The facts
were hotly disputed by the Freethinkers, and pamphlets
were issued and distributed broadcast containing the
vilest aspersions on Mr. Hughes, and bluntly contra-
dicting the whole story. At first Mr. Hughes took no
notice of these biting attacks, but ultimately the perse-
cution became intolerable, and he decided to submit the
whole of the facts, with all the documents in his pos-
session, to Mr. Holyoake. The result was that the
accuracy of Mr. Hughes' statements were abundantly
confirmed by Mr. Holyoake.

One of the pleasing features of this painful contro-
versy was the receipt of a most kindly and generous
letter from the aged Co-operator by Mr. Hughes, a letter
which was printed in full in the Methodist Times.
Although Mr. Hughes received his vindication at the
hands of Mr. Holyoake, we have never heard that those
who traduced him apologised for their lack of charity
and truth.”

I was indignant at this attempt to deceive the
public, and to insult the Freethought party across
Mr. Holyoake’'s coffin ; and | wrote a private letter
to the editor of the Daily Ncxvs, which circumstances
compel me to publish in self-defence. It ran as
follows:—

“ 2 Newcastle-street,
Farriugdon-street, E.C.
Jan. 24, 1906.

TO THE EDITOR OF THE 1DAILY NEWS.
Sir,—

I havo marked this letter private, because I cannot
place any writing of mine at tho mercy of your staff.
You will pleaso understand, then, that this letter is not
for publication, either wholly or in part, or in any way
whatsoever.

I am sorry you have allowed your editor of ‘ The
Churches’ column to write that ridiculously false state-
ment respecting Mr. G. J. Holyoako and Mr. Price
Hughes. It forces upon mo the odious task of ronewing
a painful old controversy over Mr. Holyoake's newly-
opened grave.

| suspect that tho writer in question is quite aware
that | found the alleged ‘ Atheist Shoemaker's’ family
at Northampton, after Mr. llolyoako’s *vindication ’;
that | also found his old workmates at tho old shoe-shop
in London; and that | published tho results of my in-
vestigation, which proved that Mr. Price Hughes's story,
in all its really important features, was a work of fiction.

You can call his attention to the matter or not, as you
plcaso. | merely afford you the opportunity of being
honest, for once in a way, where Freethinkers are

Private.]

conccrncd’ Yours obdtly,

G. W. Foote.”

I knew the Daily News was had enough, but | did
not think it would violate the privacy of my com-
munication. | thought it might possibly feel a little
compunction, and tell the editor of “ The Churches ”
column to look into the facts of tho case again, with
a view to correcting his own misstatement. But it
did nothing of tho kind. Two days later the following
paragraph appeared in the same column:—

“Wo have received a letter from Mr. G. W. Foote
taking objection to our references to Mr. G. J. Holyoake
and the Rev. Hugh Price Hughes in the 1Atheist Shoe-
maker Case,’ aud reiterating the statement that Mr.
Prico Hughes’'s story, “in all its really important
features, was a work of fiction.” Our only comment on
Mr. Foote's letter is that the late Mr. Holyoake never
gave any other presentment of the case than that to
which we referred.”
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It will be observed that the anonymous hireling
responsible for this as well as the previous para-
graphs shelters himself behind Mr. Holyoake’s dead
body. He tries to make out that Mr. Holyoake is
responsible for the statements in the first para-
graphs. But they were not Mr. Holyoake's state-
ments at all. They were the writer’s own statements.
And this fact should bo borne in mind in reading the
following letter;—

“ 2 Newcastle-street,
London, E.C.
January 26, 1900.

Private.]

TO THE EDITOR OF THE 1DAILY NEWS.

Sir,—1 see that you have outraged the common
decencies of social intercourse by quoting from, as well
as referring to, in this morning’s issue of your paper, a
private letter of mine which you received on the 24tli
inst.—in spite of the fact that | emphasised the
‘private’ by the additional statement (which seems to
have been more than necessary in your case) that my
letter was not for publication in any form whatsoever.

Anything more fatuously impudent than the ‘com-
ment’ you add to the outrage it is difficult to conceive—
as | shall have occasion to point out to the only public
| care for.

Yours etc.,

G. W. Foote.”

As the Daily Neivs violated the privacy of my first
letter, and took no notice of the second, | feel
justified in printing them both; partly, as | have
said, in self-defence, and partly as an object lesson
in Christian ethics to my readers.

It is extremely distasteful to mo to deal with this
matter just now, hut I must do my duty ; and in the
course of it | shall have to show what Mr. llolyoake
actually did, and why ho ought not to have done it—
as, indeed, | showed at the time.

And there is another reason, which, added to the
foregoing, makes it irresistible. Mr. Price Hughes’s
“ Life ” has been written by his daughter. Naturally
she defends her father, and | have not the heart to
blame her for that. But she adds embellishments of
her own to the original story, and represents Mr.
Hughes as a perfect martyr, who was only snatched,
in the very nick of time, by the chivalrous Mr.
Holyoake, from the devouring jaws of wild
Secularists.

A new generation has arisen since my exposure of
tho “ Atheist Shoemaker” story, and tho scotched
old lie is crawling forth again into tho sun. So it
must be scotched again. Killed it never will be
while it is of any use to tho serpentry of faith.

The story of that old “ Athoist Shoemaker”
falsehood, and how | managed to expose it, after
Mr. Holyoako had voluntarily given it his blessing,
will ho told again in tho Freethinker. After tho long
lapse of time | shall be able, as it were, to paint
tho picture with better perspective. All the princi-
pal facts will fall into their right order of impor-
tance ; and some that were but of temporaly interest
may be dropped out altogether.

When | have finished this job—and I will not make
it last too long—my older readers will, perhaps, not
be sorry to have had it revived; and my newer
roaders will understand that “ I'orreyism ” is an old
tree with many vigorous branches.

Meanwhile | beg my readers to observe the kind of
tactics which highly virtuous Christian papers, like
the Daily News, think it perfectly fair to use against
Freethinkers. Not a word of rebuke did that journal
utter when Dr. Torrey lied (as | happen to know tho
editor recognised that he lied) about the characters of
Thomas Paine and Colonel Ingersoll. It let Mr.
Stead, even, go on without a single word of encourage-
ment. And now it publishes this falsehood about
tho “ Atheist Shoemaker” story, and trios to run
away from its own words when challenged, and
publicly refers to and quotes from “ private” letters.
This is what Christian morality comes to, in a picked
case, and in the twentieth century. G w F
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Moral Miracles.

The old method of defending miracles was a very
simple one. Tho defender dwelt upon the obvious
limitations of human knowledge, tho impossibility
of explaining all natural events by contemporary
science; and having thus paved the way for the
introduction of the supernatural, dragged in the
testimony of people—who lived a long while ago
—to prove that this had actually occurred. And as
a belief in the supernatural always flourishes i°
inverse proportion to our understanding of the
natural, the believer in miracles had for some time
fairly easy running so far as the man in the street
was concerned. But these conditions no longer
obtain. An apprehension, if not an understanding
of natural causation is fairly general; and even
religious people are becoming aware, after constant
lessons, that knowledge may reign to morrow where
ignorance prevails to-day, and that to rest their
case upon mero temporary ignorance, is a very
dangerous procedure. And finally, it is realised that
tho testimony of people is quite valueless unless it
can be shown that the conditions precluded either
conscious or unconscious delusion. And to sho'V
this is a manifest impossibility.

So with a strange confusion the apologist falls
hack upon what he is pleased to call “ moral
miracles.” He parades a series of cases—the con-
version of one man from inebriety to sobriety, of
another from stealing to honesty, or of various
improvements in society, all of which ho declares
are veritable miracles. Now all these things may
be surprising—although surprise is conditioned by
an ignorance of causes—hut tho surprising is not the
miraculous, though the miraculous would be sur-
prising. The defence is based upon a misuse of
language, common enough in all directions, but
finding its strongest expression in connection with
religion.

Thoro is a good oxamplo of this in the il[ethodist
Times for January 25, in nn article by the Rev. S
Yelland Richards on “ Tho Login of Miracles.” Mr-
Richards takes as his text tho walking of Josus 0O
tho water; and with unconscious sarcasm says that
as tho disciples had already witnessed the miraclo of
tho loaves and fishes they had no right to he
astonished at anything afterwards. And ho snpiontly
remarks that “ one miracle proves the possibility of
another....... Tho second miraclo is as likely as the
first "—which is perfectly correct. To prove miracles
seriatim is quite unnecessary. If one can bo estab-
lished then,primd facie, all aro established. To pick
and choose among miracles is an absurdity. H
shows that one is uneasy, that they do not altogether'
agree with one’s digestion, and that thoro is a latent
conviction that it is an unhealthy diet, and tho less
taken of it the hotter. In tho case of tho story of
tho saint who, after being beheaded, walked one
hundred steps with his head under his arm, Voltaire
said that ho could believe ninety-nine of the steps;
it was the first that ho could not get over. Mr-
Richards is obviously not a Voltaire ; but tho latter
would have agreed with him that one miraclo does
prove the possibility of another—if you can only get
tho ono to start with properly established.

This opening, however, is preliminary to the ad-
monition that we of to day aro much like the
disciples. Wo are surprised to tho point of incre-
dulity at the miraculous. Wo do not believe in
miracles, and yet, says Mr. Richards, think of the
miracles Christ has already worked for us. * Think
of your mother’'s face, her voice, her smile. Your
mother would have been less than a slave, an inferior
creature, a creature without rights, if it woro not for
Jesus Christ! To-day woman is enthroned, a very
Queen, in tho homo, and richly dowered with tho
strongest love that belongs to our humanity....... SH®
owes it all to Jesus Christ. He has wrought tbo
change. He has performed the miracle.”

Probably Mr. Richards believes what he writes-
If so, ho betrays a most comprehensive non'
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acquaintance with the facts of the case. And if he
oes not—well, in that case, my readers will be at
bo loss to discover an accurately descriptive epithet,
nit with the most charitable inclinations it is hard
0 really believe that a Christian minister can be
unaware that both in the New Testament and in
Patristic and Church teaching woman always has
ranked as an inferior creature, one divinely
oidored to be in submission to her lord and master,
man. The passages proving this are too well known
0 need detailed quotation, but the following from
uoty, as bearing upon Christian teaching, may be
cited”™ There are, he says, two or three beautiful
escriptions of marriage among the early Christian
Writings, “ but in general it would be difficult to con-
ceive anything more coarse or more repulsive than
6 manner in which they regarded it....... Marriage
us regarded almost exclusively in its lowest aspect,
he tender love which it elicits, the holy and beau-
dul domestic qualities that follow in its train, wore
niost absolutely omitted from consideration.” The
°nly comment that need be added is to point to the
act that for centuries a very large proportion of
n,e /Otter natures in society were kept celibate by
nristfan influences.
One may, with a little charity, believe that Mr.
jchards honestly believes women wore benefited by
hristianity. Preachers are so apt to take their
istory from text books compiled to bolster up certain
»dices, and so seldom capable of independent
inking that this may be so. But this will not make
6 statement credible. Another Christian, who did
famine the subject independently, the Rev. Principal
onaldson, has left it on record that the Roman
arriage “ was a community in all affairs, and within
0 home the utmost diligence, reverence, and har-
nny prevailed.” Professor Dill, whose authority
ul hardly be questioned, also writes that, “ The
°’man matron, from the oarliest times had secured to
.er ny family religion a dignified and respected posi-
. °h” ..In the early years of the Empire, her status....
°th m law and in fact, really rose. There can bo no
~°nbt that the Roman lady of the better sort, with-
ut becoming less virtuous and respected, became far
°ro «accomplished and attractive. She became more
d more the equal and companion of her husband,
. d her influence on public affairs became more
ccided.” AnNd in a later work, the same writer adds
at under the Empiro, female morality “ was as high
adiis avorage morality of any age.” And one may
sa* ~at Christian England, eighteen centuries later
tj”~ women working underground, almost divested of
to° ~raSS'ng coal trucks like boasts of burden,
Ce f = (jil° Pockots of their Christi.an employers.
Hainly the Romans would never have served their
t .lrion thus, nor can wo concoivo the Romans
q gating women working as thoso in the
radly Heath chain works labored until only a few
ago.
p Pfom women, Mr. Richards passes to childron.
i3 1 ° we°nder why children are so dear to them. It
Because of Jesus. “ Did a Roman father, two
b °Usand years ago love his child ? Not a3 you havo
sEti tau8ht to love. If that Roman's child were
y, or deformed, or oven unwelcome, that father
abandon it upon the bill tops or in the forest
i68° And no penalty fell upon the father. Child-
°~es all its wealth to Jesus Christ.” It is really
° 3 Incredible th.at a man should at this time of
Publicly preach a doctrine that involves the
be ,em°nt that parental love for children practically
with Christianity. What is going to be done
Perf Lr'Pan and Burma, said by observers to bo a
eOu ec\children’8 paradise, it is difficult to see. Of
Ch; sf.infanticido existed in Rome, but so it does in
iti,! panEngland in 1906. But there are laws against
alth ~n8lan”™1 Quito so, and so there were in Rome,
or Mr. Richards either is not aware of the fact
LLO] not caro to mention it. Moreover, let me ro-
e*ist ™ r' Richards of two things. First, wo have in
Chin0™ a Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to
Btoofun' ~ % an admirable institution, it brings
thousands of cases of illtreatment to light every
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year, and prevents even a larger number. But can-
not anyone see that the mere existence of such an
organisation is in itself sufficient proof of how little
Christianity has done during its long history to really
refine and elevate human nature.

And the second fact is this. Less than a hundred
years ago the Factory System was in full swing.
Nearly everyone knows, although nearly everyone
appears to forget, that less than a century since,
children as young as seven years were dragged from
their miserable beds at six o'clock in the morning,
and ill fed and ill clad kept at the looms until they
dropped from exhaustion, and often beaten to work
again for a shilling or two per week. And their
employers were Christians and staunch supporters of
church and chapel. Infanticide may have been prac-
ticed at Rome and elsewhere, but what was this ?
Why killing a new born child was an act of mercy at
the side of the systematic doing to death of thousands
of young children for the sake of mere gain. No
other country in the world but a Christian country
has ever done this. And in any just estimate of
things this would stand out as the vilest of crimes
against the individual and the race.

I must pass over Mr. Richards’ fatuous claim that
Christ worked a miracle in abolishing slavery—which
is not yet abolished, and which was only partly given
up by Christians when it was found more profitable
to substitute «another form of servitude that treats
human beings as mere pieces of machinery. Or the
claim that Christ worked a miracle in spreading
peace when war prevailed, when the most warlike
nations in existence are Christian nations, conducting
many of their wars from the meanest of motives.
Mr. Richards asks “is the lustful and licentious
Turk to be made master of his passions? Is the
Chinaman to be mado decent, and the Indian truth-
ful ?” and answers, inferentially, yes, by Jesus. If
so0, one would ask why Jesus does not set to work here
at home. Surely there is plenty of material to work on.
And one has to learn that the Turk is more lustful and
licentious than the Christian. Itistruelie is allowed by
his religion to practise polygamy, hut so is the Chris-
tian, if the opinions of great Christian writers is worth
anything. And the difference between the two is Largely,
as an American writer put it, that while the Turk
is allowed four legitimate wives, the Christian takes
one legitimate spouso and half-a-dozen illegitimate
ones. Or is the Chinaman less decent or the Indinn
really less truthful than the average Christi.an?
The evidence is not so conclusive as Mr. Richards
thinks. Would it not bo well, anyhow, for Christian
preachers to cease to brand others as sensual, in-
decent, and untruthful, merely because they differ
from them in religion ? Would it not be as well for
them to try to judge human nature honestly, and
represent historic facts fairly ? It would, it is true,
bo quite a now departure in the pulpit, but as a
novelty it might attract congregations. Anyway, 1
present the idea to Mr. Richards for what it is worth.
And | really think it is dosorving of consideration.

C. Cohen.

“ The Theological Outlook for the
New Time.”

Readers of the llibbcrt Journal are aware that the
editor, the Rev. L. P. Jacks, M.A., represents the
extreme wing of the modern liberal school of theology.
Between him and orthodoxy there is absolutely no
affinity. His motto is reform, progress; and it is to
the conversion of this motto into reality that he
bonds all his brilliant faculties. His recent article
in the Ilibbert Journal, entitled “ Is the Moral
Supremacy of Christendom in Danger ?” must havo
caused great alarm among conservative theologians ;
and he must have reaped a plentiful harvest of abuse
in consequence. When wo remember that Mr. Jacks
is a son-in-law of the distinguished Unitarian
minister and literary critic, Mr. Stopford Brooke, wo
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are not surprised at the courage he displays in the
expression of his convictions. It required an except-
ionally brave man to assert, in a theological maga-
zine, that Christianity is not ossential to the produc-
tion of the best and noblest type of character. “ It
is indeed the conviction of the writer,” he said,
“ that the present hour is the fullest of hope for
humanity which the world has seen for long ages.
Not the least element of that hope is the prospect of
a union between the forces of Christianity and
Buddhism for the uplifting of mankind.”

The emphatic noto is that Christianity stands in
need of reformation. As at present constructed it
cannot adapt itself to the requirements of the new
time. It has become obsolete. And is it not true
in this case also, that “ that which is becoming old
and waxeth aged is nigh unto vanishing away ?”
In a brief article, entitled “ The Theological Outlook
of the New Time,” which appears in a monthly
publication called the Seed Sower, Mr. Jacks expresses
the opinion “ that religious changes are coming over
the world with greater rapidity than ever.” Then
he adds:—

“ We spoke of the last century as a century of change;
but in my judgment its work was little more than
preparation for what is soon to come, for what is coming
even now. The movement is world-wide in its origin
and world-wide in its operation. There is no sect or
church, nor any group of such, which can say ‘ this is
our doing.” A new breath of the spirit is animating the
human heart all over the world, and none can toll
whence it came nor whither it goeth. But its fruit, we
believe, must be a higher morality and a purer religion.”

With much in that extract | am in perfect agree-
ment. | am fully convinced that the religious
changes now taking place will make for a higher
morality. But Mr. Jacks does not seem to have an
adequate conception of the true nature of those
changes. | regard them as inevitably making for
the complete extinction of religion, while he thinks
they are the means by which a purer religion will be
produced. But what does Mr. Jacks mean by “ a
purer religion ?” According to the apostle James,
“ pure religion and undefiled before our God and
Father is this, to visit the fatherless and widows,
and keep himself unspotted from the world ” ; that
is to say, pure religion is high morality. But since
Mr. Jacks distinguishes between religion and
morality, we are bound to infer that by religion he
means supernatural beliefs, with the rites and
ceremonies to which they give rise; that is to say,
religion implies theology. | maintain that the
religious changes spoken of will eventuate in the
total disappearance of religion.

Mr. Jacks believes that God is in tho habit of
visiting the earth, and that each time He does visit
it there occurs a glorious revival of high morality and
pure religion. There is something radically wrong
about that belief. To say tho very least, it is not
vory complimentary to the Supreme Being. Let
Mr. Jacks reconsider this point. If pure religion
and high morality spring up like summer flowers
whenever God pays the earth a visit, tho question
naturally arises : Why, then, does God ever leave tho
earth, when He knows that his absence from it is so
disastrous ? And where was Ho during all the Dark
Ages, when the theology which Mr. Jacks so cordi-
ally detests was being elaborated ? Did He stay
away through the whole of that dismal time? If
Ho did, cannot He be justly held responsible for all
the consequences? It seems to me that, if Mr.
Jacks’ view is correct, we are bound to regard God
as the chief of sinners. If Ho were only here con-
tinuously we should have a perpetual paradise, being
free from low morality and corrupt religion and
debasing theology, but because of his frequent
absences our world is more like a hell than a heaven,
and it is He who is to blame.

Mr. Jacks rejoices in the fact that “ the process of
disintegration in tho fabric of mediaeval theology has
now gone so far that large masses of masonry are
continually falling.” That is a true and faithful
saying, and worthy of all acceptation. But if God
be retained some kind of theology must be held, for
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theology means discourse or teaching concerning
God. You cannot preach an unknown and unknow-
able Being. You are bound to describe the God in
whom you believe in some form of words. In other
terms, you cannot have God without manufacturing
some system of theology. But where is tho infallible
judge of theologies? The world has always teemed
with conflicting systems of belief; and it has been
invariably the rule for the majority to pronounce
their own theology orthodox, and for the minority to
be tortured and slain for advocating damnable
heresies. It is easy enough to denounce so-called
mediaeval dogmas; but who is competent to offer
more credible ones? Has Mr. Jacks more reliable
data on which to judge than Thomas Aquinas
possessed ? Is it not undeniably true that there are
not, and never have been, any data in the realm of
theology ? Theology is composed of unverified and
unverifiable hypotheses, of dogmas not one of which
can be proved, or of mere beliefs which generate and
then nourish certain emotions.

Mr. Jacks is of opinion that “ men are so consti-
tuted that moral issues are always recognised as
supreme the moment the mind is turned upon
them,” and that “ there is no more effectual way of
accomplishing a theological reformation than by
compelling attention to some greater moral issu0
lying behind theological belief.” Surely there is
some strange confusion here. Is not God at once
the source and the sanction of morality ? If He is,
then to acquire a true knowledge of him is our first
and supreme duty. How else is it possible to dis-
cover what morality He requires of us? But if we
are to give the pre-eminence to morality, as Mr.
Jacks seems to think we should, what need of God
is there at all ? If our reformation is to begin on
the moral plane, why should it ever seek to complete
itself on any other zone ? Is not the moral reforma-
tion sufficient? Why should we not have morality
without God, just as once the world had God without
or apart from morality ? Mr. Jacks tells us that
“ the rise of Japan is helping us to forget our reli-
gious controversies by directing our attention to the
greatness of the moral backbone of tho nation......
The effect is to bring the moral issue into promi-
nence, and to leave mere theological difference
unnoticed.” But tho mischief is that as long as
theology exists you must admit, either that some one
system of it is true, while all other systems aro more
or less false, or that all systems alike are wholly
untrue. Would it not be well, therefore, even in the
interest of morality, to forget, not only religious
controversy, but religion itself, which is tho cause
of all tho bitter controversies, and to direct our
undivided attention to the great moral issues by
which we aro now confronted in daily life ?

The idea of reforming theology is simply prepos-
terous, because the doctrines of Christianity are
either a revelation from heaven or human inven-
tions. If they aro a revelation from heaven evon to
suggest that they should be modified is to be guilty
of blasphemy. Jesus Christ claimed to be the
Revealor of the Father, and tho Epistles describe
him as “ God manifested in the flesh.” The revela-
tion of tho Father which Jesus was and made was
entrusted to the twelve Apostles, who were commis-
sioned to make it known to the whole world. Iu
themselves tho Apostles wore ignorant and fallible
men ; but their Lord and Master assured them that,
after his resurrection and ascension, and in his
name, the Father would send to them the Holy
Spirit, who would abide with them and their suc-
cessors to the end of the world. “ Ho shall teach
you all things,” he said, “ and bring to your remem-
brance all that | said unto you.” At another timO
He said : “ When He, the Spirit of truth, is comQ,
He shall guide you into all the truth.” Well, thO
Church was to be the Lamb’s bride, the body of
Christ, the house of God, the medium of tho Spirit's
operation. If this is true, if Christ know what HO
was talking about, if his promise has been fulfilled
and all his disciples, especially his ordained minister?,
are Spirit-filled, what a gross insult to the Holy
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Trinity any attempt to reform theology must be !
Such an attempt involves a charge of conspiring to
deceive and mislead mankind against the three
Supernatural Persons. But if the Christian doctrines
were not revealed from heaven, what is the use of
meddling with them at all? It would be a pure
waste of time and energy.

Mr. Jacks must be aware that ever since the
Revival of Learning in the fourteenth, fifteenth and
sixteenth centuries, theology has been in a slow pro-
cess of annihilation. For four or five hundred years
the foundations of the Christian Church have been
in aperilous condition. As is well-known, the triumph
°f Christianity in the fourth century resulted in the
complete arrest of the spirit of scientific inquiry, and
in the forcible suppression of all fair criticism. In
the fifteenth century the order of things was reversed,
-the re-birth of Science, after being in a state of sus-
pended animation for a thousand years, carried with
it the dethronement and final destruction of Chris-
tianity. The Renaissance meant the struggle for the
emancipation of the Reason, the crowning of the
Intellect, and the naturalisation of the Heart of
Europe. It was an effort, often unconsciously, to
re-find and re-endow this world and its life, the body
arxd its organs, to break up ecclesiastical tyranny, to
abolish all forms of religious authority, and to restore
Mature to her rightful position. The Renaissance
covered the period of transition from the mediaeval
fo the modern world. What the mediaeval world
craved for was faith, more faith and fuller, faith all-
conquering ; what the modern world yearns after is
knowledge, more knowledge and fuller, knowledge all-
conquering and all-healing. In the Dark Ages, know-
ledge was under a ban because of its inherent hostility
“O faith. In other words, faith crushed knowledge

death in order to save its own head. In the
modern world, it is faith that is in retreat, because

cannot bear the light of knowledge. There is no
resisting knowledge, when it has gained volumo and
momentum. Already, its flood has swept away a
large number of doctrines that were previously con-
sidered essential to the Faith. Mr. Jacks advocates
la theological reformation” and believes that it is
now in progress. He is quite mistaken. What is
Bow in progress is, not “ theological reformation,”
hat theological retreat after colossal defeat. Mr.
lacks speaks of the religious changes which are now
coming over the world with greater rapidity than
ever” ; but does he not know that all the theological
changes made have been forced upon the Church by
the irresistible march of natural knowledge ? It was
~stronomy and Geology that gave the lie to the
Genesis Cosmogony, not the spirit of reform within
fhe Church. It was Evolution that discredited the
biblical story of man’s creation and fall, not the
growing wisdom of theologians. It was the compara-
“ve study of religions that brought Christianity
«own to the level of the others, not the enlarged dis-
cernment of modern divines. Mr. Jacks admits that
j~rgo masses of masonry are continually falling from
‘fho fabric of mediroval theology.” As a matter of
act, however, the whole fabric, the theological house
kke erection of which extended over so many painful
ihfes, i8 now a confuse(j heap of ruins. What theo-
logians are attempting at present is, not the reforma-
tiQn, but the transformation, of theology, not tho
~stating of old dogmas, but tho formulation of new
°Bes to suit the new time, not tho re-building of the
Bocient house, but the erection of another on
afferent foundation. In other words, they are trying
ji° make anew religion, and seeking to win acceptance
t°r it in the world by calling it Christianity. In
Bther words still, they are unconsciously lending a
Belping.band to the Secularists. The current of
Solution is at last irrevocably set towards Humanism,
as Mr. Jacks says, “ we are all in the condition
0 being carried along by this current.”

J. T. Lioyd.

Vcery principle contains in itself the germs of a prophecy.
— Coleridge.
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Mr. Gould’'s View of Christianity.

Mr, Gould is quite impenitent and lays about him
with much vigor with his literary weapons, and
although he has a poor opinion of my literary tastes,
I must pay him the tribute of saying that | always
enjoy the literary charm of his writings, even when
I utterly dissent from the view he advocates.

By the way, | wish that Mr. Gould had made it
clear that he was dealing with the literary character
of the Imitation; | quite understood that he was
dealing with the teaching of that work and |
criticised it accordingly.

Mr. Gould says that in regard to Christianity I am
“timid” and “ intolerant "—rather an unusual com-
bination. 1 wish he would make up his mind to one
charge or tho other. In the meanwhile, I can assure
Mr. Gould that | have no wish to warn him off the
Freethought premises or to prevent him from propa-
gating his views wherever he chooses. | am afraid
that when Mr. Gould charged me with intolerance
he wrote under the influence of irritation and was
less than just. | claim for every man the same
rights | exercise myself.

I am also accused of raking up morbid details
from the life of St. Francis. | did nothing of the
kind. If Mr. Gould has made the slightest acquaint-
ance with the lives of the saints of the middle ages,
he must know that these things constituted the
normal actions of their lives. Most of them com-
menced business by renouncing their parents or
their wives and children ; their regular practice
wgs to live in a state of semi-starvation on the
coarsest food, and wear the coarsest clothing—be-
lieving that by so doing they would reap the reward
of a hundredfold in the future life, as promised by
Christ to those who “ forsook all” to follow him. |
say deliberately, that this Christianity which is held
up to our admiration as the religion par excellence of
altruism, is in reality the most utterly selfish of all
the religions that ever existed.

Having cleared the way so far, we will come to
tho real bono of contention. Mr. Gould believes
that “ Christianity continued tho evolution com-
menced by the more ancient cultures.” On the
contrary, | hold that Christianity, by concentrating
the minds of men upon a future life, caused them to
neglect and condemn the affairs of this life, and to
hold that nothing was worth a thought except how
to escape from eternal misery and win eternal bliss,
and it was this despisal of and detachment from the
earthly life, which caused the dreadful night of the
dark ages.

As a matter of demonstrable fact, the Church
hated and despised tho science and culture of ancient
Greece and Romo. *“ What,” asked Tortullian, “ has
Jerusalem to do with Athens ? What connection is
there between the Academy and the Church?” And
he roundly declared that “ We want no researches
beyond Jesus Christ.” This was the attitude of the
whole Church. St. Jerome had a vision in which he
was flogged by angels for reading tho Greek classics.
Far from continuing the evolution of the ancient
culture, the Church looked upon it with aversion and
contempt, and when Mr. Gould asks: “ Whence did
tho beneficent science and liberalism and humani-
tarianism emerge,” if not from the Church ? 1 reply,
not from the monkish coll but from tho revival in
Europe of the pagan science and culture preserved
by the Mohammedans, who, says Dr. Tylor, tho
great anthropologist, not only preserved it but
“oven added to its store.” In certain articles con-
tributed to this journal, | have endeavored, in plain
language and without literary adornment—to which
I lay no claim whatever—to prove this view of the
case, and when Mr. Gould came gracefully trailing
his coat tails across these pages, | considered that
to keep silence would imply assent to his views;
hence my diatribe.

Then as to the Church being the protector of
those oppressed by brutal princes. Mr. Gould has
read history to different purpose than | have road
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it. | find that the Church did not care a fig how
much the people were oppressed so long as their
rulers acknowledged the supremacy of, and bowed the
knee to, her representative the Pope. The quarrel
between King John and the Pope was not over his
treatment of his subjects, but over the election of a
new primate, and when at last John gave way, the
Pope again supported him and left his subjects to
put up with him as best they could. It is an illus-
tration of what Mr. Herbert Spencer has pointed
out in his work Ecclesiastical Institutions:—a
“ Tlio chief concern of a sacerdotal system is to
maintain formal subordination to a deity, as well as to
itself as his agency, and that the ordering of life
according to the precepts of the professed religion, is
quite a secondary matter ; but we have shown that such
a right ordering of life is little insisted on even where
insistence does not conflict with ecclesiastical
supremacy.”

No doubt it sometimes happened that while the
two robbers, Church and State, were quarreling,
honest men came by their rights, but that is no
credit to the Church. | hope some day to illustrate
this point more fully.

If | believed that Christianity had really benefited
mankind, as Mr. Gould supposes, | would not spend
my few leisure hours in attacking it. | believe with
Professor Clifford that—

“When we love our brother for the sake of our
brother we help all men to grow in the right; but when
we love our brother for the sake of somebody else who
is likely to damn our brother, it very soon comes to
burning him alive for his soul's sake. When men
respect human life for the sake of man, tranquility,
order, and progress go hand in hand; but those who
only respected human life because God had forbidden
murder have set their mark upon Europe in fifteen
centuries of blood and fire” (Lectures and Essays,

pag0 384)< W. Mann.

Who is the Father of Lies?
Christians are always assorting that the Devil is the father
of lies, and that “ he was a liar in the beginning.” If we
consult the Bible, however, we shall find that “ the inspired
boob,” far from giving the palm for lying to His Satanic
Blajesty, actually gives it to the other party. Hear the
words :—

“ And the Lord God commanded tne man, saying, Of every
tree of the garden tliou mayest freely eat: But of the tree
of the knowledge of good and evil, thou shalt not eat of it;
for in the day that thou eatest thereof thou shalt surely die ”
(Gen. ii. 1G 17).

In spite of this solemn declaration by the “ Lord God,”
Adam had tho hardihood and temerity to livo to tho ripe old
age of 930 years, “ and then lie died.” This was a lie to
hegiu with, uttered to frighten Adam into obedience ; just as
if God, being omniscient, did not know beforehand whether
Adam would obey or not. Tho oft-repeated quibble about
the death mentioned signifying spiritual death is absolutely
discountenanced by tho context. The Devil, as we know,
tempted the woman, saying: “ Yea, hath God said ye shall
not eat of every tree of the garden ?” And Eve, having
repeated the command God had given them, tho serpent
says, presumably in Hebrew :—

“ Ye shall not surely die: For God doth know that in the
day ye cat thereof, then your eyes shall be opened, and
shall he as gods, knowing good and evil.”

That this was the simple, sober truth, though uttered by
His Satanic Majesty, and that this reason for God’'s com-
mand to the first couple, was the sole and only reason, is
proved by God’s remarkable soliloquy (Gen. iii. 22) :—

“ And the Lord God said, Behold, the man is become as one
of ns, to know yood and evil: and now, lest he put forth his

This is a verse of the inspired volume which is left for
Freethinkers to quote. It is banished from church, chapel,
and street-corner; from park, press, and pulpit. There is
no need to delvo into the bowels of the earth to consult the
rocks ; no need to peer into antiquity to study the tablets ;
no need to quote authorities in order to refute this “ sacred
volume.” The worst enemy of the Biblo is itself. Here is
a plain record. God first of all forbids Adam to oat of the
fruit of the tree of knowledge of good and evil. Every other
fruit the man was allowed to eat—evidently the tree of life
included ; God seemingly not possessing the foreknowledge
that the man would disobey the order. As a reason for this
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prohibition God tells Adam that on the day he eats the fruit
he will surely die. The Devil comes along and throws
doubt upon God’s statement, hinting that God’s real reason
is that they (the couple) will be as gods, and know good and
evil. First of all this turns out to be absolutely true; for
immediately they (Adam and Eve) had tasted the fruit
“ their eyes were opened, and they saw that they were naked.”

The Lord God cursed tho man, condemning him to “ eat
bread in the sweat of his face,” thus throwing a text to
employers not to spare the backs of their wage-slaves. It
was a good, healthy, all-round religious curse; and after it
was all over, and God had cooled himself down, he admits
to his comrades—the plurals “us” and “gods” always
being employed in the Old Testament, Jehovah only being
the “ Lord God "—the truth of the Devil's statement, in tho
words of the passage quoted above. But if tho real reason
for the prohibition of the eating of the fruit was that the
partakers thereof would bo as gods to know good from evil,
then God told Adam a lie when he said “ for in the day that
thou eatest thereof thou shalt surely die,” especially as ho
must have known that Adam would defy him and live
nearly a thousand years. Therefore the only conclusion
we can come to by reading the Bible itself is that the “ Lord
God,” whoever he may be, and not the Devil, is the Father
of Lies.

The most curious feature of the Bible is this, that it
represents most of its heroes as notorious liars, and its God
as the chief one. Search the book from cover to cover, and
not once will the Devil be found to have lied. | could mul-
tiply these instances indefinitely, but shall only skim lightly
over the surface; and as we go on it will be seen that not
alone, according to the Bible, was God Almighty tho Father
of Lies, but he was tho most persistent liar throughout his
dealings with his people.

The next we come to is the lie, the inexcusable lie, tho
unnecessary lie that Jehovah not only told, but told one of
his creatures to tell. Now I know many people who do not
hesitate to tell a “ harmless falsehood ” in order to further
their own ends, but | know but very few parents who would
not hesitate to teach their children the art of lying. Thus
man is better than his God.

“1 Am,” otherwise Jehovah,
Moses to tell the Jews :—

“ And | have said, | will bring you up out of the affliction
into the land of the Canaanites, and the Hittites, and the
Amorites, and the Perizzites, and tho Hivites, and the
Jebusites, into a land flowing with milk and honey."
(Ex. iii. 7).

But to Pharaoh Moses was to speak as follows :—

“ And they shall hearken to thy voice; and thou shalt
come, thou and the elders of Israel, unto the King of Egypt,
and ye shall say unto him, the Lord God of the Hebrews
hath met with us: and now let us go, wo beseech thee, three
days’ journey into the wilderness, that we may sacrifice to
tho Lord our God.” (Ex. iii. 18).

This deception was practised upon Pharaoh throughout
tho period of the Ten Plagues. God had sent his peoplo
into slavery in order to punish them for their idolatry—ho
being “ a jealous God ”; and now he punishes the Egyptians
for carrying out his own design, by luring them to their
destruction in the Bed Sea, whereas he could simply have
softened Pharaoh’s heart, instead of hardening it, as it is
said that he did. And this is tho God still worshiped by
Christian Europe 1

Tho last instance of divine lying | shall mention is tho
story of the Prophet of tho Lord, Micaiah. This prophet is
called before King Aliab, and the inference which the inspired
writer wishes his readers to draw is that tho seer was tlio
only true one amongst tho king's prophets. These are his
fearless words :—

“ And he said, Hear thou therefore the word of tho Lord :
| saw the Lord sitting on his throne, and all the host of
heaven standing by him on his right hand and on his left.
And the Lord said, Who shall persuade Ahab that he may
go up and fall at Itamoth-Gilead? And one said on this
manner, and another said on that manner. And there came
forth a spirit, and stood before tho Lord, and said, | will
persuade him. And the Lord said unto him, wherewith?
And he said, | will go forth, and | will be a lying spirit in the
mouth of all his prophets. And he said, Thou shalt persuade
him, and prevail also: go forth, and do so. Now, therefore,
behold, the Ltrd hath put a lying spirit in the mouth of all
tﬂese thy prophets, and the Lord hath spoken evil concerning
thee.”

Here, again, as wo have seen, the Lord, in order to lure
poor King Ahab to his doom, goes a very roundabout way to
do it. Ho has a consultation in heaven, and one spirit
advises this, another that, until one offers to go forth and bo
a lying spirit in the mouth of Allah’s prophets, and is sent
on that errand, succeeding in every case but one And so
henceforth, whenever a Christian is hoard to lie, let him bo
excused, for he worships a lying God, and the poor creature
thinks it his greatest duty to aspire to bo godliko.

J. K. Maauaahd.

commissioned his servant
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Acid Drops.

What a rare old joker Dr. Clifford is1 The Tribune of
Monday printed another “ Dr. Clifford’s explanation.” Once
wore tho Dan Leno of the Passive Resistance movement
protested against “ the State’s intrusion into the realms of
personal religious conviction.” It is said that liars eventually
believe their own lies, and perhaps Dr. Clifford has said this
so often that he fancies he means it. What ho does mean,
of course, is that the State should “ intrude ” just as far as
he approves. Church of England religion in a State school
is an intrusion. Nonconformist religion is quite legitimate.

* Ye are the salt of the earth,” said Jesns Christ—and the
Leeds Passive Resisters know whom he meant. One of
them told the Leeds magistrates recently : “ We Passive
Resisters, who are the salt of the earth, arc nearing tho land
ef Canaan, where the wicked will cease from troubling us.”
The usual order was made, and if this elect gentleman
doesn’t pay up he will find that his land of Canaan has stone
walls—and no grapes. We may add that his Bible memory
is a bit mixed. It "was not in the land of Canaan that the
wicked wero to cease troubling—but in the grave. Our
Leeds friend will doubtless find peace there.

Tho Tribune is to bo congratulated on pointing out a
grave difficulty in tho way of Canon Henson’s policy with
regard to a “ compromise” between the Church and Non-
conformity. Canon Henson wants “ definite Christian in-
struction ” in the State schools; he also wants it to be
“ entrusted to religious teachers” ; but he stipulates that
pvery teacher shall have a statutory right to decline giving
ff.  Whereupon the Tribune remarks: “ It would be
meaningless to securo every teacher from the necessity of
teaching a given creed and yet leave to every body of
Managers or every educational authority tho unfettered
r'ght to prefer teachers who would impart certain religious
views.” Quite so. As a matter of fact, you cannot have
religious teaching without religious tests.

Dr. Macnamara, M.P., is on the warpath again in tho
T>aily Chronicle. Ho begins his special article on “ Tho
Lducation Act ” by stating that tho mandato of tho country
to tho new House of Commons is “ conspicuously clear "—
and that it is “ Gonuino Popular Control: No Religious
losts.” And this is how Dr. Machamara interprets tho
lconspicuously clear " mandato. Ho proposes that “ every
public elementary school be opened every morning with a
BMple family religious service and lesson based upon the
elemental truths of Christianity as revealed in tho Bible.”
Really now 1 For a clover man Dr. Macnamara is terribly
foolish. He ought to know by this time—and ho would
know if he had any serious beliefs of his own—that tho
“elemental truths of Christianity ” are disputed amongst
tho Churches. Somo of them, even, aro not taught in tho
Rible at all. Catholics and Churchmen regard the doctrine
nf the Trinity as “ elemental,” hut it is not taught in the
Now Testament, except in the “ three that bear witness”
text, which is admitted to bo a forgery, or at least an inter-
polation. The fact is that tho Bible, tho wliolo Bible, and
nothing but tho Bible, is tho religion of Nonconformists ; and
R is this religion that Dr. Macnamara proposes to establish
by law in tho schools of this country. And why ? Simply
because he owes his seat to tho Nonconformists.

~r' Macnamara mentions Churchmen, Nonconformists,
bolics, and Jews, and says ho is anxious to satisfy them
tl ~7.v™'cb is about tho silliest saying that ever came from
p 0 “PSof man. Non-Christians ho docs not mention at all.
th *pi~.be Means that they havo no rights in the matter, or
at their rights may bo disregarded. Which is only another

I °co of silliness—as ho will find out in time.

p

t1/f100 moro Lr. Macnamara tells the Christian Churches
~ at if thoy cannot agree there is no other alternative but
jj. cu'ar Education. This ho calls “ a counsel of despair.”

Would keep the sweet and holy influence of religion away
1,°tQ “ fbo hopeless scraps of humanity in our slums.” Thoy
tl ' UNothing elso worth living for; and for God's sake let

H,c? bavo religion. It will do instead of food, clothes,
belter, and decency.

Wer all sorts of statements about the Education

ICURY somo of them flatly at variauce with others, Mr.

“ow refusos to bo drawn any further. During his

prii =~me *or reflection wo hope ho will remember his

Poli es- There is an old maxim that honesty is tho best
cy which politicians aro always forgetting.
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A member of lvelvinsido United Free Church, Glasgow,
writes to the Herald complaining that Dr. Ross Taylor's
sermon, the Sunday morning after tho local parliamentary
elections, was a partisan political diatribe, and more like a
South Sea Islands war dance than an exhibition of Christian
charity. The indignant bucket under the pump of the
reverend gentleman’seloquence calls his discourse “ a prosti-
tution of the pulpit,” and states that “ several of the congre-
gation walked out.” This complainant has our sympathy,
At the same time, he should remember that the Scottish
pulpit was always apt to be political. "When a man has an
audience at his mercy he may be expected to consult his
own feelings instead of theirs. Tho remedy is to leave tho
church and go to a more eligible place of amusement.

Anthony Comstock is at work again in America. We
mean that he is at work again in front of the footlights, for
be is always at work behind tho scenes. Ho has secured
the imprisonment of Moses Harman at Chicago for editing
Lucifer—a paper devoted to tho discussion of sex problems
from the point of view of personal liberty. Many of the
ideas of Mr. Harman and his contributors do not command
our assent; sometimes we think these gentlemen are terribly
mistaken ; but we cheerfully recognise that they have the
same right to their opinions that we have to differ from
them. Anthony Comstock and tho American Post Officef
however, think otherwise. They regard all discussion of
sex problems as “ obscene,” and they have got Mr. Harman
sentenced to a year’'s imprisonment for “ obscenity.” This
venerable old man, who has spent his life in advocating
public reforms, as he understands them, is once more sent
to herd with the lowest criminals because his ideas are not
admired by Anthony Comstock and tho American Post

Office. There is not the slightest suggestion that ho has
used obscene language. It is his ideas that are objection-
able. Ho is imprisoned, therefore, on account of his

opinions—which is a flagrant outrage on tho first principles
of the American Constitution. But what does that matter,
when a pious, tyrannical majority is determined to perse-
cute those who do not share its prejudices ?

In view of Mr. Harman's fresh imprisonment it is idle to
call tho United States a free country. The only roal free-
dom tliero is freedom to agree with the majority. It is
immoral and rebellious to have ideas of your own.

Really erotic, suggestive, and lacivious publications go
through the United States mails unchecked. Such things
may bo dangerous to public virtue, but they aro not danger-
ous to the settled order of things. A paper like Lucifer is
supposed to bo dangerous in that way, so its editor must go
to prison, and various issues of it must bo “ hold up ” by tho
Post Office. That is to say, tho Post Office, which is tho
great newspaper distributing agency in tho United States,
confiscates every mailed copy of any issue of tho paper
which contains anything thoy cliooso to say they will not
carry. One of these confiscated numbers has reached us—
probably because it was addressed to a person in a foreign
country. Looking through it we find a paragraph, couched
in perfectly respectable language, criticising President
Roosevelt's recent utteraucos on tho “ crime” of women
having fower children than ho believes they ought to have.
Tho writer of this paragraph dared to criticise the President;
and the Post Offico protects tho President's infallibility by
refusing to carry tho criticism. Yet tho country in which
this irresponsible and degrading censorship obtains is always
boasting of its “ freedom.”

Much as wo dissent from Moses Harman in many things,
wo agree with him that liberty of speech is more important
than tho accuracy of any man’s opinions, and we admire tho
tenacity with which ho cleaves to his indefeasible personal
rights. Wo feol that his imprisonment is a disgrace to the
country which acknowledges him as a citizen without
affording him its protection. And we hope he will receive
whatever financial support is necessary from Americans who
understand that liberty is far from being the same thing as
a wide extension of privilege. Liberty means the right of
every man, bounded only by the equal right of others.

Tho San Francisco Examiner published tho account given
by an eyo-witness, who was on board one of tho rescue
steamers, of the closing scene on board tho wrecked Valencia.
Twenty-five survivors, five of them women, wero clinging to
the fore topmast. They were singing “ Nearer, my God, to
Thee,” when tho mast collapsed, before the rescue party
could reach them, and they all disappeared in tho sea. It
was “ Nearer, my God, to Thee” with a vengeance. What
a wonderful answer to prayer1l With what divine love
“ Providence ” looked down upon their affliction! How it
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drowned them in the very nick of time, just as relief was
within measurable distance |

Heaven is getting less attractive than ever. According to
Evangelist Dunn, who has been soul-saving at Hawick,—
* there will be one hundred ladies in heaven for one man.”
What a prospect for the ladies ! And perhaps it is too much
of a good thing for the men.

An Indian Territory editor (we see by an American ex-
change) let out at a dead subscriber in the following fashion :
* Deceased was a mild-mannered man with a mouth for
whisky. He came here at night with another man's wife,
and joined the church at the first opportunity. He owed us
seven dollars on the paper. You could hear him pray six
blocks. He died singing, 1Jesus Paid It All.” He never paid
anything himself.” .

Heirs are contesting the will of the late Francis A. Palmer,
who for fifty years w-as president of the Broadway bank and
bequeathed the bulk of a large estate to found the “ Francis
Asbury Palmer Fund,” to be spent in church work. The
ground of the contest is that the old man was under the
influence of the clergymen who were made the trustees of
the fund, and that owing to his great age he was not of sound
mind at the time of making the will. The testimony shows
that at the time the will was made ministers were buzzing
about Palmer like flies. They had a meeting at his residence
every Monday night, and one of them slept in the house, so
that if undue influence was not brought to bear on the testator
it was no fault of the ministers. It is a question whether
any man is in his right mind who wills money or property
to the church to become a public burden through exemption
from taxation.— Trutliseeker (New York.)

St. Catherine’s Mission, Birmingham, has been circulating
some advertisement cards stating that: “ Samuel Hunt was
at St. Catherine’s last Sunday at the 10.15 p.m. late service.
He gave himself to Christ. On Wednesday last he died.”
This is called “ a solemn fact,” but the moral of it is not
stated. We suppose it is ‘‘Don’t give yourself to Christ
unless you are in a hurry to die.”

Mr. T. H. Aston, the Christian Evidence agent at Bir-
mingham, still comes up smiling at the old business. Ho
writes to the local Mail protesting against tho idea of
abolishing the Blasphemy Laws, which he says are needed
in order to punish those who *“ ridicule, degrade, and vilify
tho King of Kings.” We suppose he means Jehovah. Well
now, Mr. Robert Blatchford has called Jehovah a blood-
thirsty savage, and Count Tolstoy has called Jehovah a
tcrriblo monster of wickedness. Mr. Aston should start a
prosecution of these vilifiers of his King of Kings—or their
publishers. Why confine his Christian charity to the editor
of tho Freethinker ? We assure him we don't want a
monopoly of it. We could spare the lot,

“ Religious Freedom ” replied to “ Honest Doubt ” in the
Morning Leader, pointing out that his letter “ emphasises
the urgent necessity for tho repeal of the Blasphemy Laws,
and demonstrates that tho fires of persecution are not dead,
but merely banked up.” By editorial fiat that closed the
correspondence—and Freethought had the last word for once.

In the Tribune obituary notice of the late George Jacob
llolyoake, reference was made to his friendship with the
late Rev. Hugh Price Hughes. “ At the time,” our now
contemporary said, “ when Mr. Hughes was being criticised
by leading Secularists for his story of the converted Atheist,
Mr. Holyoake rallied to his defence.” Exactly. It couldn’t
bo better put. But did our contemporary feel tho full force
of its own words ? If so, it was a very odd eulogy.

The old-fashioned prejudice against juvenile education no
longer exists in the rustic mind. But a correspondent re-
members hearing a Tory farmer forbidding tho village
schoolmaster to teach his son to write. “ You may learn 'im
to read,” he said, ‘““but I won't 'ave 'im taught writing.
When lads is learnt to write,” he explained, “ thero’s no
‘olding 'em. They gets to writing ‘ Reform for ever I and
suchlike blasphemous nonsense all over tho walls.”— The
Tribune,

Whilo what Carlylo called “ the condition of England
question ” is clamoring for solution the clergy are busily
overhauling their stock of antiquities. A crowded meeting
of the clergy in the Archdeaconry of London has just been
considering the Athanasian Creed. One of them, the Rev.

THE FREETHINKER

February 4, 1906

R. S. C. Lallan, said that it could not be understood without
a lot of thinking. We quite agree with him. But very little
thinking is required to believe it. The less the better.

King Alphonso of Spain, the newspapers say, is going to
marry an English princess, as soon as the courting is over.
He is a Catholic, and she is a Protestant, but she is going to
change her religion (according to report) before the marriage.
Then they will both be Catholics—as the king and queen of
a Catholic country should be. That is how the matter is
managed in the “ hupper suckles.” The religion of these
exalted persons is a matter of policy. They change their
religion as they change their clothes, for reasons of ceremony
and state. It is only the common people who are expected
to take religion seriously. And the worst of it is they do.

Beatrice Fone, a girl of eleven, was put into the witness-
box at Stratford Police Court. She said she did not know
what the New Testament was and had never read the Bible,
and the magistrates decided that they could not put her on
oath. Still, they might have got tho truth out of her, if that
was what they wanted. It is a funny idea (to those who
really know the book) that reading the Bible is a guarantee
of accuracy.

Messrs. Dobson and Mallet, the two members for Plymouth,
being interrogated re the Blasphemy Laws, on the basis of
our two questions, replied as follows. Mr. Mallet said: “ |
am prepared to give a favorable answer to both questions.”
Mr. Dobson said that the Blasphemy Laws are “ now only
put in operation against persons who use indecent expres-
sions against religious beliefs.” Mr. Dobson should have
brains enough to see that his use of the word “ indecent ” in
this connection is a shocking “ indecency.”

Mr. W. It. Rutherford, M.P. (Conservative), in the West
Derby division of Liverpool, replying to Mr. H. Percy Ward]
expressed himself as follows in relation to the Blasphemy
Laws ; “ If it should be found that there are any Statutes
which are creating a hardship to-day | should be prepared
to vote for their repeal. What, however, | would point out
to you and your Society very strongly is this, that | should
think it very wrong for anyone in the presence say of Mr.
Quilliam, who is known to bo a conscientious Mohammedan,
to crcato animosity or show intolerance or otherwise behave
badly by scoffing at and seeking to bring into contempt tho
Mohammedan religion. The same thing applies to Roman
Catholics. | am opposed to processions down the streets
where they largely dwell and observations being made in
their presence calculated to cast ridicule upon objects and
doctrines which they hold dear. Tho proper spirit to culti-
vate is that of toleration and regard for tho opinions and
views of other people. So long as Secularists confine their
operations to advocating their own views in such a way as
not to distress other people, raise religious animosity, and
become a causo of offence to their neighbors, then | think
they ought to bo allowed to entertain those views in perfect
freedom and peace; but it is only when one section of tho
people resort to conduct which interferes with tho comfort
and well-being of others that they ought to be brought under
any legal restraints. | trust | liavo made my position quito
clear."

Yes, Mr. Rutherford has made his position quite clear.
His position is that he does not want to say Ay or No to
that plain question about tho abolition of the Blasphemy
Laws. Wo must be pardoned for saying that his reply is a
windy rigmarole. What ho has to consider is not the ethics
of controversy, but tho practical question whether Free-
thinkers, and Freethinkers only, should be subject to
restraints, and liable to penalties, in respect to tho dissemi-
nation of their views on religion. This is tho only real
question at issue.

It is all very well for Mr. Rutherford to talk in this
amiablo way about interfering with the *“ comfort” of
people—meaning, of course, religious people. What on
earth has “ comfort ” to do with the matter ? Is tho “ com-
fort 7 of Liberals respected by Conservatives, or tho
“ comfort ” of Conservatives by Liberals? Why should all
the burden of respect for “ comfort” fall upon the Free-
thinkers ? Controversialists and propagandists aro bound
to interfere with the “ comfort ” of orthodox people. This
is truo in every direction. Of courso it is wrong to forco
yourself into people’s houses, or causo disorder in othor
people’s meeting-places; but Freethinkers do not want to do
anything of the sort; all they claim is tho right enjoyed by
others—namely, to state their own case in their own way io
their own meeting-places and in their own publications.
That is all they desire. And they would bo cowards to bo
satisfied with less.
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Mr. Foote’'s Engagements.

Sunday, February 4, Milton Hall, Daulby-street, Liverpool: 3,
* What has Christianity Done for Russia? 7, Thei oraly
of Nature and the Nature of Morality.”

To Correspondents.

kLoYDs Lecturing E ngagements.—February 11, Liverpool.
March 4, Glasgow.

Ridgway Fund.—Frank Smith £1, H. Arnold Is., Manchester
Bsa V G'F- H' McCluskey -5s, M. W. R. 5s. Mr. Partridge
L™ Vauxhall-road, Birmingham) also acknowledges:
fcteptoe 2s. 0d., C. J. Wiiitwell 2s. 6d., A. Deaue 5s.

F'ij'ICL: Thanks for the cutting, although we had already seen
* was not in the National Reformer, but in the Freethinker,
“At y°U read the exposure of the late Hugh Price Hughes's
Atheist Shoemaker ” story. We are now forced to take the
Matter up again—and it will be an eye-opener to the new
eneﬁltion of readers that has arisen since that old battle was
ought.
J- Greeves Fisher.—The matter was dealt with in the Freethinker
some weeks ago. Thanks all the same.
«C. Si'edding.—" Rich” indeed ! Mischief was intended, but
a fresh opportunity was afforded us of doing a good (though
painful) stroke of work.
#mF reeman.—If the late Mr. G. J. Holyoake did end a letter of
congratulation to Mr. John Burns with the text: “ Lord, now
ettest thy servant depart in peace, according to thy word, for
Mine eyes have seen thy salvation "—he was, of course, only
speaking facetiously. Some people need a surgical operation
efore they can see a joke. They take everything as if it were
an affidavit.
George W eir.—AnN excellent and opportune letter of yours in the
Yorkshire Evening Port.
'F i Barker.—Thanks for the cutting from the Liverpool
,» T™M° containing your letter correcting the editorial statement
iat Mr. Holyoake was “ the last person imprisoned in England
or alleged Atheism.” Freethinkers all over the country should
correct this statement, if possible, wherever they see it. Pleased
0 hear that you liked our article re Maeterlinck and Mr. Stead
so much, and that you “ have never seen the relation of Reli-
iPpn to Morals so clearly and powerfully expressed before.”
We value the “ clearly ” most in your praise ; for words are so
often used to darken thought on such subjects.
*H. Spivey.—Mr. Weir’'s letter was a good one. Perhaps, as
you suggest, the last sentence was not strictly correct, but it
seems near enough for the purpose in view. Really the failure
of the Leeds prosecution was due to the attitude of the Stipen-
lary Magistrate, who has since published a Life of Jeremy
onthani, which shows the real direction of his intellectual
sympathies. Before any ordinary Magistrate, all three defen-
A7\ wou'd probably have been committed for trial at the

Arnold.— Delighted to learn that your wife, who was

a her prominent in chapel work when she married you, now
~ojoys leaving the Freethinker in the tram, or having a dis-
assion with a Christian, as much as you do yourself. Securing
adherence of women to our cause in this way is real progress

ar more so than anything that can be done by political
acJfMery, and noisy meetings, and partisan voting. The only
?mtion worth troubling about is the internal one. The
ni bfl0"°ne '3 as 8ure f***ow that as the day follows the
qui * M ‘th regard to the late Mr. Holyoako's scriptural
1 otation, we have already told another correspondent that it

G aa«bviously a pleasantry.
=Crookson.—It was impossible to change either of the subjects
our Manchester lectures, which had been billed for a week
Jat °m\Qroce'ved your letter. Pleased to hear that it was the
st't *‘ Holyoake who first turned your thoughts from the
ain f bath °f orthodoxy, and that now you are three score years
iin = “ou d°n,t feel like going near the old path again. Don’t
agino, by the way, that you intrude in writing to us. Wo
q BIlWhys glad to hear from the real “ saints.”

ip] f “Al*—Charles Bradlaugh did not expect to overcome the
ph'@ at the House of Commons. He never expected that
and ICI v***ence would bo used against him.  When it was used.
To & brutally, he exerted his herculean strength against it.
e answer your other question would need a lot of space. But
b'fain hot 00mm*tted to the theory that Charles Bradlaugh was

L.D, ) Lo .
I%:estee.a.n'?—-Thanks for your kind intention, but we are not
4 U * 0 troeuble ourselves about the fellow.

\y, j* 08118=SSee paragraph. Thanks.

H. Ball.—g\Many thanks for cuttings.
W f-1 We do not know of any Freethought lectures in the
NortbT ai8tri0'- There are some occasionally on Sundays in

ann  *JOndon at the Stanley Hall, Junction-road. See special
bear from time to time in our columns. Pleased to
forwn y?u bnd the Freethinker “ quite refreshing ” and look

J. pv rd to ft every week.

tbromni?® (Birmingham) writes: “ Our treasurer, Mr. Pitt,
at th» i . , Generosity of Miss Baker, represented our Branch
ate Mr. Holyoake's funeral.”
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T here Was a mistake in last week’s Freethinker.

J. Brough.—Thanks for cuttings.

D. Malinoer.—" Honest Doubt,”

W. Markham.—You are quite right.

J. Roberts.— Exactly so.

T. E. Erwyn.—Thanks for your encouraging letter.
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New Reader.—You will find the new one-volume edition of
Byron'’s poetry, edited by Ernest Hartley Coleridge, and pub-
lished by John Murray, the best for your purpose. It contains
everything yet printed, in verse, from the poet's pen, with
adequate footnotes ; and the Editorial Memoir is excellent. The
belt Shelley is the * Oxford,” edited very thoroughly by
Thomas Hutchinson. Byron'’s prose (chiefly letters) is not yet
gathered into a single volume; neither is Shelley’s; but such
editions are really wanted, and would command a sale, if the
publishers only woke up to present-day necessities.

Our paragraph
conveyed the idea that Mr. Astbury, K.C., the Liberal candi-
date, who was so unsound re the Blasphemy Laws, was not
successful at Southport. We regret to say he was.

F. C. B.—Thanks for your public correction of the Birmingham
Daily Mail’'s remarkable statement that the late Mr. Holyoake’s
“ imprisonment on the charge of atheism ” led to the destruc-
tion of the “ last of the constitutional religious disabilities.” If
newspapers are as ill-informed on other matters as they are in
this, the readers who trust in them are to be pitied.

H. Spence.—We note the West Ham Branch's vote of congratu-
lation to Mr. J. M. Robertson on his “ glorious victory on the
Tyneside,” and Mrs. Bonner's statement at your meeting that
“ Atheism would be represented in the House of Commons
again for the first time since the death of her father, the late
Charles Bradlaugh.” We were not aware that Mr. Robertson
was going to Westminster to represent Atheism. Charles
Bradlaugh was always careful to explain that he did not re-
present Atheism there.

Glad you were so delighted
with Mr. Foote’s evening lecture at Manchester.

B. Ford.—If Mr. Simon, the successful Liberal candidate at
Walthamstow, answered both the Blasphemy Law questions
satisfactorily—that is something, isn't it? He could hardly be
quite so straight on Secular Education with all those political
Nonconformists around him.

the author of the infamous
letter you cut out and send us from the Morning Leader, did
well in concealing his name. He is probably a disguised Chris-
tian. Swinburne’s works, which are expensive, are published
by Cliatto and Windus. Of course Milton and Longfellow were
both religious. But what of that? What is your friend's
point?

E. Nevitte.—It appears, after all, that what Mr. Holyoake wrote

was a parody of the original; not “ mine eyes have seen
thy salvation” but “ mine eyes have seen social salvation.”
Mr. Holyoake had no “ profound belief in immortality.” He
had none at all. The real truth is that Christians have good
(or bad) inventions. For the rest, thanks.

T. R. Aimond, eighty-five years of age, says he has read the

Freethinker from the first copy, and hopes to read it for some
time yet.

The Freethought party, as
such, stands for certain definite principles. It is not an adjunct
to the Liberal or any other political party.

G. Scott and E. E msley.—Received.
C. D. S.—Accept our best thanks for both letters.

M. W. R.—Yes, there is “ a Freethinkers' Benevolent Fund at
present,” The N. S. S. secretary, Miss E. M. Vance, will send
you particulars on application.

Mr. Speaker Peel ended the Bradlaugh
struggle in the House of Commons by letting Charles Bradlaugh
take the oath and his seat, and refusing to allow any opposition.
And the worst irony of it was that Bradlaugh's bitterest enemies,
including Lord Randolph Churchill, were then sitting upon the
Government benches. Pleased that Mr. W. P. Byles, at
Manchester, answered both Blasphemy Law questions satis-
factorily.

Paper shall
be sent as desired.

N. C. Ilimmel.—A reply at a public meeting or by letter would be
preferable.

The Secular Society, Limited, Office is at 2 Newecastle-street,

Farringdon-stroet, E.C.

The National Secular Society’'s office is at 2 Newcastle-street,

Farringdon-street, E.C.

Letters for tho Editor of the Freethinker should bo addressed to
2 Newcastlo-strcet, Farringdon-stroot, E.G.

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

Friends who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by
marking the passages to which they wish us to oall attention.

Orders for literature should be sent to the Freethought Pub-

lishing Company, Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
street, E.C., and not to the Editor.

Persons remitting for literature by stamps are specially requosted

to send halfpenny stamps.

The Freethinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing

office, post free, at the following rates, prepaid:—One year,
10s. 6d.; half year, 5s. 3d.; three months, 2s. 8d.

Thirty words, Is. 6d.; every suc-
ceeding ten words, 6d. Displayed Advertisements ;—One inoh,
4s. 6d.; half column, £1 2s. 6d.; column, £2 5s. Special terms
for repetitions.
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Sugar Plums.

Liverpool “ saints ” will note that Mr. Foote delivers two
lectures in their city to-day (Feb. 4). Not in the Alexandra
Hall this time, but in the Milton Hall, Daulby-street, not far
distant from the Branch's old quarters. Wc hope all who
Etaud by the N. S. S. Branch, and have any goodwill towards
the N. S. S. President, will rally round the old flag on this
occasion, and see that the hall is packed at both meetings.

In spite of so many counter attractions in the city, Mr.
Foote had fine audiences on Sunday at Manchester—the
finest ho has had there for many years. There was a quite
exceptionally large afternoon meeting, and in the evening
the hall was crowded in every part, even the standing room
being occupied right to the outer doors. Mr. Foote was in
capital form, and his audiences were extremely enthusiastic.

The newspapers reported that Mr. G. W. Foote represented
the National Secular Society at the late Mr. Holyoako's
funeral. This is incorrect. Mr. Foote was not present. Ho
found it impossible to attend, and the Society was therefore
represented by the Secretary, Miss E. M. Vance. Mr. Holy-
oake's daughter, Mrs. Emilie Holyoake Marsh, wrote Mr.
Foote late in the week, hoping that he would bo able to be
present at the Crematorium, and saying that she w-ould have
written earlier if it had not been for her illness. Mr. Foote
wrote thanking her for her kind attention, but fearing that
he would be unable to join the funeral party. Mr. Greening,
an old friend of Mr. Holyoake’s, had charge of the funeral
arrangements ; but in sending out the press announcements
he overlooked the Freethinker, as in sending out tho cards
for the funeral he overlooked Mr. Foote.

Mr. J. W. de Caux got a letter into the Eastern Daily
Press correcting tho statement that tho late Mr. Holyoake
was “ the last person in this country to be tried by a jury”
for Blasphemy. Mr. de Caux refers to the prosecution and
imprisonment of Messrs. Foote, Ramsey, and Kemp in 1883.
The case of old Mr. Ferguson at Glasgow was two years
later. -

Mr. W. J. Ramsey managed to get a letter into the
Morning Leader, correcting that journal’s statement—which
appeared in the newspapers generally—that the late Mr.
G. J. Holyoake was the last man prosecuted for Atheism.
Mr. Ramsey pointed out that, as a matter of fact, no one
has been prosecuted for “ Atheism,” that Mr. Holyoake was
prosecuted under the common law of Blasphemy, and that
ho was neither the last nor the greatest sufferer, since
Messrs. G. W. Foote, W. J. Ramsey,' and Il. A. Kemp were
sentenced to twelve, nine, and three months’ imprisonment
respectively in 1883. Mr. Ramsey might have added that
Mr. Holyoake’'s imprisonment (six months’) was not so
rigorous as theirs. He had many privileges; ho did not
wear prison clothes, lie could sec his friends frequently, and
could carry on his literary work in prison. Tho 1883
prisoners for Blasphemy were treated in every respect like
common criminals.

Wo like to see Freethinkers making headway. On per-
sonal grounds wo are glad to see that Mr. J. M. Robertson
has won the scat he fought for in the Tyneside division of
Northumberland, and by a big majority. Of course he was
not elected as a Freethinker, but he was elected in spite of
his being a Freethinker—and that is something. It would
bo a good thing if Mr. Robertson could take up Charles
Bradlaugh’s old Bill for the repeal of tho Blasphemy Laws.
Only forty-five members of the House of Commons voted
for it eighteen years ago. More would vote for it now. And
in time it might be carried.

Mr. Robertson ought to feel flattered by tho Daily Tele-
graph notice of his election, in which he is described as “ A
-pronounced Radical and Home ruler” and* the last survivor
of any consequence of the Secularist movement headed by
the late Mr. Bradlaugh.” But is it quite polite to Mrs.
Bonner and Mrs. Besant ?

St. John Adcock, in London Opinion, says that “ one of
the kindest, most upright, genial, wholly lovablo” men he
ever knew was “ a frank and confirmed sceptic.” When he
had to die, from the effect of an accident, his only thought
was how to spare the feelings of his wife. “1 am a sorfof
a Christian myself,” the writer says, “ but I'm bound to
admit that his life and death have taught me more than I
have learned from the examples of my co-religionists, so
many of whom are too self-righteous and intolerably good,
condemning all mankind outside their own narrow sect, and
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seeming to give so much love to God that they have little or
none left to share among their fellow men.”

Captain Campbell, Conservative, Mid Lanark, after some
correspondence, replied that he was in favor of abolishing
the Blasphemy Laws. Mr. Jas. Caldwell, Liberal, was pre-
pared to consider any amendment that might bo brought
forward, but was not in favor of abolishing the Blasphemy
Laws altogether, He was informed by Mr. J. Reid, at a
public meeting, that Freethinkers wanted total abolition or
nothing.

We have already mentioned that Mr. Will Thorne, tho
successful Labor candidate in South West Ham, was
“ straight ” on the question of the Blasphemy Laws. We
have since seen a letter of his, in reply to Mr. A. Brooks, a
constituent, in which he says: “ | am in favor of liberty for
people of all shades of religious belief, and would vote for
the abolition of the Blasphemy Laws.” This is perfectly
satisfactory.

Captain Yerney, the unsuccessful Liberal candidate in
North Hants, replying to Mr. F. S. Edwards re the Blasphemy
Laws, wrote : “ All men should be liable to the same condi-
tions as regards their religious opinions.” When will candi-
dates learn that electors smarting under a practical grievance
are not to be put off with cheap generalities ?

Sir Robert Filmer, Unionist candidate in North West
Durham, replying to Dr. J. G. Stuart, wrote: “1 am in
favor of all laws applying equally to all classes. | under-
stand the Blasphemy Laws are obsolete. | am in favor of
removing all obsolete laws from tho Statute Book.” This
is as good an answer as could be expected. But there is
really no such thing as an obsolete law. No law is certainly
dead until it is buried.

Replying to Mr. Il. Percy Ward, tho Rt. Hon. R. R. Cherry,
K.C., M.P., Attorney General for Ireland, who won in the
Exchange division of Liverpool, wroto that *“ everybody
should bo allowed to express openly tho views which he
holds whether for or against the Christian or any other
religion.” This is good as far as it goes. But a definito
attitude towards tho Blasphemy Laws as they exist is what
is really required.

Major Seeley, M.P., in the Abercromby division of Liver-
pool, also replying to Mr. Ward, stated that he did not
understand the question relating to tho Blasphemy Laws, as
“ some law of the kind would appear to me to be necessary
—although ho did not state why. Ho also was unable to
agree to the policy of banishing religion from the public
schools. But perhaps he will find in a few months that he
has got to agree with it.

We wero glad to receive a brief letter from the veteran
Freethinker, Dr. E. B. Foote, tho burning down of whoso
houso at Larchmont Manor was reported in our last week’s
issue. Dr. Foote assures us that his “ physical condition
has not been seriously affected by tho excitement attending
tho fire.” He is staying for the present with his son and
daughter-in-law at Now York, whero ho is suro to roccivo
every attention. Ho sends us the heartiest new year's good
wishes, which we warmly reciprocate.

Some resolutions passed by the N. S. S. Executive, at its
last meeting, will bo found in the Secretary’'s report on
another page of this week’s Freethinker. Our readers wilt
understand what tho press boycott against fighting Frco-
thought is like when wo stato that nono of tho papers to
which those resolutions wero sent—not oven lieynolds'
inserted one of them.

Ingersoll's first lecture will be continued in our next. P
was impossible to include tho third instalment in making up
this week’s Freethinker. This lecture, by the way, has
never been printed in England before.

There is a pleasure in tho pathless woods,

There is a rapture on the lonely shore,

Thero is society, where none intrudes,

By the deep Sea, and music in its roar :

I love not Man the loss, but Nature more,

From these our interviews, in which | steal
From all I may be, or have been before,

To miuglo with the Univorse, and feel

What | can no cr express, yet cannot all conceal.

— Byron>
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In Praise of Ridicule.

By the late George Jacob llolyoake.

[After Mr. llolyoake’s imprisonrnent in 1842 he took to the \w»r-
path again, and one of hi3 earliest efforts was a pamphlet entitled
A Short and Easy Method with the Saints, which was published by
Henry Hetherington, one of the heroes of the struggle for a free
press in England. The pamphlet is dedicated to the Eight Hon.
Mr. Justice Erskine, the judge who presided at Mr. Holyoakc s
trial. “ I find,” he says to the man who gave him six months,
“ that from the pulpits of the clergy | heard only thefictions, but
at your lordship’s bar | received the facts, of Christianity.
Instead of being repentant, Mr. Holyoakc was defiant, and
justified his conduct as a “ blasphemer.” Unlike the Mr. Holyoake
°f later years, he boldly championed the employment of ridicule
as aweapon against religious absurdity. The following extract
will interest our readers to-day.]

There was a time, when Christianity wore its
holiday clothes of meekness and humility, that no
court would allow it to be debated whether to write
or speak against Christianity was not an offence at
Common Law. But on my trial, Mr. Justice Erskine
hiid it down that the credit of Christianity might be
assailed by “ Sober discussion and legitimate reason-
tog.” The defence ho set up of my imprisonment
Was that “ sober argument could bo answered, but |
had used “ Indecent reviling, improper levity, and
ridicule, which could not—and therefore the lav
stepped in and punished them.” Some people have
a happy knack of calling everything *“ indecent
which disturbs conventional propriety, and convenient
Peculation—and everything *“ improper which
they cannot refute. This was Mr. Justice
Brskine's case. And the jury coincided in his lord-
ship’s opinion, because they were so ignorant, weak,
and bigoted, as to deem anything “ indecent” which
thoso groat men with the wigs on thought proper to
direct. But if all “ sober argument ” can be answered,
°ur good clergy aro either very lazy or very supine
follows, for I know of much sober argument against
Christianity, which not only has never been, but does
not seem likely to be, answered. Mr. Justice Erskino
applied the remark to Strauss’'s Life of Jesus. Why
there is a work that, through five or six editions, in
each of tho principal European languages, has boon
crying in vain for a refutation. Why is not that
answered ?

Now let us see what degree of credibility is to be
attached to tho declaration that indecent reviling
and improper levity cannot ho answered. When
Arkwright invented his ingenious and intricate spin-
ning-machines, ho was subjected to much indecent
roviling. Could ho not answer it? Ho coolly per-
fected his contrivances, gave to this nation its great
cotton trade, and all roviling ended in the ridiculed

arbor being made a baronet, and amassing a princely
fortune. Who has not heard of tho invention of gas?
, that was treated with vory impropor levity, ovon
by the great Sir Walter Scott. Could not tho inventor
ffHswer it ? He quickly lighted up his house, from
I0P to bottom, and subsequently whole towns wore
8civod in tho samo way. Need | add that all re%iling
°'the jAveRtidN has since faNBA dbAd-MérA 2 ARd L
ffU undertake to say that if those sagacious and
earned gentlemen who descant to us professiona y
°n the astonishing benefits of Christianity, coul
°nly prove that it is but half as useful to us as is the
c°tton manufacture to this kingdom, or that it
endghtcns our darkness as gas does, they never need
employ the arm of the law to protect their cause
rcm reviling8. ,

In another, and perhaps hotter, sense, reviling aiu
mvity require no refutation—for they refute them-
e Vos. You cannot injure a good system by such
weapons, and tho man who employs them will only
P urc himself, for ho will bring upon himself the
; 18gust and contempt of all sensible men. The
Practice would succeed with none but men in the

8age of dopravity, and, lot mo add, that

Uiistianity pays itself a poor compliment it il

ayes ub to suppose that, after a thousand yoars
i®idenco among us, tho mass of our countrymen are
& ~ls condition—and if they aro not in this condi-
Om no harm could accrue, oven were tho means

Pmyed which wo deprecate.
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What a hubbub has been made in the world about
ridiculing religion! 1 will venture to assert that
the system which c.annot bear ridicule stands on a
bad foundation. Ridicule is the infallible and
searching test of truth. Moore tell us, that—

“ The powers of the pulpit, the bar and the throne,
Are equall’d by ridicule’'s power alone.”

But ridicule has the valuable quality of being
discriminate as well as potent—of being fatal only
to falsehood, which is the true reason why it is so
dreaded. Like the rays of heat which fly off polished
surfaces, but penetrate dark grounds, so ridicule
reflects from the burnished surface of truth, but
scorches the black front of error. And thus, by
discovering weaknesses, serves to set men upon
their guard. Hence it may be further said, that as
the sunbeams open tho buds of the living flower,
but dry the leaves of the dead plant, so ridicule
invigorates the flowers of utility, while it withers
the rotten plants of folly.

The Book of the Acts.—IX.

lts Unautiientic and Uniiistorical Character,
(Continued from page GO)

5. CONTINUING our examination of tho narratives
in the Acts, wo find in chapter vii. an account of tho
martyrdom of a Christian deacon named Stephen.
According to this story, the Jewish Sanhedrim in
Jerusalem, having taken no action with regard to
the two murders committed by Peter in that city,
caused one of the members of the apostolic party to
be stoned for uttering what they considered blas-
phemous language in a speech delivered before them.

In the case of Jesus Christ, in the Gospels, wo are
told that the Jews, being a conquered nation, had no
powor of themselves to put anyone to death, and so
the prisoner had to be arraigned before the Roman
procurator, Pilate (John xviii. 81). This Gospel
statement is flatly contradicted by the Acts account
of tho summary execution of Stephen. In the latter
case no permission was asked of the Roman governor,
who at tho time referred to was the same Pilate who
is said to have condemned Jesus.

With regard, however, to tho alleged martyrdom
of this deacon, wo can say with perfect assurance
that tho story is a Christian fabrication. Assuming
Stephen to have been a historical character, ho did
not utter tho words ascribed to him. Tho speech
placed in his mouth was composed by Luke himself;
thoro was consequently no reason for putting him to
death, as described in Luke’s veracious chronicle.

& Shortly after tho alleged martyrdom of Stephen
it is recorded (Acts viii. 1-3) that there arose “ a
great persecution against tho church which was at
Jerusalem, and they wore all scattered abroad
throughout tho regions of Judma and Samaria,
except the apostles.” Tho latter, it is clearly implied,
were not “ scattered abroad ” like the other members
of the Christian church. We are further told that
“ Saul,” who is represented as assisting in the stoning
of Stephen, “ laid waste tho church, entering into
every house, and haling men and women, committed
them to prison." This was in Jerusalem, where tho
twelve apostles had their headquarters. The San-
hedrim, of course, knew the exact locality in which
they could bo found, but allowed them to remain un-
molested. Though every house in Jerusalem was
searched for members of tho new sect, the twelve
leaders of that sect lived in that city in perfect
security. Whilo this alleged persecution was at its
height “ tho apostles which wero in Jerusalem ” sent
two of their number down to Samaria to lay their
hands on new converts, which mission having been
successfully accomplished tho two delegates *“ re-
turned to Jerusalem ” (viii. 14-25). All through tho
Acts—with the exception of one paragraph, which
bears the stamp of fiction (xii. 1-19)—" the church
and the apostles and the elders” dwelt in perfect
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safety at Jerusalem (see ix. 27-28 ; xi. 2; xi. 80;
Xii. 25 ; xv. 4; xxi. 17-18). As, however, we cannot
trust the account in this book, we turn to Paul’s
Epistles and find that such was actually the case
(Gal. i. 17, 18; ii. 1, 9; 1 Cor. xvi. 3). The primitive
Christian church had from the first always remained
in Jerusalem, and lived there in security under the
presidency of James, “ the Lord’s brother.” And
the reason why they were not molested was due to
the fact that in adopting the religion supposed to
have been founded by Jesus, they did not cease to be
Jews, but still conformed to the law of Moses. They
were, in fact, Essenes; Jesus was not the founder
of the sect; they suffered no persecution whatever.
The account which Josephus gives of the Essenes
proves those peculiar people to have been no other
than the primitive Jewish Christians, and the
Essenes were not persecuted. All the members of
the apostolic party in Jerusalem were Jews, who still
held to the law of Moses; there was therefore no
persecution of Jewish Christians at all, as described
in the Acts.

7. In Acts ix. 1-2 we are informed that the
mythical persecutor, Saul, having consigned to
prison all the Christians he found in Jerusalem
(except the apostles) “ went unto the high priest,
and asked of him letters to Damascus unto the
synagogues ” to arrest any members of the sect he
might find there, and to “ bring them hound to Jeru-
salem.” This request being readily granted, he set
out on his journey to that city. Then we have an
account of Saul's conversion on the way, he being
struck blind, and of Jesus calling to him from
heaven. If we are a trifle sceptical, and ask what
evidence can be adduced for the truth of this extra-
ordinary story, the answer is, Luke, who was not
present, and who was probably not born at the time,
has recorded it. Whether that editor invented it
himself, or found it in one of the apocryphal histories
which he has revised and welded together, is imma-
terial ; there cannot be the smallest doubt as to the
fictitious character of the narrative.

In the first place, as wo have seen, there was no
persecution of the Christians, and consequently no
persecutor named Saul. In the next place, the high
priest in Jerusalem had no authority to arrest any-
one in Damascus, nor had the Jews in that city
power to send any of its inhabitants “ bound to
Jerusalem.” It was not until several years later
(AD. 42) that Claudius, moved by the entreaties of
king Agrippa I., granted to the Jews in all the chief
cities of the Empire the same rights and privileges
as the Greeks and other citizens, with full permission
to observe their own religious laws and customs.
But this concession was accompanied by the caution
that they were to “ use this kindness with modera-
tion, and not to show acontempt of the superstitious
observances of other nations, but to keep their own
laws only.” Prior to this decree—and at the time
referred to in the Acts—the Jews in foreign cities,
when not persecuted, were barely tolerated; they
never, at any time, had a voice in the civil adminis-
tration. The idea, then, of the Jewish aliens in
Damascus arresting people in that city who differed
from them in religion, and sending those persons
“ bound to Jerusalem” is simply ridiculous. The
Acts story of the journey of Saul to Damascus is
nothing more nor less than a pious Christian fiction.
And here | may remark, in passing, that a method
of criticism, like that of Renan, which first accepts
the narratives in the Acts as to a certain extent his-
torical, and then endeavors to explain away the
miraculous element, is worse than useless. To
admit, for instance, that there really was a persecu-
tion of Jewish Christians and a persecutor named
Saul, and that the latter did go to Damascus as nar-
rated ; and then to contend that on the way this
persecutor fell to the earth from sunstroke, and
imagined he heard a voice calling to him from
heaven, and so on, this, | say, is not criticism at all,
and is irrational as well as unnecessary. For in the
absence of a single scrap of corroborative evidence
of any kind, it is simply absurd to tacitly assume
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that any part of the narrative is historical—
more especially when several other portions can be
proved to be purely fictitious.

It should also here be stated that the two verses
in 2 Corinthians (xi. 32-33) which appear to corro-
borate the narrative in the Acts are an interpolation,
and give a date more than a century anterior to the
time of Paul. This can easily be seen by reading
xi. 30-31 and xii. 1 as one paragraph, when it will be
perceived that the interpolator was unfortunate in
his choice of a place for inserting his spurious
passage. Furthermore, there is no evidence to show
that the Saul mentioned in the first part of the Acts
is the same individual as the Paul whose doings are
narrated in the later part of the book, or that the
Paul of the Epistles was ever named Saul. The pro-
bability is (as | have already suggested) that Luke
has combined three independent histories—the acts
of Peter and the apostolic party, the missionary
journeys of Paul, and the travels of Peter and Paul
written in the first person. When about to follow
the second legendary history the compiler says
(xiii. 9): “ But Saul, who is also Paul, being filled with
the Holy Ghost,” etc., after which only the name
Paul is employed to the end of the book. The
explanation usually offered by Christian commen-
tators and others is that Saul assumed the name of
Paul because he had converted a proconsul named
Sergius Paulus—which on the face of it is very
unlikely, as well as absurd. According to the story,
the conversion of the governor named was effected
by smiting a certain magician with blindness—a
miracle unsupported by any kind of evidence, and
one which the Paul of the Epistles had no power to
perform. It is, of course, clearly evident that if
this miracle story be fictitious—as undoubtedly it is
—there was no change of name. The account of
the conversion of the great Sergius Paulus is thus
seen to be another Christian fable, committed to
writing for the glory of God and the advancement
of the Christian religion. In short, the only rational
explanation of the two names is that which | have
suggested. The “ Saul ” and “ Paul ” of the Acts are
both mythical persons ; only the Paul of the Epistles
is historical.
Abracadabra.

(To be concluded.)

National Secular Society.

Rnhport of Executive Meeting held on January 25, 1906-
The President, Mr. G. W. Foote, in the chair. Thero were
also present, Messrs. J. Barry, C. Cohen, F. A. Davies, T.
Gorniot, W. Loat, J. Neate, V. Roger, S. Samuels, H. Silver-
stein, F. Schindel, and F. Wood.

Minutes of previous meeting read and confirmed. Cash
statement adopted. Permission was given for the formation
of a new Branch at Falkirk. The President roported upon
correspondence received from Birmingham, and the following
resolution was carried unanimously :—

“ That if the Birmingham Town Hall can be secured by
the local Branch for the evening of Whit-Sunday, the N.S.S-
Conference shall take place in that city ; and that an expla-
nation of this resolution of urgency be made to the Branches
and members through the Freethinker."

The President also reported the death of Mr. George Jacob
Holyoake ; and it was moved by the President and seconded
by Mr. Roger—

“ That the Executive of the National Secular Society
recognises in the death of Mr. George Jacob Holyoakc the
disappearance of a striking historical figure in modern English
Freethought, and especially recognises the importance and
value of his earlier services to Freethought in a time of diffi-
culty and danger.”

Miss Va'nce was deputed to represent the Society at Mr-
Holyoake's cremation.

Attention was then called to the recent erroneous state-
ments in the Daily News, and the following resolution was
carried and ordered to bo sent to the press :(—

“ That the Executive of the National Secular Society
protests against the Daily News reference to the part played
by the late Mr. Holyoake and by Freethinkers generally
the controversy over the late Rev. Hugh Price Hughes's
‘ Atheist Shoemaker ' story, and begs to observe that the
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upshot of that controversy was the exact reverse of what is
stated in the Daily News—the reverend gentleman’s story
having been proved false in every important feature of it, and
the apology being really due from Mr. Hughes and Mr.
Holyoake to the Freethought party.”

Other equally misleading statements having appeared in
almost every daily paper which had referred to Mr. Holy*
oake's imprisonment, the Secretary was instructed to send
the following correction to the pre3S:—

“ The Executive of the National Secular Society desires to
record its protest against the press notices of the death of
the late Mr. G. J. Holyoake which represent him as being
the last prisoner for Atheism in England. Considering that
Mr. Holyoake's imprisonment took place so far back as 1842,
this representation is calculated to induce the public to
believe that no danger to religious freedom has existed during
the past sixty-four years ; whereas several Freethinkers have
been imprisoned under the Blasphemy Laws since Mr. Holy-
oake's sentence, notably Mr. G. W. Foote, editor of the
Freethinker, Mr. W. J. Ramsey, and Mr. H. Kemp, in 1883;
oddonly two years ago the police made an attempt which
was abortive on technical grounds—to enforce the Blasphemy
Laws at Leeds. This Executive doe3 not desire to detract
from the merit of Mr. Holyoake's bold fidelity to Freethought
in 1842 ; it merely wishes to point out that others have been
martyrised since, that the danger still exists, and that it
cannot be removed except by the total repeal of the Blas-
phemy Laws, under which Freethinkers, and Freethinkers
Oldy> are liable to prosecution, fine, and imprisonment in
the dissemination of their opinions.”

highly successful Annual Dinner was reported, and the

meeting closed. E> M y ANCE) Qeneral Secretary.

Obituary.

Thk cause of progress lias lost an ardent and devoted
adherent through the death of Mrs. Henry McGuinness of
Derby, who passed away on January 22nd, last; and progress

not the only cause that has suffered, for Mr. McGuinness,
her husband, who is so well known in Freethought circles,
survives to mourn her loss.

When first married Mrs. McGuinness was a Christian but
soon became a convert to Freethought, and to the end
remained firm in its principles.

An ardent liberal, a hard worker, a convinced Freethinker,
%rgg a devoted wife; the world is indeed the poorer by her

Thomas 0. Newson.

The Use of Prayer.

A mother Kissed her little maid
And said, “ God bless you dear ;

Now go to school, don’t bo afraid,
You have no causo for fear.

Although tho friend has gone away
Who went to school with you,

There is a friend who will not stray,
But always will he true.

He'll give to you his kindly care,
For | have asked his grace ;

So think of him, till you get there,
And keep a smiling face.

Your auntie will bo sure to wait
To give you her good day;

She’ll stand beside her garden gate
To see you on your way.”

So on her way the maiden went,
And, as she danced along,

She sang for her encouragement
A merry little song.

She passed tho mill wheel by the stream;
The miller kissed his hand ;

She saw her father with his team
Across somo meadow land.

And then she reached a lonely way;
The path went through a wood;
The shade obscured tho light of day
Where massive elm trees stood.

Tho morning passed ; 'twas afternoon ;
Then evening shadows fell;

Then o’er the hills appeared tho moon,
Then rang the vesper bell.
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And as the night came on apace,
Tho sorrowing forms were seen,
Of those who fain would find a trace

Of where that child had been.

All night they searched the countryside.
Alas ! they searched in vain ;

All through next day, till eventide.
No tidings could they gain.

The kindly vicar came to see
That broken-hearted pair;

* Oh Lord 1” he cried, do let there be
An answer now to prayer.

Let this lost maiden be restored,
So stay thy servant’s tears,

And may thy sympathy afford
A cordial for their fears.”

He breathed “ Amen” with bauds outspread,
When at the open door,

“ Excuse me, sir,” a young man said,
And then could say no more.

Emotion had prevented speech,
But actions speak as well;

More pointed truths they often teach
Than words can ever tell.

- 1 -

The papers told a ghastly tale
Of outrage in a wood.

(These prurient details always fail
To do tho slightest good).

Again the vicar came to see
That broken-hearted pair.

“ Oh God I” he cried, “ if God there bo,
What is the use of prayer?”

My heart went out to that good man,
Whose anguish found relief

In questioning tho doubtful plan,
Which justifies belief.

God may possess the power to smito,
May take our fecblo breath,

But surely he has not tho right
To torture us to death.

But some have tried from time to time
This fact to misconstrue :
If God does not prevent a crime,
Then He is guilty too, W. J.

* OUR FATHER WHICH ART IN HEAVEN.”
(There's nothing like Leather!)

Papa has told me thero’'s a God,

A God tho Father up above;

Who fashioned all from breozo to clod
As Dad created us—by love !

Much like himsolf, a heavenly pater ;
Yes, just like Dad, but vastly greater.
So great, so good, so wise, so solemn,
And larger than the Nelson column.
And you must pray to him for bread,
And that it may not be too hard ;

For if you don’t you won't bo fed,

As he’s a crusty kind of card.

And if by chance he cuts up rough,

Oh 1 don’'t he make the pio crust tough,
And wollop you and punch and cuff,
As Dad docs too when in a huff.
They've leprosy, cane, brick, and spatter,
A thousand blades to flay live matter ;
Thoy say they do it all for love,

But how they lay it on by Jove ! = W. W. S.

FAIRLY ANTIQUE.

An Englishman, in the presence of an American, Mas
boasting about the antiquities that the British Museum
possessed. For instance, there is a book that was once
owned by Cicero, to say nothing of Egyptian remains dating
back as far as 5,000 n.c. *“ Well, they ain't new, certainly,”
replied his friend from the U.S.A. “ But in the museum in
Washington they’ve got the very same lead-pencil that Noah
used to check off the animals with as they went into the ark.”

“ My boy,” exclaimed a deacon, “ you do very wrong to
fish on Sunday.” “ It can’'t be no harm, deacon; | ain't
catching nothing.”
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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.
Camberwell Branch N.S. S. (North Camberwell Hall, CI New
Church-road): 3.15, Frcethought Parliament.
Finsbury Park Debatin'« Society (70 Grove-road, ITolloway
N.): G.30, Debate, “ George Jacob llolyoake.” Open discussion.

West Ilam Branch N. S. S. (Liberal Hall, Broadway, Forest
Gate, E.) : 7.30, R. Rosetti, “ The Bible and Modern Science.”

COUNTRY.

F ailsworth Secular Sunday School (Pole-lane): G.30, Half-
yearly Meeting.

Glasgow Branch N.S.S. (110 Brunswick-street) : 12 (noon),
Discussion Class : Miss A. Pettigrew, “ Women and Progress” ;
G.30, Robert Park, M.D., * The Emotions of God.”

Liverpool Branch N.S.S. (Milton Hall, Daulby-street) :
G. W. Foote, 3, “ What has Christianity done for Russia?” 7,
“ The Morality of Nature and the Nature of Morality.”

Manchester B ranch N. S. S. (Rusholme-road, Oxford-road, All
Saints’): G.30, J. B. Hudson, “ Christianity and its Relation to
Social Democracy.”

Newcastle Rationalist Literary and Debating Society
(Lockhart's Cathedral Cafe) : Thursday, Feb. 8, at 8, A. L.
Coates, “ Alien Immigration.”

Forth Branch N.S.S. (Room, Town nail, Forth):
G. Dolling, a Lecture.

SoUTn Shields (Captain Duncan’s Navigation School, Market-
place) : 7.30, “ The Education Question.”

G.30,

TRUE MORALITY;

Or, The Theory and Practice of Neo-Malthusianism,
IS, | BELIEVE,

THE BEST BOOK
ON inis SUBJECT.

The new Popular Edition, consisting of 176 pages, is now ready.

In order that it may have a large circulation, and to bring it
within the reach of the poor, | have decided that tho price for
A copy post free Bnall RE only twopence. A dozen copies, for
distribution, may be had post free for a shilling.

Tho 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 tho physical and moral need for family
limitation, with a plain account of tho means by which it can bo
secured, and an oiler to all concerned of tho requisites at the
lowest possible prices.”

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

Orders should be sent to the author,

J. R. HOLMES, HANNEY, WANTAGE, BERKS.

A BARGAIN.

THE EVOLUTION OF MAN.

Professor ERNST HAECKEL.
Author of “ The Riddle of the Universe."

A Popular Exposition, with many Plates, Diagrams,

and lllustrations. 1,027 pages. Two volumes.
Well Bound. Recently sold at
THIRTY-TWO SHILLINGS.
Price Now
HALF A GUINEA.
Carriage Paid. -

Tiib Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

FFERS WANTED for nineteen vols. of the

National Reformer and four vols. of the Secular Review, all

half bound. Purchasers will help a Freethinker.—Apply to D.,
c/o Secretary, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.G.
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12th  ANNUAL WINTER SALE.

PARCELS 21s. CARR. PAID.
FOR CASH WITH ORDER ONLY.

is Worth at Least 35s.

One Gent.’s Lounge Suit, any color. Give chest and
inside leg measure, state height and weight.

One Lady’s Costume, with long Sac Coat, any color.
Self-measurement form free.

One Gent.'s Suit Length, Tweed or Sergo, and one
Lady’s Costume length of good material.

One Gent.’s Overcoat, any color, and one Umbrella.
One Lady’'sMackintosh and one Gold-mounted Umbrella.
One pair Lady's Boots, one Fashionable Fur, one
Umbrella, one Blouse, and 1 Ib. Tea.

50 yds. splendid Flannelette and four different designs.
24 yds. double-widtli Dress Remnants for children’s
dresses.

15 yds. Suiting for boy’s suits.

10 Ibs. finest Tea, 2 Ibs. Cocoa, 2 Ibs. Coffee.

One pair Pure Wool Blankets, one pair large Bed
Sheets, one beautiful Quilt, one set Pillow Cases, one
pair Curtains, one tin of Tea, one tin of Cocoa, one tin
of Coffee, one parcel of Literature.

Two Boy’s Suits, two pairs Boy's Boots, up to 10 years
old.

One pair Gent.’s Sunday Boots, one pair Lady’s Sunday
Boots, one Gent.’s Umbrella, one Lady’'s Umbrella.
One Boy’'s Overcoat, one Boy’'s Suit, one pair Boy'6
Sunday Boots.

Two Gent.’s Wool Undervests, two pairs Pants, two
best Wool Shirts.

One Suit Length, 3J yds. finest material,
Vicuna, Serge or Tweed, any color.

One Dress Length, one pair best Sunday Boots, and one
Gold-mounted Umbrella.

Four Trousers Lengths, all different,
fine goods.

One fine bleached Tablecloth, ono pair Dining-room
Curtains, two pairs Bed-room Curtains.

One parcel of Oddments, anything you care to name.

SOLD
Every Lot
Lot 1.

. 12
, 13
. 14
, 15
s 1G Worsted,
. 17,
. 18 exceptionally
, 19,
. 20.

AS BEFORE, *

return your money in full and allow you to keep the goods ij
you are not ten times more than satisfied.

J. W. GOTT, 2 and 4 Union Street, Bradford
INTERNATIONAL FREETHOUGHT CONGRESS.

A Photograph of the National Secular Society’s
Delegates taken beneath tho Voltaire Statue
in Paris, September, 1905.

Tie will

Well Mounted for Framing, 15 by 20 ins.

ONLY A LIMITED NUMBER OF COPIES.

Price HALF-A-CROWN.

(Securely Packed and Post Free)
From—

The Secretary, N.S.S., 2 Newcastle-St., E.C.

Thwaites’ Liver Pills.
The Best Family Medicine in the World.

Will cure Liver, Kidney, and all Stomach Diseases effectually-
Good for Heart Troubles and Cardiac Complaints, Female
Ailments, Anoomia.

Is. I]d. and 2s. 9d. per Box.

Post free 14 or 33 stamps. Directions with each box.

G. THWAITES, Herbalist,
2, Church How, Stockton-on-Tees, and
24, Linthorpe Hoad, Middlesbrough.
THWAITES' LIVER PILLS are not Sugar-coated or got up to
deceive, nor factory made, but are made from Herbs by a Herbalist
of nearly 40 years' experience in curing disease with Horbs and
preparations from them.

Take a Road of Your Own
Or, Individuality and Mental Freedom
By COLONEL R. G. INGERSOLL
PRICE ONE PENNY

'E'RENCII REVOLUTION.—A Freethinker requires
J- French books, pamphlets, papers, placards, or pictures
the time. Send all particulars and prices to Il, Bourdin, 36
Upper Berkeley-street, London, W.
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SECULAR 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. YANCE (Miss).

This Society was formed in 1098 to afford legal security to the
acquisition and application of funds for Secular purposes. n

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

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

Members pay an entrance fee of ton shillings, and a subsequent
ye«'y subscription of five shillings.

Tho Society has a considerable number of members, but a much

.gor number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be
gained amongst those who read this announcement. All who join
JJ Participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of
“aresources. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa-
tion that no membor, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from
ho Society, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in
any way whatever. .

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

THE BIBLE

but are capable of re-olection. 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 exeentors
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 any of the 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 :—“ | 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 tho Society who have remembered it in their wills,
or who intend to do so, Bhould 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.

HANDBOOK

FOR

FREETHINKERS AND

INQUIRING CHRISTIANS

EDITED BY

G. W. FOOTE ana W. P. BALL

A New Edition, Revised,

and Handsomely Printed

CONTENTS:

Part |.—Bible Contradictions. Part

I1.—Bible Absurdities.

Part Il11.—Bible Atrocities.

Part 1Y.—Bible Immoralities, Indecencies, Obscenities, Broken Promises, and Unfulfilled Prophecies.
above four useful parts, convenient for the pocket, may be had separately, FOUBPENCE E ach, or the

whole, bound in one volume, Is. 6d.;

" This is a volume which wo strongly commcnd to a”l interwt

Best Edition, bound in cloth, 2s. 6d.

tim SHENRinth IMBRIG S NEREaSHERTYEEE;

It is edited by G. W. Footo and W. P. Ball, and Published Lnnnt couccivc any Christian as having a.faith

Farringdon-strect, London, E.C., price Is. £d. indeod, w°
regarding unless ho has studied this remarkable volume.

special value as an aid to the exposition of the Chnstian rel~on froina J

BRUSES BN AN R B e Betn d 1 7

o

8in Sunc\ay and elementary schools will M

thoughtful and critical standpoint. Itis a
of the subjoct th which it deals,
a new edition.”- * « ~ '« Newspaper.

Under the Ban of the London County Council.

THE

POPULAR

EDITION

(Revised and Enlarged)

“BIBLE ROMANCES”

G. W, FOOTE
With a Portrait of the Author .

QXconti™” ?27*'? Newspaper says —*“ Mr. G. W. Foote, chairman of tho Secular Society, is well known as a man of

anlargoTs-0* N
Street |
of mode °n n’.f°r tho Secular Society.

rn opinion aro boing placed from day to day.”

144 Large

Bible Romances have had a large sale in the original edition.
Jtion’ at tho price of 6d., has now boon publishod by the Pioneer Press, 2 Nowcastle-street, Farringdon-
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