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When | seriously believe a thing, I say so in a few
words, leaving the reader to determine what my belie) is
worth. But | do not choose to temper down every expres-
sion of personal opinion into courteous generalities, and
so lose space, and time, and intelligibility at once. We
are utterly oppressed in these days by our courtesies, and
considerations, and compliances, and proprieties, Torgive
wie them, this once, or rather let us all forgive them to
each other, and learn to speak plainly first, and, if it may
be, gracefully afterwards; and not only to speak, but to
stand by what ice have spoken.— BUSKIN.

The Atheist Shoemaker.

Introduction.

| have already explained that the task of retelling
this old story has been forced upon me. There is an
ancient proverb to the effect that one should speak
no ill of the dead, but if this were universally acted
npon there would be no such thing as history, and
Nero would be as good a character as Marcus
Aurelius. Certainly one should take no delight in
speaking ill of the dead, and one should let them lie
In peace in their graves, as far as that is possible.
Nut when they are public personages even in
death; when what they have said and done is still
audible and visible ; when the living claim to bpeak
°n their behalf, and utter what is bound to
stir up controversy, unless other living persons sub-
mit without protest to dishonorable imputations;
|t becomes necessary that the truth should be heard
M the interest of justice. When the Rev. Hugh
Price Hughes died | let hisold “ Atheist Shoemaker ”
story rest. | had exposed its falsehoods, the book
had been withdrawn from circulation, and | was per-
fectly satisfied. But his daughter has chosen to
Revive the controversy in her Life of her father, and
has also chosen to depict me as her father’s perse-
cntor and libeller. 1 am thus challenged to defend
niyself—and the party to which I belong. And when
"rr. George Jacob Holyoake died | said not a word
*hout the dubious part he played in assisting Mr.
Hughes. | was willing to let it sink in oblivion.
Put the newspapers— and particularly the Daily News
"-have made that impossible. They have totally
Misrepresented the case, and | am compelled to make
a fresh statement of the facts, for the sake of a new
fieneration of readers who are entitled to be saved
rom a very gross deception.

\Y; “ Atheist Shoemaker ” is more than sixteen
ers old. In the month of August, 1889, it ran
wrough the Methodist Times, and was soon after-
rds published in book form at the price of eighteen-
thrth- sub-title of this story was : “ A Page in
a ¢.History of the West London Mission.” And its
tr, Or was the conductor of that Mission—the Rev.
M? % ice mHughes.
the ' Hughes called it a true story, he said that
PraT WaS- " no reason f°r concealment.” But he
sibiTfSed enough concealment to evade respon-
iQ . He gave fictitious names to all the persons
avQ.~e story except himself. By this means he

1 ed flat contradiction and absolute exposure.
Azsl
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Those who asked him for the real name of his con-
verted Atheist Shoemaker were reminded that
“some of those who must appear on the scene
shrink from publicity.” And under cover of that
excuse he believed himself to be safe. People might
think the coin a bad one, but it could not be nailed
down to the counter. In this, however, he was mis-
taken. His excessive love of romantic details proved
his undoing. He drew such a definite portrait of
his converted Atheist that it became easy for leading
Freethinkers to deny in the most positive terms the
actual existence of such a personage.

John Herbert—that was the converted Atheist's
fictitious name—died in the spring of 1889 at the
age of twenty-eight. He was by trade a shoemaker.
He had * delicate, intellectual features, and deep,
inquisitive, penetrating eyes.” He was “a well-
known London Atheist.” He was a person of great
natural eloquence. He used to deliver Atheist lec-
tures on Clerkenwell Green, in Victoria Park, and
apparently at the Hall of Science, and his voice was
drowned by “ continuous cheering.” Many preferred
him even to Bradlaugh.

London Freethinkers must have known of this
clever, eloquent, and popular lecturer if he existed.
The features were too precise to be mistaken. | was
then President of the London Secular Federation.
I knew every Freethought lecturer in the metropolis,
and | knew that “ John Herbert” was not one of
them. The portrait was entirely imaginary. And |
told Mr. Hughes so, first in the Freethinker, and sub-
sequently in a widely circulated pamphlet. Mr.
Hughes’'s story was in five chapters. | therefore
called my pamphlet A Lie in Five Chapters ? But in
quoting its title Mr. Hughes and his friends always
forgot the note of interrogation at the end.

The epilogue to my pamphlet ran as follows - —

“ Mr. Hughes was furnished with marked copies of
the Freethinker in which this exposure was first printed.
In face of a direct challenge by myself, as editor of that
journal and President of the London Secular Federation,
ho pursues a cowardly policy of silence. Once more |
defy him to prove his story. | will pass over the details
of incident and conversation, and challenge him again
on the main point. Let him establish the substantial
truth of his narrative. Let him prove the existence of
an Atheist who lectured on Clerkenwell-greon, in
Yictoria-park, and at the Hall of Science; who was
converted by Mr. Hughes or his Wesleyan Sisters; who
was a shoemaker, about thirty years of age; and who
died last spring. Here is a clear challenge. An honest
man would accept it. Should Mr. Hughes decline it, |
shall do moro than say his story looks a lie. | shall say
it is a lio. And | am sure every honest reader will
endorso tho brand.”

Two years elapsed and Mr. Hughes was still silent.
“ It is time, therefore,” | said in the postscript to a
new edition of my pamphlet, “ to fling aside all
reserve, and | unhesitatingly call Mr. Hughes'’s story
a lie from beginning to end.”

I was not the only one who tried to draw Mr.
Hughes. The great Spurgeon, who was a straight-
forward man, advised him to give tho names and
addresses of his characters. Robert Forder, secretary
of the National Secular Society, asked for the con-
verted Atheist’s real name, and received an evasive
reply. Charles Bradlaugh, the leader of English
Freethought, asked for proper particulars. No one
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could dispute his right to ask. But he received no
answer. He returned to the subject more than once.
Miss Dorothea Price Hughes, in the Life of her
father, is good enough to say (p. 295) that “ Mr.
Bradlaugh, in his paper, the National Reformer, pub-
lished a courteous note asking for the name of the
shoemaker,” while | “ transgressed the rules of
courtesy altogether.” Even if this were true, the
fact remains that Mr. Hughes no more satisfiec
Bradlaugh’s courteous curiosity than he satisfied my
ill-mannered inquisitiveness. But was there, after
all, such a vast difference between Bradlaugh’s chal-
lenge and mine ? Bradlaugh invited him “in common
decency ” to speak plainly. Bradlaugh told him that
“ many of the incidents in his volume were clearly
untrue.” Bradlaugh spoke of his story as a “ false-
hood,” and added, “ I challenge the main allegations
in his story.” Bradlaugh penned this final note in
the National Reformer of March 2, 1900 :(—

* The story contains some statements which | know
to be untrue, and contains other statements which |
believe to be untrue. | leave to Mr. Hughes the respon-
sibility of having published these as parts of what he
describes as ‘a true story.” Mr. Hughes, although he
made his story more saleable by its references to me.
denies my right to inquire into the matter. Mr. Hughes
holds very curious notions of what a religious man may
do against an infidel.”

Miss Hughes simply imitates her father’'s hypo-
crisy. Her reference to Bradlaugh’s “ courteous
note ” of inquiry hides the real facts of the case
from her readers. Bradlaugh did more than inquire;
he challenged and denounced. But it would never do
to tell Methodists that. Miss Hughes, like her
father, wanted to make out that | was not a fit
person to be answered. | actually “ doubted her
father’'s veracity.” Well, so did Bradlaugh. |1
called her father’s story “a lie”—and Bradlaugh
called it “ untrue ” and a “ falsehood.” Really, the
only difference between us was that my language

was a little more Biblical than Bradlaugh’'s. We
both meant the same thing.
1.

Miss Hughes says that | “ pursued” her father

“ for full fivo years, intent on picking a quarrel with
him.”  This is her filial way of stating that my
pamphlet followed Mr. Hughes all over the country.
This is all that the Daily Ncivs means by saying that
he was *“ persecuted.” Freethinkers gave him no
peace. Wherever he went they circulated copies of
my pamphlet at his meetings. He was “ persecuted”
as we “ persecuted” Dr. Torrey. No less, and no
more.

When the Daily News says that Freethinkers
“ distributed broadcast ” pamphlets “ containing the
vilest aspersions on Mr. Hughes,” it is simply writing
history on religious principles. The only *“ asper-
sion ” on Mr. Hughes was that his story was not a
true one. The adjective “ vilest” is introduced in
order to obscure the issue with a dust of prejudice.
Were | to speak with perfect candor, | should say
that its object was to suggest a lie without telling
one; which is a well-known device of that extra-
ordinary virtue called “ Christian charity.”

V.

At the end of the fivo years, during which 1
“ pursued ” Mr. Hughes—which is creditable to my
tenacity—his daughter says that ho “ thought it
best to call in Mr. Holyoake, whom he knew to bo a
gentleman, and one devoted to fair play.”

This is the way in which Christians are bound to
talk when they want to make use of a Freethinker
against his own party.

It might have occurred to Miss Hughes that Mr.
Holyoake was called in either as a judge or as an
arbitrator. And it might have occurred to her that
the appointment of a person to act in either of
those capacities did not belong to her father, who
represented one side in the dispute, and was, indeed,
the party under accusation. Q w> Foote.

(To be continued.)
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Dissenters and the Elections.

W hatever the besetting complaint of the English
Nonconformists may be, it is certainly not modesty.
If one were to be guided by their speakers and
writers, honesty of purpose, devotion to principle—
in a word, the integrity of the nation—rests with
the Nonconformists. Even when some of the more
liberal admit that straightforwardness may be found
with others, there is generally the insinuation that

this is so because of the unfelt influence of Dis-
senters ; so that the position is not materially
affected. The Christian World writes glibly of the

“ great ethical movement” which has placed one
hundred and seventy-two members of Free Churches
in Parliament, and the Rev. Silvester Horne—a very
had case of cranium giganticum, popularly known as
“ swelled head ”"—calls the new assembly a “ Free
Church Parliament,” and bombastically refers to the
“ Free Church peasants and yeomen in whom the
hope of England lies.” After this who shall deny
that modesty and humility are Christian virtues, and
that Free Churchmen are the truest, Christians ?

The sung self-righteousness of the Christian
World’'s comment is a true index of the Noncon-
formist mind. Other people would be content to
call a victory at the polls the conquest of certain
opinions, or the triumph of an idea; the Dissenter
must have it as a moral victory. For his test of
morality is simple. When the electorate agrees with
him it is an ethical awakening; when it does not it
is an indication of ethical degeneration. It is very
simple, very childish, even very puerile; but it is
quite in keeping with the Nonconformist character.
To the Nonconformist differences are seldom intel-
lectual, but nearly always moral. His opinions are
the outcome of his superior moral character, and the
opinions of his opponents the inevitable reflex of
characters not yet developed to the dazzling degree
of excellence attained by Dissenting preachers. It
is a pity that tho “ great ethical awakening ” failed
to induce the editor of the Christian World to toll the
truth about Dr. Torrey—although he was perfectly
aware of tho facts, and that it leads Mr. Horne to
speak of a body#f 172 in a gathering of G70 as con-
stituting a “ Freo Church Parliament,” and giving
them a “ preponderance in the political counsols of
tho nation but thore are spots on the sun, and the
superiority of Nonconformist morality obviously
admits of further improvement.

But clearly we have one thing for which to thank
the Education Act of 1902. Had this Act never
been passed tho moral strength of the nation would
have been divided, as it has been in previous elec-
tions, and Nonconformists would have continued to
share with Episcopalians the taxes morally levied on
Non-Christians for the support of Christianity. But
when these taxes aro no longer equally divided
between tho two Christian bodies, then the Dis-
senting Pecksniff rounds on the Episcopal Uriah
Heep, and demands in the name of outraged Non-
conformist morality a return to tho state of things
under which he receives a fair share of the public
plunder. Nothing else could have brought about tho
concentration of this gigantic moral force. Tho war
did not effect this—tho larger portion of the dissenters
clamored for the conflict. The rights—or wrongs— of
labor also failed. Nothing but an attack on sectarian
interests could bring about this “ moral awakening ”
and send followers of the meek and lowly Jesus
careering through the country on motor cars, adding
iheir quota to the highly imaginative literature of
an electioneering campaign.

But to be quite serious, is it certain that tho elec-
tions represent a Nonconformist victory ? That the
Nonconformist vote, being solid for once in a while,
lelped to bring about the result may be admitted.
But it was not nearly so important as Dissenting
speakers would now have us believe. And one may
question if they believe it themselves. For it is
significant that Nonconformist leaders, once the
election campaign began, gave chief place to
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Chinese labor and relegated education to the back-
ground. They know well enough that had the
Education Act been the sole point at issue there
would have been every chance of their being beaten,
although with characteristic dishonesty they are now
speaking as though it was the moral sincerity of
their party that decided the issue. And from the
other side the evidence is also in the same direction
In all the reasons given by Unionist candidates for
their defeat very few instanced the Education Act,
~vhile the majority never mentioned it at all. Liberals
in Manchester, to take only one instance, plainly won
on Free Trade, Chinese Labor, and the Labor and
Trades Union vote.

Mr. Horne calls the election a Free Church
triumph for the reason that the electorate knew they
could trust Free Churchmen to act honestly, and
that they would not “ try to plunder the public purse
lo subsidise Nonconformist institutions.” One would
ho interested to learn if the new Labor party really
feel this way towards Dissenters. |If Mr. Horne
were a person likely to be influenced by facts, and
ciade this inquiry, he would discover that the Labor
party trusts Nonconformists just about as much as
they do Churchmen. If he really thinks the working
classes have this confiding faith in the integrity of
Dissenters, the following from the December Amal-
gamated Engineers' Monthly Journal—which practically
re-echoed the opinion of the London Trades Council

may undeceive him:—

“ Assuming that Dissent is strong enough to enforce
its demands, it requires no gift of prophecy to foresee
the first three years of such a government given up to
an incessant wrangle....... and tho relegation to an in-
definite period of tho labor programme....... If we are to
have a theological alliance, what about our old friends of
the Christian Social Union? Have men like Canon
Scott Holland, Father Adderley, the Dean of Ely,
Cartmel Robinson, Percy Dearmer, the Bishop of Here-
ford, Mr. Stewart Headlam and a host of others no claim
on us? Years before Dissent moved hand or foot to
help us, these men were our public defenders, and lent
their education and social standing to a movement that
had few friends....... Do not let it go unobserved that tho
average Dissenting parson is a mero puppet in tho hands
of his wealthy deacons of tho employing class, and these
have ever been the foes of Labor reform....... Municipali-
sation of the drinlc traffic, secular education, a national
Sunday, absorption of mining rents and royalties,
nationalising of railways, these are not likely to be the
watchwords of tho Temperance or Nonconformist parties
....... Let us beware of now friends who never recognised
us as such until wo demonstrated our ability to stand
alone.”

This should give food for reflection to Mr. Horne ;
we have no doubt that this highly moral gentle-
wvl wEo recently charged tho established clergy
with supporting tho South African war, and ignored
Ibo support given it by the Dissenting clergy—will
c’htinue to preach that labor looks to Dissent as its
real friend. The ethical wave breaks very easily.
Mr. Horne’s statement about the war is, howover,
all fours with his protest against plunder. Neither
0 nor his fellow-dissenters object to public plunder
~ t-be shape of a remission of taxes, which is virtually
~ endowment of Nonconformist institutions. Dr.
1 ford even resists any attempt to make his meeting-
PJaco boar its proportion of the rates. Nor do they
JGct to taxing all Non-Christians for the teaching of
~“mtianity in tho schools. They tako all they can get,
arTU8sume an air of moral superiority for not taking
~nything that is out of their reach. Evidently the
ZXal wave _carries on its crest a considerable
Nantity of refUse.
rpf bo roally significant feature of tho election is the
u of fifty Labor members to the House of Com-
th ~nd it is amusing to note the anxiety of both
spa Episcopalian Codlin and the Dissenting Short to
itCuro their favor. That tho new party will bo on
guard against both is devoutly to be wished, and
c ?re seems at present little chance of its being
con d by either Church or Chapel. It may in the
fj ,r?° pf party warfare use either one or the other,
hinflD Present temper it will trust neither. The
Ory of labor, organised and unorganised, should
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be enough to prove that neither Church nor Chapel
will fight for long against the vested interests of a
nation. Some men—whose humanity gets the better
of their creed—belonging to both parties, may lend a
hand occasionally, but in the main and in the mass
Church and Chapel will pull in the wrong direction.
One has yet to learn that in the darkest days under
the factory system, Nonconformist employers were
any better than Episcopalians, or that Chapel goers
found the profits from female labor in mines less ac-
ceptable than Church attendants. And in all that
concerns tho higher life of tho working classes, the
Dissenter is by far the greatest enemy. He is the
greatest obstacle to a system of secular, and efficient,
national education, and he is the deadliest enemy to
a really rational Sunday that might count for much
in tho elevation of character. Nor ought it to be
forgotten that the development of the worst features
of modern industrialism were coincident with the
rise of the modern Dissenting sects. It need not be
argued that the latter were related to the former in
terms of cause and effect. It is enough that the two
were coincident to prove that Dissent had no restrain-
ing influence, while as a mere matter of fact the
labor magnates were—until recent years— more often
Dissenters than supporters of the Established Church.

Here in England, the issue is somewhat confused
owing to the existence of an Established Church
throwing Dissenters on the democracy for support.
But this is a mere political accident. In America,
where there is no Established Church, Methodists,
Baptists, etc., are as undemocratic as Episcopalians,
or more so. One need only mention the Standard
Oil Trust, with Rockfeller at its head, to prove this.
Here the Dissenter makes a virtue of necessity, and
with his customary dissimulation poses as the friend
of the working man—when the existence of a labor
problem was only discovered by either Church or
Chapel, when education and the vote made the work-
ing man dangerous. For the sake of progress one
hopes that the mancuvre will bo treated with the
contempt it deserves. Tho working class that look
to either Church or Chapel for salvation, proves it-
self blind to the significance of history, and is pre-
paring tho way for its own demoralisation.

C. Cohen.

The Art of Defending God.

CHRISTIANS arc always puzzled and perplexed by
what they believe to bo tho strange and inscrutable
providences of God. How often they appeal to
thoir clergymen for some helpful light upon them.
Indeed, tho main business of the Pulpit is to explain
and justify the Supreme Being. As soon as a man
is admitted to Holy Orders he becomes an official
expounder and defender of all tho ways of Heaven.
A minister stands between God and the people
delivering special messages from the one party to
the other, lie intercedes with men for God, and
with God for men. He tells God what the needs of
the people are, or what they would like him to do for
them, and he tells the people what God does, or is
anxious to do, on their behalf.

Perhaps tho most mysterious fact to boliovers is
God’s persistent silence. It must be remembered
that the mediation of the Pulpit is resorted to only
on special occasions. On Sundays the people address
their Heavenly Father through their ministers; but
on week-days all communication with tho upper
spheres is direct. The teaching is that by the blood
of Jesus all have “ boldness to enter into the holy
placo ” and hold immediate and soul-satisfying com-
munion with God. But is tho communion ever real,
or does the Divine Being verily take part in the
prayers of the saints ? That they frequently imagine
their petitions are heard and answered is undeniable;
but what proof is there that their imagination is
founded on fact? They speak to God in strong, pas-
sionate terms; but does God ever speak back to
them ? When they cry to him out of the depth of
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some sore trouble does He make any answer ? The
sad confession of many is that there is “ no voice,
nor any that answers.” It would be easy to supply a
long list of instances of the *“ seemingly sinister
silence” of the God of love. There are thousands
of good men and true among us to-day whose lives
are darkened and soured by the fact that their most
earnest appeals for deliverance or guidance in times
of trial have not been answered ; and they feelingly
ask, “What is the meaning of this strange and con-
tinuous silence of our Father? We love him pas-
sionately and trust him implicitly; and yet He
leaves us to ourselves in our affliction.” Here the
clergyman steps in and says: “ Yes, friends, God’s
silence in the day of trouble is a deep mystery ; but,
after all, even the silence of our Father is a revelation
of his love. He would speak, and remove the sorrow,
were it for your good ; but He knows that you need
the discipline of the cloud, and so He permits its
continuance in order thereby to prepare you for the
coming sunshine of his favor.” The fact is, however,
that there is no evidence that God has ever spoken.
Men have often undertaken to speak in his name,
but never with his authority.

Equally puzzling to faith is the perpetual inactivity
of the Divine Being. Not only He fails to act when
speech would comfort, and cheer, and guide, He also
fails to apt when action would prove of highest
benefit. In his Correspondence Column in the
British Weekly for February 1, the Rev. R. J.
Campbell gives a case in point. An inquirer with
the signature “ Still Waiting,” wrote .—

“ For twelve years | have prayed God to take my
afflicted boy home to himself. | have wrestled in
prayer, with strong crying and tears, but no answer has
ever come. Now | begin to think I may have been
wrong. | have been dictating terms to God. What
ought I to do? | am often depressed and sad about
this question.”

Here God was asked to perform a beneficent act,

continuously asked for twelve years ; and He has not

done it yet. Now, Mr. Campbell informs this inquirer
why God has not taken the suffering child home:—

“ 1 think perhaps God has been teaching you some-

thing all these years which you aro coming to learn at

last. He is teaching you that your poor afflicted child

is his child much more than yours, and He will keep

him safe from all real harm. He has given you this

weak one to love and cherish ; and perhaps the real

ministry has all the time been more for your sake than

his. It has been the means of calling forth the best

from you; it has made you think love-thoughts; com-

pelled you to look above your own self-interest; taught

you the meaning of self-sacrifice ; intertwined your life

with that of your suffering child, which is just the way

to make you noble and Christlike. Your child has been

doing all this for you, which is the same thing as to say

God has been doing it through him. That is why He

did not hasten to answer your prayer about taking the

sufferer home, but He is glad you aro capable of caring
enough for your child to want to pray such a prayer.”

What a lame apology for God’s inactivity. One
can scarcely help smiling when reading it. The idea
that God sent this suffering child in order to teach
the parents useful lessons is simply preposterous.
This child is a sufferer according to a natural law
which somebody violated in the past, or as the result
of some accident before or after birth. The sight of
the suffering may have called forth the best and
noblest qualities in those who have had to minister
to it; but to affirm that the suffering was designed
to serve that end would be utterly irrational. And
yet that is what Mr. Campbell contends in the above
passage. If that doctrine is true there ought to be
an afflicted boy in every homo. Why does God neglect
to provide for the moral education of so many families?
Why does He give thoroughly healthy children to so
many people who are not one whit superior to the
parents of the unfortunate child under discussion ?
“Your child has been doing all this for you,” said
Mr. Campbell to “ Still Waiting,” “ which is the same
thing as to say God has been doing it through him.”
Is not that rather rough on the child ? We are told
that God could do his work without instruments;
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and surely this is a case in which He ought to have
done so. To bless the parents at the expense of
cursing an innocent little child is a doubtful provi-
dence, to say the least.

Mr. Campbell tells “ Still Waiting ” that perhaps the
best way of praying now would be to say ‘ Thy will
be done ” ; but can it be the will of a just and loving
God that an innocent child should suffer for the
benefit of his parents ? Is it reasonable to suppose
that such a Being would deliberately send a diseased
babe into the world for such a purpose ? Mr. Campbell
continues : “ Realise that the will of God for you and
for your child means something gracious and beauti-
ful, and some day you will see it in its fulness.
Perhaps He will raise your child to life and strength."
Terrible is the irony of those words. Surely there
can be nothing gracious and beautiful in a child hav-
ing to go through life a miserable sufferer in conse-
quence of no fault of his own. No wonder “ Still
Waiting” is “ often depressed and sad about this
question.” It is depressing and saddening enough to
contemplate all the suffering and sorrow in the world
while simply regarding it as the product of blind, un-
intelligent natural forces; but to contemplate it
in the belief that it is the work of a good and loving
Father would drive one mad. The existing state of
things would be an infinite disgrace to a Holy Will*
Faber says:—

“ 111 that He blesses is our good,

And unblest good is ill;”
but that is sheer nonsense. No blessing can change
the quality of things. You may bless poison as much
as you like, but it will still kill you if you take it
No God could convert ill into good; and there is no
such thing as “ unblest good.” The following lines
are equally absurd —
“ And all is right that seems most wrong,

If it be his sweet will.”

Moral distinctions aro not the creation of a will at
all, human or divine. Good and evil represent
opposite effects on life. Nothing is good or evil in
itself, but alone in its relation to other things. Moral
distinctions are all practically based upon experience.
Suffering is not a good, although we may be able to
turn it to good account. Disease is not a good,
although its unfortunate victims may often accom-
plish much in spite of it. But no will, however
powerful, can alter the quality of things.

Now the conclusion to which we inevitably come
is, either that there is no God at all, or, if there is,
that He is not all-good and all-loving. The task of
defending an all-good and all-loving Being against
the charges which Nature hurls at his head is
impossible of accomplishment. And yet no task i0
more frequently undertaken by the theologians.
They tell us that God is the author and giver of all
things, that all that is manifests his glory, and that
He makes all things to work together for good to all
who love him. They tell us that He does according
to his will in the armies of heaven and among the
inhabitants of the earth. Hearing that, we ask for
an explanation of the slums, of standing armies, and
wars, and murders, and earthquakes, and volcanoes,
and no satisfactory explanation is forthcoming. The
problem of evil is insoluble on the assumption that
there is a good and loving God on the throne of tbO
Universe. Sir Oliver Lodge feels the force of tbi0O
fact and admits that if there is a God He cannot be
both all-powerful and all-good. Very few of the
divines, however, will make such an admission, while
from the pulpit there never comes the vaguest hint

Christian Charity,

The intensely pathetic circumstances surrounding
the deatn of Miss Edith Allonby, the young Lancashir0
school-mistress whose sad suicide some months ag°
attracted such attention, must be still comparatively
fresh in the public memory, and therefore tb0
following protest in connection with the publication
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o0 The Fulfilment—the work for which the authoress
sacrificed her life—may not be without interest,
or the benefit of those to whom the story is un-
amuiar, or who but imperfectly recall it, it may be
8,a~d that Miss Allonby, who was only twenty-nine
? time of her death, some years ago wrote a
ook entitled The Fulfilment, which only saw the
Jht of day last December, soon after her tragic
eod. The work was written in 1901, but owing,
apparently, to the unorthodox views on religious
batters therein expressed, Miss Allonby was unable
a. the time to find a publisher willing to take the
rjsk of bringing it out. On June 17, 1905, however,
s e submitted it to a firm who consented to publish
i subject to certain revisions and emendations
,eMg Made. Shortly afterwards, her relatives and
fiends received a terrible shock in learning that
Allonby had poisoned herself,

fu ~u”™ menl is a most remarkable book. The
jhoress believed it was a direct revelation to her
rom G’cl> and there is no doubt that she was
Possessed with a passionate and absorbing longing to
8!'e to the world what she considered to be a Divine

essage. She knew, however, that the work would
pve offence to the religionists, and therefore decided
0 sacrifice her life so that it might be published in
a complete form and in order that no charge of
Reverence or self-seeking could possibly be brought
gainst her, and that not even the most bigoted
a . d doubt her sincerity. Her attitude on this

point will be gathered from the following words,
«Contained in the last letter she wrote to her
Publishers

| feel it all so much | cannot talk about it. For all
I write about | love and fear. God knows | have not
been familiar; 1 have only loved simply both God
and man. But there is only ono way of showing it,
and that by dying simply. When | am once out of the
way the big stumbling-block has been removed. People
can no longer think | have written with a fanciful
irreverence when | have had before me, all the time,
nothing but death ; for | believe, looking back, it was
there with the very first page. And so (for wlion this
reaches you | shall be dead—only to this world) | leave
it as my dying request, that you publish, exactly as |
have sent it to you, The Fulfilment. You must ask the
gentleman to return it, and tell him my decision. And
at the same time | do not wish you or him, or anyone,
to think that his criticism has anything to do with my
death. For | do not wish you or anyone to view me as
a common suicide—overcome by this or that, or bowed
down by the thought of failure or disappointment. |
nave simply died to make room for a great truth. And
I have died humbly trusting in God. And so you can-
not deny mo that which | decide. To you it must
become an impersonal affair. You must publish it
because it is a dying command, and publish it word for
word as | have left it.”

It would have been thought that this dying request
as of too sacred a character to be refused. But
°se acquainted with the bigotry of certain people
hn°i  8ng 1° b® Christians will hardly be surprised
leatn that it was not respected. After much
thought, we are told in the introduction to
, e fulfilment, it was decided to submit the work to
a Well-known and prominent London minister, of
°ad views and large sympathies.” His opinion
.J,a8 that the book should not be published at all, or,
FurdBhed, that all the emendations suggested by
®publishers should be carried out.
to ~lter course was adopted, the book was given
Wh i World in a mutilated state—in one case a
°le chapter is deleted—and the gifted and lovable
to D™ ault*Oress laid down her life in a vain attempt
an, r°aa through the barriers of religious prejudice
fou canl- The sacrifice would have been a pro-
nd y puthetic one if it had succeeded; failure,
at fv Ver add8 unutterably to the pathos of the case,
fair °.8ame time evoking the contempt which every
gBbi'**ded man will feel for the intolerance respon-
*fOr failure. It may bo fairly asked if the
broad -°Wn an<l prominent London minister of
e ® views and large sympathies,” would have

Pi'ori 6+ ~e same courage and devotion in the
Pagation of his principles as were exhibited by
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Miss Allonby. The comparison, | venture to think,
will not result in favor of the reverend gentleman.

However, if Miss Allonby has failed in one sense
she has succeeded in another—in drawing attention
to the hypocrisy, intolerance, and shall | say, vindic-
tiveness, of ono who claims to be a follower of Christ
but who had neither the common honesty nor
courage to allow an opponent to utter views contrary
to his own, even when those views were practically
uttered from beyond the grave. Imagine the
clamorous chorus of condemnation that would have
gone up from the religionists if a Freethinker had
behaved in a similar way with regard to a Christian ;
the violent abuse and the bitter invective that would
have been levelled at his head ! If this is a specimen
of a parson of broad views one may be pardoned
for feeling a little curiosity as to the attitude that
would have been adopted by a narrow-minded one.

It was not contended for a moment that there was
anything immoral in The Fulfilment. The sole objec-
tion to the omitted passages was that they “ might
give offence to earnest Christian people.” The best
answer to this humbug is contained in a letter
written by Miss Allonby on August 18, 1905, in
which she says .—

“ Of course, I am a bit frightened of the world, but,
believe me, I am a great deal more frightened of God.
Beal fear. That is what makes me write common sense
about Heaven instead of twaddle, and as for people
being so sensitive about Jesus Christ—they don't feel
all that much or the world would be a vastly different
place.”

Miss Allonby had already made a reputation as an
authoress of remarkable ability; two previous novels
of hers— Jewel Sowers and Marigold—having attracted
considerable attention. It has been hinted that her
mind was slightly deranged. To this suggestion a
sufficient rejoinder may he found in Dryden’s
couplet:—

* Great wits are sure to madness near allied,
And thin partitions do their bounds divide.”

If fearless conviction, honesty of heart, and
sincerity of aim do indeed constitute derangement,
it would be a good thing if all Christians were
deranged in the same way.

The concluding sentence of the introduction to
The Fulfillment will also form a fitting conclusion to
this article:—

IWhen she took charge of the Lancaster school it
had a none too enviable reputation cither as regards
behavior or education. By sheer strength of will, by
the power of loving kindness, she made a wonderful
chango in two years. The children worshiped her,
became well-behaved, obedient and attentive to their
lessons. The school again earned its grants and gained
good reports. Ono of the Inspectors in a report said
that hor influence had brought tho school ‘from
Darkness into Light.””

A. Gregory.

Mr. Mann’'s Rationalism.

M r. MANN will no doubt excuse a very busy man for
replying in a brief letter rather than by a largo and
dignified article. I select the main points in his
communication.

1. He says that to accuse him of both timidity
and intolerance is an unusual combination. Not at
all; timidity of thought very frequently results in
intolerant action. | think Mr. Mann is too timid to
acknowledge, or even search for, the good qualities of
Christianity. Like some other Freethinkers, he
appears to think that conceding points to orthodoxy
argues want of confidence in one’s own heresy. And
the same sentiment leads him into intolerance. To
sot down the history of an important religion like
Catholicism as a mere record of “ fifteen centuries of
blood and fire” seems to me a libel on whole
nations.

2. As to the saints. | have read the lives of all
the leading saints, and | utterly deny that they are
correctly portrayed by tho assertion that “ morbid
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details constituted the normal actions of their lives.”
When 1 say this, I am thinking of such historic
figures as Saints Jerome, Augustine, Gregory,
Bernard, Xavier, Francis of Assisi, Vincent de Paul,
Loyola, Dominic, Becket, Elizabeth, and others of
that type. | am quite aware that the Catholic
calendar includes simpletons, madmen, and neurotics,
but I look at the broad outlines of Christian saint-
hood, not at the paltry exceptions. A very just
conception may be gained by reading Baring Gould’s
Lives of the Saints.

8. The relation between the Church and culture.
Mr. Mann is right in charging the Christian church
with a narrow contempt for classical learning. But
here again he pushes his thesis too far. He implies
that the Arabian philosophers rescued Europe from
the peril of ignorance. 1 gladly give honor to the
Mohammedans and their science. But science alone
does not make liberal culture. The master-poet of
Christianity was Dante, who was the equal of Homer
and Shakespeare; and Dante studied in Catholic
universities in Paris, Bologna and Padua. It would
be absurd to class him as a product of Mohammedan
scholarship.

4. When Mr. Mann describes “ Church and State”
as “ two robbers,” | get a little bewildered, and must
confess | hardly know how to continue the discussion.
I believe that both Church and State have, in the
main, been beneficent institutions; though, to be
sure, | (as a member of the Labor party) want to
see the State drastically modified, and (as an Atheist)
I want to see the Church completely humanised.

All this fervid affirmation of mine, however, is
only intended as academic fury, and is consistent
with entire amiability towards Mr. Mann. | have
never met your correspondent, but if ever wo share
a plate of bread and cheese between us, I am sure
we shall get along very happily in spite of our

differences about the blessed saints! p j qould

Acid Drops.

Mr. Birrell didn't keep quiet over the Education question
long—for he is an inveterate talker. He had another

innings at a house dinner at the Bristol Liberal Club. Ho
said that the Education Bill was to bo the Bill of the
Session. And he hoped for a happy settlement. *“ He

would only breathe,” he is reported to have said, “ the
prayer that the Christianity they were all anxious to impart
to the children of the working classes, would not entirely
disappear from the debates of the House of Commons.”
Which simply proves that Mr. Birrell forgets that ho should
be a statesman, and only remembers that he is a Christian.
The expression he used, indeed, is quite impudent. Who
are the “ all ” who are anxious to teach Christianity to the
children of the working classes ? Are there not many non-
Christians amongst the electors? Are there not non-
Christians in the House of Commons? What about old
members like Mr. John Morley, and new members like Mr.
J. M. Robertson ? What, even, about tho sixteen Jews in
the House of Commons ? And the cream of the joke is that
Mr. Birrell himself, in his lucid intervals of straightforward
honesty—which are naturally not too frequent now that he
is in office—professes his personal preference for tho principle
of Secular Education, as the only one which harmonises
wisdom and justice.

In a leading article on Mr. Birrell's speech at Bristol the
Daily News had something really exquisite. “ Mr. Birrell,”
it said, appeals for a tolerant—that is to say a Christian—
spirit in the House of Commons.” This identification of
Christianity with toleration is peculiarly rich. Its audacity
is almost sublime. For the religion thus complimented has
shed more blood than any other religion on earth. Not only
has it hated all open dissent, it has carried on endless inter-
necine persecution—one Christian Church detesting and
fighting another Christian Church with the bitterest hostility.
Even in England to-day Christianity keeps up laws against
Freethinkers, and positively refuses to abolish them. More-
over, Christianity is the one religion in the world that brands
all other religions as false and blasphemous idolatries. Why,
the Daily News itself, has as much toleration for “ infidels,”
and as much honor in dealing with them, as a shark has for
a shipwrecked sailor.

February li, 1908

The British Weekly has sense enough te see that the
Liberal Government will never be able to satisfy the more
fanatical Nonconformists in the matter of Education. If
therefore suggests that Mr. Birrell, when ho has finished
drafting his Education Bill, and before producing it, should
“invito the leaders of the Church of England and of the
Free Churches to a conference "—by which means “ a recon-
ciling and stable settlement” might be arrived at. How
beautiful 1 With what calmness the two great religious
parties are advised to pool their resources, and form a Trust
to the exclusion and ruin of all competitors 1 A more bare-
faced policy was never propounded. If the Liberal Govern-
ment consents to it, it will earn the contempt of every man
of principle in the country. _

All the Labor members, as far as they accept the resolution
of tho Trade Union Congress, are pledged to Secular Educa-
tion. There are thirty-one of them who were supported by
the Parliamentary Committee. They are numerous enough
to make it pretty warm for a Liberal Government which
takes its policy from the heads of Churches. And we hope
they will do so. Most of them must be well aware that it is
really the religious squabble, and nothing else, which stands
in the way of a great democratic reform of our Educational
system. Those who bow to the Church leaders betray the
interests of the children.

Dr. Clifford has taken another turn at the old wheel. In
another long letter to the Daily Chronicle (brevity was never
the soul of his wit) he rebukes Dr. Macnamara for proposing
the “ teaching of the elemental truths of Christianity as re-
vealed in the Bible.” That must not be done by the State.
The Bible should be kept in the schools, but should only be
used to teach “ ethical lessons ” from—and who can object
to ethical lessons? Thus the reverend Passive Resister re-
proves the straightforward, if mistaken, politician, and seeks
to achieve the very same object by a subterfuge. Dr. Clifford
knows as well as we do that if the Bible is used in the
schools at all it cannot help being used as a book of religion.
That is what it professes to be, that is what the great
majority of the managers and teachers believe it to be, and
that is what Dr. Clifford and all the rest of the Black Army
want it to be.

There is another thing that Dr. Clifford wants. He wants
to see the ad hoc system revived. In other words, ho wants
the old School Boards brought back—at least in the towns.
He advances various reasons, but his real reason is kept
back. If the School Boards are restored every School Board
election will, as before, be simply a religious fight between
Church and Dissent. And Dr. Clifford believes that Dissent
would win. The one object of this hypocritical “ Cromwell’
of the Passive Resistance movement is to secure Noncon-
formist control of elementary schools in all the great centres
of population. This is tho key that interprets his actions.
This is the purposo that underlies his controversial wobbling-
This is the bed-rock beneath his welter of words.

Dr. Guiness Rogers, tho Nestor of Nonconformity, still
stands by its old original principle. “ Among tho faithlesSi
faithful only he.” In his latest utterance ho declares that
the State can have “ no right and no competence to interfere
in tho province of religious life at all "—not even in the
State schools. And he adds that he has “ not met with any
attempt to prove that such interference has been attended
with any religious benefit to the children.” *“ It is quietly
assumed,” he continues, “ that religion ought to bo honored
by being thus included in the curriculum of tho day school-
But tho home, tho Sunday-school, tho church, are (each in
its own turn and its own measure) far more potent instru-
ments.” Dr. Rogers is absolutely in favor of Secular
Education being given by State teachers in Stato schools to
the State’s children.

The article on Dr. Rogers’s view in tho Daily News was &
delightful exercise in wobbling. Our pious contemporary
has no principle in the matter; or rather it believes that
any principle will do if it only bringsgrist to the Nonconformist
mill.  Mr. Cocoa Cadbury’s organ, therefore, tries to recon-
cile tho view of Dr. Rogers with the view of Dr. Clifford, in
order to bring about a workable understanding between
Nonconformist leaders. In its own beautiful language there
are “ many solutions of tho religious difficulty.” Exactly so-
There are many ways of going wrong. There is only one
way of going right. And there is only one right solution of
tho religious difficulty—which is Secular Education in tho
State schools, leaving religion, which is a private and
personal matter, to private and personal agencies.

The Bishop of Liverpool does not dread tho new Liberal
government. Ho says that many of its members are
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religious gentlemen, and would be the last to wound the
consciences of Churchmen. Even the Labor party gets
some soft words from this right reverend father in God. lie
admits that power has passed from the middle classes to the
Masses, but the masses are not “ hostile to Christianity’
they are only “ indifferent.” The good old man doesn’t see
that indifference will be just as bad as hostility in the long
run. What does it matter whether a ship is thrown high up on
the rocks by a storm or left stranded by a never-returning
tide? She is done for either way.

. Free Church organs boast that there are 176 of their men
in the new House of Commons. It is announced that they
aro all going to attend a prayer meeting on Friday, March 2.
No, no, not a prayer meeting; that was aslip of the pen ; we
should have said a public dinner at the Hotel Cecil which
will probably be much more to their liking. The unsuccessful
I'ree Church candidates will also be invited to the feast, and
Mr. Birrell, Mr. Bryce, and Mr. Lloyd George will join in
the oratory. All they want now is Jesus Christ in the chair.

The Gentle Jesusites had a beanfeast at the Church of
St. Roch, Paris, when the police went there to take an
inventory under the new law separating Church and State.
The faithful crowded the building and all its approaches,
and went for the poor police in first-rate Christian style,
wo take the following items from the special report in the
Daily Chronicle. A well-dressed woman rushed from her
seat, went up to M. Nalbert, the inspector, saying “ Juda®
| salute you,” and spat in his face. Many elegantly dressed
ladies smashed dainty umbrellas over the heads and
shoulders of the luckless “ coppers.” A whole brigade of
Christian amazons, backed up by men wielding chairs,
charged the little band of policemen and hurled them down
‘ho steps. “ Men hit them, while women in silk attire
clawed their faces or dragged them forward by the hair.
When they reached the street “ their uniforms”~wero in
shreds and they were bleeding from many wounds.” These
aro the peoplo who are always preaching respect for law and

cider. They aro like hell-cats when they cannot have tlieir
own way.

There were still worso scenes when tho police went to the
Church of Sto. Clothildo on tho south side of the Seine. A
legular pitched battle took place, some fifty of the police
being injured, and more of tho Gentle Jesusites. The latter
wielded sticks and sword canes, if they wero males, and
Umbrellas, if thoy were females. Tho fire engines had to bo
hiought out to play upon the “law and order” crowd,
finally a detachment of sappers with crowbars and axes
Bad to bo brought upon tho scene. Thoy stormed tho gate
and broke in tho front door, and a number of the holy gar-
Uson wero carried off to prison. News of tho affray being
carried to tho Chamber of Deputies, and causing a seusa-
jon, M. Itouvior, the Prime Minister, assured the Chamber
. *at the law would be considerately but firmly carried out
lu 8Pite of all obstacles.

.There was another pitched battle tho next day at tho
Church of St. Pierre du Gros Caillou. Between two and
‘hreo thousand of tho faithful had assembled to resist tho
agents of tho law. They threw stones, bricks, and other
Missiles at tho besiegers. Some of them flourished revolvers,
ethers cut the policemen’s hands with knives. Once more
‘he firemen had to play upon them through the windows
ttwl the church was an ankle deep with water, finally the
soldiers had to be set to work again to capture tho church
aud clear out its holy defenders. A great many arrests were
made, and soveral warriors of tho cross will get a tasto of
mprisonment. A Catholic duko is already doing three
months. Of courso those disorders were organised—with tho
connivance of the clergy.

,, people ought to bo glad to die in a church. One would
unk that thoy would bo sure of heaven then. But some-
"\Osv or other it always strikes them differently. A false
alarm Of “ FireI' in a Vienna church caused a general
“‘ampede. The adults rushed for the doors quito regardless
“he children whom thoy ruthlessly trampled under foot,
little girl, who was killed, had her hair almost com-
half 7 torn away from the scalp. Fifty other children were
aihy injured, some of them having their legs or arms
DiM Focks of hair, clinging to children’s caps, were
mC WP all over tho place. What a disgusting scene 1
the'l* 811 audience of Atheists have acted so badly " Could
y Possibly have acted worso ?

in p lul,° tllc general elections wero occupying our attention
n Vgiand the bloody work of repression was going on in
Bla. Tho reports rocently to hand aro enough to make
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the coldest blood boil. In Moscow alone hundreds of men
and women have been shot in cold blood without any form
of trial. The autocracy is going to stick at nothing to regain
its power. And the holy Czar sits like a malignant spider
at tho centre of the villainous web. What a pity it is that
God does not call this pious scoundrel home. The English
law does not permit us to hope that someone would send
him there.

The following fact will show the part that religion plays in
the awful Russian drama. The Governor-General of Moscow
has opened a subscription for the erection of a church for the
first Don regiment, in recognition of its services in the sup-
pression of the Moscow revolt. A new house of God is to be
built in honor of the Cossack butchers of men, women, and
children. Good 1 It is well that the people should under-
stand what religion really means.

A hundred times we have said that the existence—tho
much-needed existence—of a National Society for the Pro-
tection of Children from Cruelty in England, is in itself a
sufficient reason for recalling English missionaries from every
part of the “ heathen ” world. It is our own *“ savages”
that require conversion. Most of tho “ heathen,” including
Kaffirs and negroes, would be astonished to hear that such a
Society was necessary in such a swagger Christian country
as England. They would hardly believe it. They would
think you were “ having ” them. This is not a prejudiced
view on our part. It is the sober truth. And we are glad
to see that Mr. Rider Haggard has been saying pretty much
the same thing, at least as far as the facts are concerned, at
a meeting of the local Branch of the N.S.P.C.C. at Lowestoft.
The following is an extract from his speech as reported in
the London Daily Chronicle :—

“ In his youth ho had seen a good deal of savage life, and
studied closely those savages with whom he had come in
contact. It was a sad reflection for him to be forced to the
conclusion, as he was, that in some way the contemned and
despised savage was superior to the civilised English person.
He never heard among savages of such cases as were daily
presented to the readers of the reports of the N.S.P.C.C.

He never heard of the maltreatment or starving, or beating
of children, so far as he was acquainted with the facts,
among the primitive classes of mankind. He feared they
must say that the truth was that in some way civilisation
appeared to be a failure in that respect.”

Thero you are, good Christians 1 Just think of it. Savages
don’t ill-treat their children. Christians do. Tho awful
cruelties inflicted on children in Christian England would
make tho average savage shudder to his very marrow.
What is the use of Christianity, then? Will somebody
kindly tell us ?

We have often said that some Japanese missionaries aro
wanted in Great Britain, and we may live to seo them arrive.
Our own missionaries go to Japan and preach “ Christ,” but
the Japanese missionaries over here would preach efficiency
and civilisation. A beginning in this direction is already
made. Tho Japanese government is being urged to make
representations to its Ally with regard to tho state of its
Army. Great Britain’'s comic-opera army—tho creation of
the classes—is the laughing-stock of the world. It costs
more thau any other army in the world, and is worth ever
so much less. We hope tho Japancso will get us to take tho
red army in hand effectually. After that wo might deal
with the Black Army.

A Welsh boy was singing a hymn in amine, when a fall “
took place aud buried him. Was it an act of Providence ?
He couldn’t have been treated worse if he had been singing
a comic song.

Tho Bishop of London is a most incontinent man. Wo
mean with respect to his tongue. Ho never knows whoro to
begin, and he never knows whoro to leavo off. Ho is now
carrying on a purity crusade—which is ono of tho very worst
enterprises he could engage in. Tho only effectual way of
promoting purity is being pure oneself ; and tho man who is
that doesn’t talk about it—any moro than a puro-minded
wife keeps telling peoplo that she is true to her husband.
But the Bishop of London thinks otherwise. Ho is a garru-
lous person—a chatterer. His tongue flies first, and his
brain after it, without always overtaking it. We can imagine
tho moro sensible Churchmen shuddering when they see his
name in tho nowspapor reports. Thoy must feel that ho is
giving them away. Some of them, indeed, must bo wishing
that ho was never allowod moro than fivo minutes in tho
pulpit—which is tho time the King allowed him to preach at
the Coronation.

In tho course of his purity crusado tho Bishop of London
addressed “ a mass meeting of men” at tho Northampton
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Institute, Clerkenwell, and a report of the proceedings
appeared in the Morning Leader. He is said to have spoken
“ the naked truth.” Well, he might easily do that, after
reading the Bible carefully; for there is a tremendous
quantity of “ naked truth ” in Holy Writ, and some of it very
decidedly in need of a sterner cover than fig leaves. One of
Dr. Ingram’s naked truths was addressed to unmarried men.
In order to dissaude them from fornication he gave them the
following chapter from his own private biography :—

“ | was 48 years old last Friday, and I'm not ashamed of
it. 1've never been married. 1 have lived a hard life all the
time, and yet to-day | can play every game which | played
when | was 20, as hard as | could play it 28 years ago. And
I am able to work from morning to night without stopping.
And 1've only been ill once in my life, and then only for a
week. Therefore it sorely tries my patience when | hear it
contended that you can’t be healthy and you can’t be strong
unless you trample some poor woman under foot.”

Now it is very odd, to say the least of it, for a man to get
up and talk like this in public. According to Christian
tradition, which is accepted by Protestants like Jeremy
Taylor, as well as by all Catholics, Jesus Christ died a virgin ;
and the Bishop of London publishes the fact that he is in the
same condition himself. The information is very interesting,
of course, to all who are fond of personal gossip. But every-
thing depends in this case on one man’s word—and nobody
is in a position to say what it is worth. That, however, is
not precisely our point. What we want to say is this: that
the Bishop’s argument seems to show that it is a mistake to
get married at all. If he has been ill but once in his life,
and then only for a week, it is difficult to see how he could
have been much healthier, and easy to see that he might, in
other circumstances, have been a good deal worse. On the
whole, therefore, it seems to us that Bishop Ingram had
better mind what he is saying. And perhaps what he is do-
ing. For he may go setting up a celibate brotherhood—if ho
hasn’'t started one already; and end by becoming a monk
in the Catholic Church.

The virginal Bishop strikes us as being particularly foolish
in his final observation. He might have asked himself how
it happens, in Christian England, that an unmarried man
can gratify his lust by “ trampling some poor woman under-
foot ?” This would be impossible amongst the Zulus. Why
is it possible amongst the English—after all these centuries
of Christianity? Why, to begin with, do men want to
trample women underfoot? What is their Christianity
worth if it leaves them with that evil disposition? And
why do women allow themselves to be trampled underfoot ?
Surely they do not submit to it voluntarily. What is the
reason, then ? Does it not lie in the unwise and unjust
dependence in which women are placed by Christian
societies? The precariousness of their livelihood renders
them victims of the lecher’s lust as well as the sweater’s
greed. That is the problem which has to be tackled. Talk
like Bishop Ingram’s has been going on for nearly two
thousand years. And what has been the good of it? One
little bit of sensible social reform is worth all the sermons
over preached.

The Southport Guardian printed some romantic things
about the late George Jacob Holyoake. The first is that he
fell into “ the toils of Queen Anne’s Blasphemy Laws ” in
1842. What on earth are Queen Anne’s Blasphemy Laws ?
We never heard of them before. The second is that before
ho had served his six months’ imprisonment a Bill was
“ passed through the House of Commons wholly repealing
the obnoxious law.” This is another piece of imaginary
history. It is pure unadulterated fiction. “ Later on in
life,” it is said, “ he suffered three weeks’ imprisonment for
refusing to take an oath.” This is more fiction.

The next story is not quite so harmless. “ Shortly before
his death,” we are told, “ Mr. Bradlaugh sent for Mr. Holy-
oake and made private amends to him for an act of injustice
which Mr. Holyoake had suffered at his hands. But the
public acknowledgment which was no less his due was never
made.” We do not believe a word of this story. It bears
all the marks of an invention. What it alleges of Bradlaugh
is so unlike him. What it alleges of Holyoake is so unlike
him too. Bradlaugh was not the man to act in that private
way! and Holyoako was not the man to keep it private.
Anyhow, we believe that the incident must have been known
to Mrs. Bonner (Bradlaugh's daughter) if it ever occurred.
We appeal to her, therefore, to say whether her father did
send for Mr. Holyoake “ shortly before his death.” If her
answer is in the negative, as we feel sure it will be, the
Southport Guardian should in honor give the name of the
friend who wrote those Reminiscences of George Jacob
Holyoake. That ho is an enemy of Bradlaugh the article
itself bears ample witness.
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Having to go north we left Miss Vance to send the Southport
Guardian, on our behalf, to Mrs. Bradlaugh Bonner, with a
letter asking her for a few words of repudiation. Mrs. Bonner
wrote in reply : “ No, a thousand times NO : my father never
sent for Mr. Holyoake. Whatever amends were due were
from Mr. Holyoake to him, not from him to Mr. Holyoake.
Mrs. Bonner adds some words of very natural indignation,
but what we have quoted is sufficient for our present object.
Bradlaugh did not send for Holyoake. That is the point.
The whole story is a lie.

We have seen a lithographed circular, signed by the Rev-
Dr. Warre, late Head Master of Eton, begging money for the
“ poor clergy.” He states how many of the dear men of
God have small incomes, but he says nothing about those
who have large ones. It does not occur to him that if a
Bishop has several thousands a year, and a curate only a
pound a week, a little levelling down is the obvious remedy-
Why bother laymen when there is so much money within
the fold ?

Dr. Warre says that there are 7,000 curates with incomes
of only (6130 a year. Well, there are millions of working
men and women with less. Those who preach “ Blessed be
ye poor ” should not be the first to complain of (62 10s. a
week.

Casually picking up a paper a few days ago, and looking
at the list under the heading of “ Recent Wills,” we noticed
three out of the fourteen as having some relation to our
criticism of Dr. Warre’'s financial appeal for the poor clergy-
Three men of God had left a good deal of money behind
them, not being able to take it with them, or being afraid
that it would soon melt where they were going. The least
of this glorious trinity was the Rev. John Bayley Davies,
rector of Waters Upton, Salop, who left (65,161. The next
in size was the Rev. Joseph Hurst Lupton, D.D., of Ken-
sington, London, who left j614,328. The biggest was the
Rev. Dr. Charles John Ellicott, Bishop of Gloucester, who
left (673,062. Evidently there are good pickings in the
Church yet, and the lean parsons might clearly be fattened
by sweating down tho bloated ones a bit.

We regret that a leading article in Reynolds' gave fresh
currency to the statement that the late Mr. Holyoake wrote
to Mr. John Burns: “ Lord, now let thy servant depart in
peace.” and that our contemporary does not correct the mis-
statement although it has been asked to do so. What Mr.
Holyoake really wrote to Mr. Burns was this : “ Permit one
whom age has shorn of nimbleness to bring tardily his
tribute of congratulation. Was he not one of the first toseo
that thou hadst a star—now in the ascendant—shining with
Cabinet radiance over tho land? Now lettest thou thy
servant depart in peace, for his eyes have seen Industrial
Salvation.”

When the Queen’s father died the newspapers told us that
she bore her bereavement with great fortitude. Considering
that she herself is a grandmother of sixty, and that her
father was nearly ninety, a statement of this kind was
positively sickening. If royal personages need “ fortitude "
to bear such a trouble, how do they manage to face tho
graver incidents of life? The truth is that the newspapers
too often do their best to soften the moral fibre of the
community by presenting a moral philosophy so perverted
as to be absolutely ridiculous. And this is very largely the
result of Christianity, with its fantastic conceptions and
sloppy sentimentalism.

Mr. Frederick Robertson, of Leeds, a woolen manufacturer,
aged fifty, committed suicide under the influence of religious
mania. Ho had boon a local preacher, and was exceedingly
fond of studying the bible. Not an Atheist, anyhow, as
Talmage and Torrey would lead you to expect.

Madame Eugenie has been prosecuted for palmistry by
tho Dublin police. Why don’'t they prosecute the priests
who take money for hurrying dead people’s “ souls ” through
* purgatory ? ”

There does not appear to bo any celestial fire-brigade!
otherwise “ Providenco” would not have allowed Christ
Church, Mayfair, to be burnt down like a common public-

house. The London fire brigade managed to save tho
Mayfair Hotel, just opposite. Tho church was beyond
salvation.

Nebuchadnezzar tried a vegetable diet when Heaven bade
him “ go to grass,” and it didn't agree with him.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

(Applications for March and April must be made early.)

To Correspondents.

Floyd's Lecturing E ngagements—February 11, Liverpool.
March 4, Glasgow.

idgway Fond.—Scottish Freethinker (per Miss Yance) £1 Is.
- Partridge (183 Vauxhall-road, Birmingham) also acknow-
ledges: J. Brodie Is., J. Lee Is., T. Wright Is.
*S. S. Benevolent Fund.—Miss E. rM. Vance,
acknowledges: C. J. Metrose 5s.
DCE— mean* a one-volume edition of the complete
yron (prose), which has only recently been published in several

volumes by Murray. We are familiar with the editions you
refer to.

secretary,

Jim Brough—Yes, we shall do it thoroughly.

°Webtger.—Dirt?/ tactics, yes : but truth has a way of ed%ing
Itself in, after all.

' NAEB—We should be glad to see some Freethought propa-

ganda done in Nottingham, and to take part in it.

\J' C.—Thanks for your letter. Of course we shall mention
ie fact, in our articles, that our exposure killed the “ Atheist
shoemaker” story, in spite of Mr. Holyoake’s “ vindication,”
Because the Itev. Hugh Price Hughes took the book out of the
market afterwards, so that it could not be obtained for love or

money.

Pleased to bear from you, and to know that you “ read

ue Freethinker every week and enjoy it very much.” In a

certain sense, one lady reader is worth two of the other sex.

_,,?e7 make good propagandists, and their influence is powerful
j  behind the scenes.’

*Mackintosh.—Glad to hear that of all the weekly papers you
uy and read you like the Freethinker the best. Mr. Annan
.ryce’s return at Inverness is preferable, from our point of

view, to the return of his opponent. Mr. Bryce’s answer re
ecular Education was quite satisfactory. His answer re the
lasphemy Laws was not exactly ideal, but it looked (so to

j Peak) in the right direction.
~VANB—Thanks for your appreciative and encouraging
fitter. You may rely upon our going "on” anyway. And
urs is a battle in which we cannot lose ; for all the truth we
ave spread abroad, and all the good we have done, remains,
j 'matever happens to us personally. For the rest, see paragraphs.

J IIAKIALL—The Christian Age half column on the late George
acob Holyoake, which you send us, is taken verbatim from the
ally News. The bigots can’t even refrain from stealing from

each other.

wl " 'rmingham) writes :—* Many thanks for the Freethinker
noli | have received for six weeks. | like it very much, and
ave ordered it from my newsagent.” This should encourage

r friends to send us more addresses of persons who might

U ec’mo subscribers after a similar experience.

jJ 1 The Bradlaugh story may be true enough, but the

T J erS011 One *°°ks apocryphal. Thanks for your trouble.

'in ,liiams.—Glad to hear that Mr. Keir Hardie, M.P., spoke
r avor °f Secular Education and gave both our Blasphemy

v~ CjUestions an emphatic “ Yes”—also that the same may

W P .,dof Mr- I>. A. Thomas, M.P.
g 'p’' ®ALL—Thanks again for your welcome cuttings.
plj' Crifton.—Pleased to have your letter. Convey our com-
gp ments to the nighty-six-years-old veteran at Leamington.
wilM1 F reethinker, sending a guinea, hopes the Ridgway Fund
Th ~ mado more substantial.
p ®?LAU Society, Limited, Office is at 2 Newcastle-street,
T --gdon-street, E.C.
_ Nonal Secular Society’s office is at 2 Newcastle-street
rmgdon-street, E.C.
ters for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to
Lect ewcas”™e'Otreet, Farringdon-street, E.C.
Notices must reach 2 Newcastle-Btroet, Farringdon

p 6t’ by first post Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.

marF Wh° send us newsgapers would enhance the favor by
Qa KnS the passages to which they wish us to call attention,

liahir, *°r bferaturo should be sent to the Freethought Pub-

streot Company, Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
F*rs F'C-i and not to the Editor.

to remitting for literature by stamps are specially requcstol
Taa ncl halfpenny stamps.

°ffice"eei™nicer wid be forwarded direct from _the publishing
10a *ree, at the following rates, prepaid :—One year,

®°ale Q" y~r, 8b. 3d.; three months, 2s. 8d.

CBadifil, ~BVERTISCMKNTB  Thirty words, Is. 6d. ; every sue-

4a <= 6 ten words, 6d. Displayed Advertisements :—One inch,

r i-F column, £1 2s. Cd.j column, £2 5s. Special terms
repetitions.

Sugar Plums.

jwyF—Foote had fine meetings at Liverpool on Sunday. The
anch’s new meeting-place— Milton Hall, in Daulby-strcet
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—holds rather more people than the Alexandra Hall, and
was just large enough for the evening audience. Mr. Foote
was in good form, and his lectures were applauded both
liberally and enthusiastically. To-day (Feb. 11) the Liver-
pool Branch platform will be occupied by Mr. John Lloyd,
and we hope to hear of his having good meetings and the
heartiest reception. Mr. Lloyd will be followed by the late
Charles Bradlaugh's daughter, Mrs. Bradlaugh-Bonner.

Mr. Foote will not be doing any platform work for a week
or two. He has to devote all his time for a while to his
literary work and correspondence, which are both in arrear.

Mr. Eden Phillpotts, the novelist—and a fine one too—had
a sonnet on “ Holyoake ” in Tuesday’s Tribune. The poem
was a rapturous panegyric, and opened by apostrophising its
subject as “ Thou glorious Titan.” Exception may be taken,
however, to the following lines : —
“ Never again shall clang the iron door
Thy bleeding hands thrust open and held fast.”

Mr. Phillpotts has evidently been misled into believing that
George Jacob Holyoake was the last sufferer from the Law
under which he was imprisoned in 1842. As a matter of
fact, the iron door that clanged on Holyoake then clanged
on Thomas Paterson in 1843 and again in 1844; on Matilda
Roalfe in 1844 ; on Thomas Pooley in 1867 ; on G. W. Foote,
W. J. Ramsey, and H. A. Kemp in 1883 ; and on Robert
Ferguson in 1885. Even poets should try to be accurate,
and Mr. Phillpotts ought to be obliged to us for correcting
his chronology.

We were pleased to read the following letter, which will
interest our readers :—

“ THE BLASPHEMY LAWS.
TO EDITOR OF THE
Sir,—Your interesting references to the work of Mr.
Holyoake prompt me to remind you that the Blasphemy
Laws under which he suffered are still on the Statute Book.
The mere fact that they are only enforced now and again
make them an extremely dangerous weapon, which will only
be used when the victim is thoroughly unpopular. Will you
not use your great influence to get them abolished altogether?
It would at once be a fitting tribute to Mr. Holyoake's
memory, an act of genuine Liberalism, and a real help to the
spread of the Christian religion, which is only hindered by

its opponents not being allowed full play.

I am, your truly,
Stewart D. Headlam.”

Rev. Stewart D. Headlam has always been a consistent
opponent of the Blasphemy Laws. He spoke at some of tbe
great protest meetings held during our own imprisonment
under the Blasphemy Laws in 1883. Whether ho is right,
however, in supposing that “ the spread of the Christian
religion ” will be promoted by the concession of fair play to
Freethought, time alone will show. Our own impression is
to the contrary. And we rather doubt the wisdom of
pressing such a point. For if “the spread of the Christian
religion” is to be a determining factor, a great many
Christians will use Mr. Headlam’s principle to justify a very
different policy.

the * TRIBUNE.

Mr. John Burns, M.P., President of tbo Local Government
Board (but, after all, there is only one John Burns) is well-
known to be a Freethinker. He has been a considerable
reader and book-collector, and, according to the Book
Monthly, his library runs to about 5,000 volumes, the princi-
pal number being works on social and industrial questions,
although other branches of literature are well represented.
Amongst the poems, he has a special fondness for Robert
Burns (who was also a Freethinker) his favorite lines from
tho Scottish bard being the famous quatrain:—

“ To make a happy, fireside clime
For weans and wife ;

That's tbe true pathos and sublime
Of human life.”

Shelley is one of John Burns’'s pets. Ho also admires Walt
Whitman. Of course he reads Shakespeare; even Mr.
Bernard Shaw can’'t help doing that. But he holds that
Shakespeare’s attitude towards the common people is “ that
of a scoffer, not an interpreter ”—which he finds rather sad
when he thinks of Shakespeare’'s “ unmatched intellect.”
Well, we hopo John Burns will cheer up. Shakespeare is
not as bad as he fancies. The great poet depicted all sorts
of kings, all sorts of nobles, all sorts of priests and warriors,
and all sorts of common people. If lie ridiculed Jack Cade,
as ho had a right to, he made old Adam, the serving man,
perhaps the noblest character in As You Like It. Of course
Shakespeare was not acquainted with the modern industrial
movement, and Trade Unions, and general suffrage, and
even Socialism. He had a great deal to learn, if he could
only have lived long enough to learn it But there was ono
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thing he did know, and that was human nature—which is
probably a more important thing, after all, than politicians
and social reformers seem to recognise.

Mr. Robert Donald gives a character-sketch of John Burns
in the Nineteenth Century. Is is very interesting, and we
commend it to our readers attention. But one point in
John Burns's career is omitted—his visits to the Hall of
Science, his sitting for some time at the feet of Charles
Bradlaugh, and his early connection with the National
Secular Society. We suppose that John Burns's biographers
don’t think it “ respectable ” to mention such things now.

Mr. J. de Caux, in a letter to the Eastern Daily Press,
plays very neatly with a writer signing himself “ Church-
warden ” who had been referring to “ the object which all
true Christians should unite in attaining,” namely, “ simple
religious instruction ” in the public schools. Mr. de Caux
begged him to explain what “ simple religious instruction
means,” but the gentleman does not seem inclined to
answer. Mr. de Caux also asked him to explain what
“ true ” means before “ Christians.” Are there any “ false ”
Christians ?  And what is the difference between Christians
and “ true ” Christians ? These are very disconcerting
questions, and we understaud why “ Churchwarden ” does
not answer them.

We see by the Yarmouth Mercury that our friend Mr.
J. W. de Caux, sitting as Chairman on the full Bench dealing
with music-license applications, raised the point of law on
which we obtained a decision some time ago before Mr.
Justice Warrington. He pointed out that the magistrates
had no power whatever to grant licenses on Sundays, and
that all persons who carried on entertainments on Sunday
(with a charge for admission) were liable to heavy penalties.
The Clerk observed that there was an Act of somo twenty
years ago modifying the old law of George Il1l1. Mr. de Caux
replied that it did not modify the law at all; it merely re-
affirmed the right of the Crown to remit penalties in criminal
cases, which no one disputed. “ So far as | am concerned,”
the Chairman concluded, “1 say that we are not in a
position to grant the licenses asked for, and | point out the
consequences to those persons who may carry on entertain-
ments on Sundays.”

We aro glad to see Mr. de Caux raising this point. Hither-
to the laws passed in the interest of bigotry have been
applied with great partiality. Christians have been allowed
to break the law with impunity, and Freethinkers havo
suffered every time. Even the Blasphemy Laws—which it
is pretended aro only meant to put down *“indecent” dis-
cussion—aro never enforced against Christians. The
victims aro always Freethinkers. Christians may bo as
“indecent ” as they please in religious controversy. They
made the law, and they administer it, so they feel pretty
safe themselves. But they may yet be mado to smile on the
other side of their faces; and Mr. de Caux’s action is a good
step in that direction.

The new Liberal ministry (British) includes two well-
known Freethinkers, Mr. John Morloy and Mr. John Burns.
Editor Foote of the London Freethinker does not expect
from them any material assistance for secular education or
the abolition of the blasphemy laws, as they work with the
Nonconformists. Mr. Foote notes that the members of Par-
liament who are not overburdened with religion declare
thomselves for secular educatiou to satisfy their intellects,
and go on promoting another policy which satisfies their
interests. America is not unacquainted with that variety of
politicians.—New York “ Truthseeker.”

HAPPINESS AND MORALITY.

There is a restless endeavor in the mind of man after hap-
piness. This appetite is wrought into the original frame of
our nature, and exerts itself in all parts of the creation that
aro endued with any degree of thought or sense. But as
the human mind is dignified by a more comprehensive faculty
than can be found in the inferior animals, it is natural for
man not only to have an eye each to his own happiness, but
also to endeavor to promote that of others in the same rank
of being; and in proportion to the generosity that is ingre-
dient in the temper of the soul, the object of its benevolence
is of a larger or narrower extent. There is hardly a spirit
on earth so mean and contracted as to centre all regards on
its own interests, exclusive of the rest of mankind. Even
the selfish man hath some share of love which ho bestows
on his family and his friends. A nobler mind hath at heart
the common interest of the society or country of which he
makes a part. And there is still a more diffusive spirit,
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whose being or intentions reach the whole mass of mankind,
and are continued beyond the present age to a succession of
future generations. The advantage arising to him who hath
a tincture of this generosity in his soul is, that he is affected
with a sublimer joy than can be comprehended by one who
is destitute of that noble relish. The happiness of the rest
of mankind hath a natural connection with that of a reason-
able mind. And in proportion as the actions of each indi-
vidual contribute to this end, he must be thought to deserve
well or ill, both of the world and of himself.—Bishop
Berkeley, “ The Guardian,” No. 83.

ULTIMATE MYSTERY.

Nothing wraps a man in such a mist of errors as his own
curiosity in searching things beyond him. How happily do
they live that know nothing but what is necessary! Our
knowledge doth but show us our ignorance. Our most
studious scrutiny is but a discovery of what we cannot
know. We see the effect, but cannot guess at the cause.
Learning is like a river, whose head, being far in the land,
is, at first rising, little and easily viewed ; but still, as you
go, it gapeth with a wider bank: not without pleasure, and
delightful windings, while it is on both sides set with trees
and the beauties of various flowers : but still the further you
follow it, the deeper and the broader it is, till at last it en-
waves itself in the unfathomed ocean. There you see more
water, but no shore, no end of that liquid, fluid vastness.
In many things we may sound Nature in the shallows of her
revelations; we may trace her to her second causes, but
beyond them we meet with nothing but the puzzle of the
soul, and the dazzle of the mind’'s dim eyes. While we
speak of things that are, that we may dissect and have
power and means to find the causes, there is some pleasure,
some certainty; but when we come to metaphysics, to long-
buried antiquity, and unto unrevealed divinity, we are in a
sea which is deeper than the short reach of the line of man.
Much may be gained by studious inquisition, but more will
ever rest which man cannot discover. | wonder at those
that will assume a knowledge of all; they are unwisely
ashamed of an ignorance which is not disgracive; it is no
shame for man not to know that which is not in his possi-
bility. We fill the world with cruel brawls in the obstinate
defence of that whereof we might with more honor confess
ourselves to be ignorant.— Owen Felltham’s “ Besolves,’
pp. 66-07.

RELIGION OF HUMANITY.

The essence of religion is tho strong and earnest direction
of tho emotions and desires towards an ideal object recog-
nised as of tho highest excellence, and as rightfully para-
mount over all selfish objects of desire. This condition {3
fulfilled by the Religion of Humanity in as eminent a degree,
and in as high a sense, as by the supernatural religions oven
in their best manifestations, and far more so than in any of
their others.—John 8. Mill.

It is a most terrible, continual, and revolting blasphemy
that men (using all possible means of deception and hypuo-
tisation) assure children and simplo-minded folk that if bit3
of bread are cut up in a particular mannor while certain
words are pronounced over them, and if they aro put into
wine [tho Greek Church sacrament], God will enter into
those bits of bread, and any living person named by tho
priest when ho takes out one of those sops will bo healthy,
and any dead person named by the priest when he takes out
one of these sops will bo better off in the other world on
that account; and that into the man who oats such a sop—
God himself will enter.— Tolstoy.

Some ideas there are that lio beyond tho reach of any
catastrophe. He will be far less exposed to disaster who
cherishes ideas within him that soar high above the indiffev
ence, selfishness, vanities, of every day life. And therefore,
come happiness or sorrow, the happiest man will bo ho
within whom the greatest idea shall burn the most ardently-
—Maeterlinck.

Some imposo upon the world that they believe that which
they do not; others more in number make thomselves believO
that they believe, not being able to penetrato into what it i9
to believe.—Montaigne.

Moderation in the carrying out of what is good and rigljt
is rare. What we commonly see is either pedantic delay
or reckless hurry.— Goethe.

Optimists who undertake to soothe the soul by extracting
its ills, resemble those charlatans who advertise “ painles9
dentistry.” But the wary arc not deceived.

—W. B. Paterson, “ Benjamin Swift»”



February ii, 1006

The Book of the Acts.—X.

lts Unauthentic and Unhistorical Character.

(Concluded from p. 76.)

Only one more matter narrated in the book of
the Acts calls for special notice. This is the ascrip-
tion of the power to work miracles to the two great
teachers Peter and Paul. As regards the first of
these, Peter is represented as healing a lame man
(Acts iii.), of curing a man suffering from palsy
(Acts ix.), and of raising a young woman from the
dead (Acts ix.). It is further related of this thau-
maturgus that the people of Jerusalem “ carried out
the sick into the streets, and laid them on beds and
couches, that, as Peter came by, at the least his
shadow might overshadow some one of them,” and
that “ there also came together a multitude from the
cities round about Jerusalem, bringing sick folk and
them that were vexed with unclean spirits : and they
were healed every one” (Acts v. 15-16). According to
this story, the streets of Jerusalem were turned into
an immense hospital, with Peter marching up and
down the different wards healing the patients right
and left, either by the word of'command or his
shadow. And the evidence upon which we are «asked
to believe these miraculous cures is the same as that
for every other narrative in the book: Luke, who
Yas not present, and who did not live in apostolic
fanies, has recorded them.

Next, as might be expected, similar wonderful
cures are related of Paul. That apostle, if we believe
fhe narratives in the Acts, smote a sorcerer with
blindness (Acts xiii.), healed a cripple (Acts xiv.),
expelled an evil spirit from a damsel (Acts xvi.),
cured many other sick persons (Acts xix.), restored a
dead man to life (Acts xx.), and healed many others
°f various diseases (Acts xxviii.). It is also related
ef this apostle that “ unto the sick were carried away
from his body handkerchiefs or aprons, and the
diseases departed from them, and the evil spirits
wont out” (Acts xix. 12). Tho evidence for these
rniraclos is the same as for those alleged to have
been wrought by Peter: Luke, the second century
editor, has recorded them. It is scarcely necessary
to say that we have not the testimony of a single
Person who claimed to have been healed by either of
hese great miracle-workers, nor oven that of anyone
~ho professed to have witnessed ono of those won-
derful cures. Luke, no doubt, found them recorded
M the documents ho has revised and pieced together,
(tod probably invented very littlo beyond composing
too speeches which he has placed in the mouths of
. oter, Stephen, Gamaliel, and Paul, and inserting a
orihisercal names o BB Bis eompilation P
rE, |, Coef Misitory. Who was the original inventor
\?Vefgrdscaf now impossible to say.
pow f nex” Bee wbat Paul has to say on the
Qenpr, “0 work miracles in his day. Writing to tho

1¥ church at Corinth that apostle says (—

‘Now there are diversities of gifts, but tho same
Plrit....... For to ono is given through the Spirit tho
ord of wisdom; and to another the word of knowledge,

~ccording to tho same Spirit; to another faith, in tho
onllkk ?pbit; and to another gifts of healings, in tho
0 Spirit; and to another workings of miracles; and
ai)°tocr prophecy ; and to another discerning of [evil]
ns’ an°ther divers kinds of tongues; and to
°thor tho interpretation of tongues ” (1 Cor. xii. 4-10).

anl

of p? statement it would appear that only ono

It j8 f Se “ gifts ” was given to any one individual,

power + Oer to be noticed that the possessor of tho

power f 8?eak with “ tongues ” did not possess the

shown ° toterprot those tongues. This is clearly
(In the following passages ;—

U ~°r be that speakoth in a tongue speaketh not unto

in H unt® God; for no man understandeth ; but

let h* sP't be speaketh mysteries........ Whereforo
Ita that speaketh in a tongue pray that ho may

BPeakin ?mvo a”the fact, already noticed, that the
8 m a tongue was simply tho utterance of
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unintelligible gibberish when in a state of religious
excitement. And this was the one “ miraculous”
gift possessed by Paul, who says - —

“ 1 thank God, | speak with tongues more than you
all: howbeit in tho church | had rather speak five
words with my understanding....... than ten thousand
words in a tongue ” (1 Cor. xiv. 18-19).

We have seen, in Acts ii., that Luke has represented
the apostles as speaking with tongues to people
“ from every nation under heaven,” and that “ every
man heard them speaking in his own language "—a
big bouncing lie as the foundation of the story, with
a speech composed by Luke himself, and placed in
the mouth of Peter, built upon it. This we may
take as a sample of how New Testament history was
written.

As regards the miraculous “ gifts” mentioned by
Paul, the truth appears to be that the Christian
church claimed that certain members of the sect
possessed one or other of those gifts. Stories were
told, from one to another, of the marvellous cures
wrought by apostles and others, but no one had ever
witnessed the wonders related. As an example,
Irenmus says of the Christians of his day (a.d. 185) :—

“ For some do certainly and truly drive out evil spirits.
....... Others have foreknowledge of things to come: they
see visions, and utter prophetic expressions. Others
still heal the sick by laying their hands upon them, and
they are made whole. Yea, moreover, as | have said,
the dead even have been raised up, and have remained
among us for many years” (Against Heresies, ii.,xxxii., 4).

This statement, like that made by Paul, was of
course based only upon hearsay evidence. It was
simply believed that some among the brethren
possessed the miraculous powers named. Only some
three or four years before Irenrous composed his
work on Heresies, Theophilus, bishop of Antioch,
writing to his friend Autolycus, said (i.,, 13-14):—

“ Then, as to your denying that the dead are raised—
for you say, 1Show mo even one who has been raised
from the dead, that seeing, | may beliovo '—first, what
great thing is it, if you believe, when you have seen the
thing done?....... God, indeed, exhibits to you many
proofs that you may believe him. For consider the
dying of seasons and days and nights, how these all
dio and riso again. And what? Is there not a resur-
rection going on of seeds and fruits

The writer of this letter was contemporary with
Irenmus, but though, like the last-named bishop, ho
boasted of men being raised from the dead by Chris-
tian miracle-workers in his day, he had not the
smallest idea whore one of these resurgent beings
might be found, and so was unable to effect the con-
version of a dear friend. The same was the case in
the timo of Paul: miracles of healing were every-
where spoken of, but no one had ever witnessed such
miracles himself.

Returning to the Paulino Epistles, we find in ono
of them (2 Tim. iv. 20) Paul is represented as saying :
“ Erastus abode at Corinth ; but Trophimus I left at
Miletus sick.” It goes, of course without saying
that if the great Apostle of the Gentiles possessed
the so-called gift of healing, he would not have left
a sick colleague behind him unhealed. It may, how-
ever, be here objected that some critical scholars—e
Renan, for instance—deny the authenticity of tho
Second Epistle to Timothy. Well, if the epistle be
a forgery, the evidence is at least conclusive to
orthodox Christians who believe the whole Bible
from cover to cover. It is also certain that the
Christian forger knew nothing of tho miracle-working
Paul described in tho book of tho Acts.

Coming now to an epistle which is generally
admitted to be authentic, even by Renan—that to
the Philippians—we find the Apostle of the Gentiles
saying of a fellow laborer named Epaphroditus
(ii. 26-27)

“ He longed to see you all, and was sore troubled
because ye had heard that he was sick : for indeed ho
was sick nigh unto death ; but God had mercy on him,
and not on him only, but on me also, that I might not
have sorrow upon sorrow.”

It is clear from this passage that Paul feared his co-
worker was about to die, an event which would have
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added.to his many sorrows. Had he possessed the
power to heal diseases, the illness of his friend would
not have given him a moment’s uneasiness. Hap-
pily, Epaphroditus recovered without his aid, and so
he was spared the grief he would have experienced
at losing him.

Sufficient has now, | think, been said of the char-
acter of the narratives in the Acts of the Apostles.
Paul possessed no miraculous powers whatever.
As already shown, the picture drawn of that apostle
in this veracious history is from beginning to end
fictitious. So likewise is that of the miracle-working
Peter. The matters described in the Acts are purely
mythical. Every event therein narrated that can
he tested by genuine history is proved to be fabulous.
And the only evidence that can be adduced for the
historicity of the work is that it was compiled by

.Luke>a 8econd century writer- Abracadabra.

Ingersoll’'s First Lecture.—lIII.

(Continued from p. 61.)

One instance is related where a man was attacked by what
appeared to be a wolf. He defended himself and succeeded
in cutting off one of the wolf's paws, whereupon the wolf ran
and the man picked up the paw and putting it in his pocket
went home. When he took the paw out of his pocket it had
changed to a human hand, and his wife sat in the house
with one of her hands gone and the stump of her arm bleed-
ing. He denounced his wife as a witch, she confessed the
crime and was burned at the stake. People were burned for
causing frosts in the summer, for destroying crops with hail,
for causing cows to become dry, and even for souring beer.
The life of no one was secure, malicious enemies had only to
charge one with witchcraft, prove a few odd sayings and
queer actions to secure the death of their victim. And this
belief in witchcraft was so intense that to express a doubt
upon the subject was to be suspected and probably executed.
Believing that animals were also taken possession of by evil
spirits and also believing that if they killed an animal con-
taining one of the evil spirits that they caused the death of
the spirit, they absolutely tried animals, convicted and
executed them. At Basle, in 1474, a rooster was tried,
charged with having laid an egg, and as rooster eggs were
used only in making witch ointment it was a serious charge,
and everyone of course admitted that the devil must have
been the cause, as roosters could not very well lay eggs with-
out some help. And the egg having been produced in court,
the rooster was duly convicted and he together with his
miraculous egg were publicly and with all duo solemnity
burned in the public square. So a hog and six pigs were
tried for having killed, and partially eaten a child, the hog
was convicted and executed, but the pigs were acquitted on
the ground of their extreme youth. As late as 1740 a cow was
absolutely tried on a charge of being possessed of tho devil.
mOur forefathers used to rid themselves of rats, leeches, locusts
and vermin by pronouncing what they called a public exorcism.

On some occasions animals were received as witnesses in
judicial proceedings.

The law was in some of tho countries of Europe, that if a
man’s house was broken into between sunset and sunrise and
the owner killed the intruder, it should bo considered justi-
fiable homicide.

But it was also considered that it was just possible that a
man living alone might entice another to his house in the
night-time, kill him and then pretend that his victim was a
robber. In order to prevent this, it was enacted that when
a person was killed by a man living alone and under such
circumstances, the solitary householder should not be held
innocent unless he produced in court some animal, a dog or
a cat, that had been an inmate of the house and had witnessed
the death of the person killed. The prisoner was then com-
pelled in tho presence of such animal to make a solemn
declaration of his innocence, and if the animal failed to con-
tradict him, ho was declared guiltless,—the law taking it for
granted that the Deity would cause a miraculous manifesta-
tion by a dumb animal, rather than allow a murderer to
escape. It was the law in England that any one convicted
of a crime, could appeal to what was called corsned or morsel
of execration. This was a piece of cheese or bread of about
an ounce in weight, which was first consecrated with a form
of exorcism desiring that the Almighty, if the man were
guilty, would cause convulsions and paleness, and that it
might stick in his throat, but that it might if the man were
innocent, turn to health and nourishment. Godwin, the
Earl of Kent, during the reign of Edward the Confessor,
appealed to the corsned, which sticking in his throat, pro-
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duced death. There were also trials by water and by firGL
Persons were made to handle red hot iron, and if it burned
them their guilt was established; so their hands and feet
were tied, and they were thrown into the water, and if they
sank they were pronounced guilty and allowed to drown. |
give these instances to show you what has happened, and
what always will happen, in countries where ignorance pre-
vails, and people abandon the great standard of reason. And
also to show to you that scarcely any man, however great,
can free himself of tho superstitions of his time. Kepler,
one of tho greatest men of the world, and an astronomer
second to none, although he plucked from the stars the secrets
of the universe, was an astrologer and thought he could pre-
dict the career of any man by finding what star was in the
ascendant at his birth. This infinitely foolish stuff was
religiously believed by him, merely because he had been
raised in an atmosphere of boundless credulity. Tycho Brahe,
another astronomer who has been, and is called the prince
of astronomers—not only believed in astrology, but actually
kept an idiot in his service, whose disconnected and mean-
ingless words he carefully wrote down and then put them
together in such a manner as to make .prophecies, and then
he patiently and confidently awaited their fulfillment.

Luther believed that he had actually seen the Devil not
only, but that he had had discussions with him upon points
of theology. On one occasion getting excited, he threw an
inkstand at his majesty’s head, and the ink stain is still ‘®
be seen on the wall where the stand was broken. The Devil
| believe, was untouched, he probably having an inkling of
Luther’s intention, made a successful dodge.

In the time of Charles the Fifth, Emperor of Germany)
Stceffler, a noted mathematician and astronomer, a man of
great learning, made an astronomical calculation according
to the great science of astrology and ascertained that the
world was to be visited by another deluge. This prediction
was absolutely believed by the leading men of the empir®
not only, but of all Europe. The commissioner general of
the army of Charles the Fifth recommended that a survey
be made of the country by competent men in order to find
out the highest land. But as it was uncertain how high the
water would rise this idea was abandoned.

Thousands of peoplo left their homes in low lands, by the
rivers and near tho sea and sought the more elevated ground1
Immense suffering was produced. People in some instance®
abandoned the aged, the sick and the infirm to the tender
mercies of the expected flood, so anxious were they to reach
some place of security.

At Toulouse, in France, the people actually built an ark
and stocked it with provisions, and it was not till long after
tho day upon which tho flood was to have come, had passed)
that tho people recovered from their fright and returned to
their homes. About the same time it was currently reported
and believed that a child had been born in Silesia with ®
golden tooth. The people were again filled with wonder and
consternation. They were satisfied that some great evil wa®
coming upon mankind. At last it was solved by some chapter
in Daniel wherein is predicted somebody with a golden headl
Such stories would never have gained credence only for the
reason that tho supernatural was expected. Anything in the
ordinary course of nature was not worth telling. The human
mind was in chains; it had been deformed by slaveryl
Reason was a trembling coward, and every production of the
mind was deformed, every idea was a monster. Almost
every law was unjust. Their religion was nothing more @&
less than monsters worshiping an imaginary monster. Science
could not, properly speaking, exist. Their histories were the
grossest and most palpable falsehoods, and they filled *®
Europe with the most shocking absurdities. Tho historic9
were all written by tho monks and bishops, all of who#l
wero intensely superstitious, and equally dishonest. Every-
thing they did was a pious fraud. They wroto as if they ha®
been eye-witnesses of every occurrence that they related-
They entertained, and consequently expressed, no doubt a9
to any particular, and in case of any difficulty they alway®
had a few miracles ready just suited for tho occasion, and th®
people never for an instant doubted tho absolute truth O
every statement that they made. They wrote the history
overy country of any importance. They related all the
and present, and predicted nearly all the future, with a®
ignorant impudence actually sublime. They traced the ord®*
of St. Michael in France back to the Archangel himself, and
alleged that he was the founder of a chivalric order in heave®
itself. They also said that the Tartars originally came fro®1
hell, and that they wero called Tartars because Tartar®@®
was one of the names of perdition. They declared tha*
Scotland was so called after Scota, a daughter of Pharoab’
who landed in Ireland and afterward invaded Scotland
took it by force of arms. This statement was made i® *
letter addressed to the Pope in the 14th century and
alluded to as a well-known fact. The letter was written b?
some of tho highest dignitaries of the church and by directi®®
of the king himself. Matthew, of Paris, an eminent historic®
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of the 13th century, gave the world the following piece of
valuable information : “ It is well known that Mohammed
originally was a Cardinal and became a heretic because he
failed in his design of being elected Pope.”

The same gentleman informs us that Mohammed having
drank to excess fell drunk by the roadside, and in that con-
dition was killed by pigs. And this is the reason, says he,
that his followers abhor pork even unto this day. Another
historian of about the same period, tells us that one of the
popes cut off his hand because it had been kissed by an
'mproper person, and that the hand was still in the Lateran
at Rome, where it had been miraculously preserved from
corruption for over five hundred years. After that occur-
rence, says he, the Pope’'s toe was substituted, which
accounts for this practice. He also has the goodness to
inform his readers that Nero was in the habit of vomiting
fregs. Some of the croakers of the present day against
Progress would, | think, bo the better of such a vomit. The
history of Charlemagne was written by Turpin the Arch-
bishop of Rheims, and received the formal approbation of
tho Pope. In this it is asserted that the walls of a city fell
down in answer to prayer; that Charlemagne was opposed
by a giant called Fenacute who was a descendant of the
ancient Goliath; that forty men were sent to attack this
giant, and that he took them under his arms and quietly
carried them away. At last Orlando engaged him singly ;
Cot meeting with the success that he anticipated, he changed
his tactics and commenced a theological discussion ; warming
jvith his subject he pressed forward and suddenly stabbed
his opponent, inflicting a mortal wound. After the death of
ho giant, Charlemagne easily conquered the whole country
and dwided it among his sons.

The history of the Britons, written by the Archdeacons or
lontnouth and Oxford, was immensely popular. According

fheir account, Brutus, a Roman, conquered England, built
Condon, called the country Britain after himself. During
his time it rained blood for three days. At another time a
Monster came from the sea, and after having devoured a
great many common people, finally swallowed the king him-
sdf. They say that King Arthur was not born like ordinary
mortals, but was formed by a magical contrivance made by
S'wizard. That he was particularly lucky in killing giants,
hat lie killed one in Franco who used to eat several people
every day, and that this giant was clothed with garments
made entiroly of tho beards of kings that he had killed and
eaten. To cap tho climax, one of the authors of this book
Was promoted for having written an authentic history of his
country. Another writer of the 15th century says that after
gnatius was dead they found impressed upon his heart the
wreek word Theos. In all historical compositions there was
an incredible want of common honesty. Tho great his-
orian Eusebius ingeniously remarks that in his history he
emitted whatever tended to discredit tho church and mag-
mfied whatever conduced to her glory. Tho same glorious
Principle was adhered to by most, if not all, of tho writers
? frmse days. Tlioy wrote and the peoplo believed that the
‘racks of Pharaoh’s chariot wheels, were still impressed upon
me sands of the Red Sea and could not be obliterated either
~rpjle "'vmds or waves.
mydii® 5™ §8bject Yo which 1 call your attention is the
— °rful progress in the mechanical arts. Animals use the
the r Da*uro #as furnished, and thoso only—the beak,
stone'aVVml'JJ*usda>the teeth. AHo barbarian uses a club, a
frslii  AS man advances he makes tools with which to
WSeg ju J118 Weapons ; he discovers tho best material to bo
po\vprat+ °fr construciken. The next thing was to find some
Watev t0 assmt him—that is to say, tho weight of falling
t0 g ' °r the force of tho wind. Ho then creates a force, so
itni)pieak’ ky changing water to steam, and with that ho
Ygo ®machines that can do almost everything but think,
m tl * °hserve that tho ingenuity of man is first exercised
Daili 0 instruction of weapons. There were splendid
stick Shk blades when ploughing was dono with a crooked
had ne ™ ler® were completo suits of armor on backs that
destro V2rfrfr a shirt. Tho world was full of inventions to
endurabl ° ~efrro there were any to prolong it or make it
one yet 6 ,~u<er was always a science—medicine is not
Barret V ~ca”™Pmg was known and practised long before
have nu iSCycred the Hair Regenerator. The destroyers

aesijicio 1 been hagoared. The useful hava always begn
slaves 'rp/n ancient times agriculture was known only to
the soil m *ow>the ignorant, the contemptible, cultivated
°ne dee mwork was to be nobody. Mechanics were only

IdlenefJee adlovo the farmer. In short, labor was disgraceful.
Peorlv p, tlle badge of gentle blood. The fields boing
binds of “lva*ed produced but little at the best. Only a few
and const*01*8 Wero ra‘aedi The result was frequent famine
from anoU” sufrering. One country could not bo supplied
besides an yr.as now! the roads were always horrible, and

°thor, Tl « S eve7 country was at war with nearly every
18 ®tate of things lasted until a few years ago.

(To be continued.)
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THE SWEET BY-AND-BYE 1

The right faith of man is not intended to give him repose,
but to enable him to do his work. It is not that he should
look away from the place he lives in now, and cheer himself
with thoughts of the place he is to live in next, but that he
should look stoutly into the world, in faith that if he does
his work thoroughly here, some good to others or himself,
with which however he is not at present concerned, will
come of it hereafter. And this kind of brave, but not very
hopeful or cheerful faith, | perceive to be always rewarded
by clear practical success and splendid intellectual power ;
while the faith which dwells on the future fades away into
rosy mist and emptiness of musical air—John RusMn.

No religion has ever preached things so evidently incom-
patible with reason and with contemporary knowledge, or
so immoral, as the doctrines preached by Church-Christianity.
Not to speak of all the absurdities of the Old Testament,
such as the creation of light before the sun, the creation of
the world six thousand years ago, the housing of all the
animals in the Ark ; or of the many immoral horrors, such
as injunctions to massacre children and whole populations
at God’s command; not to speak even of the absurd Sacra-
ment of which Voltaire used to say, that though there have
been and are many absurd religious doctrines, there never
before was one in which the chief act of religion consisted
in eating one’'s own God—not to dwell on all that, what can
be more absurd than that the Mother of God was both a
mother and a virgin ; that the sky opened and a voice spoke
from up there ; that Christ flew into the sky and sits some-
where up there at the right hand of his father ; or that God
is both One and Three, not three Gods like Brahma, Vishna,
and Shiva, but One and yet Three ? And what can be more
immoral than the terrible doctrine that an angry and re-
vengeful God punishes all men for Adam'’s sin, and sent his
son on earth to save them, knowing beforehand that men
would Kill him and would therefore be damned; and that
salvation from sin consists in being baptised, or in believing
that all these things really happened, and that the son of
God was killed by men that men might be saved, and that
God will punish with eternal torments those who do not
believe this?— Tolstoy.

HIS NIGGARDLINESS.

“ 1 sho’ly hates, bruddren and sistahs, to publicly stigmatise
any membuh ob dis congregation by name,” grimly remarked
good old ParBon Woolimon, during a recent sermon, fixing a
basiliskic glare on a certain miserly and unproductive person
before him. * Time after time, when do contribution box
liab circumambulated around, de brudder under specification
ain’t flung in nary cent, but dess sot and sot and soaked up
do sermint, and neber said ‘ boo I’ about payin’ his predes-
tined pro ratty. Dar comes a time, muh friends, when pro-
crastination done ceases to bo virtuous, and | is now gwine
to ax dat disliberal and reluctant pusson whyn't he reorganize
his 'sponsibilities and retaliate wid a ’casional nickel or a
little so’thin' dat-a-way. Don’'t yo’ know, Brudder Slowfoot
—1I's gwino to predicate to him—don't yo' know dat yo’ am
duo and elected to lend to de Lawd ? Don’'t yo'—?"”

“1 knows all dat, and mo’, too,” doggedly roplied the
economical Mr. Slewfoot. “ I knows dat, all right enough,
and | stands ready and willin’ to lend to de Lawd. When
de Lawd comes atter do money I's er-gwino to fork it ober;
but I slio' proclaims in a high, el’ar voice dat | ain’t gwine
to hand it out to nobody else 1”— Watson's Magazine.

HOW GOD PUNISHED JACOB.

Diocesan Examination. Girls’ School, Standard Il. Class
being questioned by Inspector on the lives of Jacob and Esau.
“ Now you all know that God punishes sin?” “ Yes, sir.”
“ Who can tell me how He punished Jacob ?” One hand up.
“ Well 2”7 “ Please sir, Ho made him marry tho wrong wife
first.”

The train drew up at a railway station of a small provin-
cial town, and the Bishop, who was to preach that evening
in the parish church alighted. * Hi, my man,” he called to
the porter, “ hurry up and fetch my luggage.” But that
functionary declined to over-exert himself, even for a Bishop.
“ Do you know,” exclaimed his lordship irately, “ that I'm
tho Bishop of ----- ?” The porter’s reply was disconcerting.
“ Oh, are yer guvner?” he remarked. *“ Then | reckon
you've got a nice, sawft job. You stick to it.”— Tribune.

“ Whatover God has made is perfect,” said a preacher to
his hearers. “ What do you think of me ?” said a hunch-
back, rising and exhibiting his own deformity. “ Why, that
you are as perfect a hunchback as | ever saw.”
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.

Notloea of Leotures,eto.,must reach us by first post on Tuesday
and be marked "Lecture Notioe,” if not sent on postcard.

LONDON.

Camberwell Branch N.S. S. (North Camberwell Hall, G1 New
Church-road) : 3.15, Freethought Parliament.

Wert Ham Branch N. S. S. (Liberal Hall, Broadway, Forest
Gate, E.): 7.30, W. J. Ramsey, “ The Adventures of Mr.
Samson.”

COUNTRY.

Ardrossan . Wednesday, Feb. 14, at 8, Joseph McCabe, “ From
Microbe to Man.”  With lantern illustrations.

Birmingham Branch N. S. S. (Prince of Wales Assembly Rooms,
Broad-street) : H. Percy Ward, 11 (in the Bull Ring), “ The
Christian Creed: Irrational and Immoral 3, “ Which Came
First—the Hen or the Egg?” 7, “ The Virgin Mother and Ghost
Father of Jesus.”

B ridoe-of-Weir (Freeland Hall): Thursday, Feb. 15, at 8,
Joseph McCabe, “ From Microbe to Man.” With lantern illus-
trations.

Cardiff Branch N.S. S. (Maskell's Café, St. Mary-street) :
Monday, Dec. 11, at 8, E. J. Shea, a Paper ; 9, Debate, Messrs.
Willmore and Davies, “ The Higher Criticism.”

Failsworth Secular Sunday School (Pole-lane) : C.30, Madame
Ethel Roberts, Recital.

Falkirk Branch N. S. S.: Monday, Feb. 12, at 8, Joseph
McCabe, “ From Microbe to Man.” With lantern illustrations.

Glasgow Branch N. S.S. (110 Brunswick-street) : Mr. Joseph
McCabe, 12 (noon), “ The personality of Professor Haeckel ” ;
6.30, “ Our Prehistoric Ancestors, I, The Primeval Savage,”
with Lime light Illustrations.

G lasgow R ationalist and E thical Association (319 Sauchiehall-
street) : 7, “ At Home” ; Monday, Feb. 12, Mr. John Paul,
“ The Single Tax on Land Values.”

Liverpool Branch N.S.S. (Milton Hall, Daulby-street) :
John T. Lloyd, 3, “ Should Freethinkers be Miserable?” 7,
* The Latest Peril of the Christian Faith.”

M anchester B ranch N. S. S. (Rusholme-road, Oxford-road, All
Saints’): 6.30, J. Harvey Simpson, “ Cremation.”

Newcastle Rationalist Literary and Debating Society
(Lockhart's Cathedral Cafe): Thursday, Feb. 15, at 8, R.
Chapman, “ Heredity and Education.”

Paisley Branch N. S. S. (Town Hall) : Tuesday, Feb. 13, at 8,
Joseph McCabe, “ From Microbe to Man.” With lantern illus-
trations.

Porth Branch N.S.S. (Room, Town Hall, Forth):
Jas. B. Grant, “ Individualism and Socialism.”

TRUE MORALITY:

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

THE BEST BOOK

ON THIS SUBJECT.

6.30,

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 the price for
a copy post free shall be only twopence. A dozen copies, for
distribution, may be had post free for a shilling.

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

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

Orders should be sent to the author,

J. R HOLMES, HANNEY, WANTAGE, BERKS.

The Balls Pond Secular Hall
(In Liquidation.)
Incorporated under the Industrial and Provident Societies Acts.

Notice is hereby given that all persons having Claims acains
the above Society, and all holders of Fully-paid Shares ar,
required to forward particulars of their Claims to E. J. Larkin
112a, Hoe-street, Walthamstow, Essex, on or before the 10th da’
of May, 1906, and in default thereof will be excluded from tb
benefit of any distribution which the Liquidators shall make t(
those persons who have then proved their debts or claims

Society, Limited.

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.C,
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12th ANNUAL WINTER SALE.
PARCELS 21s. CARR. PAID.
SOLD FOR CASH WITH ORDER ONLY.
Every Lot is Worth at Least 35s.

Lot 1. One Gent.'s Lounge Suit, any color. Give chest and
inside leg measure, state height and weight.

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

,» 3. One Gent.s Suit Length, Tweed or Serge, and one
Lady’s Costume length of good material.

., 4. One Gent.’s Overcoat, any color, and one Umbrella.

., 5. OneLady’'sMackintoshand one Gold-mounted Umbrella.

, 6. One pair Lady's Boots, one Fashionable Fur, one
Umbrella, one Blouse, and 1 Ib. Tea.

. 7. 50 yds. splendid Flannelette and four different designs.

., 8. 24 yds. double-width Dress Remnants for children’s
dresses.

» 9. 15yds. Suiting for boy’s suits.

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

., 11. 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.

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

,» 13. One pair Gent.’s Sunday Boots, one pair Lady’s Sunday
Boots, one Gent.’s Umbrella, one Lady’s Umbrella.

., 14. One Boy’'s Overcoat, one Boy’s Suit, one pair Boy’'s
Sunday Boots.

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

,, 16. One Suit Length, 3£ yds. finest material, Worsted,
Vicuna, Serge or Tweed, any color.

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

., 18. Four Trousers Lengths, all different, exceptionally
fine goods.

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

,» 20. One parcel of Oddments, anything you care to name.

AS BEFORE,
We will 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 \ Union Street, Bradford

INTERNATIONAL FREETHOUGHT CONGRESS.

A Photograph of the National
Delegates taken beneath the Voltaire Statue

Secular Society’s
in Paris, September, 1905.
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.

the safest and most effectual cure for
INFLAMMATION OF THE EYES.

- ) - -
Thwaites’ Celandine Lotion.
Oures inflammation in a few hours. Neglected or badly dootored
cases. 3 or 4 days is sufficient time to onre any case. For sore
and Inflamed Eyelids. Nothing to equal the Lotion for Dimness
of Sight. Will remove Skin or Film that sometimes grows on
the Eye. As the eye is one of the most sensitive organs of tho

body, it needs the most careful treatment.

Cullpeper says in his Herbal Book that if the virtues of
Celandine were generally known it would spoil the spectacle-
makers’ trade. Is. Ijd. per bottle, with directions ; by post 14

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

Take a Road of Your Own

Or, Individuality and Mental Freedom

By COLONEL R. G. INGERSOLL
PRICE ONE PENNY
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SECULAR SOCIETY,

(LIMITED)
Company Limited by Guarantee.
Registered Office—2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C.
Chairman of Board of Directors—Me. G. W. FOOTE.
Secretary— E, M. YANCE (Miss).

aona.S°oi0'y A B f°rmeain 1898 to afford legal security to the
TM8INION an<*application of funds for Secular purposes,
be Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society’s
sho u iate ‘—”*0 Pr°mote the principle that human conduct
nat ka3 uPon natural knowledge, and not upon snper-
f °efte™ an” that human welfare in this world is the proper
of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry.
, P~ ote universal Secular Education. To promote the com-
lawf6 .~Polarisation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such
hold0O* nSs as are conducive to such objects. Also to have,
or b’ reoe've’ and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised,
bequeathed by any person, and to omploy the same for any of
‘he purposes Society.
sho Id ab”ty °P members is limited to £1, in case the Society
liiiVw-ever  wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover
limes—a most unlikely contingency,
voo ?moera Pay an entrance fee of ton shillings, and a subsequent
y Jj*y subscription of five shillings.
1 1I6° oc*ety has aconsiderable number of members, but a much
” number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be
it amongst those who read this announcement. All who join
itg artlciPatO in the control of its business and the trusteeship of
«0«°°.. It jaexpressly provided in the Articles of Associa-
te , .tnomember, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from
b001ety, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in
any way whatever.
j)i , Society's affairs are managed by an elected Board of
twel °ra’ consi8ting of not less than five and not more than
ve members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

THE BIBLE

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

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, Limited,
can receive donations and bequests with absolute security.
Those who are in a position to do so are invited to make
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s favor in their
wills. On this point there need not be the slightest apprehension.
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The executors
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary course ot
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.O.

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

HANDBOOK

FOR

FREETHINKERS AND

INQUIRING CHRISTIANS

EDITED BY

G. W. FOOTE
A New Edition,, Revised,

and

W. P. BALL
and Handsomely Printed

CONTENTS:

Part |I.—Bible Contradictions. Part

Il.—Bible Absurdities.

Part 11l.—Bible Atrocities.

Part 1Y.—Bible Immoralities, Indecencies, Obscenities, Broken Promises, and Unfulfilled Prophecies.

a above four useful parts,

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

convenient for the pochet, may be had separately, FODRPENCE E ach, or the
Best Edition, bound in cloth, 2s. 6d.

“ This is a volume which wo strongly commend to all interested in the study of tho Judaic-Christian Scriptures,
tis edited by G. W. Foote and W. P. Ball, and Published by tho Frcethought Publishing Company, 2 Nowcastlo-stroot,

arringdon-street, London, E.C., price Is. 6d.
ogarding unless ho has studied this remarkable volumo.

pocial value as an aid to tho exposition of the Christian religion from a thoughtful and critical standpoint.
Since 1888 it has been tho standard volume of the subject with which it deals,

Perfect army of facts and comparisons.

Indeed, we cannot conceive any Christian as having a faith worth
Teachers in Sunday and elementary schools will find it of

Itis a

its popularity is omphasised by the fact that the public have demanded a now edition.”— Reynolds's 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

S * Kx K " « * *
eniay ability.
stioot T O(® 'on'

Newspaper says:—“ Mr. G. W. Foote, chairman of the Secular Society, is well known as a man of
His Bible Romances have had a large sale in the original edition.
tho prico of 6d., has now been published by tho Pioneer Press, 2 Nowcastle-street, Farringdon-

A popular, revised, and

of mo;A °~°n,. for tho Secular Society. Thus, within the roaoh of almost everyone, tho ripest thought of tho leaders

ern opinion are being placed from day to day.”

144 Large Double-Column Pages, Good Print, Good Paper

SIXPENCE —NET

(Post Free, 8d)

The pioneer press 2 Newcastle

street, farringdon

street, London, e.c.
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A WONDERFUL BARGAIN.

“THE RIGHTS OF MAN

THOMAS PAINE,

Well Printed on Good Paper, 165 pages,
WITH A BIOGRAPHY OF PAINE BY J. M. WHEELER.

PRICE SIXPENCE.
Post Free, EIGHTPENCE.
THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E C.

THE TWENTIETH CENTURY EDITION OF

THE AGE OF REASON

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

Printed on Good Paper, and Published at the

MARVELLOUSLY LOW PRICE OF SIXPENCE,
Postage of Single Copies, 2d.

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

MISTAKES OF MOSES”

COLONEL R G INGERSOLL

(The Lecture Edition)

Thirty-two pages, good print, good paper
ONLY A PENNY
Twelve copies post free for tenpence for gratuitous distribution
THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.

DIALOGUES CONCERNING NATURAL RELIGION

DAVID HUME

With an Introduction by G. W. FOOTE

The Most Exquisite Work of the Greatest Thinker of the Eighteenth Century: a Literary and
Philosophical Masterpiece ; and the First Defence of Agnosticism
Handsomely Printed on Fine Paper, 105 Pages
Price  ONE SHILLING.
(Post, Hd.)
THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.
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