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4s Mlan domesticates the animals, or clwoscs those
which suit his purpose, and abolishes the rest, so does
reason govern the moods of the brain, feeds upon its
ranquil emotions and compresses those which are fierce,
governs its imaginations, and in a word civilises the
savage countries of the original head.

— Garth Wilkinson.

What of the Night?

Twas a theologian of distinction in his day, Dr. Isaac
Watts, who observed that “ quibbles have no place in
. search after truth.” Probably the famous hymn-
Witer knew by a bitter experience how prone divines
t° indulge in subtle evasions. To-day Dr. Watts's
neology is thoroughly antiquated and unbelievable ;
nt a hundred and seventy years ago it was con-
sidered almost excessively liberal and progressive in
Js tone, and doubtless there were those who frowned
uP°n it in consequence. Those were the days of
pnrrow, bigoted orthodoxy, when independent think-
was not permissible, and when Reason was looked
upon as an enemy of true religion. In the defence
: such a position a vast amount of false logic was
?f necessity employed, against which Dr. Watts's
B sialism would naturally be in revolt. And yet, at
at time, Science had made but few discoveries that
Uitated against the Faith. It is true that Newton'’s
rincipia appeared in 1687, when Dr. Watts was in
S thirdeeimib year; buli it was oot till tihaiti
ant s great work appeared, entitled, General Natural
ogtory of the Heavens, or an Attempt to Conceive and
Explain the Origin of the Universe mechanically,
fording to the Newtonian Laws, eight years after
0Patts’g death. Laplace’s Exposition of the System
nin f ~orM was published in 1796. It is to the
of century, however, that the honor belongs
tj aving completely revolutionised men’'s concep-
bv 7 ~0 Universe. The discovery of Evolution
int PWn 8uPpticd the world with a new key to the
1iG0Prctation of Nature and her processes. That
cinli8 Dow 'n universal use. The evolutionary prin-
applies everywhere, and is of incalculable service

j, *departments of scientific research.
Un-Ow> nothing is clearer than that Science has
~ erRdned the foundations of orthodox theology.
lyOrl of Laplace’s Exposition of the System of the
atitProfessor Haeckel observes that it “ destroyed
prevs.”00ts the legend of creation that had hitherto
is evide® °r ~e Mosaic narrative in the Bible.” It
convi f.n™~bat Laplace himself cherished the same
“WihctiOn.  One day the great Napoleon asked him,
d\g\p@ room is there for God in your system ?” and
f°r tk@ COurageously answered, “ Sire, | had no need
unf’unded hypothesis.” Darwin’s Origin of
the J Was more seriously iconoclastic still. It cut
sPecial°Un™ / rom under the doctrines of man’s
Hecoggj/~.~Uon, the Fall, and Original Sin, and so
All the l= | recasUng of the whole of theology.
Scienc lvines who have accepted the teaching of
WhoU dai'6 c.°nvinced that orthodox theology is
are laid SCre™e”N anc* that unless its foundations
doome(j ~uw all belief in the Supernatural is
1 Consequently the progressive theology of
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to-day has divested itself of many doctrines which
fifty years ago were regarded as essential elements
of the Christian Faith. The Fall, Original Sin, the
Infallibility of the Bible, the Virgin Birth and the
Resurrection of Jesus Christ, the Atonement, Justi-
fication by Faith, and the New Birth have all been
either abandoned or radically reconstructed. Not a
single dogma has been allowed to remain unaltered.
As Professor Drummond used to say, we have now a
now Bible and a brand new system of theology.
That inimitable rhetorician did his full share towards
introducing the new condition of things.

But we must not conclude from this that the old
orthodoxy is dead. As a matter of fact it is very
much alive throughout Christendom, especially in
Germany and Great Britain. The Thirty-Nine
Articles and the Westminster Confession of Faith
have been neither abolished nor modified, and I am
not aware that the Continental Churches have
adopted new Creeds. Evangelical preaching is prac-
tically the same to-day as it was fifty years ago. It
still appeals to the Bible as the inspired and infal-
lible Word of God, and it is still loyal to a moderate
Calvinism or to a mild Arminianism. The Higher
Criticism is still under a ban, and such men as
Canons Cheyne, Driver, and Henson are still held up
to execration. Aware of this, Professor Haeckel
consented to deliver three lectures at Berlin, under
tho general title of Last Words on Evohition. It is
not my intention to review those eloquent lectures
here, but I am impelled to notice a review of them
that appeared in the Daily Neivs for February 10, and
which is from tho pen of Mr. Bray, L.C.C. Mr.
Bray tells us that “ there is an element of tragedy
in the scene of an old man battling in vain against a
youthful and a vigorous foe.” The reviewer does not
inform us who or what this “ youthful and vigorous
foe ” is. The truth is that the foe against which
Professor Haeckel does battle is the orthodox
Church, which though often “ vigorous" cannot
accurately be described as “youthful." Mr. Bray
continues: “ But there is a deeper tragedy than
this—the tragedy of an old man, unable to read the
signs of the times, fiercely defending a position
which no one seriously desires to attack, and gather-
ing his strength to deliver a blow at an enemy which
has long since ceased to exist.” Both tragedies
exist only in Mr. Bray's own imagination, tho only
tragedy in the present case being the tragedy of a
reviewer misunderstanding and misrepresenting his
author. Mr. Bray must be living in a Fool's Para-
dise if he believes that the opposition to the doctrine
of evolution is dead. So far is it from being dead
that there are thousands of ministers of religion
who indulge in it as a fine luxury every Sunday.
There are doctors of divinity not a few whose hos-
tility to modern Science knows no bounds. Has Mr.
Bray never heard of the Bible League, the sole
object of which is “ to promote the Reverential
Study of the Holy Scriptures, and to resist the varied
attacks made upon their Inspiration and Infallibility
as the Word of God?” Has he never studied the
writings of such scholars as Professor James Orr and
Dr. A. T. Pierson, who loyally adhere to the first
three chapters of Genesis, and who make the Fall in
Eden the starting point of their theology, and the
basis of the need of a Redeemer? If he has, then
there is an element of dishonesty in his criticism.
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This is how he writes of the distinguished German
veteran:—

“ He is still back in the days of his youth, and sees
the doctrines of Christianity expressed in the hard and
rude outlines of half a century ago. To him the central
truth of the Christian Faith is to be found in the history
of Adam and Eve, and the primitive fig-leaves of primeval
Paradise. Before the light of evolution the fig-leaves
have withered, and ‘the grand old gardener and his
wife ' have shuffled out of sight, and with their passing,
in his opinion, Christianity has passed as a living
religion.”

Mr. Bray has written in wilful ignorance, or
in open defiance, of the facts. The fig-leaves
have not withered and “the grand old gardener
and his wife” have not shuffled out of sight.
They are, on the contrary, very much in evidence
in all evangelical pulpits, and much is made of
them in the working theology of the Churches.
Only a few months ago there appeared in the Daily
News a brief notice of a book by Professor Orr, in
which surprise was expressed at the Professor’s ad-
vocacy of the historicity of the Fall-Story in Genesis.
Dr. Orr is an able and intelligent conservative who
places the Fall-Story among the essential contents
of the Christian Faith. Mr. Bray and those who
think with him seem to forget that the doctrine of
evolution is anti-Christian and anti-Biblical. If the
doctrine of ovolution is true, one at least of the
doctrines of the Bible is false. If Darwin was right
Paul must have been wrong. But to say that Paul
was mistaken is equivalent to admitting that Christ-
ianity is not a supernaturally revealed religion. The
fundamental position of the Higher Critics, as put by
Kuenen, is that “ no distinction can be admitted in
respect of origin between the Israelitish religion and
other religions. The religion of Israel is one of those
religions; nothing less, but also nothing more.”
“ This, then, quite unambiguously stated,” says Pro-
fessor Orr, “ is the issue to which the religion of
Israel—and with it Christianity, for in this connec-
tion the two very much stand or fall together—is
brought at the present day.” To treat the Bible
critically is to bring it down to the level of ordinary
human books. Dr. Orr says truly: “ There is no
gainsaying the fact that, historically, it was in
rationalistic workshops mainly that the critical theory
was elaborated, and that, from this circumstance, a
certain rationalistic impress was stamped upon it
from the first.” It is admitted by the Christian
Commonwealth that “ it is this theory which, chiefly
through the brilliant advocacy of YVellhausen, has
for the time won an all but univei'sal recognition on
the Continent and in English-speakingcritical circles.”
Dr. Orr rejects this critical theory on the ground that
it “ breaks down the Biblical narratives, disintegrates
them, causes them to crumble to pieces." All criti-
cism is of necessity rationalistic, and Rationalism is
a denial of all supernatural revelation.

Any stick is good enough to beat a Sceptic with.
Professor Haeckel is represented as a dawdling old
man of eighty who has lost touch with the dominant
ideas of the present. As a matter of fact, the illus-
trious scientist is only seventy years of age, and still
continues in unabated mental vigor. His mental
vision is exceptionally clear and distinct, and these
last lectures prove beyond a doubt that ho can read
the signs of the times with undiminished accuracy.
It is Mr. Bray who does not perceive the real trend
of modern thought. To assort that theology has
completely shifted its ground during the last fifty
years is to make a most revolutionary concession to
Freethought. Freethinkers have been making the
same assertion all the time, only with the difference
that in the mighty changes which theology has recently
undergone they perceive an unmistakable sign that
theology itself is slowly passing away. As is well
known, theology was erected on the sure foundation
of “ Thus saith the Lord." Both the Prophet of the
Old Testament and the Apostlo of the New claimed
to be God’s spokesmen. What came from them was
not opinion or theory hut eternal truth. They wore
entrusted with the oracles of God. All the doctrines
pf the Bible are presented as revealed truths. Thersg,
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fore if theology submits to modifications suggested
by Science it is an indication that theology is of
purely human origin and as full of mistakes as any
other human product. But if theology is the work
of man so is the Bible ; and if the Bible is of human
origin and full of mistakes, so is Christianity; and if
Christianity is a man-made religion it must take its
place among the other religions as one of them.
When will Christian apologists perceive and admit
this? When will they realise that there is no middle
ground between belief in Christianity as a super-
naturally revealed and absolutely perfect religion
and the adoption of the Freethought position ? It is
not so easy, after all, to got rid of the fig-leaves and
“ the grand old gardener and his wife.” They are in
the Bible, and to reject them is to reject the Bible.
To Paul, Adam and Christ were equally historical
persons ; and the mission of the latter was to repair
the damages caused by the former. Through the one
the human race was utterly ruined while through the
other it may be redeemed. Now, does it not follow
that Adam and Christ stand or fall together ? Pro-
gressive theology cuts off the feet from under itself.
It has thrown Adam over-board because Science has
shown that he is utterly impossible ; but it still clings
to Christ after stripping him of all his ancient attri-
butes. Hence we do not hesitate to affirm that pro-
gressive theology is a virtual denial of Christianity.
Realising the truth of this orthodoxy is making a
desparate effort to regain lost ground, and to drivo
the compromisers out of the field. Shall success
crown the attempt ? No ; because all beliefs which
cannot justify themselves at the bar of ever growing
knowledge are doomed. j m rTOYD

Dr. Clifford and the Labor Party.

______ Y V—

I¥ it be true that appetite grows by what it feeds on,
there is little difficulty in diagnosing the causes of
the present condition of Dr. Clifford. To go on
repeating the same thing year after year tends in any
case to produce, not exactly a conviction, hut rather
a feeling that the statement made is true. One
becomes hypnotised by the frequent recurrence of
one’s own statement. And when to this there is
added an abnormal capacity for misstating an op-
ponents case, a readiness to run away from a plain,
though awkward, question, and the assumption that
“my ” cause is the moral cause, and that of all others
more or less immoral, there is induced a feeling of
self-satisfaction quite fatal to anything in the shape
of wholesome correction. And Dr. Clifford’s natural
tendencies in this direction have been so intensified
by the fugle men of the religious press, that to expect
that he will ever face a question connected with
religious dissent with anything like straightforward-
ness is to anticipate a miracle—and miracles do not
occur.

In a rocent number of the Freethinker | called
attention to some remarks of the Rev. Silvester
Horne on the results of the general election. On the
present occasion | wish to note a somewhat similar
line taken by Dr. Clifford, and which is worth noting
as a study of that gentleman’s dialectual methods.
Dr. Clifford writes in the Christian World for Feb. 15,
an article on The Free Churches and Labor, the impli'
cation of which is that the Free Church is the Labor
Church, and the working class, as a whole, is devoted
to the group of religious organisations that pass under
that title. The motive for making out such a claim
is exactly the motive for similar statements made by
Church of England preachers. The return of a little
over half a hundred labor members to the House of
Commons has provided religious trimmers of all sects
something to angle for, although there is little doubt
that if at the next election the labor candidates were
annihilated, nothing more would be heard of either
the Free Churches or the Established Church as the
Churches of Labor. Nothing of this kind ever was
heard until Labor became politically important, and
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jts manifestations may be safely taken as an indica-
ion °f the varying importance of Labor in the
political world.
r,~r' Clifford bases his claim “ We are the Labor
bureh of England,” on a statement that is eminently
¢ nracteristic. Four-fifths of their members, he
says, belongs to the wago earning classes. If Dr.
‘fiord means by this phrase what is ordinarily
roeant by “ working classes,” excluding, that is, shop-
, eopors who employ assistants, small employers and
, 0 ]'ke, one would liko some stronger proof of its
roth than his bare word. But even though it were
quite true, it would prove nothing. For the point is
ot what proportion of the members of the Free
nrches belong to the working class, but what pro-
Portion these bear to the whole of the working class
the country. The three tailors of Tooley-street
‘ereiall working men, but they were not taken as
GTfftuting the English working class. If Dr.
‘fiord means that the working classes as a whole
5° with the Free Churches, then the statement is
s'mply and demonstrably false. For it is not true,
a. Is implied, that the Church of England is filled
'tu Aristocrats and land-owners. That too has a
??ry ~rge proportion of its actual members among
,?e working classes—certainly a larger gross number
an the Free Churches. While with the Catholic
nurch one would expect this to be true in even a
greater measure. Either of those bodies have as
r'Sht as Dr. Clifford to claim to be the “ Labor
hureh of England.” More right, for, as | have before
Pointed out, the fact that dissenters have been
longest among the mercantile class has made
wealthy dissenters far more inimical to the direct
"torests of artizans than wealthy Episcopalians. In
dsimilar article, written for Reynold's, Dr. Clifford is
jireful to leave out the sentence “ We are the Labor
hurch of England.” The reason is obvious. He
‘ould trust the editor of the Christian World not to
nsert disclaimers from Labor leaders. In Reynold's
~P~i'lsehood would have been quickly exposed.
When Dr. Clifford is dealing with the Education
qguestion, his policy is to refuse to recognise some
a’ts and to misrepresent others. He follows the
ffe policy here. He ignores the direct statements
°i the London Trades Council repudiating any alliance
"'tli the Dissenters, the statement of an important
?'gan like the Amalgamated Engineer’s Journal profer-
ng Churchmen to Nonconformists, ho ignores tho
act that a number of tho Labor membors are either
<'owed Freethinkers, or next door to it, that a large
"caber of tho Labor leaders aro Unbelievers, and
jee*ares his Church to bo the Labor Church, with tho
"'plication that it really represents tho opinions of
io organised labor of the country. And this is tho
~an who jg lecturing the country at largo upon the
'ghte of Conscience and general Morality! Tho
lurch Times may not possess tho delicately nurtured
°iscienco of Dr. Clifford, but it is sane enough to
ecognise facts and to admit “ tho fact, the visible,
"rgent, undeniable fact, that tho working classes as
whole are separated from the practice of the Chris-
'ao religion.” And a brother preacher, a Dissenter,
eclared that the Dissenting Churches were in the
am middle class institutions, run by the middle
ofses, for the middle classes, and in the interests
\% middle classes. But Mr. Rattenbury is a
~oung man. By the time ho is as old as Dr. Clifford,
j 0 Nonconformist Conscience will doubtless have

kfutlff1j*m sPeak differently—even though less

an™Qe -~as very Hbtle hope of Dr. Clifford ever
awering a straightforward question, but at a ven-

evr® | would ask him, What have the Free Churches
¢Jd0?r done for labor in the past ? And what are they
0£*pg now—except talk ? | do not want tho names
sj Individuals hero and there, or mere vague profes-
j)Orisi but definite facts. And does he really wish
c¢”s readers to believe that tho average Dissenting
~ aP°l, ruled as it is by tho potty tradesman or small
jg ""facturer—when it is not ruled by a large one—

Feali“enune “ak°r organisation? Surely ho cannot
1 believe his readers to bo quite so credulous as
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this. While I write there lies before me the notice
of an article by an American clergyman—neither an
Episcopalian nor a Catholic, the Rev. W. D. P. Bliss
—who says of the Methodist, Congregational, and
Baptist bodies in the States that “ Evangelicism
has quenched tho social gospel,” and that tho
Baptists, Dr. Clifford’s own denomination, founds its
Church less on the rock than on Mr. Rockfeller.
And, finally, if Dr. Clifford really believes that “ the
Labor Movement devotes itself, first of all, to the
immediate application of the principles of the Gospel
of Christ to political and social life,” will he tell us
where is the Labor Movement in England, worth
talking about, that declares that to be its principal
object, and what are the principles it seeks to apply ?
Tho news will be surprising to most, and the search
should keep Dr. Clifford busy for a few months.

Dr. Clifford is at his best (or worst) when dealing
with the Education question. Here ho seeks to show
the identity of tho aims of Labor and the Free
Churches by selecting the statement of Mr. Philip
Snowden—misrepresenting him at that—and con-
trasting it with the resolution passed by the National
Council of the Free Churches in 1904. Mr. Snowden
had said that Compromise had been the curse of
national education. We should have to get down to
bedrock principles and go in for Secular education.
But Mr. Snowden went on to say that this did not
involve the expulsion of the Bible. That might still
remain. This, says Dr. Clifford, would satisfy nine-
tenths of the Free Churchmen. Now it hardly
needs pointing out that keeping the Bible in the
school in Mr. Snowden’s sense and in Dr. Clifford’'s
sense is quite two different things, and Dr. Clifford
is well aware of the fact. Dr. Clifford and the Free
Churches are prepared to ask for prayers, hymns,
simple religious instruction, and Bible reading. Nay,
Mr. Meyer, a brother preacher, announces that they
have tho request for this in type. Yet we have the
hypocritical pretence that all that is asked for is
Secular education with the Bible retained as an
ordinary book.

But the hypocrisy does not end at this. Why
does Dr. Clifford select Mr. Snowden as represent-
ing Labor? There is tho Trades Union Congress,
representing the organised labor of Great Britain.
Why not take that? Well, because Dr. Clifford
knows that this body passed a resolution calling for
Secular education in its legitimate and honest sense.
He must know quite as well that one Labor body has
actually appointed a committee for the purpose of
promoting a measure for the passing of a Secular
Education Act, and that a number of tho Labor
membors have definitely promised to support such a
measure. Yet on tho strength of a distorted sentence
from one Labor leader ho asserts that the attitude of
the Labor party and tho Free Churches is identical
It is really difficult to write tomperately of a man
who follows such a course as this. Five minutes’
quiet conversation with him would do much more to
relieve one’s feelings. One can only say that down-
right dishonesty could hardly go further—even with
the Nonconformist Conscience. As it is, the falsity
of Dr. Clifford’s statement is answered by the Labor
Representation Committee which, on February 17,
passed a resolution calling for Secular Education in
the State schools.

Of course, Dr. Clifford’s object is tolerably plain.
Ho is, in plain words, trying to bribe the Labor party
into co-operation with the Dissenters. The interest
of Dissenters in education is, as one of their own
leading men confessed, primarily religious—that is,
sectarian. And their interest in every question may
be measured by the same rule. Just as they
denounced or ignored the Temperance movement in
tho early part of tho nineteenth century, and now
pose as though it had always been part and parcel of
the Free Church teaching, so they are trying tho
same game with Labor. Dr. Clifford is practically
saying, Help us to secure our object of getting a
form of religion that suits Nonconformists taught at
the public expense, and we will help you with your
objects—by professing a desire to sweeten the lives
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of people, to remedy injustice, and to make the
nation morally and spiritually healthier. But the
Labor leaders are not likely to be led away by any
such empty phrases. They are protesting now, and
with good reason, that whether a man calls himself
Liberal or Conservative is but the difference 'twixt
tweedledum and tweedledee. And they will surely
be keen enough to see that whether a man belongs
to Church or Chapel is just about as important. A
money-grabber is as comfortable in a Chapel as in a
Church. A sweater is as much influenced by the
sermons of Dr. Clifford as by those of the Bishop of
London. Neither Episcopalianism nor Dissent can
claim a monopoly of rack-renting landlords, sweating
employers, or money-grabbing pietists. They are
pretty equally distributed between the two. In the
long run the Churches and Chapels will play the
game of the vested interests ; and of the two bodies
the man with the purse exercises a far more despotic
interest in the “ Free” Chapel than in the Estab-

lished Church. C.

cohen.

The Atheist Shoemaker—III.

XI.

I SHALL have to return to Miss Hughes’s account of
the Atheist Shoemaker presently, and it will be my
painful duty to show that she is grossly ignorant of
facts which she should have made herself acquainted
with, or that she wilfully misrepresents them. But
in order to do this effectually the facts must be put
within my readers’ possession.

Mr. Hughes stated that he had given fictitious
names to the characters in ljis romantic narrative
because he judged *“ that the relatives of the
deceased and other people interested would not care
to have their names in print.” This statement is
reproduced by his daughter as a sufficient reason for
the mystification. But it was essentially an untrue
statement, and Miss Hughes ought to be aware of it.
The truth is that her father never took the trouble
to see or communicate with his astonishing “ con-
vert's” relatives. He had absolutely no ground for
saying that they shunned publicity. The wish was
father to the thought. It was the reverend gentle-
man himself who dreaded the daylight.

“ John Herbert's” relatives lived at Northampton.
His father went to one of Mr. Hughes's meetings
there and said he wished to speak with him on the
subject of the book he had written, as there were
many mistakes in it. Mr. Hughes replied that he
was in a hurry. He gave the father his card, and
said “ Call on me.” As if a working shoemaker
could run up from Northampton and pay calls in
London!

Mr. Hughes should have written to “ John
Herbert's" father on being told that were many
mistakes in the Atheist Shoemaker story. He should
have ascertained the facts and made the necessary
corrections. But he did nothing. Perhaps he
thought the little storm would soon blow over.
Perhaps he trusted to the religious partisanship of
the father, who was a fellow Methodist. If this was
his hope he was mistaken. The father was an
honest man. He had got hold of Mr. Holyoake’s
report and my pamphlet. Ho saw his duty clear,
and he did it. He wrote to me.

“ Now,” 1 thought on receiving that letter, “ we
shall have a real investigation.” | hurried down to
Northampton, and found my correspondent living in
a poor (but tidy) house in a poor street. His wife
was with him, and his two sons. These were all the
immediate relatives. They were all Christians, but
they felt it was time for the truth to be heard. The
father was not only a devout Christian, he had
conducted a Methodist mission at Northampton.
His dead son, like the living ones, had always been
a Christian. The idea of his having been an advo-
cate of Atheism was an absurdity. His real name
was Charles Alfred Gibson.
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| asked the Gibsons if they could come up to
London, and go with me to the Hall of Science on
the Sunday evening, and contradict Mr. Hughes's
principal statements before a public meeting, in the
presence of reporters. They said they would.
Accordingly | brought them up. | paid their rail-
way fare, found them food and lodgings during the
two days they stayed in London, and paid their fare
back, with compensation for the loss of two days’

work. Not a penny more. So they made no
“ profit” out of it, as loss honorable Christians
suggested.

The Hall of Science was densely packed on Sunday
evening, February 4, 1894. Some fifteen hundred
people were present, and reports of the meeting ap-
peared in the London papers the next morning.

Half way through my own speech | paused to let
Mr. Gibson senior give his own testimony. He said
that ho was there as a Christian man in the interest
of truth, and he branded the Atheist Shoemaker
story as a “ damnable lie.”

What followed must be prefaced with a few words
of explanation. Mr. Hughes had not been satisfied
with the conversion of the Atheist Shoemaker. The
Atheist Shoemaker had an Atheist brother at
Northampton, and the conversion (and death) of the
Atheist Shoemaker had led to the conversion of the
Atheist brother. This brother must have been Mr.
Stephen Henry Gibson; indeed there was docu-
mentary evidence to show that he was the person
intended.

Mr. Gibson senior having given Mr. Hughes the
lie direct, |1 asked Mr. Stephen Henry Gibson to stand
up and answer my questions—which | reproduce
with his repliesi—

“ Were you ever an Atheist?”

“ Never.”

“ Have you ever been anything but a professed
Christian ?”

* Never.”

“ Have you ever had any communication with the
Rev. Hugh Price Hughes or the Sisters of the West
London Mission ?”

“ Never.”

So much for the “ Atheist brother ” who was con-
verted by the “ seraphic death” of the Atheist Shoe-
maker.

The person responsible for that little story was
probably “ Julia,” the Irish wife of Charles Alfred
Gibson, who bamboozled the Sisters, who bamboozled
Mr. Hughes, who bamboozled the public. There is a
lot to be said about “ Julia” but | would rather not
say it. | gave Mr. Hughes a broad hint about her
veracity, but ho was above taking it—and so much
the worse for him.

“Julia” got back to Northampton after “ John
Herbert's "’ death, and when the Gibsons asked her
how Mr. Hughes came to tell such falsehoods about
her husband, she said: “ Oh, they make it up as they
like.” She understood them. And they might have
been spared much humiliation if they had understood
her.

X111,

Mr. Holyoake, being plainly heckled at a public
meeting, had to admit that “ Gibson ” was the name
disclosed to him as that of the Atheist Shoemaker.
Mr. Hughes, interviewed by a representative of the
Morning (February 10, 1894), said: “ Oh, yes, it was
Mr. Gibson’s son undoubtedly who was the subject
of my book.” | was evidently on the right track.

Miss Hughes is as silent as the grave about all
these things. She comes to a dead stop after Mr.
Holyoake's report. Mr. Hughes skulked behind that
report all the remaining days of his life. Mis8
Hughes makes him skulk behind it in death.

Not a word does Miss Hughes print about »2/
investigation, and what | discovered Not a word
does she print about the public denials of the Atheist
Shoemaker’s relatives. And in this she shows her-
self her father’'s daughter. For not a word about
these things did he permit to appear in the Methodist
Times.
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How differently did | act! | do not say this
boaptingly. 1 merely did what Freethinkers in my
position have always done. | gave both sides. |
printed Mr. Holyoake’s report in the Freethinker; I
printed a long and hot-tempered letter from him
when the whitewashing game was over; and |
printed all that Mr. Hughes said in his own defence,
~producing it from the Methodist Times and else-
where ; so that my readers, at any rate, might have
ah the materials for an independent judgment.

On the face of it | acted honestly. On the face
of it Mr. Hughes acted dishonestly. On the face of
h his daughter acts dishonestly still. Unless—
which | can hardly believe—she was herself avictim
°f the deception he practised upon the readers of
fhe Methodist Times.

XI1Y.

I will now deal specifically with Charles Alfred
Gibson. Nearly everything that Mr. Hughes wrote
about him as “ John Herbert” was untrue. He was
born on May 14, 1861. | saw the date in the family
Bible. He died on March 27, 1889—not quite
twenty-eight years of age. His death took place at
bulmouth, in Devonshire, and he was buried there,
hie perished of heart disease and consumption.

Mr. Hughes, like other novelists, went in for life-
bke details. He said that “ John Herbert ” taught
himself to read by spelling out the names at the
street-corners. This was false. He had a reason-
ably good education. He was at school all the five
years the family lived in America. Mr. Hughes said
that “ John Herbert ” suffered privations which ruined
his constitution. This also was false. Mr. Gibson
8enior, a sober, industrious working man, had always
been able to support his family decently. Miss
Hughes, however, does not hesitate to repeat the
» Dnvations ” fiction. “ For many years,” sho says,

he had been half-starved, and he died before bis
time because of it.” We beg to tell her that this

utterly untrue. The heart trouble that Charles
Alfred Gibson suffered from ran more or less through
the family. It was simply a case of hereditary
weakness.

But there is no need, at this time of day, to
pursue the author of the Atheist Shoemaker 3tory
hrough all his imaginary episodes. The one great
point is this: Was the Atheist Shoemaker over an

theist at all, much less an eloquent and popular
Advocate of Atheism ? On this point the evidence is
Hear and decisive.

There is the evidence of his family, the evidence
chronology, the evidence of the landlady of the
°use in which ho lived in London before going down
b Devonshire to die, and the evidence of his shoe-
making shopmates, whom | was lucky enough to

Mr. Hughos represented “ John Herbert” as having
4 8 been an Atheist, and as having been brought
- Christ for the first time through the West London

ission. But he came from the bosom of a Christian
eamily, and had always been a Christian. While

erving in the Fifth Lancers, in Ireland, under the
8umed name of Cartwright, ho made the acquaint-
ance « jujja» whom ho afterwards married in
Irad nd* ~ St. Albans, where he worked at his
Su} ?’ k° and Julia were both in tho Salvation Army.
g SBquently ho was in tho Salvation Army at
lhep6rwen 7a”™ er once heard him speak in
Pri 9am”erwell “ barracks,” and was greatly sur-
Icft h* some  the things ho said. When ho last
and faS C her’s house at Northampton he knelt down
too Prayed in the passage. During the eighteen
Lev 8 his residence in London, before going to
Yrit°nH”re’ his father lost sight of him. Ho did not
g 0 come even after his alleged “ conversion.” It

9.| Juiia who wroto when he was dying at

lagjk”™Hos Alfred Gibson was no “ orator ” before that
a”ifAbteon months, neither was he an Atheist, nor
hi/Jbg else but a Christian. Thus the period of
** k® ever was an Atheist, is narrowed

to tho final year and a half.
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During the latter part of that period he worked
at Ford’s, in the Grays Inn-road, and | went there
with the Gibsons while they were in London. It
was on Monday morning, February 5, 1894. We
were introduced by Mr. Frank Trasler, a member of
the National Secular Society, who had worked there
with Charles Alfred Gibson, and was working there
still. The men laughed when | read to them what
Mr. Hughes said about the shop in his book.
Gibson’s shopmates remembered him well. He had
worked with them about twelve months. Before
that he had worked at Lilley and Skinner’s, Pad-
dington-green, and he was then in the Church Army
Within twelve months of his conversion from
Atheism, and Atheistic propaganda, by Mr. Hughes !
The thing was really too absurd.

Mr. Gibson senior asked them if they ever knew
his son to be a lecturer. They all answered, “ No.”
He asked them if they ever knew his son to be an
Atheist. Again they answered, “ No." They added
that he was talkative, and fond of arguing, in which
he shifted about a good deal; but never to their
knowledge was he an unbeliever, and he was always
hostile to Atheism in his conversation.

XV.

One of Charles Alfred Gibson’s old shopmates
mentioned that he had lived not far off in the Cale-
donian-road. He also managed to fish up the
number from the depths of his memory. This was
an utterly unexpected windfall. The Gibsons and |
were soon on our way to interview the landlady of
that house; for somehow or other these houses
always have landladies.

Mr. Hughes had given a long account of his visit
to the house in Islington where the Atheist Shoe-
maker was dying. He went there to administer the
sacrament to his “ convert”—taking with him for
the purpose “the little Communion Service case
which the ladies of Leeds gave to my sainted father-
in-law, Alfred Barrett, forty-six years ago.” “ John
Herbert's” largo collection of Atheist literature had
been taken off the shelves and put under the sofa.
“ He inclined to burn them,” but he refrained, and
Mr. Hughes forgot to buy them at a cheap rate, in
order to exhibit them as a trophy. The landlady
told us that young Gibson had very few books, and
what he had were mostly borrowed; and it may be
that Mr. Hughes’s eye of faith was in an excited
and magnifying condition Certainly he romanced
about tho narrow stairs and the miserable room.
My own eyes assured mo of that.

Charles Alfred Gibson and his wife lodged in the
top front room from July 1888 to January 1889. This
was proved by the rent book. Having no children,
and only the rent of that one furnished room to pay
for, they must have had enough to subsist on while
lie was able to work. And here again Mr. Hughes’s
harrowing story of destitution was untrue.

The landlady remembered Mr. Hughes’s visit quite
well. She remembered the Sisters too, and spoke
highly of their kindness, which I never thought of
disputing. | did not tell her who | was. The
Gibsons simply introduced me as a friend of theirs,
and | allowed them to do nearly all the talking. She
told them that young Gibson was vexed with professed
Christianity becauso no one had called on his wife
when she was ill. She never heard of his having
been an Atheist. She said that “ he always believed

in God.” Had sho ever heard of his lecturing? “ No,
he didn't lecture." Sho smiled at the idea as an
absurdity.

Wo loft the house without telling her the real
object of our visit. She thought she had received a
friendly visit from tho relatives of her former lodger.
She spoke with perfect straightforwardness, and
there was no reason in tho world why she should toll
us anything but the truth. G. W. Foote.

(To be concluded.)
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We referred last week to tko announcement of a Plump-
stead prayer-meeting, its object being to wrestle with the
Lord for the conversion of Mr. Robert Blatchford. We have
since seen that the said prayer-meeting was duly held.
Some six hundred men and women—probably with good
hearts, and certainly with poor heads—assembled in the
Wesleyan Central Hall, and were addressed by the Rev.
Stanley Parker, who lamented that Mr. Robert Blatchford,
by his attacks on Christianity, had carried a lot of working
men “ from the light of the Gospel to the darkness of
infidelity.” The reverend gentleman hoped that “ Divine
illumination would come to this man, and that he would
become a glorious worker for Christ.” Let him hope. This
is a free country—at least for that sort of thing.

When the “ divine illumination ” came to Paul it knocked
h:m silly for some three days. After that ho becamo “ a
glorious worker for Christ.” We suppose Mr. Blatchford
will have to be knocked silly too before he will bo fit for the
same job.

One old man in that prayer-meeting was evidently a
venerable simpleton. He said he was sure that “ their
humble petition would bo answered.” This prophetic utter-
ance was greeted with loud “ Amens” and “ Hallelujahs.”
They felt that Mr. Blatchford was safe. And we believe
ho is.

President Roosevelt is a bit of a “ bounder.” It was he
who called Thomas Paine a “ dirty little Atheist.” Thomas
Paine was not dirty, he was not an Atheist, and he was some
inches taller than President Roosevelt. This has been pointed
out to the “ Christian Statesman,” but ho is too proud (or is
he too mean ?) to correct a blunder which only affects the
reputation of an “ infidel,” and he assumes tho attitude of
“ What | have said | have said "—which is specially adopted
by gods and fools.

We are not astonished to sod a little of the paternal
strain in President Roosevelt's daughter. Sho rehearsed
her wedding two days before it took place at tho Whito
House, and tho important news was wired to London that
“ tho rDhearsal was an entire success.” It is to the credit
of that trivial item, tho bridegroom, that he declined to take
his part in tho foolish and ill-conditioned performance.

Miss Alico Roosevelt, like her father, is a good Christian.
Her marriage with Mr. Longworth was *“ solemnised ” by
Bishop Satterlee. This fact is a sufficient guarantee of her
piety. And we are very glad, for our part, to know that she
is a Christian. Wo should havo felt humiliated if a Free-
thinker had treated so grave a thing as a marriage liko a
cheap popular farce.

Orangemen in Australia intend to take an activo part in
the Icderal elections, and will put the following question to
tho candidates: “ Are you in favor of tho principle of
Socialism which denies God and means disloyalty to tho
King and throne?” What will tho Rev. Stewart D.
Headlam and tho rest of tho Christian Socialists say to
this ? ~ In this country Socialism denies tho Capitalist;
over in Australia, if wo are to believo tho Orangemen
(which, by tho way, wo don't), it denies God. Perhaps the
question is an echo of the Blatchford boom.

Mr. Watson, the Labor leader, being interviewed on tho
subject, said that the question was ridiculous. Australian
Socialism was more compatible with Christianity than the
competitive system, and its principle was assented to by
many distinguished clergymen. That is what Socialist
Watson says at tho antipodes. Socialist Blatchford says the
very opposite in England. We leavo tho Socialists to settle
the difference amongst themselves.

Rev. R. H. Moule, vicar of Bozeat and Strixton, Northamp-
tonshire, whoso clothes were found on tho banks of tho
Ouse, near Ely, last summer, is not supposed to havo been
drowned after all. He is said to have been seen in Paris.
Others say that he has gone to Canada. Mrs. Moule’s rela-
tives entertain little doubt that he is still alive. The case
has given tho Bishop of Peterborough much anxiety, and a
citation to appear has been served at Parson Moule’'s address
—or what was his address beforo he took a trip down tbo
Ouse, or elsewhere. Altogether it would be a very odd
affair, if one did not remember how clericals often set
-mixed.”
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Seraphic doctors of divinity in the Middle Ages used to
argue how many angels could dance on tho point of a needlo.
We never heard that the problem was settled. Dr. Somer-
ville, of Hastings, however, the eminent bacteriologist, has
settled a similar point in arithmetic. The dust on a pin
point yielded no less than 3,000 colonics of living germs and
most of them malignant. One sees now what “ Providence ”
is up to for our benefit.

Father Bernard Vaughan seems to bo an excellent come-
dian. His letter to the Times in reply to the Bishop of
London, with respect to the “ conversion ” of Princess Ena
of Battenberg, ,is a fine piece of professional fooling. Ho
must have had a lot of practice beforo ho could talk so
gravely with his tonguo in his cheek all tho time. The view
he takes is that the Princess is not going to become a
Catholic in order to marry King Alphonso. Oh dear no! It
may be that “ a desirable marriage” has “ awakened her
interest in the claims of tho Catholic Church,” but this
“ gives no excuse to anyono for saying, that tho ultimato
submission to tho Church’s authority, should it come about,
will be based upon no better argument than the initial
motive which first drew serious attention to its teaching.”
Besides, the British public may rest assured that “ it will bo
the sacred duty of the authorities of the Church to have
her solemn assurance that her present conscientious convic-
tions oblige her to take the step.” It would not bo easy to
better that. Wo present our congratulations to Father
Vaughan. Ho is a past master in tho arts of—priestcraft.

When the Protestant champion, Henry of Navarre, turned
Catholic in order to gain the throne of France, tho Church
took his solemn assurance of “ conscientious conviction
and both sides knew precisely what it was worth. Paris
vaut lien une messe, Henry said—*“ Paris is well worth a
mass.” He paid the price, and the Church took it. That
was all.

Freethinkers liko Jeremy Bentham denounced and ridiculed
oathtaking, and Charles Bradlaugh tho Atheist carried a
Bill in tho House of Commons allowing “ infidels ” to affirm
and permitting Christians to obey Christ by doing ditto.
When tho Bradlaugh question was beforo tho House in tho
eighties one honest member called attention to tho disorderly
and impious way in which crowds of honorablo gentlemen
took the oath at the table. That honest member was howled
down, but tho sentimont ho expressed has grown sinco then.
Even a paper like tho Daily Chronicle has come to share it-
We take the following from its parliamentary notes :—

“ The spectacle ofMembers pushing and crowding for hours
to be sworn suggests once more the impropriety of the whole
ceremony. Any oath of allegiance to the Sovereign is wholly
unnecessary, for the common law of the land layB this obliga-
tion upon every citizen. It is obviously undignified, as a
glance at the proceedings shows. It is irreligious, for there
can be no reverence or solemnity in taking the name of the
Deity under such conditions. And when an act is at the
same time unneccessary, undignified, and irreligious, it had
better be abandoned.”

Tho Chronicle suggests that if tho oath cauuot be abolished
tho whole Ilouso should stand up and swear or affirm
together. This reminds us of tho Bishop who married a
dozen couples, all accidentally mixed up, aud then said
“ Sort yourselves.” -

The worst of human faults is meanness. There is nothing
to bo said for it. It excites and deserves unmitigated con-
tempt and disgust. Yet this very vico is boing perpetrated
at present in the name of England. It is enough to make
one sick to read how tho Aliens Act is being usod to destroy
the old right of asylum which this nation claimed to oxer-
cise—and did exercise—against tbo despotisms of tho world-
Russian refugees, creeping from death and torture, in tbo
land of tho Czar, tho Cossack, and tho Knout, are actually
being sent back to tho bloody tyranny they escaped from
because they have not tho necessary numbor of pounds
sterling in their pockets. England had better spend money
like water than do this sort of thing. Monoy goes and is
forgotten, but dishonor and self-contempt poison the memory-
A pitched battle, with the loss of twenty thousand livc3i
would be better for us than sending back one revolutionist to
the tender mercies of tho pious scoundrels who aro governing
Holy Russia—from the doublo-damncd coward of a Czar
trembling in his prison-place to tho lowest blood-drunken
brute who has just cut tho throat of a Jew. Death is not
so dreadful a thing; wo have all got to face it some day!
the really dreadful thing is to live disgraced. And tins
country—including every man and woman in it—is beini?
disgraced by what, for the first time in history, is now done
in its name.

Let no one say that this is politics—and therefore out
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placo in the Freethinker. It is not politics at all. It is

common morality and common decency.

Wo cannot but call to mind the “ Appeal ” of an Atheistic
and Republican poet written some thirty-eight years ago.
You may read it towards the end of Swinburne’s Songs
Before Sunrise. The verses are still memorable in which
he praised England for her right of asylum:—

“ A praise so sweet in our ears,
That thou in the tempest of things
As a rock for a refuge shouldst stand,
In the blood-red river of tears
Poured forth for the triumph of kings ;
A safeguard, a sheltering land,
In the thunder and torrent of years.
Strangers came gladly to thee,
Exiles, chosen of men,
Safe for thy sake in thy shade,
Sat down at thy feet and were free.”

Now tho * exiles” and even “ tho chosen of men” must
~how the necessary five pounds or be thrust back to hell.
Mazzini himself—if this Aliens Act had existed fifty years
a8°—might have been hustled away from our shores because
°| his want of cash. Damn the cash 1l Tho very thought
°f it is enough to make one vomit.

The late Archbishop Temple, in his younger days, before
ho climbed so high in tho Church, recognised the “ dreadful
~orldliness ” of tho clergy. *“ This,” ho said, “ is not con-
hned to individuals ; the wholo body of the clergy seem
jufccted with it ; they all seem to look forward to a com-
ptable parsonage, a quiet easy life, few cares, and, in fact,
a_happiness which, though religion assists in the formation

is very much a worldly one.”

King Edward has had another interview with tho Rev.
I'cbeudary Carlilo, head of tho Church Army. His Majesty
“opes the Church Army, which “is so well worthy of our
confidence,” will “ press forward in the cause of tho poorest.”
£ courso tho King means well; it would be ill-natured to
suppose otherwise; but lie would show more statesmanship
jn leaving religious philanthropies alone—for thoy aro all
ased on false economics and labor sweating. 11iB Majesty
~ould do infinitely more good by helping along tho policy of
id Ago Pensions for tho workers. He is mistaken in sup-
posing that the working classes want large doses of L Chris-
*au charity.” They are sick of it. What they want is
m°ro justice.

tah  Yarmouth Board of Guardians, in spite of represen-
,'ons from tho Local Government Board, adhero to their
~termination not to pay a man of God for looking after the
. . of tho inmates of tho workhouse. They refuso to
Ppoiut a new chaplain, and declare that the religious wants
r , Paupers should be attended to by voluntary effort. It
b laitm ho seen whether tho men of God who live in tho
°ugh will visit theso poor spiritual patients gratuitously.

cor Performance of a series of revivals of classical
Tli/r 8 commenced on Saturday last at tho Waldorf
Cotti ° Goldsmith’'s She Stoops to Conquer. This is

for,110 P*ace to enter into any detailed criticism of tho per-

Lu I but one piece of criticism may bo passed. Tony

Mjr 'Pkiu’s song at the “ Three Pigeons” consists of three
Ses>the middle one of which runs :—

* When Methodist Preachers come down,
A-preaching that drinking is sinful,
1'll wager tho rascals a crown
They always preach best with a skinful.
But when you come down with your pence,
For a slico of their scurvy religion,
1I'll leave it to all men of sense
But you, my good friend, aro the pigeon.”
=0 * ye*
seen j-isOUs uot very hard to discover tho management has
*8tim 1° cu* ouf thiB verse altogether. It is, of course,
cealfl " cui” Plays for reasons of length; but this
t~ent'H #Have been the motive in this instance, as several
It Was°l 1 century clownish additions were made to the text,
few v,,. °n°ugh to make poor old Noll turn in his grave, but a
in thOG8 away> £o feel that his play had to bo bowdlerised
adfiijj ‘~crests of current Christian prudery. And tho
Naldorf ell, they are an insult. Wo imagine that the
ab°ut,, 13uover likely to have at any timo many people

itfi; " Poises who can add to She Stoops to Conquer
ything like profit to the play.

.Th, . o . .

°f the Co-operative ltccord, in its obituary notice

“Olisense0t e°r®C ~ac°b Holyoake, contributes its quota of
*° fbe fictitious history of his connection with
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Secularism. After referring to his early days of heresy in
terms which imply that he was the founder of the National
Secular Society (which ho was not, for it was founded by
Bradlaugli),our Western contemporary proceeds as follows:—

11But the founder did not retain the leadership for long.
The organisation became divided into three parties, and
Atheism, which had a strong following, but was not accepted
by Mr. Holyoake, brought about his retirement.”

Absurdity is deathless, and falsehood is perennial. State-
ments like the foregoing will circulate, and find believers,
till the day of judgment. Still, as a matter of fact, Holyoake
was as much an Atheist as Bradlaugli was. On the other
hand, there never was any declaration of Atheism in tho
principles of the National Secular Society. So that our
Western contemporary is wrong every way.

“ Kismet ” appears to be as popular in a certain part of
England as it is in any Mohammedan country. Tho medical
officer of the Gainsborough Rural District Council, reporting
on an outbreak of typhoid in Trcntsido villages, says that
the people have disregarded his warnings against drinking
water taken direct from the Trent. They replied that they
had drunk the water all their lives; their impression was
that tho Almighty sent typhoid and all such things, and that
precautions on their part were useless. Another instance of
the beneficial influence of religion |

The Bishop of London is still going strong on tho subject
of the poverty of the Church clergy. The other day he ad-
dressed a meeting on their behalf at the Duchess of Somerset’s
house. There was apparently a meagre attendance, for the
Duchess is reported to have said that “ if she had arranged
for tho attendance of a clown or a conjurer or a ventriloquist,
the room would have been filled.” It does not seem to have
occurred to her that people may be sick of hearing about the
sufferings of the “ poor clergy,” while millions of laymen aro
often in actual want.

Tho Llandudno golf links aro laid on land owned by tho
Ecclesiastical Commissioners, who stipulate in the lease that
there must be no'play on Sundays. Girl caddies aro employed
on these links, and many people raise an objection to their
being so—and on tho face of it tho employment seems un-
suitable to their sex and ago. In view of this objection the
golfers offered to do away with girl caddies if the Sunday
clauso were removed from their leaso. But the Commissioners
thought moro of tho blessed Sabbath than of tho future of
theso girls, and tho clauso still stands.

A Daily News reviewer of the Rev. Frank Ballard’'s por-
tentous book replying to Haeckel says that pcoplo with
“ scant store of brains in tlioir heads” will find tho great
German’s writings very much to their taste. On reading tho
roviow to tho end wo found ourselves face to faco with a
conundrum. Why does tho reviewer dislike Haeckel ? Wo
give it up. -

Rov. A W. Jeplison, of Walworth, says that ethical teach-
ing can never bo a substitute for religion. But why does ho
think it necessary to publish his opinion in tho newspapers?
Everybody would expect him to entertain it. Religious
preachers aro no moro likely to givo morality tho first placo
than saddlers aro to recommend stono in prcfcreuco to
loathor. When wo know a man’s trade we can guess his
opinion on certain subjects.

Dr. Clifford has had another old teapot, or something, sold
to pay his Education rato with. It is quite exhilirating to
watch him keeping out of prison so dexterously while
strenuously advising his co-religionists to step inside. Pas-
sive Resistors have suffered 182 imprisonments in all (tho
figures being made up to February 17, and taken from tho
Daily News). Two have been imprisoned six times — 12;
three five times = 15; eight four times — 32; seventeen
thrice =51 ; forty-six twice 92; fifty-six once = 56. Still
more interesting figures would havo been the lengths of theso
imprisonments. The longest could not bo great; tho
shortest would bo less than a day. Probably tho wholo lot
together would not much (if at all) exceed the three sen-
tences passed upon Messrs. Foote, Ramsey, and Kemp, in
1883, for the fictitious crimo of " blasphemy ” in respoct of
one number of tho Freethinker. So much for modern Non-
conformist “ martyrdom.”

How tho clergy fear Secular Education ! And thoy seo it
is coming. This is truo even in Scotland. There is a long
letter in the Glasgoiv Herald by the Rev. Duncan Macgregor,
Principal of Dunoon College, on “ National Education,” in
which ho says that: “ Whether wo liko it or not, tho prob-
able solution of the Education trouble will be secular educa-
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tion pure and simple.” What is to be done, then, by those
who “ are convinced that religion must be at the foundation
of morality ” ? They must devote their attention to training
colleges, and see that the teachers are turned out with a
sufficient supply of “ godliness.” This, in spite of Secular
Education, they will impart to the children, and, heh presto !
the trick is done. Such is the bold Macgregor’s advice, and
it is not bad for the present. It shows he is apawky Scotch-
man. But he may depend upon it that the State will have
to deal, sooner or later, with the question of the training
colleges ; and when that hour arrives the bold Macgregor’s
policy will fizzle out.

Rev. Dr. Lawrence, preaching last Sunday at the Chapel
Royal, Savoy, propounded a short and easy way of dealing
with the Education question. “ He would have a small body
of competent divines nominated by the Archbishop of Can-
terbury,” he said, Lto meet a similar body nominated by the
Free Church Council, and co-operate with them in drawing
up a scheme of instruction in Bible history and Christian
morality for use in the schools. The State would then
accept it as the best means available of making good
citizens, and decree that it should be taught to all children
whose parents made no objection on conscientious grounds.”
How delightfully simple! Catholics, Jews, Secularists,
Rationalists, and Agnostics don’t count at all. Their money
is used, of course; the Christians can never do without
that; but in no other way is their citizenship to be recog-
nised.

In ordinary life what the Rev. Dr. Lawrence proposes is
called thieving. In religious life it is called Christian
morality. Which is another illustration of how circumstances
alter cases.

House of Commons committee rooms are being put to a
new use. The day after the opening of parliament a meet-
ing of Nonconformist Members was held in one of the com-
mittee rooms, under the presidency of Mr. R. W. Perks, M.P.,
with Mr. Horace Mansfield, M.P., acting as secretary. There
are over two hundred Nonconformists in the House, and
they are going to meet from time to time as Nonconformists.
And a pretty state of things it will be if the Church,
Catholic, and “ infidel ” members follow suit. In the course
of time the old distinctions of Conservative, Liberal, Radical,
and Labor might disappear. Then we should see the Chris-
tian brotherhood of man realised. The brotherhood of Cain
and Abel.

“ A Father of Six ” got the following neat little letter on
“ The Religious Difficulty ” into the Daily News :—

“ Sir,—Where does the difficulty exist? With the
teachers? No, for they make no demands. With the
parents of the children? No, we have heard nothing from
them. Where, then, does it exist? As far as | can see, it
exists only in the minds of clerics. Tlio clerics aro doubtloss
perfectly honest, but it is strange that all the pother comes
only from them.”

We have been saying this all along in the Freethinker,
There is no evidence that the parents care twopence about
the quarrel over religious education. The whole thing is
got up by the men of God.

A man escaped from the imbecile ward of Great Yarmouth
workhouse, and got into St. Margaret's Church, Fleggburgh,
where he made a fire, burning the altar cloth, books, and
other articles. One would like to know the mental process
that went on in the poor fellow’s head. Did he instinctively
feel that churches were recruiting grounds for lunatic
asylums ?

Rev. Alex Harvey, a Baptist minister of Widnos, waa a
candidate in the municipal election. Another candidate was
Mr. Paul Caldwell, a local publican. And thereby hangs a
talo. Mr. Harvey attacked the liquor trade, and represented
himself as a lifelong teetotaller. Mr. Caldwell said that
couldn’'t be true, as he had personally served Mr. Harvey
with drink. Mr. Caldwell would not withdraw this allega-
tion, and Mr. Harvey started an action against him for
slander. When the case came on the jury found for Mr.
Caldwell, on the ground that what he said was no injury to
Mr. Harvey’s character as a minister. How, indeed, could
such a statement be an injury to the character of any Chris-
tian minister ? It is blasphemous presumption on the part
of a Christian to aim at being better than his Savior—and
Jesus Christ was not a teetotaller; he not only drank good
liquor himself, but actually manufactured it for others.

This action for slander reminds us of an old one which
caused a great deal of amusement. A layman called a
parson a fool, and the parson took the case into court, where
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it was decided that no material damage had been suffered,
as it had not been shown thatbeing a fool was any hindrance
in the plaintiff's profession. _

A Church mission is being conducted at Yeovil. On Sunday
evening the missioner was solemnly exhorting the congrega-
tion, when the frightful discordant sounds proceeded from
the church organ. He had been warning his hearers against
the wiles of Satan. *“ There, my brethren,” he added, “ that
is an instance of the work of the devil, come to distract your
attention.” But the devil turned out to be the vicar, who
had gone into the organ loft on business and had touched the
wrong valve. “ Wrong again!” says Old Nick, with a
smile.

The Pope has issued a long jeremiad against the French
Government. He denounces the unholy separation of State
from Church—by which the Church loses nearly two mil-
lions a year. He complains in detail of the law of divorce,
of the laicising of schools and hospitals, of the abolition of
public prayers at the opening of parliament and law courts,
of the suppression of mourning in the Navy on Good Friday,
and of the banishment of religious emblems from all public

places. These he describes as so many insults to the Holy
See. He also says that they are gravely offensive to
Almighty God. But why doesn’t he let Almighty God speak

for himself? The truth is that the Catholic Church has
been the upper dog so long in France that it cannot under-
stand being pulled off from the under dog—who now runs
about as free as the other fellow. There is such a thing as
vested interest in oppression and robbery ; and the Pope is
its spokesman.

The New York Press of January 20 printed this state-
ment : “ It is said that Bob Ingersoll, who coined money by
making a laughing-stock of the Bible, repented on his death-
bed.” Wo would like to ask the Press who said it. Some-
body must have set that unmitigated lie afloat. It could
have been no friend of Ingersoll’'s, no Freethinker. The
object could not have been to state a fact of history, but to
bolster up religion by impeaching the sincerity of an
unbeliever. The inventor of the falsehood was undoubtedly
a religious person, a Christian ; and everyone who reiterates
“ it is said that Bob Ingersoll repented on his death-bed”
testifies that a religious liar is abroad. If that is considered
complimentary to the Christian religion, we suppose the ad-
herents of that religion will go on repeating it and advertising
the fact that they have a liar among them. Meanwhile tho
friends of Ingersoll could offer a thousand dollars a word for
every word he ever uttered showing that he repented of any-
thing he ever said about the Bible. He had about as much
cause to repent as the sun at setting has to repent that it
has shone on tho earth during the day. The advocatos of
Christianity aro fulfilling the words of Thomas Paine, that
having started with a falsehood they aro under the lament-
able necessity of going on.— Trutliseeker (Now York).

Early in last October a Christian Bishop in Japan wrote
a long letter to the Times, asserting that the Japanese wero
deficient in commercial morality. In reply tho Manager of
the Publication Department of the Times asserted that
their experience in sending out some hundreds of sets of
the Britannica was that the Japanese treated a com-
mercial debt as a debt of honor, and were far better i°
this direction than were pcoplo at homo. Bishop Audrey
now tries to “ hedge ” by explaining the Times' experience
on the grounds that the buyers of tho Britannica would
be chiefly drawn from the official and educated classes,
who were superior to tho others. But in its issue fo*
February 16 the Times publishes figures showing that a
largo majority of tho buyers were actually drawn from the
commercial classes of Japan. So that once more itis showO
that the Bishop has no better foundation for his statement
than Christian bigotry and untruthfulness. But isn't it like
a Christian preacher to first of all slander a people and then
be without the grace to apologise when he meets with
exposure? And the Bishop is out there to convert the
Japanese!

Nonconformists boast of their strength and progress i°
Wales. Ten years ago they numbered 390,715; now they
number 451,860. During the same period tho Anglic»0®
have only increased from 114,885 to 151,794. Hallelujah-
But a cold-blooded statistician throws in the chilling remark
that these figures tell another tale. Tho Anglicans ba”e
increased from 22.72 to 25.15 per cent of the total, while th®
Nonconformists have decreased from 77.28 to 74.85 of fkO
total. Putting the figures another way, wo may add th®
the Nonconformist absolute increase is 15.62 per cent. a°d
the Anglican absolute increase 31.25 per cent.
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Mr. Foote’'s Engagements.

March 4, 11 and 18, Stanley Hall; 25, Coventry.
April 1, Manchester; 8, Stratford Town Hall;
Queen’s Hall.

May 6, Liverpool.

22 and 20,

To Correspondents.

L T. Lioyd's Lecturing Engagements.—March 4, Glasgow; 11,
Liverpool; 18, Liverpool; 25, Liverpool.

E. Robertshaw—We do not think the editions of Queen 3lab you
refer to are of any particular value, but if they are you would
learn on applying to Mr. Bertram Dobell, bookseller, Charing-
cross-road, London, W.C. Jeafferson’'s Life of Shelley is a
mere piece of hostile special pleading, written by one without a
scintillation of insight and sympathy. We cannot undertake to
sell books for our readers. No doubt you will see, on second
thoughts, that the thing is impossible. We reciprocate your
good wishes.

A. Webber.—We agree with what you say about the “ praying.”
Thanks for cuttings.

Freethinker—The Monument to Satan, a photograph of which
you enclose, has been mentioned more than once in our
columns. Thanks all the same.

W. L. Butter—James Thomson's City of Dreadful Night, with
a capital selection from his other poems, is published in a neat
volume at 3s. Gd. by Bertram Dobell, 77 Charing-cross-road,
London, W.C. We fancy it is just the thing you want.

Alchem—T hanks for cuttings.

L Brough.—Too late for this week, but some may be useful next
week.

"e Partridge.—The dirty anonymous postcard writer may find
himself identified. The circle of evidence is narrowing. This
Is all wo care to say.

J. S. C.—A touching communication.

h. Imber.—Sorry we cannot use it.

L. J. Mohr.—Attended to. Thanks.

M. Rouse.—Glad to hear that you so highly value the Free-
thinker after reading it for fourteen months, through having
free copies sent to you. Thanks for fresh addresses.

P. Barr.—Always pleased to receive your useful cuttings.

Ridgway F und.—F. Bonte £2. J. Partridge (183 Vauxhall-road,
Birmingham) also acknowledges : Friend Is., J. Sumner jr. 5s.,
J. B. 6d.

L. Destefanin.—Glad to hear that Mr. Davies delivered such a
good lecture to such a good audience at Forest Gate.

” «\W. D awson.—Thanks.

F. Cook.—Never mind what “ Bradlaugh's brother” says
about Bradlaugh or anybody else. What the others tell you
about Bradlaugh's ‘* turning '’ before he died is sheer invention.

Secular Society, Limited, offioe is at 2 Newcastle-street,
*arringdon-street, E.C.
*3 Nationai Secular Society’s offioe is at 2 Newcastlo-stroet,

*arringdon-street, E.C.

BS*or Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to

* Newcastlo-stroet, Farringdon-streot, E.C.
soture Notices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
street, E.O., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.
8iiiSds who send ns newspapers would onhance the favor by
Marking the passages to whioh they wish us to call attention.
kfERs for literaturo should be sont to the Freethought Pub-
lishing Company, Limited, 2 Nowcastle-street, Farringdon-

p Btr®et, E.O., and not to the Editor.

**sons remitting for literature by stamps are specially requested

0 Rend halfpenny ttampt.

freethinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing
mce, post free, at tho following rates, prepaid :(—One year,

g W 6d.; halfyear, Cs. Sd. ; three months, 2s. 8d.
°als of Advertisements: Thirty words, Is. 6d.; every sue-
Reeding ten words, 6d. Diiplayed Advertisements;—One inoh,
, =Cd.; halfcolumn, £1 2s. 6d.; column, £2 5s. Special terms

repetitions.

Sugar Plums.

cou °t~1 London Freethinkers will
t0 3e Sunday evening lectures at Stanley Hall, Junction-
al '»near “ The Boston.” These lectures aro under the
to,T*8 the Secular Society, Limited, and it is intended
~advertise them as effectively as possible. “ Saints” who
the Unertate to distribute neat printed announcements of
t{je Course are invited to apply for same (stating how many
caufi can use) to tho secretary, Miss E. M. Vance, 2 New-
st*o-street, E.C.

pleaso note the new

Jlat *° Stanley Hall course covers tho Sunday evenings in
C 1 Mr- Foote is to take tho first, second, and third
°bj(Ac8 ar*d Mr. Cohen the fourth, One of Mr. Foote’s
S°ci ,s 8 to start a working Branch of tho National Secular
fbivat™ m ne'ghborhood. He will therefore hold a brief
°th  ° Electing after his first lecture, and perhaps after the

also, with a view to getting the first members of the
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new Branch together. We hope a good number of Free-
thinkers will embrace this opportunity of organising the
movement in North London.

A Leicester correspondent thanks us for the six numbers
of the Freethinker we sent him. “ 1 like the paper,” he
says, “ it rings true.” He has ordered it through his news-
agent. This should encourage our friends to go on sending
us fresh addresses of persons who might become regular
readers of the Freethinker if it were only introduced to them.
We undertake to send a copy post free to every such address
for six consecutive weeks. At the end of that period the
recipient would know whether he wished to continue
reading it or not, and in very many cases he becomes a
subscriber. In saying “ he” we do not wish to exclude
“ she.” Quite the contrary. We are always delighted to
get new lady readers.

The friends of the Freethinker should really, as a matter
of principle, do what they can to promote its circulation.
The boycott of this journal still continues, and is a serious
impediment to its success. A Leith newsagent, who finds
that there is “ a growing demand for this class of literature,”
writes asking whether he can be supplied from our office
direct, as his wholesale agents (Messrs. J. Menzies & Co.,
Edinburgh) had refused to supply “ such publications.” It
is not too much to say that the Freethinker would now be
paying us well for the twenty-five years’ work we have put
into it, if it only had a fair field and no favor in the matter
of distribution. The boycott prevents this, and we appeal
to all our friends to counteract it as far as possible.

The Labor Representation Committee, which has changed
its name to the Labor Party, has been holding its Con-
ference in London, and amongst its resolutions was one in
favor of Secular Education. This was opposed by Mr. J.
Sexton (Dockers), who said that Secular Education was a
very dangerous policy for the Labor party to adopt; the
feeling amoDg working people in Lancashire, and particularly
in Liverpool, was strongly against it. There was some more
opposition, but when tho vote was taken (by cards) it showed
a big majority of 817,000 to 76,000 in favor of the resolu-
tion, which was thus carried triumphantly.

All tho newspapers agree that an unprecedentedly large
number of members affirmed instead of swearing allegiance
in the new House of Commons. Mr. John Morley and Mr.
John Burns were two of tho foremost. There was a heavy
percentage of affirmers amongst the Labor members. Wo
hope they are all grateful to Charles Bradlaugh, the Atheist,
who gave them the opportunity of acting in accordance with
their principles. We say this because gratitude is not a very
common thing, and least of all, perhaps, in politics.

February 17 was the fiftieth anniversary of tho death of
Heine. Of course it could not bo overlooked by the news-
papers, but what they said about it was mostly tame enough.
The Freethought and Republican side of his genius was
ignored. But it should never be forgotten by the true friends
of liberty and progress. Heine was something more than
the greatest poet Germany produced after Goethe. He was
a fighter for the ideals of the Liberalism which then meant
something in Europe. *“ I know not," he said, “ if | deserve
that a laurel-wreath should one day be laid on my coffin.
Poetry, dearly as | have loved it, has always been to me but
a divine plaything. | have never attached any great value
to poetical fame; and | trouble myself very little whether
people praise my verses or blame them. But lay on my
coffin a sword; for | was abrave soldier in the Liberation War
of humanity.”

The duller sort of English readers, who do not understand
the subtleties of Heine’'s humor, take too literally his state-
ment that he had “ turned back to the old superstition, to a
personal God.” He quite understood himself that this was
a weakness of his unhappy position, lying year after year
helpless upon his mattress-grave. When he went out of
doors for tho last time, in May 1848, he dragged himself with
pain to tho Louvre, and was nearly exhausted on entering
“ the lofty hall where tho Most Blessed Goddess of Beauty,
Our Dear Lady of Milo, stands on her pedestal.” He fell at
her feet and wept violently, and the pitying look on the
Goddess’s face was as if she would say : “ Seo you not that
I have no arms and so cannot help you?” He had to turn
away from his “ old heathen gods,” but he reminded those
who would make too much of this fact that he had parted
with them “ in lovo and friendship.” In 1849 he said to
Alfred Meissner:—

“ A religious reaction has set in upon me for some time.
God knows whether the morphine or the poultices have
anything to do with it. Itis so. | believe again in a per-
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sonal God. To this we come when we are sick, sick to death
and quite broken down. If the German people accept the
King of Prussia in their need, why should | not accept a
personal God? My friend, hear a great truth. When
health is used up, money used up, and sound human sense
used up, Christianity begins.”
One would think that even the most pious would feel that
the least said about such a conversion the better. To this
same friend, a good deal later, he said with a sigh: “ If |
could even get out on crutches, do you know whither | would
go ? Straight to church.” And seeing Meissner look incre-
dulous he added : “ Most decidedly to church. Where else
should one go with crutches?” This is a touching mixture
of wit and pathos, but where is the flavor of piety ? In his
will Heine forbade the attendance of any priest, or the per-
formance of any religious ceremony, at his burial; but at
the same time ho declared his belief in “ one only God, the
eternal Creator of the world, whoso pity | implore for my
immortal soul.” This looks sufficiently serious. Yet how
does it look when read in the light of the following fact ?
Only a few hours before his death a friend called to see him
on'‘ce more. He asked Heine whether he was on good terms
with God. “ Set your mind at rest,” said Heine, “ God will
pardon me, it is his trade (e'est son metier)."

One of Heine's last poems, translated into measured
lengths of English prose by James Thomson (“ B. V.”) runs
as follows:—

“ Leave your holy parables,
Leave your pious suppositions ;
Try to give straightforward answers
To the damnable old questions—
Why must Right, a bleeding outcast,
Trail the burden of the Cross,
While exultant as a victor
Riding the high-horse goes Wrong ?
Where, then, lies the fault? Perchanco
Our Lord is not quite Almighty ?
Or himself ho works the mischief ?
Ah, but this were too degrading.
Thus we ask, and ask for ever,
Till at length our mouths are stopped
With a handful of mere earth ;—
But can this be called an answer?”

Superb and imperishable expression was given to the same
idea in Heine's short poem entitled “ Questions ”"—of which
James Thomson's translation is a veritable triumph. A
youth stands by “ the desert midnight sea” asking question
after question about the Riddle of Life, and the upshot
of it all is this:—
* The waves murmur their everlasting murmur,

The wind sweeps, tho clouds scud,

The stars glitter indifferent and cold,

And a fool awaits an answer.”
It was not this Heine that one could expect to hear of in
English newspapers—even in tho twentieth century.

Tho Daily Newa “own correspondent” at Rome was
wrong in referring to last Sunday as the three hundredth
anniversary of tho death of Giordano Bruno. That glorious
martyr was burnt to death at Romo on February 17, 1600.
Wo thank the “ own correspondent,” however, for tho nows
that a crowd of representatives of tho Liberal and Demo-
cratic Associations gathered round Bruno’s statue on Sunday
to commemorate ono of tho supreme events in tho history
of the world—for Bruno was burnt to death on tho very spot
where his splendid monument now stands. Garibaldians in
red shirts gave a touch of color to tho picture. Speakers
denounced the new alliance of Clericals and Conservatives,
by which tho Church hoped to grasp power again. They
urged that Italy should imitate tho example of Franco.
Finally tho demonstrators mado their way to tho French
Embassy, and cheered in honor of France.

Mr. Harrold Johnson, of the Moral Instruction Leaguo, in
his admirable letter to the Daily News, did well to revive the
declaration of Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman at the
Alexandra Palace banquet on November 1, 1902 :(—

“ If we (Liberals) had our way, there would be no religious
differences at all. We should confine ourselves—I believe
nine-tenths of Liberals would confine themselves— to secular
education, and to such moral precepts as would be common
to all, and would not be obnoxious to people who do not come
within the range of Christianity.”

This is really, Mr. Johnson says, a statement of the policy
of “ secular education coupled with moral instruction.”
Some words of Dr. Clifford’s are quoted as being practically
to the same effect. But the Moral Instruction League should
not fall a victim to the verbal trickery and tergiversation of
the “ Passive Resistance Cromwell.” Mr. Johnson will find
that what Dr. Clifford means by “ ethical teaching ” from the
Bible is tho syllabus of religious instruction drawn up by the
late London School Board.
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Mr. .Johnson is to be thanked for pointing out that there
are others than Churchmen and Catholics to whom * un-
denominationalism ” is abhorrent. “ There are others,” be
wrote, “ outside all theologies, to whom it represents such
lack of faith and courage and conviction and sincerity, such
proneness to casuistry, that they regard it as one of the most
subtle of morally corroding influences.”

When the late Archbishop Temple became the head
official of tho Church of England he was bound, of course,
to accept tho Church policy-in Education. But in his earlier
and freer days he was an advocate of Secular Education.
Ho even went to the length of saying that “ Tho education
which strengthens the character is, as our schools aro con-
stituted, not the religious but the secular.” Likewise that
what the clergy guaranteed in public schools was “ not reli-
gion but respectability.” The following utterance, which
occurs in his Memoirs just published, will be of considerable
interest to our readers :—

“ A nation takes a wrong step when it falls away from its
own deep convictions; not when in a matter where the best
men are divided, and not very unequally divided, it chooses
one course or another. Secular schools in England would
not be irreligious ; 1 am by no means sure that on the whole
they and the system connected with them would not be more
religious (in tho ordinary sense of that word) than the deno-
minational. And denominational schools on tho whole will
not be very religious ; not, to tell the truth, so religious as |
should wish them. | respect the feeling which makes
England shrink from secular schools ; but I cannot reverence
what is so mere a sentiment. The sight of a secular system
working by the side of tho correlative religious system would
dispel the whole feeling in a year.”

This may be commended to the attention to the religious
fanatics on ail sides in the Education controversy.

Rev. F. Aveling writes from Cathedral Clergy House,
Francis-strect, S.W., asking us to draw attention to a series
of freo lectures which, he says, may be of interest to somo
of our readers. This we cheerfully do, as wo are thoroughly
desirous that our readers should hear all sides, including tho
Catholic one. The lectures are to be delivered in the
Cathedral Hall, Ambrosdon-avenue, Westminster, S.W., on
Thursday evenings at 8.30, beginning with March 1, when
Dr. Aveling will himself lecture on “ Science and Faith,”
with tho Archbishop of Westminster in the chair. Reserved
seat tickets (2s.) and freo tickets can be obtained by
applying to Dr. Aveling. We should add that questions will
be allowed after each lecture.

Mrs. Bradlaugh Bonner had excellent audiencos in lec-
turing for tho Liverpool Branch on Sunday, and her
addrosses were warmly applauded. Mr. Schweizer occupies
the Branch platform this ovening, and then Mr. J. T. Lloyd
lectures for three Sundays in succession. The Branch
“ social ” will be held on Tuesday, March C, from 8 to 12 p.m-
Tickets aro 9d. each, but can be obtained not later than to-
day (Feb. 25) for 6d.

Mr, Edward Carpenter, poet, essayist, and reformer,
delivers a lecture on “ Simplification of Lifo ” at Essex Halli
Essex-street, Strand, London, on Wednesday evening March 8.
Chair to be taken at 8 o’clock. Admission freo. Tho lecturo
is under the auspices of the Humanitarian League, and will
be followed by discussion.

Personal.

TWO or three friends have written mo concerning
the “ Personal” note in last week’s Freethinker. |
do not know at the moment whether what they
suggest would exactly meet my wishes for my son-
But we shall see. And in the meantime | offer then3
my thanks.

| let the matter appear again in this week’s Free-
thinker, in order that the precisely right offer,
possible, may still come along. As | explained, |
want my son to learn electrical engineering, but I
have not the money to pay the heavy premium®
which are so often demanded. There may bo somG
one in the Preethought party who is both able and
willing to give my boy an opportunity of learning tb0
business for which | believe he is the most adapted-
If there is such a person, | hope this will catch hi®
eye, and evoke a ready response. G w FootE.
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Christianity and Civilisation.

A Further Reply to Mr. Gould.

Mr. Gould still adhores to his charg9 of timidity
and intolerance. People who object to criticism
generally raise the cry of intolerance, but intolerance
consists in attempting to force a man to believe that
which ho does not believe. Or in preventing him
com teaching that which he does believe. When |
ry to do either of those things, | will be content to
‘0 stigmatised as intolerant.

As to being too timid to acknowledge the good
gualities of Christianity, | can only affirm that | can
se® no good whatever in the system called Christianity,
n°r has Mr. Gould said anything as yet to alter that
opinion.
j Mr. Gould’'s method is as follows. He takes the
16 asaint and ho says, here is a good deed, or
r.ere is a beautiful saying; that is the result of

hristianity, see what good there is in this religion.

i you point out that there are other deeds recorded,
®ome harsh and unfeeling, others disgusting, he waives

ese actions aside as morbid details which you have
i 0 business to mention. And as he deals with his-
ory upon the same plan, of course he makes out a

ery good case—one could make out a good case for
<y religion by using that method—but the question
Sn‘jr’_l:3 sntMed in that easy fashion.
,. J-he fact is that Christianity—primitive Chris-
tianity, and the Christianity of the Middle Ages—
adn0jjea lettering the condition of the human
J-co in this world. The love of this world was enmity

.k Dod. All the thoughts and aspirations of the

mts and monks were concentrated upon the future
, Science and art distracted mens attention from

e future life, therefore they were neglected and
°Qdemned,—except such artas ministered to religious
Imposes—it was this which caused the stagnation
0L the Dark Ages.

Mr. Gould looks at the Middle Ages with the eyes

apoet. He treads, inimagination, the cool cloister

a modimval abbey and sees the peaceful recluse at

°rk upon his illuminated manuscript. Ho enters

«courtyard of the mediaeval castle and sees the

lant knights fastening on their fair ladies favors

ore faring forth to the desparate wars.
W o-1 .k°w much better it would have been for the
liHu” Miose men, whoso more peaceful instincts
r ,etH to seclude themselves in the Abbeys, had
belfUred "n M6 world and dovoted themselves to
sic the condition of their follow creatures, in-

aa °f wasting their lives in fasting and prayer.
le( 10over, the vow of celibacy—which, by the way,
fro t0 8Uck unspeakable immorality—prevented them
fhe” ir,ilrryfng and passing on their finer instincts to

offspring ; thus robbing mankind in two ways,

lab . wFat was the condition of tho masses whose
bgV f Bul)PQLfe” the mediceval system ? What would
fho° «eon the condition of Mr. Gould and myself in
4, S says? Tho following passage from Taino's

Clent Régime will show :—

“ Not to bo killed,” says Stendhal, “and to liavo a

good sheepskin coat in winter, was, for many people in

j  tenth century, the height of felicity ”; let us add,

,or a woman, that of not being violated by a wliolo
and. When wo clearly represent to ourselves tho con-
>won of humanity in those days, we can comprehend

°W men readily accepted the most obnoxious of feudal

, 'guts, oven that of tho droit du Seigneur.”

glovp-8" 8 “ the people lived under a “ rude, iron-
Srind- “and.” The ages of faith were ages of
I, . Ina pPprAEkV And pitileas eroeldy. Read the
Chrijlj ~ in Dean Milman’s History of Latin
adino"1™—n°t the work of a Freethinker, hut of
of ary °f tho Church ; or in Hallam’s History
8orUetl°e ~ur” 19 ¢he Middle Ages, whore you can see
fire, g the besotted ignorance of that dreary
We gnorance was considered as praiseworthy as
advVanc Consjder knowledge to be. Think of tho
the into "\M\Q m*8ht have made if it had not been for
aboligv “yeguum of the Dark Ages 1 We might have
u poverty and found a remedy for many of
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those terrible diseases which are still baffling the
best medical science of our time. We are suffering
to-day from the dead hand of the Ages of Faith.
Walking home, a few days ago, in a pitiless storm of
wind and snow—the worst we have had this year—
| saw three little girls, from four to six years old,
with naked feet, making their way through it as best
they could. Tho sight made me flush with shame
and pain, to think that I should belong to a civilisa-
tion which could permit of such things; and this
was in Liverpool, tho second city of the empire.
My friend, we are a long way from being civilised
yet, in spite of nearly two thousand years of tho
teaching of Christianity. The sufferings of the poor
are only matched by the selfish and bestial indiffer-
ence of the rich—*“ The mud-hearted bourgeois,” as
Francis Adams well named them.

Mr. Gould refers me to the Rev. Baring-Gould's
Lives of the Saints. Well, the Rev. Earing-Gould is
a cultivated and broad-minded gentleman ; he is an
antiquary, an archaeologist, and a novelist. His
Curious Myths of the Middle Ages, The Lost and Hostile
Gospels, and The Origin and Development of Beligious
Belief contain much out-of-the-way information
interesting to Freethinkers. Certainly the rev. gen-
tleman has done his best for the Lives of the Saints
—with a style like his he could make almost any
subject interesting. But ho himself confesses in
tho preface that he was compelled to put aside a
great number of saints “ whose eventless lives flowed
uniformly in prayer, vigil, and mortification ” Well,
what good did these saints do for humanity ? If
they had never lived, the world would have been
none tho worse for their absence. The rev. gentle-
man also admits that in the matter of miracles he
has selected the most beautiful and most quaint.
But even he cannot disguise the asceticism, starva-
tion, and misery in which the majority of them
existed, as those can see for themselves who care to
tackle the fifteen volumes he has compiled.

In conclusion, while entirely reciprocating Mr.
Gould’'s amiability, and trusting, in the cycle of
sequences, to form his personal acquaintance, | must
entirely dissent from his views on Christianity.

W. Mann.

The Blasphemy Statute.

WE have been asked to print the Blasphemy Statute
of 1G97—technically known as 9 & 10 William 111,
0. 3—and called in tho preamble “ An Act for the
more effectual suppressing of Blasphemy and Pro-
fanoness.” Reference was made to it in our article
on “ The Blasphemy Laws " before tho recent general
elections, in which we gave its substantial provisions.
But it appoars that many parliamentary candidates
pooh-poohed the idea of this Act being any restriction
on liberty of thought. They had always “ supposed ”
it was meant to put down “ profane language.” This
was not the ease, however; those who take the
trouble to read it through will see that there is not
a word in it about “indecent” or “ scurrilous”
expressions, and that it is directly and entirely aimed
at heterodox opinions. The following is tho whole
Act—

“ Whereas many persons have of lato years openly
avowed and published many blasphemous and impious
opinions contrary to the doctrines and principles of the
Christian religion, greatly tending to the dishonor of
Almighty God, and may prove destructive to the peace
and welfare of this kingdom; Wherefore, for the more
effectual suppressing of the said detestable crimes, be it
enacted by tho King's most excellent Majesty, by and
with the advice and consent of the lords spiritual and
temporal, and the commons of this present Parliament
assembled, and by the authority of the same, that if
any person or persons having been educated in, or at
any time having made profession of, the Christian
religion within this realm shal, by writing, printing,
teaching, or advised speaking, deny any one of the
persons in the Holy Trinity to he God or shal assert or
maintain there are more gods than one, or shal deny
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the Christian religion to be true, or the Holy Scriptures
of the Old and New Testament to be of divine authority,
and shal, upon indictment or information in any of his
Majesties Courts at Westminster, or at the assizes, be
thereof lawfully convicted by the oath of two or more
credible witnesses, such person or persons for the first
offence shal be adjudged incapable and disabled in law
to all intents and purposes whatsoever to have or enjoy
any office or offices, imployment or imployments, eccle-
siastical, civil, or military or any part in them, or any
profit or advantage appertaining to them, or any of
them. And if any person or persons so convicted as
aforesaid shal at the time of his or their conviction,
enjoy or possess any office, place, or imployment such
office, place, or imployment shal be void, and is hereby
declared void. And if such person or persons shal be a
second time lawfully convicted, as aforesaid, of all or
any the aforesaid crime or crimes that then he or they
shal from thenceforth be disabled to sue, prosecute,
plead, or use any action or information in any court of
law or equity, or to be guardian of any child, or executor
or administrator of any person, or capable of any legacie
or deed of gift, or to bear any office, civil or military, or
benefice ecclesiastical for ever within this realm, and
shal also suffer imprisonment for the space of three
years, without bail or mainprize from the time of such
conviction.

Provided always, and be it enacted by the authority
aforesaid, that no person shal be prosecuted by virtue
of this Act for any words spoken, unless the informa-
tion of such words shal be given upon oath before one
or more justice or justices of the peace within four
days after such words spoken, and the prosecution of
such offence be within three months after such
information.

Provided also, and be it enacted by the authority
aforesaid, that any person or persons convicted of all,
or any, of the aforesaid crime or crimes in manner
aforesaid, shal, for the first offence (upon his, her, or
their acknowledgment and renunciation of such offence,
or erronious opinions, in the same court where such
person or persons was or were convicted, as aforesaid,
within the space of four months after his, her, or their
conviction) be discharged from all penalties and dis-
abilities incurred by such conviction, any thing in this
Act contained to the contrary thereof in any wise
notwithstanding.”

The words italicised were repealed by the 53
George 111, Cap. 160, which was designed to protect
Unitarians. But this Act is not included in the
revised Statute Book, being apparently treated as
spent; and the Unitarians may therefore be just as
liable as Freethinkers. Justice Best, indeed, in the
case of Waddington (1822) held that it was really not
permissible to attack “ the divinity of Christ.” And
it is obvious that if the words in italics were absolutely
repealed the whole Act is repealed—which has always
been held not to be the case. The qualification in
favor of Unitarians was really inconsistent with the
Act it limited.

Ingersoll’'s First Lecture.—IV.
(Continued from p. 03.)

L et me show you the condition of England at the beginning
of the eighteenth century. At that time London was the
most populous capital in Europe, yet it was dirty, ill built,
without any sanitary provisions whatever. The deaths were
one in twenty-three each year. Now in a much more crowded
population they are not one in forty. Much of the country
was then heath and swamp. Almost within sight of London
there was a tract, twenty-five miles round, almost in a state
of nature; there were but three houses upon it. In tho
rainy season the roads were almost impassable. Through
gullies filled with mud, carriages were dragged by oxen.
Between places of great importance the roads were little
known, and a principal mode of transport was by pack horses,
of which passengers took advantage by stowing themselves
away between the packs. The usual charge for freight was
thirty cents per ton a mile. After a while, what they were
pleased to call flying coaches were established. They could
move from thirty to fifty miles aday. Many persons thought
the risk so great that it was tempting Providence to get into
one of them. The mail bag was carried on horseback at five
miles an hour. A penny post had been established in the
city, but many long-headed men, who knew what they were
saying, denounced it as a popish contrivance. Only a few
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years before, Parliament had resolved that all pictures in the
royal collection which contained representations of Jesus or
the Virgin Mary should be burned. Greek statues were
handed over to the Puritan stone masons to be made decent.
Lewis Meggleton had given himself out as the last and the
greatest of the prophets, having power to save or damn. He
had also discovered that God was only six feet high and the
sun four miles off. There were people in England as savage
as our Indians. The women, half naked, would chant some
wild measure, while the men would brandish their dirks and
dance. There were thirty-four counties without a printer.
Social discipline was wretched. The master flogged his ap-
prentice, the pedagogue his scholar, the husband his wife;
and | am ashamed to say that whipping has not been abolished
in our schools. It is a relic of barbarism and should not be
tolerated one moment. It is brutal, low and contemptible.
The teacher that administers such punishment is no more to
blame than the parents that allow it. Every gentleman and
lady should use his or her influence to do away with this vile
and infamous practice. In those days public punishments
were all brutal. Men and women were put in the pillory and
then pelted with brick-bats, rotten eggs and dead cats, by
the rabble. The whipping-post was then an institution in
England as it is now in the enlightened State of Delaware.
Criminals were drawn and quartered; others were disem-
boweled and hung and their bodies suspended in chains to
rot in the air. The houses of the people in the country were
huts, thatched with straw. Anybody who could get fresh
meat once a week was considered rich. Children six years
old had to labor. In London the houses were of wood or
plaster, the streets filthy beyond expression, even muddier
than Bloomington is now. After nightfall a passenger went
about at his peril, for chamber windows were opened and
slop pails unceremoniously emptied. Thero were no lamp8
in the streets, but plenty of highwaymen and robbers.

The morals of the people corresponded, as they generally
do, to their physical condition. It is said that the clergy did
what they could to make the people pious, but they could
not accomplish much. You cannot convert a man when he
is hungry. He will not accept better doctrines until he gets
better clothes, and he won’t have more faith till he getO
more food. Besides this, the clergy were a little below par’
so much so that Queen Elizabeth issued an order that no
clergyman should presume to marry a servant girl without
the consent of her master or mistress. During the
time the condition of France and indeed of all Europe wa0
even worse than England. What has changed the condition
of Great Britain ? More than any and everything else, the
inventions of her mechanics. The old moral method was and
always will bo a failure. If you wish to better the condition
of a peoplo morally, better them physically. About the close
of tho 18th Century, Watt, Arkwright, Hargreave, CromptoUi
Cartwright invented the steam engine, the spring frame, th®
jenny, the mule, the power loom, the carding machine and a
hundred other minor inventions, and put it in the power of
England to monopolise the markets of the world. H®1
machinery soon became equal to 30,000,000 of mon. In *
few years the population was doubled and the wealth quad-
rupled ; and England became the first nation of the world
through her inventors, her merchants, her mechanics, and kj
spite of her statesmen, her priests and her nobles. England
began to spin for the world, cotton began to be universally
worn, clean shirts began to be seen. Tho most cunnioS
spinners of India could make a thread over 100 miles 1°D
from one pound of cotton. The machines of England haifl
produced one over 1,000 miles in length from tho sat0®
quantity. In a short time Stephenson invented tho loco»0&
tive. Railroads began to be built. Fulton gave to the wor*
the steamboat, and commerce became independent of
winds. There are already railroads enough in the Un»e
States to make a double track around the world. Man u®
lengthened his arms. He reaches to every country and ta
what ho wants ; the world is before him ; he helps hiir>se
Thero can be no more famine. If thero is no food in *1
country, tho boat and the car will bring it from another. ~

We can have the luxuries of every climate. A majority0*
the people now live better than the king used to do. “o0™
Solomon with his thousand wives, and no carpots, his greAf
temple, and no gas light 1 A thousand women, and nota P’
in the house ; no stoves, no cooking range, no baking P°w jy
no potatoes—think of it! Breakfast without potatoes ! Pi®?
of wisdom and old saws—but no green corn ; never hear®
succotash in his wholo life. No clean clothes, no mus>®!
you except a jow’s-harp, no ice water, no skates, no carriaS® '
because there was not a decent road in all his domi®0 j
Plenty of theology but no tobacco, no books, no picture0! K
a picture in all Palestine, not a piece of statuary, notaVj t ]
that would scour. No tea, no coffee ; he never heard °* a§
place of amusement, never was at a theatre, or a dfiOt

Seven up ” was then unknown to tho world. He c0 -~
even play billiards, with all his knowledge, never had a»
of woman’srights, or universal suffrage ; never wentto &
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a day in hig life, and cared no more about the will of the
people than Andy Johnson.
the inventors have helped more than any other class to
ttake the world what it is ; the workers and the thinkers,
«f Poor and the grand; labor and learning, industry and
intelligenee; Watt and Descartes, Fulton and Montaigne,
tephenson and Kepler, Crompton and Comte, Franklin and
oltaire, Morse and Buckle, Draper and Spencer, and bun-
teds more that | could mention. The inventors, the workers,
he thinkers, the mechanics, the surgeons, the philosophers—
lose are the Atlases upon whose shoulders rests the great
abric of modern civilisation.

L anguage.
In order to show you that the most abject superstition per-
vaded every department of human knowledge, or of ignorance
ather, allow me to give you a few of their ideas upon lan-
gnhage, it was universally believed that all languages could
e traced back to the Hebrew; that the Hebrew was the
otlg>nal language, and every fact inconsistent with that idea
Neas discarded. In consequence of this belief all efforts to
nivestigate the science of language were utterly fruitless,
her a time, the Hebrew idea falling into disrepute, other
anguages claimed the honor of being the original ones.
André Ilvempe published a work in 1569, on the language
? Paradise, in which he maintained that God spoke to Adam
Swedish ; that Adam answered in Danish and that the
erpent (which appears quite probable) spoke to Eve in
rench. Erro, in a book published at Madrid, took the
of°pW *bat Basque was the language spoken in the Garden
Eden. But in 1580, Goropius published his celebrated
AOrt at Antwerp, in which he put the whole matter at rest
y proving that the language spoken in Paradise was nothing
ore or less than plain Holland Dutch. The real founder of
6 present science of language was a German, Leibnitz—a
ontemporary of Sir Isaac Newton. He discarded the idea
. at all language could be traced to an original one. That
anguage was, so to speak, a natural growth. Actual ex-
gicnee teaches us that this must be true. The ancient
on?68  ~O'ypl bad a vocabulary, according to Bunson, of
aly about six hundred and eighty-five words, exclusive of

Proper names. The English language has at least one hun-
thonan.nrl.

(To be continued.)

Death of Mr. Charles Watts.

regret to hear through the newspapers of the
Cath of Mr. Charles Watts, which occurred on
Gday, February 16; the funeral taking place on
q following Wednesday at the Golder's Green
~ematorium. Mr. Watts had been ailing for a con-
guerable time, and wo are sorry to learn that he
lasaed through much suffering to the great releaso.
©orn at Bristol on February 28, 1885, Mr. Watts
,.as nearly seventy-one years of age at the time of
g 8decease. During almost two-thirds of that period
had been occupied in the propaganda of Free-
°ught. He delivered innumerable lectures, held
Bany public debates, conducted or contributed to
liberal journals, and wrote a large number of pam-
jiffiets.  As a writer he was careful and lucid without
J In8 brilliant or original. As a speaker he was bold
~ , powerful, knowing the art of elocution, and
v\ g along and varied experience of platform ad-
°cacy; to which must bo added that his memory
JPAt back to the oratory of Southwell, and the still
striking and passionate oratory of Bradlaugh.
helt Watts had visited America several times, and
8§ d spent some years at Toronto, where he delivered
Yy day lectures to large audiences, and started a
J6 . Yjournal (now a monthly)called Secular Thought.
his lecturing tours in the States he made the
~naintance of Colonel Ingersoll and S. P. Putnam,
(g °gat the dead, and Dr. Foote and Eugene Mac-
lirald of the Now York Truthseeker, amongst the
His namo was familiar in American Free-
t~ght circles, at least it was so ten years ago, and
*Jj>y who knew him by sight over there will learn
tjiw rRegret—and in some cases with deep regret—
ttw. another veteran Freethinker has joined the
¢ Ority.
r- Watts was associated with Charles Bradlaugh
Ending the National Secular Society in the
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He also wrote for, and during a brief period
sub-edited, the National Reformer. In 1877 a separa-
tion took place between him and Bradlaugh. He
carried on the Secular Reviexo for some time, and then
went to America, the paper passing into the hands
of Mr. Stewart Ross. On the death of Bradlaugh,
in 1891, Mr. Watts returned to England from Toronto,
and settled as resident Secular lecturer at Birming-
ham, in connection with the Baskerville Hall. This
experiment owed much to the generosity of the late
Daniel Baker, of Birmingham, and was also sup-
ported by other contributors ; but it did not succeed,
and in two or three years Mr. Watts left Birming-
ham and settled in London. He worked once more
with the National Secular Society, and became one
of its Vice-Presidents. He also became a regular
paid contributor to the Freethinker, and when Mr.
Footo gave up his printing office Mr. Watts became
his printer at 17 Johnson’s-court—the old office
where he had formerly worked on the National
Reformer with Bradlaugh. In 1902 relations between
Mr. Foote and Mr. Watts having become strained,
for reasons given at the time and not to be revived
now, a separation took place, and Mr. Watts asso-
ciated himself openly with the Rationalist organisa-
tion managed by his son. That is why the press
paragraphs refer to him as “ the Rationalist advo-
cate.” But he was associated with Rationalism
only for the last three years or so of his life ; all the
rest of it, as far as it was public, was spent in the
service of Secularism; and over the history of
Secularism his mind must have wandered in his last
hours of conscious existence.

sixties.

Correspondence.

HOW THEY DO IT.
TO THE EDITOR OF *

Sir,—The daily and evening papers of Thursday and
Friday dates contained an announcement to the effect that
Prebendary Carlile, of the Church Army had been received
by the King, with whom he had had an interesting audience.
The following is the manner in which the matter got into
the press. On Thursday morning the Press Agencies and
newspaper correspondents received an intimation to tho
effect that Mr. Carlile would be received in audience by tho
King, and that subsequently he would receive all newspaper
correspondents at 1 p.m. at Andorton’s, to supply them with
an account of tho interview. At this meeting Mr. Carlile
read an account of his interview, emphasising the stops in
his “ copy ” by exclaiming “ Comma,” “ Semicolon,” “ Full
stop "—as tho case was. The report concluded, he invited
some of the correspondents to dino with him. In this way
is history mado and Christian humility glorified.

Guy A. Aldred.
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MODERN CLERGY.

Crabbo, descanting “ on the so-called Christian Clems,"
has this wild passage : “ Legions of them, in their black or
other gowns, | still meet in every country ; masquerading,
in strange costume of body, and still stranger of soul;
mumming, primming, grimacing—poor devils, shamming,
and endeavoring not to sham : that is tho sad fact. Brave
men many of thorn, after their sort; and in a position which
wo may admit to bo wonderful and dreadful | On the out-
side of their heads some singular headgear, tulip, mitre, felt
coalscuttlo, purple hat; and in tho inside,—1 must say, such
a Theory of God Almighty’s Universe as I, for my share, am
right thankful to have no concern with at all! | think, on
tho wholo, as broken-winged, self-strangled, monstrous a
mass of incoherent incredibilities, as ever dwelt in tho
human brain before. 0 God, giver of Light, hater of dark-
ness, of Hypocrisy and Cowardice, how long, how long!”"—
Carlyle, “ Latter-Day Pamphlets.”

Let us never forget that an act of goodness is of itself
always an act of happiness. It is the flower of a long inner
life of joy and contentment; it tells of peaceful hours and
days on the sunniest heights of our soul. No reward coming
after tho event can compare with the sweet reward that
went with it.—Maeterlinck.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.

L —

Notfoea of Lectures, eta., must reach ns by first post on Tuesday
and be marked "Lecture Notice,” if not sent on postcard.

LONDON.

Camberwell Branch N.S.S. (North Camberwell Hall, GL New
Church-road): 3.15, J. Somerville, “ Noah.”

West Ham Branch N. S. S. (Liberal Hall, Broadway, Forest
Gate, E.): 7.30, H. Spence, “ Heredity.”

COUNTRY.

Birmingham B ranch N. S. S. (Prince of Wales Assembly Rooms,
Broad-street): Social Gathering. Tea at 5.

F ailsworth Secular Sunday ScnooL (Pole-lane) : G.30, Willie
Dyson, “ Tho Crowd : A Study of the Popular Mind.”

Glasoow Branch N. S. S. (110 Brunswick-street) : 12 (noon),
Discussion Class : John Glen, “ An Hour with the Microscope ”;
6.30, Miss Alice Muirhead, “ Some Aspects of Indian Affairs.”

G lasgow R ationalist and E thical Association (319 Sauchiehall-
street) : Monday, Feb. 20, at 8, Rev. Jas. Forrest, “ Ethics of
Modern Progress.”

Liverpool Branch N.S.S. (Milton Hall, Daulby-street):
3, E. A. Killip, “ The Bottom Dog”; 7, W. C. Scliweizer,
“ Modern Slavery.” Tuesday, March G Social.

Manchester Branch N. S. S. (Rusholme-road, Oxford-road, All
Saints’): Rev. Stewart D. Headlam, 3, “ God and the Land” ;
6.30, “ The Schools, the Bible, and the Church.” Tea at 5.

Newcastle Rationalist Literary and Debating Society
(Lockhart’'s Cathedral Cafe) : Thursday, March 1, at 8, J. S.
Clarke, “ The Ingoldsby Legends.”

Porth Branch N.S.S. (Room, Town Hall, Porth):
E. Thomas, “ Municipal Duties.”

South Shields (Captain Duncan’s Navigation School, Market-
place) : 7.30, Lecture Arrangements.

TRUE MORALITY:

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

THE BEST BOOK

ON THIS SUBJECT.

Superfine Large-paper Edition, 176 pages, with Portrait and Auto-
graph, bound in cloth, gilt-lettered, post free Is. a copy.

6.30,

In order that it may have a large circulation, and to bring it
within tho reach of the poor, | have issued
A POPULAR EDITION IN PAPER COVERS.
A copy of this edition post free for 2d. A dozen copies, for dis-
tribution, post free for one 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...... Tho special value of Mr.
nolmes’s service to the Neo-Malthusian cause and to human
well-being generally is just his combination in his pamphlet
of a plain statement of the physical and moral need for family
limitation, with a plain account of the means by which it can bo

secured, and an offer to all concerned of the requisites at tho
lowest possible prices.”

The Council of tho Malthusian Leaguo, Dr. Drysdale, Dr.
Allbntt, and others, have also spoken of it in very high terms.
Orders should be sent to the author,

J. R HOLMES, EAST HANNEY, WANTAGE.

A BARGAIN.

THE EVOLUTION OF MAN.

Professor ERNST HAECKEL.
Author of “ The Biddle of the Universe.”

A Popular Exposition, with many Plates, Diagrams,
and lllustrations. 1,027 pages. Two volumes.
Well Bound. Recently sold at

THIRTY-TWO SHILLINGS.
Price Now

HALF A GUINEA.

Carriage Paid.

The Pioneer Press, 2 Newoastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

FFERS WANTED for nineteen vols. of tho

National Reformer and four vols. of tho 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.

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

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

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

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

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

15 yds. Suiting for hoy’s suits.

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

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

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

Lot .

N

-
EBo o~ popr w

. 12,

S 13. ?)Irq'e pair Gent.’s Sunday Boots, one pair Lady’s Sunday
Boots, one Gent.’s Umbrella, one Lady’s Umbrella.
One Boy’s Overcoat, one Boy's Suit, one pair Boy's
Sunday Boots.

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

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

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

Four Trousers Lengths, all different,
fine goods.

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

One parcel of Oddments, anything you care to name.

. 14
. 15,

w16
. 17,

. 18. exceptionally

. 19,
. 20.

AS BEFORE,
We will return your money in full and allow you to keep the goods ff
you are not ten times more than satisfied.

J.W. GOTT, 2 and 4 Union Street, Bradford

INTERNATIONAL FREETHOUGHT CONGRESS.

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

Well Mounted for Framing, 15 by 20 ins.
ONLY A LIMITED NUMBEB OF COPIES.

Price HALF-A-CROWN.

(Securely Tacked and Post Free)
From—

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

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

Thwalites’ Celandine Lotion.

Cures inflammation in a fow hours. Neglected or badly doctor*”™
oases. 3 or 4 days is sufficient time to oure any oaae. For eo'3
and Inflamed Eyelids. Nothing to equal the Lotion for Dimness
of Sight. Will remove Skin or Film that sometimes grows °°
the Eye. As the eye is one of the most sensitive organs of Ib®
body, it needs tho most careful treatment.
Cullpoper says in his Herbal Book that if the virtues

Colandino were generally known it would spoil the spectacle'
makers' trade. Is. ljd. per bottle, with directions: by post 1*

stampB.
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. VANCE (Miss).

This Soolety was formed In 1898 to afford legal seonrity to the
Acquisition and application of funds for Secular purposes.

The Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society’s
'‘B'jects are:—To promote the principle that human conduct
should be based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super-
hatural belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper
5°d of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry,
do promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com-
plete secularisation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such
mAwful things as are conducive to such objects. Also to have,
hold, receive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised,
or bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of
‘Purposes of the Society.

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

Members pay an entrance fee of ton shillings, and a subsequent
yeArly subscription of five shillings.

The Society has a considerable number of members, but a much
arger number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be
gained amongst those who read this announcement. All who join
I; Participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of
,r resources. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa-
,'°n that no member, as suon, shall derive any sort of profit from
‘he Society, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in

ny Way whatever.

mthe Society’'s affairs are managed by an olectod Board of
"mrectors, consisting of not less than five and not more than
‘Welve members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

THE BIBLE

but are capable of re-eleotion. 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.C.

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

Friends of 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,
hut it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or mislaid, and
their oontents have to be established by competent testimony.

HANDBOOK

FOR

FREETHINKERS AND

INQUIRING CHRISTIANS

EDITED BY

G. W. FOOTE and W. P. BALL

A New Edition, Revised, and Handsomely Printed
CONTENTS:
Part |.—Bible Contradictions. Part Il.—Bible Absurdities. Part 111.—Bible Atrocities.

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

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

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

“ This is a volume which we strongly commend to all interested in the study of tho Jndaic-Christian Scriptures.
It is odited by G. W. Foote and \V. P. Ball, and Published by tho Freethought Publishing Company, 2 Newcastle-strect,

Tarringdon-stroot, London, E.C., prico Is. 6d.
regarding unless he has studied this remarkable volume.

BPecial valuo as an aid to tho exposition of tho Christian religiou from a thoughtful and critical standpoint.
Since 1888 it has been tho standard volume of tho subject with which it deals,

Perfect army of facts and comparisons.

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

Itis a

ahd its popularity is emphasised by tho fact that tho public have demandod a now edition.”—Reynolds's Newspaper.

Under the Ban of the
THE

POPULAR

London County Council.
EDITION

(Revised and Enlarged)

“BIBLE ROMANCES”

G, W. FOOTE
With a Portrait of tho Author

Reynolds's Newspaper says:—*“ Mr. G. W. Foote, chairman of the Socular Socioty, is woll known as a man of

Xcoptional ability.

His Bible Romances have had a largo salo in the original edition.

A popular, revised, and

hlargod edition, at tho prico of 6d., has now beon published by the Pionoor Press, 2 Nowcastle-street, Farriugdon-

reet, London, for tho Secular Society.
1lhiodorn opinion aro being placed from day to day.”

144 Large Double-Column Pages, Good Print,

Thus, within tho roach of almost overyono, tho ripest thought of tho loadors

Good Paper

SIXPENCE —NET

(Post Free, 8d)

The pioneer press 2 Newcastle

street,

farringdon street, London, e.c.
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SUNDAY EVENING FREETHOUGHT LECTURES
STANLEY HALL,

JUNCTION-ROAD, LONDON, N., Near “THE BOSTON.”

March 4.—Mr. G. W. FOOTE: “ROBERT BLATCHFORD AND THE ‘BOTTOM DOG.”’
March II.-Mr. G. W. FOOTE: “DOES GOD HELP MAN?”

March 18.—Mr. G. W. FOOTE: “1S THERE A FUTURE LIFE?”

March 25.—Mr. C. COHEN: “THE OTHER SIDE OF CHRISTIANITY.”

Admission Free. Front Reserved Seats Is. and 6d.

Doors Open at 7 p.m. Chair taken at 7.30 p.m. Discussion Invited.

A WONDERFUL BARGAIN.

“THE RIGHTS OF MAN

BY
THOMAS PAINE,

Well Printed on Good Paper, 164 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.

e twentieth century edition

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 OP 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.

Printed and Published by Tne Fr.EETnoconT PcuusniNa Co., Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, London, E.C.



