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Immortality ! why the most of us don't know what to 
(° with this one little personal life, and might well 
bonder how we came to he promoted to the dignity there- 

the claim to immortality is the claim to he trusted 
with millions of pounds because one has shown himself 
llnfit to he trusted with sixpence. Leave me, 0  comical 
Mlc men, with your talk about eternity; go and try 
0 Hvc a single happy and rational day.

—James Thomson (“ B .V.")

Mr. Birreli’s Bill.—II.

E Ono straightforward and satisfactory feature of 
6 Education Bill is the section rendering the Con- 
ence Clause a reality, by relieving parents from 
® necessity of sending their children to school 

11 the religious instruction is over. But as wo 
^ a t at length with this section in our first article 
,̂ e do not propose to do more than mention it now 
n Producing another point to which it is related;

tnoly( the application of the same principle to the 
l°achers.
Snd* *8 con ĉn^e^ by the orthodox Liberals in general,
^ by tho Nonconformist division of them in par- 

Q aL that the Education Bill carries out the two 
vnf °bjects which were sanctioned by the people’s 
j 0a at tho late elections. The first of these objects 
^ l,QlversaI public control; tho second is the aboli- 

n of religious tests. Certainly public control is 
* . le<b but can wo speak so decidedly about tho 
^ 8? Wo think not.

n 8 far as mere words go, in a special clause, tho 
18 all right. This is what it says:—

“ A teacher employed iu a public elementary school 
8ball not bo required as part of bis duties as teacher to 
Kwo any roligious instruction, and shall not bo required 
0,8 a condition of bis appointment to subscribe to any 
reb'gious creed, or to attend or abstain from attending 
any Sunday-school or place of religious worship.” 

aŝ 8 is plain enough, and Mr. Birrell’s supporters 
j. 1,8 what more we want. But just as it is somo- 
aet °8 ônn<f *n tbe law courts that one portion of an 
^ 01 parliament contradicts another portion, so it 
di f  fbat one portion of Mr. Birrell’s Bill contra- 
ih 8 Q,n°fber portion. And this is really tho case. 
jg °r° i8 no verbal contradiction. Tho contradiction 
of n stantial. That is to say, the practical provisions 
ola nullify this excellent and admirable do-

of tho abstract right of tho teachers to 
f °  have anything to do with tho roligious 

p o t i o n .  They may so rofuso, but as tho rofusal 
¡n °bviously work out to their disadvantage— as, 
ahi] ^  w*b ponaliso them, by causing friction 
f e e i n g  barriers to their progress in their pro
fit , n'~tho boon which is so loudly praised turns 

rp̂ ° bo perfectly illusory.
reii .e fruth is that it is impossible to abolish 

f 25jUS 0̂8*‘s while religious instruction remains

in the schools. Tests can be applied negatively 
as well as positively. Excommunicated persons 
were not punished positively; they were only 
punished negatively; but as no one could aid them, 
shelter them, traffic with them, give them food or 
drink, or so much as speak to them, tho difference 
between positive and negative was rather formal 
than actual. If a man is to perish he may as well 
have his head cut off as bo refused the means of life. 
And in the same way if a teacher is to be ruined he 
may as well be positively discharged from his post as 
negatively driven out of tho service.

Let us look carefully at the actual circumstances 
of the case, and see how a man would be likely to 
fare who availed himself of Mr. Birrell’s excellent 
and admirable Conscience Clauso for teachers.

With regard to the schools for which Mr. Birrell 
provides “ extended facilities ” for roligious instruc
tion, we may say— as we shall presently show— that 
these aro denominational schools in disguise. Dog
matic religious instruction— Catholic, Anglican, 
Jewish, or what not— will be given daily in these 
schools. Tho teachers “ may” take part iu this 
religions instruction. And will anyone deny that tho 
“ may ” will bo “ must ” ? A teacher who holds back 
in a practically denominational school will bo a 
marked man, and in such circumstances a marked 
man is a doomed man. He will soon find that ho 
has the liberty to starve.

Wo will now go to tho other extreme, and take 
tho case of the “ undenominational ” schools whore 
“ simple Bible teaching” is the order of tho day. 
It is hypocritical to talk, as Dr. Clifford does, about 
tho Bible being read and explained in these schools 
as literature. What tho law says is that the chil
dren aro to receive instruction from the Bible in tho 
principles of morality and tho Christian religion. 
Mr. Birrell does not propose to interfere with this 
law ; on tho contrary, ho proposes to extend it pre
sumptively to all elementary schools. The Bible, 
therefore, is to bo used not only ethically but 
religiously. And the consequences of this are easily 
deduciblo by tho logic of experience.

Let it bo remembered that it was under this very 
law, which Mr. Birrell extends instead of amending, 
that tho famous agitation took place on the old 
London School Board. It was reported that a 
visitor was shocked by hearing a child answer 
“ Joseph” when asked, “ Who was the father of 
Josus?" Thereupon a circular was drafted and 
sent out to all the teachers under the London School 
Board, reminding them that it was their duty to 
teach tho doctrine of the Trinity, with special refer
ence to tho deity of Jesus Christ. What was dono 
then could bo done again now. Tho question of tho 
Bible in tho schools is really the question of Chris
tianity in the schools. And whoever denies it is an 
ignoramus or an impostor.

There must have been several “ unbelievers ” 
amongst the teachers under the London School
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Board. How many of them, even in face of that 
circular, applied to be exempted from the religious 
teaching ? We recollect one, and one only. It was 
Mr. F. J. Gould. Those who know him will testify 
that Mr. Gould is a man of exceptional ability, attain
ments, and character. But he was an Agnostic. He 
did not mind giving lessons from the Bible if he were 
only allowed to do so honestly. He did not wish to 
tell lies about it, or about his own convictions. But 
as this did not satisfy the Board, he had the courage 
to say that he could not teach the Bible as the Board 
expected him to do. Accordingly he was relieved 
from that part of his duties, and everything seemed 
for the best in the best of all possible worlds. There 
was no bloodshed, no imprisonment, no persecution. 
The Board was tolerant and Mr. Gould enjoyed his 
freedom. That is how it appeared on the surface. 
But it was a very different thing when you looked 
deeper. From that moment Mr. Gould marked time. 
Smaller and slighter men were promoted, but there 
was no promotion for him ; he was stranded forever, 
even if he lived to the age of Methusaleh ; and he had 
to put an end to his false position by going out into 
the world and beginning a fresh career.

Now if that was the experience of a man of 
exceptional ability, attainments, and character like 
Mr. Gould, what would be the experience of less 
distinguished teachers who tried to exercise their 
right to decline to take part in “ undenominational ” 
religious instruction and “ simple Bible teaching” ?

Religious majorities are never tolerant. Their rule 
is, Who is not for us is against us, and they treat him 
as an enemy. When they cannot kill they imprison, 
when they cannot imprison they ostracise. And no 
exception will be made for elementary school teachers. 
They will have to toe the line or clear out. And all 
the appeals they make to Mr. Birrell’s conscience 
clause for teachers will only convince them of the 
truth of the old adage that fine words butter no 
parsnips.

Moreover it must bo recollected that the training 
colleges for teachers, which the present Bill does 
not touch, are so many preparatory sieves for 
excluding “ unbelievers.” Nearly all these training 
colleges are denominational. Even the few that are 
not exact some Christian profession. The student 
has to inscribe himself as belonging to some Chris
tian Church ; bo makes his choice, and ho has to 
stick to it; and precautions aro taken against his 
non-attendance at public worship. These training 
colleges sift out the open “ unbelievers ” to begin 
with; they secure a very general, if not a universal, 
orthodoxy amongst the teachers in the schools ; and 
it is easy to see what chance a teacher of mental 
independence would have in stemming the strong 
current of conformity.

From a logical point of view it is absurd to boast 
of abolishing religious tests while retaining religious 
instruction. This is one of the monstrous follies 
of the Nonconformist position. Tests cannot bo 
abolished practically— and why should they be 
abolished theoretically ? There are tests in arith
metic, grammar, geography, and history. Why should 
there be no tests in religion ? Is every teacher to bo 
allowed to teach just what religion he pleases ? This 
would be chaos. There must be some discrimination. 
And it must be exercised by somebody. It will be exer
cised tacitly by Churchmen in Anglican schools, by 
Catholics in Catholic schools, by Jews in Jewish 
schools, and by Nonconformists in the ordinary pro
vided schools. But this is not a settlement, it is an 
evasion. Tests should be applied openly, under the 
eyes of qualified inspectors. Religious teaching 
should he religious teaching; the quality of it is more 
important than the quantity ; and competent public 
officials should see that it is of the proper character. 
For reasons of their own Nonconformists object to 
open religious tests. Very well then, let them help 
to abolish tests altogether; and they will never do 
this without excluding religion itself from the school 
curriculum,

G. W . Foote.
[To be concluded.)

Ä Religion of Calamity.

“ The Religion of Calamity ” is the title given by 11 
Christian World writer to an articlo discussing the 
San Francisco disaster. It is a title that might wel* 
have figured in a Freethought journal; but nowa
days it is the custom for certain types of religionists 
to ape the Freethought attitude and misuse its 
nomenclature. It is in its way both a compliment 
and a confession. It is a confession that Free- 
thought has to-day reached such proportions that it 
can no longer be ignored, and a compliment for the 
reason that imitation is the sincerest form of flattery» 
and its being true gives this old adage a signal dis' 
tinction over many of its class. “ The Religion 0* 
Calamity ” is moreover a capitally accurate descrip" 
tion of the Christian creed. For it has been this 
before all else. In its earliest years it played it® 
calamitous part in helping to suck the vitality fr°® 
the old Roman Empire. Much there was in 
Rome that was bad, and needed either revision pr 
destruction, but the empire was not beyond repair' 
The destruction of the old civilisation only becam® 
certain when interest in theology took the plane 0 
devotion to country, and the growth of the Christian 
Church made it an important factor in determines 
the destinies of the State. -

From country to country, as Christianity spi'00 ’ 
it brought calamity after calamity. Whatever g°° 
it brought in its train was chiefly adventitious. 
evil was almost entirely its own. To the barriers 
race it added those of creed. To the passion of clV‘ 
strife it added theological hatred. If it, very oC° 
sionally, stood between the oppressed and J 
oppressor, the one was made more helpless by 1 
terrors of Christian dominancy and the other ev 
more tyrannical by a spiritual sanction having n° 
given to his material lordship. It gave to tbo P°° ’ 
but only a fraction of that of which they had he 
plundered. It visited a sick that was often enoi'g 
suffering from its destruction of tho old san ity  
and medical science. It solaced a dying that , 
been driven nearly demented by its teaching 
eternal damnation; and its attitude to-day op 
question of education, where, in tho name of rehgjJ  
it claims to work for reform while all the time r 
gion is tho only serious obstacle to tho reform h° 
accomplished, is a summary of its whole cai 
Bred amid tho decay of an empire, and rising .. 
strength by tho patronage of some of its y 
rulers, it has left its calamitous trail in every ooun 
where it has effected a lodgment. ., ”

Needless to say I am using the word “ calam* y.j. 
with a far different application to that give11 
by the Christian World writer. Ho is concerned 
showing that wo ought not to allow tho San f  jjaI1 
cisco disaster to disturb our belief in Chris ‘ 
Theism. “ What evidence,” he asks, “ d° vj0flr 
disasters offer against the contrary Christian ^
of a benign Providence as directing our affai1'0bi°
Well, one would say they offer almost every 
evidence against such a view. It is, indeed, J ,i<fU Y 1 U D U C U  U g a i U D U  O J  V I D V Y i  X U  A D ,  .  « • n f l i i v
another proof of tho calamitous effect of Christi* ^ '0 
on tho human mind that people can be i" ” n

that at

j m

can be found . 
will say that such a disaster as that at San  ̂
cisco, or the Vosuvian outbreak, not only ^0,c&0iied 
disprove the thesis that human affairs are c0PtrcVen 
by an all-powerful benign Being, but that it 
supports such a theory. It is admitted tba i, 
“ immediate effect ” of such outbreaks is to s ce
one’s “ religious convictions,” and in this

b’ s first impressions aro tho soundest, Wha ofiM 
place afterwards is the chocking of one’s n 1 
resentment for the sake of saving a theory- ^ ¡j  
instincts tell us that such a disaster as that o ^  
Francisco is a direct denial of the belief ‘ p at 
‘ benign Providence ” overrules human affairS‘ , 

our religious beliefs say the contrary; an d  n 
is allowed to weigh against them. to»

‘ J. B.,” the writer of tho article refer^ joOg0 
follows the usual practice of playing fast an ^ajae 
with tho question of tho Yglicjity of our burr,a
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of the universe. It is perfectly true that we have,_ « V I  JU VI i k j  \ j  jl l O V  U i J  U 1 u u  UJJ.CWU W O  AJ Cli V C )

jiud can have, no scientific authority for measuring 
the universe by our moral standard. Freethinkers 
have always asserted this, and have only argued 
along other lines when criticising the hypothesis of 
theism. In strict accuracy, to call the universe 
oither moral or immoral is an abuse of language. It 
!s simply non-moral. Natural phenomena, too, may 
ho cither agreeable or disagreeable to human beings, 
hut they are neither malevolent nor beneficent. But 
this position, if logically held, would obviously 
destroy all forms of Theism ; and so “ J. B.,” while 
Protesting against our judging the universe from the 
standpoint of human morality, only means that our 
Judgment must not be adverse. The method is a 
Rood one so long as it leads to a favorable judgment, 
hor the statement that the universe is directed by a 

henign Providence ” is as much an act of criticism 
und a judgment as any other. We are told that we 
do not know what death is, and are asked : “ What 
do we know ultimately about burning and slaying ? 
■••■• Could wo see the whole process as God sees it, 
the thousand sides of it at present to us invisible, 
°ar whole feeling concerning it would be entirely 
changed. Our feeling would then be like H is." But 
"Ms is sheer assumption. To argue that i f  we knew 
everything much that now seems evil would appear 
Scod, is to invite the retort that just as easily much 
rdiat now seems good would then appear evil. 
Ordinary experience offers plenty of examples of 
Joth kinds. If we are to criticise the universe at 
a'l we must perforce do so in terms of the knowledge 

possess ; and if we are not justified in this, then 
the theory of a “ benign Providence ” is ruled out 
jlQito as much as a theory of omnipotent benevo
l o .  The Theist is, in short, on the horns of a 
d'Jomma. If he estimates the universe according to 
? human or moral view, the facts are in glaring  ̂ and
11 reconcilable discord with his theory. And if deef
of

hetheory,
^oiineg to apply this measuro the very groundwork 

ms Theism disappears.
fiQ d. B.” also urges that it is not the action of nature 
Sa^t^h as the mode of action in such matters as the 
ain ■]. ancr8C0 earthquake that rouses resentmont 
8 disturbs our roligious equanimity. After all, he 

.’ naturo in thoso operations is doing only what 
K e 18 always doing in other ways. She kills a thou- 
' nd in an earthquake; but then sho will kill ovory- 

(. e ° a tho planet sooner or later. Thero is some 
l>Lh in ¿jjGr0 ¡s aj80 somo orror, and tho
r°r ¡8 to it j  j3_'s » argument. In tho first 

ca??0’ ^ a t  a disaster on a colossal scale does is to
Ik . Mention to facts that are ignored because of 
c eir familiarity. But it has always been one of tho 

ants in tho Freethought indictment of Christian 
that even tho normal processes of naturo aro 

^hat one would expect if tho thoistic hypothesis 
re valid. It is true that naturo kills all of us 

or later; true also that it matters not a jot 
. ether one bo a gonius or a fool, good or bad, wo 

are the same fate and aro subject to the same 
i . ^Sers. Naturo elaborates a gonius, to assassinate 
 ̂ with cancer or blight him with insanity. A 
Mai and callous individual may pass unscathed 

0 *r° ugh conditions that may have a fatal effect upon 
rp,0 °f a more sensitive and more humane disposition. 

aat nature treats all alike is often quoted by theists 
I?roof of “ divino ” benevolence, but it may just as 
s'ly be evidence of divine carelessness or callous- 

a We should be in no doubt as to how to describe 
, human being who acted on tho same principle 

partis thoso over whom he had control, 
on “ *8 Epical of tho Christian mind to argue that 
kjj? ai]ght not to complain of a thousand people 
am i • ®an Francisco because a much larger number 
Ip^-j.'ilcd year by yoar. Only a year or so ago a 
Ra‘ ln8 Nonconformist preacher said exactly the 
i8 6 °f the earthquake at St. Pierre. Tho argument 
Gj’ 0(1 is good here because he is worse somewhere 
tjjQ 1 ho must not be charged with tho deaths of a 
of usand at one placo because he causes the deaths 
kari?any thousands elsewhere. Absurdity could 

av  go further, ,f Yon are charged,” a judge might

say to a prisoner, “  with killing during a moment of 
passion two children who looked to you for protec
tion.” And the prisoner might as reasonably say in 
defence, “ The charge is quite true, hut if your lord- 
ship only knew all the particulars their death might 
bo a good thing for all concerned, at any rate, I 
demand my discharge because what I did here in a 
moment of passion, I do in cold blood every year of 
my life.” The application is obvious.

It is strange that the significance of the shock to 
religious feelings by nature’s outbreaks seldom strikes 
believers. For it is plain, on reflection, that were 
religious beliefs grounded on the normal experience 
of life, earthquakes and the like would, while giving 
rise naturally to sorrowful feelings, be unable to 
seriously disturb one’s convictions. But the truth is 
that while the fact of even ordinary experience being 
contrary to theistic beliefs is overlooked, it is these 
unusual experiences that break through all the sub
tleties and excuses of special pleaders, and brings 
people face to face with nature as it is. And then it 
is that many begin to feel, what tho clearer thinkers 
already perceive, that man’s relation to nature is not 
that of a weak intelligence in presence of, or depen
dent on, a stronger intelligence, but that of a sentient 
organism to a non-sentient universe. In his early 
and undeveloped condition man figured the universo 
as alive, read into it his own feelings and intellect, 
and treated it as he would one of his own kind, too 
powerful for him to subdue or outwit. It is the 
remnants of this primitive belief with which “ J. B.” 
and his kind are burdened, and in defence of which 
they essay the impossible task of reconciling a scien
tific ago to an unscientific theory. Those who have 
shaken off this belief are put to no such desperate 
straits. They may sorrow at nature’s storn and 
tempestuous moods, or feel joy at its calmer and 
pleasanter ones. But they aro fooled by no primitive 
delusions, and their sorrow is not intensified by the 
feeling that human life is the sport of an omnipotent 
intelligence apparently careless of whatever suffering 
is caused by its operations. And to rid man of this 
unnecessary fear, to remove causeless terror, and to 
provide a sure ground for faith in the reality and 
efficacy of human effort, is not tho least of the 
sorvicos Freothought confers upon humanity.

C . COIIEN.

Do We Need a Religion?—!.

Dn. ABBOTT tells us that in tho Christian religion 
thero aro many illusions which have always Berved 
and still servo as “ a discipline for our truth-seeking 
faculties, and as a stepping-stone towards truth it
self ; ’’ but tho examples cited by him fail to varify 
his contention. Indeed, according to his own frank 
admission, tho doctrine of tho Second Coming of 
Christ worked incalculable harm in the early Church, 
and its evil influence has not ceased even to-day. As 
a matter of fact, Dr. Abbott has not succeeded in 
proving tho truth of his thesis in a single given case. 
But while admitting tho presence of illusions in 
Christianity, he maintains that at tho core of it thero 
is to bo found truth itself. What “ truth itself,” or 
“ fact indeed," as Browning calls it, is, Dr. Abbott 
does not know, nor is he confident that “ wo shall 
ever be able in this world to reach ” it, “ if it means 
‘ absolute truth.’ ” All he expects is that “ we may 
roach a closer approximation to fact," by moans of 
illusions as “ mid-way helps.” But the truth exists, 
and Christianity shadows it forth.

Such is Dr. Abbott’s position as outlined in his 
essay entitled “ Illusion in Religion." In a non
religious sense, tho contral teaching of tho tract is 
true enough, as also aro the following linos from 
Browning :—

“  God’s gift was that man should conceive of truth,
And yoarn to gain it, catching at mistake 
As mid-way help, till he reach fact indeed."

In another essay, No. 14, in tho same series, on 
“ The Permanent Elements of Religion,” tho position
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is somewhat different, though even more hostile to 
Orthodoxy. The author of this treatise is Professor 
D. S. Margolioutb, M.A., I). Litt., of Oxford, a well- 
known contributor to the Expositor. Professor Mar- 
goliouth agrees with Dr. Abbott’s assertion that we 
possess no infallible guide to truth no absolute 
revelation of God, and no certainty of a future life. 
Such a concession, coming from high-placed Christian 
teachers, is of inestimable value to Freethought. 
Referring to such books as the Bible the Professor 
says :—

“ Where the sacred books which form the ground-work 
of religion are unable to maintain their own claim to 
sanctity, where, if that be demonstrated, their content 
is in disagreement with the results which experience 
has made certain, it is not impossible to confer on them 
a factitious and conventional sanctity, which is all that 
is required for the function which is demanded of them 
Such sanctity as is conferred on sacred places, sacred 
buildings, sacred persons, is similarly factitious and con 
ventional: nature understands it not; only men who 
have been initiated understand i t ; and when the needs 
of the community require, it can be withdrawn.”

What a violent shock such teaching must give to 
the orthodox Christian. The Bible is not really, but 
only “ factitiously and conventionally,”  holy or sacred 
The Church has consecrated it, it is true; but the act 
of consecration has not changed the quality of the 
volume. The same remark applies to places and 
buildings: “ The properties which are to be found in 
wood and stone, bricks and mortar, do not leave them 
when they form part of a consecrated building; yet 
those who are fully aware of this may also hold that 
the community is better off for having consecrated 
buildings, invested with a dignity and with privileges 
which unconsecrated buildings do not share.”

Now, is it not perfectly clear that such a position 
of necessity undermines all the doctrines of the 
orthodox Church ? The starting-point of theology is 
that its dogmas are absolutely true, and that it is the 
bounden duty of all men to believe them. But to 
Professor Margoliouth the objective reality of the 
teachings of religion is a matter of practically no 
importance. He would still adhere to them even 
though their objective unreality were a fully estab
lished fact. Here are his own words :—

“ The question of the objective reality of the teachings 
of religion in no way affects its value to the community 
If men walk safely and courageously because the abyss 
is screened off, it matters not at all whether the screen 
be solid, or thin, unstable, and easily pulled away. The 
consolation which replaces to tho miserable all that the 
fortunate enjoy is a valuable asset to mankind ; its value 
is not extinguished by the demonstration that it 
illusory.”

Such, in brief, is Professor Margoliouth’s position. 
Religion may not be objectively true ; but it is bene
ficial to mankind. There may not be a God, who is 
the maker and ruler of the universe ; but the belief 
that there is has proved most helpful to humanity. 
Immortality may be nothing but a dream; but the 
hope of it is beautifully inspiring. Hence tho value 
of the teachings of religion is dependent, not upon 
their objective reality, but upon their practical utility. 
In tho opinion of the Professor, religion is necessary 
to man not because it is true, but because it is useful, 
whether true or false.

The question now is, Does man need a religion to 
make his life on earth worth living ? The Professor’s

is

answer is in the affirmative. He says; “ Wo are 
driven to seek the permanent elements of religion in 
the needs which it fulfils in human society: as 
learned not from any a priori assumptions, but from 
a study of its actual effects. And the main needs 
which it satisfies are three,” namely, the ornamenta
tion of life, education and reform, and the streng
thening of human weakness.

1. According to Professor Margoliouth, human life 
needs ornamentation. It is not always expedient to 
leave the truth exposed. There are realities which 
it is best to ignore. Some facts are tho opposite of 
beautiful, and highest wisdom dictates their conceal
ment.  ̂ So argues the Professor. “ Science and 
taste,’ he says, “ pursue their functions indepen

dently, without rivalry, without mutual interference; 
at times, indeed, there is even co-operation between 
the two.” Then he adds

“ Penetration into nature’s workshop is not forbidden. 
but the sense of what is comely and decent makes us 
keep the door ordinarily shut. For the unsesthetic 
realities connected with the origin and termination ol 
human existence, and the mode whereby it is sustained, 
religion substitutes an account that suits the aspiration 
after what is comely and beautiful. ‘ When a man is 
dead he shall inherit creeping things, beasts, and 
worms ’— that is the natural account. ‘ Father, in thy 
gracious keeping leave we thy servant sleeping.’ ‘ Christ 
the Lord shall guard them well, He who died for then- 
release ’— is what religion substitutes for tho painfu 
and unsesthetic reality.”

Now comes the refrain met with everywhere in this 
wonderful essay;—

11 The value of religion, therefore, as beautifying 
human life, is entirely independent of tho objective 
value of what it teaches.”

The Professor proceeds to observe that “ to the 
ornamentation of life belong those feasts and fasts 
which it would appear that physiological reasons 
require that vent should at certain seasons of the 
year be given to certain human emotions.” His con
tention, on this point, is that for the expression o 
such emotions “  some ostensible cause is required» 
and that “ religious occasions are more suitable than 
any others, because they can be universal, and per' 
manent, and personal.” The Christian systenj 
provides fasts and feast in which all mankind may 
participate, because the causes of tho mourning an 
the rejoicing are of a universal, permanent, and p®r' 
sonal character. Jesus may never have died on tn 
cross and never have risen again from the tomb I b° 
the belief that He did gives vent to “ certain omo 
tions ” which otherwise would not find suitab
expression.

Such is the service which religion 
beautifier of human life. But is it a genuine
wholesome service ? It seems to me that everyth! g 
turns on the question whether religion is or is 11 
true. Professor Margoliouth admits that the obje . 
tivo reality of religion cannot be proved. At bo 
all that can be said is that tho supernatural may v

renders as a 
and

real, or may not. A ll roe know is that between man talthe higher animals there is apparently no fundamen 
difference. Why then should ho be differentia 
from them ? Scienco assures us that he and t 
have had the same beginning, that they are cl°®ê 0 
related while they live, and that there is nothing 
indicate that they have a different destinat1 
Why then should man be put in a category by h1 
self ? Why should he bo made to believe that 
has a different beginning and a different destina 1 
from ” the beasts of the field ? Indeed, is it not ^  
of the main drawbacks of Christianity that it |8n° c]0 
the whole animal kingdom, puts man on a VlDD\ al 
of hurtful isolation, and reserves its imtD0 eS 
blessedness for him alone? Yes, religion 
differentiate man from the beasts, and, as Pr0 0]e, 
Margoliouth admits, it differentiates him still 111  ̂
if possible, “ from his like, perpetuating castes 
peculiar peoples, and those other divisions W 
have so much arrested human progress.” . 0f

Bearing in mind that the religious adornmen  ̂
life has taken the form of thus differentiating ^  
both from tho boasts and from his fellows, on 
ground of utility can it be justified ? It w° 11 
far bettor to leave human life unadorned, to ® 
die ugliness of reality to remain fully exposed,  ̂

i;o have resource to a method of ornamentation ^ 0 
only results in mischief and injury all round. 
truth, however, is that tho realities of Natui’O» ^  
under consideration, lack beauty only 'T*16“  
ccsthetically described. Tho origin of no living 
requires to be concealed, as if it were aD^eC ¡^cy- 
and indecent to contemplate it undraped by *■ aJlj  
It was not tho sense of what is becoming 
beautiful that first led people “ to conceal^a^

isitybody except the face and hands,” but rat 
sense of grim necessity. But no sense of n®-o0jng 
dictates the concealment of man’s real beg
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aQd destination as Nature gives them. You can 
decorate them without resorting to concealment. 
Indeed, to hide a thing is not to adorn it. “ The 
naked facts of human existence, as Nature gives 
them,” are both comely and decent, and no one needs 
to be ashamed of them.

But Professor Margoliouth advocates, not only the 
concealment of what he calls the ugliness of Nature, 
hut the substitution for it of the creations of faith.

When a man is dead ho shall inherit creeping 
things, beasts, and worms”— that is the Professor s 
unajstlietic and ugly description of death. It 18 Bis 
version of the fact that is unbeautiful, not the fact 
aself. Instead of ornamenting tho reality ho sub- 
ntitutes a mero dream for it. The poet makes the 
naked fact unspeakably lovely. Death i3 not repul- 
sive when viewed in the right spirit; hut, in any 
£ase> to substitute something else for it is not to 
beautify it. I much prefer to look death full in the
f?Ce> and then, in open sight of it, to cry out with 
Ge°rge Meredith

“  And oli, green bounteous earth !
Death shall I shrink from, loving thee?
Into the breast that gives the rose 
Shall I with shuddering fall?”

j .  T. L l o y d .
(To be continued.)

A Misty Religion.

A Note from Leicester may edify readers who are 
Rested in tho Religious Difficulty in tho Schools. 

q Un Monday, April 28, at the Leicester Education 
gj^^ittee, Í observed that people were now discus- 
bo f • 8uhject of religious instruction, and it might 
. °f interest to tho local public to know tho general 

SchlaC êr Bible teaching given in the Council
°ols. I therefore asked this question :—

1 May the responsible teachers in this Committee’s 
* r°vided Schools give instruction, under tho present 
Regulations as to Biblo teaching, in any or all of tho 
knowing doctrines, namely:—

■The existence of God as Creator and Providcnco;
The Trinity ;
I’hat tbo Bible is tho Word of God ;
■That tho liuinau raco fell through Adam and is 

Redeemed through Christ;
that Christ is our Lord and tho Sou of God ;
That God works miracles ;
I’hat God hoars and answers prayer ;
That tho soul is immortal;
I’hat Heaven and Hell aro our futuro reward and 

Punishment;
I  ii /hat tho Do vil is a personal evil spirit."

On-”
(so far as Loicostor was concerned) n clear

^  u u u  1 »  U. j J U l S U U i V i  U V U

Q° Oils question thoro were three methods of reply, 
v ? r°ply would bo Yes ; in which caso I should have
w \~vr l a i  tto  JJUILUDIUI WU)Q p u u v /O i u v - /  -

£rokrram of tho theological teaching imparted as 
simple Bible instruction.” Another reply would bo 

jj,0 ■ in which caso I could havo asked what, in the 
•imo of common-sense, ivas 
P*y would bo an evasive one.

taught. Tho third

Ckaj Vas i'ho business of Mr. Alexander Baines, J.P., 
t° ‘ lr" an of tho Elementary Schools Sub committeo, 
th0 Pv* Ho did not answer in tho first mannor, or

(1)

(2)

(3)

( 4 )

s®cond. This was wrhat ho did :—
Mr. Baines reminded tho Committco of tho regulations 
>u force in this town. They direct the Head Teachers 
1° choose suitable passages of tho Bible, and, in a 
Reverent and sympathetic spirit, give “ such explaua 
tious as may bo necessary.”

Ho said also that tho Biblo-readiug might bo preceded 
by a hymn and tho Lord’s Prayer.
Neither tho lato School Board (said Mr. Baines) nor 
the present Education Committco had ever scheduled 
a list of doctrines to bo taught; and ho hoped they 
Uever would. (Soveral members ejaculated “ Hear, 
hear!”)

lor twenty-ono years, no parent or teacher had over 
Raised any question as to what should bo taught.

j Wag tho substanco of Mr. Bainos’s reply, 
hot ° S° aSa*n merely to observe that Mr. Baines had 
tbeil̂ ns)vored my question. Any person of discern- 

Will surely see, on examination of my question

and of Mr. Baines’s rejoinder, that that allegation is 
absolutely true. Tho subject then dropped, but I 
had gained a point of some significance. I had 
stimulated the orthodox members of the Committeo 
into virtually affirming that they were not prepared 
to say what was the definite aim and content of tho 
“ simple Bible teaching ” so loudly advocated by 
Nonconformists.

The shuffling timidity and meanness of such a 
position are astonishing. p  j  q 0LI]>

The Freedom of the Press.
—  ♦ ----

Some day tho conductors of this country will doubt
less recognise that from a philosophic point of view 
it is not worth very much. The Times wras one of 
the first journals to publish a review of Charles 
Darwin’s Origin of Species, tho review being written 
by Professor Huxley. To-day one might pick up a 
copy of the Times and imagine that tho Origin of 
Species had never been written. Wo are having, and 
will doubtless continuo to have, a prolonged discus
sion concerning the religious difficulty in tho schools 
as to tho precise amount of theological dogma to be 
taught to children. Tho Bishops and the clergy 
generally are secure of a hearing in the Times, but 
no evolutionist need apply, with possibly Professor 
Ray Lankester as an exception. Scientific men 
might leave their investigations for a time and assist 
us to settlo tho “ religious” controversy in the only 
possiblo and permanent just way— complete secu
larisation of all schools. They would undoubtedly 
benefit, for tho deposition of the clergy would open 
up the way for the appointment of a scientific 
priesthood, so to speak. Ethics and modern philo
sophy would then receive greater attention. Children 
would learn a little more about tho why and whoro- 
fore of things. Exploded notions would be cast into 
the limbo of forgotten things.

When the Dean of Westminster publicly admitted 
his adhercnco to tho doctrine of evolution, tho 
Spectator remarked that tho Doan’s admission was a 
manly statement. How an evolutionist can con
sistently advocate sectarianism it is impossible to 
say. The Spectator continues to chatter about 
“ fundamental Christianity” without attempting to 
define tho expression, and appears to stand by tho 
Bible in in its entirety, with all its lies and legends. 
All communications from tho “ wicked ” Agnostic, 
Rationalist, and Evolutionist are discarded. Is this 
what is known as tho “ freedom of the press ” ? How 
long can tho existing “ conspiracy of silence" last? 
How long will the press continuo to trade upon tho 
ignorance, tho indifforcnce, and credulity of the 
people? There will bo a rude awakening shortly. 
Those newspaper proprietors who make their fortunes 
out of halfpenny papers and so-called religious 
journals— worthless rubbish— havo much to answer 
for. There was a doubt about tho tenability of tho 
Christian doctrines long before they were born, and 
those who deny that there is a doubt, to put it 
mildly, must be either fools or fanatics. They may 
prate about truth and justice, but let us havo a little 
intellectual honesty. People do not exist in order 
that millionaire newspaper proprietors may deludo 
them. Some day somo of those titled newspaper 
proprietors may develop a conscience. Tho world 
managed to progross without their assistance, and it 
would not como to an end if some of their ephemeral 
productions ceased to exist. It is not a glorious 
thing to mako fortunes by trading on people’s ignor
ance. There can be no compromise on fundamental 
issues. Let publio men, worthy of tho name, show 
that they at least will not shirk the real issuo. Tho 
press would then have to follow their example.

F r e e t h i n k e r .

The veneration we havo for many thiugs entirely proceods 
from tlieir Icing carefully concealed.— Goldsu ilh.
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Acid Drops.

Nobody who knows the Daily M ail attaches any import
ance to anything it says. Bat there are people who don’t 
know, and some of them, at least, have been disturbed by an 
anonymous article on “  Crime and Secularism ” which 
appeared in its issue of April 26. This article pretended to set 
forth statistically the awful consequences of secular education 
in Australia. A  very curious thing about these figures was 
that they were all twenty years old, and many of them a good 
deal older. Another curious thing was this. The writer 
said that the Australian people were aghast at the results of 
secular education and were calling for a return to religious 
instruction. “ When a referendum has been carried out,” he 
said, “ the majority in favor of a change has been three to 
one.” This, of course, was a silly lie upon the face of i t ; 
for how could a change be prevented when the people were 
three to one in its favor ? The truth is that the Churches 
liavo always been trying to upset secular education, but 
every time the matter has been submitted to the people they 
have upheld it in spite of all the terrors of the pulpits and 
all the intrigues of ecclesiasticism.

The lios about secular education in Victoria were started 
a good mauy years ago by Bishop Moorhouse, of Manchester; 
they were exposed again and again by colonial representa
tives, but the Bishop and his “ pals ” took no notice of the 
exposure, they simply went on repeating the lies. And that 
is what the D aily Mail writer did last week. Fortunately a 
Reuter telegram from Sydney, dated April 28, once more 
correcting these falsehoods, was printed in the Morning 
Liader  of Monday, April 30. It is so important that we 
venture to reproduce it completely :—

“ In connection with the statements published in London 
alleging an increase in crime in Australia owing to secular 
education, Capt. Nietenstein, Comptroller-General of Prisons, 
characterises the story ns ‘ arrant humbug.’

His report for 1905 shows a remarkable diminution of crime 
in New South Wales. During the 13 years just ended the 
nunber of prison inmates in relation to population has de
creased almost 50 per cent.

At the end of 1905, the number of prisoners of all kinds 
was 1,085 as compared with 1,880 in 1904, and 2,004 in 1894, 
in spite of the growth of the population from 1,200,000 to 
1,500,000. The actual decreases in the number of prisoners 
in the ten years just ended are in Now South Wales 775, and 
in Victoria 319.

The total entries to gaol also showed a large decrease, and 
not half the total entry were born in New South Wales, nnd 
of the remainder 3,037 came from the United Kingdom.

The gaol figures borne out by police reports show that tho 
country is remarkably free from serious crime, and expert 
officials, intimately acquainted with both cities, declare that 
there is much more larrikinism in London than there is in 
Sydney.”

This is a triumphant answer to tho Daily Mail liar. And 
wo beg our rcadors to noto how much of tho crime in 
Australia is to bo laid to tho credit of people who wero born 
and brought up in Great Britain and Ireland, where religious 
education is practically universal.

The Daily M ail gave great prominonce to that lying article 
because it was meant to tell on tho Church and Catholic side 
in the Education controversy. When a reply was sent in by 
Mr. T . A . Coghlan, Agent-General for New South Wales, it 
could not bo ignored, but it was printed in an obscure part 
of the paper (April 28). W o have not room to reproduce it 
in our own columns, but wo shall keep it by us for future 
use, if necessary. Meanwhile wo may observe that it bears 
out tho whole case set forth in the Reuter telegram. It also 
points out tho vastly important fact that in Victoria, as well 
as in New South W ales, most of tho criminals are aliens. 
“  Out of tho 20,189 so-called criminals in Victoria in the 
year 1890,” when crime was apparently at its height, “  there 
were 13,361 who wero not natives of Victoria at all— indeed, 
there were far more of Victoria's criminal population born 
in tlieso islands than in the State itself.”

Mr. John Morley’s speech at tho Eighty Club dinner 
reminds us of what a Newcastle acquaintance of his once 
said when he was member for that city. “  Mr. Morloy,” he 
said, “ has the theory of courage.” That sarcasm too faith
fully hit off Mr. Morley, tho politician. H e has been a party 
man ever since ho entered parliament as an orthodox Liberal ; 
and, although ho has brains, and knowledge, and principles, 
ho has never in practico been six inches in advance of the 
average Liberal member. In his speech to the Eighty Club 
he made a parenthetical reference to the principle of Secular 
Education, but he also made it clear that he was not going 
to lift a finger in support of that principle in the House of 
Commons. Considering how much Mr. Morley has written

on French topics, it may be as well to remind him that the 
triumph of his principles in French public life are due to a 
very different policy from his own.

Mr. Morley was indignant at tlioso who charged M1, 
Birrell with establishing “  a new religion.” Ho was easily 
able to show that “ simple Bible teaching ” was established 
in 1870. Yes, but it was not established in the way in wbic 
Mr. Birrell seeks to establish it. The new Education hi 
abolishes the old “ voluntary ” schools by bringing all schools 
under the one class of “ provided.” Having done this it sets 
up “ simple Bible teaching ” as the only religious instruction 
which the State will recogniso, and pay for, and give on 
own account, And if this is not establishing “ simple Bibic 
teaching ” as a new religion, perhaps Mr. Morley will tell us 
what would merit that designation.

It was odd to see Mr. Morley, the Agnostic, admitting 
that there was more than one Agnostic in the Cabinet, an 
then defending “ simple Bible teaching.” Ho should lcaV 
that to Mr. Birrell— or Dr. Clifford, who aro both NoncoU" 
formists. They can do it so much better than ho can, wit 
sincerity and conviction.

“  My own impression is,” Mr. Morley said, “  that in tbesn 
islands they aro sick and weary of this feud between churo 
and chapel.” W o agree with him. But why does he help 
prolong the feud by railing at tho church and taking the si 
of tho chapel ? For that is what he is doing.

A  final word on Mr. Morloy’s speech. It is really u 
wrorthy of him to pretend not to understand why Ckurc tl 
men and Catholics object to “ simple Biblo teaching^ 
Their objection is perfectly clear and perfectly 
founded. And it will have our sympathy as 
religious teaching is allowed in tho nation’s schools. ‘ 
Morley should be Freethinker enough to see that if _ 
Stato legalises religious teaching in its universal and co 
pulsory schools, parents havo a right to demand that 8 
religious teaching shall not bo opposed to their convictm ^ 
To deny their right to make this demand, and yet to g° 
legalising religious teaching, is to make the State the or^ g 
of religious propaganda— which is in flat hostility to 
very essence of philosophical Liberalism. It is all .g 
well for Mr. Morlcy to talk about the “  quagmire ” of 
squabble, but he is in a quagmire himself, and the only ' 1 
out of it is to return loyally to his first principles.

And now a final word on Mr. Morloy himself. How 
years ago is it sinco George Meredith wroto his fino 8°
“  To J. M .” ? Something between thirty and forty. j 
Morlcy was so much younger then, and tho friendly I 
prophesied of his splendid future :—

“  Thou fighting for poor humankind wilt feel 
The strength of Roland in thy wrist to hew 
A chasm sheer into tho barrier rock 
And bring the army of the faithful through.”

Splendid verso and noble imagery. But it adds an otbc*^  
tho world’s stock of unfulfilled prophecy. Mr. Mor.j rriet 
been no Roland, ho has hewed no chasm into the oa 0 
rock, ho has not led tho army of tho faithful through-  ̂
has sunk into officialdom and respectability. And tljC.r0cC of 
terrible sarcasm in tho fact that tho most important I1|C ^  
literary work ho has ever done is tho Life of another i ^  
a great politician who was probably less of a thinker 
any other distinguished man of his time.

.. post
Tho London correspondent of tho Liverpool Daily ^ jaB 

wants to know tho names of tho “ Agnostics— more^er® 
ono” that Mr. Morloy says aro in tho Cabinet. ’
is John Burns for a start.

C* fl*
Dr. Clifford is a Baptist. So was the famous Pastor  ̂

Spurgeon. Tho latter understood the truo PrinC yDtliiy 
Nonconformity better than tho former. In his m ^gg, 
publication, tho Sword and Trowel, for March) uDi- 
Spurgeon wrote : “  Wo should like to see a system cj uCa- 
versal application which would givo a sound sccula [l0rPe 
tion to children, and leave tho religious training to t ^ ¡g 0r6 
and tho agencies of the Church of Christ.” D r’ 
may put that in his pipe and smoko it.

-------  f April 20
Dr. Clifford had a letter in tho D aily News ot ' f.[iaraC‘ 

headed “ Towards a ‘ Secular Solution.’ ”  It wa3 „ 0cr*s?  
teristic of him. Ifc was full of that unwinking 
which is so much more detestahlo than tho straigh^^gja&l 
bigotry of the Archbishop of Canterbury am* , rn3s aa 
Bourne. Dr. Clifford declared that he avoided sue gaOj0 
"  secular education ”  because they “ rarely mean
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tiling to different individuals.”  But is not this a ridiculous 
assertion ? Everybody knows what “ secular education 
jneans, except thoso who don’t want to know. It means the 
inclusion of secular subjects and the exclusion of religious 
subjects. The real truth, we take it, is that Dr. Clifford 
uoes pot talk of “ secular education ” because it is not what 
uc wishes to seo realised in the nation’s schools. Some time 
ago lie ventured to describe his policy as “  Secular Educa- 
"10n plus the Bible,”  but as it did not catch on he said no 
Diorc about it. Now he drops the “ secular education ” and 
sticks to “ the Bible.” His one anxiety— a professional 
anxiety— is to have it kept in the schools. But he is saga
cious enough to see that if it is to be kept there as a book of 
Religion people will bo quite aware that his object is to get 
th°  religious teaching which ho favors established at the 
expense of all his fellow citizens. To disarm this criticism 

Pretends that he only wants the Bible to be used in a n  
exclusively “ ethical, literary, and historical way.” But this 
Is humbug. It is merely throwing dust in people s eyes.

the first place, the Bible is a book of religion-and it is 
nothing else. In the second place, it cannot be used otner- 
'Vlse than as a book of religion by the great mass of the ele
mentary school teachers. In the third place, it is used for 
uo purpose of “ religious” as well as “ m oral” teaching, 

cuder the Act of 1870, and the word “ Christian,” which is 
s“  1 ruoro definite, was introduced subsequently. And, as a 
matter of fact, Mr. Birrell’s Bill provides for the continuance 
Y this very “ religious ”  and “ Christian ” teaching at present 
obtaining. Yet in the faco of tlieso facts Dr. Clifford asks 
f 0P\o to believe that the Bible is only to be used in an 

ethical, literary, and historical way.” Is it possible for 
rontery to go furthor ? _____

may tell Dr. Clifford, moreover, that the teachers of 
ethics, apart from religion, would never select the Bible as a 
^undbook. And tho idea of taking the Bible as an historical1 -wuuJV,
handbook is positively ludicrous.

b0 ]!e‘ 9  l^°rd told the Baptist Union that “ priosts should 
kepi tho Stato schools as completely as they were
denom. the Post Office.” Quito so. Tho priests of all 
hhist ln,a^ ons— including tho Nonconformists. Dr. Clifford 
Ajcbv *7 flo w ed  to bring in his Bible any more than the 
ckkrv.tehop of Canterbury is allowed to bring in his Cate- 

lsm- “ Hands off I” all round.

fhi
thG Catholic Truth Society, at its annual meeting, with 
again ¿ ""is h o p  of Westminster in tho chair, pronounced 
Th0 £ ho now Education Bill in terms of resolute hostility. 
ti0u Allowing reasons, which wo reproduce for tho informa- 

° Ur readers, wero givon for considering the Bill as 
hudamoutally unjust

c ,*• Because the Bill gives to local authorities the right of 
°* rell'Si0’18 toa°hing in public elementary schools, 

cat' Power placing children under the continuous cdu- 
influence of thoso who may be indifferent, or even 

no« . ’ *° tho conscientious religious convictions of the 
1 2 °^  Biose children.
(j ' Because, while generous provision is made for the chil- 
fnr ?u°f Biose paronts who are nblo conscientiously to accept 

their children what is styled ‘ simple Bible teaching,’ the 
‘ ° VI«>on made for the children of thoso who conscientiously 
Uti ™ such teaching as not only inadequate, but absolutely 
I ,locePtable, is quite insufficient, and inflicts upon such 
of r *  a very grievous civil disability solely upon tho ground 

their conscientious religious convictions, 
to ' Because tho clauses relating to endowments are such as 

fender it possible to confiscate and divert to uses for which 
'®y Wero never intended, buildings and funds which owe 

“eir origin mainly to the desire of Catholics to provido for 
° teaohh'g and maintenance of the Catholic Faith.”  

f°rriljB?con<̂  reason is a direct challcngo to tho Noncon- 
atm 8~  Who aro trying to get their own religion established 

^flowed in tho nation’s schools.

Th r>-th0 p Bishop of Lichfield has an odd proposal for defeating 
ih'oce • Ca^'0n Bill. Ho recommends tho clergy of his 
pray So to observe May 22 (Rogation Day) “ with special 
U^hib8 and intercessions that tho wrong with which all 
i^Ayin.r* ° f- C h u r c h  aro threatened may be averted.” 
's abopl a" a‘nHt S ‘r Henry Campbell-Bannerman’s majority 
a Ktoa.i aS B°poful as praying for a warm fruitful rain with 
k’Qyij y north-easter blowing. If tho clergy wero wise they 

a°vor pray for anything unless it is likely to happen.

Bishop of Salisbury has mado a romarkablo discovery. 
,  declares that if the Education Bill passes it will bo 

a combination of so-called Free Churchmen with 
1'h U The Bishop may ease his mind on that point,

is no love lost botweon tho Secularists and tho Freo 
fclimou— not in this gallery.

Mr. Birrell, replying to Dr. Macnamara, gave the following 
statistics of schools in England and Wales :

C o u n c il...................................................................12,157
Church of England ...................................... 16,320
Roman Catholic . . .  . . .  . . .  1,834
Wesleyan ............................................. 639
J e w i s h .............................................................. 24
British and other undenominational... 949

Mr. Birrell also gave the following figures of the number of 
children enrolled in the statistical year ending July 3 1 ,1 9 0 5 :

Council ...............................................
Church of England...
Roman Catholic .................................
Wesleyan ................................................
Jewish ...............................................
British and other undenominational

3,083,990
2,305,947

339,544
135,868

8,149
171,471

These figures give some idea of tho strength of tho various 
parties, and of the extent to which “ simple Bible teaching ” 
is at present carried. Of course it is impossible to say how 
much farther it would be carried under Mr. Birrell’s Bill. 
Time alone can determine that.

A fire occurred recently at the Roman Catholic Church of 
St. Mary Star of the Sea, Hastings. It is believed that a 
candle was left alight behind the high altar, and that the 
flames came in contact with some curtains and a large globe 
of olive oil used for tho sacred lamps. Anyhow, great 
damage was done, and the altar— a magnificent piece of 
workmanship, which is valued at .€10,000— suffered greatly. 
As the altar is tho holiest part of a church, our readers will 
see how much this sacred building was under tho care of 
divine providence.

Rev. Frederick Jcsson, of St. Peter’s Hill, Grantham, kept 
out of heaven an unconscionable time. H e died at the age 
of ninety-two. Ho also left behind him, not being able to 
carry it, estate which has been sworn of the value of 
JE23,097 9s. 2d. Another rich apostle of “ Blessed bo ye 
poor.” W e shudder to think of his fate in Kingdom-Come. 
That is, if the New Testament be true. But perhaps it isn’t.

Tho organist in a parish church near Liverpool, being 
deaf and uninspired, didn't know when to bring in tho 
“ Amens,” so thoy stationed a member of the choir to give 
him the signal to pipe up, but this person forgot or went to 
sleep, and as tho Lord wouldn’t work a miracle, as ho used 
to do in Palestine, tho poor organist had to find anothor job.

Miss E . M. Vanco, the N. S. S. secretary, got a very brief 
letter (half of what she wrote) in tho Morning Leader with 
respect to Messrs. Smith & Son’s virtuous complaint against 
Messrs. W ym ans’ abortivo boycott. Miss Vance pointed out 
that Smith & Son always boycotted Bradlaugh’s National 
Reformer and have continued tho boycott with regard to the 
Freethinker. Miss Vance wrote sonsibly on a matter of 
importance, and letters of that kind aro generally curtailed. 
Two of tho ladies who mado that ridiculous row in tho 
llouso of Commons wrote a silly letter to tho press justi
fying their conduct. It was a long letter, but it all went in. 
M oral: don’t bo sensible, but theatrical, if you want publicity.

Talking about that female row in tho IIouso of Commons, 
is not tho following of considerable interost ? It is tho 
report of a dialogue that took placo in Brentford Police 
Court, whero a husband was summoned for assaulting his 
w ife:—

“ Husband: Have you smashed a teapot over my head ?—> 
W ife : I have.

Did you threaten to stab me with a knife?— Yes.
Did you break a decanter over my head ?— I did.
Have you punctured all my bicycle tyros ?— I have.
Have you smashed two bottles over my head ?— I have.”

That energetic lady would be invaluable in the next attac k 
on tho IIouso of Commons. W o wonder if she is a Primitive 
Methodist, a Salvationist, or an Irish Catholic.

A bookmaker namod I’eldor was watched by tho Barnsley 
police for several days during tho dinner hour. His clients 
handed him money or slips of paper in tho street, and the 
majority of them wero women. Tho following list is full of 
odification:—

‘ ‘ March 31, from twelve to one o’clock, fifty-seven men, 
seventy women, four boys, and two girls.

April 3, from half-past twelve to half-past one p.m., 
twenty-seven men, thirty-seven women, five girls, and five 
boys.

April 4, in the dinner hour, forty-seven men, sixty-eight 
women, three boys, and one girl.
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April 5, sixty-five men, ninety-two women, and five boys.
April 6, twenty-seven men, forty-one women, and one boy.
April 7, sixty-eight men, sixty-seven women, and two boys.
April 0, thirty-four men, th'irty-six' women.
April 10, sixty-six Wen, eighty-eight women, and one girl.
April 11, six men and seven women.”

There were 377 women to 304 men. This proportion may 
be exceptional, but there is no room to doubt that the 
betting mania has largely infected tho female part of the 
population in England, and it is one of the worst signs of 
national decadence. This decadence is not prevented by 
religion ; it is, indeed, rather hastened ; for religion stands 
in the way of fresh ideas of. personal and social discipline

Tho Army Scripture Readers’ and Soldiers’ Friend Society 
held its annual meeting at Exeter Hall. Colonel G. Phillips, 
who presented the annual report, stated that there existed a 
greater need than ever for fresh exertions to spread true 
and practical religion in the Army. This may be true, 
but it is a poor compliment to tho Society.

Thero is a Zenana Bible and Medical Mission which 
operates, of course, in India. Its income last year was 
£21,638, and it spent £295 more. Its object is to push Chris 
tianity in India by getting at women in their homes and 
girls in the schools. And the fashion amongst its supporters 
has been to represent the women of India as poor down
trodden creatures, subjected to every indignity. But the cat 
of truth was let out of the bag of falsehood at the Mission's 
annual meeting at Exeter Hall. This was done, of course 
inadvertently, by the chairman, Sir Frederick Lely, who 
was reported in tho D aily Netvs as saying that : “ Although 
totally secluded from society, and though disappointment 
was expressed when a girl was born and joy when a boy 
came into the world, yet underneath tho surface tho wife, 
the mother, and still more tho grandmother, had as much 
power in India as in any country in the world.” This is 
perfectly true, but what a bombshell it must have been in 
Exeter Hall ! The life of a people goes on beneath its manners 
and customs. And those who penetrate to it know very well 
that woman is really more honored in India than she is in 
the Bible. _____

Rev. F. B. Meyer, in his presidential address to tho Baptist 
Union, had one significant utteranco. Ho referred to tho 
opium traffic which Christian England forced upon China, 
and pointed out that tho Japanese may insist upon this 
wrong to China being redressed. Great Britain will then do 
for political reasons what she has refused to do on any other 
ground. “ But surely,” Mr. Meyer said, “ it would bo a stain 
on the Church of Christ if our heathen allies wore moro 
insistent on tho righting of this grave wrong than sho was.” 
Later on ho spoke of tho Chinese as “  a great and wisdom- 
loving people, though unable to copo with us in tho art of 
war.” What a sentence for a Christian preacher to utter 
nearly two thousand years after Christ! Tho Chinese .. . 
decidedly inferior to Englishmen in ono thing— and that ono 
thing is the art of war. This is the Christian’s unquestioned 
superiority over tho Heathen. Ho is a more scientific and 
efficient butcher,

Rev. F. C. Spurr, whoso rather ill-conditioned reply to 
Mr. Robert Blatchford we dealt with last year, is a con
tributor to tho Christian World  and has been writing a good 
deal about Baris. In last week’s article ho wrote, probably 
in a moment of absent-mindedness, tho following admission 
on a point as to which tho “ infidels ” of France have been so 
systematically misrepresented in England :—

“ A visit to the Bois de Boulogne or tho Bois de Vincennes 
on Sunday afternoon, or on a fête day, is a perfect revelation 
to the ignorant of the beauty of French family life. Innumer
able groups of people, composed of father, mother, and chil
dren, occupy the whole wood. It is positively delightful to 
watch these men, many of them artisans, romping with their 
children and generally enjoying themselves. Many English 
visitors whom I have taken to see this spectacle have ex
pressed their delight at it, and have freely admitted that the 
sight has effectively disposed of tho absurd superstition, 
current in England, that the French know next to nothing 
of family life. I wish some of our English artisans, belong
ing to the same social order as their brethren in France, 
knew as much of family life.”

It is good to bavo tbo truth told—even accidentally.

placed on the altar of the prison chapel, as a slight recogni
tion of tho many benefits he derived from worshiping there. 
It seems another case of the deathless ruling passion.

The Churches aro talking about using Whit-Sunday as a 
special day of prayer for the reunion of Christendom, a* 
least in the bonds of peace and good-will. Humanly speak
ing, they admit that the thing is impossible ; nothing but a 
miracle can bring it to pass. Such is the result of nearly 
two thousand years of the “  religion of lovo.”

That little effort towards Christian unity, by wrestling 
with the Lord on Whit-Sunday (why not Bank Holiday ?)> 
Las the support of the Archbishop of Canterbury, and the 
Presidents, Chairmen, and Moderators of all tho great 
Churches in Great Britain. Tho head of the Roman 
Catholics holds aloof. Archbishop Bourne wishes the 
enterprise success, but “ fancies ho can help m ost by 
working on the traditional lines.” Quite so. We all 
know what that means. When the Catholic Church l*e9 
down with tho other Churches they will bo inside.

Rev. Dr. Agar Beet, the well-known Wesleyan professor 
lecturing to the Willshaw Theological Class in the Centra 
Hall, Manchester, told his hearers that the Bible neve* 
claimed to be the word of God. Perhaps he will tell us, them 
how the Christian clergy had the impudence to declare tb® 
it is so, and to persecute men and women to the death f°r 
denying it.

Dr. Beet maintained that after criticism had dono >*3 
worst upon tho Bible “ there remained certain nnshakcu 
articles of belief.” Does he include amongst them “b° 
belief in everlasting punishment in hell, for doubting which 
tho Wesleyan Conference told him to “ shut up ” and orders 
tho withdrawal from publication of tho book he had written 
upon it ? How can doctrines bo called “  unshaken ” wbc 
they have to bo propped up in that way ?

Texas has been visited by a destructive tornado, maD̂  
towns being seriously damaged, with considerable loss
life. Clearly tho “ philanthropy of God ”— to borrow Hugh

W e don’t want to say anything against (or about) Jabez 
Balfour— tho distinguished ex-criminal with the Biblical 
name. H e has dono his “  bit ” and should be allowed to 
pass into private life. But the enterprising press insists on 
inflicting him upon us. He was very pious before bis im 
prisonment, and they tell us that he is oven moro so after it. 
According to one report, he has Bent tho Governor of Park- 
hurst Prison a handsome brass-bound prayer-book to bo

Price Hughes’s pbraso was not exhausted by the Califo*1118' 
earthquakes.

Now that Vesuvius is quiet tho charlatan Cardinal } ’r‘sC°[ 
Archbishop of Naples, has ordered a solemn festival 
thanksgiving to St. Januarius, on May 6, for his great 90 
vices to tho city in stopping tho eruption. If the Neapohta^ 
had less piety, and moro senso, they would see that 
Januarius would have been better employed in prove*1 
tho eruption.

Si
ting

speakojEvan Roberts is a master of silence. Some 
make a reputation by their eloquence. He makes n109 ^  
his reputation by saying nothing at all. Often ho has g® 
to a revival meeting and wrestled with tho Lord for ,0 
hours without uttering a word. Whilo ho is in that 8* ^ 
tho Welsh madmen believe ho is most inspired. They P°^c 
tively hang upon his lips when thoy aro closed. ^Vhc*1 
opens them it is no great mattor. Evan has been PrcssC^ 0[l 
conduct revival meetings at Bognor. Ho replies that 
docs not tell him to go there yet. When tho Lord givcS j„ 
tho tip to go lie will lot them know. This little game 1 0. 
keeping with tho peculiar smilo on Evan’s face in tho P11 
graphs— a mixture of silliness and cunning ; two thing9’ 
the way, that very often go together.

Mrs. Jones, of Carmel, tho Welsh prophetess, a 
hysterical woman who haB personal interviews with

......................  "  I?U The
to*9

Almighty and Jesus Christ, is still “  carrying on. 
regular man of God, at least, is denouncing her antics- 
Rev. Evan R. Hughes, of Tails Well, calls upon tho win] ^ t  
of religion to protest. “  Aro wo to beliovo,” ho asks, ,  9

tricksthe Omnipotent Deity condescends to play tho .¡0p
painted clown in a sawdust circus ring?” But this duc ^ 
goes farther than the reverend gentleman imagine ' H£J,jd 
hundred years ago Thomas Paine, in tho Age o f  Jdeasu,̂  0{ a 
that tho Bible miracles degraded tho Deity to the leyc 
travelling showman. Pastor Hughes only sees this 
the “  medium ” is Mrs. Jones.

The Baptists boast of an increase of 31,752 in theirn1̂ ^  
bership through the AVelsh revival. Thoy do not say 
many of them are warmed-up Christians.

, 1
Man can paint, or make, or think nothing nus

Emerson.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

Sunday, May G, Picton Hall, William Brown-street, Liverpool: 
Simple Bible Teaching : Mr. Birrell’s Recipe for Children.”

To Correspondents.

P Chapman.— We are writing you on the matter.
J°NKS'— You do not intrude ; far from it. We are very glad 

,? " ear from you. We can quite understand how you thought 
oe Freethinker was a low, trashy publication, and how you 
vere astonished when you got hold of a copy, after much diffi- 
uhy with Welsh newsagents. Go on with your propaganda 
mongst your fellow workmen, and may you find more and 
ore success in the effort. You could get many of the back 

iwm'\°rS Freethinker by ordering from the shop manager
B TT ^ au8^an) at our publishing office, 

n a DBB?’— ^Ye quite agree with you that “ Freethought sadly 
eeds reviving ”  in Sheffield. It will never be done in connec- 
°n with the hall you mention. Are there no “  saints ”  in the 

j°Wn who would form a working N . S. S. Branch and arrange 
r meetings to be addressed by leading Secular lecturers in a 

6 od central hall ? See “  Acid Drops ”  for our comment on the 
outting.

—^ our suggestion that “ Mr. Foote should offer the 
dor of the Daily Mail a short article in reply”  is founded 

and°i^® mnocent assumption that the D. M. loves the truth 
tim ?e s' res fair play. Mr. Foote knows better, and has no 

^ me to waste on such a journal.
Lib TAVEnNER.— There are some good books in “  Everyman’b 
is t b ^ ’"  k'A the worst of the various series of cheap reprints 
th f ^ eY aft g° over very much the same ground. We believe 

at some of the publishers would find purchasers for a good 
n r S  ou*' °f the way books, if they only had the courage to be 

attic more original.
U " 1 ftALL.— Thanks for your much-valued cuttings.

So" av F und.— H . Voigt 2s. Gd. J. Partridge also acknow- 
W i f 03 ! Whitwell 2s. 6d. 

lov 5IS,iEY‘— course it is more pleasant to praise what one 
on»«8 • an to attack what one hates, but duty has always to 
ma 6 *'rSk *n ®f'tt> wo hopo to be able to find timo for 
and*1?)SUC'1 articlcs as the one you mention—on Shakespeare, 
Sk 11 10 ° .^ er P°et3 'n your list. We wrote some articles on 

in connection with a visit to his grave, and that of 
eats, at Rome, some eighteen months ago. 

t>eLiI*vrE‘— Cuttings may no^all bo useful, but some aro sure to 
in . '  Y'oote is keeping fairly well, although his old enemy, 

j  3°mnia, has been troubling him lately. 
tuR° CQU-— Thanks. No doubt you found Mr. Lloyd’s lecture 

e trent you expected.
— The Sunday Companion’ll religious statistics are 

P'l n°nrec*'- Naturally. To represent the Buddhists as only 
fue’ O’OOO is absurd. They number over 500,000,000. “  Con- 
n ,lan8’ ?ft0>000,000 ”  is also an absurdity. Confucianism is 
c l u ,re.*'gi°n. It is tho moral philosophy of the intellectual

Jam: 8808 in China.
a'vn ^ EA'rE•— See paragraph. We hope your Branch will have 

ry successful summer season in Victoria Park.
Pers Ei*V— ^ our suggestion is not ono that we could deal with 

G n onally. Our time is already too fully occupied.
- ' ÔLEvvci_mi---- 1_JOLWifg— Thanks for cuttings.

The matter is dealt with in this week s 1 Acid
y0„ Pl8.- Wo may deal with it further before long. Evidently 
SUb„’ 1Ee 80 many others, saw tho Daily Mail lies but not tho 
■ '• Went official correction. Wo hope the Cardiff 11 saints”

w
Will. ^  n°t be disturbed by such pious tricks, 
i What tho Bishop of Chester says about the moral
.aits of secular education is as valuable as what an old ’bus 
p,iVer says about electric ’buses. See this week’s “ Acid 
Ur°ps.”c.
Uft B8L°k.— We do not know of such a book as you inquiro 
giv r’ . Votes of the Bishops in the House of Lords used to bo 
k„_en *n the Financial Reform Almanack. They have always

X. y n Wr° ng.
bef' ^ — Wo have written on Shakespeare’s religious views 
Wê iT” an^ may d° 80 again, but cannot deal with them this 
“¡on ' Meanwhilo you must not suppose that any pious expres- 
°Wn *>U*i t'10 mouth of any of his characters represents his
¡ten °P*nf°n8— especially those occurring in early plays like 

W4Tc ^  Vl- and Richard III .
c o u j ^ — Let them raise tho hundred guineas, as far as we are 

G, q, ° rned ; perhaps tho poor man of God wants it.
If. — Much obliged for the flowers.

Sc}^0,1— W e have noted what you say about University College 
f0r h which has always been secular, and may find good use 

116 ln ôrmation presently.
Pa.^f°CEAB Society, L imited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 

V  ¿ ‘“ SJon-atreet, E .C.
j, National Secular Society's offioe is at 2 Newcastle-stree , 

U ,  Cringdon-street, E .C .
j v Ss Ior the Editor of the Freethinker should bo addressed to 

Nowcaatlo-atreet, Farringdon-stroet, E .C .

L ecture N otices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
street. E .C ., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.

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

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

Persons remitting for literature by stamps are specially requested 
to send halfpenny ttatr.pt.

The Freethinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing 
office, post free, at the following rates, prepaid:— One year, 
IQs. 6 d .; half year, 5s. 3d. ; three months, 2s. 8d.

Scale op A dvertisements: Thirty words, Is. 6 d .; every suc
ceeding ten words, 6d. Displayed Advertisement! :— One inch, 
4s. 6 d .; half column, £1 2s. Gd.; column, £2 5s. Special terms 
for repetitions.

Sugar Plums.

There was a capital audience at Mr. Footo’s second Queen’s 
Hall lecture on Sunday evening. It included many strange 
faces and a pleasant proportion of ladies. Tho lecture ou 
“ God at San Francisco ” was freely punctuated with laughter 
and applause. Mr, Cowell, who occupied the chair, warmly 
invited discussion, but only a few questions wero asked. 
Prior to the lecture the artists who played the first evening 
delighted tho audience again with some excellent selections 
admirably rendered. After the lecture Mr. Foote performed 
the ceremony of “ naming ” a baby girl— Hilda Martineau 
Charlton. A pin might have been heard drop while it was 
proceeding, and some of the ladies (Miss Vance tells us) were 
trying to keep back tears. Which shows that honest human 
emotion is not the monopoly of the Churches that trade upon 
it. _____

Liverpool “ saints ” will noto that Mr. Foote lectures this 
evening (May 6) in tho great Picton Hall on the burning 
question of “ Simple Biblo Teaching: Mr. Birrcll's Recipe 
for Children.” Admission will bo free to all parts of tho 
building, and a collection will be taken towards defraying 
the cost of tho meeting, which of course is very consider
able. No doubt tho “ saints ” will come provided to deal 
generously with tho collection boxes. Wo hope, also, that 
they will advertiso tho meeting as thoroughly as possiblo 
amongst their friends and acquaintances, so that the hall 
may bo packed ou this important occasion.

Thcro will bo no meetings at Milton Hall, Liverpool, 
to-day (May 6). A completo concentration will bo inado on 
tho Picton Hall meeting. Tho “  saints ” will plcaso noto.

Mr. Coliou concluded his threo scries of Liverpool lectures 
on Sunday. There was an improvod attendance both after
noon and evening. There wero also improved collections. 
Wo hoar that Mr. Cohen’s lectures wero very ablo and 
highly appreciated. Altogether tho Branch feels that tho 
prospect at Milton Hall is brightening.

Tho Bethnal Green Branch starts its open-air propaganda 
in Victoria Park to-day (May 6), when Mr. Cohen will bo tho 
lecturer. Thoro should bo a strong rally of the local “ saints” 
around tho platform. Of courso the general public will bo 
present too.

Wo commonco this week tho publication of what wo believe 
our readers will find a very interesting mental biography. 
It relates the inner experiences of ono who passed from 
Catholicism to Secularism, by slow but suro and certain 
stages. It is not an imaginary narrative, it is strictly his
torical, and palpitates with actuality. Mr. Bonte, tho writer, 
is well-known to us personally, and has given tangible proofs, 
not only of his existence, but of his profound interest in tho 
Freethought movement. As soon as tho story of his eman
cipation has run through our columns it will bo reprinted in 
pamphlet form for wider and moro general circulation.

Tho National Secular Society’s Annual Conference takes 
place at Birmingham on Whit-Sunday. Thero will bo 
business sessions in tho morning and afternoon, and a public 
meeting in the grand Town Hall in tho ovening, addressed 
by Messrs. G. W . Foote, C. Cohen, J. T . Lloyd, and F. A. 
Davies. There will also bo an excursion on Whit-Monday to 
Stratford-on-Avon— tho principal place of pilgrimage in the 
world. Branches of tho N. S. S., and Secularists all over the 
land generally, should be preparing to take part in this great 
gathering. Notices of motion for tho Conference agenda 
must bo forwarded to Miss Vance, tho general secretary, at 
2 Newcastle-street, London, E .C ., by Saturday, May 12, at 
the latest.
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Canon Jephson contributed a remarkably outspoken letter 
to a recent issue of the London D aily Chronicle on “  Religion 
in the Schools.” After referring to the long war between 
Church and Chapel over religious education in the schools, 
he declared that “ the time has now come for the nation to 
interfere, and exclude this bone of contention from our 
schools altogether.” “ There is no greater reason,” he went 
on to say, “ for a clergyman to be interested in the teaching 
of arithmetic, geography, and grammar than any other well- 
meaning citizen. The clergy are only interested in education 
because it has so long been connected with religious teach
ing.” Canon Jephson actually maintains that the Church is 
weakened, instead of strengthened, by its troubling about 
ordinary education ; and that the money and effort it ex 
pends upon it would do far more good if applied in other 
directions. “ W e shall have a work to do,” he says, “ and 
concentrate ourselves upon it, and not dissipate our energies 
by half-doing religious and secular teaching in the day- 
schools.” ____

Mr. Joseph Chamberlain, in an important letter to Mr. C. 
W . Clarke, President of the London Workmen’s Council, says 
that there are only two just ways of settling the Education 
question. “ One is that the State should confine itself to 
secular instruction, giving equal facilities to all denominations 
to provide the religious education which may be desired by 
the parents for their children. The other is that the State 
should provide religious instruction for all according to the 
wishes that may be expressed by the parents of the children.” 
“ Of theso two alternatives,” Mr. Chamberlain adds, I  m y
self greatly prefer the first, and believe that ultimately it is 
in this direction that a final settlement must be looked for.” 
Mr. Chamberlain has always been in favor of secular educa
tion, and ho has repeatedly said that it was the Noncon
formists who made it impossible in 1870. No wonder he 
now says that, while he sympathised to some extent with 
the objections of the Nonconformists to the Education Act of 
1902, he feels that “ the present Bill is in every respect 
much worse, and that it transfers the grievance in an exag
gerated form from the shoulders of tho Dissenters to those 
of every other sect in the country.” W e look forward to an 
enjoyable spectacle when Mr. Chamberlain’s keen rapier 
plays amongst tho Nonconformist champions in the House 
of Commons.

The place of honor in tho May number of tho Independent 
Review  is given to Mr. J. M. Robertson’s ablo articlo on 
“  The Secular Solution.” Mr. Robertson makes great play 
with the shallow sophisms of Dr. Macnamara. Ho tells the 
Nonconformists how absurd and impossible is their present 
policy. He reminds them that they havo no right whatever 
to determine the religious education of other people’s 
children. Ho shows that it is not feasible to use tho Bible 
in any way but as a book of religion. H e argues that the 
secular solution is inevitable. And he points out that the 
Labor members, who are pledged to secular education, arc 
only carrying out the mandate of tho working classes. It is 
an excellent article and should do much good.

Tho Leicester Secular Society is going to hold another 
Bazaar in the spring of 1907, and asks friends and sym 
pathisers to support it by “  Making or purchasing articles 
for us ” or “ Giving us money.” Useful articles, such as 
clothing and furniture, would bo preferred, but books, 
pictures, etc., weuld be welcome. Tho 1900 and 1903 
bazaars realised a clear profit of more than j£150 each, and 
it is hoped that the new one will be still more successful. 
Intending contributors should writo to Mr. F. J. Gould, 
Secular Hall, Humberstone-gate.

IN SPIRATIO N .
Behind all theso theories of inspiration stands the fatal 

objection of Thomas Paine, that inspiration, to be real, must 
bo personal. A man may be sure that God speaks to him, 
but how can ho bo sure that God has spoken to another 
man ? He may think it possible or probable, but he can 
never bo certain. W hat is revelation at first-hand, said 
Paine, is only hearsay at second-hand. Real inspiration, 
therefore, eventuates in mysticism. The inner light shines, 
tho inner voice speaks ; God holds personal communication 
with the individual soul. Each believer carries what the 
author of Hudibras calls “ the dark lanthorn of the spirit,” 
which “ none see by but those who bear it.” And the very 
multiplicity and diversity of the oracle’s deliverances are a 
proof that in all of them man is speaking to himself. He 
questions his gods, and hears only the echo of his own voico. 
— G. W . Foote , “  The Book o f  God."

From Fiction to F act;
OR,

HOW  I CEASED TO BE A CATHOLIC.— I-

B y  F r e d . B o n t e

[Late a Prison Minister.)
“ To those who thirst after knowledge and are not deterred 

from seeking it by the fear of imaginary dangers.” — Da. I nman S 
dedication to Ancient Faiths.

L i k e  every other sprig of humanity, I was a little 
Atheist when first ushered into the world; and, to 
believe the clergy, I was even a demoniac. Fortu
nately I did not remain long in this damnable condi
tion ; the day after my birth, according to ancient 
custom, two porsons, oddly called god-parents, took 
mo to a priest, who straightway set about casting 
the Devil out of me. Having successfully accom
plished this uncanny task, he went on to ask me» 
Did I believe in God the Father Almighty ? and a lot 
of other questions, to all of which the god-parents 
answered that I believed everyone of them. W h ere
upon the priest, in total disregard of the known 
falsity of all these assertions, proceeded to wet my 
pate with water, suiting the action to some maglC 
words of incantation, and then entered my name m 
a book as Baptizatus (dipped), though I had not been 
dipped in any liquid whatever.

Having thus been forcibly cleared of my Atheism» 
and turned into a Christian, the process of drillmS 
tho tenets of that religion into my brain was indus
triously prosecuted. During my callow years * 
learnt to mumble, parrot-like, many pass-words »na 
oracles of the faith. Theso rudiments of godliness» 
implanted at home, wore further developed at scho° 
till I was of age to go to college and complete the 
building-up of that Catholic education which was to 
bo my mainstay through life. ,

But fate would have it otherwise. Tho mos 
anxiously elaborated plans are sometimes doomed t® 
miscarry. The dogmas which had been so carefulD 
rooted in my mind were eventually to give ww 
before tho disintegrating effects of observation 
reflection, and research. When the stern realit1® 
of life began to press on me, many early impression 
and cherished illusions grow faintor ; and, as reaso 
gradually asserted its sway with increasing foi'c°j 
tho traditions of youth and early training faaC 
away one after another.

It is now some years since tho last vestiges of bu 
Catholic faith vanished from my thoughts. 
that time I have often asked myself how so proiouD, 
a change in my opinions, so complete an eiiacefflO1̂  
of my religious convictions, had come to pass. }  \  
answor to this question may not bo wholly devoid  ̂
interest to others, especially to thoso I have com 
across in life’s journey. . .

In tracing to their first source tho success1' 
stages of my long course of disillusionment, I c° g 
to tho conclusion that my natural temporament^  
tho cause and beginning of it. I always was of ‘ 
inquisitive turn of mind, eager to understand tbujB 
and to examine their foundation. The first not» 
instance of this disposition occurred during 
college days. Wo wore reading a portion of 
gospel where the efficacy of prayer is urgon 
insisted on. At that time there was at Brugpsf0 
young bishop of good family, so talented and ,gi 
zealous that he was called the terror of tho ^ ° et30x- 
Very devoted to Our Lady of Dadizeele, he ^gi 
took tho building of a magnificent shrino to1 ^  
statue there. But ere tho church was comp16 
the bishop, to tho consternation of the entire di°c cjj» 
became very ill. Forthwith, from every obo .j. 
congregation and confraternity, innumerable 
grimages wont forth to the shrine of the miraC? aI1d 
statue to obtain the recovery of so distinguishe , 
holy a prelate. All felt sure that so just and 
able a petition from so many thousands of 0 rJ. 
children for their devoted father must be ^ jg  
But it was not to bo so. The bishop died. ^  t 
unexpected issue of so much devotion and P
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aused mo to reflect. We had learnt in the gospel 
at whatever we should ask of our Father in heaven 

, be granted to us. Here was a just and holy 
• fleet of petition, yet the countless prayers, fervent 
•omrauruonS) and devout pilgrimages had all proved 
Q vain. The issue puzzled and staggered me, with

in leading me to any definite conclusion. I might 
ave said to myself, These alleged promises made to 

prayer either were never made by Christ at all, or, if 
a ê .were made, they are wholly false; but my reflection did not go sa far.

ry next educational stage was at the English 
ôiJege of Bruges, where 1 found little that tended 

i? echfication. The students were of three nationali- 
t^3 English, Irish, and Belgian— and between them 

6 sentiments of mutual sympathy and Christian 
ar|ty were not very conspicuous. But what really 

spelled me was the partisanship of the vice-presi 
dg TTa man of fanatical disposition, and a poet, but 

void of common sense. A number of students were 
v|s inflates and frequented his room, the rest being 
t w^h suspicion. This divided the college into 
] j.°PP°site sections, and produced much ill-feeling

ln8 at last to a distinct revolt, when, by a coup 
j) f1at> be tried to assume the presidency of the 
^  a®lng Society, of which he was not even a 

°tnber. One evening, when we were meeting for
a session

evening,
ord vve found the chairs in the room set in
m->° k Gack bearing on a slip of paper the name of a 

^ber; and to increase our surprise, the viceand,vj . —. uu muig»oD our surprise
Qsident camo and seated himself in the presidential 

in lr' our confusion wo exchanged a few words 
tli^r<fÛ s’ an<̂  nGiU'ly ah left the room. The time of 
^  attempt had been well chosen : the proximity of 
0f6 o/dination would secure the submissive attitude 
r 0 students. But the anticipation was 
„ ised. A ferment of murmuring

not
______ and discontent

aio-|6 ^broughout the college, with the result that 
thn ^b° candidates for ordination, myself among 
Ca n’> Were left in the lurch when the President 
jj5 0 to read off tho names. Thus were a score of 
dn ® ost sharply penalised through tho folly of a 
p e e r i n g  vice-president.
Uj ,lls event left a deep impression on mo ; it showed 
rant • ^bo most fervent Catholic piety is no war
's n e^ber of wisdom or of charity, and that religion 
stiff0 ^ubl0 °f life. However, wo wore not tho only 
Sooer°rs. Tho cause of tho mischief was himself 
y0 u after removed from his post. And when some 
tyit^Mter I called on tho President and conversed 
ord * a*rn on the matter, he admitted that right and 
8tin°r Woro on our side, but that ho was bound to 

Pport tho authority of tho Vice-President and 
“baptise us.
oft Ur*n8 the four years of college life my disposition 
thei-1}ed mo to stay in, and spend my afternoons in 
t0 ‘brary, while tho rest of tho students woro in the 
fjj 11 0r in the country. At last I was sent to 
aw ®rpool on tho mission, whore more disillusions 
°ol k ^ tne‘ rbb° frequent sumptuous dinner-parties 
to 0bratcd at the presbytery whore I resided, seemed 
0tjni° incongruous to the Christian ideal and grated 
°f r̂u8ai tastes, nor did tho earnestness and zeal 
j(. .10 clergy generally come up to ray expectations. 
So v ,often thought that priests are hard worked, 
thi i *8 n°i' the case. I have lived among them for 
live y y?ars an,J 1 know that they lead very easy 
btj 8’ being by no means enamored of work unless it 
at them some advantage. My work lay mainly 
0e Workhouse in whose hospital wards I wit- 

many sad sights. What struck and surprised 
ln observing the 6ick and tho dying, was the 

tho pCe difference between the Catholics and 
Wag . r°tcstants. The death-bed of the Protestant 

as caim an^ resigned as that of tho Catholic. 
Ctilh ??'caiie^ consolations administered to tho 
*Heg° 10 by tho priost showed no visiblo result. Tho
iv. .. of tfio nhm-itfi urnro ironm'Q 11 tt rnpnivflfiHdiiy the Church were generally received with
1 oronn/. „ „ j e----- -  — so 0£ duty. I had been

Catholics had many ad-
btoj1 ?renco and from a sense 
VaQ(.?bt up to believe that
of j  fles over all others, especially at tho approach 
tead°n^b; -*-bis illusion was now dissipated. I had

that as the last hour drew near patients were

tortured by fierce assaults of the Devil, frightful 
visions and temptations of despair. The Litany for 
a Happy Death, found in most Catholic prayer books, 
draws a truly appalling picture of a patient in 
his agony. And who has not seen pictorial repre
sentations contrasting the awful death-bed of the 
sinner with the sweet and holy decease of the just ? 
I must confess, as a result of long observation, that 
such representations are wholly imaginary. I have 
watched many hundreds approaching their end, and 
I have not observed a single one who displayed tho 
least sign of anguish or terror. All alike departed in 
complete calmness of mind and for the most part 
free from bodily pain, appearing to wait patiently 
and peacefully for their great rest.

To fill people with the terrors of death is doubtless 
very useful to the Church in magnifying the alleged 
consolations of religion administered by the priests, 
and in bringing gifts and legacies into their hands; 
but the process cannot bo called either honorable or 
moral, for it springs from the lowest motives and is 
totally devoid of justification.

There was a further part of my ministry at the 
Workhouse which contributed to my disenchantment. 
Each Sunday I had to baptize in the lying-in ward 
some ten babies, half of them illegitimates. Some 
pauper woman served the purpose of God-parents—  
a sheer farce. These red, unconscious innocents 
were ranged in a semi-circle, and I had to go and 
breathe on each in turn and say in Latin : “ Go out 
of him thou unclean spirit, and give place to tho 
Holy Ghost,” with many other equally antiquated 
ceremonies. I had not performed this duty many 
times before it began to nauseate mo and the repug
nance has grown ever since, till now tho entire cere
mony of baptism stands out before mo as a remnant 
of sorcery and the idlest of superstitions.

The three years of my engagement at the Work- 
house brought my restless nature occasionally into 
play. Not only did I spend much time in the library 
of the presbytery, sorting the books, but I brought 
about several discussions. At the opening of tho 
mortuary in Colingwood-street, Bishop Goss used as 
an argument in favor of tho existence of purgatory 
tho words of St. Paul, “ He shall bo saved yet so as 
by fire and for several days I held on to tho con
tention that this is not a legitimate argument, as 
those words have no reference to purgatory, but 
regard solely the fire that is to consume all things 
at tho consummation of the world. I supported my 
position by many quotations from Catholic authors 
in tho library. I also contended on several occasions 
that the singing of tho Litany of Our Lady during 
benediction was incongruous, as it converted the 
worship of God into the invocation of a creature; 
that it was liko presenting an addross to a Prince, 
tho main argument of which was a petition to his 
mother. I also noticed, with some disodification, 
tho hurried way in which the Rosary was recited in 
tho church, and I argued that this devotion was 
much bettor suited for private than for public use.

In the year 1867 I was removed to the service of 
one of tho Liverpool prisons and a large industrial 
school. This service necessitated the frequent im
parting of religious instruction. It was my invariable 
practice to give an instruction of at least twenty 
minutes’ duration every morning to the prisoners. 
Such a succession of addresses needed apian. First 
came the historical aspect of religion, as given in tho 
Biblo ; next the theoretical, as given in tho Cate
chism ; and lastly tho evolution of Christianity in 
tho history of tho Church— tho series covering about 
throe years. This work did not go on year after 
year without giving rise occasionally to questionings 
as to tho historicity of certain Biblical narratives. 
But no serious shaking of my thoughts occurred till 
a certain event of an apparently trifling nature 
roused my suspicions. In the Dublin Review appeared 
an article by Bishop Clifford setting forth tho thesis, 
novel and startling at the time, that the account of 
creation as related in Genesis was to bo viewed as a 
poem, and not as history. Naturally I read all the
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details of the case with avidity, as they opened new 
and wide vistas bearing on every part of the Bible. 
It became a crucial question: what is poetry in it 
and what is history; what are we to accept as fact, 
and what may be regarded as fiction? Indeed, I 
expressed my perplexity to one priest in particular 
thus: If the creation of the world in seven days is 
not history, why should the message of the ange' 
Gabriel to Mary be regarded as history ? Seriously 
as this doubt affected me, it had no lasting result. 
Faith maintained the upper hand, though it never 
quite recovered its pristine vigor, and often evinced 
its weakness in a contest.

At that time the chaplain of a convent in town 
paid me lengthy visits once a week, and on many 
occasions we held long disputes on religions topics. 
He was a simple believer, gallantly defending the 
faith, while I acted as advocatus diaboli. Many times 
wo went over the history of the Fall, which I always 
viewed as an insoluble puzzle. Why was Adam’s 
fidelity tried if the issue was certain beforehand ? If 
he was perfect, if his will was subject to his reason, 
if he had no fomes peccati, or lust of sin, how came 
he to yield to the evil suggestion ? His exceptional 
perfection is hopelessly irreconcileablo with his 
childish fall. The more we discussed the Garden of 
Eden with its tenants, its four wonderful rivers, its 
more wonderful trees, its talking serpent, telling the 
truth when Javeh did not, the marvellous angel with 
his flaming sword turning every way, so much the 
more did the conviction grow upon me that we were, 
in the presence, not of historic facts, but of allegories 
and fables. There was no intimation in the narra
tive, I urged, that the serpent personated the Devil. 
It was the serpent itself that was cursed, though the 
curse was mythical, as serpents do not eat earth. 
Indeed, the Devil seemed to bo an unknown quantity; 
now he is one, then he is a legion ; one version 
says deliver us from evil, the other deliver us from 
the evil one; thus calling his personality in doubt. 
And after all, if the Devil exists God is responsible 
for his being, for God has made all things. The 
petition, lead us not into temptation, is startling 
enough itself— as if God could treat his children in 
that way; but it becomes much more startling in the 
presence of tho fact that the devils are liberated 
from hell and free to prowl on earth seeking whom 
they may devour. What earthly father would lot a 
roaring lion loose among his children ? On several 
occasions we also discussed the basis of Christianity, 
for I held that, in the last resort, it is based on his
torical evidence, while ho defended faith as its foun
dation. With these and similar disputes did we pass 
many an aftornoon, often leaving tho table littered 
with the books wo had consulted.

(To be continued.)

God’s Point of View.
— *  ■

“  Has this God good sense ? Not always. IIo creates his own 
enemies and plots against himself. Nothing lives oxcept in 
accordance with his will.”— 1\oei:soli..

“ ....... He arranged everything himself, and brought everything
to pass just as he had predestined it an eternity before the world 
was.”— Inqeksoll.

I A ll, for beforo Timo was did I exist. Here, alone 
in my superb isolation, for millions on millions of 
years have I looked down from this topmost height 
of autocracy and power on tho creatures of my own 
conception, on the beings of my own creation.

What I am I know not, because there is none to 
analyse my being. Does the toy of a man’s manu
facture know what are its maker’s attributes ? Does 
a man of himself know what he is, except as he sees 
in others tho reflection of his own ego ?

And there is none to analyse or reflect my being.
Alone, in utter, absoluto solitude— alone for ever ; 

and in tho myriads of ages that have passed in the 
millions of worlds around, peopled by tho numberless 
puppets of my mind, I look for that pastime, that 
umusement, that I may find in unravelling the skeins

I have myself entangled, watching the working out 
to their miserable ends of the sordid destinies I have 
shaped.

And ever from my worlds come up to me cries ot 
bitter agony; wild, fierce, rageful laughter; anon a 
smile of temporary peace and happiness, so soon to 
bo dashed with the tears of distress and grief.

And these puppets of my will, this spawn of my 
desire, those pigmies created by me to dance a j*2 
called life for my own pleasure, dare to say I am 
unjust— I  who gave them being, I  who made them 
what they are, I  who placed them where they are for 
the good and wise purpose of my own glorification.

Let them suffer. Let their blood pour out m 
rivers and their ghastly faces twist and writhe ana 
sweat in their agony of being. What is it to me ‘ 
Have I not the right to make laws for them, ana 
make it impossible for them to keep those laws, ana 
so merit tho punishment I have prepared for them 
in consequence ?

Why should they murmur? Is it not I who have 
done this thing, and will not tho God of all t00 
worlds do right ?— nay, can I do wrong?

But how can they understand who are not gocls 
and— only have to suffer ? . ,

Listen, my people, and I will show you my p°10 
of view. I will pick out for you some of the threads 
running over my mighty loom. What matter if 
suffer with the senses I have 
become bruised and frayed in 
not for my great pleasure and 
not mine ? for I made them.

There, on that orb called Earth, where now tb® 
first faint blush of light that heralds the coto,1Mg 
dawn begins to shine— there, where the erstwm 
pure white snow is now trampled, bloodstained an 
dirty, round the camp of two hostile forces. “e 

I have made the land to din into

given them, 
the weaving? 
glory, and are

i f  they 
Is it they

where yonder I have made the land to dip 
hollow, out of sight of both camps. There lies 
of my creatures. Yesterday ho was wounded, an 
crawled thus far. Farther ho will never g0^ ^
when the time arrives that shall bring to pass wn 
my creature man calls daybreak ho will die.

Yes, at daybreak his soul shall leave his pbys ĉJal
eternal»

into

being, to begin his poriod of hopeless, 
absolute agony.

During the twenty-six years since I sent him 
tho world to do what I required of him I n® 
kept him so fully occupied with otlior things, “ t0“ ,\ 0 
for tho bread which perisheth,” and sleeping 
sleep of tho jaded, toilworn laborer, that h0 
never oven thought of mo.

I, the omnipotent, decreed that ho should not, a 
ho has therefore broken my law. Ho nover bolieT . 
therefore how could ho bo saved from tho puDlfa 
ment I have prepared for him ? , -̂ g

Twenty-six years has ho broken my laws by 00 
what I have decreed in my own inscrutable min 
should do, and now shall ho bo punished by cry  |]av0 
for all eternity tho utmost agony of which 1 ^  
made him capable. This I do out of my l0ve’ 
for mine own great glory. _ [̂¡n

See, ho writhes. That is becauso I have & y6ti ^  
nerves sensitive to pain. Now he tries to rise.
— why struggle, my puny puppet ? Thr i ? L j o '  
break you are to dio. But this you do not kn°
I, with a good and wise purpose, have hi000

n human ken. But have I not g‘vC”g jjfe
______ c - a hope that springs eternal so long a' ,gJ}g
shall last— hope, that you maybe tempted top1 00? 
your agony to tho utmost limit of my loving 0 o0r 

A h! Does the torture get too much nm ^ol3r 
endurance ? Do you struggle ? Do you c“lSP 1 p o 
lands in mute prayer to— you know not wha jj0t 
you wish to bo released from present ago0^’j are 
¿nowing that the tortures of tho damned 
¿eener, fiercer, and more excruciatingly inten 
physical being can possibly endure ? i0

Nay, nay. At daybreak. I have spoken. qijjen 
tho physical pain for the moment less keen 
you will suffer the more intensely mentally- ^ 0 joft 

Do you remember tho sweet girl-wife yon ‘ ¡¡b i0 
behind with tho tiny babes ?— only tw o; bu
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capable of suffering as much as you can— perhaps 
more. And your death means certain suffering to 
them ?

Do you see the dear one grown old in your absence 
—old with want and care; the little ones pining 
away in starvation; and the mother, because she 
'oves them, hungry and cold with their hunger and 
shivering; and she feels thus through her love for 
'■hem because it is only the love of the human, not a 
godlike love like mine, that cannot feel the pain that 
others feel; for have I not made that pain ?

Yes, think of them as you saw them last. She, 
toll-eyed and trembling at the garden gate, wistful 
aod drawn of face, in the agony of parting.
. The little ones, as their eyos sparkled and laughed 
m the sunlight that golden afternoon, not knowing 
^hat i had designed for them.

Ah ! think of them now, and the sweat pours down 
your pallid, blood-stained cheeks at the thought of 
^oat their future may he. Rest, fool. I  shall see 
hat they drain their cups to the uttermost dregs. 
Aha! has the pain come back, and you grip the 

®arth in your wild intensity of feeling ? No thought 
aught else now. “ Let me die,” you say. Nay, 

°t yet. At daybreak. Have I not said so ?
Do you not know that there are millions of 

J'agedies going on in your world alone as great as yours ?
Why should you, puny you, cause me to alter the 

halterablo for the sake of sparing you a pang or 
w°i more or loss ?

*ou curse the pain and him who caused it. Know 
n°t you curso the mighty God ? Know you not 

oat y0n curse me, the Maker and Destroyer of 
'crything, and that I will require of you, for that 
rse, a full requital of pain and suffering that shall 
n round and round the cycle of eternity ?

G. D.

National Secular Society.
s*  — *—
ofl¡10RT monthly Executive Meeting held at the Society’s 
^oot8 Thursday, April 2 0 ; the President, Mr. G. W .

¡¡I •>. JNcato, V. Roger, b. bamuols, r .  ocnanor,
erstcin, F. Scliindol, T . J. Thurlow, and the Secretary. 

Btat 1Uu*'cs ° f  previous meeting read and confirmed. Cash 
^nn° m° nt adopted. The further arrangements for the 

>.Ua Conference were discussed.
' f WS' Roger and Cohen were elected, with the President's 

(jecj1a’lco, as an Agenda Committee, and the Executive 
pt_ v p  °n various resolutions to bo submitted to them. The 
Ann' i  ̂ was asked to undertake tho preparation of the 
evet' ^oport- Tho speakers wore appointed for tho 
M lng meeting, and it was resolved that tho usual W hit- 

ipj ay Excursion should bo to Stratford-on-Avon.
Allowing resolution was carried, and tho Secretary 

Uctcd to send it to tho public press :—
. This Executive of tho National Secular Society rccog- 

oses in the new Education Bill nothing hut an attempt to 
h«v y.the Nonconformists first, and tho othor religious 

°<lics in subordinate degrees afterwards ; and hopes that the 
^hflict of sects which is thus renowed will eventually force 
we Government to fall back upon the Liberal principle of 

neutrality in matters of religion, and to incorporate in 
i?e Rill a clause definitely establishing Secular Education in 

ij n nation’s schools.”
10 haooting then closed.

E . M. Vavcb, General Secretary

Eden Forfeit.

q . “  The fruit
jj that forbidden tree whose mortal tasto 

rought death into tho world and all our woo,
loss of Eden.”  — Paradise Lost.

Time was, in Eden’s drowsy koop,
When knowledge had not como to dawning ;

When laughing Love still lay asleep,
Aud Adam spent his leisuro yawuiug.

Tair, at tho garden-centre, stood 
Tho tree forbidden, all untasted :

And bonny Eve was yet unwoo’d,
And time in Paradise was wasted.

But (evil hour!) tho Serpent spake,
And proffered Eve a daring wrinkle,

And (were tho angel guards awake ?)
Eve pluck’d an apple in a twinkle.

Of knowledge she and Da partook.
And need one tell of what came after ?

Of snugging in the shady nook,
Of Eden changed with love and laughter ;

That, when the stars came out, the twain 
Forgot old Jove, and sang no ptean,

While Nick, who had strung his harp again,
Sat down and twang’d the liymenrean.

Afar in heaven sat frowning Jove;
Beside him Juno, looking grumpy :

Little between them now of love,
Juno was grown so fat and lumpy.

Jove closed his eyes, and feign’d to nod,
H is sullen lips all parle disdaining ;

When spies brought word unto the god,
W ith those in Eden love was reigning.

Moody and jealous, Jove took whip 
And drove them forth the happy portals.

Ah 1 loss of Eden 1 Yet, ah 1 lip
Of love 1 which would yo, modern mortals ?

Say 1 would you turn the snugging grove 
Into a doleful Wesley chapel ?

Or are you glad, in spite of Jove,
T h a tE v e  was game, and pluck’d that apple ?

CoNTRE l ’II'OLE.

li What is my faith ?” I do believe 
That ladies never wrould deceive,
And that tho littlo fault of Evo 
Is very easy to retrieve.

“ She lost us im m ortality! "
W ell, so she m igh t; and what care I ?
Eden and Paradiso are nigh 
As over: should wo pass them by ?

— Lanclor.

B R IT IS H  “ R ESPECT ” FOR T H E  D EAD .
I must ask you to reflect if there is any way in which 

wasto money more in England than in building fine tombs 
Our respect for tho dead, when they are just dead, is some
thing wonderful, and tho way wo show it is more wonderful 
still. W o show it with black feathers and black horses ; wo 
show it with black dresses and bright heraldries; wo show 
it with costly obelisks and sculptures of sorrow, which spoil 
half of our most beautiful cathedrals. W o show it with 
frightful gratings and vaults, aud lids of dismal stone, in tho 
midst of tho quiet grass; and last, and not least, wo show it 
by permitting ourselves to tell any number of lies wo think 
amiablo or credible, in tho epitaph. This feeling is common 
to tho poor as well as tho rich ; and we all know how many 
a poor family will nearly ruin themselves, to testify their 
respect for some member of it in his coffin, whom they never 
much cared for when ho was out of i t ; and how often it 
happens that a poor old woman will starve herself to death, 
in order that she may bo respectably buried.— John Ruthin, 
“ A  Joy fo r  E ver."  __________

G E T T IN G  PAR TICU LAR .
Traveller : I  hear you have had a great religious revival 

in this town ?
W esterner: Yes-sirco. W hy, even the gamblers had to 

jino th’ church or lose their customers.

SOURCE OF SU P P L IE S.
“ William ,” said tho minister’s wife, “ if you want mo to 

repair your trousers you’ll havo to go down town aud get 
some buttons.”

“  Never mind, dear; let it go till next week,” replied tho 
good man. “  I ’m going to take up a collection for the benefit 
of tho heathen Sunday.” __________

AN APPEAL TO A L A D Y.
Thcro is a lady in this place, who professos to bo a Chris

tian, offers up prayers at every opportunity, who has recently 
told several pino blank lios about us. In looking at our 
books wo find that sho owes for tho paper from Oct. 24, 1904. 
I’lcaso call and settle up “  sister,” and you can blow to your 
heart's content, for your stories, like your prayers, don’t go 
higher than the smoke from a hot biscuit.— 'Antwerp (Ohio) 
Bee.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc. THE BOOK OF GOD
Notices of Lectures,eto., mast reach us by first post on Tuesday 

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

LONDON.
W est H am B ranch N . S. S. (Liberal Hall, Broadway, Forest 

Gate, E . ) : 7.30, B . Kossetti, “  The Origin of Man.”

IN THE LIGHT OF THE HIGHER CRITICISM. 
By G. W.  F O O T E .

OtTTBOOB.
Cambekwell B ranch N. S. S. : Rnshcroft-road, Brixton, 11.30, 

F. A. Davies ; Brockwell Park, 3.15, E . Edwin.
K ingsland B banch N. S. S. (Ridley-road, Dalston): 11.30, 

W . J. Ramsey, a Lecture.
N obth L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Parliament Hill, Hampstead): 

3.30, W . J. Ramsey, “  What think ye of Christ?”
W oolwich B banch N.S. S. (Beresford-square): 11.30, A. D. 

Howell Smith, B .A .
COUNTRY.

G lasgow B ranch N. S. S. (110 Brunswick-street) : 12 (noon), 
Annual Business Meeting of Members : Election of Office-Bearers 
for 1906-7 ; 6.30, Social Meeting in Commemoration of Mill and 
Owen.

L iverpool B ranch N. S. S. (Picton Hall, William Brown- 
street) : 7, G. W . Foote, “  Simple Bible Teaching: Mr. Birrell’s 
Recipe for Children.”

M anchester B ranch N. S. S. (Rusholme-road, Oxford-road, All 
Saints’) : 6.30, William Simpson, “  Why ‘ Nunquam ’ has Failed 
to Prove that Man is Unmoral.”

Porth B ranch N. S. S. (Room, Town Hall, Porth): 6.30, “  Do 
Christians Believe what they Preach ?”

South Shields (Captain Duncan’s Navigation School, Market
place) : 7.30, Conference and Federation.

W est Stanley B ranch N. S. S. (4 Kip Hill-terrace) : 3.30, 
R. Robinson, “  Anti-Vivisection.”

“  I have read with great pleasure youi Booh of God. You ha 
shown with perfect clearness the absurdity of Dean Farra 
position I congratulate you on your book. It will do great 
because it is filled with the best of sense expressed with force a 
beauty.” — Colonel I nqersoll.

“ A volume we strongly recommend.........Ought to be m
bands of every earnest and sincere inquirer.” — Reynolds's Ac 
paper.

Bound in Stout Paper Covers- - - - 1/-
Bound in Good C l o t h ............................. 2/-

A N E W  ED ITIO N. NOW  READ Y.

Colonel Ingersoll’s Last Lecture.

W H A T  IS RELIGION ?
An Address delivered before the American Free Rclig'°uS 

Association at Boston, June 2, 1899.

Price Twopence.

TRUE MORALITYi
Or, The Theory and Practice of Neo-Malthusianism,

IS, I BELIEVE,

THE BEST BOOK
ON this subject.

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

In order that it may have a large circulation, and to bring it 
within the reach of the poor, I 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: "M r .

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

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

Orders should be sent to the author,

J. R. HOLMES, EAST HANNEY, WANTAGE.

Take a Road o f Your Own
Or, Individuality and Mental Freedom

By COLONEL R. G. INGERSOLL
PRICE ONE PENNY

IS THE BIBLE INSPIRED?
This Useful Pamphlet by

Mr .  G. W.  F O O T E .
Will bo forwarded, post free, for

THREE HALFPENCE,
T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle street, Farringdon-street, E .C.

/C O U N T R Y  BOARDING SCHOOL— For child over
W  five. Motherly care, Becular education, health-culture, 
moral training. Low inclusive terms. Holidays optional. 
Apply —  H ead M istress, Crasswall Schoolhouse, Vowchurch, 
Hereford.

BIBLE HEROES.
By G. W. FOOTE.

Adam— Noah— Abraham— Jacob— Joseph— Joseph’s Brethren
Moses —  Aaron —  Joshua— Jenhlhah— Ramson— Samuel > :l1_ . , _. The
David— Solomon— Job —  Elijah—  Elisha —  Jehu —  Daniel 
Prophets— Peter— Paul.

200 pages, Cloth, 2s. 6d.

INTERNATIONAL FREETHOUGHT CONGRESS'

A Photograph of the National Secular Sod0 } 
Delegates taken beneath the Voltaire Statu0 

in Paris, September, 1905.

Well Mounted for Framing, 15 by 20 ins-

O N LY  A L IM IT E D  N U M B ER  O F C O TlE s ‘

P r i c e  H A L F - A - C R O W t f *
(Securely Packed and Post Free)

From-  B.c
The S e c r e t a r y , N.S.S., 2 N e w c a s t l e -S t .,

Thwaites’ Liver PM Is;,
The Best Family Medicine in the

W ill cure Liver, Kidney, and all Stomach Diseases eye
. pern»10

Good for Heart Troubles and Cardiac Complaints,
Ailments, Ammnia.

Is. lid . and 2s. 9d. per Box-
Post free 14 or 33 stamps. Directions with each

G. THWAITES, Herbalist, .
2, Church Row, Stockton-on-Tees, an 
24, Linthorpe Road, Middlesbrough. . upt0,

T H W A IT E S ’ LIVE R  FILLS are not Sugar-coated ° r g erbftliS 
deceive, nor factory made, but are made from Herbs oy j jefbg ft11 
of nearly 40 years’ experience in curing disease witn 

preparations from them,
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THE S E CUL A R SOCI ETY,
(LIM ITED)

Company Limited by Guarantee.

Registered Office— '2 N E W C A S T L E  S T R E E T , LO ND O N, E.C. 
Chairman o f Board o f  Directors— M r. G. 77. FO O TE . 

Secretary— E. M. VAN CE (Miss),

aoaISi8-0-Ciety was £ormo^ 'n 1898 to afford legal security to the 
Th iur°n and application of funds for Secular purposes, 

g . . , Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society’s 
ahonlsV1'6 :— ^l°  promote the principle that human conduct 
flat 1 i u kase<l uP°n natural knowledge, and not upon super
set! f l,elief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 

o£ aG thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
pr°m°te universal Secular Education. To promote the com- 

la_,e secularisation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such 
hold aa are conducive to such objects. Also to have,
or h ’ reca*ve> and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 

^qneathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of 
ThPÛ oses of ‘ he Society. .

sho l̂  “ability of members is limited to £1 , in case the Society 
liabTr °Ver wound nP and the assets were insufficient to cover 

M T —a mo8t unlikely contingency. 
v. ?mbers pay an entrance fee of ton shillings, and a subsequent 

Th 8u£,.aoriPtion of five shillings, 
lars 6 Sooiety has a considerable number of members, but a much 
Cain s nuirker is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
it n , -a.rnonf>'at those who read this announcement. All who join 
Ijg ar“ °*Pate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of 
tj0 e,lourC0s. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa
t e  a • no member, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from 

either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 
&ny way whatever.
Dir t Sooiety’s affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
two?- rS’ 00naisting of not le3S than five and not more than 

va members, one-third of whom rotire (by ballot) each year,

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

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

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

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

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

THE BIBLE HANDBOOK
FOR

FREETHINKERS AND INQUIRING CHRISTIANS
EDITED BY

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

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

Part IV.—Bible Immoralities, Indecencies, Obscenities, Broken Promises, and Unfulfilled Prophecies.
la above four useful parts, convenient for the pocket, may he had separately, F o u r p e n c e  E a c h , or the 

whole, hound in one volume, Is . 6d .; Best Edition, bound in cloth, 2s. 6d.
j . 11 This is a volume which wo strongly commend to all interested in the study of tho Judaic-Christian Scriptures, 
p 18 edited by G. W . Foote and W . P. Ball, and Published by the Froothought Publishing Company, 2 Newcastle-street, 

atringdon-street, London, E .C ., price Is. 6d. Indeed, wo cannot conceive any Christian as having a faith worth 
Warding unless ho has studied this remarkable volume. Teachers in Sunday and elementary schools will find it of 
Poeial value as an aid to tho exposition of the Christian religion from a thoughtful and critical standpoint. It is a 

P°rfoct army of facts and comparisons. Since 1888 it has been tho standard volumo of the subject with which it doals, 
u”  popularity is emphasisod by tho fact that tho public have demanded a now edition.”— Reynolds's Newspaper.

Under the Ban of the London County Council.
t h e  p o p u l a r  e d i t i o n

(Revised and Enlarged)
OF

“ BIBLE ROMANCES”
BY

G, W, FOOTE
With a Portrait of the Author

0X Reynolds's Newspaper sa y s :— “ Mr. G. W . Foote, chairman of tho Secular Society, is well known aB a man o 
eQ/'Pti°nal ability. His Bible Romances have had a largo sale in tho original edition. A  popular, revisod, and 
str * °d °dition, at tho prico of 6d., has now been published by tho Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastlo-stroet, Farringdon- 
of in k ° n<Ion, for tho Secular Society. Thus, within tho roach of almost everyone, tho ripest thought of the leaders 

°dern opinion are being placed from day to day.”

144 Large Double-Column Pages, Good Print, Good Paper
S I X P E N C E — N E T

(Post Free, 8d)

THE PIO N EER  PR E SS, 2 N E W C A S T L E  S T R E E T , FARR ING D ON  S T R E E T , LO ND O N, E.C.
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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.

P R I C E  S I X P E N C E .
Post Free, EIGHTPENCE.

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

THE TWENTIETH CENTURY EDITION OF

THE AGE OF REASON
By THOMAS PAINE.

WITH A BIOGRAPHICAL INTRODUCTION AND ANNOTATIONS BY C. 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"
BY

COL ONE L  R. G. I N G E R S O L L
(T h e  L e c t u r e  E d i t i o n )

Thirty-two pages, good print, good paper
O N L Y  A P E N N Y

Twelve copies post free for tenpence for gratuitous distribution 
THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.0-

DIALOGUES CONCERNING NATURAL RELIGION
BY

DAVID HUME

W i t h  a n  I n t r o d u c t i o n  b y  G. W. FOOTE 
The Most Exquisite Work of the Greatest Thinker of the Eighteenth Century: a Literary and 

Philosophical Masterpiece ; and the First Dofonce of Agnosticism

Handsomely Printed on Fine Paper, 105 Pages
Price ONE SHILLING.

(Post, Hd.)

T H E  PIO N EER  PRESS, 2 N E W C A S T L E  S T R E E T , FARR ING D ON  S T R E E T , LOND O N, E.C.
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