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of love, so of all the other passions, the right 
government and exaltation begins in that of the Imagina
tion, which is lord over them. For to SUBDUE the 

Visions, which is thought so often to be the sum of duty 
fleeting them, is possible enough to a proud dulness ; 
ut to Excite them rightly, and make them strong for 

"°°d, is the work of the unselfish imagination. It is 
onstantly said that human nature is heartless. Do not 
• ue it. Human nature is kind and generous ; but it 
c's farrow and blind ; and can only with difficulty con- 
p Ve anything but what it immediately sees and feels. 
e°ple would instantly care for others as well as them- 

,] ves if only they could IM AGINE others as well as 
ltleniselves.—RuSKIN.

The Victory o f “  Birrelligion.”

have held all along that the Labor Party, and 
6 rest of the friends of Secular Education in the 
°Qse of Commons, missed their opportunity when 

°6y decided not to challenge a division on the second 
fading of the Education Bill. By waiting until the
Sill got into committee they gave their opposition a
? aracter of faint-heartedness, and we all know how 

tal that is in warfare. We admit that there was 
Sornething to be said for the course pursued. All the 
paeons of the weaker sort of prudence were in its 

y°r. There was less risk in waiting for the com- 
^tee stage; for a vote at that point of the Bill’s 

^ u n es could be represented as not unfriendly, if 
.^conformist constituents should make a bother. 
Qd perhaps this kind of calculation is necessary in

the regulation game of politics. But was any groat
8,1180 ever really promoted, much less carried, by 
8ch timid tactics? Groat leaders of men have 

, ^ays known how to wait, and wait, and wait; but 
°y have always known how to strike hard when 
10 psychological moment of attack arrived. But 

j. 8lting, and waiting, and waiting, and then striking 
eotatively at the wrong moment, nover won a battle

yet.
. ^ho main engagement, as far a3 there is real fight- 
jS  over this Bill inside the House, took place on 

°oday evening. The voting was on Mr. Chamber- 
/  ln’s amendment and on strictly party lines; which 

a fact that throws a flood of light on the aotual 
8 u° of parliamentary discussion. Mr. Maddison’s 
. eodment in favor of Secular Education pure and 

^ p le  found 63 supporters, and 177 opponents. This 
r* rpgarded as decisive by the Ministerial organs. 

*jey affect to treat the whole question as permanently 
tied. They point out that the vote on Secular 

j, Dcation in 1870 was 421 to 60; which shows the 
rt<nme says, that the secular solution has made no 
egress in thirty-six years. But partisan papers 

fiay anything, and this is sheer foolishness. 
°se who voted for Secular Education in 1870 were 

^°stly orthodox Nonconformists, and they voted as 
^ouform ists who were true to the old tradition of 
1.297

State neutrality in matters of religion. It was not 
pretended that Secular Education, as such, had a 
large, reasoned, and convinced support in the country. 
But those who voted for Secular Education on 
Monday night did not vote as Nonconformists, and 
they were able to claim a vast body of sympathisers 
out of doors. Mr. Keir Hardie went to the length of 
saying—and we have said the same thing in the 
Freethinker—that a referendum might easily give a 
national majority in favor of Secular Education. At 
any rate, the Trade Union vote, representing more 
than a million of organised workers, is overwhelmingly 
in favor of it; and nothing like this could be pointed 
to in 1870. It is not true, therefore, that progress 
has not been made; and we dare say the Tribune 
knows it just as well as we do.

Monday’s division certainly disposes of Secular 
Education for the present, but it is not given to the 
Ministerial organs to determine how long “ the 
present ” will be. Political life is fruitful in sur
prises. Sometimes a thing never looks further off 
than when it is swiftly approaching. Great reforms 
have a way of coming in a rush. The intellectual 
and moral preparation has been slow and gradual, 
but the final practical movement has come with 
startling rapidity. This was particularly true of the 
great French Eevolution. It seemed impossible 
when Voltaire died in 1778. Eleven years later it 
had begun, and it swopt along with the velocity of a 
whirlwind. Catholic Emancipation came with a 
rush, the Abolition of the Corn Laws came with a 
rush, the Disestablishment of the Irish Church came 
with a rush, Gladstone’s conversion to Irish 
Nationalism and the first Home Rule Bill came with 
a rush, Bradlaugh’s measure for making affirmation 
optional instead of the oath went through with a 
rush, and the vote expunging from the House of 
Commons records the unconstitutional resolution 
which kept him from his seat was a surprise to 
everybody. Let not the Ministerialists, then, make 
too much of Monday’s division. Let them remember 
that many things may happen in the next twelve 
months. Let them recollect that the Ministerial 
majority in the House of Commons is not backed up 
by a similar majority in the constituencies. Let 
them reflect that the Nonconformist triumph may 
be very short-lived. Reaction has set in against it 
already. And if the Catholic and Church of England 
parties only adopt the policy of Passive Resistance, 
and give all the trouble they can, statesmen may be 
driven into accepting Secular Education as the only 
system that is compatible with the public peace.

For the moment, however, we see the triumph of 
“ Birrelligion.” Tho Nonconformist party has found 
a Nonconformist lawyer to carry through a Noncon
formist policy. This is the whole meaning of the 
Education Bill—which does not contain a single 
word about education from beginning to end. 
“  Simple Bible Teaching" is Nonconformist religion
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in the sense that it is the religion which suits the 
Nonconformists in their ecclesiastical struggle with 
the Church of England and their bitter'religious feud 
with the Church of Rome. A new religion has been 
definitely established by law in the schools of England 
and W ales; and, like other religions, it has its 
own unquestionable dogmas. The Catholic Church 
believes in the infallibility of the Pope; this, as Mr 
Tim Healy said, may appear to other religionists to 
be a startling proposition ; but in the Education Bill 
there is a still more startling proposition—the infalli
bility of Mr. Birrell.

This spectacled Nonconformist lawyer, with all the 
wiles of his trade, spreading out what he calls the 
fundamental truth of Christianity for public inspec
tion, is a new and a portentous phenomenon. All 
the unction, all the glamor, all the majesty has gone. 
We listen to a public official explaining the “  survival 
value” of religion from the point of view of the pedant 
and the policeman. Jesus Christ, Saint Paul, Saint 
Francis, Saint Bernard, Dante, Thomas it Kempis, 
Hildebrand, Wesley, and Newman take back seats; 
and there stalks to the footlights the new Saint 
Augustine Birrell.

We wonder what Mr. John Morley really thinks of 
it all. He gives his moral support to “ Birrelligion,” 
but we are glad that he has had grace enough to 
refrain from defending it in the debates.

Mr. Birrell himself seems quite ready to take 
charge of the “ spiritual ” interests of the nation. 
His dusty fingers and packet of red-tape are ready 
for the job. But even this does not suffice his 
genius and his ambition. Like the great Maximilien 
Robespierre, who was also a lawyer, Mr. Birrell will 
look after our religion and our morals too. He has 
arranged to have “ fundamental ” Christianity taught 
in our schools ; but, as he playfully reminded his 
fellow legislators, “ Thou shalt not cheat at cards ” 
is not exactly a Christian maxim—as though it would 
be if the “ not ” were removed ; and accordingly he 
is going to got up a text-book (or something) of 
up-to-date morals for the children. Indeed ho 
looks forward to it with all the liveliness 
displayed by Robespierre in contemplating the aboli
tion of capital punishment. But this is really too 
much. Thoro is a Conscience Clause against Mr. 
Birrell’s religion. His morals will be “ all over the 
shop.” As he is strong, therefore, let him be merci
ful, and spare us that infliction, and we will take the 
chance of our children cheating at cards.

Our new State-established religion is “ Simple 
Bible Teaching ” or “ Fundamental Christianity." 
This is the jargon of the Nonconformist champions. 
When they are asked to explain it they have something 
else to do. Whynotsimply call it ‘ ‘ Birrelligion ” ? A 
single word is always best on a label—and “ Birrel
ligion ” would go well with “  Sapolio.”

Will somebody have the goodness to tell us what 
“ Fundamental Christianity " is ? Does it include 
the deity of Christ? That doctrine is denied by 
Unitarians. Does it include the plenary inspiration 
of Scripture ? That doctrine is denied by the Higher 
Critics. Does it include the Virgin Birth of Christ ? 
That doctrine is pooh-poohed by Sir Oliver Lodge 
and many other professed Christians. Does it include 
the authority of the Sermon on the Mount ? That 
discourse is despised, every day but Sunday, by nearly 
every Christian in England.

What is “ Fundamental Christianity"? Does it 
mean what all Christians are agreed upon ? Then it 
is nothing. For there is nothing that all Christians 
are agreed upon. If there is let them produce it.

The truth is that “  Fundamental Christianity ” 
will be settled as they go along by local authorities, 
Education committees, and school teachers. Mr. 
Birrell is its prophot, and Dr. Macnamara will be its 
pope.

Christianity has had trials and misfortunes before, 
but this is positive humiliation. “  All is lost but 
honor,” said King Francis in his captivity. “  All is 
saved but honor,” is the cannier cry of our “ Funda
mental ”  Christians. _Q. W. Foote.

A Simple Test.

It is often assumed that when speaking of certain 
Christian beliefs as foolish, or when referring to 
certain Christians as taking a stupid view of par- 
ticular questions, the Freethinker implies that Chris
tians are less intelligent than their fellows. This by 
no means necessarily follows. In relation to Chris
tian beliefs the Christian does unquestionably take 
up a less intelligent position than those who are not 
swayed by a deeply seated prejudice. But in those 
cases where his religion does not enter the Christian 
may act as sensibly as anyone else. Nothing. 10 
fact, is commoner than to find intelligence in one 
direction and stupidity in another co-existent in the 
same individual. In the religious world John Wesley 
is a striking example of how much shrewdness i® 
dealing with life may be combined with the nips 
belated of beliefs on x-eligion. And in the scientific 
world there is the classic example of Faraday, ^®°’ 
by ruling out reason in one department, combine 
great scientific sagacity with a crudeness of religio03 
belief that astonished Christians themselves. Tb0 
essence of the Freethought complaint is that Chris
tians do not, or will not, apply the same methods 0 
criticism to their own religious beliefs that they 
apply to the beliefs of other people, or in dealing 
with other aspects of life. ,

An example of this is to hand from a recent sp000 
of Mr. Lloyd George. Speaking at Liverpool tb 
other day, Mr. Lloyd George partly based his ob]00' 
tion to denominational teaching in schools on t 
grounds that “  It had taught our rulers for bun 
dreds of years, and there were millions of people o 
the verge of hunger in this rich land ”—the assumP 
tion being that either positively or negatively de®1̂ 
minationalism had contributed to this evil. Now 
must be remembered that Mr. Lloyd George ba 
himself repudiated the idea that Nonconformists a 
without dogmas as definite and as sacred as those 0 
the Anglican or Catholic Church. His objection1 ’ 
therefore, only to donominationalism being taught 
the public expense. (I am putting tho statement 
he would put it, without in tho least believing tb 
he has any such objection.) In this case, tb0 ' 
there is no injustice in substituting Christianity 1 
“ denominationalism,” and making the sentence rea f 
“ Christianity has taught our rulers for hundreds 
years, and there are millions of people on tho 
of hunger in this rich land.” Of course, Mr. Ul°y 
George would repudiate the sentence in this f°r ’ 
yet whatever force there is in tho charge wb> 
brought against dnnominationalism must tell ' ' 1 
equal force against Christianity. Our rulers ha^ 
been Christians; Christians havo had tho chief_voi 
in the control of public affairs, tho vast majority 
people have professed adhoronce to Christianity. fl  ̂
if donominationalism, which rests on and ®PPf.gf 
for support to the general body of Christian b0ll^j 
is to be held responsible for current evils, boW , 
Christianity itself escapo scot-free? Mr. D’ J 
George is not lacking in intelligence in many d|‘ '
tions; it is his stupidity—real or apparent—inot 1 
that is surprising. ,

Another instance of tho same kind is furnish0 
Archdeacon Sinclair. This gentleman had ° cca9rfIj 
to criticise that peculiar form of religious folly k*10̂  
as “ Christian Science,’ - and in tho course of ' ' j 
tho Christian World describes as a “  sonsiblo and cog 
speech,” he advised tho audience to put a “  very sin’ j,rt 
test " t o  such of tho Christian Scientists a* 113 pje 
thoro is no such thing as pain. This was, “  IJ0 . j,t 
first put a pinch of cayenne popper in y°lir r 
eye." Tho audience applauded, and the UArjS j  
World thinks it a very good reply to these del ft 
people. It does not, by the way, quite moot the 1^](. 
of the Christian Scientist, but it nmy pass- ^  
suppose one were to meet Archdeacon Sinclair, ^  
Christian, with a substantially similar series of .g; 
that should cover all fundamental Christian jte i ei  
what then ? One can imagine the air of el 0 0f 
dignity that would be at once assumed, the 0 j
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blasphemy or ribaldry that would go up. Yet it is 
obviously as just to judge Christianity by its possible 
conformity with practice as it is to apply the same 
test to Christian Science.

How easy it would be for the believer in Christian 
Science, or anyone else, to turn on the Archdeacon 
and hoist him with his own petard. He might point 
°ot that the New Testament, if it does not say all 
pain is a delusion, does say that earthly medicine is 
of no use in the curing of disease. Tho New Testa
ment teaches this as clearly as it teaches anything, 
and more clearly than it teaches most things.^ Nay, 
Archdeacon Sinclair himself, as an ordained minister 
of the Church of England has a special commission 
°r curing disease by the laying on of hands. Ana 

sorely one might, in a “ sensible and cogent speech 
ask the Archdeacon whether he practices this or no ?

oes he, when he is unwell ask for the “ prayer of 
faith ” and leave the rest in the hands of God ? Does 
he advise other people to do the same ? Or does he ever 
Ray a word in defence of those “ Peculiar” Christians 
wbo are sent to prison for practising Christianity in 
a Christian country ? And if he does none of these 
“lng8 how easily might his questioner turn round 

and denounce him as either a fool or a fraud.
The attack might he carried further still, although 

n°t by a Christian Scientist, but still by some one 
using the Archdeacon’s own test of genuineness. It 
mi8ht be pointed out that the — /' f fa,fV> ,cof faith isex , — r " ‘ureu uuu Luiit duo power ui ia.iui 
can above ah else in the Christian scriptures. It 
°r th10V6- mounhains, destroy the venom of serpents 
not ° consequence of deadly drinks. Might one 
reaUsay>. “ I will believo your gospel when you have 
^   ̂hidden a mountain move and it has moved ; or 
(]ra ,y ° u have been stung by a poisonous snake or 
Wen* ^ l l88*c acid without suffering any ill conse
nt is Ck8‘ ' course, Archdeacon Sinclair would say 
thevabsar  ̂t'° expect him to do these things; but 
t° aak*1?■ Par  ̂ S0SPel l16 *8 paid to preach, and
reagn to put that gospel into practice is quite as 

na“ le as asking a Christian Scientist to have 
not w?ayenne pepper in his right eye. It is roally 
in j8? f°r the followers of kindred follies to quarrel 
thni; 10 ’ outsiders are apt to draw a conclusion 

 ̂ 18 not flattering to either, 
and , !a> ab Christians used to believe in miracles, 
beli0 , • them, if they wore only honest, would 
that if m them still. Now Freethinkers pointed out 
oat of .yas a characteristic of miracles to occur in 
agea .the way places, in earlier and less enlightened 
that’ ° une<Jncated people, or under other conditions 
a ead '^6 âr r̂om satisfactory. This they said was 

t^aŜ e- material, and in addition did away 
C o * * 6 Pr*me function of miracles which was to 
to a an  ̂holief. They pointed out that ono miracle 
Ueri)t)e*'8on of tho character of Charles Darwin or 
ti0n 6rt Spencer would have commanded moro atton- 
f°rtl secured moro belief than any number per
inea n °̂r tho benefit of ignorant peasantry or 
o|g|. al‘y overwrought fanatics. Rut what said tho 
Wa8 j , this eminently reasonable suggestion ? It 
Whicu a8Phemous, it laid down tho conditions under 
i^eli • °d Almighty should work, it was indecently 
than n?Us‘ >t was not a hit moro unreasonable 
reallv ° Archdeacon’s cayenne pepper test. It was 
6tan,ii °nly asking Christians to apply the same 

Ye.ara of judgment to all beliefs alike.
Qverr pBain, all Christians profess to believe in the 
app) V lQS providence of God. The Freethinker, still 
¡a “ vp"?,th0 “ simple test ” the Christian World says 
th*s n 1 f n?ting,” points out that judged by facts 
trSsta <° •8S*on °t belief is a more farco. No ono 
Provju ° ' t - No Christian believes in trusting to the 
attain 60 i°n8 as a desired end can he
Chri6i . hy his own or other people’s endeavors. A 
start 'an about bo embark on a dangerous voyage 
precis ? bu8*ne8fli or engage in any enterprise, acts 
stanee°  ̂ as an7 Atheist would under similar circum- 
that ar H he doos not take those precautions
fails n? 6lctated by non-roliglous common sense and 
hija ’rj ® ''’erdict of his fellow Christians is “ serve 

®ht.” If ho does roally trust in Providenceand
ets with disaster ho is called

in 
a fool for his

pains. If he does not trust in Providence and is 
honest enough to say so, he is denounced as a bad 
man and a danger to society. It is honesty in either 
direction that a Christian community can tolerate 
with the least grace.

There is in existence a Wesleyan Methodist 
Insurance Society. It does a big life insurance 
business, and also, I believe, issues fire policies. 
It may be noted in passing that protests against 
insurance, as casting a slur upon Providence, were 
actually raised in the early years of the nineteenth 
century; but, in spite of these, this Society and 
others have flourished. Now suppose an advocate 
of the cayenne pepper policy were to visit the offices 
of the Society named, and inquire concerning pre
miums. He would find the actuarial figures, the pre
miums, etc., identical with other societies that have 
not a Wesleyan Methodist label. If he inquired as 
to insuring a church, one where the teaching and 
preaching would commend itself to Wesleyan Metho
dists, he would find the premiums asked to bo the 
same as at other offices. If the church happened to 
be built of wood, the premium would be higher. If 
without a lightning-conductor’, probably higher still. 
These Atheistic Wesleyan Methodists would evince 
just as much trust in Providence as the Atheists who 
are not Wesleyan Methodists. They would as readily 
submit to back their belief by taking low premiums 
on a risky building as a Christian Scientist would 
submit to having his eye plugged with cayenne 
pepper by Archdeacon Sinclair. In short, judged by 
conduct instead of by profession, Christians do not 
believe that God cures the sick ; they do not believe 
that he will shelter the homeless, clothe the naked, 
feed the hungry, protect the widow or fatherless. 
They are mere professions, not a bit more real than 
the Christian Science profession that there is no such 
thing as pain.

Finally, one might take an instance that goes 
deeper still. Christianity, in common vith other 
religions, teaches the existence of a future life. For 
generations Christians said, and sang, that they wero 
in this world only as wayfarers travelling to another 
land whoro happiness should be complete and un
ending. Thousands of preachers have assorted that 
it is only the next life that makes this ono worth the 
living, and have pictured those who have left this 
world as beings to be envied. So much for tho 
theory. What are tho facts ? Do Christians act 
as though they believod all this? Not a bit of it. 
A Christian who knows that he is going to die may 
havo tho manliness to face tho fact as calmly as 
non-Christians, but he will exert every effort to 
stave off the end. He will, if he can, seek expert 
advice, travel abroad to a moro salubrious climate, 
or try a change of residence in his native land. Ho 
will not treat death as a joyful liberation from tho 
cares of tho world, but as an irreparable disaster. 
If ho dies, his friends will not say thoy are glad of 
it, and thoy would bo denounced as brutal if they 
did. They believe tho next world is infinitely better 
than this one, but thoy treat a summons thither as a 
disaster. They profess to dospiso this world in com
parison with the one beyond the grave, but in prac
tice they prefer it to all others. No Atheist clings 
to this world more tenaciously than a Christian, and 
many leave it with loss regret and with greater 
courage. All the preaching and teaching of centuries 
has not succeeded in squaring fact with theory. It 
has succeeded only in multiplying hypocrites and 
encouraging cowardice in the face of the inevitable.

Tho Christian Scientist would not, of courso, sub
mit to having cayenne popper put in his eye as a 
guarantee of good faith. But neither would Arch
deacon Sinclair drink poison or bob nob with snakes, 
or submit to any corresponding tost of his faith. 
The Archdeacon can see that the other man’s faith 
is humbug. Tho other man is doubtless quite as 
convinced of tho character of tho Archdeacon’s pro
fessions. And unprejudiced outsiders quite fail to 
detect any substantial difference between the two.

C. Cohen.
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Disillusionment.

Dr . E d w in  A. A b b o t t  has devoted himself to sing
ing the praises of illusion as “ a discipline for our 
truth-seeking faculties, and as a stepping-stone 
towards truth itself.” We contend, on the contrary, 
that illusion in religion has no praises to be sung, 
but is characterised by many dispraises to be 
deplored. Religious illusion is a distinct evil, and 
has wrought incalculable evil in history. We go 
further, and maintain that religion itself is an illu
sion to be got rid of as speedily as possible. And it 
is encouraging to find that the illusion of religion is 
gradually passing away, making room for the reality 
of natural knowledge. Mankind are being slowly, 
but sorely, disillusionised.

We should bear in mind, however, that the process 
of disillusionment cannot be rapid. To many people 
superstition is still inexpressibly sweet and dear, and 
they will not part with it at any price. They have 
been in chains so long that the very idea of freedom 
is obnoxious to them. Such people are not amenable 
to argument: argument would be utterly wasted upon 
them. Yesterday, during the interval at an afternoon 
concert, two beautiful young ladies amused themselves 
and me by talking about a Secularist meeting recently 
held in a North London park. The speaker was de
scribed as a blasphemous Atheist; but, fortunately, 
he was challenged by a clergyman, who was prepared 
to meet him on his own ground. I was not able to 
catch the complete story, but the conclusion of the 
whole matter was this: “ Isn’t it a wonder such men 
are not struck down dead on the spot?” “ Yes, in
deed ; it is a wonder.” These charming young ladies 
would pronounce such a journal as the Freethinker 
low and vulgar, and its editor an awful blasphemer; 
while they would hail Marie Corelli as a consummate 
genius. Well, after all, the sparkling young girls 
were perfectly right in being amazed at the fact that 
Atheists are not struck down dead when they publicly 
disown God. Were the Bible true, there would be no 
Atheists. The God of the Holy Scriptures is an infi
nitely jealous being, and cannot tolerate those who 
renounce him. But Atheists, in largo numbers, do 
exist, and many of them avow their Atheism on 
public platforms, and they are not struck down dead. 
Had these Atheists lived in Bible times they would 
have been represented as having miserably perished 
by the visitation of heaven. Korah, Dathan, and 
Abiram were not Atheists, but simply opponents of 
the official priesthood ; and yet we are told that the 
ground opened her mouth and swallowed them up, 
and that they went down alive into the pit (Numbers 
xvi. 29-83). Not only did the three offenders perish, 
but also their households, and all the men that apper
tained unto them, and all their goods. What were 
Korah, Dathan, and Abiram supposed to be guilty 
of ? Revolt against Moses and the priestly tribe; 
and yet even for that offence both they and the two 
hundred and fifty men who had joined them were 
annihilated from upon the face of the earth. How 
would Atheists have fared in those days ? There 
were none ; there could have been none. But there 
are Atheists to-day, and they do express their unbelief 
openly, and yet no fire comes from the Lord and 
devours them.

That is the undeniable fact, and the question 
suggested by it is, Is God less jealous to-day than 
He used to be in ancient times ? Why are Atheists 
not struck down dead to-day ? The correct answer 
to that question is not difficult to discover, but 
when once brought to light it proves most damaging 
to the cause of religion. If an Atheist, while breath
ing forth his unbelief, were to be struck down dead 
by any other means than some form of bodily disease, 
it would clearly be an instance of supernatural inter
vention, and a startling proof of the existence of a 
God of vengeance. But has an Atheist ever perished 
in that manner ? It is well known that the Church 
has slain hundreds of thousands of heretics in God’s 
name, but that is no proof whatever of the truth of 
religion. Has God ever intervened for the punish- ■

ment of impiety and unbelief without employing 
human agency ? The cases of Nabad and Abihu, 
and Korah, Dathan, and Abiram, may be quoted afl 
furnishing an affirmative answer. The record says. 
“  And there came forth fire from before the Lora, 
and devoured them, and they died before the Lord 
(Leviticus x. 2). But is the record historically 
reliable ? Take the destruction of Korah, Dathan, 
and Abiram, and you will find that the story bristles 
with anachronisms, contradictions, and confusions. 
Three different causes of the revolt are given, ana 
these are not combined, but appear independently in 
different parts of the narrative; and as Professor 
Addis, of Oxford, says, “ the confusion reaches its 
highest point when we are told that the company ot 
rebels who had already been swallowed up by tb® 
open earth were devoured by fire from Jehovab. 
If we consider the case of Nadab and Abihu, ®̂ 
shall find that here, also, we are dealing with a pm® 
legend. The story was invented for the purpose o 
bolstering up the priesthood, but there is not a scrap 
of historical evidence that the priesthood was i 
existence at the time Aaron and his sons are sap' 
posed to have lived. . ,

This brings us to the most important P01i*‘ 
Divine penalties, immediately administered, i0. 
purely religious offences, are not historically ver1’ 
fiable. Under the Old Testament Jehovah was sup
posed habitually to employ temporal rewards an 
punishments. There was undoubtedly a time when 
the common people believed that if they presum® 
to exercise the priestly functions, or violated tb 
sacredness of a particular sanctuary, they wo0 
certainly be struck dead on the spot, or smitt® 
suddenly with a mortal disease ; and as long as they 
cherished that belief they would naturally take car 
not to transgress. But such a belief lacked t ^

man did venture near the sacred spot, and he did n j 
die in consequence. From that moment the bell 
was doomed. It became clear that God did p 
visit religious offences with temporal penalti® < 
nor reward religious performances with eart ) 
prosperity. ,,

Now, the discovery of that truth brought with 1 
marvellous disillusionment. This involved the und 
mining of tho power of Religion over men’s mm ' 
Realising this fact, the priests imagined a Hereat 
—heaven and hell—in which the deferred judge®®0 . 
of earth would take full effect. The doctrine ^  
material rewards and punishments, administered 
this world, signally broke down, and in itsplaco ca ^  
the great dogma of immortality, with its system ,j 
spiritual rewaids and punishments, which held 
sway in Christendom till very recently. 0 ̂
this dogma also is rapidly falling into desuetude, ®> 
ceasing to exert any potent influence on the b®a 
and consciences of the people. Christian mims ^  
still profess to believe in a future life of rewards a  ̂
punishments; but they no longer put that belie
the forefront of their teaching, They hold on ^ 
as a belief, but allow it to retire into the backgr0 
where it lies practically unused because unusab ■ 

Thus the process of disillusionment is B y„[0a 
going on oven in the Churches themselves. R ® ° jj. 
is slowly planting its feet on solid earth, and i ^  
fying itself with ethics. God is becoming m°j°Tevi- 
more incomprehensible. Only case-hardened 
valists profess to be in possession of intimate b j  
ledge of him to-day. Such men as Mr- r¡Dg 
Campbell teach a kind of vague Pantheism, dec a . , » 
that “  God is all that is,” or that “ God is y0X[rÉ o0d 
and that Christ is a Principle—the germ ot jg 
latent in every human soul. Thus Christian j . 
passing through a process of theological disin ; * 0JJ 
tion—a rationalising and ethicising process. \ a 
Professor Haeckel is not unwilling to be ,ca 0£¿eri 
Pantheist in Spinoza’s sense ; and it J,8 DpeH 
extremely difficult to know wherein Mr. 
differs from the Jewish philosopher. ^ m° l 0d 
many clergymen are still enormous believers, ^ eir 
their preaching they often give the reins ^or0 
emotions; but intellectually they are becom es
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8>nd more scientific, and dropping many dogmas once 
accounted essential.
. The difference between theologians and Atheists 
18 now almost infinitesimal. The former say, “  We 
?° longer profess to know God, but we still believe 
in him,” and the latter, “  Not knowing God we cannot 
honestly believe in him.” And yet there is a sense 
in which the distance between the divine and the 
Secularist is immeasurable. It is the distance 
between consistency and inconsistency. The divine 
!8 ignorant but pretends to know, while the Atheist 
i® ignorant and admits it. _ , ,

"he fair ones at the concert imagined they had 
direct knowledge of God and the spiritual world, and 
their hearts swelled with pity for the poor Atheist in 
hinsbury Park. It was simply the fault of their up- 
r̂inging. They had never looked the facts of life 

the face. If they had, they would have known that 
the Atheist in Finsbury Park was in reality to be 
eovied, not pitied. The Atheist is minus God, minus 
c ernity, and minus immortality, hut plus this won , 
®fd plus this life, and plus the joy of to-day, while 
he Christian Theist, as such, is minus this world, and 

this lif6) and present reality, and only plus unverified 
8 iefs, unproven dogmas, and flimsily based hyp0' 

‘heses. Mr. Birrell admitted the other day that.
Properly understood, Christianity concerns itself 
With m o-«- - - .................Prim r?1an ® Vernal relationships, and so does not 
8hinaiq a*m fitting him for his earthly eitizen- 
the g Secularism, on the contrary, confines itself to 
•haki 6re ^h0 known and real, and aims only at 
¿the^f us g°°d citizens of the present world, 
kim h eann°h serve God because they do not know 
heca bÛ  *key can ant* should serve humanity, 
hi„i Us® hhey know it, by seeking to promote its 
i0 at 1 We^are- We are often assured that Science 
Conv6a • religious ; but the only sign of such
as a ,rsi0n is the fact that Science is claiming ethics 
hamoPar n̂ient of its own. It would be difficult to 
tl)0r °a° scientist of the first magnitude who is a 
the p?^a’8ning believer in Christianity as taught in 
the Anf • es> Science is decidedly on the side of 
deci rheist. Professor Metchnikoff unhesitatingly 

^kat no religion has ever fully justified its 
sap encG- “ The idea of a future life,” he says, “ is 
svide od ^  no  ̂a 8iDgle fa0f> while thoro is much 
of anni!®. against it.” Science takes no cognizance 
everv?i . n8 akove and beyond Nature, while it treats 
It ig j aing within Nature as subject to natural laws, 
tifity ^ a t  S oiree  cherishes no feeling of hos- 
Witho tc>wards Religion; but it is also true that, 
Scienp .hosbility, without oven a conscious effort, 
kind fC° 18 dislodging Religion, and educating man- 

W ° r a ^’^bly ethical but wholly non-religious life. 
the8o fascinating friends of the concert ponder 
Who], j1 ng8 in their hearts. Even Atheists are not 
of  ̂ i°st in evil thoughts and wicked ways. Somo 
hotQ are entirely possessed by the enthusiasm of 
and aDl̂  .so eloquently described in Ecce Homo; 
is (¡Q Ge°fding to them man’s highest mission in life 
to jj- 0 and to do good on the largest scale possible 
WratwjV While the Churches are quarreling and 
the ri i f  ̂  an<* ^atly contradicting one another as to 
bod;»  ̂Way to God, the gonuine Atheist, calm and 

ul8Qiayed, exclaims
Behold the way to God 1 Man’s heart replies,
Halo is your hell, and love your paradise.
Beavo dreams to dreamers, do the best you can ;
-‘ ta onlii (Jod is in the heart of Man I”

J. T . L l o y d .

Secular Education in Australia.
h the LaCareful i News of May 24 there appeared a long and 
^°lboar ,rv*ow whh Kov> 1“  Rentoul, a professor of 
fke foll0“ e University, from which wo venture to reproduce 
°Ur rea,d r̂1D® °bservations on a matter of groat interest to

The the education question in Australia ?
W;ales ip , et?  ‘ s different in different States. In New South 
^ g l io, Qe.ro the series of Scripture lessons drawn up by an 

Archbishop, a Roman Catholic Bishop, and a Presby-

terian minister. The only questions that can be asked arc 
printed, so there is no chance of proselytising. The teacher, 
in fact, is not giving religious instruction, but merely asking 
about the meaning of words.

In Victoria down to 1873 there was a purely denomina
tional system. It was admittedly such an abject failure that 
a radical change had to be made. The then Bishop of Mel
bourne demanded a dogmatic system supported by the State. 
The late Mr. George Higginbotham, afterwards Chief Justice 
of Victoria, a leading Anglican layman, warned him that if 
they made that demand they would get much less than was 
offered, which at that time was a secular system plus Scrip
ture reading. Accordingly the present system, which dates 
from 1873, was brought in, and, mind you, by Anglican lay
men, its draughtsman being the late Mr. Francis.

The Victorian system of education is ‘ Free, Compulsory, 
and Secular.’ The word secular does not mean anti-religious; 
it means that the whole school curriculum in the school 
hours is taken up with a practical training of the children to 
fit them to be citizens in this world’s affairs. Afterwards 
during the régime of the late Professor Pearson, of Oxford 
and Melbourne, another Anglican layman, the name of Christ 
was struck out of the school books from a mistaken notion 
of absolute fairplay. It is this that has caused so much out
cry, a now unmeaning outcry, against the Victorian system. 
All that ended years ago. The present system of school 
books is saturated with theistic and even Christian sentiment 
and references. Thus, when Christmas comes round, there 
will be lessons in the reading books embodying the Christmas 
story and its memories.

The clergy of the various denominations (Anglican, Presby
terian, Congregationalist, Methodist, Baptist, etc.), or their 
accredited representatives, have full liberty to enter the 
schools and give lessons from the Bible or Catechisms, etc., 
as they please, not only after school hours, but in the middle 
of the day, by orderly arrangement with the head teacher. 
The school teachers givo them every facility towards this.

A determined effort has been made for years, however, to 
break down this secular system or to superinduce upon it a 
distinctly Biblical and religious eloment of instruction. For 
years the Churches were content with the demand for Bible 
reading alone— in fact, for the system existing in New South 
Wales. Recently, however, in response to their urgent 
demand, the Government of Victoria appointed a Commission 
consisting of the then heads or chairmen of the various 
Churches, the Jews and Roman Catholics standing aloof.

The Commission’s series of lessons is a very curious affair. 
Though the Commissioners included two bishops of tho 
Anglican Church, tho series begins by cutting out tho 
Magnificat and all reference to the virgin birth of our Lord. 
In reading that series of so-called lessons you might supposo 
that Jesus was tho natural-born son of Joseph of Nazareth 
and of his wife Mary. This throws a curious light on tho 
assertion of tho English bishops tho other day that they 
demanded an unmutilated Bible.

In tho result it was left to tho people by a referendum to 
say whether the system of education should be altered. By 
an overwhelming majority they voted that tho system should 
remaiu free, compulsory, and secular. At the samo time 
they voted by a majority that tho scheme of Bible readings 
should be introduced, but they did not say by whom tlioy 
should bo taught.

This vote, in my judgment, means that tho people of 
Victoria arc determined that tho system of education by 
which tlicir children can get into tho higher schools, into tho 
universities, and into good positions in life, should romain as 
it has been for moro than a quarter of a century—free, 
secular, and compulsory, but at tho same timo the peoplo 
showed their willinguoss that the nobler passages of Holy 
Scripturo should bo part of tho reading given to the children, 
though they had no intention that schoolmasters should bo 
teachers of religion or that dogmatic teaching of any kind 
whatovor should figure in tho curriculum.”

How bold tho flight of passion’s wandering wing, 
How swift tho step of reason’s firmer tread,
How calm* and sweet the victories of life,
How terrorless the triumph of the grave 1 
How powerless were the mightiest monarch's arm, 
Vain his loud threat, and impotent his frown !
How ludicrous tho priest’s dogmatic roar 1 
Tho weight of his exterminating curso 
How light! and his affected charity,
To suit the pressure of the changing times,
What palpable deceit!— but for thy aid,
Religion 1 but for thee, prolifio friend,
Who peoplcst earth with demons, hell with men, 
And heaven with slaves.

— Shelley, “  Queen Mab."
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Acid Drops.

Rev. C. Silvester Horne wrote a long letter to the Daily 
News lately, asking certain questions as to the meaning of 
the “ secular solution”  in education. We would have 
answered him, but experience has taught us, as it has taught 
Mr. Robert Blatchford, that to write a letter to the Daily 
News from the Secular point of view, on any question, is to 
invite discourtesy and misrepresentation— not to use still 
harsher language. We shall therefore reply to Mr. Horne in 
our own columns.

Mr. Horne sadly admits that the Church of England op
position to the policy of “ simple Bible teaching ” is likely to 
force “  the secular solution ” upon us. So the time has come, 
he says, to “  ask those who father this particular solution to 
take us into their confidence and tell us frankly what they 
mean by it.”  Then he goes on asking a number of questions 
which would have been perfectly unnecessary if he had only 
waited for information. Is the Bible to go ? Is Milton to 
go ? Is Longfellow to go ? Are the great masters of litera
ture to be edited for school use to suit the Secularists ? Such 
in substance are Mr. Horne’s questions. And we will give 
him (as far as we are concerned) straight and honest replies.

Yes, the Bible must go. That is to say, it must go as the 
Bible. An ethical teacher may refer to it as he may refer 
to any other book; but it is not to be kept in the schools as 
the text-book of moral instruction, and it is not to be dealt 
with, even incidentally, as the Word of God or as in any way 
inspired. Milton will not go. Whatever opinions are ex
pressed in his poetry aro his opinions, and are naturally not 
binding on anyone else. So with Longfellow, so with 
Tennyson, so with any other famous writer. It is right that 
children should know what these have written ; the wrong 
would come in if the children were told that they had to 
believe what these writers believed. The mischief is dog
matism in the place of education.

The rest of Mr. Horne’s letter seems to show that he did 
not write it to obtain information, but to get in an argument 
of his own in favor of Bible teaching, Take this passage:— 

“ But, says someone, if a teacher does not believe the Bible, 
should he be allowed to teach it ? The question is puerile. 
It assumes that the Rationalist disbelieves everything in the 
Bible. Doubtless there are assumptions in the Bible that he 
does not agree with; just as there aro religious affirmations 
in Shakespeare, Milton, Wordsworth, Bacon, that he does 
not agree with. His business is to teach the child the contents 
of the Scriptures. The best of Christians differ in the inter
pretations they put upon Biblical passages and the value they 
attach to them. The great thing is that the child should 
know his Bible. An Agnostic baker may sell me a loaf of 
bread. If it is good bread, it is no reason why I should not 
eat it because the baker is an Agnostic. The Bible is good 
bread, and there is more nourishment in it than in the obiter 
dicta of any teacher.”

This is how clericals aro trained in log ic ! Mr. Horne’s 
opening sentences are unworthy of an infant-school. When 
it is said that a teacher "  does not believe the Bible ”  it 
naturally does not mean, and cannot mean, that ho disbelieves 
every statement from Genesis to Revelation. Obviously it 
means, and can only mean, that the teacher docs not believe 
it as Christians do. In other words, ho docs not regard it as 
inspired and authoritative; he looks upon it as a natural and 
not a supernatural production ; ho deals with everything in 
it as he would deal with tho contents of any other book.

Certainly tho best of Christians differ as to the interpre
tation and valuo of various passages of the Bible. That fact 
is the foundation of tho scores of Christian denominations. 
But the Secularist differs from all of them in another way 
than that in which they differ from each other. He differs 
from them in his general view of tho Bible—and this differ
ence is fundamental. It places him in a different category 
altogether.

When the reverend gentleman exclaim^* that “  The great 
thing is that the child should know his Bible,”  he ought to 
know that he is simply speaking as an Evangelical Christian, 
and a professional one at that. That the child should “ know 
his Bible ”  (his Bible !) is of courso “  the great thing ”  to Mr. 
H orne; but hasn’t lie imagination enough to understand that 
it is by no means the great thing to tho Secularist ? As for 
the “  loaf of bread ” argument, it simply shows that Mr. 
Horne is unable to put himself in the Secularist’s position. 
He begs the whole question at issue. There may be “  good 
bread ” in the Bible ; no Secularist denies th at; but the pro
position that the Bible is good bread is quite another matter. 
Taken as a whole the Bible is not good bread. This, at least,

is the Secularist’s view of it. And it is idle for Mr. Horns 
to base an appeal for the Bible on a ground which is dispute 
— and which he must know is disputed—by those to whom 
the appeal is addressed. Altogether, then, the reveren 
gentleman’s letter is a further instance of the extraordinary 
way in which Nonconformists have steeped themselves m 
folly and fanaticism. They appear to have completely 
their heads. Indeed, their utter inability to look at 
education question from any point of view but their own 
becoming quite pathetic.

The Liverpool Post, in its centenary notice of John Stua 
Mill, was good enough to lament the fact that he was broug^ 
up by his father without any “ religious training.” R  r®PI_ 
sents this as a sad injustice to him, and affects to belie 
that he “ felt ” it—which is a grotesque absurdity to any0 
who has really read the Autobiography. “  There is a sole  ̂
warning in this,”  our contemporary adds, “ of the injus 1 
that may be done to the child in withholding from him 
religious training, and also a reminder that the nation may 
be inflicting upon itself a great loss in subjecting its y°?n(j 
to secular instruction alone.” Well now, we beg to retuI. , 
the L. P. that a very big crowd of people in this coun ŷ 
have had “  religious training,”  but it doesn’t seem to ,lia ,j 
produced the wonderful fruits that it would have ProaU 0t 
in John Stuart Mill if he had only received it. It has ^ 
made them saints or philosophers. A very large number 
them are mere hooligans.

“  That Mill was naturally a religious man,” the L. P- saJ ’ 
1 is not to be doubted.”  It proves this by his “ 8Pot 

‘ life-long devotion to truth,”  and the “ tra_ 
In other words, he m u s t o0g 

been religious because he was moral; just as if all re“ o^ ^

purity,” his 
parent simplicity of his life.

people wore necessarily moral! 
see how it is arguing in a circle.

Our contemporary

Preaching at Westbourno Park Chapel on Sunday aVt,u ,j' 
the Rev. Dr. Clifford (who appears not to be a “  Dr.' a ^  
although he holds other good degrees) let his Education 
right out of the bag. After pleading for “  simple o' a3 
teaching ” he said— at least tho Daily News reports hi ^  
saying—that “ fundamentally the controversy " a3 ,gely 
between Romanism and Protestantism.” This is proC ^  
what we have said all along. Dr. Clifford, of course,
“  Protestantism ”  means Evangelical Protestantism 
“  Romanism ”  ho means everything which is not Evang 
Protestantism ; and this Evangelical Protestantism he "  y 
the Stato to establish and endow in the public elerue 
schools. Exactly.

“  Tho religion of nobody is to bo taught at the e*Pe” * y¡e 
everybody. ’ This is tho Bishop of Asaph’s description  ̂
Education Bill—and not a bad one. For the Catholic ^  
Churchmen say it is not their religion which is to bo ta.^ et. 
and tho Nonconformists retort that it is not theirs e 
Whose is it then ? But we all know who has to pay 1

"  I am not a Secularist,” said Mr. Chamberlain in jjeTe 
his speeches in committco on the Education Bill. t "  0 ^¿ly 
he is a Unitarian. But what is a Unitarian ? Dan a jjy  be 
tell us ? Wo have known Unitarians who could bar . 
distinguished from Methodists. Wo have known otne. ejgts- 
tarians who could hardly bo distinguished from A 
Wc should like to know whero Mr. Chamborlain looks

of

• hMr. Chamberlain also said that tho fine distinction 
secular and secularist, although understood by u £UUy 
other members of tho House, was not likely to ¿¡{fet 
appreciated by the mass of tho country. Well, ^  ¡¡Jtlf 
from him. Wc bcliovo that “  secular education also
understood by this time by the English people- ^  0f it. 
believe that a referendum vote might easily bo in *a tli° 
It has many more friends than Mr. Chamberlain 
other House of Commons leaders imagine.

-  ' ■ . ^  0,5
Mr. Ruuciman, in speaking against secular cduca jjo 

proposed by Messrs. Maddison and Masterman, sai ^jgiied 
did so because ho believed tho pcoplo of this coim 1 ¡¡ves. 
their children to live “  godly, sober, and rightco]{oU®° 
Wo aro sorry that tho Liberal party in the jeavo 
Commons cheered this claptrap. Godliness we w ’ o&i0h 
Mr. Runciman and his applauders, but whon i  ̂ J3im° 
sobriety and righteousness wo beg to observe  ̂ a0tioV 
worshipers are no better off than Bible critics. ( oae o 
that Christians are more moral than “ infidels gD t̂adic ê 
those partisan assumptions which are so flatly co 
by public statistics and personal experience. ^

Mr. C. F, G. Masterman, supporting the Secular ®xpiesse  ̂
amendment in committee on the Education B* >
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surprise at members in sympathy with the Passive Resist
ance movement supporting Mr. Birrell’s scheme of religious 
teaching. Those who did so, he said, showed that they were 
uot concerned so much for freedom of conscience as for free
dom of their own consciences. Exactly so. The Passive 
Resisters have as much real idea of conscience as a shark 
has who is fighting another shark for a dinner. Mr. Master- 
man onght to have understood long ago, as we did, the inner 
Dature of the Passive Resistance Comedy.

The Duke of Northumberland has been referring to the 
possibility of a school teacher being “  an Atheist, Agnostic, 
or any other abomination.” The Duke of Northumberland 
18 not even an abomination. He is only an ill-mannered 
member of the House which Lord Chesterfield (who knew 
“ ) called “  The Hospital for Incurables.”

We regretted that the Labor members did not muster up 
«outage to oppose the Education Bill on the second reading, 
rkat was their real opportunity, and they missed it. Wo 
Were not surprised to read in Mr. Massingham’s parliamentary 
mUer in the Daily News that— “ Some Liberal members, like 
b‘r Charies Dnke and a few Liberal-Labor men, intend to 
?, on the secular division at this juncture, feeling that 
! 18 ^consistent to support the measure on the second read- 
mg and opposo it on an amendment which would destroy 
Clauses Ilf. and IV .” This is exactly what we predicted.

Sir Charles Dilko is one of the survivors of the baud who 
th ior b̂e secular solution in 1870. Another survivor is 
110 Prime Minister, who was then Henry Campbell.

R !j.r- Rernard Shaw’s lecture on “  The Religion of the 
r>tish Empire ”  was reported in the usual silly sensational 

in the nowspapers. Wo are therefore not able to 
riticiao it with any security. It is evident that the lecturer 
. a number of Sliawcsquo things ; but there is always a 

mnt of seriousness somewhere in his utterances, and this is 
mt tho newspapers all ignored. His statement that Ghris- 

amty is not tho religion of the British Empire is perfectly 
i of courso, and we have often mado it ourselves. V o  
itflu also statea' as Mr- Shaw did, that children havo rights 
„ . ao matter of religious teaching. “ The child,” ho said, 
. °uld not be expected naturally to acquiesco in the roli- 
«n of tho parents: tho final responsibility was his own. 

a ,!8 is a position we explained and defended in our recent 
c,1«les on “  Mr. Birroll’s Bill.”

Vehic] Mr. Shaw remarked, “  who says ‘ I am the
eitt,ere. ° ‘  d' v*no truth ' ought to bo executed ; ho must bo 
is Sorti 00 foolish or too wicked to be allowed to live.”  There 
it is a ° ‘ ruth in this, but expressed in this exaggerated way 
declari law*srn- “  G. B. S.” has contracted quite a habit of 
°ftcu c® certain people ought to be slaughtered. Ho
meet;, tes this bombshell at Humanitarian Leaguo 
iflgs v Naturally it adds to tho hilarity of tho procoed- 
WeaiigQ, * *S U0*1 iIIunjinatin8. and ’ u timo it must become

thou„'iJ*^aw ruPortcd in the Tribune as saying that— " He 
‘ cathop i '0 t'ruo would come when somo sort of truly 
ftn lc. r®f'8'on would bo evolved and taught throughout 
Hot bi; / >lr? ' 0 freo democratic commonwealths. It would 
a reliyl ” ° imagiucd, a religion of hundreds of years ago, but 
tioni j.0? °f to-day. It would includo a belief in inspira- 
*Qspirtj  , not in inspiration that oxisted no longer. Its 
p-itfj • 1 * * * book« would be books being written at that moment 
>s Mr g Plratiou an inspiration reborn in overy age.” This 
°Pposit. a?,'8 ProPhecy. Well, wo venture to prophesy tho 
logg °j The doctrino of inspiration is already on its last 

l̂oreov 'V° do no*i sco bow '8 *° bave another innings. 
HeWrelL-’ *’*mo bas 8onc by f°r 8r° wing or manufacturing 
at° onl^10-1*8, Tho existing ones aroso in ancient times and 
u>r8titio,, urited now. They will last just as long as 

hen t, l0U8/ braincd pooplo survivo who require them, 
«o g0 r 0 t'mo comes for their disappearance there will 

°°m for successors. ____

Commonwealth admits the inevitable failure 
Nigtg_ w-?red revivals ”  conducted by professional evau- 
^Uch a P‘ ty it did not admit this beforo when so
atlces of eRort was being wasted on tho perform-
R ’s bettr. T°rrey-Alexander combination. But we suppose 

er lato than never.

iative com^uP01*1^ Proposes the formation of a represen-
^«iding 0t tni” ®e °f all Christian sects, to arrange for tho
'''^vbich I)*111 8erv*ces throughout tho year in London

r- Torroy came to savo but didn’t. Addressos

would be delivered by speakers of all Churches. The fol
lowing is the C. C.’s preliminary list:—

“ The Bishop of London, Canons Scott Holland, Wilberforce, 
Knox Little, and Hensley Henson, Father Adderley, Percy 
Dearmer, General Booth, Dr. Alexander McLaren, Dr. 
Stopford Brooke, Principal Fairbairn, Ian Maclaren, Dr. 
John Clifford, R. J. Campbell, J. H. Jowett, R. F. Horton, 
Dr. Campbell Morgan, Dr. IV. J. Dawson, W. L. Watkinson, 
F. B. Meyer, J. Scott Lidgett, C. Silvester Horne, Thomas 
Spurgeon, C. Ensor Walters, Dr. Alexander Whyte, Dr. 
Marcus Dods, Dr. James Stalker, Dr. John Hunter, Father 
Ignatius, and Evan Roberts.”

This is an interesting list of a very happy family. But if 
Evan Roberts is included what price Mrs. Jones ?

The Weekly Scotsman, a leading paper in the composite 
land of John Knox and Robert Burns, has been going on 
with the publication of letters from all sorts and conditions 
of men as to why they have left off going to church. The 
following editorial introduction to one week’s budget is worth 
reproducing: -

“  The letters printed this week are selected from a very 
large number written by men. The reasons which most of 
them give for ceasing to attend church are more generally of 
a philosophical character. Their main contention is that the 
doctrines of the churches are worn out, and can no longer 
command the credence of educated men. They also complain 
bitterly of the alleged insincerity, faithlessness, and neglect
fulness of ministers; of the inconsistencies, hypocrisy, 
bigotry, and snobbery of church members, of the prevalence 
of mammon worship; of the burdensome and increasing 
monetary exactions of the churches; and working men 
express with Btrong feeling their conviction that they are 
despised and neglected because of their inability to contribute 
freely to the funds of the churches.

What impressed us most in reading the letters in this 
section was their extraordinary number, and the proof they 
gave of tho spread of ‘ rationalism ’ among all classes of the 
community, but especially among working men.”

The truth is leaking out at last.

At a recent meeting of the United Methodist Free Churches 
(Manchester District) the Rev. F. W. Sparkes declared that 
many churches were simply marking timo, and had been 
doing so for a quarter of a century. He also said that the 
decrease in tho Sunday Schools gave room for wholesale 
discontent. Councillor Willct, of Salford, thought that 
Sunday music in tho parks was proving a strong counter- 
attraction to Sunday Schools; while the Rev. J. H. Sarvent 
denounced dancing and theatre-going. We judge that the 
Methodist business in that district is more or less in tho 
staggers.

Away in godly Scotland tho clergy are still loudly lament
ing. At tho meeting of the General Assembly of tho Free 
Church of Scotland, at Edinburgh, one man of God, Lading 
from Oban, stated why tho lato Tory government foil. It 
was because Mr. Balfour played golf on Sunday. Wo know 
now.

According to tho Rev. T. Rippon, a Bristol servant girl 
produced JÉ5 as a gift towards missionary work, saying, “  I 
cannot afford it, but I can sacrifico it.”  The man of God 
admires her spirit. Naturally. It would be a wonder if ho 
didn’t.

A correspondent of tho Daily Chronicle tells a “  chestnut " 
as a recent experience of his in South Midlothian. Calling 
at a cottage, ho obtained somo milk, but tho woman refused 
to " tak siller on a Sawbath.”  As ho turned away, thanking 
her, bIio  whispered that ho could “  drap tho bawbees ”  in tho 
wash-tub, and sho would "  got them oot the morn."

Tho second-sight peoplo are at their old tricks over tho 
Wakley murder. One lady professional at tho business 
states that sho felt something was happening that night— 
and this drivel is seriously published by newspapers which 
aro conducted by men who havo doubtless all had the 
regular religious training. A Spiritualist called Dr. Wallace 
has also been upon tho job, apparently with several assis
tants. Ho is reported to have “  smelt out ” all tho details of 
tho murder, and wo daresay ho will discloso them when tho 
polico havo run down tho murderer. Dr. Wallace, it is raid, 
rendered great assistance to the police in tho Morstham 
Tunnel mystery. Indeed 1 Wo thought that mystery was a 
mystery still. ____

America is a Christian country. They boast of the fact 
over there. Yet the white Christian won’t eat, drink, travel, 
or even worship with the black Christian. Moreover, tho 
white Christian has a strong taste for lynching tho black 
Christian ; for they are “ one in Christ” but not in anything 
else. At tho town of Blanchard, in Louisiana, on May 22, a
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negro was taken oat of prison by the white Christians and 
lynched, his body being riddled with bullets. He had only 
committed the crime of stealing a dollar—but-it was from a 
white boy. How these Christians love one another I Espe
cially when their colors differ.

Talking about the love between Christian whites and 
Christian blacks, is not the following story a rich one ? It 
is taken from the London Tribune (May 15):—

“  The story told in The Tribune yesterday concerning the 
refusal of New York Americans to worship with negroes— 
and repeated in a large number of the evening papers—recalls 
an incident which happened in connection with the Baptist 
World Congress last summer. Late one evening an American 
delegate arrived at the house of his host in the North of 
London. He was welcomed hospitably, and in the midst of 
the introductory remarks was innocently informed that pro
bably he would be glad to know that another delegate was
also staying in the house—a colored representative from----- .
To the immense surprise of his host and hostess, who did not 
appreciate race distinctions in the States, the newcomer 
immediately stated that he could not stay in the same house 
as the colored man. Neither did he, but, though the hour 
was advanced, forthwith collected his bags and made for the 
nearest hotel.”

Good white Christian 1

Nothing flourishes in this world, as Ingersoll said, like a 
good, sound, healthy, religious lie. Refuting it does not kill 
it. It lives as long as it pays. We are not surprised, there
fore, to see that tho vicar of All Saints’ Church, Ipswich, has 
been treating his “  monthly men’s service ”  to the fraudulent 
statistics concerning the results of Secular Education in 
Australia which were printed in the Daily Mail, and after
wards in the People. The man of God is discreetly silent 
about the official contradiction of those figures. The lie is 
all for the glory of God.

centenary. He did not live to answer it. They found him 
dead by his beside in the attitude of prayer. Another case 
of “  Providence.”

According to the port chaplain of London, the books sent 
to his sailors’ mission included one called “  How to d re s s  on 
£15 a year ”  and Bradshaw’s railway guide ! Perhaps the 
donor thought the sailors would take it for a guide to heaven.

Here is an extract from the London Letter of a well- 
known Liberal daily : “  The great majority of the Hons® 
favor the secular solution, but the great majority of th 
House will vote against it.”  In other words, the grca 
majority of the members of the House of C o m m o n s  wou 
vote contrary to their intelligence and convictions. Such i 
politics 1

Plague has broken out at Hong Kong, and the Chinese 
have been firing crackers to scare off the plague devi s. 
Silly, no doubt. But no sillier than the Christians wer 
when they rang the church bells to frighten away com ets< 
and no sillier than they are now when they pray for ebang 
in the weather.

Rev. F. J. Walkley, of the Baptist Church, High-roa^ 
Leytonstone, assures his congregation that all the serin® 
he preaches to them are the products of his own brai 
“  inspired by the Living God.”  This leaves it doubtful, 
all, whether the reverend gentleman's brain or the diri 
inspiration is to be credited with the result— or whether 
is a case of half and half. Anyhow, there is one jl6 
minister in Leytonstone. He tells us so himself—and 
ought to know. “  The Living God ” always keeps 
obstinate silence in tlieso matters.

Jabez Balfour, the ex-convict, who is relating his prison 
experiences in the Weekly Dispatch, has the following para
graph on clerical offenders :—

“ One of the least unsuccessful escapes that I ever knew 
was curiously enough that of a clergyman. He was a tall, 
thin, be-spectacled, and red-nosed divine, certainly not the 
kind of man one would expect to embark on so desperate a 
plan. I had often watched him in prison with a good deal of 
interest. Clergymen and ministers of all denominations are, I 
regret to state, far from being unknown in our penal establish
ments. I have been associated on intimate terms, in the course 
of my imprisonment, with a dissenting minister and a clergy
man of the Church of England, both being in prison for the 
same offence, and both adhering very zealously to the distinc
tive differences of Church and Chapel. Their offence was 
bigamy, and as I have met other clerical bigamists I fear that 
it must be regarded as a somewhat popular offenco with the 
‘ cloth.’ ”

It is an old story 11 The sons of God saw the daughters of 
men that they wero fair.”

Kindness to animals is an excellent thing, and we are glad 
to see the clergy taking it up, even at tho eloventh hour. 
But why should they mix it up with very questionable 
foreign matter ? The Dean of Bristol, for instance, preaching 
a special sermon on tho subject lately at tho Cathedral« 
remarked that “ great thinkers had held that man had no 
monopoly of immortality,”  and said that “  it must not bo 
forgotten that animals were with our first parents in Paradise, 
and did not escape the consequences of the fall.”  Setting 
aside tho absurdity of an educated man standing up at this 
time of day for tho historical character of so legendary a 
story as that of Adam and Eve, we wish to ask tho Dean of 
Bristol whether he really behoves that tho “  immortality ” 
of either men or animals has anything to do with tlioir claim 
to kindness ? Wo should have thought that their capacity to 
feel pain and pleasure was quite sufficient.

How much tho Russian people are ahead of the Russian 
government in religious matters may bo seen by tho demand 
of tho Duma for “  liberty of conscience ” and tho expropria
tion of church lands for the benefit of the people.

There was a curious act of “  Providence ’ ’ lately at tho 
village of Koniakan, near Teschen, in Silesia. A crowd of 
people wero assembled in tho Protestant church on tho 
occasion of a funeral. Lightning struck tho church while 
tho service was proceeding; thirteen persons wero killed, 
and twenty-two injured, including the clergyman. “  Ho 
doeth all things well.”

John Retchless, of Wisbech, was a hundred years old on 
May 11. Living in a Christian country, where old ago is so 
tenderly respected, he received his first summons to tho 
police-court for non payment of rates, shortly before his

Franciscan Friars and Greek Monks have had a ba 
royal on the Mount of Olives. Tho quarrel was _ over ^ 
right of celebrating divino service on tho holy hill- 
they love one another 1

More poor Christians 1 And these aro only samples. 
Thomas Hassall Mynors, Weatheroak Hall, King’s Nor ’ 
left estate valued at £161,826. Rev. Thomas Street ^  
lington, Clarendon-place, Leamington, left £56,859. ^
Henry Bedford, Whitstablo-road, Canterbury, left £o ’ jeft 
Rev. Frederick Thomas Penhey, Market-place, Kingston, , 
£20,238. All of them belioved in “  blessed bo yo poor ^  

woo unto you rich.”  They preached it—and grow ifl 
it. And fools helped them.

“ God is L oyo.”

“  With tearful eyes I look around,
Lifo seems a dark and gloomy sceno,

No help comes from tho vast p r o fo u n d ,
No answer from tho groat unseon.

With faith destroyed, with lack of trust,
No comfort comes from realms a b o v e  i 

And still tho falsehood eats like rust 
In human lives that “  God is love.”

Tho zealot holds it as his creed,
The crafty sing it out above,

Yet nothing shows it, naught indeed, ,, 
For naught reveals that “  God is love.

Calamities, misfortunes dire,
And all tho strokes of adverso fate, 

These indicate malignant iro,
And signify not love but hate.

The Unknown God— if such there be-"^
We shall not find, wo need not teach , 

’Tis sailing on an endless sea .
Whoso distant shores wo cannot rcac

Your God is known effect and causo, ^
And truth is what Experience tells,

In Nature seek life’s wisest laws, . 0jjg ] 
Nor yearn for heavens, nor fear for

Grasp now in earthly hours your joy.
Seek not for bliss in realms above ,

Waste not your worship, but destroy 
The baseless fiction— “ God is l°vc-

Gerald V*
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Ur. Foote’s Engagements. Sugar Plums.

June 3, N. S. S. Conference, Birmingham.

To Correspondents.

C. Cohen’s Lectubing Engagements.—June 3, Birmingham.
J- Blackball.—See paragraph. Thanks.
*• J- H anks.—There is a pamphlet of ours entitled Salvation 

Syr"P, price twopence, that might help you in the matter. 
aou may depend upon it that all these religious philanthropies 
?re founded to a large extent on “ sweating.” They help a man 
“y finding him labor and paying him as little as possible for it. 
Bough shelter, rough food, and sixpence a week spending 
“ S : , are a poor return for a hard week’s work. Even the 

bloated capitalist ” can’ t do business like that.
G' Baxter.—Thanks for your kind letter. We can quite believe 

you say about Mr. Shakespeare Hirst as a man and a 1 ree- 
hmker, and we are glad to hear that you owe him your own 

introduction to Freethought. But we do not understand what 
his has to do with the genuineness of his alleged portrait ot 

Shakespeare by a contemporary artist—unless you mean that 
" e ought to accept it as genuine out of compliment to the 
owner—which would be a curious form of logic for one Free- 
ninker to recommend to another. What we asked for was 

evidence. Surely this is a natural and modest request. We 
await a practical answer, and shall be pleased to receive it.
• J. No wonder your reference to those beastly texts in the 
“ 'ole put the reverend gentleman into a fury. But his calling 
»»« “ dirty ” is rich. You merely asked him to defend or re
pudiate the dirt of his “ inspired” book. Others put the dirt 
there—and keep it there ; you only pointed to it and suggested

0 use of a shovel.
• J- H enderson.—Glad to hear that our Mill article threw an 
explanatory light for you on the faulty essay on Theism. We 
ah'lee with what you say about Haeckel. Sir Oliver Lodge, in 
0l,r judgment, often twaddles. Thanks for the cuttings.

' G-~~A good letter, which should be serviceable. Of course we 
vish our readers would make use of matter they find in the 
,Jeefhinker more frequently through the medium of letters to 

j> 6 ocal newspapers.
‘ 0Well.—Thanks for the cutting. No doubt the writer means 
t t i kut the suggestion is fantastic. It would not affect the 
0 al rate of annual interest. 

v,*bald n—  -- -ald GrKy.—Your good wishes are conveyed to Messrs. Colien 
ud Lloyd( on account of their articles which you find “  such a 
°urce of pleasure.”  Your kind invitation sounds very tempt-'Og. lint —  . -— rranure. xour Kina invitation sounas very tcmpt- 
8’ Ĵ,1t we fear we cannot get so far this summer. Thanks all 

q " e same.
\V \',0l'KFtS4—Thanks for cuttings.

• Liihlry.—Are we indebted to you for the printed leaflets ? 
ig ? l°*ve looked through them carefully, but, amidst much that 
■fiaue rea*’iDg’ wo find a grain of evidence on the mam

'}}' V AUo"-—Our composing room is a Trado Union one and 
nijiL, is conducted on lines of justice to employees, it is 

>ed on Sunday, and open five days in the week from J a.m. 
or c - ‘ —J ' r ” " ’

‘PconvfiV1” 8 was fieneral’y known, and are sorry you suffered

xll dect'nf °n Saturdays it is open from 9 a.m. to 2 p.m.—like 
Gloeglit ti .^^Ulishments in the same line of business. We 
i l lr v m . 118 was generally known and am Hnrrv vou suffered 

w. p “ enience.
J. o  p A1,1 Your Useful cuttings arc evor welcome.
, '̂KanAnIiK>'E.B'— our next. Meanwhile wo wish the new 
B. Jj nillch all success.

U wig bn'1̂1̂ '0 Teaching ’’ will bo paid for by the Stato. 
By them l̂vo,u *.n State buildings by State-paid teachers, and 
shortly exclusively. Wo will deal with what Huxley said
*>av* L

aed >s nour°a  ̂our 8'x specimen numbers with “  high approval” 
> friends t l a ret>ular subscriber. This should encourage our 
, ° *^eB 011 sond>ng us likely addresses.

B. ^'''inn ■ B® dealt with in an early number.
. ®8ce. a*” Full particulars will be announced at the Confor- 
*•8* 8*cd ar° *10̂  *n our Ban<is the moment.
» ®0CIlTT- L imited, office is at 2 Newcastlo-street,

Qn‘0treot, E.O.
should bo addressod to'̂ *88 to7  the Editor of the Fr«tMnkir sho'

« Newcaatle-Btroot, Farringdon-Btreot, • j>arringdon-
Notices must reach 2 inserted.E.O., by firBt post Tuesday, or they ^  iavor by

'*8ds who send na newspapers won. . °u810 01ff attention. 
q atklng the pasaagea to whioh they w Vreothought Pub-

UaV8 Ior Uterature should be Bent to ° t Farringdon-"“B'og Company, Limited, 2 Newcastle Btro

^-C., and not to the Editor. „„„dally requested1801,9 »emitting for litorature by stamps are p
T 86n<i halfpenny »tampi. , tv,0 uublishinR
^ '  truthinklr will bo forwarded direct from the°®ee wiU bo forwarded direct from the publishing
„ l°s. 6d . Ì. free> at tho following rates, prepaid One year, 
®Cal* n» ‘ ’. hal* year, 6a. 3d. ; three months, 2b. 8d.-V* Ah»—..—

The National Secular Society’s Annual Conference takes 
place to-day (Whit-Sunday) at Birmingham. The business 
sittings, morning and afternoon, will be held in the small 
theatre of the Midland Institute, Paradise-street. The 
evening public meeting will be held in the Town Hall. Mr. 
G. W. Foote will preside, and Messrs. C. Cohen, J. T. Lloyd, 
and F. A. Davies will be on the list of speakers.

Delegates and visitors to the Conference, desiring hotel or 
other accommodation, should have communicated before this 
to Mr. J. Partridge, 183 Vauxhall-road, Birmingham. Those 
who have omitted to do so will, of course, have to be content 
with what accommodation is now obtainable. The local 
committee, wearing rosettes of the old Bradlaugh colors, 
will do their best to meet all trains by which delegates and 
visitors arrive. Those who are missed should go straight to 
the Conference reception room at the Market Hotel in 
Station-street, close to the London and North Western 
and Midland stations, and about half a mile from the Great 
Western station.

Between the morning and afternoon sittings of the Con* 
ference there will be a dinner (at 1 o ’clock) for the delegates 
and visitors at the Market Hotel— tickets 2s. each, covering 
an excellent bill of fare. On Whit-Monday there will be an 
excursion to Stratford-on-Avon, and special arrangements 
have been made for visiting spots of special interest, 
including the Memorial Theatre. Tickets for this excursion 
are 5s. 3d. each, covering train fare, a substantial dinner, 
and an hour’s trip by steam launch on the river. Train fare 
alone is 2s. 3d. ___

Friends coming into Birmingham for the Town Hall 
meeting, who may require tea, can have a ticket for same 
(9d.) by applying to Mr. Partridge, 183 Vauxhall-road.

Tho Glasgow Branch has just finished a most successful 
winter’s work. There have been overflowing and enthu
siastic meetings at the hall, and a largo number of “ mis
sionary ”  meetings have been held in surrounding towns, 
while literature has been largely sold and the Branch funds 
are considerably augmented. To-day (Whit-Sunday) tho 
members and friends have their Annual Excursion to Auch- 
mountain Glen, leaving St. Enoch’s Station at 9.15. Excur
sionists must bring all their own provisions, excepting tea 
and milk.

Tho now North London Branch has held its first “  social." 
The treasurer and his wife (also a member of tho N. S. S.) 
entertained tho members and representatives of other London 
Branches. A most cnjoyablo evening was spout. Wo should 
add that this Branch is still holding fino meetings on Parlia
ment Hill. ____

Tho pious gentlemen who wax eloquent on tho terriblo 
results of Secular Education say a lot (and all lies) about 
Australia and America, but they leavo Japan severely alone. 
Yet tho case of Japan is by far tho most important of all. 
As pointed out by Mr. Robert Young, editor of iho Japan 
Chronicle, in a Tribune articlo, slio has had thorough-going 
Secular Education in hor schools. Shintoism and Buddhism 
have both been kept outside; and, to do them justico, they 
havo nover tried to intrude themselves. Ever since 1868 
religion has been excluded from tho schools of Japan, but 
morality has been taught, social discipline has been inculcated, 
and tho results havo astonished tho whole civilised world. 
Mr. Young states from personal experience that “  tho evils 
which clerics in this country anticipate from secular educa
tion are non-existent ’ ’ in Japan. And in spite of tho “  godless” 
education tho Japanese student, according to Profossor 
Chamberlain, “  belongs to that class of youth who are tho 
schoolmaster’s delight—quiot, intelligent, deferential, studious 
almost to excess.”  As for tho teachers, they stand towards 
their pupils as older brothers ; they never scold, hardly ever 
punish, and to strike a pupil would cost them their posl s at once. 
Yes, they are civilised over there ; and tho best importation 
England could make would bo a boatload of Japanese 
missionaries— to teach us morality.

Tho London Progressive Educational Council met on 
Wednesday, May 23. Mr. Marshall Jackman moved a reso
lution that tho ordinary staff of any elementary school 
should not bo allowed to give denominational religious in
struction. Rov. Stewart D. Headlam moved an amendment 
to make this apply to any form of religious instruction—in 
effect, to make education purely secular. This amendment 
was seconded by Canon Jephson. After a sharp discussion 
it was rejected by 12 votes to 11. Such a defeat was really 
a victory. It shows that the days of religious education in
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public schools, by public teachers, at the public expense, are 
numbered.

Another defeat very much like a victory occurred at the 
London County Council meeting to consider the urgency 
report of the Education Committee on Mr. Birrell’s Bill. 
Mr. Bray moved, and Mr. Sidney Webb seconded, an amend
ment to the effect that “  it is inequitable to provide at the 
expense of public funds for the giving of one particular form 
of religious instruction.”  The vote against this amendment 
was 52 to 42. Another sign of the beginning of the end.

We are glad to see the religious controversy initiated by 
Mr. J. W. de Caux still continuing in the Yarmouth Mercury. 
Last week’s issue contained further letters on the Free- 
thought side by Mr. de Caux, Mr. A. H. Smith, and Mary 
Panchen. The orthodox side is very feebly supported.

Mr. Henry S. Salt, honorary secretary of the Humanitarian 
League, and its principal founder, has just issued through 
the League (53 Chancery-lane, London) an excellent and 
well-printed pamphlet on The Ethics o f Corporal Punishment. 
We do not suppose there are many Freethinkers who believe 
in beating either women or children or any other defenceless 
persons. But a good many other people do believe in caning 
and flogging as just and wise inflictions, and Mr. Salt's pam- 
phlet is just the thing to put into their hands if they are at 
all amenable to the principles of reason and the sentiments 
of humanity. It is admirably written, with an uncommon 
mixture of firmness and courtesy, and it ought to be widely 
circulated. The price is only one penny, and the postage 
would only be another halfpenny.

“  We have been Atheists,”  a correspondent writes of him
self and wife, “  and readers of the Freethinker, both of us, 
ever since we were in our teens. As a boy I read Moncurc 
Conway’s Lessons fo r  the Day, then Paine’s Age o f  Reason, 
then Ingersoll’s lectures and your own pamphlets, and always 
the National Reformer. I went to a church college—to get 
my living, and it may amuse you to know that I entered first 
on the college list for religious knowledge. I am now head 
teacher of a voluntary school (undenominational ?), and am 
of the same opinions as I always held, but can't say much. 
Your articles on the Education question contain a splendid 
armory of facts and logic on behalf of secular education. 
Although the teachers as a whole arc not educated up to this
solution, thero are a goodly few who are with you.......
Your latest issue is a very important ono, as foreshadowing 
the policy of the N. S. S. in view of rocent developments. I 
have long thought that something ought to be done to get at 
the children themselves for Freethought. The intelligent 
lads of fourteen or thereabouts are more hopeful subjects for 
brain work than the same youths at eighteen, when football, 
billiards, cards, cigarettes and other attractions occupy their 
minds.”

Gerald Massey was scventy-uino on Tuesday. His great 
works on Natural Genesis and tho Book o f  Beginnings are 
devoted to a mythical and symbolic explanation of Christianity. 
Earlier in life Mr. Massey was a Chartist and a people’s poet.

"T h e  Anti-Puritan League”  is being formed for “ tho 
dofenco of the people’s pleasures.”  Tho preliminary circular 
is signed by G. K. Chesterton, Hubert Bland, Walter Crane, 
James Douglas, Bov. Stewart D. Headlam, Conrad Noel, 
G. S. Street, and others. Cecil Chesterton is tho honorary 
secretary. It is declared that Puritans have captured tho 
London County Council, and will soon bo trying to capture 
the House of Commons. The now League seeks to enroll 
“  thoso who resent Puritan domination.” Whilo recognising 
tho necessity of one day’s rest in seven, tho League “  will 
resist all attempts to force a narrow and bitter Sabbatarianism 
upon tho democracy.”  “  Tho refusal of tho London County 
Council,”  it says, “  to allow even the quietest game to bo 
played in the parks and open spaces on a Sunday is an 
example of such attempts. The movement for tho Sunday 
closing of public-houses is another.”  Sympathisers are 
invited to communicate with Mr. Cecil Chesterton, 11 
Warwick-gardens, Kensington.

THE CLERGY AND THE BIBLE.
Even the clergy have no vital belief in tho inspiration of 

the Bible. It is merely tho charter under which they trade. 
It is a source of oracular texts for their ambiguous sermons. 
It is lauded and adored, and neglected and defied. To bring 
it into disbelief and contempt by argument and ridicule is a 
misdemeanor; to bring it into disbelief and contempt by 
acting upon it (as the Peculiar People do) is a felony. The 
only safe course is that adopted by tho clergy, who neither 
believe it nor disbelieve it, but use it as it serves their 
occasions ; and as long as it answers their ends it will remain 
the Book of God.— G. IF. Foote. “  The Book o f  God."

From Fiction to F act;
OR,

HOW I CEASED TO BE A CATHOLIC.—V.

By Fred . Bonte 
(Late a Prison Minister.)

(Continued from p. 332.)
At college we were instructed to read the New 
Testament kneeling, and this reverence remaine 
with me for many years. What first dispelled the 
delusion of its divine character was the contradiction8 
that abound in it, its absurd stories and interpola
tions. In the narrative of Paul’s conversion occur8 
a clear contradiction ; in one place it is distinctly 
stated that the men who accompanied him heard tn0 
words of the vision, in another they heard them no • 
Judas brings back the thirty pieces of silver m 
Matthew, casts them down in the temple, and hang8 
himself; and the priests buy with them a burying 
place which was called Haceldama, as being the pi'*0 
of the blood of Jesus. The story in Acts is 
different. Judas keeps the money to himself, hoy 
with it a field, dies in it by a fall, and the fiojo .! 
called Haceldama in relation to his blood shed in 1 ■ 
In one gospel the apostles are repeatedly directed 
return to Galilee after the master’s death, in an0j ® 
they are distinctly commanded to stay in Jerusale ■ 
Tho ascension is four times referred to, but in aaC0 
case he ascends from a widely different spot. Tn 
samples suffice to show how little credit can be 61'?  
to documents disfigured by such glaring contradi
tions. . u'cb

Numerous interpolations testify to the way in wb1 
the gospels have grown by gradual accretions, C 
of the most important passages in tho gospels Is , 
last charge of Christ to his apostles, sometimes cal 
tho Magna Charta of the church : “ Go ye and tea 
all nations, baptizing them,” etc. No words are pi°  ̂_ 
frequently quoted or more impressivoly emphasise ’ 
they are the foundation and boast of all mission8 
enterprise. Yet the whole of this solemn and 1 
posing passage is most certainly a late add* i 
belonging to tho timo when the doctrine of 
Trinity and the present form of baptism had co 
into use. Chapters X. and XI. of Acts ]>l'0'f0, e 
demonstration that tho disciples had no knowlo b 
of this charge, always acted contrary to it, and no  ̂
baptized in tho name of tho Trinity. I was n° e& 
little surprised when I first recognised this bareta 
forgery. A similar forgery closes the second g°6F b 
with this staggering addendum : “ Ho that b e lio '^  
and is baptized shall be saved, but he that b e h o j^  
not shall bo damned. And these signs shall fo ^
them that believe, in my name they shall ca8tgb°a,i
devils, they shall speak with now tongues, they 
take up serpents, and if thoy drink any deadly t 
it shall not hurt them ; they shall lay hands on o0g 
sick and thoy shall recover.” Thoso prepostc^^ 
declarations are their own condemnation. They g0 
bolievo are many, but not ono is followed by 1 ,g. 
signs ; not one dare drink poison or take up serp Q \g 
Tho verso on tho threo witnesses in First of ^ ¡t 
so patent a fraud that tho revised version ha8 ŷery 
out. Yet this passage is read every year W j0 
church as the word of God. It is so ll6e.., Dot 
upholding the fiction of the Trinity that it wi 
readily bo given up. . ei  :

Among the legendary passages may be mcn& 8. 
the tomptations of Christ by the Devil, the ^ ¿ g  
figuration, sending a legion of devils into thoui 
of pigs, cursing the fig-tree for having no 
winter; many details of tho passion such 
trial by night, the prisoner struck in open Dc0 
Pilate washing his hands, acknowledging the inn ̂ Qeg$ 
of a prisoner he condemns to death, the pa  ̂ tb0 
over the whole earth, tho rending of tho vel  ̂ of 
temple, the earthquake, and the dead coming
their graves. 

But of all the puzzles in the New T e s t < j
nothing has affected mo more deeply than two

at
di8'
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m«not prophecies 0f the end of the world. One is i 
the Gospel:__

“ And immediately after the tribulation of those days 
L°f the destruction of Jerusalem] the sun shall be 
darkened, and the moon shall not give her light and the 
stars shall fall from heaven, and the powers of heaven 
shall be moved; and then shall appear the sign of the 
oon of man in heaven, and then shall all the tribes of 
the earth mourn; and they shall see the Son of man 
coming in the clouds of heaven with much power and 
majesty ; and he shall send his angels with a trumpet 
and a great voice, and they shall gather his elect [only 
his elect ?] from the four winds from the farthest part 
of heaven to the utmost bounds of them. Amen I say 

you that this generation shall not pass away till all 
these things he done ; heaven and earth shall pass away 
but my words shall not pass away. But of that day 
and hour no one knoweth, neither the angels in heaven, 
n°r the Son. but the Father.”

other is in 1 Thess.:—
“ This we say unto you by the word of the Lord, that 

've that are alive, that are left unto the coming of the 
Bord shall in no wise precede them that are fallen 
asleep. For the Lord himself shall descend from 
heaven, with a shout, with the voice of the archangel, 
and with the trump of G od : and the dead in Christ 
shall rise first: then we that are alive, that are left, 
shall together with them be caught up in the clouds, to 
meet the Lord in the air : and so shall we be ever with 
‘ he Lord.”

ern̂ vl .̂roP^ec*es coulfl be more explicit or more 
W itV^C‘ ^  *s imP0£*iblo to mistake their meaning, 
end f generation the world was to como to an 
ret' human race to disappear. Christ was to 
cl0^  to earth and take the elect with him into the 
Pur 8‘ -^hese weird prophecies have proved to be 
aJ °  delusions; that generation has long passed 
Phe '̂an<l the Son of man has not come; the pro- 
notCles are glaringly false, heaven and earth have 
toat^vf66̂  away but his words have! Paul boasts 
been • receive  ̂ a special revelation and had 
fav lai?e<̂  UP to the third heaven ; but these exalted 
*h h,rS ^  n°l' 8ave him from blundering lamentably 
as ls.B°lemn prophecy, just as he had blundered in 
qQi ftln8 that the grain of wheat must die ere it be 
lion When I reflect on these strange aberra-
ei3r 8 .°* toe human mind my feeling is one of extreme 
in ¡v 180 bow for so many years I could publicly read 
of °burch these prophecies of tho consummation 

7 0rbl and the second advent without seeing 
culfc tomity. This is a proof of tho extreme diffi- 
childb ora8in« from the mind impressions made in 
Pries! °0 ’̂ an  ̂ accounts for tho acute struggle the 
Tjj0 8 ar° waging for definite religious education. 
'vith f,n°w Perfectly well that they havo no chance 
ChriRf ;1G.a^ulto ; that their only hope of keoping 
y°Un £>°ing is to instil it into the miuds of the
powers °e ôro Ibe development of thoir reasoning

n0CG 0 shipwreck of my confidence in tho Bible 
the d \n!y carriod with it all trust in the CatochiBm, 
The g ,rin°8 of which are mainly derived from it. 
bJ0stlr8t ehapter deals with faith, and lays down in 
^ ¡  Peremptory fashion a long array of propositions 
9, lei] a*e Pure assumptions. Not one of thorn can 
¡¡ret t lv° and independent mind assent to. Tho 
I askoH menl ie “ God made me." Many years ago 
crjp i d «»y-olf ’• Does he also make tho blind, the 
If Sq °,ij* too doai mutos, tho idiots, tho monsters? 
blaQjG are D0 credit to thoir Maker; and if wo 
repu • iV “ °lber of a contraband child she might 
giveQ, 'ron l blame mo ; God made it. The reasons 
Wo ar„ Vily God made us are purely gratuitous. And 
be a *?aue “ to tho imago of God,” who is said to 
¡Ptoieri n k* Ibough ho walked and talked in tho 
b?Ure rm̂ . breathed into tho nostrils of a clay 
?’ngle' * 8 bgure then became a living “  soul,” a 
into dn 7 a duplicate, being; Dust thou art and 

b’rom̂  th bby body) shalt return.
Mother ^ me °f the Machabees, who sought in 
toig world the justice they failed to obtain in 
e« ; (b to ” of man has become a separable 

’ be “ bquI,”  and lies at the root of tho entire

Christian system. Science knows of living things, 
but not of life or soul as a distinct entity; science 
knows only nature and the inscrutable energy 
inherent in it, but knows nothing above nature, 
nothing supernatural; in its eyes a personal God, a 
separable soul or spirit, are figments of the mind. 
God is said to be “ the supreme Spirit who exists of 
himself”—fine words without meaning. If we 
examine the God of theology we find but a magnified 
man. “  We cannot transcend our own nature even 
in imagination, nor can we endow our God with any 
other attributes than we ourselves possess. When 
we seek to penetrate the mystery of the infinite we 
see nothing but our own shadow and hear nothing 
but the echo of our own voice. As we are so are our 
gods, and what man worships is what he himself 
would be. Man created God in his own image, in 
the image of man created he him, and then became 
the worshiper and slave of his own creation.” As is 
God in theology so is the soul; it is but an idle 
dream, a mirage, springing from a love of this life 
and a desire to see again deceased friends. Immor
tality is a figment. All analogy is against it. All 
dies in nature, and there is no resurrection, only 
transformation. After death how could we see 
without eyes, hear without ears, think without a 
brain ? The brain is the instrument of thought and 
consciousness, and when the brain is dead and in 
dissolution thought and consciousness are impossible. 
We have no knowledge of thought existing apart 
from a brain or organism. All assertions to the 
contrary are pure assumptions. Mind by itself has 
no existence. Is, then, our personality to be 
destroyed ? Why not ? Is it painful for a man to 
go to sleep ? The fear of losing one’s personality 
springs from excessive self-love. When everything 
dies and goes into dissolution, is it not presumptuous 
in man to deem himself too great to be lost, as Mr. 
Blatchford putB it, and claim to be an exception in 
the vast universe of beings ?

The Providonco of God and the survival of the soul 
are the two pillars sustaining the edifice of Chris
tianity, and it is often thought that when they collapse 
all religion must fall. This is an error. Religion, in 
its proper sense, the feeling of brotherhood, is im
perishable ; the regard for mercy, justice, truth can 
never fail. Supernaturalisra may come to an end and 
it could not do so too soon. It has been the bane of 
man from the first. If we believe the records, the 
first murder was tho fruit of religion and throughout 
its long career it has been tho great divider of men, 
causing jealousy, hatred, and war throughout the 
world. That supernaturalism is unnecessary to man’s 
well-being is proved by tho marvellous progress of 
Japan, which, thanks to its agnosticism and its forty 
years of secular education, has attained a degree of 
civilisation which no Christian country has ever 
reached.

It is impossible to advert to all the curious or un
reasonable statements in tho Catechism ; a few must 
suffice. Faith is said to be “ a gift of God.”—A patent 
fallacy; faith is a gift of tho parents and the result 
of schooling. God never gives the Catholic faith to 
Protestant or Moslem children. It is admitted that 
God is a person. Then tho father is a person, 
and tho son and the spirit, making four persons 
together.

“ Jesus Christ is truly man." This has always puzzled 
mo seeing ho has not a human personality. Can 
there bo a man who is not a human person ? When 
Josus said he did not know the day of judgment, we 
are told by the reconcilers that ho spoke as a man. 
How can ho speak as a man if ho is not a human 
person ? And if at one timo he speaks as man, at 
another as God, how shall wo know when his words 
are divine ?

“  His precious blood is the price by which ice were 
ransomed." Mankind having become slaves of the 
Devil by Adam’s sin, Jesus has come forward and 
procured our emancipation by paying the price of our 
ransom, his own blood, into the hands as it were, of 
the fiend—a singular commercial transaction, to say 
tho least 1
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“ He descended into hell,” after saying to one of 
the thieves: “  This day shalt thou be with me in 
paradise.”

“ He sitteth at the right hand of God the father,” 
which is explained thus: not that God the father has 
hands, for he is a pure spirit; but that Christ as Got 
is equal to the father and as man is in the highest place 
in heaven. Who will explain the explanation ? Words, 
words, words !

“ From thence he shall come to judge the living 
and the dead.” The famous judgment was to take 
place within the generation of his hearers. It is now 
many centuries overdue and may be booked for the 
Greek Kalends. Those very sweet words of the 
judgment: “  Depart from me ye cursed into everlast
ing fire,” need not terrify us.

“ The Holy Ghost proceeds from the father and the 
son.”  That is the celebrated decision of the filioque, 
evidently a question of important practical bearing ! 
It is enough however to sunder to this day the Greek 
Church from the Latin in two bitterly hostile camps.

“ The Church is Catholic or universal because she 
subsists in all ages, teaches all nations and is the one 
ark of salvation for all.” Those are three distinctly 
false statements. The Church of Rome is not really 
Catholic. She obtained that title at the time the 
Roman empire was supposed to comprise the whole 
earth. The earth was then small; the existence of 
America and Australia were unsuspected, and the 
teeming populations of Asia and Africa were unknown. 
A church to be Catholic should be importantly present 
in all parts of the world. Asia and Africa hold two 
thirds of the world’s population, one thousand millions, 
amoDg whom Rome does not count one per cent. 
The so-called Catholic Church would be a correct title. 
Buddhism has a better title to be called Catholic, 
counting more years and more members. The Church 
of Rome is the ark of salvation for all, not like Noah’s 
ark for eight only.

Of the existence of purgatory three proofs are given, 
neither of which is in the least convincing. The 
souls in purgatory are usually called “ the poor souls.” 
They are indeed the poor; the rich are not there, at 
least not for long. Their money or that of their 
friends pays for many masses which act as a bribe on 
the judge and obtain their speedy release. The poor, 
unable to bribe the judge, must servo their time. 
Such is heavenly justice!

“ They that die in mortal sin shall go to hell for all 
eternity,” to a hell of physical fire, bo it understood. 
Even after the last judgment, when no useful purpose 
could be further served, the fire of hell shall continue 
for ever—which is pure vindictiveness. Such is the 
awful doctrine to which men, otherwise sane and 
humane, can subscribe, and the moloch who inflicts 
such tortures is not a fiend, he is called a loving 
father! To such a degree will early education pre
judice and darken the human mind.

“ On the day of the judgment we shall all rise with the 
same bodies,”  even those who have been devoured by 
sharks or eaten by cannibals. The angels will pro
bably provide them with garments and carry them by 
the hair of their heads, like Habacuc, to the imaginary 
valley of Jehosaphat.

“ The scripture says of the happiness of heaven, that 
eye has not seen, nor ear heard, nor hath it entered into 
the heart of man, what things Clod hath prepared for 
them that love him.”  This statement is simply a lie. 
The words occur in the Old Testament and in the 
New, and in both cases thoy refer to the gospel and 
not to heaven. Yet these words never fail to fill a 
large place in every book and sermon on the supposed 
rewards of the saved.

“  It is a mortal sin to neglect to hear mass on Sundays.” 
This accounts for the high figure of church attendance 
Catholics are able to show. It is Mass or hell.

“  Baptism makes us children of God." But if a child 
has been privately baptized, thereby becoming a child 
of God, he is nevertheless to be exorcised. Just think 
of casting the Devil out of a child of God !

The presence of Christ in the Eucharist is explained 
by the term transubstantiation, the substance of 
bread being changed into the body of Christ. For

many years did I try to unravel this puzzle. The 
crux of the difficulty is the existence of a substance. 
Is there such a thing as the substance of bread, or 
the substance of a body ? Sound philosophy does not 
admit it, but Catholics have need of it and teach it- 
They take the words, “ This is my body ” literally» 
though the term often imports analogy and not 
identity, as in “ The rock was Christ.” And on this 
gratuitous assumption, that the substance of bread is 
separable from its accidents which fall under the 
senses, they build this formidable doctrine and 
theatrical pageantry of the Eucharist. Reflecting on 
the sacrifice of the Eucharist I used to say to myself- 
Why should sacrifice be offered to God at all ? The 
All-Perfect cannot be wroth, nor can he be bribed by 
presents. A sacrifice is an offering made to a judge 
or king to avert his anger or obtain a favor; it lS 
an attempt to corrupt, and seems essentially immoral- 
The practice of sacrifices carries us back to the bar- 
barous times of fetiches and witch-doctors. The 
rationale of the Christian sacrifice baffles all attempt0 
at explanation. God offers himself to himself to 
placate himself! How the father can send his_ son» 
thereby treating him as a subordinate while he is blS 
equal, or how a human sacrifice can be acceptable to 
him, defies all comprehension. And this utterly 
comprehensible, yea unreasonable ceremony, i0 tb0 
chief rite of the Catholic Church. To reason, 
seems odious; to faith, it is admirable. . ,

The effects of anointing the sick are thus describe 
in the words of St. James : “ The prayer of faith sha 
save the sick man, and the Lord shall raise him up ] <jn 
if he be in sins they shall be forgiven him." If anoin ' 
ing tho sick forgives sin, then the confession an 
priestly absolution are unnecessary; and, if the L°r 
shall raise him up, the Peculiar People are justing 
in declining tho services of a doctor. As theforgi''0 
ness of sins is an invisible fact, it cannot be eba 
lenged ; but when we are told that the Lord 
raise up the sick we can test tho truth of tho as60 
tion. The Catholic priests always anoint the sic ■ 
Does the Lord raise them .up ? If so, tho longe^i y 
among the Catholics must be much higher tba 
among other religions; in fact, they should nev 
die ; but this is not the case.

(To be concluded.)

it

Correspondence.
----- » ■ ■■

THE STATE AND EDUCATION.
TO THE EDITOR OF THE “  FREETHINKER.”

Sir,—Will you allow mo as an anti supcrnaturalish 
believer that my reason is no more supernatural than 
bubbling of tho fountain, to say that I do not agree j 
your condemnation of Mr. Birrell's Bill ? I have tho fP;0affj|l 
possible contempt for the system of education »“ .^e 
establish, but nevertheless I think it is the only l’ °s 0f 
State system, because it corresponds with tho c' ia0Djry. 
beliefs and disbeliefs that prevails throughout the eJJt 
For the purpose of argument I will accept the 
that is often made, that a majority of tho peoplo of ®D®:egt- 
would, if priestly influence (including Nonconformist P 0j9r 
craft) were eliminated, accept what is called tho s 
solution, although this assumption implies that wo b 
right to expect that this priestly influence will bo rcnl-orjty 
But would the secular system thus established by a maj 
bo fair and good ? Again, I will leave out of aCC°u^ egir0 
wishes of tho minority, or supposed minority, who  ̂
that their children should be taught that God did 
and the other thing. Assuming it is right that their cb 
should not hear about their God in tho public sebooher. ^ 
expurgated neutral system a desirable ono ? Rem011' j,e 
must not be positively Secularist. All histories 10 ept 
revised so as to leave out statements about tho a ^ e. 
Britons not knowing “  the true God all references 1 gSe<l 
rature to supernaturalism may be either deleted or .P j  of 
over without explanation; but to adopt tho hist°r aDtl 
naturalistic method of treating the evolution of m v,volve9 
society would be contrary to justice, for that really > c0g- 
positive dogmatic anti-supernaturalism. AntbropolOoJ^ 0t 
mology, biology must be reduced to the recapitb a cbi£>i! 
unco-ordinated facts, for to establish a system of . foe 
that would destroy the Church’s belief in the Pal
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Atonement would bo to do for Secularism what the Churches 
want the State to do for Christianity.

What does all this come to ? To this : that under a 
State system of education there can only be a jumble^ of 
discordant teaching—there can only be that beautiful thing 
we English call compromise, which consists in shutting our 
eyes to all contradictions, saying one thing to day and un- 
saying it to-morrow. More than this, the State system, by 
establishing the rule of the priest-led majority, involves that 
the least possible freedom will be given to those that are 
against the priests. Personally I  do not believe in a neutral, 
so-called Secularism. I would as soon send my child to a 
Church school as to a school where no explanation of life 
aad its meaning can be attempted. The whole spirit of 
education is dependent on the acceptance or rejection of 
supernaturalism. Only where the true spirit of naturalism 
Prevails will a child learn to think rightly. That can never 
1)6 expected under any fair State system controlled by the 
Majority. Therefore until we put down State education and 
°htain real Free Trade in education we shall never get true 
Progress. Not one argument for State education but w a 
^equally applicable to State religion. If we have the one 
* e shall have the other. The State, as a State, is as unfitted 
? establish a philosophy of education as to formulate a 

Philosophy of religion ; and unless we know what it signifies 
““ere can be no true education. What is given at present in

® public schools is not worthy of the name of education.
13 simply parrot-drilling. There is no thinking.

have made an equally emphatic pronouncement against that 
as he did in the other case ? I  think so.

As a Freethinker myself, I have examined dispassionately 
the (to me) unjustifiable charge made against the College, and 
I am of opinion that, up to the present at any rate, it has not 
been proved. ____  p  g

[Stephen Girard was always publicly represented as a Free
thinker hy Colonel Ingersoll and the leaders of American Free- 
thought, and we are not aware that the Christians have ever 
claimed him. His fondness for the Quakers proves nothing. 
Thomas Paine was fond of the Quakers, and desired to he interred 
in the Quaker burial-ground; and he was a Freethinker, anyway. 
Stephen Girard surely did not exclude ministers of religion from 
the College out of mere personal spite. His object must have been 
to ensure the carrying out of the intention of his will, which was 
(see the extract printed in the Freethinker, May 13, pp. 297, 298) 
to keep the tender minds of the children free from religious con
troversy, so that they might be trained in “ the purest principles 
of morality ” and left to adopt whatever religious tenets “ their 
mature reason may enable them to prefer.” This appears to us 
to mean that the education of the children was to be secular—not 
irreligious, but non-religious. Certainly “ details” had to be left 
to the trustees, but not details in contravention of the founder’s 
intention. And the erection of a chapel, the carrying on of 
religious exercises, and even the introduction of paid religious 
teaching, does seem to us such a contravention. At the same 
time, we recognise the full right of others to differ from us, and 
by inserting this correspondent’s letters we have at least proved 
that.—E ditor.]

-------  T ruk Progress.
r̂aaii? Wr̂ cr this letter is an able journalist who wishes to 

what h anonymous- There is a good deal of truth, we believe, in 
tion p Sa?8' There are some things, however, open to objec- 
of r^i .or instance, he overlooks the fact that the non-inclusion 
by all 'v f  êach'n6 in schools paid for hy all citizens, and used 
Ihete °ai*dren, does not involve its exclusion from the world. 
aBd reh? °^ler places and other opportunities for it, if parents 
see wh '"10ua teachers really desire to see it imparted. Nor do we 
histori ̂  Sooutar education should involve a drastic revision of all 
doalt ,!:a' and other literature. But this is a point which wo have 
that th11' e*se.w^ere this week. For tho rest, wo would observe 
cation 6 T3.est'on of tho justice and value of any system of edu- 
l>teaen.Carr‘e  ̂on by the State is outside the proper limits of the 
aent8 controversy. Mr. Birrell’s Bill, its friends, and its oppo- 
escep’t , State education for granted ; and discussion is futile 
by ii j  ‘bat understanding. But of course the question raised 
tetnain„rUn Progress,”  as it was raised by Herbert Spencer, 

when the presont controversy is settled.—E ditor.]

GIRARD COLLEGE, PHILADELPHIA.
TO THE EDITOR OF “  THE FREETHINKER.’

i ' r e e t 8 y °ur footnote to my lottor in tho last issue of the 
lied Y,vf 6r conbains statements which, I thin

, Sir,.

! think, aro not justi-
to cn; i ; acts’ Pcrhaps you will kindly allow space in your next1 by factsa G f c n k l  ’  y u u  W i l l  H .1J

Tllaf ® b° point thorn out.
C°uhced • 0 abuse °I the Stephen Girard Trust is often do- 
c°hrso •la bhe American Frcothought papers ”  does not, of 
all thinrl11 i 10 absenco ° f  proof, amount to anything. “  Provo 
and apnp’ . d fast to that which is good,”  is excellent advice, 
b»g of dofl just as much to this case as it did when tho libcl- 
CxpoSf,,i , freethinkers by Torrey was examined into, and 

ih  f * 1 you.
therê L Trustees of tho Collcgo aro truo to their Trust 
Prove if n bhe slightest shadow of a doubt, and their actions
. ^Vhen n* aln3trnCf  UIr.ard drew up his will ho gave most particular 
but be b0Ij8 ^u^ood as to how tho Collego was to bo managed, 
to cUutn ̂  i bo Sood sense to perceive that it was not possible 
f0t° bad01*) ° ovoryGiing in connection therewith, so ho there 
“ ^  Telat’ 686 words iusorfod to cover all such omissions 
fiftges (ti *0n Gio organisation of tho College anditsappen 
becesnLuQ_cbaPcf built in 1877 is one of tho latter), I leave.
W m i * '  ma“ y details to tho Mayor, Aldermen, and Citi- 
c°uferr j11 adelphia and their successors” ; which undoubtedly 
fit, reli • uP°n them the authority to introduce, if they thought 
Seen. a 'T 8 ‘ “ struction. This they have done, as wo have 
thetn’ fT  there is certainly nothing in tho Will prohibiting

It ¡s °m d.°>ug it.
. Catne vCUtlous fact that tho idea somehow got abroad and 

k,A cry prevalent indeed among Freethinkers on both 
Atlantic, that Stephen Girard was himself also a 

--cb ’ but *bis is an assumption entirely without ovi- 
Obly m apportof >*•

^sthia,,, '¡agro dctails of his life have been made known, and 
^as ever a^°VOr *° show that, during manhood at least, he 
erted to a °f any religious sect. Ho probably pro-

°f thei0tna,'.n out8id° °f them all, as ho was indifforont to 
^  bn SCcts > but 14 is on record that tho people

An<| an lkot* )̂es*' woro the Quakers. 
a<) Uiacj, ^  as t°  Stephen Girard’s intention. Had ho been 
to the admP° 8Ĉ  f° rms ° f  religious teaching as ho was 

mission of ministers to his College, would ho not

V e / th°
â J .th.lnber

MIRACLES.
Wo do not say that a miracle is impossible, we say only 

that no miracle has ever yet been proved. Let a worker of 
miracles come forward to-morrow with pretensions serious 
enough to deserve examination. Let us suppose him to 
announce that he is able to raise a dead man to life. What 
would bo done? A committee would be appointed, composed 
of physiologists, physicians, chemists, and persons accus
tomed to exact investigation ; a body would then bo selected 
which the committee would assure itself was really dead; 
and a place would be chosen where tho experiment was to 
take place. Every precaution would bo taken to leavo no 
opening for uncertainty ; and if, under these conditions, tho 
restoration to life was effected, a probability would bo arrived 
at which would be almost equal to certainty. An experi
ment, however, should always admit of being repeated. 
What a man has dono once he should be ablo to do again, 
and in miracles there can bo no question of ease or difficulty. 
Tho performer would bo requested to repeat the operation 
under other circumstances upon other bodies; and if he 
succeeded on overy occasion, two points would bo estab
lished : first, that there may bo in this world such things as 
supernatural operations ; and, secondly, that the power to 
perform them is delegated to, or belongs to, particular per
sons.— But who does not perceive that no miracle was ever 
performed under such conditions as these ?— Renan.

TO AGE.
Welcomo, old friend 1 These many years 

Ilavo we lived door by door :
Tho Fates have laid asido their shears 

Perhaps for somo few more.
I was indocile at an age

When better boys were taught,
But thou at length hast made me sage,

If I am sage in aught.
Little I know from other men,

Too little they from me,
But thou hast pointed well the pen 

That writes these lines to thee.
Thanks for expelling Fear and Hope,

One vile, tho other vain ;
One’s scourge, the other’s tolescopo,

I shall not see again.
Rather what lies before my feet 

My notice shall engage.
He who hath braved Youth’s dizzy hoat 

Dreads not tho frost of Ago. — Landor,

Among those who attempt to exist without human sym
pathy, the pure and tender-hearted perish through tho 
intensity and passion of their search after its communities, 
when tho vacancy of their spirit suddenly makes itself felt. 
All else, selfish, blind, and torpid, are those unforeseeing 
multitudes who constitute, together with their own, tho 
lasting misery and loneliness of the world. Those who love 
not their fellow-beings, live unfruitful lives, and prepare for 
their old ago a miserable grave.— Shelley.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.

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

LONDON.
Outdoor.

B ethnal G reen B ranch N. S. S. (Victoria Park, near the 
Fountain) : 3.15 and 6.15, J. Rowney.

Camberwell B ranch N. S. S. : Rushcroft-road, Brixton, 11.30, 
Ernest Edwin ; Brockwell Park, 3.15 and C, Ernest Edwin.

K inosland B ranch N. S. S. (Ridley-road, Dalston) : 11.30, 
Mr. Keen, “  Conversions Made Easy.”

North L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Parliament Rill, Hampstead): 
3.30, W. J. Ramsey, “  Is there a God?”  6.30, a Meeting.

W est H am B ranch N. S.S. (The Grove, Stratford): 7, W. ,T. 
Ramsey, “  The Gospel of Freetliought.”

Woolwich B ranch N. S. S. (Beresford-square) : 11.30, a Lecture.
COUNTRY.

L iverpool B ranch N. S. S. (Milton Hall, Daulby-street) : 7, 
A. E. Killip, “  Superstitions.”

TRUE MORALITY;
Or The Theory and Practice of Neo-Malthusianism,

IS, I BELIEVE,

THE BEST BOOK
ON THIS SUBJECT.

Superfine Large-paper Edition, 276 pages, with Portrait and Auto
graph, hound in cloth, gilt-lettered, pott 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: “ Mr.

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

The Council of the Malthnsian League, Dr. Drysdale, Dr. 
Allbntt, and otherB, have also spoken of it in very high terms. 

Orders should be sent to the author,
J. R. H O L M E S ,  E A S T  H A N N E Y ,  W A N T A G E .

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

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

Ailments, Anaemia.
Is. lid . and 2s. 9d. per Box.

Post free 14 or 33 stamps. Directions with each box.
G. THWAITES, Herbalist,

2, Church Row, Stochton-on-Tces, and 
24, Linthorpe Road, Middlesbrough. 

THWAITES’ LIVER PILLS are not Sugar-coated or got up to 
deceive, nor factory made, but are made from Herbs by a Herbalist 
of nearly 40 years’ experience in curing disease with Herbs and 

preparations from them.

Books Wanted for Office Purposes.
Prisoner for Blasphemy. Three Trials for Blasphemy.

The Diegesls. Robt. Taylor.
Freethinker’s Text Book. Part II. The Devil's Pulpit.

Oracle of Reason. Any Vols.

PAMPHLETS.
117ml Vat Christ! Reply to J. S. Mill.

Atheism and Suicide. The God the Christians Swear By.
Any Pamphlets by Joseph Symcs. Or old Debates.

State condition and Price—
TnE S ecretary, N.S. S.,

Newcastle-street, E.C.

HOLIDAY HOME, in pleasant schoolhouse.
Mountain air. Farmhouse diet. For children over 4, 

or would take sole charge of one or two. Low inclusive terms.— 
T eacher, Crasswall, Vowchurch, Hereford.

T H E  BOOK OF GOD
IN THE LIGHT OF THE HIGHER CRITICISM. 

By G. W. FOOTE.

“  I have read with great pleasure yout Book of God. You bft 
shown with perfect clearness the absurdity of Dean Fart*, 
position I congratulate you on your book. It will do great g°° ' 
because it is filled with the bost of sense expressed with force a 
beauty.” —Colonel I noerholl.

“ A volume we strongly recommend........Onght to bo in*®
hands of every earnest and sincere inquirer.” —Reynolds’s 
paper.

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

A NEW EDITION. NOW READY.
Colonel Ingersoll’s Last Lecture.

W HAT IS RELIGION?
An Address delivered before the American Free Religi°°9 

Association at Boston, June-2, 1899.

Price Twopence.

B I B L E  H E R O E S T
By G. W. FOOTE.

Adam—N oah—Abraham—J acob—J oaepli—J oseph’ s Brethren
Moses — Aaron — Joshua — Jephthah—Samson—Samuel—Sau*

TieDavid—Solomon— Job — Elijah— Elisha — Jehu — Daniel 
Prophets—Peter—Paul.

200 pages, Cloth, 2s. 6d.

INTERNATIONAL FREETHOUGHT CONGRESS-

A Photograph of the National Secular Society 
Delegates taken beneath the Voltaire Statue 

in Paris, September, 1905.

Well Mounted for Framing, 15 by 20 ins.

ONLY A LIMITED NUMBER OF C0PlFjSl

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

From—
TnE Secretary, N.S.S., 2 Newcastle-St., E.C■

BRITAIN’S BEST BICYCLE-The Radge-
w o r t h .  Special t e r m s  to Freethinkers. O t h e r  e  ¡re- 

makes supplied. Cycles built to order.—Apply, statin# rc 
ments t o  F i r t h , Norris Hill, Ileckmondwiko, Yorks.

SECOND-HAND BOOKS. , j.
10 0Bavlc. Historical Dietionary. 1710, 4 vols., large folio. 

Mankind, their Origin and Destiny. By the author of the g 0 
Gospel History. Published at 31s. 6d., very scarce ••• G

Wallace. The Wonderful Century ...   •'* rj (i
The Four Gospels os Historical Records. Published at los. 
Gierke. History of Astronomy During the Nineteenth  ̂ 6

Century. Published at 15s. .........................
Pinches. The Old Testament in the Light of Historical j  5

Records of Babylonia and Assyria......................... •"* j  0
Morgan. Comparative Psychology .........................

All in good condition, equal to new, carriage paid, 
exception of Bayle, whose binding is rubbed and bu>
carriage.

W. M., 9 Ladysmitb tcrrace, Chesterfield. -

tb®
p»5'3
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T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y ,
(LIMITED)

Company Limited by Guarantee.

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

Secretary— E. M. YANCE (Miss).

90q j8.°oiaty was formed in 1898 to afford legal security to the 
Tlio\T°n and aPpNcation of funds for Secular purposes.

ObiVpf Memorandum of Association sets forth that tho Society’s 
should v,are ‘— Promo*® the principle that human conduct 
natura, Va,based uPon natural knowledge, and not upon super- 
snd of ] , e ’̂ au<l that human welfare in this world is the proper 
T0 B a thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry, 
plotr °m°̂ e universal Secular Education. To promote the com- 
|awf ,B®ou,a,ri3ati°n of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such 
hold . .n8a as are conducive to such objects. Also to have, 
or bor,rGCei7e’ and r®tain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
the Jjneathod by any person, and to employ the same for any of 

Thcr10u-e? 0* the Society.should llabl*‘ty of members is limited to £1, in case the Society 
liabilif6V0r be wormd np and the assets wore insufficient to cover 

Memv,a~~a 111031 unlikely contingency, 
yearly b65s Pay an entrance fee of ton shillings, and a subseqnent 

The . oriP**°n of five shillings, 
larnof boo'ety has a considerable number of members, but a much 
Sained nnn"hep is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
it a®0ngst those who read this announcement. All who join 
lta j ’0,Pate >n the control of its business and the trusteeship of 
ti0n ,,°urcfis. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa
te  g . uo * 6rnh)er> as such, shall derive any sort of profit from 
anvrr,0' 6̂ ’ e,teer by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in

Th w^atever.
direct °ciety’H uUairs are managed by an eleotod Board of 
teelya°ra’ consisting of not less than five and not more than 

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

but are oapable of re-eleotion. An Annual General Meeting of 
members must bo held in London, to reoeive the Report, eleot 
new Directors, and transact any other business that may arise.

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

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

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a sufficient form of 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators :—“ I give and
11 bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum of £ ------
“  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 necessary, 
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or mislaid, and 
their contents have to bo established by competent testimony.

THE BIBLE HANDBOOK
FOR

FREETHINKERS AND INQUIRING CHRISTIANS
EDITED BY

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

CONTENTS:
p art !•— Bible Contradictions. Part II.— Bible Absurdities. Part III.— Bible Atrocities, 

art IY.— Bible Immoralities, Indecencies, Obscenities, Broken Promises, and Unfulfilled Prophecies.
abovn four useful parts, convenient for the pocket, may be had separately, FOOHPENCE E a c h , or the 

whole, bound in one volume, Is. 6d.; Best Edition, bound in cloth, 2s. 6d.
It is i blf! ls a volume which wo strongly commond to all interested in tho study of tho Judaic-Christian Scripturoa. 
patt. ‘ted by G. W. Footo and W. P. Ball, and Published by tho Froothought Publishing Company, 2 Nowcastlo-stroot, 
te„ ’ 'ji^fi-street, London, E.C., price Is. Öd. Indoed, wo cannot concoivo any Christian as having a faith worth 
spq - . ln"  unless ho has studied this romarkablo volunm. Teachers in Sunday and elementary schools will find it of 

V a l l l n  n a  nv> « I » !  n w M A n i i i A M  a # l l l f l  f i l l l O l A i l  f r o m  fl n n i l  A v i l i A o l  C l f T 4 -  >%

3%

is aperfot Va*UQ as an a‘d to tho exposition of tho Christian religion from a thoughtful and critical standpoint. It i 
ar>(Ll ariay of facts and comparisons. Sinco 1888 it has boon the standard volumo of the subject with which it deals, 

lts Popularity is emphasised by tho fact that tho public havo 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)

c c
OF

BIBLE ROMANCES”
BY

G. W. F O O T E
With a Portrait of the Author

Newspaper says:—“ Mr. G. W. Footo, chairman ot tho Secular Society, is woll known as a man of 
n̂al .“Jdlity, His Bible Romances havo had a largo salo in tho original edition. A popular, rovisod, and 

t °d ‘tion, at tho prico of 6d., has now boon published by tho Pionoor Pross, 2 Nowcastlo-stroot, Farringdon- 
of mo(jci0ndo.n’ for tho Secular Society. Thus, within tho roach of almost evoryono, tho ripest thought of the leaders 

rn °Pifiion aro boing placod 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)
PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.
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A WONDERFUL BARGAIN.

THE RIGHTS OF MAN
BY

T H O M A S  P A I N E ,

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, B.C-

THE TWENTIETH CENTURY EDITION OF

THE AGE OF REASON
By T H O M A S  P A I N E .

WITH A BIOGRAPHICAL INTRODUCTION AND ANNOTATIONS BY G. W . FOOTE

Printed on Good Paper, and Published at the

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

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

“MISTAKES OF MOSES"
BY

C O L O N E L  R, G, I N G E R S O L L
(The Lecture Edition)

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,

DIALOGUES CONCERNING NATURAL RELIGION
BY

DAVID HUME

W it h  a n  I n t r o d u c t io n  b y  G. W. FOOTE 
The Most Exquisite Work of the Greatest Thinker of the Eighteenth Century: a Literary f111̂  

Philosophical Masterpiece; and the First Defence of Agnosticism

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

(Post, l£d.)
THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.

Printed and PuLliaLed by The F bkethocout P ublishing Co., Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, London E-C*


