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When shall the saner, softer polities 
Whereof we dream, have play in each proud lain , 
And patriotism, grown God-like, scorn to stand 
Bondslave to realms, hut circle earth and seas .

__T homas H abdy

“  The Future of the Bible.”

ksfr**» ^ack of agreement
- ter controversy now raging ovor tbo Education 

'“ J "  is tho same lack that accounts for tho 
nee of tho well-nigh innumerable religious 

All ~

are t‘ ^ ?beRTSON used to say that when two men 
abo jla politics they are generally wrangling 
t;mut so®e mere party question. At tho present 
pr ? Political wrangling is embittered by religious 
reli • 1Ces' question of what place, if any,
tjje '̂0n should occupy in the education provided by 
0r /^ate, the political world is split up into three 
facQ0ur. Irreconcilable factions, and we are face to 
r̂ot prospool5 °f a continuation of the

I'ho CtlG<̂ c.onilict over many long and weary years. 
bee d en ia b le  truth is that religion has always 
Ob,,; ,aQ excessively controversial subject. In 
ti,Q Condom men havo over been fighting about 
to ji 1 ¡lo- There has never been agreement as 
i3 th.e truth and moaning of tho Word of God. It 
bin *s a°k °f agreement that lies at tho root of the
Bil 6r Cont>„ I1- and iteXl8te;
8ects W
hiblo ^  Christians profess to beliovo in the 
'Cstr/ th°y aH insist upon somo form of roligious 
diffGr c/ ,10n in day schools. Yet how vastly they 
i8, am°ufi themselves as to what religion really 
Conf a.s to how it ought to bo taught. Tho Non- 
toachi tni?iis a^vocal‘° what they term “  simple Bible 
the c}0 ’̂ ' or “ unsectarian roligious instruction"; 
bo 1)r Urĉ  England argues that religion cannot 
cateeb'P6rly taught except by moans of her own 
is 1.s.rns and Confessions ; and tho Catholic Church 
her va1 ■ c°nvinced that Christianity is imperilled if 
cbiijr rsion °f it is not drilled into the minds of the 
ChriRf-n‘ ^here are two main forms or typos of the 
It ^’ laa religion—tho Catholic and tho Protestant. 
Cathor d a mistake to imagine that oven the 
coujpj1.0 ‘'^presentation of it is charactorisod by a 
Ĉown01 v,and harmonious unanimity, whilo it is well 

at ]e„ /'hat tho countless Protostant versions of it, 
Bearin .oi tbom, are as far apart as tho polos.
odyc , P Cais in mind, wo can readily see that the 
B°iVG(j 10nal problem can never be satisfactorily 
in ¡t as i°ng as tho religious element is included

B tiiX -g  ^ o  problem of education aside, wo aro 
i6specP ron ê? hy tho fact that tho Biblo is a hook 
of on0 'n£ which thoso who boliovo in it cannot bo 
Us tw Unch Some believe that every word between 
E>°rtionff° f °-rS ahsolutoly truo. Others reject largo 
iogard as.°  ̂ no religious value whatovor, and
lately 10 rGrnaindor as only relatively or approxi- 
^QtUftn -5° ‘able. Others look upon it as a puroly 
as 8llc, °Gument, of inestimable interest and value 
^ttern ’ • P°SS08sing no final authority on tho 
^W cho which it deals. Even within the
of viow 8 bhomsolves we meet with this diversity 
of fj , • The Rev. T. C. Fry, D.D., Hoad Master 
6ntitiecj a®Psboad School, has published a book 

I>298 0 < Testament History for Schools, in which

he “ effectually strips tho narrative of its super
natural element.” Dr. Fry, though in Holy Orders, 
is courageous enough to eliminate the miraculous 
from early Jewish history, and to characterise some 
Biblical ideas as “  very primitive.” Canon Hensley 
Henson boldly states that “  it cannot for one moment 
be questioned that many causes have conduced to 
work something like a revolution in educated Chris
tian thought with respect to tho sacred writings of 
Christianity.” He speaks of “  the incredible, puerile, 
or demoralising narratives which the Old Testament 
contains,” and then admits that the masses of the 
people “ have no other course open to them, when 
the difficulty is brought home, either by their own 
intelligence or by tho action of others, than the 
violent, unhappy course of repudiating tho Biblo 
altogether. The transition is prompt and obvious 
in untutored minds from a sacred volume, too sacred 
for discussion, to a pack of lies too gross for tolera
tion.” This is wonderfully plain speaking on tho 
part of a clergyman. The Canon maintains that 
there are many passages in the Biblo which cannot 
be read in public, and that there ought to bo an 
expurgated edition of tho volume.

For this outspoken utterance Canon Henson has 
b9on severely blamed by various theologians, includ
ing the Bishop of London, who ridicule the sugges
tion as to an expurgated edition of tho Holy Biblo. 
Even Mr. Birrell, from his place in Parliament, 
asserted the other day that “  any such notion as tho 
uso in our schools of expurgated editions, so that tho 
children might not be offended by any reference to 
Divine Providence, would bo received with a yoll of 
derision and disgust from ono end of tho country to 
tho other,” and that “  no Government could survive 
for a single hour such an absurd, fantastic, and baby
ish proposal as that.” Tho Minister of Education, in 
that part of his speech, was clearly speaking to tho 
gallery—tho gallery of tho Liberal majority ; but an 
honost, straightforward appeal to tho country would 
quickly disillusioniso him. Tho masses of tho peoplo 
aro totally indifferent as regards tho point at issue. 
But tho fact remains, in any case, that literary criti
cism has successfully discredited tho historical por
tions of tho Old Testament, and created serious 
doubts as to tho historicity of most of tho events 
recorded in tho New. Mr. Birroll may not bo aware 
of this, and tho Bishop of London may refuse to 
boliovo it, but all Biblical scholars know it quito 
well.

In viow of what literary criticism has already ac
complished Canon Henson asks, “ What will bo tho 
place of the Bible in the future ?” This question ho 
discusses in No. 20 of Essays for the Times. As a critic 
Canon Henson is heroically loyal to tho truth; but 
as a theologian ho is still in bondago to tradition. In 
tho latter capacity, ho firmly upholds traditional 
notions, and refuses to admit tho light thrown upon 
tho subject by Science. According to him tho Biblo 
will always hold a paramount place in tho life of tho 
Christian Society. lie  advances three broad con
siderations which seem to justify such an opinion. 
Tho first is that “ tho Bible remains, after all the 
educational discussions of our time, the best manual 
of fundamental morality of which experience has 
knowledge.” The Canon does not think there are 
any people who will resent this statement. As a 
matter of fact there aro thousands who will vehem-
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ently resent it, because of a deep-seated conviction 
that it is untrue. We hold, in the first place, that 
the morality of the Bible is vitiated by its union with 
religion, or by its subordination to the supernatural. 
In the second place, the morality of the Bible is ex
tremely unfortunate in its historical illustrations. 
Are Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, if they ever lived, 
such characters as can be held up as models to the 
present generation ? Can we honestly invite our 
children to imitate David and Solomon? Are those 
“ the famous examples”- by which, according to the 
Canon, Bible “ morality is constantly illustrated?” 
“  Principles,” he adds, “ must be embodied in examples 
if they are to bite into the youthful memory and 
become an abiding influence on subsequent life,” but 
there are very few such examples in the Bible. In 
the third place, we deny that the moral precepts con
tained in the Bible are superior to all others. Nay 
more, we are prepared to affirm that there exist non- 
Biblical moral codes which are superior to the 
Biblical one. What about the Precepts of Ptah-hotep 
and the Negative Confession ? What about the 
Babylonian cuneiform texts which come to us from 
the library of Assurbanipal, and the ethical ideas 
which they embody ? Surely Canon Henson cannot 
be ignorant of the fact that the Egyptians and Baby
lonians occupied a higher moral level than the children 
of Israel, and that consequently embodied in the 
literature of the former are to be found systems of 
morality superior to the one preserved in the Bible. 
It may be too much to expect a dignitary of the 
Church to admit such a fa ct; but is it not too late in 
the day to assert the opposite ? It is historically 
false to state that “ the familiar histories of the Old 
Testament do serve the purpose of moral teaching 
with quite unequalled success,” because nothing is 
more indisputable than that Christian nations are 
not ethically better and nobler than all the other 
nations of the world.

The other two considerations advanced by Canon 
Henson as proofs of the supremacy of the Bible are 
not so important. He claims that “ the Bible is still, 
what it has always boon throughout Christian history, 
the best corrective of ecclesiastical corruption and 
yet history stands up to testify that it has not cor
rected ecclesiastical corruptions, for they abound at 
this hour, and have abounded in all ages. He also 
avers that “ the Bible, and herein, of course, specially, 
though not exclusively, the New Testament is per
haps the most effectual cheque we have on the 
materialistic tendencies of modern life.” In dealing 
with this consideration the worthy Canon waxes ex
ceedingly angry, and tilts against anarchy and 
anarchists with all the force of his being. His fury 
knows no bounds. But, as is the custom with angry 
men, he runs into absurd extremes, and makes exag
gerated and regrettable statements. I am not an 
anarchist; but it is Eimply untrue to describe the 
creed of anarchy as a “ creed of hell.” Anarchy, as 
I understand it, is a protest against the tyranny and 
injustice of existing governments, and the funda
mental article in its creed is that mankind would bo 
much happier and more prosperous in every way were 
all centralised governments abolished. But the 
point ~of importance is that the social conditions 
which make anarchy possible exist and flourish under 
distinctly Christian governments. In Russia you 
have nominally the most Christian government in 
Europe ; and yet the social conditions which obtain 
in that country are unspeakably bad. Theso con
ditions obtain, not because of the disappearance of 
the religious bases of morality, but because the bases 
of morality are religious instead of secular. It is 
because morality is rooted in tho heavens, far enough 
out of sight, that it is so grossly disregarded in every 
day life. Give morality a human basis, and a human 
motive, and a human end, and you will strengthen 
and glorify it. Canon Henson is perfectly right in say
ing that “ morality must bo learned, and that myriads 
of our people have never learned it, and are adrift 
in society without principles or convictions, helpless 
to withstand the bad passions of their own natures 
or the evil suggestions of other men but he does

not inform us why it is that in Christian countries 
morality is not effectively taught. Morality is n0u 
effectually taught because it is based on super
natural belief, and not on natural knowledge, 1° 
consequence of which the disappearance of super
natural belief is very apt to be followed by a distinc 
weakening of morality.

“ Our concision, then, is fairly evident. In 
future the Bible will bo otherwise regarded, aD 
otherwise used than in the past.” In the future the
U lliC l  W1CO UDCU U lillli XU U11C < L ~ U. J.U l l lD  ,

Bible will be employed, not as a religious and mora . . . .  . . . . - * !n the
;tuals>

text-book, but as an interesting document in t^e
scientific study of mythologies and religious ritua » 
and of the growth and development of ethics am°Do 
the Jews. The criticism to which the New Testa 
ment is now being subjected is seriously shaking 
men’s faith in the teachings of the Church, an 
causing them to turn to Science for the guidanc 
they require. I now close with the following adnus 
sion made by Canon Henson :—

“ If it were indeed the case that an honest aPP*lC*. 
tion of sound, critical principles to the Christian doc 
ments were to result in such drastic changes in 
established Christian belief, with reference to . 
Founder of Christianity, as to strip him of his 
uniqueness and of his spiritual primacy, it seems to 
present writer inevitable that any effective belief m 
Divinity would certainly and properly, after a long®1 
shorter interval, perish out of Christendom.”

J. T. LLOYD-

A New History of Freethought.—1-

The History of English Rationalism in the Nineteenth Century 
By A. W. Benn. 2 vols. Longmans & Co.
It may be taken as a healthful sign of the times th^ 
a work like Mr. Benn’s History of English Rational' 
in the Nineteenth Century should bo issued by a 
established publishing firm like Messrs. Longmn 
and Co. For publishers do not usually put f°* 
expensive works unless there is likely to be foun ^ 
public ready to purchase ; and therefore tho issue 
an expensive work of this character may be taken* 
a new proof of the growth of Freethought a,03® ” 
the more thoughtful section of tho community. 3 „ 
does Mr. Benn write as a critic of “  Rational^11 
nor even as a mere chronicler. He writes as 
friend; his history is tho work of an advocate, one'' ¿¡g 
chronicles with pleasure the advance made, ana D 
in his record the promiso of more decisive v^ ol0n 
,o bo won in the future. And for this very rca,jC0 
criticism will occupy a larger space in this n° 
,han it would otherwise have done. Written by ■̂  
enemy or a non-sympathetic person, one would & 
been content to lay stress on tho good points in ^  
book, and merely indicate its deficiencies. Lub oI10 
Benn’s book is, on tho whole, so good that 
cannot subdue tho feeling of disappointment a 
not being better. His generalisations aro ° sU ĵg 
sound, his delineations of periods hclpful> 
criticisms of various writers such as Spencei • 
Huxley keen and incisive. And so ono rises j.
tho reading of tho work with the feeling j
while written by some it would have ^e. 6̂lng]it
nothing but praise, yet written by Mr. Benn -- jg. 
to have been a &geat deal more complete and 6 
fying than it is. .

And first of all, why a history of “ Rationale 
Historically “ Rationalism ” has not meant w 
Benn means by the word, but has been asSOĈ otle 
with a phase of religious—Christian—thought. g0
/'iP T., V. r-» n w, « ~,r enrTflR---^  ̂of tho people—so far as my memory serves ■ s

lied th em sep
Rationalists. The vast majority of them a0&
opinions aro chronicled ever cai

themselves Freethinkers, and both by the 
their opponents tho movement they were asso ^  
with was called the Freethought Movemon • ^  
Benn’s book is really a history of Freetboug1 ' ¿jtle 
one would have preferred this name on tn 0f 
page. The author’s justification of the * jo 
“  Rationalism ” is that it is less purely negm
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its implications; but the soundness of the defence 
may well be doubted when it is observed that Mr. 
Conn has to defend “ Rationalism ”  against all the
misunderstandings to which “  Freethought ’ is 
exposed. Of course the enemies of Freethought 
speak of it as being purely negative, but Freethinkers 
generally are not in the habit of going to Christians 
f°r a trustworthy account either of their party 
names or modes of thinking; and if they were, a 
st«<ly of the instances of religious unveracity and 
unfairness to opponents given by Mr. Benn would be 
w°ll calculated to effect a prompt cure.

Although Mr. Benn’s work is a history of nine
teeath-  century Rationalism, not “ A c t io n
least interesting portion is the pre 1 jg^teenth
baling with the Deistic m o v e m e n t  ° f the principal
century. Here full justice is done to th P b 
peistic writers, although the . t o t e ™  

chief intellectual force of Englan _ some
tbe side of traditional Christianity proves
qualification. Mr. Benn’s own list, in fa c .P
us much. With writers like Hobbe , ¿ iadleton> 
Tindal, Collins, Mandeville, Morg > farther 
Hume, Bolingbroke, and Gibbon, to go n< oQe
afleld,and with the amount oI .®c® j S “ S.ditional 
may dGtect in numerous other w” ter®> can j
Christian forces make a tolerable sh
quite agree with Mr. Benn as to “  the extraordinary
f!eQdom of thought enjoyed by Englishmen during
”Uc first half of the eighteenth century.” To begin

ibt was expressed principally under a
guise—Deism. Next, the fact that one

. ___ or so many indications of unbelief among
who obviously lack the boldness for direc

^Pression would indicate strong religious pressure, legal - '

S -h! doubtrellgious 
Can gather

0r social. The number of attacks on Chris-[cgalI|c). •, -- -- *'»»• XUU AA IAU-I HSUA Ul Ul U UUWUO V/U
tfie 1 Published anonymously, is a further proof to 
for aame end, authors not usually being wishful to 
t0 ,o° credit for work done where no punishment is 
men0f ‘ eared. As it is, without mentioning punish- 
tee ,? mflicted for heresy at the end of the seven- 
a ?  century, we find Anthony Collins only 
W00)e(a arres  ̂ hy a timely retirement to Holland ; 
cjes ‘Ŝ °D, for publishing his Six Discourses on Mira- 
due'd?18 sentenccd to a year’s imprisonment, and 
inahir,100’ dy’n8 ’ n prison four years lator owing to
-  U l l l t y  t 0  Hfl.TT f.V in m  A n n r r  ^ T n lr m /V a  /""! Iio'/i o / l  /Y1141 ')!not u~J Pay the money. Toland’s Christianity 
of M-jf^eri°us was “ Presented ” by tho Grand Jury 
fiee ’ . Gsex, a3 was also Mandeville’s Fable of the 
A n *1?  1723 and 1728. And a little later Peter 
teVlcj ’ *or attacking the authenticity of the Penta- 
ip v ’ Was sentenced to one month’s imprisonment 
8Wnd'Vf ’? ie’ a year’s hard labor in Bridewell, and to 
Per? v?*ce in the pillory. Tindall only escaped 
bo Potion by writing anonymously. More might 
exl)rc d°d’ those instances, together with the 
that k|8ed opinion of a writer like Bishop Berkely 
are ?/y.st)bemy should bo punished as high treason, 
Hecd mcient to show that Mr. Bonn’s statement 

Stil^aUfying sornowhat.
expo .’ l(l would be unfair to Mr. Bonn not to state 
ru0Ve U y that full justice is done to tbo Deistic 
of ^  ment in England, and there is a welcome absenco 
Bubip°,Patronising air affected by some writers on tho 
Thounht .notab|y Air. Leslie Stephen in his English 
or, l n}he Eighteenth Century. Mr. Bonn is also 
menfc'lnd bnos in declining to treat the Deistic movo- 
in fjj ‘?s a failure. That it did not perpetuate itself 

was involved in the nature of 
a tm ?- 0vcrsy itself. For it was in its very nature 
^inko?01̂  fi°rm °f thought. On tho one side, 
pnd w ?  wbo began as Deists were logically bound to 
tian 0l.‘ 1 a.fratne of mind moro decisively non-Chris- 
ea8y t o ^ i  Christian. And as a matter of fact it is 
the p) • ,r.ace fib*3 development of Freothought from 
hauj UH1C to tho Athciutic stage. And on the other 
aild in Ucb b̂o Deistic position wras later taken up 
neist?0rbot’at°d in Christian teaching. Many of tho 
pres *°.u*a find little to cavil at in many of tho 
tain o- ' _ lon.s °f “ Advanced ” Christianity, save cer- 
thoderu)fuSS-0n8’ and on fbe other hand a great many 
for wh' r ristian8 would easily concedo much of that 

lcb the Deists were contending. What tho

375

Deists had succeeded in doing was in spreading 
abroad a general, if somewhat vague sense of the 
untrustworthiness of Christianity, making scepticism 
much more a common property of the people than it 
had ever been before, and so preparing the way for 
the more cultured and scholarly attack on the one 
side, and for the more popular work of Thomas Paine 
and his successors.

Mr. Benn’s account of the influence and writings 
of German and French writers of the latter half of 
the eighteenth century is both lucid and adequate, 
but as I have said, I am laying stress on points of 
difference rather than of agreement, and so pass on 
to other matters. One feels at this point that more 
justice might have been done to the influence of tho 
French Revolution on the constructive side than is 
actually set forth. That this influence was indefinite 
rather than definite does not make it tho less impor
tant, and does make it the moro necessary for careful 
study by any historian of modern thought. Not that 
there is any particular lack of even definite data for 
the historian. The number of “ Corresponding 
Societies ” and similar bodies formed both in 
England and Scotland, the extent to which tho 
French Revolution figures in orthodox attacks on 
Freethought, are sufficiently numerous for the 
purpose. Paine, it is true, wrote in the main 
for a popular audience, but the immense success 
of Paine’s writings among the democracy certainly 
argues that he was working on ground tolerably 
well prepared. Mr. Benn, by the way, refers 
to the language of Paine concerning the Bible as 
“ notoriously violent.” One may bo excused the 
belief that the violence is far more “ notorious ” than 
actual; and Mr. Benn’s tacit endorsement of the 
charge is somewhat discountenanced by the im
mediately following remark that it was not more, so 
than “  Cardinal Newman’s attacks on the Roman 
Church before his conversion, or on Protestantism 
after his conversion.” And certainly Paine’s tone 
was not nearly so violent as a great many of the 
replies to tho Age of llcason that received sanction in 
high places.

This brings me, however, to what I conceive to be 
tbo central weakness of Mr. Benn’s work, which is 
tho comparative, and sometimes the total, ignoring 
of the moro popular side of tho history of Freo
thought. Tho volumes bear all tho marks of a writer 
who has lived in a too academic atmosphere, and so 
misses tbo significance of thoso broad popular 
movements that are often as powerful in moulding 
thought as the works of authoritative writers. In a 
work covering tho period dealt with one would cer
tainly have looked for somo detailed account of tho 
work and influence of Robert Owen; yet ho escapes 
with but tho barest montion. Tho wide circulation 
of his writings, his association with many leading 
men (English and foreign), his generous help to the 
cause of education, tho universal attention aroused 
by his schools and workshops, his attacks on religion 
as an obstacle to social reform, with his drastic 
expression that all the religions of the wrorld were 
but so many forms of geographical insanity, all con
tribute to making him a most interesting figure, an 
exact appreciation of whose labor would have been 
most helpful. One regrets such lacuna all the moro 
from the feeling that Mr. Benn could havo given us 
what we need, and because, as Mr. Benn says, the 
subject of his work has been “ systematically ignored 
by nearly ovory historian of modern English life and 
thought.” Added to which those deficiencies detract 
both from tho symmetry and usefulness of tbo 
history. It is almost as though a work giving us a 
history of the political thought of tho nineteenth 
century concerned itself only with tho writings of 
political philosophy and left unnoticed the popular 
agitations and tho like that havo reacted upon and 
influenced tho writers themselves. Philosophy is a 
useful thing, but oven philosophy is not completely 
insulated from the broad current of general life and
feellDg' C. Cohen .

[To be continued.)
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From Fiction to F act;
OE,

HOW I CEASED TO BE A CATHOLTC.— VI.
---- *----

By Fr e d . B onte 
(Late a Prison Minister.)

[Concluded from p. 348.)
In the rule of life we are admonished, in the words 
of Christ, “ to take up our cross daily ”—words which 
Christ never uttered, seeing that they would have 
been meaningless, as the cross had not then been 
carried. These words, like so many others in the 
Gospel, were put into the mouth of Christ, many 
generations later, by admiring disciples. We are 
also urged “ to imitate his virtues.” This advice is 
an outrage on consistency and logic. If Christ is 
God, he can have neither virtues nor vices. If a 
virtuous god is an absurdity, it is absurd to speak of 
the virtues of Christ, who is God, or to ask us to imi
tate them unless we admit a human personality in 
him, which were a damnable heresy. This state
ment of the catechism shows how confused are the 
notions even of learned Catholics on the personality 
of Christ.

These quotations from the catechism give us some 
idea of theology, whereof the catechism is an abstract. 
Theology has been called the Queen of Sciences. Is 
it entitled to be called a science at all ? A science 
rests on data that are certain, and proved by experi
ence. Theology is purely speculative, and is fittingly 
called divinity. To divine is to guess, to conjecture, 
a Doctor of Divinity is simply an adept at guessing ; 
divination is his employment. Consequently there is 
no-unity of doctrine among the theologians who run 
the multifarious religions, except on one point—the 
collection. Even on fundamental dogmas they are 
all at loggerheads, and excommunicate each other. 
With science the case is just tho opposito. Scien
tists are all agreed on their main positions ; geology, 
astronomy, biology are not divided into sects or 
parties like religions. And the reason is obvious. 
Scientists walk on the earth and deal with facts and 
experience; divines soar on the shifting clouds 
among castles in the air. Catholics aim at estab
lishing universal unity of belief—a pure utopia— 
which, if it could bo realised, would bo the greatest 
calamity, for it would indubitably bo tho death of 
all investigation, and lead to intolerance and perse
cution. From the first, uniformity was a failure, 
though Christ earnestly prayed for it. Peter, Paul, 
and James held widely different views, though Paul 
has eventually given the lasting form to Christianity. 
It is held among Catholics that Peter was tho acknow
ledged head of the Church in early times, though, tho 
existence of numerous sects in tho East show to this 
day that no central authority existed. And many 
other prominent Catholic doctrines woro unknown, 
such as tho worship of Mary and other saints, tho 
existence of purgatory, the practice of auricular 
confession. Who could imagine that Paul ever sat 
to hear confessions as priests do now ?

During my gropings after truth I read sovcral 
Catholic apologists, and observed that they rarely 
read or understand tho case of their adversaries. 
Those who rage against Evolution, Materialism, and 
Atheism have not grasped the position or arguments 
of these. Atheists aro invariably supposed to deny 
the existence of God. How could they logically deny 
that of which they can form no conception ? Ration
alists deem it dishonest to give their assent to what 
cannot be demonstrated, and are reviled for thinking 
s o ; yet in the last resort Catholics must fall back on 
reason; if they ask themselves why they hold their 
system, they must answer, My reason convinces me 
of its truth. In neglecting to grasp the case of their 
opponents, or rather in concealing it, they set up 
men of straw and overthrow them easily and 
triumphantly. How eloquently they prove that the 
universe did not make itself; that it is not the 
result of hazard, of a fortuitous concurrence of

atoms; that it is not eternal! They ignore the 
fact that Rationalists make no such foolish asser
tions. They do not profess to know the whence 
and the why of the universe. They are content not 
to know the unknowable, and modestly abstain from 
divining. But they spare no pains in endeavoring to 
unravel tho secrets of nature. They recognise that 
nature has her mysteries, which are real, such as 
gravitation, life, electricity ; while the mysteries of 
religion—the Trinity, heaven, hell, purgatory—are 
sheer fictions.

Much stress is laid by religious apologists on the 
spirit of prophecy as a support of their cause. But 
it is a striking fact that the Messianic prophecies all 
look forward to a glorious Messiah who would restore
the kingdom of Israel. The apostles were full ol 
these expectations, and deep was their disappoint
ment when ho whom they welcomed with “ Hosannan 

— - - * - - ■, Theto the Son of David!” came to a shameful end. fritJews, who knew their prophetic hooks and the spir1“ 
of the nation, asserted, and assert to this day, th® 
tho prophecies were not fulfilled in tho Nazarene, an 
they still await their restored kingdom of Isra® ’ 
Again have the prophecies miscarried in foretell* h 
to the patriarchs a glorious future for their see • 
The history of their descendants is one of disas 0  ̂
captivity, and servitude. In the same manner 
Christianity completely misjudged the future— 
heavenly Jerusalem, no taking up into the eloria3» 
millennium. Christ did not foresee or foretoll 
crowning fact that one dominant character was 
arise from Tarsus and, with fanatic zeal, give a n ^  
trend to his Gospel by carrying it to tho Gentile® 
opposition to his own word and the will ol 
apostles. He did not foresee or foretell that ° ' 
dominant fact tho political conversion of Constan 
or tho real conversion of Augustine, or the discov ^  
of America, though he could foretell the discovery 
a coin in the mouth of a fish. The prophetic str 
all through the Bible is a dismal failure, where 1 
not a farce. , ¡¿y

Tho efforts made to gain credit for Christ1® 
out of our advanced civilisation aro equally v 
Tho ignorance, mental slavery, and barbarism 0 0f 
long Dark Ages are there to tell us of the ^^time 
Christianity when it was all-powerful. At tho 
of tho French Revolution the country had been ^ 0 
centuries under the tutelage and government 0 
Catholic Church. All education was in the ban ^  
the clergy, several prime ministers wore car ^  
the Albigenses, the Waldenses, and the Hug0 ^ cf0 
had all been exterminated or forcibly converted- Dt 
then, if over, must bo tho Golden Age. How dn 
aro the facts! If we wish to know the <3°P10 s‘jcal 
state of ignorance, poverty, mental and P j'v  
oppression in which the French pcoplo grovelm ^ ¡n 
shall find a faithful and appalling picture o o0 
Dickens’ Tale of Tivo Cities. Our civilisationt *s o0r 
way traceable to Christianity. Science has 00 0rjod 
great civiliser. No progress was made till tbep ^ 0 
of tho mechanical inventions : tho printing P̂ 0 0tber 
steam engine, the cotton mill, the telegraph, t08 .09] 
with tho advancement of knowledge in the P^city- 
sciences, in geology, in astronomy, in e0j 0r 
Franklin’s lightning rod has stripped tho tbn _  ¡g 
its terrors. Of old fear made gods, but that 
past- . and

Thus year after year did reading, reflect 'jj oD 
discussion weaken tho hold of tho Catholic - of ite, 
m e; day by day I became more im patien^aV0i 
illusions, its shams, and its concealment. -1-0 j-0oW' 
perplexities became a pleasure and a passion- gear<jb- 
ledge and truth were tho objects of all my • a0d 
To continue to profess a religion which a W “ 
conscientious study of its theory and Pr.®i .l0d I 
proved to be untenable was an impossib111 tb° 
saw with pleasure tho number of men, who ¿jajiy- 
truth and follow it at all costs, increasi e jn tb0 
Professor Goldwin Smith wrote as 0 _ntly °° 
Nineteenth Century, October, 1891: ‘ ‘ Appa b®s 
small portion of the educated world in Eng sllper- 
come to the conclusion that the evidences ^jigion 
natural religion have failed. In that eas
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must go, and wc must look out for some othei 
Recount of the universe and some other rule of life. 
We have no chance of moving in unison with the 
counsels of the Power, whatever it be, which rules 
"he world, or of prospering accordingly except in 
keeping in the allegiance of truth.”

I have heard of persons who experienced regret 
apd pain as they found their religious convictions 
Saving way. No such feelings have troubled me. 
%  sensation has been one of relief and gratification 
as tbe darkness lifted and I saw at last clearly.

Some consider it injudicious to break through the 
social conventions and speak without reserve, there- 
. y> perhaps, hurting somebody’s feelings or distuib- 

his conscience. Others prefer the principle ol 
ancient axiom, “  Fiat justitia ruat cielum — 

Let truth be spoken though the heavens should 
ad.” Those pursuit of truth, regard-
css of consequences, is the first and noblest duty ol 

a rational being. If we are to live in an atmosphere 
of »hams and make-beliefs let us give up all claims to 
m°rality, and say with Huxley, “ In order that we 
aiay he strictly moral, before all things let us lie.

ctier things may be expected from men of an 
^lightened age and country. It behoves them to 
6Peak out the truth without stammering, even if it 
shake or uproot old convictions. The Hindoos and 

hiñese also have their convictions and consciences, 
ht the missionaries make no scruple about distuib- 

these with their fictions and legends; neither 
d we he silent out of a false regard for thek?lí4-J - ~ ■ -

should"
senr’k• v"? antjuD ouc
°f nho i ies ^hose who are still living in a world

Phantoms. Without Christianity, the teeming 
a«cient races of Eastern Asia have attained a stato 
A. social morality quite equal, if not superior, to that 
?£ Europe ; and when we have discarded pur effete 
waditions and fables we shall march on in perfect 
safety under the guidance of reason and common 
sphse. Not that we should look forward to a speedy 
lsappearanco of ancient superstitions. “ In my 

,ai7  days,”  says Spencer, “  I constantly made the 
oohsh supposition that conclusive proofs would 
v apgo boliefs; but experience has long since 
‘ssipatod my faith in men’s rationality.” The old 
aying bolds good: “  A man convinced against his 
11 is of the same opinion still.” Reason has hut a 

P°or chance in a conflict with prejudice. When we 
°a<Hhat tho Bishop of Catanca holds up the veil of 

o '  “ gatha to arrest an eruption of Mount Ktna, 01 
“at the people of Naples, in this twentieth century, 

f °ht candles and place an imago of San Genaro in 
a°e of Mount Vesuvius to stop the eruption, and 

c S 88 H with outstretched hands: “ Thou alone 
con? 8ave Naples, blossod San Genaro,” it must bo 

fessed that in somo places Christianity has no 
^ VaQcod beyond tho prayer-wheels of Thibet or tho 
to iuticks of China; and when Father Coupe comes 

tho rescue of tho old superstitions With t 
J ^ P t io n  that tho universe was made out of 
w i 10«. though “ ox nihilo nihil fit,” and that t 
W vCreated by Mind, whatovor that is, and be calls 
e ‘ dlng scientists asses, apes, ignoramuses, and fools, 

en when we read these and similar inanities weaeed Hot bo8r0Ss h"U UK surPrised. Faiths die hard. Vast pro
per}^ a« ° eon made, especially sinco tho memorable 
t t i t j Q j F r e n c h  Revolution, and though the 
t° tb£ ,s o£ science have not penetrated everywhere 
Louos t ° Wor strata of society, enlightenment con- 

0 advance, and truth will oventually prevail.

Faith and Credulity.

are So -ns Faith and Credulity, as applied to roligion, 
d°fino tl re(lUOnkly confused that some attempt to 
value °*act province of each may not bo without 
hol8fer “ ? former word is so often called in to 
Phrase \|l deception that one feels tempted to para- 
Eaitb! am° Roland, and exclaim: “ Oh, Faith! 
^atue!” rn?w many crimos are committed in thy 
dehniti0 averaSe Christian, if called upon for a 

n °f the two expressions, would probably

reply that his ow7n belief was based upon faith, and 
that of other religions upon credulity; but, obviously, 
this merely amounts to saying: “ I am right, and 
everybody else is wrong ”—which is the attitude 
necessarily taken up by every believer in super
natural religion. So many elaborate and at first 
sight convincing arguments in favor of Christianity 
are built up on the foundation of faith—or, rather, 
with faith as their alleged foundation—that one can 
almost excuse a man for being misled who does not 
trouble to think for himself. It ought not to be 
necessary, however, to point out that if the basis of 
an argument is wrong, then, however logical may be 
the conclusions drawn, the whole fabric totters to 
the ground the moment the falsity of the original 
premiss is demonstrated ; but experience shows that 
this simple and elementary precaution is frequently 
disregarded by the religionist.

In the first place, then, a man may legitimately be 
said to have faith in the existence of a Supreme 
Being, since, although this cannot be demonstrated, 
neither can it be disproved, lying as it does beyond 
the scope of the human intellect. Faith, therefore, 
may be defined as belief in something above 
the faculty of reason. Credulity, on the other 
hand, consists in believing in something either on 
insufficient evidence or, in its grosser form, in face 
of demonstration of its falsity. It follows that it is 
a glaring misuse of terms to speak of having faith 
in the Bible, since the greater part of the latter rests 
on extremely insufficient and untrustworthy tes
timony, and much of it may be plainly shown to be 
untrue to anyone who takes reason instead of super
stition as his guide. God is not to bo conceived by 
the human mind. The Bible, however, is to be read 
with our eyes, heard with our ears, judged by our 
reason, and criticised as any other book would be. 
It is still urged by the extreme bigots, of course, 
that as the Bible is tho Word of God it must not bo 
criticised, but this is too flagrant a case of begging 
tho question to call for any reply, The usual defence 
of the Christian when asked to explain the palpable 
falsehoods contained in tho Scriptures is to assert 
that, although wo cannot understand these, nor 
reconcile them with our reason, we must have faith 
in them, and not presume to pit our puny minds 
against the Almighty. This advice is, of course, 
gladly followed by tho credulous ; but tho man who 
gives a moment’s intelligent consideration to tho 
matter will porceivo that tho word “  faith ” as 
applied to anything that the reason can confuto is 
absolutely meaningless. It is hard to conceive tho 
mental haziness of a person who can bo duped by 
such advice, but thoro are many thousands who still 
find therein a rofugo from doubt and from tho intel
lectual strain that would bo entailed by thinking for 
themselves. Tho story of tho curate who assorted 
that if it said in the Biblo that Jonah had swallowed 
the whalo ho would believe it is not so very far
fetched. Tho average Christian would not only 
believo it, too—or persuade himself that he believed 
it, which is near enough for a Christian—but would 
experience a positive thrill of satisfaction in doing 
so, feeling that ho had thereby demonstrated tho 
impregnability of his faith. If is hardly to be won
dered at, either. Once hypnotise a man into thinking 
that the greater tho absurdity of the thing believed 
in the greater will bo his faith, and it is plain that 
nothing will bo too outrageous for him to swallow. 
Tho Rationalist says : “ I hold such and such views, 
but if you can show me they are wrong I will alter 
them.” The Christian who has been mesmerised by 
early training into accepting tho infallibility of tho 
Biblo asserts: “  I beliove 60-and-so, and no matter 
what proofs you offer me of its falsity I will still 
beliovo it.” Which is tho moro reasonable attitude ?

It is hardly possible, studying this phenomenon, to 
avoid tho conclusion that Christians do not desire to 
prove the truth of Christianity, but rather to believe 
in it whether it bo true or false. It would be interest
ing to know how many Christians, if they possessed 
absolute proof of the falsity of their religion, would 
publish it to tho world. I imagine that for every one
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who would do so ninety-nine would conceal it. The 
truth is they do not want to be convinced. Their 
creed is a very comfortable and convenient one, and 
it would be exceedingly unpalatable to confess that 
they had been wrong after all.

A short time ago a religious friend of mine read an 
account of an exposure of a medium at a spiritualistic 
seance, who was caught redhanded in the act of im
personating a spirit, and expressed his surprise that 
people could be deceived by such exhibitions. “  Poor 
deluded creatures! ” he exclaimed, solemnly shaking 
his head. “ Why don’t they read their Bibles and 
learn the truth ? ” If, however, I had told him that 
the credulity of the people who read their Bibles and 
believed them was infinitely greater than that of the 
dupes of the spiritualist he would have been deeply 
offended. Yet it is certain that there is no creed 
that makes such demands upon the credulity of its 
adherents as Christianity. Things which would be 
contemptuously rejected if found in other religions 
as too outrageously absurd and immoral for belief are 
swallowed bolus bolus by the Christian, when con
tained in the Bible, without the smallest difficulty. 
If a Christian who was ignorant of some of the grosser 
absurdities in the Old Testament had them introduced 
one day to his notice with the assertion that they 
were contained in, say, the Koran, it would be easy 
to imagine the patronising pity with which he would 
deplore the gullibility of the poor Mohammedan who 
could believe such stuff. Enlighten him, however, 
as to their real origin, and he would immediately 
accept them unquestioningly. We are all familiar 
with the story of the Chicago sausage machine where 
a live porker walks in at one end and emerges at the 
other in the form of the finished article, but it is sur
passed in rapidity and completeness by the mental 
process of the Christian which transforms fables into 
facts.

So long, however, as the damnable lie is propagated 
that there is sin in disbelief so long will this confusion 
in ideas exist. In this connection I came across an 
old number, the other day, of a publication entitled 
The Christian Miscellany, and opening it at random 
encountered the following paragraph. It is so 
delicious an example of the ilim-ilam that is still 
popular in tho pulpit that I make no apology for 
quoting i t :—

“  T riumph of Christianity and the Bible.
Hell's deepest ire has been leagued, tho most violent 

machinations of earth, devils damned and devils incarnate 
have ceaselessly vented their direst rage and united #  ith 
infernal malice to subvert tho Bible and Bible-Chris
tianity ; but so frequently as they have made tho attack, 
so frequently have they been repulsed. Error may 
accept tho proffered hand of enmity to combat their 
progress and annihilate their power; but their march is 
onward. Unerring prophecy—that can point to a 
thousand instances of fulfilment, in the confused heaps 
of ruined cities, tho convulsion of empires, the subver
sions of dynasties, tho issue of battling hosts, and the 
fato of nations—has declared them victorious. Tho 
taunts of the infidel press, the mimic thunder of Atheism, 
the groans extorted by tho torture of the inquisitional 
rack, and the lurid glare of tho martyr’s pile, have only 
tended to accelerate their progress, and advance their 
interests; and in them tho Christian has heard his God 
cry, Onward 1 and by them has been led to ascend somo 
1’isgah, somo mount of vision ; and while gazing upon 
the dim shadows and faint outlines of futurity, he has 
been wafted in imagination aloDg the stream of pro
phetic truth, and the dense mists have been chased 
away, the dark clouds dispersed, the rayless gloom 
illuminated, and in the cloudless light and undying 
radiance of Divine revelation ho has witnessed their 
reverses and triumphs; and drawing back still further 
the curtains that conceal their progress he has beheld 
their followers crowned with the wreath and presented 
with the palm of victory, robed in tho vestments of 
immortality, smiled upon and welcomed by their 
triumphant risen Lord.”

Although this hysterical bombast is ludicrous 
enough, it is very mischievous and very dishonest. 
It conveys tho inference that those who attack tho 
Bible are monsters of iniquity, and that all assaults 
have been successfully repulsed. Both assumptions 
are ridiculously false, and although the author of tho

paragraph may have been fanatical enough to belie'0 
the first, he must have known the latter to 00 
untrue. With regard to the former, a man attacks 
the Bible because he believes it to be untrue, and b0 
is thereby following the dictates of his own con
science in just as great a degree as the man wn 
defends it. He conceives it to be his duty to expos0 
its fallacies, just as the Christian endeavors to expos0 
the fallacies of all religions except his own. Sow 
of the cleverest and most moral men who ever hve 
have been “ infidels,” and to assert that their l<aĈ 
of belief is a crime is to appeal to the fanatical pa0 
sions and prejudices of the ignorant. Why caP^m 
a Christian admit that a man who differs from hi 
in religion may be as wise and honorable and G 
tuous as himself? Simply because tho idea is car 
fully fostered by the priest and the parson, who kno 
that when people become too enlightened to see a J 
sin in unbelief it will bo a case of “  Othello’s °cC 
pation’s gone ” and that the Black Brigade will ha 
to turn in other directions to earn a living.

The second assertion—that all attacks upon 
Bible have been defeated—is still a favorite' 
of the religionist; but nobody who faces

«boast
ot tne religionist; dud nooouy who iuuco 
honestly can fail to recognise that tho alleged a 
of God has almost entirely lost its hold npon ^  
masses, and that even inside the Church itselt ^  
enormous revolution has taken place. This W 
generally admitted that it savors of wearisome itei 
tion to repeat it. Many of the most learned /*lVl. ft. 
have absolutely abandoned the idea of literal insB ‘ 
tion, and it may safely be asserted that it is °^jj 
those who are densely ignorant of the Bible who s .g 
hold it. Superstition is dying very hard, but 1 
dying, and tho Ago of Reason foreshadowed oy 
great Thomas Paine is dawning. Men and wo 
are learning to think for themselves. The Pe°E 
who still cling tenaciously to the old beliefs arc 
who not only refuse to think, but who regard iPfi ^  
as a positive sin, and who do their best to stn 
But thought is no more to bo stifled than  ̂ e^ay 
coming tide can be arrested ; and although the. 0 
is yet far distant when the shackles of supersO 
will fall from mankind, it is steadily approac 
When that day has dawned, and tho human race ^  
recognised that all so-called revealed religions e 
impostures, how the enlightened beings of that 
will rub their eyes in astonishment when they 
into the musty records of the past, and wonder 
such a gigantic and monstrous delusion could ,veg 
have cursed their progenitors, who prided them8 « 
on their wisdom and learning, but who we i c " 0f 
duped by the most colossal fraud in tho history 
our littlo planet. ^ gbEGOB̂ *

FALSE EDUCATION. flowed
Kings, priests, and statesmen blast tlio human a 
Even in its tender bud ; thoir iufluonco darts 
Like subtlo poison through tho bloodlois veins 
Of dosolate society. Tho child,
Ere he can lisp his mothor’s Bacrcd namo, ... 
Swells with the unnatural prido of crime, and h 
His baby-sword oven in a hero’s mood.
This infant arm  becomes tho bloodiest scourge 
Of devastated earth ; whilst specious names 
Learnt in soft childhood's unsuspecting b °ur' . g 
Servo as the sophisms with which manhood di 
Bright reason’s ray, and sanctifies tho sword 
Upraised to shed a brother’s innocent blood.
Let priest-led slaves coaso to proclaim that man 
Inherits vice and misery, when force 
And falsehood hang oven o’er tho cradled babe 
Stifling with rudest grasp all natural good. , ■■

-Shelley, “ QueenM

THE ONLY ONE AWAKE. ^  pis 
The pastor paused in his discourse and looked  o 

congregation. "Sister Smith,” ho said, "w ill J y rcpcil" 
come up closo to tho pulpit ? I can savo my volC?jonal tobc’ 
ing the rest of this sermon to you in a converts 
and it will not disturb tho slumbers of the 
Cleveland Leader.
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Acid Drops.

The escape of the King and Queen of Spain has been 
called “ providential.” Then the killing and woundipg of all 
"hose other persons was “ providential ” too. Superstitionists
JQust not be allowed to play ” Pleads we win and tails you lose,"

The man who threw that bomb in Madrid killed several 
soldiers, several police, and several women. Those he intended 
"he bomb for escaped unhurt. Supposing the man s motive 
J*® respectable—just for the sake of argument—it is 
difficult to have much respect for his intelligence. The idea 
oi saving the world in that way is worthy of a madhouse 

, ĥe other hand, it must be allowed that spending two 
millions on one wedding is just the sort of thing to set morbid revolutionists brooding. One folly naturally begets 
another.

What silly vain creatures men are, to be sure. The man 
^ho took his pleasure sadly by throwing that bomb into a 
•Madrid street and killing a lot of people and injuring a lot 
^mre, was a wretch, of course; all Spain is agreed upon it,
1 gladness reigns because the monster killed himself at 
a$t and put an end to his wicked career. A few days after- 
'?ards the élite of Spain—some fifteen thousand of them 
"Witli the King and Queen at their head witnessed a san
guinary bull-fight, in which eight of the finest bulls that 
?.0u}d bo procured in Spain were brutally done to death for 
ucir pleasure. What essential difference, after all, is there 
et ween the Anarchist assassin and the bull-fight spectators ? 

j and they alike inflicted suffering on other sentient beings 
0r egoistic reasons. We detest both forms of cruelty. Of 

S?ur«e the Spaniards are Christians—and wo aro only 
tìumanists.

Providence ” has been good to the inhabitants of Sau 
Sancisco who survived the earthquake and tlio fire that 

Allowed it. A hundrod thousand homeless peoplo are still 
1 mitered in canvas tents, and on May 28 “ the one above 
'eated them to six hours of phenomenal downpour accom

panied by a fierce wind. The tents were blown down and 
e ground was turned into a quagmiro. “ For his tender 
er°ies aro over all his works.”

That battered old cynic, the Rev. I)r. Clifford, has been 
“Peaking at a Free Church demonstration on Wimbledon 

otninon in favor of tho Education Bill. For tho thousandth 
'ttie -without tlio slightest reference to hostile criticism - 
® talked about tho Nonconformist desire to seo religioi 

"®ats abolished. “ Stato Education," ho said, " should be as 
"Pen as the Post Office or tho India Offico to ability and 

aracter. As long as they allowed churches, as churches, 
. crgy as clergy, and ministers as ministers to have any 

utrol in State education so long would they have contro- 
, Jsy and quarrels, and so long would their education be 
Tl standard of tho United States and tho Colonies

llH s°unds very nico, but let us see what it is worth.

?*• Gifford is willing to keep Nonconformist ministers out
tho Stato schools because that is tho only y 
Church naranna .mi p.tU/Ui/. „ . ¡ « » t . - t "  mv notl

of
out . _____________
Je'vî 1]1UrCiJ ? arsous an(l Catholic priests—to "say nothing of 
in 1 rabbis. Rut he wants to get Nonconformist ministers 
instm  ̂ *s 8ay- ho wants tho school teachers to
for t w  th? children in Nonconformist religion. So much 
thou,,] P°Int. And now for the tests. Dr. Clifford talks as 
dep^t! 110 Jhist Offico, tho India Offico, and other public 
0fier /c u t s ,  offered careers to “ infidels ” as freely as they 
v°ty tr'-C’n to Christians. Well, he must bo very ignorant or 
Confot *. y to suggest anything of tho kind. Why tho Non- 
Chu>-„imiBts won’t givo “  infidols ”  justico any moro thanfelinacu will. Let us look at tho facts.

Taktb0 t°r instanco, tho case of tho Birmingham Branch of 
in jj: 'coal Secular Society. Of courso tho law is tho samo 
ty°r]jC(iju,1Dflllai:u for Freethinkers and Christians, but it is 
" ̂ fidel » ^10 Christians and tlioy know how to mako tho 
Sunjg?8 suffer. The Christians use the city schools on 
Passed • °r Puhhc meetings at a low rental, but they have 
shall a r<js°lution—and they stick to it—that tho “ infidels” 
te^sod tl laV° ^ 10 1180 a 8*u"*° 0U0, They positively 
by “ i .. “ o uso of ouo of theso public buildings (supported 
°f tll0 S? ® " ,as wch as “ Adels ” ) for the business sessions 
fcv'dont| Conference. Nor is that all. They aro
Hall on  ̂ 011 r°hbing tho Branch of tho uso of tho Town
The BrCC a y°ar’ Gno half tho road is already travelled. 
>QgSi j-^uch is now forbidden to sell literaturo at its meet- 
Wyell, °*‘her bodios. Tho rest of the road may bo 

u°d presently.

The attack upon the Birmingham N. S. S. Branch was 
begun several years ago by the “ blackguard ” Bishop of 
Coventry. Of course he carried the bulk of the Church 
party with him. But he could not have succeeded in his 
persecuting policy without the help of the Nonconformists. 
And he got it—without trouble. It was very cheerfully 
rendered. The Secularists were turned out of the Board 
schools; they are half turned out of the Town Hall; and 
while the Churchman rubs his hands the Nonconformist 
slyly smiles with the water of satisfaction oozing out of the 
corners of his pious mouth. So that when the “  infidels ” 
hear Dr. Clifford talking as he did on Wimbledon Common 
they recognise him as a hypocritical old humbug.

The Bishop of Ripon, in the June Fortnightly, has an 
article on the Education struggle. The right reverend father 
in God advocates a compromise ; that is to say, he hopes the 
Christians will all agree to have their religion taught in the 
public schools at the expense of unbelievers. This is how 
his lordship perorates:—

“  For the sake, therefore, of helping forward the great 
Kingdom of Christ, for the sake of setting before the world a 
great and noble example of practical Christian harmony, for 
the sake of being ready to do in more effective fashion the 
great work to which Christ in the near future will call our 
nation, I plead that all those who love the Master should 
unite to secure at this critical moment not only a just com
promise, but a secure recognition of that common Christianity 
which has been found so vital a bond abroad, and which is 
loved by Englishmen far more than they love any denomina
tion in the land.”

This is the voice of the professional. Underneath all its 
pious, not to say canting, verbiage there is the same spirit 
and intention which appears in trade advertisements.

The Metropolitan Free Church Federation has passed a 
resolution expressing its strong opposition to Clause iv. of 
the Education Bill. They desire to see “  Simple Biblo 
Teaching ” carried on in all the nation’s schools; in other 
words, they want Nonconformist religion to be forced upon 
the children of Churchmen and Catholics. For the Dissenter 
is an honorable man: So aro they all, all honorable men.

We have said all along that Churchmen are prepared to 
play the game of Passive Resistance as well as the Noncon
formists have done—and even to better the instruction. 
Our opinion is corroborated by what happened at the recent 
meeting of the Houso of Laymen of the Convocation of 
Canterbury. Mr. II. H. Palairet (Bristol) moved a resolution 
urging Churchmen not to adopt passive resistance in case 
the Education Bill became law. Lord Halifax moved the 
previous question, and it was carried. Ho said that ho was 
not going to lie down like a shorn lamb and bleat. He was 
quite ready to go to prison. Lord Halifax may be a bigot, 
but ho is known to mean what ho says.

While the Rev. W. M. Jones, of Mortlako Congregational 
Church, was preaching from tho text, “ Lay not up for your
selves treasures upon earth where moth and rust doth 
corrupt, and where thieves break through and steal,” a thief 
entered tho vestry and stole tho preacher’s overcoat. If tho 
reverend gentleman roally believes in the Sermon on tho 
Mount ho will find out that thief aud give him his mackintosh.

Tho Bishop of Stepney has been preaching to fivo hundred 
porters from tho text “ Cast thy burden upon tbe Lord.” If 
every porter did that tho Lord would want some back-acho 
pills.

Grand Master W. Briston, addressing the annual dole- 
gates’ assembly of the Imperial Order of Oddfellows, at 
Nottingham, had something to say against “ dividing societies 
which paid out their funds each year, whether connected 
with beerhouses or churches.” When heavy sickness claims 
were made, dividing societies often had to be disbanded for 
lack of funds. “ Among tho worst offenders in promoting 
such societies,” he said, “ were tho clergy of all denomina
tions."

Ibsen was buried by tho Stato. They gave him a religious 
funeral iu a church. Kuowing what his opinions were thoy 
committed an act of shoer hypocrisy. It would have boon 
better to bury him honestly in an “ unbeliever’s ” gravo.

Dr. Richter, editor of the SuddcuUche Montagszeituvg 
published iu Munich, has been indicted (says the Berlin 
correspondent of tho Daily Telegraph) for publishing soveral 
articles alleged to be insulting to tho Catholic Church, and 
calculated to bring hatred and contempt on this community. 
His trial has aroused wido attention throughout Germany.
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Dr. Richter’s articles dealt with the history of Catholicism 
during the past thousand years and gave prominence to 
certain deplorable actions in the lives of certain Popes and 
other leading ecclesiastics. Coming to contemporary history, 
he cited the instance of the Jesuit, Father do Luca, who 
lately expressed a desire to see the stake revived for the 
punishment of recalcitrant heretics. He also quoted a 
Catholic priest, Father Hebei, a member of the Bavarian 
Diet, who not long ago declared at a public meeting that it 
was a public duty to shorten by a head the' bodies of those 
who denied God, even if they were university professors. 
Dr. Richter’s articles besides speak of the relics of the saints 
as a swindle, and of auricular confession as a danger and a 
nuisance. He concludes by declaring that the Romish 
Church is as intolerant and cruel to-day and as dangerous 
to the commonwealth as in the heyday of the Inquisition. 
The trial, which is expected to last four days, will bo 
remarkable for the character and number of the witnesses 
whom Dr. Richter has subpoenaed in his defence. Among 
these are eminent historians and prominent professors of 
theology from various universities. Professor Haeckel, of 
Jena, has also been summoned to give evidence on the side 
of the defendant.

“  Dolly ” was the recipient of “ fondest love ” from the 
Rev. Charles Joseph Johnson, of the Church of England. 
Mrs. Johnson has just become the recipient of a decree nisi 
in the Divorce Court.

Amongst the recent wills proved is that of the Rev. Robert 
Edward Williams, of the Rectory, Braunston, near Rugby, 
whose estate is sworn at £27,175. Another poor Jesusite. 
His present address should be fairly certain, though wo don’t 
say a letter would reach him.

Two more poor disciples of the “ meek and lowly.” Rev. 
Father Bowden, of the Oratory, Brompton, has left estate 
valued at £11,046. He is a minnow, however, to the fol
lowing whale. Rev. Charles Francis Wyatt, rector of 
Broughton, Oxford, left £172,768,

Archdeacon Colley, we believe, is the gentleman who 
wanted to entertain the Church Congress at Weymouth with 
his gay and festive experiences as a Spiritualist; but the 
regulation men of God, whose superstition is old and mellowed, 
were not having any of his now and doubtful vintago. Ho 
has invited the general public to taste his stuff sinco then, 
and amongst them, unfortunately, came Mr. J. N. Maskelync, 
the honest conjurer, who wages war againstfalsc practitioners 
in that lino of business. Mr. Maskelyne, having a good 
memory, points out that the medium who helped Archdeacon 
Colley to his amazing experiences was a detected scoundrel, 
who was 11 thoroughly exposed twenty-five years ago by Mr. 
Lodge at Huddersfield.” Falso beards, dresses, and all the 
usual paraphernalia of “ materialisations ” wero found in 
Monk’s possession, for which ho was prosecuted and im
prisoned.

Mr. Maslcelync’s memory is all right except for tho date. 
It was thirty years ago, in 1876, that Monk’s exposure and 
imprisonment occurred. We wero then editing a paper called 
The Secularist, and one of our regular contributors was 
James Thomson (“ B.V.” ) the poet. Thomson wrote an 
article on the Monck case. It was Monck then, though it is 
Monk now. Francis Ward Monck, had been a Christian 
minister at Bristol, and still styled himself a “ reverend.” 
Traffic in “ spirits ” paid him, however, a good deal better 
than preaching. He got £20 out of one person, a Mr. 
Ileppleston, at Huddersfield, and there were plenty of other 
dupes. His seances seem to have been performed at tho rato 
of £2 2s. each, and they wero frequent. But a certain Mr. 
Lodge, a woolen merchant and an amateur conjurer, spoiled 
Monck’s little game. Mr. Lodge offered to do all his tricks 
without any “  spirit ” aid at all. Monck virtually retired to 
his bedroom and locked himself in ; finally ho escaped 
through tho window by tho help of a sheet. Meanwhile the 
profano sceptics wero exploring his “ effects ” —which in
cluded, not only the articles mentioned by Mr. Maskelyne, 
but also “  spirit hands ” and prepared musical boxes. The 
Rev. “ Doctor ” Monck had to do time. And there was a 
“  Doctor ” Slade who got into similar trouble the same year, 
his sentence being three months’ hard labor.

Thomson, in the article roferred to, did not hesitate to lay 
some of the disgrace of these frauds at the door of the 
orthodox faith. “  We are compelled,” ho said, “ to accuse 
the religion which has been so long dominant amongst us, of 
fostering tho state of mind which welcomes these miserable 
marvels instead of rejecting them with scorn. The Bible, 
with its witch of Eudor, its recognition of witchcraft, its 
magicians, its angels releasing the Apostles, its doctrines of

the supernatural, its abounding miracles, has saturated tbo 
people with superstitiousness, whose evil effects Science can 
but slowly counteract. And of those who have ceased 0 
submit themselves to the Bible, the larger number are st> 
infected with its non-natural spirit; having renounced one 
set of irrational marvels, they yearn more or less conscious y 
for another to replace it.” This last observation is not on y 
true but extremely important. Many people, even now, w11 
see through Christianity, become the dupes of some otnc 
superstition, such as Theosophy, Spiritualism, or ‘ * 
higher Theism,” because partly by nature, and perhaps| pw 
more by early training, they have hopelessly superstition 
brains, and simply must find something to satisfy me) 
mental dispositions.

Canon Pigot has been explaining tho use of the clergy- 
Addressing a congregation at St. Mary-le-Tower Churc  ̂
London, he remarked that they “ would not venture to drâ  
up the simplest will or trust deed without consulting a 
experienced solicitor.” “ Just in tho same way,” he con 
tinued, “ it was not for them, as non-practitioners, to “e 
as they liked with God’s Holy Word.” It was the functio 
of the clergy to tell them what the Bible means. Of ,c0.urjy 
it is. The clergy must come in somewhere. Their n° 1J 
Bradshaw’s guide to heaven is not too intelligible. E^ery 
body knows that. And no doubt God, in his infinite 
provided that it should be obscure and perplexing. For 
understood that the clergy would need to get a living s0®aj 
how, and this little arrangement of dark texts and cleric 
candles would keep them going nicely.

Councillor T. Major Thompson, of Birkenhead, 
been convicted of drunkenness at the Liverpool Police Co' ’
his friends thought it was a good opportunity for presen J | 
him a testimonial. A purse of gold, value £20, was ham  ̂
to him at the Tranmere Music Hall in the presence 0 
number of true-blue Protestants and Christian Bvwc ,g 
men. Several speakers testified to Councillor Thomps°
“ services to Protestantism.” Theso “ services to Protest® 
ism ” were also feelingly referred to by Councillor Thomp- 
himself. It was a grand and glorious spectacle.

Mr. G. K. Chesterton, in one of his comic contributions | 
the Daily News, had the following merry flash : “ l>rolK̂ a 
there is no such thing as free thought; for tho 
man has honestly thought anything ho is bound, 
sentence combines so many fallacies, so much had rcasoi 
and so much abuse of language, that we know Mr. Chest0 ^  
must bo joking. Has ho ever thought of trying Punch 
docs the Cadbury organ pay better ?

Tho story is going round of a worshiper who slept P ^  
lly in church during tho sermon. When tho collection ^.g 
ing taken up, and his pew door was opened to °^‘ al / jDg. 
ntribution, ho muttered, “ Season,”  and went on suo°

Tho following incident recently added to tho gaiety 4 
House of Commons :— . e

"  Mr. Bottomley (South Ilaokncy, L.) asked tho ,jjet
ininl/M. in  Ilm  TT/Miar» r 'n m m n n n  «> f rtOll I ’ ofMinister, in the House of Commons this afternoon lortio“ of

inmates in his Majesty’s prisons returned as of ‘ no re 
opinion,’ and whether, in view of this revelation, h° 
favorably consider amendments to tho Education Bub 11 
all State education of a secular character. foment3

The Prime Minister.—I do not consider that ota ^  fUr- 
made hy English prisoners as to their religious opm10 cr),” 
nislics any tests as to the feeling of the country (laug 1 .-Ci

Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman’s reply was character ,̂g 
It was Scotch. Wc mean it was pawky. Mr. Bottoi^ ^  
question was a hit, a hit, a palpable hit. But what cUtc9 
expect his fate will bo in tho next world if her pcrs 
our pious Premier in this way ?

FIRST IMPRESSIONS. into the
ga'vA little girl who was prone to exaggeration canio 

houso from the garden one day and said : “ Mammas 
a great big elephant out in our garden.” . . yoUr

“ You naughty child,”  said tho mother, “ g° lU ¿Rat 
room now, kneel down, and ask God to forgive yoU 
lie.” j

The child went away as directed, but soon return ^  pad 
a bright countenance, and her mother asked her »  
done as she was commanded. n(j fi°

“ Oh, yes, mamma: I asked God to forgivo mo -0g it 
did, and He said He did not blame me one bit for ® • yit was 
was an elephant, for when He first saw it lie tboug 
an elephant, too.”
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

(Lectures suspended during the Summer.)

To Correspondents.

W. Medley.—Thanks for cutting. See paragraph. Glad to 
read your statement: “ I have read the Freethinker for about 
“'gliteen months now, and enjoy it better than any other reading 
1 get, especially ‘ Acid Drops.’ I was brought up a Christian 
■ind was enabled to get rid of the last vestiges of superstition by 
reading the Freethinker.”

A- S. Friceman.—Thanks for the cutting, though we don’t deal 
"’itli politics as politics in the Freethinker. Of course there is 
an ethhal side to the native question in South Africa, and in 
respect of it we don’t see that one political party is much better 
than another.

Kidoway Fund.—J. Partridge, 183 Vauxball-road, Birmingham,
acknowledges: W. Spivey 2s. (id., Mr. and Mrs. Pegg 

‘ ' L  W ilkins.—Yes, the wind does seem blowing in the right 
■rection. We quite agree with you that the theologians v l c i 

? “ God’s ” special relation to man of all animals on this planet 
“ amazing presumption.’

, '  A.—All right: thanks.
aroi,d E lliot.—A good letter, but probably wasted on the paper 
J0U mention, which suggests Artemus Ward’s reply to the 
man who wanted to know what were his principles. ' Lnn- 
cerpuls,” said Artemus, “ I ’ve liare a one; I ’m in the show
business.”
vP^umngion.—The Bible-folding item at the Sweated Industries 
•exhibition was dealt with in our columns two or three weeks /go.
Squirer (Salford).—The Protovangelion is in the collection of 
Apocryphal Gospels, which can bo obtained at our publishing 
? / ce> price 3s., or 3s. 4d. post free. You probably looked into 
jj.bO'd Testament Apocrypha, which is a part of the Catholic

Baxter.—We note what you say, though it doesn’t take us 
' ‘uch further. Thanks, however.

• n krster.—Many things have to stand over till next week, 
'ere being less space than usual for “  Acid Drops ’’—which we 
°tc that you regard as “  the feature of the Freethinker.”

Secular Society, L imited, office ia at 2 Newcastle-streot,
rarringdon-stroot, E.C.
b* National Secular Society’s office is at 2 Nowcastlo-Btroot,

L “rringdon-street, E.O.
*2 ̂ ?Ba for the Editor of the Freethinker should bo addressed to 

^ewcastle-stroot, Farringdon-strcot, E.O.
*ctcre Notices must roach 2 Newcastle-stroot, Farringdon- 

p reot, E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not bo insortod. 
btERiis who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by 

urking the passages to whioh they wish us to call attention.
Ior Utoraturo should bo sent to the Froothought Pub- 

hing Company, Limited, 2 Nowcastle-street, Farnngdon- 
p tee >̂ E-O., and not to the Editor.

b°Nb remitting for literature by stamps are specially requested 
Tn» halfpenny itampl.

freethinker will bo forwarded direct from the publishing 
i } / 0’ P°st free, at tho following rates, p r e p a id One year, 

o • 6d.; bai( y0ar, Ss. 3d.; three monthB, 2s. 8d. 
r.L* 0i Advertisements: Thirty words, Is. 6d.; every sue- 
Ceding ten words, 6d. Duplaycd AdvertiiementiOneinoh,Is. Cdto». • ,iIluoo

* ' “Petitions.
-----, —  Diiplayed Advertiiementt i

half column, £1 2j. Gd.; column, £2 5s. Special terms

To Freethinkers.

F r ie n d s , -  — *—
J making my annual appeal on bohali’ of 

g0 ‘. Foote, Prosidont of tbo National Secular 
dn 1 r  ! Chairman of tho Secular Society, Limited, 

’ Jitor of the Freethinker.
the summer, which is now arriving, Mr. 

a8 ^  sRould bo recuperating his physical energies 
frili, a® Possible, with a view to another active and 
liter wiQter campaign. Ho cannot escape his
dr0j " ’ork, but his platform work should bo

ontiroly until September.
hot 'JUn  ̂ period of partial rest Mr. Footo should 
to g ° harassed by want of moans, and I am sorry 
te6  ̂ ĥafc he has little to trust to except the 
hi8 b01?80 this appeal. Ho is still unable to draw 
taeiltU as Editor of tho Freethinker. Other pay- 
âihed COnnecti°n with tho paper aro duly main- 

> hut the chief of the enterprise has to go on

waiting for a happier prospect of affairs. Those 
who have read tho Freethinker during tho past year 
will agree with me, I think, that the financial 
difficulty has not affected either the quality or the 
quantity of his writing.

There is one point to which I would draw par
ticular attention before I conclude. It is exactly 
twenty-five years this month since Mr. Foote started 
the Freethinker. During the whole of that time, 
with the exception of one year, he has edited the 
paper himself; and during that one year of absence 
he was a prisoner for Freethought in Holloway Gaol. 
I think wo ought to remember this quarter of a cen
tury of effort in determining the amount of our sub
scriptions this year.

Subscriptions can bo sent to me, or direct to 
Mr. Foote, at 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-stroet, 
London, E.C. Every subscription will bo acknow
ledged by Mi’. Foote himself. Trusting that there 
will be a prompt and generous response to my appeal, 

Believe me to be,
Yours faithfully and fraternally,

J. W. do Caux, J.P. 
92 St. Petor’s-road, Great Yarmouth.

Sugar Plums.
-----♦-----

Mr. Footo regrets that he was unable to join the N. S. S. 
Conference excursion to Stratford-on-Avon on Whit-Monday. 
He was obliged to return in order to attend to business— 
principally to tho Freethinker, which has to come out 
regularly, and, like time and tide, waits for no man—not 
even for the editor. Seriously, there was a lot to do, and it 
could not have all been put off till Tuesday; and tho 
“ saints ” will remember that Mr. Footo has no sub editor 
now, but has to do everything himself. Fortunately both 
Mr. Cohen and Mr. Lloyd wero able to join the excursion; 
Miss Vance was also of tho company; and wo hear that 
they all had “ a good time.” Mr. H. W. Parsons went over 
to Stratford from Evesham, Mr. Finder and twelve other 
friends went over from Leicester, and Messrs. Lye and Shaw 
and Miss Shaw from Coventry. No doubt the President’s 
prayers had something to do with the fine weather.

Mr. J. II, Ridgway occupied a seat next to tho President 
at tho Conference dinner at Birmingham 6n Sunday. Tho 
veteran still carries himself upright, although his great ago 
is tolling upon him in other ways. Ho was deeply grateful 
for our efforts to procure him a littlo financial support for 
his last days, but wo told him that tho Frccthought party 
would still bo much in debt to him. Mrs. Ridgway was 
brought to tho Town Hall meeting. Sho is some threo 
years older than her husband and very feeble.

Frccthought literaturo not being allowed to be sold in tho 
Birmingham Town Hall on Sunday, at the oveniug public 
meeting in connection with tho N. S. S. Annual Conference, 
a thousand copies of tho current number were given away 
outside. This is not exactly what tho Christians waut, but 
they really asked for it—and they got it.

Tho official biography of Charlos Bradlaugli—written by 
his daughter, Mrs. Bradlaugh-Bonner, with special assistance 
from Mr. J. M. Robertson—was first published in 1891. A 
new edition is now issued by Mr. T. Fisher Unwin in two 
volumes at the low prico of seven shillings. This edition 
contains something fresh—a long and interesting “ Note on 
tho Motion to Expunge tho Resolutions of Exclusion from tho 
Journals of tho Houso ” by Mrs. Bonner. Wo hope this very 
valuablo book in its now form will gain access to a wider 
circlo of readers. Everybody should know something about 
Bradlaugh. Ho was one of tho really great Englishmen of 
the nineteenth contury. ____

Tho correspondence initiated by Mr. J. W. do Caux in tho 
Yarmouth Mercury wound up by editorial decision last week. 
That number contained a strong, pointed letter by tho 
veteran Freethinker himself, and an excellent letter by Mr. 
A. H. Smith. There were several Christian letters, all 
abusive and all anonymous. This is a fact which will 
doubtless have its duo weight in the minds of our contem
porary’s more intelligent readers. One insolent pietist,
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signing himself “ Bored,” suggests that “ all Mr. de Caux 
wants is a cheap advertisement.” One would imagine that 
Mr. de Caux had something to gain by proclaiming himself 
a Freethinker. But the truth is that he has everything to 
lose. His friends know that his bold attachment to Free- 
thought has meant serious loss in many ways—financially, 
socially, and politically. If “  martyrs ” are wanted at 
Yarmouth it is not amongst Christians that they should be 
sought.

Mr. J. W. de Caux’s circular letter which appears in this 
week’s Freethinker deals with a matter which cannot, of 
course, be allowed to drag through several numbers of this 
journal. Those whom it concerns will please note that it 
will not be a standing dish. Many reminders ought not to 
be necessary in such a case.

Mr. Cohen lectures in Victoria Park both afternoon and 
evening to-day (June 10) and will doubtless have large 
meetings. East London “  saints ” should try to bring their 
Christian acquaintances along. There is no gate-money. 
There is no gate.

Secular Schools is the title of a new pamphlet by the Bev. 
Stewart D. Headlam, published by the Guild of St. Matthew, 
876 Strand, London, W.C., price twopence. It contains the 
full text of a lecture given to the Guild at Sion College on 
April 5, with additions bringing it up to date since the intro
duction of the Education Bill. Mr. Headlam is a straight 
and thorough-going defender of Secular Education—which 
he knows, as well as we do, is not Secularism. Ho welcomes 
the Bill as far as it abolishes dual control, but finds fault with 
it on other grounds, particularly for its mistaken effort to 
transfer religious teaching from the Churches to the State. 
Mr. Headlam does not even attach as much value as we do 
to the extended Conscience Clause for children. He thinks 
they will be induced to attend the religious instruction by all 
sorts of unwritten pressure, including the distribution of 
prizes. Nor does he believe, any more than we do, that the 
new Conscience Clause for teachers will work. “ It is signi
ficant,” he says, “ that the phrase in the Bill is ‘ subscribe to 
any religious creed ’ ; this seems craftily worded, for the thing 
is not done in that way, and by forbidding * subscription ’ to 
be required as a condition of appointment you are not abolish
ing tests: neither are you doing so by forbidding the authority 
to require attendance or non-attendance at church or chapel. 
The Government have really not redeemed their pledge of ‘ no 
tests for teachers ’ : if any teacher supposes that under this 
Bill there will bo a free current promotion from all the various 
kinds of schools under the authority, I fear he is doomed to 
disappointment.”  Mr. Headlam’s view is that “ religious 
tests will continue in the State schools, as they must con
tinue while tho State continues to tako any cognisance of 
religious instruction at all.” Wo have expressed this view 
constantly.

Like a good priest of the Church of England, which ho 
holds is not Protestant but Catholic (though not Iloman 
Catholic), Mr. Headlam advocates Secular Education on 
religious grounds as well as on grounds of just citizenship. 
Secular Education, ho argues, is sacred in its way, and the 
time allotted to it should not bo filched for other purposes ; 
but also “ religious education is so sacred and vital from tho 
Church point of view that tho Church has a right to demand 
that a travesty of it shall not be given in tho State’s name. 
For the State to pretend to teach the principles of tho 
Christian religion—or of any other religion—is nothing less 
than an impertinent presumption.”

Mr. Headlam finally pleads that tho Bible should not be 
turned out of the State schools. Ho does not see why “ a 
good edition ” of it should not be “  placed in tho school 
library,” and elegant extracts from it be used “  in tho 
ordinary course of secular instruction.” But why tho Bible 
only ? Is not Mr. Headlam unconsciously prejudiced here ? 
And what is a “ good edition ” of the Bible ? Does he mean 
the Catholic Bible, the Protestant Bible, or the Jewish 
Bible ?—for they are all different. Really the question is 
not as simple as Mr. Headlam seems to think it. And ho 
also quite overlooks the fact that the teachers, being mostly 
Christians and Bible-worshipers, would hardly deal with the 
Bible as “ great literature,” but would necessarily tend to 
deal with it from a religious standpoint. How could they 
help themselves ? The more honest they wero tho worse 
would be the trouble.

This point of criticism, however, docs not detract from 
the value of Mr. Headlam’s pamphlet, which wo heartily 
welcome, and hope to see extensively circulated.

National Secular Society’s Annual 
Conference.

The National Secular Society’s Annual Conference was held 
on Sunday (Whit-Sunday) at Birmingham in the small Lecture 
Theatre of the Midland Institute. The weather was suddenly 
fine, which is always a very welcome fact in the capital of the 
Midlands.

The following Branches were represented by the following 
delegates:— Bradford., W. Kay; Bethnal Breen, C. Cohen , 
Birmingham, R. G. Fathers, C. J. Whitwell; Coventry, A- G. 
Lye, J. Shaw; Camberwell, F. A. Davies, F. Cottrell; kins- 
bury, T. Tburlow ; Hetton-le-Hole, R. Chapman ; Hudders
field, T. Ollerenshaw ; Kingsland, W. Davey; Liverpool, 
Midler, G. Roleffs ; Manchester, Charles Pegg, Mrs. PegS1 
North London, S. Samuels; Ncwcastle-on-Tyne, J. Fotber- 
gill; South Shield), J. T. Horsman ; Stockton-on-Tees, • 
Thwaites; Mountain Ash, G. Garrett, T. Bennett; Vfet 
Stanley, Hall Nicholson ; West Ham, Dr. Nichols, Henry 
Spence ; Wigan, E. Eastham, W. Maloney. .

General regret was expressed that there was no delegat 
from any part of Scotland. The presence of Mr. G. Scot , 
of Glasgow, for instance, would have been very welcoi®®’ 
and might have given an added touch of variety to t 
evening public meeting. ,

In addition to the Branch delegates there wero sever® 
visitors from distant parts ; including Mr. Richard Johnso 
(Manchester), Mr. and Mrs. Bonvonni (Lotterson), Mr. • 
CJarke (King’s Norton), Mr. J. H. Ridgway, Mr. A. de Gar1® 
(London), Mr. N. Levy (Edinburgh), Mr. G. F. II. McClus a 
(Plymouth), Mr. John T. Lloyd (London), Mr. C. Co 
(London), Miss E. M. Yance (General Secretary), and 
G. W. Foote (President). ., j

The chair was taken punctually at 10.30, tho Tresi ®  ̂
tapping the tablo with the historic hammer that bad e 
wielded before him by Carlile, Watson, and Bradlaugh. 
a few introductory words he hoped that profound h arB ii 
would reign at the Conference in spite of inevitable di 
ences of opinion. . ,.g

After the delegates’ roll had been called and the in),nU)r0. 
of tho previous Conference taken as read, tho President P ^ 
ceeded to read the Annual Report, which wo are ab ® 
print in full. It will probably bo of great interest to W 
of our readers, and of some interest to all.

A nnual R epokt. _ ,
The past year has not been one of groat and strj ® 

events, but the Society’s work has been carried on Wi 
reasonable measure of success. . r̂eSt

New Branches have been formed at Woolwich, 
Stanley, Merthyr Valo, Warrington, IIctton-le-Hol®i 
Nelson, Falkirk, Paisley, and North London. ectie0

Two of these new Branches were formed in conn ^ 
with propagandist efforts by the South Shields Brano. ’ 
some financial assistance from tho Secular Society,
Two wero formed in connection with district Pr®P°.7 
carried out by the Glasgow Brauch. Tho last a j.ures, 
formed in connection with a special course of leCjja]l; 
financed by tho Secular Society, Limited, at Stanley ^ ju 
and it cannot be doubted that similar efforts would r® 
establishing now Branches in many other parts of t 
area of London. Vialan®®'

Grants have been mado to some Branches, as per b ^ 0]J 
sheet, which will also show that tho Executive has n 
able to act very generously in this direction. vy tb®

Much propagandist work has been done in London g^,a]ar 
Society’s officers under tho financial auspices of tho , at 
Society, Limited. Many lectures liavo been organ • ^er0 
Queen’s Hall and Stanley Hall. Similar lecture- was 
organised in tho fine Town Hall at Stratford, ugual
filled with large and enthusiastic audiences. ‘ ¿lies® 
the press boycott was exercised against nearly irrotted 5 
meetings. From one point of view this is to be r o ^  0f 
from another point of viow it has a certain c ^ ^ ¡u gs 
consolation; for if the press doos not mako our ôas*3 
tho press cannot unmako them—and a cause win® boyCotti 
of largo audiences, in spito of a systematic press ^ eQ\,e& 
must have an independent force and bo vitally c 
with the natural movement of evolution. . at tb®

This fact should bo borno in mind in ' 1Ij°J)1caStir0 
Society’s balance-sheet. Money was never the r®a , ¡arg® 
of our work. Whether the year’s income is relati^.^ is a 

r small tho work goes on all tho same; t°r 0f tb® 
voluntary ” Society in the fullest and best sc® g xecU- 

words. And it should bo remembered, too, that  ̂c0ilcctiv° 
tive’s balance-sheet only covers tho cost of certair are Vet. 
efforts. All the Branches throughout the c0VUiiaving tb®1* 
fectly autonomous, doing their own work and ‘ .j^Uontr® 
own balance-sheets. When they act in common
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l,P),CCutlVe £s ^lero undertake what is requisite on their 
fin a • 4 n££ sBould further be remembered that the
gxanci,. s^ e °f the movement of which the N. S. S. Central 

eeutive is one manifestation is very largely represented at 
sam611'  -^le Secular Society, Limited, which appeals to the 
... ,e PuWio and taps (in a more effective way) the same 

at urn of resources.
Tin'61' i 8 Glasgow Branch is the most flourishing of all. 
^  is is largely owing to the energy and ability of its con- 

°tors, and partly to a very exceptional good-fortune in the 
a ter of financial support, such as no other Branch has 

had̂  en ôye \̂ Curing the past year the Glasgow Branch has 
and ,overtl°wing meetings, with a great sale of literature, 
rou v a*s.° oarrie(t the torch of Freethought into the sur- 

* ,ln§ district with considerable success. In connection 
jj 1 ho South Shields and Newcastle Branches there has 
side1,a ®ra,t%ing propaganda of Freethought on the Tyne- 
exte’ ^ p5°PaSanda which could be vastly and profitably 
nG  ̂jt the sinews of war wTere more abundant. In con- 
COu ‘° V ith the Manchester Branch, which it is to be wished 
bid .f a moro efficient organisation—although the 
the Praise must be given to those who are carrying on 
tK, ' 7 k  it may be mentioned that your President has 
and G iec ûred in the Secular Hall this winter to the largest 
for laos  ̂enthusiastic audiences that have assembled there 
"ith ^ ^  years. The Birmingham Branch has held its own 
jj . 8reat gallantry in the fact* of tremendous difficulties, 
and 1D̂  £or years been excluded (first by the School Board, 
fro afterwards by the Council's Education Committee) 
■whi 1 U.so o£ any public schoolroom—an exclusion 
iufl t̂ -,aBPiies to no other society in the city, and is 
C t v .  ? thiS on grounds of pure and perfect
aa°d * ? „  ^av*ng suffered in this way for many years, 
"’ho I liftinS its head in defiance of the enemies 
ject â,cu'ate_d on its early decease, the Branch is now seb- 
tUt e , . insulting condition that it must not sell litera- 

at1‘s annual meeting in the Town Hall; which is, once 
tain») a condition that applies to no other society in Bir- 
alot§ • » so that it is the Secularists, and the Secularists 
8>ble 1 • are &ttaoked in this manner, and as far as pos-
b3 tlePrived of the common rights of citizenship. It must 
li{er ,mi^®d, of course, that the prohibition of the sale of 
hVl) is not in terms absolute. But this is one of the 
absolut1CleS s**iua^011, The prohibition is in effect
"surf »" ^ number of publications are catalogued, and 
“ such » P lications are ordered not to bo sold ; and the 
hoed 13 80 comPr°hensive that no room is left for any 
(."tast^ Of movement,, even if it wni-n nilvioahlA in t.liABn p.ir.
^ay vie ^

movement, oven if it were advisable in these cir- 
The Prohibited Index of Birmingham—which

^Hern1 n'V1̂  o£ Borne—includes Paine’s Age o f lleason 
thin]- ° 8 lectures, Mr. Foote’s Bible liomances, the Free 
and m  a c°urso !), and oven Mr. Itobert Blatchford’s God 
accoi,  ̂ Neighbor. And this Prohibited Index, with the 
not b'PanJiug instruction that 11 such ” publications must 
liferat? S°* ’̂ *caHy makes a clean sweep of all Secular 
Use ti'lr0~ as was n° doubt intended to do. “ Such,” to 
uuderst° vvord, is the way in which liberty is
Mecca f '.n i'bo city which used to bo callod the 
o£ Ennkii. L|beralism, and was onco a living centre 
a°cted vr freedom. With this city there are con- 
Lisbon r  ^oscpB ChamberlaiD, Sir Oliver Lodge, and 
tli0 up ore- Thcso distinguished persons may think that 
theit afCf  ̂.o£ a handful of unpopular citizens is beneath 
But wl ¿n£aon—and wo will not argue the matter with them, 
of Non of tlle Bov. Dr. Jowett and the other shining lights 
othor hC°i“ f0r£nity ? What of tho Labor Church ? What of 
»t ,._D°mcs that are so fond of tho last lines of the refrainof ■„ «T> i __ _______ __________ _____
freedom Britannia" ? Will none of them say a word for 
attadtGi ' ! hen !t >8 attacked? Must they wait until it is 
peril ? n ir°ugU them beforo they understand that it is in 
When it ■ they see that freedom only needs dcfenco
by its p^^^aiiod. that tho point of attack is always chosen
£bat Af011!601’03’ and that tho onlv clioico its friends have is
ul " ot stand'"" *--- -•* ■ ■ “ ■ *)-- ’ --------*
'IfXtrcr
Be tho

its extromH1?8 ^  ° r n0t BtanlJin8 By B> tho hour of
, tho warm^ p a th  an,swor to these questions what it may, tl: 

put to tl  ̂pf- . wBolo of tho National Secular Society goes 
it floes « °  'Tlrm'ngBam Branch in its time of trial; and with 
f°r that t° - B0 £pat by energy and courage and patience— 
^iuinph 00 w.uecessary—tho Birmingham Branch will yet 
£Br°u»| ,°,vor Bs cowardly enemies, who arc only dangerous 

■£'urnir1,,1<t acc.‘c£enii o£ their numerical superiority.
£acle. q'[’ “ Liverpool we are confronted by a sadder spec- 
Welvo 10 Branch there was in a very flourishing condition 
bold there U” 1S a^°’ ^10 ®oc£ci)y’H last Annual Conference was 
Ball bund' ^10 evening public meeting in tho l ’icton
doors. Tir°n  ° f pcoPl0 Bad to bo turned away from tho 
Prosper “  Branch should havo gone on prospering and to 
listed a i11*'.’ a£a3' tbo elements of disruption already 
^ore a{i u , ln a few mouths contemptible personalities 
,Qdcc(]i °d to blight tho splendid prospect. There is, 

’ certain sinister clement in tho troublo which

strongly inclines your President to believe that a well- 
devised plan io break up the Liverpool Branch was really 
engineered from outside. The enemies of Freethought are 
many and unscrupulous, and this would not be the first time 
that Jesuitical tactics had triumphed through the weakness 
of unsuspecting victims.

Every effort was made by your President to avert a 
catastrophe. He pleaded privately with those who were 
bent on action that could only result in miserable mischief, 
whether they recognised it or not. They had called a 
members’ meeting, with a view to bringing matters to a 
climax ; and your President knew that if the meeting were 
held, at least as intended, it would be impossible to restore 
peace and harmony. He was himself due to lecture at 
Liverpool a wTeek later ; accordingly he begged those who 
were moving precipitately to wait for that week until he 
could come and see all the members face to face, and talk 
over their difficulties with them, and endeavor to find an 
honorable solution. In particular he appealed to Mr. H. 
Percy Ward, the Branch’s resident lecturer and organising 
secretary, whose very offico should have prevented him from 
being drawn into a partisan quarrel. He appealed also to Mr. 
Ross, who was actually the Branch president, and to Mr. 
Hammond, who had been president, and was Chairman of 
the Board of Directors of the Hall Company, which had 
been formed to secure the use of the Alexandra Hall to the 
Branch. These gentlemen professed great readiness to 
comply with the President’s wishes, but tho one thing he 
asked them to do—namely, to wait seven days—they left 
undone. They held the fatal meeting. Probably they 
thought they could carry it with them. In this, however, 
they were deceived. They were very badly beaten ; the 
voting being three to one against them. Once more your 
President tried to bring about a better understanding. During 
his visit to Liverpool he had an interview with both sides of 
tho quarrel. He could not help seeing that on both sides 
there were faults of temper and policy. He therefore made a 
proposal that both sides should leave all the matters in dis
pute to the adjudication of himself as President, or to that of 
the Central Executive. The Branch side—for so the great 
majority must be called—accepted this proposal; the other 
side declined it. Subsequent events showed that their policy 
of disruption was cut and dried, and that they were not 
treating the President sincerely in their correspondence with 
him.

Had tho malcontents gone out of tho Branch, and carried 
on Freethought work separately, and without hostility, 
their conduct would havo been regrettable, but it would not 
havo been dishonorable. Tho courso they took was different. 
Behind tho Branch’s back they secured the tenancy of the 
Alexandra Hall. A new agreement for a fresh tenancy had 
been signed by Dr. Niven, as treasurer, on behalf of the 
Branch. This now agreement contained an innocent clause, 
which was oxplainod to bo only formal, making tho tenancy 
terminable on either side by a month’s notice. Almost 
beforo tho ink of Dr. Niven’s signature was dry tho Branch 
was served with a month’s notice to quit. Mr. Ross, Mr. 
Hammond, and Mr. Ward had already secured (through tho 
agency of Mr. Hammond himself as Chairman of the Hall 
Company) a lease of tho Alexandra Hall for 1906. They got 
out handbills of their prospective meetings there in January, 
and distributed them to tho Branch audiences during 
December. And all the timo Mr. Ross was technically tho 
Branch president, and Mr. Ward was technically tho resi
dent lecturer and organising secretary. And both Mr. Ross 
and Mr. Hammond were vice-presidents of the National 
Secular Society.

There is no need to characterise such tactics. Every 
sensible person may bo left to form his own judgment of 
them. And this report must pass on to tho rest of the story.

Your President, acting, of course, in concurrence with tho 
Executive, had no alternative but to stand by a Branch of 
tho Society when it was thus attacked. Ho promised tho 
Branch his utmost support. With this assurance another 
hall was taken—tho Milton Hall, in Daulby-street—and 
arrangements mado for regular Sunday meetings. Largely 
owing to tho generous financial assistance of Mr. F. Bonte, 
an almost continuous supply of special lecturers was pro
vided. Mr. Cohen and Mr. Lloyd each occupied the platform 
for four Sundays, with steadily increasing audiences. 
Finally, tho winter season was wound up with a Sunday 
evening lecture by your President in the big Picton Hall. 
This meeting was a crowded one, besides being very enthu
siastic; and tho lccturo attracted attention in tho local 
press.

Unfortunately, this is not quite tho end of tho story. 
What follows is not very important in one sense; in another 
senso it is of importance to every Branch of the Society.

Tho Liverpool Braucli had a small banking account. 
Cheques had to be signed by Messrs. Schwoizer, Ross, and 
Hammond. In order to pay the rent duo to tho Hall 
Company a cheque was drawn for the balance at tho bank—
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between four and five pounds. Messrs. Ross and Hammond 
refused to sign it. The Hali Company (Mr. Hammond being 
chairman) then sued Dr. Niven for the rent. Dr. Niven was 
a comparatively new member of the Branch, and the very 
men who were sueing him had induced him to accept the 
treasurership. Naturally he resented sueli treatment. He 
defended the case in the County Court. The judge heard 
him sympathetically. He took the view that Dr. Niven’s 
signature to the tenancy agreement was an accidental 
technicality. The persons really responsible for the rent 
were all the members of the Committee who were present 
when he signed it. They would have to become co-defen
dants in the action. Accordingly the case was adjourned 
for their attendance. The final hearing was on May 8. 
Messrs. Hammond and Ross, with a friend of theirs who 
shall bo nameless in this report, had then to stand as co
defendants beside Dr. Niven, and judgment was given 
against all of them. Which is one of those bits of comedy 
that nature so often mixes up with her tragedies.

The moral of this is that money should never be so locked 
up in a bank; or, if it must be locked up, that precautions 
should be taken against the obstinacy of persons who con
tract a belief that such a merely technical trusteeship 
endows them with separate and independent rights, entirely 
apart from the rights of those for whom they are acting.

To conclude this matter, while it is certain that the 
Liverpool trouble has done, and for some time will do, injury 
to the Freethought cause in that city, there is reasonable 
hope that the Branch will yet triumph over all its difficulties. 
What support the President and Executive can give it will 
be forthcoming, and it is to be hoped that Liverpool may 
liavo some very different paragraphs in your Society’s next 
Annual Report.

A more pleasant matter inviting attention is the Inter
national Freethought Congress which was held in September 
at Paris. Although inferior in numbers, and necessarily in 
historic glamor, to the ever-memorable Congress at Rome, 
it was nevertheless a very striking demonstration of the 
forces of International Freethought; and the great attention 
given to it by the Paris press was in marked contrast to the 
attention that would be given to such a gathering in London. 
Perhaps the most important feature of the Congress was the 
reception at the Hotel de Ville. The Municipality of Paris, 
through the mouth of its President, welcomed the Inter
national Freethought Congress, not simply as a body of 
visitors to their fascinating city, but definitely and decisively 
as representing the Freethought which is the radical con
dition of all human progress. Tho President spoke as a 
Freethinker to Freethinkers, and in tho name of Freethinkers. 
It was this fact which gave the reception its profound signi
ficance ; and this fact alone was worth all the trouble and 
oxpense of tho Congress ; for it was a demonstration to tho 
world of tho power of Freothought in tho central city of 
modern democracy.

On the purely practical side the Paris Congress was no 
improvement on that of Romo. Business arrangements, at 
any rate from the English point of view, wero seriously 
lacking. For reasons fully and carefully given at the timo, 
and unnecessary to bo repeated now, your Society’s dele
gates lodged a written protest with tho General Secre
tary, and withdrew from responsible co-opcration in 
tho business. They wero strongly desired to reconsider 
this decision, but they felt that they could not do so 
without robbing their protest of all effect; and the object of 
it was not to ventilate a personal grievance, but to secure 
better arrangements at future Congresses. This will cer
tainly be the result, for it was soon apparent that German, 
Dutch, and other representatives, sympathised with the 
“ practical protest” of tho British delegates when they 
knew it was made. M. Furnemont, tho General Secretary, 
has promised to give his personal attention to the matter, 
and to see that tho next Congress held in Europo shall bo, 
as far as possible, of a more business-like character.

In connection with tho Paris Congress tliero is an item in 
tho balance-sheet which may requiro a word of explanation. 
The debit and credit amounts are precisely the same because 
your President had to send out a private circular to obtain 
the balance of funds necessary to cover the expenses, and 
what remained over went, with tho knowledge and consent 
of the subscribers, to another Fund.

In September next another International Freethought 
CoDgress is to be held in South America. Your Society 
cannot send delegates so far, but it may bo officially, if 
indirectly, represented by an able and distinguished South 
American Freethinker ; and this will only involve a moderato 
contribution to the Congress expenses.

During the late general election several Freethinkers were 
returned to the House of Commons ; some of them known 
to be such openly, and others only privately. One of the 
fjrrncr class was connected with this Society in Bradlaugh’s 
time and for some timo afterwards. This Conference has 
nothing to do with politics, but since so many members of

parliament have been making a parade of their religion3 
opinions it may not bo out of place to express satisfactio 
that the member for the Tyneside division of Northumber
land sits amongst them—if he is not precisely of them- 
Without being in the least concerned with Mr. J- " ‘ 
Robertson as a politician, your Executive could not be p 
feeling that his presence in parliament raised a fresh bop 
that steps might to be taken once more for the repeal of t 1 
Blasphemy Laws. Mr. Robertson himself admits, in 
valuable new edition of his History o f Freethought that t 
President of the National Secular Society devised a sue 
cessful plan for defeating the financial evils of the Blasphemy 
Laws. But prosecution and imprisonment are still possi 
under them, and it would perfect our safety if they vvê  
absolutely abolished. Accordingly your Executive wrote 
Mr. Robertson, hoping that he would be able to see b is 'W  
to take up Bradlaugh’s old Bill for the Repeal of the Bla 
phemy Laws. His reply was entirely satisfactory. " ' 
Robertson said that ho would do whatever he could, eitb 
by the Bill or by resolution, as appeared to be feasible- 
is known that the opportunity of private members is n 
very limited, but if anything can be done Mr. Robertson nj  ̂
be trusted to do i t ; and in this respect his presence in 
Houso of Commons is a distinct advantage to Frecthougb“’ 

While a certain legal outlawry exists against Freetboug 
there will always arise difficulties. During tho past Jc 
your Society was threatened with the loss of ¿£45, repre®0 f 
ing a legacy of ¿£50 to the Benevolent Fund from the wn 
the late Miss Elizabeth Warley, of Weston-Supcr-Ma^ 
The executor’s solicitors advised, for certain alleged reaso ’ 
that the legacy should not be paid ; but a careful Jo 
dictated by your President produced a change of view, a 
in due course the legacy was paid over, as may be seen 
the balance-sheet. . r

Another item in the balance-sheet is the Annual D1» ^  
held in London under the Executive’s auspices, and ^  
quently attended by provincial members who happen * j 
in London on business or pleasure. rrv,ia wna a big

-lit

This was a
successful gathering in every respect. eat

Your Executive was prepared to raise funds for a g ^
demonstration in London in favor of Secular Education, 
the Labor Party would not join in a general demonstra ’ 
although tho Social Democratic Federation and the Dob 
Trades Council was prepared to co-operate. In tho c>r 
stances, therefore, tho project was dropped. Your L-K ' oj 
tivo also resolved to issue a fresh manifesto in fav0 ,n_ 
Secular Education. But the practical bearings of tho P 
ciplo changed so from day to day that it was 
impossible to strike in with much effect. The man) ,g 
however, will be serviceable when tho Education t" 
disposed o f ; for tho war of the sects will continue, aU. 
principle of Secular Education may bo presented with n 
results when the public aro more sick than they are 
now at tho spectacle of the “ happy family ” of faith.

While referring to the Education Bill your Exec 
desires to record its protest against tho absurd idea 
tho vote on Mr. Maddison’s amendment proves tha ^  
policy of Secular Education has no moro friends n°woVer- 
it had in 1870. Behind tho Labor Party thoro is ‘̂l0 
whelming support on this question of more than a ® 
Trade Unionists against fivo thousand, as recorded 0{ 
Leicester Congress. Mr. Keir Hardio told tho H° • ^ a 
Commons that a referendum on tho question would 3 .¡0p. 
largo national majority in favor of Secular Î '<r,U?rcDc9> 
Owing to tho interested action of tho various Gin 
this question has nover had a proper chanco m 1 v(jen 
stituencies. But in spite of that fact, Mr. Philip | u0jred 
declares from personal knowledge that some tw oj1̂  ^ cyucuiu-ce» j.iuui pciBUUtu ivuu wiuu^t: tuicvu ouuiu - •- 
members would have supported Secular Education 1 0
could have voted by ballot. All but tho faithful sixty' 
sacrificed their convictions on tho altar of party loyalty1

ynnient’ 
N onconio^ptGovern»1

J.UUU (UU, iuudbu , uwu nu uw u nj^uuanta . .yj 0 ,1 ^
—Mr. John Morloy and Mr. John Burns—both of ^ fact 
often called “ Honest John” ; but it is a notewor ^ at0 
that neither of them has opened his lips during the ^ uSt 
on the Education Bill. Tho Nonconformist victory ^ ety

In other words, they wero afraid to offend tho Governm-^ 
which consists so largely of professed Noncoufor nt 
There are, indeed, two known Agnostics in tho Govcr»^ are

i vie0'

the Education Bill. Tho Nonconformist victory  ̂
not be spoiled. That is the price exacted from 
member of tho Liberal Government. . .j.s vn^

During tho past year your Society has lost tw6 ox 1 , urch 
presidents by death. Mr. W'illiam Pratt, of Chris ^ cJJ 0p 
New Zealand, a rcmarkablo man in many ways, ha ]ylr. 
tho vico-prcsidents’ list for moro than twenty yca 'g8io»' 
W. C. Middleton, of North Shields, was a recent ^ ¡ p l i 01' 
Mr. Middleton was a modest but very earnest l’ 100 Fr00’
His memory went back to tho old fighting days w ^  , aud 
thought advocacy was more dangerous than it is u to 
in those days his hospitable house was always 
Freethought lecturers. , (jPiarle?

The death of Mr. George Jacob Holyoakc and i ' uect0il 
Watts occurred early in 1906. They were not then
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with this Society, but each had been connected with it more 
than once in former years, and the younger for many years 
together. Mr. Holyoake was a veteran of very great age. 
His vital work in the world had long been done. His death 
is a personal bereavement to his relatives and friends, but 
Dot in the circumstances a special loss to Freethought. 
Your Executive placed on record its recognition of Mr, 
lolyoako’s great service to the movement when he dared 

a&d suffered imprisonment for it. Mr. Charles Watts was 
odo who had popular platform gifts, which enabled him to 
advocate Freethought successfully in America as well as in 
Great Britain.

It is witli unqualified pleasure that we may turn to the 
•inal stages of a matter that was dealt with at length in 
*ast year’s report. The exposure and refutation of the Rev. 
Hr- Torroy’s libels on Thomas Paino and Colonel Ingersoll 
was treated with the usual conspiracy of silence on the part 
°‘ the general press. The religious newspapers never 
nttered a word of protest against Dr. Torrey’s policy of 
defamation. But one honest Christian appeared in the 
Person of Mr. W. T. Stead. Dr. Torrey was invited by that 
gentleman to substantiate his charges against those two 
great Freethinkers. Ho hesitated, shuffled, and prevan- 
dated. The spectacle was disgusting. Dr. Torrey left 
fi'.egland discredited, and his return is extremely doubtful. 
»Hence was still maintained by the religious press, but the 
i n 8. c°ffld not be concealed, and it is the facts that al.sajs 
‘ell in the long run. But the point is not Dr. Torrey s 
scoundrelism ; it is Mr. Stead’s noble courago and generosity, 

is not to be supposed that ho wants any other reward than 
le consciousness of having done his duty when others 
eglected theirs; this, how ever, should not prevent F rec- 
■nnkers from tendering him tlicir warmest thanks, not in the 

fiatne of partisanship, but in the name of truth and humauity.
H is customary to close this report with a glanco at the 

cuter world. Perhaps at this moment Mr. Joseph Symes, 
c for so many years has fought such a gallant battle at 

i J iV iio , is on his way back to his nntivo laud, which he 
‘ctt in 1883. When ho arrives ho will meet the heartiest 

come from his old friends, and from many new ones who 
*lavc heard of his struggles. In America the Freethought 
*.ausc makes considerable headway by the policy of permea- 
, °Hi but it docs not acquire a stronger organisation. Mr. 
•‘aiigasarian, tlio author of the admirablo New Catechism, 
a ivers Freethought lectures at Chicago to some 2,500 

icoplo every Suuday during the winter. Now papers are 
RiMpP’cg up in various directions. Tlio votoran Truthseeker 

fi'es its fiag proudly at New York. Secular Thought 
,•_* ‘‘olds its own at Toronto. Coming back to Europe, itls gOodT” uyvu “ i* J-oronio. V/omiug uueu nu u u iv^ , 
of fiis co° fiC0.^lc greaf Haeckel laughing at the silly stories 
aonglit t U\urm?n 1° Christianity, with which Jesuitism has 
UP by tl,° ^Cce'vo Hie world, and which were naturally taken 
'Ve ..... ^ unspeakable Dr. Torroy. But it is to France th
ĉtiarar*' turn to behold tho most inspiriting scones. The 

carrie] l0n IJaw’ divorcing Church and State, has been 
election aU<- l̂a3 k°cn strongly ratified in tho recent general
Secularnr> I*as simply crushed tho opponents of the
happii ieP"blic. And the good understanding which now 
Cettaiifl eX*s*s between Franco and Great Britain will 
Freon,  ̂“ °t hinder, and may possibly help, tho progress of 
cap Ijo° ■ it *a this country. For if Freethinkers in France 
Peace Wlf°  statcsmen, good citizens, friends of freedom and 
the , warriors only against tho evils of human society, 
Ciefiitel C-ns*ons °f Christianity must tend to become dis- 
Which R 111 °ther countries, and especially in tho country 
bberaf IQS destined to stand by her sido in tho war of tho 

g °n °f humanity. ------
Report0 'Potions being asked and answered, tho Annual 
by the ? as ad°ptcd, and also tho Financial Report introduced 

Tho „ocr.etary (Miss Vance).
G. ty, E0 t business was the election of President. Mr. 
waii ' 10of° was the only nomination. While the matter 
Cohen 6q ^‘8CU8sion ho vacated tho chair in favor of Mr. C. 
and y,'0 , QY°ral delegates having supported tho nomination, 
°Wn, MrC]la'rinau having added some graceful words of his 
°CcuPan'J'00*'0 was unanimously re-elected, and resumed his 
*cdgiu<> ° / ^be chair amidst warm applause. In acknow- 
Serycd t l10 l0nor he ventured to say that ho had at least 
°Qtsido w <jause with an undivided love. Ho had declined 
bailors l or <’ however profitable ; ho had sought no outside 
t° P’reof),OWe,ver tempting ; ho had given his life absolutely 
afid to liv had lived for it, ho hoped to dio in it, 
10 bad tr'° 0̂r a httlo when ho was dead. In tho past 

the futUr lc., Go liis duty ; ho would try to do tho sarno in 
Ranted a° i t  remained to him ; whenever tho movement 
bis ardu0UJ *0un<̂  another President ho would retire from 
; reaidentUH w‘*’h perhaps a senso of relief; and tho now 
‘ban hims(df0U d liav° no moro loyal frionc* antl 8UPPorl;cr
tbe discuCS'-tlent's rcmarhs being cheered by tho Conference, 
ieP°rt of u 10U ^h° Agenda was proceeded with, and a 

0 proceedings will appear in our next issue.

We must, however, pay attention this week to the evening 
public meeting in the grand old Town Hall. From 6 to 7 
o’clock the Town Organist discoursed beautiful music from 
the noble organ. When the President and his principal col
leagues appeared on the platform there was a great outburst 
of cheering from the large audience, which was sympathetic 
and enthusiastic from beginning to end. After a few intro
ductory words as chairman the President introduced Mr. 
Cohen, who spoke with power and eloquence for twenty 
minutes. Then came the pious part of the proceedings— 
the collection. The next speaker was Mr. F. A. Davies, 
whose delightful little speech was highly relished and pro
vocative of much laughter. Mr. John Lloyd followed. He 
was in his best vein, and stirred the meeting up fiuely, 
resuming his seat amidst a storm of cheors. Mr. Foote then 
took the meeting in hand and wound up what the audience 
evidently regarded as a feast of oratory. Altogether the 
Town Hall meeting was a splendid crown to the day’s work. 
Some of the bigots who persecute Secularism in Birmingham 
should have seen it. They would have felt annoyed, perhaps, 
but it would have dono them good in the end.

Mr. Philip Snowden, M.P., writing in the Leeds and York
shire Mercury, under the heading of “ The Curse of Party,” 
gives an interesting account of tho last night’s discussion 
and division on the Secular Education amendment to Mr. 
Birrell’s Bill. He says that members were amazed at Mr. 
Birrell’s speech. Tho right honorable gentleman not only 
defended the teaching of religion in the schools, but declared 
that “ he was in favor personally of making the teaching of 
‘ fundamental Christianity ’ compulsory for all children.” 
But a more important statement—which bears out what we 
said last week in our leading article—is contained in tho 
following passage:—

“  I knew before I came to this House how strong is the 
power of tbe party Whip. But I never dreamt that every 
principle and every opinion, and every idea of right and wrong 
were to be so completely surrendered to party interests as is 
actually tho case. If a vote by ballot could have been takm 
on this question, tho supporters of the secular amendment 
would have been four times as numerous. There is no secret 
about all this. Members freely and openly confess and 
deplore that they are voting against their convictions because 
the Government insist upon their doing so. Some less 
courageous and honest make excuses to justify the inconsis
tency of their votes and their former declarations.”

Tho voto against Secular Education was a fraudulent vote. 
Some hundred and fifty members voted agaiust their con
victions. This is consolatory in ono sense. It proves that 
tho Secular Education policy has made progress. In another 
sense it is humiliating—and vote" by ballot seems almost 
necessary in tho House of Commons.

Philosophy can add to our happiness in no other manner 
but by diminishing our misery.— Goldsmith.

No power of genius has over yet had tho smallest success 
iu explaining existence. Tho perfect enigma remains.—
Emerson.

“ Mors ” means death, and delaying ; and “ vita ” means 
life, and growing : and try always, not to mortify yourselves, 
but to vivify yourselves.—liuskin.

Obituary.

Anothkr veteran of tho Freethought ranks has passed 
over to 11 tho majority.” Mr. E. J. Birch died on May 24, 
after a protracted illness. Ho was a constant attendant at 
Milton Hall iu tho old days, and also at tho Ilall of Science, 
Always a staunch advocate for his principles, he was greatly 
respected by all in tho neighborhood of Kentish Town, where 
he lived. Ho was buried at Highgatc on Tuesday, May 29, 
tho funeral address being given by Mr. W. J. Ramsoy to a 
very large assembly of friends and relatives.—J.

It is with tho most sincere regret that I have to iutimato tho 
death of Mrs. James Wilson, second daughter of Mrs. 
Turnbull, who died iu tho Western Infirmary after under- 
going an operation. Mrs. Wilson was a woman of gentlo and 
beautiful character, unobtrusive yot constantly useful, mild 
in speech yet inflexible iu her loyalty to Freethought; 
although weakened by illness she boro suffering with forti
tude and faced death with absolute fearlessness. Her 
familiar and gcntlo presence will long bo missed by tho 
members of the Glasgow Secular Society, whose whole
hearted sympathies go out to her husband and child and 
also to her mother, Mrs. Turnbull, a woman of sterling 
worth on whom affliction has lately laid a heavy hand.—T.R.
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S Ü N D Ä Y  LECTU RE NOTICES, etc.

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

LONDON.
Outdoor.

B ethnal Gref.n B ranch N. S. S. (Victoria Park, near the 
Fountain): 3.15 and 6.15, C. Cohen.

C amberwell B ranch N. S. S. : Itushcroft-road, Brixton, 11.30, 
F. A. Davies ; Brockwell Park, 3.15 and 6, F. A. Davies.

Claphim Common : 3, A. D. Howell-Smith, B.A., “  The Bible : 
Its Origin and Nature.”

N orth L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Parliament Hill, Hampstead): 
3.30, J. Kowney, “  The Sermon on the Mount.”

W est H am B ranch N. S. S. (The Grove, Stratford): 7, J. W. 
Marshall, a Lecture.

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, 
C. R. Niven, M.B., C.M., “ Physical Degeneration and the 
Slums : the Neo-Darwinian Mighty Promise.”

Outdoor.
W igan B ranch N. S. S. (Market Square): Tuesday, June 12, at 

7.45, H. Percy Ward, “ Christianity and Slavery.”

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

IS, I BELIEVE,

THE BEST BOOK
ON THIS SUBJECT.

Superfine Large-paper Edition, 176 page», uith Portrait and Auto
graph, bound in cloth, gilt-lettered, poit free Is. a copy.

THE BOOK OF GOD
IN THE LIGHT OF THE HIGHER CRITICISM. 

By G. W. FOOTE.

“  I have read with great pleasure yom Booh of Qod. You ba 
shown with perfect clearness the absurdity of Dean Farrar 
position I congratulate you on your book. It will do great goo • 
because it is filled with the best of sense expressed with force a 
beauty.” —Colonel I ngersoll.

“ A volume we strongly recommend.......Ought to be in 1
hands of every earnest and sincere inquirer.” —Reynolds'» Aelc
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.WHAT IS RELIGION?

An Address delivered before the American Free Rcligi°uS 
Association at Boston, June 2, 1899.

Price Twopence.

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

In order that it may have a largo circnlation, 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 Malthusian League, Dr. Drysdale, Dr. 
Allbutt, and others, have also spoken of it in very high terms. 

Orders should be sent to the author,
J. R. HOLMES, EAST HANNEY, WANTAGE.

Adam—N oah—Abraham—J acob—J oseph—J oseph’ s Brethren 
Moses — Aaron — Joshua — Jephthah—Samson—Samuel—Sa1' 
David—Solomon — Job — Elijali— Elisha — Jehu — Daniel ■ 
Prophets—Peter—Paul.

200 pages, Cloth, 2s. 6d.

INTERNATIONAL FREETH0UGHT CONGRESS-

A Photograph of the National Secular Society6 
Delegates taken beneath the Voltaire Statue 

in Paris, September, 1905.

Well Mounted for Framing, 15 by 20 ins.

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

Thwaites’ Celandine Lotion.
Cures inflammation In a few hours. Neglected or badly dootored 
oases. 3 or 4 days is sufficient time to enre any case. For sore 
and Inflamed Eyelids. Nothing to equal the Lotion for Dimness 
of Sight. Will remove Skin or Film that sometimes grows or 
the Eye. As the eye is one of the most sensitive organs of thr 
body, it needs the most careful treatment.

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

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

Books W anted for Office Purposes.
Prisoner for Blasphemy. Three Trials for Blasphemy.

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

Oracle of Reason. Any Vols.
PAMPHLETS.

What Was Christ ? Reply to J. S. Mill.
Atheism and Suicide. The God the Christians Swear By.

Any Pamphlets by Joseph Symes. Or old Debates.

State condition and Price—
T he S ecretary, N .S .S . ,

2 Newcastle-street, E.C.

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

or would take sole charge of one or two. Low inclusive terms.— 
T e a c h e r , Crasswali, Vowchurch, Hereford.

ONLY A LIMITED NUMBER OF C0PI%S’

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

From—
T h e  Se c r e t a r y , N.S.S., 2 N e w c a s t l e -ST., E-C-

BRITAIN’S BEST BICYCLE
worth. Special terms to Freethinkers, umi. - :re. 

makes supplied. Cycles built to order.—Apply, stating requ 
ments to F irth, Norris Hill, Heckmondwike, Yorks.

The Rudge-WbiJ-
Other Je**“

SECOND-HAND BOOKS.
Cope. Primary factors of Organic Evolution 
Stanley. The Nebular Theory 
Titcbener. Outlines of Psychology ...
Dryer. Life of Tycho Brahe. 12s. 0d.
Havelock Ellis. Man and Woman .............
Martineau. Seat of Authority in Religion. 10s. Gt 
Religious Systems of the World. 10s. Gd.
The Four Gospels as Historical Records. 15s.
Mankind, their Origin and Destiny. 31s. Gd.
Pinches. The Old Testament in the Light of Historical 

Records of Babylonia and Assyria ...
Bnyle. Historical Dictionary. 4 vols., large folio 
Lardner, Dr. Nathaniel. Complete Works. 5 vols.

•2

l11 in good condition and carriago paid, with the except' .  
!ayle and Lardner, whose bindings are rubbed and buyer l 
arriage.

W. M., 9 Ladysmith-terrace, Chesterfield.
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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—‘A NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 

Chairman of Board o f Directors—Mr. G. W. FOOTE. 
Secretary—E. M. YANCE (Miss).

'Society was formed in 18S8 to afford legal security to the 
Th\r°n and aPphcation of funds for Secular purposes.

Obi t ',Ieiuoraudum of Association seta forth that the Society’s 
ahord ,\ are :—To promote the principle that human conduct 
Bat nr 1 v.6 ?)aaê  upon natural knowledge, and not upon super- 
ead nt n !td’ an<3 that human welfare in this world is the proper 
To n 1 a bought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
Pletp rn°*,e un'versal Secular Education. To promote the com-
lawfn,B!uUlarisation of the state> etc., et0- And t0 do 8,11 suoh 
told thl.n88 aa aro conducive to such objects. Also to have, 
or be reoe’ve> and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
tbo TOeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of 

& ° v s.e? of ‘he Society.
shoolrl ila,t)ility of members is limited to £1, in case the Society 
Rabilit'ever be wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover 

jr„ 183—a most unlikely contingency.
,  “ »era pay an entrance fee of ton shillings, and a subsequent 

Tĥ  Sa ?̂cr'Pt'°n of five shillings.
]w„ 6 society has a considerable number of members, but a much 
gained nrilrter is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 

Dart- a.mon83*' those who read this announcement. All who join 
Ita , I0IPate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of 
ti0a 3onrces. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa
te  R • no meraber, aa such, shall derive any sort of profit from 
am, 0ciety- cither by way of dividend, Lonus, or interest, or in 
“I Way whatever.

direct S°ciety'a affairs aro managed by an elected Board of 
twelv °rS’ conaisfin8 of not less than five and not more than 

6 mcmbers, ono-third of whom retire (by ballot) oach year,

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

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

The Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Battcock 23 
Rood-lane, 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
“ 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 S3nd a private intimation to the Chairman, who will 
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This is not necessary, 
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or mislaid, and 
their contents have to be established by competent testimony.

Th e  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

C O N T E N T S :
Part I.— Bible Contradictions. Part II.— B ible  Absurdities. Part III.— Bible Atrocities.

ai>* —®ikle Immoralities, Indecencies, Obscenities, Broken Promises, and Unfulfilled Prophecies.
e above four useful parts, convenient for the pocket, may be had separately, F o u rpen ce  E ach , or the 

whole, bound in one volume, Is. 6d.; Best Edition, bound in cloth, 2s. 6d.
j, , 1 Tliia is a volume which wo strongly commend to all interested in the study of the Judaic-Christian Scriptures, 
jj 18 edited by G. W. Foote and W. P. Ball, and Published by the Freethought Publishing Company, 2 Newcastle-streot, 

tring,jon-street, Loudon, E.C., price Is. fid. Indeed, wo cannot conceive any Christian as having a faith worth 
_ gardiug unless lie has studied this romarkablo volume. Teachers in Sunday and elementary schools will find it of 
PQcial value as an aid to the exposition of the Christian religion from a thoughtful and critical standpoint. It is a 

a n d army °f facts and comparisons. Since 1888 it has been the standard volume of the subject with which it doals,
8 >ts popularity is emphasised by the fact that the public have demanded a new edition.”—Reynolds's Newspaper.

Under th e  Ban o f th e  London C ounty Council

u

T H E  P O P U L A R  E D I T I O N
(Revised and Enlarged)

OF

BIBLE ROMANCES”
BY

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

Newspaper says:—“ Mr. G. W. Foote, chairman of the Secular Society, is well known as a man of 
eniai>,1j na' ability. His Bible Romances have had a large sale in the original edition. A popular, revised, and 
ft- edition, at the price of fid., has now been published by the Pioneer Proas, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street t 1 - —  r ------ — — > —  ---------- r ---------------- - j  — --------------- ------------. ----------- — - - -  — «•«»,  ---------
of m , iJOndon, for the Secular Society. Thus, within the reach of almost everyone, tho ripest thought of the leaders 

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

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

S I X P E N C E - N E T
(Post Free, 8d)

lB E  WONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.
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The Publisher begs to announce that

A FIRST EDITION OF 250,000 COPIES

OF THE NEY/? LIVE JOURNAL,

*

JOHN BULL,

Edited by HORATIO BOTTOMLEY, M.P-

I S N O W  R E A D Y ,

P r i c e  O N E  P E N N Y .

JOHN BULL’S OPEN LETTER TO THE KING IS ALREADY THE TALK Of  

THE TRADE. IT WILL BECOME A CLASSIC.

ALL BOOKSTALLS AND NEWSAGENTS.

Offices: 1 8 6  F L E E T  S T R E E T ,  L O N D O N ,  E-C>

Printed and Published by T he F reethought P ublishing Co., Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, London


