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Man and Woman are equal in nothing, and unequal
in nothing, but complementary in everything.

— GARTH WILKINSON.

A Yarmouth Comedy.

Yarmouth has always had a shady political reputa-
tion. Once it was disfranchised for many years, and
the state of things since it resumed sending a member
t° parliament has apparently not much improved.
According to the last number of the Yarmouth Mcrciiry

is a patent fact that “a very large section of the
Rectors of the borough entertain an extremely low
standard of morality concerning elections. Anyone
~ho has ever taken part in a contest knows full well
that there are hundreds of electors who make no
eecret of the fact that they expect to be paid for their
v°tes.” Prom which it may bo inferred that Yar-
mouth is a Tory borough with an uncommonly pious
character. Religion is “all over the shop ” there.

This lamentable prevalence of bribery troubled the
bunds of some Yarmouth Freethinkers, who resolved
0 do what little they could to stem the tido™ of
corruption. Accordingly they issued the following
placard during the recent general election :—

“ BRINERY.

It is said that bribery is rampant here in Yarmouth.
If it bo so, who is to blame for such a Btato of affairs?
~hy, thoso who

Find the Money.
What then should the voter do? Well, ho should
Take the Bribe
or bribes offered to him, and then vote as ho pleases.
No ono will bo the wiser, for tho
Ballot is Secret.

If asked how ho has voted ho should reply 11'or y°u*
man.” The moral law (says Archdeacon Paloy) is that
a lie may bo told to him who 1has no right to

Know the Truth.’

This bill is issued by tho East Anglian Agnostic
Association.—J. W. dr Caux, Chairman."

authors of this placard were obviously serious
nonest. They neither meant to offer bribes nor
take them. They proceeded on thoso assump-

Pma: (1), that brlbe was an evil, (2) that it was
"e-mpant ' % @ that JIMm”loﬂa?atﬁ'*
8HR?31569 F fse wrﬂo 0

-...uiiuea, (0) that they Tq their con-
honor enough left to vote ST and that if they

smenc%s if it wer safe 0 do so, (0 ul(j die a

could bo mduce 0 SO bribery woul

hatural death by belng rendered uni in this
The reference  to Archdeacon paiey, in his

Afgnostlc placard is strictly accura e «L;es>”
ral Philosophy, has a special chapte A ich a

He specifies many common instan nOnerally that

falsehood may be told; and then a to whom
a falsehood may be told “When lio1 truth, or
you speak has no right to know results

properly, where little “or no inconveniency
frting tPe want of confidence in such c< i
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you tell a falsehood to a madman, for his own
advantage; to a robber, to conceal your property;
to an assassin, to defeat, or to divert him from, his
purpose.” A page further on Paiey states the
essence of his argument in the sentence that, “ It is
the wilful deceit that makes the lie.”

Those who have read the famous reply of Newman
to Kingsley will remember how the great Catholic
triumphantly showed him that Protestant moralists
had allowed occasions on which a man was not
bound to tell the truth. Christians, as well as Free-
thinkers, when they speak honestly, know that the
law of self-preservation justifies every man in de-
fending himself as he can against aggression. If a
man’s employer, for instance, or his landlord, wanted
to know how ho voted, and would have an answer—
so that no answer at all would necessarily be an
answer; such a man has a perfect right to protect
himself, his wife, and his family, by means of decep-
tion. It is the only weapon his aggressor has left
him, and to censure him for using it is a ridiculous
absurdity.

A person who has no right to know the truth may
be denied it. So said Paiey, and so by implication
said a very different man, the great Sir Walter Scott.
A man of more transparent sincerity never lived, yet
on being pointedly asked whether he was the author
of the Waverley novels ho pointedly denied it. The
novels were published anonymously, it was to bo
presumed that tho author had good reasons for con-
cealing his identity, the question put to Scott was
_thelrefore impertinent, and he dealt with it accord-
ingly.

Now let us go back to tho Yarmouth election.
Bribery went on, of course, as usual. It was bad
enough to justify an enquiry. The result was that
the Conservative member only retained his seat by
the skin of his teeth—and the favor of Mr. Justice
Grantham ; and two of the bribers, who were refused
a certificate of indemnity during the investigation,
were prosecuted, found guilty, and punished; John
George Baker being fined £100 and William Mori £20.
We understand that the fines have been paid ; and it
would not bo irrational to suppose that the where-
withal was found by those who found the money for
the bribery—for it is not pretended that Baker and
Mori were two indiscreet philanthropists.

And now the fun begins. Baker was defended by
Mr. Wild, and acting on that gentleman’s advice ho
pleaded guilty. All that could be done was to ur?e
something in mitigation of sentence. Mr. Wild
conceived the Gilbortian idea of representing poor
Baker as a “ misguided amateur ” at the business of
bribery.  And who misguided him? Why tho
authors of that Agnostic poster. They put the
notion into his weak head. Bribery had been going
on for any number of years, Yarmouth stank of it,
but the honest simplicity of John George Baker was
proof against everything but tho Mephistophelean
suggestion of that “ infidel ” placard.

Mr. Wild may bo forgiven for this romantic defence
of his interesting client. He is a lawyer, and says
whatever is necessary—for tho usual consideration.
Mr. Justice Lawrence waived the counsel’s argument
aside. “1 cannot suppose,” he Baid, addressing
Baker, “that you yourself were misled by that
highly ridiculous placard that was issued."” This
was sensible enough as between the judge and the
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prisoner and his connsel. But his lordship was not
satisfied with letting well alone. He went ont of
his way to express his opinion on a matter which
was not really before him, and to which he had
given very little critical attention. “ It was, in my
judgment,” he said, “a very wrong thing to issue
such a placard. Anything which tends to assist, as
that must have done, in producing corrupt practices,
is a very wrong thing, and the morality of this
Agnostic Association, whatever it is, is a morality
which | reprehend in the strongest possible way.
But as | have not got the Agnostic Association or
any of its members to deal with it is no good my
considering that in my sentence upon you.” Quite
so—and why did his lordship waste the time of the
court in that way? Certainly he was not dealing
with the members of the Agnostic Association.
Quite as certainly ho never will have to deal with
them. We repeat that they neither offered bribes
nor invited them. If his lordship had read their
placard with a candid mind, .and a modicum of
intelligence, he must have seen that their object was
not to encourage bribery but to frustrate it in the
most efficacious manner.

The Yarmouth Mercury was even less excusable
than Mr. Justice Lawrence. Our contemporary is
perfectly well aware that the politics of Yarmouth,
including the bribery, is “run” by professed Chris-
tians. Our contemporary is also perfectly well aware
that Mr. J. W. de Caux, who signed that Agnostic
Association placard as chairman, is an absolutely
incorruptible citizen, who has stedfastly refused to
countenance in any way the corruption that prevails
in Yarmouth, and has consequently stood aloof from
the present miserable competition for public places.
To speak of him, therefore, or his associates, as
“encouraging ” an ignorant class of men to commit
a criminal offence is sheer hypocrisy. The same may
be said of the cheap sneers at the Agnostics’““standard
6f morality,” and the equally cheap wonder that
Agnostics did not “ throw themselves on the side of
purity in olections.” They did throw themselves on
that side—and they failed; but that is because
Yarmouth is so full of people who are not Agnostics.

And now for a final word about Paley. Paley was
a Christian, he was an Archdeacon of the Church of
England, and his Moral Philosophy has been used as
a text-book in Christian universities. It was he
whom the Agnostic placard quoted as declaring that
a man who had no right to know the truth might be
told a falsehood. But the dear good Christians
ignore Paley altogether. They fasten the responsi-
bility of this doctrine, which so offends their sen-
sitive ethical instincts, entirely upon the East
Anglian Agnostic Association. They affect to believe
that this Association invented the detestable theory.
Really the comedy is exquisite. And perhaps it is
lucky that Freethinkers, with all their intellectual
seriousness, have the sense of humor to enjoy the
spectacle. The Christians were solemn when they
burnt “infidels ” alive; they are farcical in sug-
gesting that it is the “infidel” who tempts his
Christian neighbors from the strict path of virtue,
and that without him they would hardly know the
meaning of wickedness. Q w pOOTE

Dr. Horton on Hospitals.

SUNDAY, June 17, was Hospital Sunday—a day
devoted to collecting money for the support of insti-
tutions that would be subsidised by the State, were
our sense of social organisation stronger and vested
interests weaker. The casual and fitful stream of
private philanthropy is certainly but a poor founda-
tion on which to build institutions that are, as
matters go, essential to the well-being of the people.
The money is raised from all quarters and classes,
without, of course, the slightest reference to one’s
political or religious opinions. But, with charac-
teristic honesty, once the money is gathered in, the
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Christian preacher smugly refer to the hospitals as
Christian institutions, without it ever occurring to
him that he might just as reasonably affix his sec-
tarian label to sewers or public reservoirs. But
Hospital Sunday offers too good an occasion for the
clergy to advertise themselves for them to sacrifice
it to any such scruple, and so we are treated to a
number of annual sermons on how much hospitals
and medical science in general are indebted to Chris-
tianity.

One of these annual sermons was this year preached
by Dr. R. F. Horton. The title of his sermon was
“Christian Science,” and it dealt very largely with
the modern sect of that name. If *“ Christian
Science” could only boast of poor people among its
followers it would receive but scant notice from the
pulpit. But a large proportion of that body are com:
fortably off; a number of them are wealthy;
America they have just opened a two hundred
million dollar church ; expensive buildings are also
to be planted elsewhere ; there is, in a word, money
in it, and it is therefore receiving quite respectful
notice from a large number of orthodox preachers.
And they find it valuable in calling attention to
neglected spiritual truths, although marked by extra-
vagance and exaggeration. It is astonishing the
difference of treatment by a Christian clergyman
of an opinion that is economically poor and one that
is backed by the almighty dollar.

I have no intention of following Dr. Horton in
discussing whether Christian Science is scriptural or
unscriptural. This may be an interesting and int
portant point to a believer, but to an unbeliever it is
like discussing which of two is the better form of
folly, neither of which he is anxious to preserve.
Dr. Horton’s sermon is noticed because of other
statements made during his address. Dr. Horton,
for instance, subscribes to the good old-fashioned
doctrine that “ disease was appointed for the sorvice
of man,” a teaching that may be comforting enough
to a hard-pressed apologist, but will not sound quite
so cheerful to such as are experiencing the fuff
benefit of the visitation. As a matter of fact, to say
that man is benefited by disease is one of the falsest
of pulpit falsehoods. Nor would it be tolerated for
a moment except by a people whoso moral strength
had been vitiated by centuries of Christian teaching-
Everyone’s experience will provide numerous cases
to prove that there is no more certain agent than iff'
health for the destruction of much that makes for
sanity of life and sweetness of living. Here and
there the Christian may point to one who bears
disease with fortitude, or even cheerfulness. Bat a
little reflection will show that those qualities are
neither created nor developed by disease; they are
simply inherent to the organism. But, on the other
hand, numerous cases might be produced where
cheerfulness has broken down and fortitude been
undermined by disease. Disease demands patience
of the attendant, but it destroys it in tho patient;
it necessitates cheerfulness on the part of those who
visit the sick, but this necessity is in itself a proof
of its comparative absence with tho diseased. Dr.
Horton cites Milton as a proof of the truth of bis
statement, and says “ it was to the calamity of his
blindness that we owed *Paradise Lost’ and ‘R
gained,” and ‘ Samson Agonistos.”” But this is sheer
folly. “ Paradise Lost ” was no more the outcome of
Milton’s blindness than was Pope’s poetry tho result
of his crooked spine. It is romarkablo that Milton
should have composed these poems during his blind-
ness, but there are many indications that the genesis
of “ Paradise Lost ” was laid long before his afflic-
tion, and at any rato a great many of his poems and
nearly all his finest prose writings were published
whilo ho still rotained his sight. Tho world was in
all probability a loser, not a gainer, by Milton’s
blindness. Nor is it clear that even Milton was
personall?/ improved by tho loss of sight.

“Of all places,” says Dr. Horton, “hospitals......
seemed to have most of tho atmosphere of heavon—
In the house of sickness tho doctor bringing all his
strength and skill to the help of tho weak and suffer-
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ingi the nurse with her patient care and sacrifice,
were the most convincing witnesses of the nature of
God.” | am not, of course, any authority™ on the
atmosphere of heaven, although | should judge it
would be a place unusually rich in pathologic cases
of a certain type. Presumably what Dr. Horton
means is that we can discover the nature of God in
a hospital because we see there kindness and skill as
the expression of love and wisdom. But this is not
all we see in a hospital, and we are logically bound
t° consider all we seo in such an institution. More-
' °ver, the qualities admired are only admirable because
of other things of an opposite character. The charity
that provides hospitals for those unable to purchase
medical attendance is only of value because of the
poverty of a large section of the population. The
mndness shown by nurses and others is only necessary
because of the suffering experienced—suffering that
la>often enough, undeserved, and generally without
'my intelligent relation to any wrong committed,
«howe all, the skill of the doctor is only of value
because of an existing evil—disease. Could we
abolish disease, wo should he only too happy to
dispense with human ingenuity in this direction.
But whence comes all this disease and suffering,
aml what does it indicate ? One is hound to take it
as quite as much an indication of God’s character as
anything else. Tho same reasoning that sees benevo-
fenco in one aspect of the phenomenon should see
malevolence in its reverse. The indications that one
may gather of the nature of God from the bread-
Y.mner of a family stricken with an incurable
disease through no fault of his own, or of helpless
children reaping tho fruits of horeditary disease, are
pftta hardly likely to intensify one’s admiration of
in whom “ all things move and have their being.
Gu what grounds are we to admire a deity for creating
"mtidotes that can, at best, but partly nullify the
‘meets of poisons he had previously brought into
“Olng? if tho kindnoss and skill of nurse and
°ptor are necessary, it is obviously only because the
6vd of things demand them. How much better it
would have been to have made good health general
*md impeccable. Or, if Dr. Horton really believes
that disease is so valuable an individual and social
a®0xi if blindness can call forth great poetry, an
other afflictions produce their corresponding works
of genius, why appeal for funds to subdue disease—
"by not head a movement for its preservation and
Propagation ? Is it not, to put it mildly, rather
~gh on certain individuals that they shall be
Quoted with disease in order to develop the skill or
jtable feelings of someone else ? Some yearsiago
who 0l?a hospital wall the text, “ Praise God from
Gitir VT b'ossings flow and took it for a piece of
I ~ 0 by some Freethinking official. It is probable
of n S/\Istaken, and that it was displayed by someone
vS forton’s type.
do w-/r’ aHer all, have Christians, as Christians, to
is 1h hospitals, or with medical science ? There
Hew® mvarranhy for either ono or the other in the
been ~0O8fament. It is true Luke is said to have
lit« a.doctor, but if his treatment was anything
't is described by tho Rev. Baring-Gould, the
gave ° musk have benefited considerably when ho
mod- P ruodieino for preaching. But the great
restldDG  Hie New Testament is faith ; tho great
the Prayer- It was by faith that Jesus healed
beaMr/’”~ faith ho promised that the sick should
the vj emsolves, and it is by prayer and faith that
8oall i°WmPo™ument definitely promises that tho sick
b0',, b° healed in future. AChristian hospital would
u3ono manned entirely by parsons, withadisponsary
stocked with tho only article recommended by tho
Christian Scripturos. And if a hospital was run on
hose principles, one may safely say that the average
hristian would avoid it as he would tho plague.
Nor has medical science anything for which o
hank Christianity—doctrinal or historical. Such as
18>it has its beginnings in the ancient schools ot
Greece and Egypt. Dying out, as did ancient science
in. “enerah under the oppressive weight of early
hristianity, its renaisanco was brought about by
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the influence of the Mohammedan schools of medicine
and surgery. The Churches made a hard fight in
defence of its magic-working and miracle cures, as
well as to perpetuate the filthy conditions of life,
that made plagues such terrible scourges in the
Christian ages of the world’s history. Surgery was
branded as Atheism, medicine as blasphemy. Some
of the greatest men in the history of both were
treated by Christianity as common felons, or as
enemies to their kind. Even in recent times, the
use of chloroform as an amesthetic by Simpson was
denounced on religious grounds by fervent believers.
Indeed, the treatment of medical men by the Chris-
tian Church—largely because they interfered with
the profits of the Church—forms one of the most
disgraceful and sordid chapters in its sordid and
disgraceful history. True, many medical men have
been Christians, and Christians have supported
medical institutions. But the first were Christians
in spite of their science, and the latter human beings
before they were Christians. And, in the long run,
human nature conquers here as elsewhere.

C. Cohen.

The Art of Living.

How many of us, alas, are the slaves of convention

How few genuine Nonconformists the world contains !
Tho majority of us are too timid to be openly true to
our convictions if they happen to differ from those of
our neighbors, too weak or cowardly to stand apart
from the crowd. For each avowed Freethinker there
are twenty unavowed ones. Conventionalism is the
ruling fault of the day; and every bold departure
from it is severely punished. The truth is that
society is a cruel tyrant; and all who oppose it are
in torment. This is the reason why the number of
out-and-out dissenters is so lamentably small. Intel-
lectual honesty is to most people forbiddingly costly ;
and tho price of it was never higher than it is to-
day. From tho popular point of view, honesty is not
tho best policy, nor is it the policy generally followed,
although from public platforms wo are, either
ignorantly or hypocritically, assured that it is both.
And yet wo are deeply convinced that honesty,
though never outwardly tho best policy, is the root
of all the virtues, and that in its absence nobility of
character is impossible. In mental affairs wo aro
.absurdly apt to play fast and loose with ourselves,
forgetful of tho fact that by so doing wo inflict an
irreparable injury upon ourselves. Wo study our
position, reputation, comfort, income, and what not,
not caring to remind ourselves that truth is of
infinitely greater value than all else, and that truth
can bo discernod only in tho transparency of an

honest heart. ) o .
Now, tho point | wish to emphasise is that without

intellectual honesty truo happiness is an impossi-
bility. In Zola’s Lourdes, Rome, and Raris this truth
is most tellingly illustrated. Pierre was a priest
whoso faith suffered total shipwreck. Yet, after his
faith was gone, ho continued to discharge priestly
duties. He went up and down the streets of Paris
in his cassock, and tho people reverenced him as a
saint. But in his own estimation, he was “ an empty
sepulchre,” athorough hypocrite. “ Whilst believing
nothing himself lie had resolved to watch, in all
loyalty, over tho belief of others. He would not so
lower himself as to forswear his vows, he would bo
no base renegade, but however great the torments of
the void he felt within him he would remain tho
minister of man’s illusions respecting the Divinity.
And it was by reason of his conduct in this respect
that he had ended by being venerated as a saint—he
who denied everything, who had become a mere
empty sepulchre.” But at last ho was inconceivably
miserable, despising himself. He was now spending
most of his timo with his brother on the heights of
Montmartre. His brother had three sons, and lived
with his mother-in-law. Tho mother of the boys was
dead, and their father was now on tho eve of mar-
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rying a young girl called Marie, whom he had adopted
as an orphan. It was an ideally happy home; and
all the members of it were avowed Atheists. To
Pierre such blessedness was an offence, and the
knowledge of it intensified his own wretchedness,
Had it not been for the importunity of his brother,
he would have discontinued his visits. While the
others toiled and talked and laughed Pierre was idle
depressed, and silent. But he could not stop away
By and by, he began to take a fresh interest in life,
and insisted on doing some little work himself,
Marie and he became firm friends; and she took
special delight in teaching him the art of living,
Indeed, “he felt that he was beginning to live since
she had become his friend.”

“One evening, at the close of a good day’s work
Pierre, who was helping Thomas (one of the boys)
suddenly caught his foot in the skirt of his cassock and
narrowly escaped falling. At this, Marie, after raising
a faint cry of anxiety, exclaimed, ‘Why don’t you take
it off ?”

It was a simple question, asked without malice
but it went straight home. He had been requested
to renounce the priesthood and become a man.

“The question was a very clear one. By what right
did he remain the minister of a religion in which he no
longer believed ? Did not elementary honesty require
that he should quit a Church in which he denied the
presence of the Divinity ? He regarded the dogmas of
that Church as puerile errors, and yet he persisted in
teaching them as if they were eternal truths. Base
work it was, that alarmed his conscience.”

Pierre’s experience, so realistically portrayed by
Zola, is by no means unique. Many have passed
through the same ordeal; more are passing through
it now. Thousands teach what they only partly
believe, while hundreds preach doctrines which they
themselves cannot accept at all, but faith in which
they regard as highly beneficial to the ignorant
masses. There are others, and perhaps they are
more numerous than many of us imagine, who remain
in the Christian ministry simply because they do not
know how to get out of it, or because they have not
the courage to face the poverty, the ignominy, the
ostracism, and the studied persecution which they
know would he their lot upon their avowing their
unbelief. We must not judge such people too
severely, because they are beset by many strong
temptations. Still we are bound to lay stress on the
fact that it can never be morally right to teach, as if
it were truth, what is believed to be error, because
it is impossible that error, cherished as truth, should,
in the long run, prove ethically helpful even to the
most ignorant. In the nature of things, truth must
bo more valuable in every way than falsehood. If
Christianity is not true, to preach it as if it were is
a crime against human nature; and when those who
do not believe in it themselves so preach it, the guilt
attaching to such action is of the deepest dye.

When Marie said to Pierro, “ Why not take your
cassock off ?” he was struck dumb. “ His conscience
hied as if those words were a stab. What contempt
must she not feel for him, she who was so upright, so
high minded!” And Marie, “so upright, so high
minded,” was an Atheist. She had never believed in
hell, nor ever stood in any dread of it. She had never
cherished the least hope of going to heaven when she
died, nor had she ever believed that any such heaven
existed. “She lived in all quietude, her one thought
being to comply in a reasonable way with the require-
ments and necessities of earthly life. It was, per-
haps, in some measure a matter of temperament with
her, but it was also a matter of education.” Marie
was a natural woman, who was guided in all her life
by natural knowledge, and by natural instincts wisely
trained; and, consequently, she was happy herself,
and contributed to the happiness of those around her.

If a man verily believes in the supernatural, it
would be the height of unreason to expect him to
avow Secularism. He naturally cannot do it. But
we can call his earnest attention to the flimsy char-
acter of the foundation on which the scheme of
supernaturalism is made to rest, and to the utter
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impossibility of verifying or proving the reality of
anything above and beyond Nature. We can dwell)
with all the enthusiasm at our command, upon the
ample sufficiency of natural knowledge for all the
requirements of human life, and on the beautiful
and highly-useful life which many Secularists have
succeeded, and do succeed, in living. This con-
sideration ought to be of weight even with the most
ardent believers, while with languid and only partial
adherents of faith, and more particularly with those
virtual unbelievers who yet hesitate to avow their
unbelief, it ought to be absolutely conclusive. Seen-
larism imperils no human interest whatever, but
directly tends to safeguard and foster all that makes
for human welfare and happiness. Secularism makes
full provision for all the needs of mankind. It Pre’
sents the art of living as an art that can be learned
only by constant practice and diligent application.
Religion has served to divide humanity into innu-
merable hostile sects and parties and factions which
are always at war with one another, while Secular-
ism continually seeks to emphasise its essential
unity, and to cultivate the sense of that unity by
exclusively scientific and ethical means.

On what ground, therefore, can Secularism bo
distrusted and denounced ? For what reasons can
it be rejected by rational people? The witness of
history is entirely in its favor. Take the prisons of
Great Britain, and how many Secularists do you fin®
in them ? Only 22 in 24,000. We are often asked,
in derision, “Where are the hospitals built by Secu-
larists ?” and we return the compliment by asking,
“Where are the prisons built, and also filled, by
Secularists 7 No ; Secularism does not breed
criminals, nor does it for a moment tolerate moral
licence. “But,” someone may ask, “what about the
awful bloodshed of the Reign of Terror in France ?
Do not the unspeakable atrocities and horrors of
that dismal period prove conclusively that Atheism
can only lead to shocking immoralities, and grinding,
pitiless, cruel, and unreproved slaughter ?” In roply,

unhesitatingly assert that the Reign of Terror was
not the harvest of Freethought, but of the Christian
Religion ; or, rather, of the Catholic Church. At no
time did the Government surrender, or seek to sup-
press Catholicism; and at no time was the number
of Atheists in the Constituent Assembly sufficiently
large to control its decisions: indeed, even Deists
formed but a minority. In their references to this
subject, Christian apologists ignore the fact that on
its social side the Revolution was an attack on the
aristocracy, and that practically all the Atheists 0
the day were aristocrats; and it was these, chiefly,
who passed under the guillotine. Herbert, wbo 1®
one of the dominant parties, positively denied tha
he was an Atheist, and constantly exhorted the
people to study the Gospels and follow Christ, wni
Robespierre, who led another, and who was so close y
associated with the Reign of Terror, expressly recog-
nised a Supreme Being by sotting up his
and proclaimed the immortality of the soul. Th®
the charge against Atheism, that it was rosponsib
for the Reign of Terror, completely falls to t
ground. There is not one tiniest shred of doc
mentary evidence on which it can bo made to res ¢
If anyone doubts this statement, let him consult t
valuable work of M. Aulard. ,

The way is now perfectly clear for the delibera
affirmation that the main subjects on which Sec
larism succeeds in throwing invaluable light are t
Science of Life and the Art of Living in this worl
Knowing absolutely nothing of any other world,1
concentrates its wholo attention on this ; and, being
utterly ignorant of a personal God, it confines i
work to persons that are both knowable and bnow -
Its central aim is to prevent our being led astray J
empty beliefs and baseless hopes, and, with scien
intelligence, to direct our individual, as well as soc
growth and development. Its mission is thus Par
negative and partly positive; only let it be reme
bered that the object of the negative part is to se
the interests of the positive, j g LLOYD,

|
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The Making of the Gospels.—I1.

(Concluded from p. 395.)

As has been shown in the last paper, it is now
admitted by advanced Biblical critics that the ovan-
gelists Matthew and Luke compiled their Gospels
from two written sources—the Gospel of Mark an
“another document,” the latter being unknown,
is further admitted that at least a portion of the
Gospel of Mark was derived from a written source,
whence, in the absence of evidence to the contrary,
is to be inferred that the whole of the Second
Gospel is a compilation made from older wn mgs,
and this is rendered more probable from the fact
(admitted by all critics) that the compiler was not a
witness of the events he records. We thus arrive
7 the all-important fact—and one which | have more
than once referred to as the most weighty argumen
against the credibility of the so-called Gospel
“history”—that the three Synoptical Gospels are
merely compilations derived from pre-existing written
Narratives, whose authors or originators are unknown.
And this brings us to the question of the amount and
\alue of tho evidence that, under these circum-
stances, can now be adduced in support of the verity
the Gospel legends. Q
Upon this point let us first hear what Canon bcott
Nas to say on the Christian side. This eNin.N\
Biblical scholar admits that the evidence adducible
1Bvery small indeed. He says (pages 31-32):

“Thero is one very common error that we must guard
against. The Synoptic Gospels, except in one casc.only
furnish us with the testimony of a single witness, when
St. Matthew and St. Luke embody St. Mark in their
Gospels, the testimony is of value as the testimony of
St. Mark alone: therefore it is tho testimony of ony
°no witness.  Similarly, when they quote the lost
Gospel or fragment of a Gospel, the evidence is only tho
evidence of tho author of that fragment. This is very
important for us to remember ; especially when we have
to deal with opponents. Tho very worst thing a Chris-
tian can do is to overstate his side of tho case.......
Therefore, speaking in general terms, tho joint testimony

all the Synoptists is only tho testimony of a sing e
witness. There is one important exception to this, and
that is the story of the Resurrection....... The testimony

to_tho Resurrection is tho evidence of six separato
'witnesses.”

can be no mistaking this statement; but the
vovorend gentleman, like all Christian advocates, has
n the words just quoted overstated his side of the
case. in Mark’s Gospel, for instance, have wo the
testimony of one “ witness ” to tho truth of the nar-
rahvea contained in that Gospel? Wo have not.
be writer himself was certainly not a witness of
bo events and circumstances he relates, and he does
°t even tell us who was tho originator of the legends
6 has recorded. Similarly, wo have not the tes-
t'toony of one witnC88 to the truth of the narratives
copied by Matthew and Luke from what is called the
((other document”? Who was the author ol this
other document™? Whence came the writers
~formation? Did he concoct tho stories himself?
r did he commit to writing all the legends ih circu-
ation in his time ? We know absolutely nothing of
r 118 anonymous writer or of tho source of his
Narratives:
With regard to the alleged Resurrection wo have,
true, six accounts; but every one of them flatly
Nlradicts one or more of tho others. It thus
ecomes evident that all save one must be false, and
aro told ~at we have for this story “the
menco of six separate witnesses." The oldest of
n fSy."testimonies ” is that given by Paul, who was
0 bimself a witness, and who appears never to
i av°® heard of Mary Magdalene, tho foremost figure
the other accounts. In the case of the Fourth
?sPel wo have again ono “ witness "—the writer—
in 'fi ®ado up a sot of new discourses which he placed
¢l bo mouth of Jesus. This writer desired it to be
.7~ that his forged Gospel was the work of the
Postle John, but he had not tho audacity to Eay to
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plainly. His “ testimony ” reads as follows —
“This is the disciple which beareth witness of these

things, and wrote these things: and we know that his
witness is true ” (xxi. 24).

It was this veracious writer who invented the story
of an angel coming down from heaven at certain
seasons to “trouble” the water of a pool in Jeru-
salem, and the story of the restoration to life of a
Jew named Lazarus, after the latter had been dead
four days and decomposition had commenced—stories
unknown to the three Synoptists. We have, then,
not a single witness to any of the events and cir-
cumstances narrated in the first three Gospels, and
only a false witness to the fictitious narratives
recorded in the Fourth Gospel.

The “common error ” which Canon Scott counsels
his co-religionists to guard against appears to be
very common indeed. | cannot, in fact, call to mind
a single Christian apologist, from Paley downwards,
who has not fallen into it. Paley’s argument for the
credibility of the Gospel history is a gem of the first
water. It commences, as many readers will remember,
as follows:—

“I1f twelve men, whosoprobity and good seme | had
long known, should seriously and circumstantially relate
to me an account of a miracle wrought before their eyes,
in which it was impossible that they should be deceived,”
etc.

It is amusing to notice how thickly, even in this
short paragraph, assumptions are piled one upon
another. For the historic truth of the Gospel
miracles wo have the testimony of twelve witnesses;
these witnesses were noted for probity and good
sense ; they saw the miracles worked before their
eyes; they could not be deceived by trickery or
sleight of hand, and so on, and so on, to the end of
the “argument.” It is, of course, needless to say
that we do not possess the testimony of a single
person who saw one of the Gospel miracles
performed.

The late Dean Farrar is a notable instance of
modern divines who employ the same delightful
method of reasoning. According to this apologist,
Christ’s claim to have worked miracles “was undis-
puted by his deadliest enemies. Neither the Pharisees,
nor the multitudes, nor Caiaphas, nor Herod.......
dreamt of denying that ho had wrought deeds appa-
rently supernatural.” Wonderful! Not one of the
characters in the Gospel stories did—or could—deny
that Jesus was a great miracle-worker; conse-
guently, tho only thing lacking is evidence proving
tho truth of tho Gospel stories—which, unfor-
tunately, is not forthcoming. This method of reason-
ing is the ono most generally employed in all Chris-
tian Evidence circles, and is simplicity itself. One
has but to assume the Gospel stories to be true, then
the characters in the stories prove tho narratives to
bo historical.

We are now in a position to form a correct estimate
of tho value of the “testimony ” for the verity of
the Gospel legends. How do we know, for instance,
that the Holy Ghost descended on Jesus “ as a dove,”
and that a voice was heard calling out of heaven;
that Jesus cast out evil spirits and cured peoplo
afflicted with leprosy, palsy, and blindness; that ho
stilled a tempest at sea by “ rebuking ” the wind and
the waves; that ho restored a dead girl to life by
simply taking her hand and saying “ Damsel, | say
unto thee Arise ”; that he fed 5,000 men with five
loaves and two fishes, and had “twelve basketfuls ”
of bread and fish remaining; that he caused a fig
tree to wither away by cursing it ? What evidence
do we possess for the actual occurrence of those
wonders ? According to Canon Scott, wo have the
testimony of ono witness, Mark, whoso account has
been copied by two later compilers, Matthew and
Luke: that is to say, tbo supernatural occurrences
mentioned are found narrated in a book ascribed to
an unknown writer named Mark, who was not him-
self a witness of any of the events recorded. In
other words, we have not the smallest particle of
evidence that any one of the events recorded in
Mark's Gospel was ever witnessed by anybody.



406

What evidence, again, do we possess for the story
of the Virgin Birth, and for the story of Jesus having
been carried by the Devil through the air, and placed
on the pinnacle of the temple ? Well, for these
small matters we have the unimpeachable “tes-
timony ” of the writer of the “other document”
from which Matthew and Luke took their accounts,
both the writer and the document being unknown.

And what evidence, to take a final example, do we
possess for the stories of turning water into wine, of
healing a man born blind, and the raising of Lazarus
from the dead ? In these cases, also, we have the
unsworn “testimony' of one “witness”—the un-
known second century writer who piously placed
discourses of his own composition in the mouth of
his beloved Savior for the glory of God and the
advancement of the Christian religion. It thus
becomes clearly apparent that we have not the tes-
timony of a single witness for any of the alleged
sayings and doings of Christ recorded in the Gospels.
As to the much lauded Sermon on the Mount, given
in the First Gospel, Canon Scott says i—

“When we come to investigate the contents of the
great sermon in St. Matthew, we find that to the Sermon
as apparently originally delivered St. Matthew has
added portions of others of our Lord’s discourses, which
Luke gives as having been uttered on different occasions.
....... Our investigations go to show that this great
Sermon is not merely a single discourse, but is a com-
plete summary of all our Lord’s preaching to the mul-
titudes. Or, in other words, St. Matthow has been
inspired to take the reports of our Lord’s discourses and
weave them into a systematic exposition of our Lord’s
teaching.”

Here it is plainly admitted that this grand Sermon
was not delivered by “our Lord” upon the occasion
and in the manner represented in the First Gospel,
and that it is, in fact, a literary composition, the
work of Matthew himself, who was “ inspired ” to
compose discourses for his Savior from “reports”
whose originators are unknown. Wo have therefore
no evidence that Jesus over uttered one word of this
concocted Sermon.

There is one point npon which the Canon of Man-
chester is necessarily silent. This is the source from
which originated all the sayings and doings related
of Jesus in the Gospels. From the Canon’s point of
view the accounts of these matters are historical;
from mine the accounts are pure fiction, and must
therefore have been deliberately concocted. This
source appears to me to be plain and unmistakoable.
I propose therefore, as soon as | can find time, to
devote a short series of papers to this subject.

Abracadabra.

We owe to the Greeks every noble discipline in literature;
every radical principle of art; and every form of convenient
beauty in our household furniture and daily occupations of
life. We are unable, however, to make rational use of half
that we have received from them ; and, of our own, we have
nothing but discoveries in science, and tine mechanical
adaptations of the discovered physical powers. On the other
hand, the vices existing among certain classes, both of the
rich and poor, in London, Paris, and Vienna, could have been
conceived by a Spartan or Roman of the heroic ages only as
possible in a Tartarus, whero fiends were employed to teach,
but not to punish, crime.—Buskin.

There aro persons who never run into any extravagance,
because they are so buttressed up with the opinions of others
on all sides, that they cannot lean much to one side or the
other ; they are so little moved with any kind of reasoning,
that they remain at an equal distance from every extremo,
and aro never very far from the truth, because the slowness
of their faculties will not suffer them to make much progress
in error. These are persons of great judgment. The scales
of the mind are pretty sure to remain even, when there is
nothing in them.—H azlitt.

The volume of nature is the book of knowledge ; and he
becomes most wise who makes the most judicious selection.
—Goldsmith.
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Acid Drops.

What humbugs these Christian Powers are! Let some
weak country like Turkey or Servia go wrong, and they
lecture it pompously and even take coercive action against it.
But if the country that goes wrong is a powerful one they
sing small or keep absolutely silent. England broke on
diplomatic relations with Servia because of the regicides.
She has repeatedly joined the other Christian powers in
frightening Turkey. But when the Jews are massacred in
Russia, with every refinement of cruelty, neither England
nor any other Christian Power can utter the feeblest protest.
And the American government (Christian too !) is just as bad
as the rest. The Jews in the United States have appealed
to President Roosevelt, but that political “ bounder ” regrets
that official action on the part of America regarding the
Russian massacres is impracticable. Of course it is. And
the American Jews must have been very simple to think
otherwise.

One is glad to see that the Russian Duma takes a proper
view of the Jewish massacres. The representatives of the
Russian people object to bloodshed in the name of religion)
and they mean to put a stop to it if they can. It is signifi-
cant that the massacre at Bielostok began to cease the very
moment that the Duma’s committee of investigation appeared
upon the scene. When the committee returned to St
Petersburg they informed the Duma of the true state of
affairs. Thereupon the Government was called upon 1
respect the principles of civilisation ; and some days after-
wards when the Minister of the Interior attempted to address
the House, with a view to palliating tho conduct of tko
officials, both civil and military, he was hounded out of tho
place with irrepressible cries of “ Murderers ! ” ““ Assassins !
and “ Massacre Mongers.” Thero is hopo for Russia when
such defiant words can be Hung at tho minions of arbitrary
power. And we believe that the triumph of the Duma over
tho forces of reaction is only a question of time.

“ Awful particulars aro reaching here,” says tho Berlin
correspondent of tho Daily News, “with regard to the
massacro at Bielostok. The number of dead (Juno 19) is &®
least 200. Many of the bodies were fearfully mutilated, A
typist named Epstein was found with his hands tied. UI®
eyes had been put out with long nails. His wholo family of
seven wero also murdered. His little ten-year-old girl was
lying with both legs cut off.” And so on, and so on. Thus,
after tho lapso of nearly two thousand years, tho swc'O’
Russian Christians treat tho countrymen of Jesus Christ.
And this Christianity is (they say) the only religion that over
did any good in the world.

Mr. Herbert Stead, on Sunday evening, declared that tho
only power that could stop tho massacro of Jews in Russia
was the Holy Greek Church. Ho thought that the Arch-
bishop of Canterbury should try to induco tho Orthodox
Church in Russia to restrain tho people, and assure thorn tha
Jews did not periodically kidnap Christian children and »l
and eat them as a sacrifice. Good! But is not this an
admission that tho Church has deliberately poisoned tho
minds of the Christians against tho Jows in Russia ? An
what could bo a worse indictment of the Russian branch o
tho Church of Christ ? We should lilco to hear Mr. Stead s

reply.

Frederick Foster Craddock, a Spiritist “ mcejum > Prat]j
tising at Pinner and tho neighborhood, has been tine
£15 bs., with the alternative of a month’s imprisonment, to
craftily imposing on the credulity of his fellow citizens. ”
have nothing to say in his defence. We only wish to observe
that there aro lots of other impostors—somo of them in higu
places—who might as justly bo put under lock and key.

A Christian minister at Favcrsham, in tho course of *
certain Sunday sermon, referred to John Stuart Mill an
left tho congregation to believe that tho great sceptic was a
last converted to Christianity. This was greeted with 1®"
and fervent *“ Aniens.” On tho following Sunday th°
reverend gentleman quoted Mill’s tribute to Jesus iu
posthumous essay on Theism, and followed it up by sayinf!’
“Yet he was a sceptic.” He forgot what he had said tho
previous Sunday. Ilis congregation had forgotten it too-
They furnished a fresh supply of “ Amons.”

Ono of our readers, who was present on both occasions,
sent the reverend gentleman a polite letter on the subjec ¢
He stated the facts about that “ tribute ” to Jesus, and aste
the preacher to look into tho matter again. Of course
received no reply. That is tho way of these little
Almightys.
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~At tho annual mooting of the Liverpool Branch of tho
Christian Literaturo Society for China tho Chairman, Mr.
ILJ. Glasgow, said that “ the majority of tho Chinese who
tad been converted to Christianity belonged to the more
illiterate classes.” We quote from tho Daily Post report,
with a feeling that it is good to hear the voice of truth, even
at a missionary meeting.

Tho Liverpool Daily Post refers to the soy
shipwrecked men who couldnt pray, hut Pr°h
up a collection, in order to do something 0
contemporary speaks of them as “two. .
tender regard for tho feelings of its Christian

Qur
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Jewry nsed to be ruled by the “ Thus saith tho Lord”
gentlemen who pulled tho beards of kings and statesmen.
seem to be coming to the same state of things in England.
A squadron of Nonconformist ministers, including the Rev.
Dr. Clifford, have been to tho House of Commons and
harangued Mr. Birrell. They warned him what to expect if
he didn’t do what they told him. Mr. Birrell should have
offered Dr. Clifford his job.___

There is no question that our political Nonconformists
take themselves very seriously. The result of the General
Election was hailed by them as a Nonconformist victory,
Jed soon after ministers like Mr. Birrcll and Mr. Lloyd-
George received various marching orders from their religious
followers. Dr. Clifford also said tho new House of Commons
Wes like a glimpse of tho New Jerusalem—a statement that
hardly raises one’s opinion of tho latter place. Now the
~ritish Weekly calmly reminds the Government that to
break with the Nonconformists would bo to throw the
country into tho arms of tho Conservatives. “ The Liberal
Party," it says, “is simply tho Nonconformist to all intents
and purposes. Take the Nonconformist party out of it, and
‘hero is no Liberal party. Tho Cabinet Ministers, left desti-
atc of Nonconformist support, may hang their harps on the
They havo no placo any more in the life of tho

nation. i must be very pleasant reading for Cabinet
g{'t')'g'rssteﬁlike John Morlcy and John Burns. And even the

‘ust feel how dignified their position is as mere
aPpendages to tho dissenting chapel.

. Meanwhile, it is worth noting what a complete exposure
Is the present situation of tho humbug written and spokon
hating the election. Then, religion and the schools was
bnty ono of many issues. The dissonters professed to bo
rantieally interested in a Trades’ Disputo Bill, in the un-
employed, in the housing question, and a variety of other
»omal subjects. Now, all those arc passed by in quiet iu-
h'ncrence. Their only anxiety is to get the better of their
t°hgious rivals. Tho humbug of a protended interest in
Bcial questions has served its purpose, and is now openly
nast on one side. Nonconformist press and pulpit aro agreed
hat tho religious question is to take precedonco of al else.
Wb can hopo is that those Labor Icadors who allowed
‘heinselves to be made tho tools of tho Chapel, mero counters
Qa religious game, will sco tho error of their ways, and act
accordingly. Still more do we hope that their followers will
VBt upon their leaders holding themselves aloof from re-
filous quarrels, and attending to what is their legitimate
bsinoss. The present position is a first-rato example of

rpT relikious beliefs obstruct reform, and if only people
a >se this it will havo had its uses.

Now that wo havo no longer a war actually on hand—if
~except such affairs as tho outbreak in Natal—and there
,nlu« a reaction in favor of peace, wo aro beginning to once
“’ore hear about Christianity as a “ Religion of | eaco.  1he
~n»tlan Commonwealth unctuously remarks that in Chris-
«an countries none of the wars of late years have escaped
Protest, and leaves its readers to draw tho conclusion that
i f18>» because of the presence of «the star of the Sermon on
*7® Mount, with its benediction on the peacemakers. Wo
magme it would puzzle tho Christian Commonwealth, or any
other journal, to point out how, and when, Christianity has
actually made for peace. Tho truth is that there never lias
been a war in modern times that has not found tho Christian
®oigy of all denominations, with rare exceptions, fanning tho
|var spirit to tho utmost of their ability ; whilo right through
‘»story no religion has overdone so much to causo wars, and
o embitter those it has not actually caused, as has Chris-
sanity. The real influences for pcaco have grown up quite
“Part from Christianity, and, often enough, against the
endeavors of the Christian Churches to crush them out.
home and abroad, whatever else Frccthought may ormay
0 do, so far as its intluonco can be traced in internationa
Niations> it makes clearly for a better international under-
auding, and, so far, for peace and against bloodshed.
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M. Clemenccau, replying to M. Jaures in the French
Chamber of Deputies, compared him with Jesus Christ, who
wanted to reform mankind and only succeeded in re-establish-
ing violence and force. We do not wish to discuss tho
political difference between these two French statesmen.
We merely wish to express pleasuro at the fact that M.
Clemenceau’s pointed criticism of Jesus Christ will be read
all over France. Tho Chamber voted by 365 against 78 for
for the printing and posting up of his speech in every French
commune.

Mr. Rockefeller, the pious (and unscrupulous) Yankee
multi-millionaire, has given (660,000 of his ill-gotten wealth
to erect a building for the branch of the Young Men’s Chris-
tian Association at the naval dockyard at Norfolk, Virginia.
The Christian young men don’t trouble, any more than he
docs, about tho color of the money.

Why will magistrates play the fool ? Colonel H. M.
Leathes, a Lowestoft magistrate, has evidently not road the
Home Secretary’s circular letter on the Vaccination laws, or
else he has read it with a plentiful lack of understanding,
In reply to a mother who applied for an exemption certificate
for her child, he exclaimed : “ What about your conscience ?
What do you know about it? Nothing, simply nothing.
Let somebody else sign the certificate.” Somebody else did.
It was Mr. Lawrence Peto. Colonel Leathes should take
Hamlet’s advico to Polonius and play tho fool nowhere but
in his own house.

The one great thing in tho world, without which tho world
is nothing, is love ; not heavenly love, but earthly love—not
divine love, but human love ; the love that is stronger than
death, and stronger than disgrace. The other day, at tho
County of London Sessions, Newington, a man of forty-two
and his young son were indicted for obtaining goods on false,
pretences. The father pleaded guilty, and his son not guilty.
Both pleas were accepted. Tho man got twenty months'
imprisonment, and the young fellow was discharged. As he
passed his father on leaving tho dock he clutched the elder
prisoner’s left arm, dragged him closer, and kissed him
passionately on the cheek. Tho warders quietly separated
them, but the eyes of many persons in court were wet with
tears. How such a pathetic incident appeals to us all to
deal more wisely and humanely with our criminal population!
The worst of men, as wo think them, have often a sweetness
of affection hidden in their heart of hearts for parent, or wife,
or child, or friend ; and to work upon that for their redemp-
tion would be tho best form of penology.

Mr. Lloyd-Georgo, in a letter to a correspondent in Wales,
regretting that ho could not attend the Education Conference
at Bangor, let the cat right out of tho bag, and corroborated
all that wo have said about the Education Bill. While ad-
mitting that Clause iv. was “ repugnant to tho vast majority
of Nonconformists ” and “ an encroachment on tho symmetry
of tho national system which the Bill is designed to set up,” ho
ventured to hope that tho Bangor Conference would not con-
demn the Bill, and with that view asked it to bear in mind
tho following facts: “ (1) That tho Bill enables the local
authorities of England and Wales to give a moral instruction
to the children which will bo based on tho Biblo; (2) that
such teaching is in itself an adoption of a Protestant attitude
towards tho Biblo; (3) that it is, consequently, if not an
offcnco to tho conscicnco of Catholics, at least antagonistic
to the whole theory of Roman Catholicism.” Hence ho argues
that if religious instruction is given in tho schools “ it seems
an inevitable corollary that you should afford extended
facilities to tho Roman Catholic parents of tho kingdom in
the schools to which they send their children.” But why
stop at Roman Catholics? Mr. Lloyd-Georgo can hardly
havo tho Nonconformist audacity to assert that Roman
Catholics have rights in this matter and Church of England
parents no rights at all. Even this, however, is not our
principal point. Wo wish to emphasise tho fact of Mr.
Lloyd-George’s admission that tho Education Bill is tho
deliberate establishment and endowment of “a Protestant
attitude towards tho Biblo.” And by *“ Protestant” ho
obviously means Evangelical- and Evangelicalism is tho
religion of tho Free Churches.

We used to warn tho Nonconformists that Passive Resist-
ance was a game that two (or more) could play at. Events
are justifying our warning. Lord Hugh Cecil, in a letter to
tho English Church Union demonstration at tho Albert Hall
against the Education Bill, declared that it was “ a matter of
life and death to the Church of England to oppose to tho
utmost undenominational religion.” He pointed out that
Clause iv. was the result of a fear of Roman Catholic
resistance. “Wo must not let it bo thought,” he added,
“that Churchmen aro less zealous for their rights than Non-
conformists or Roman Catholics, or that if illegal action is to
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be tolerated in others they Will shrink from availing them-
selves of so powerful a weapon.” A resolution was then
carried, from which the following is an extract:—

“ It (the meeting) claims for the members of the Church of
England, as for the members of all other Christian bodies
who desire it, definite Christian teaching in accordance with
their distinctive formularies to be given in school hours and
by their authorised teachers, with regard to whose faith there
is definite assurance that they believe what they teach; and,
further, the meeting pledges itself if those principles be
infringed in any Bill which passes Parliament to resist such
measure at all risks by every means in their power.

That a committee be formed to organize, in conjunction, if
possible, with other supporters of denominational religious
teaching, measures of general resistance should the Bill
become law.”

Lord Halifax, the most powerful Church of England layman,
occupied the chair at that Albert Hall demonstration, and
the English Church Union includes nearly half the clergymen
of the Church of England. It is evident, therefore, that the
Passive Resistance game will be played by Churchmen.
They are certain, also, to be joined in playing it by the
Roman Catholics. And there is no reason why Freethinkers
should not join in the game too.

Freethinkers ought to join Churchmen and Catholics in
resisting Nonconformist tyranny, just as they should join
Nonconformists in resisting Church of England or Roman
Catholic tyranny. This is the way to promote Secular
Education. The war of the Churches will bring it about at
last, and all the sooner if Freethinkers join the attacking
force every time the battle starts.

Mr. Birrell has practically consented to sacrifice his
Conscience Clause for children. This is what we feared he
would do. It was the only good thing in his Bill, and it was
the only thing of which he spoke with real feeling in intro-
ducing the measure. Yet it is to go. After this we can
appreciate the force of Mr. Balfour’s question, Which of the
right honorable gentleman’s speeches the Government means
to stand by ? “ Gentlemen,” the American candidate said,
“those are my sentiments and if they don’t suit—they can
bo altered.” He must have been a relativo of Mr. Birroll’s.

As we do not wish to misrepresent Mr. Birrell, even un-
intentionally, wo will place on record his actual words on
this subject. The following is from the Tribune report

(June 21):—

"Mr. Pike Pease (U.—Darlington) moved to amend the
clause by leaving out the initial word " If,” in order to make
mandatory the giving of religious education within school
hours. He expressed the fear that, in the absence of such an
arrangement, a very large percentage of children would not
receive any religious education. The hon. member explained
that a further verbal alteration in the clause would be neces-
sary if the amendment were accepted.

Mr. Birrell: The Government are perfectl?/ willing, when
we come to Clause fi, that the question shall be fairly and
fully considered, in such a way as to secure, if possible, that
the child shall be required to attend during the time of
religious instruction. (General cheers.) That is not a view
which meets with special favor in my mind, because | was
always of opinion that if you wish to make the Conscience
Clause really effective you ought to make it easy for the child,
as well as for the parent, to claim exemption. For that
reason | favored the clause in the form in which it appears ;
but there is a great deal of feeling the other way—and | can
assure the Committee that when we come to Clause 6 the
fullest opportunity will be afforded—it may be upon an
amendment of the Government itself, although as to that |
have not get come to any definite conclusion, but | think in
all probability the Committee will have an opportunity of
considering the question on an amendment of the Government
to its own clause. At all events, the whole question will be
open to consideration, and there will be no attempt whatso-
ever to take the clause as it stands as representing the view
of the Government upon this important point.”

Surely a Bill carried through parliament in this way is a
sad instance of political profligacy.

Mr. Ernest Wild, the legal gentleman who is so successful
in pulling through prisoners indicted for murder, has been
telling the Norwich Primrose Leaguers that a child without
religion is better uneducated. Perhaps he meant to say that
an uneducated child was pretty sure to have enough religion.
Sometimes the truth gets stated upside down.

Commenting on Mr. Wild's speech, the Eastern Daily
Press had a remarkable paragraph on Secular Education.
Here it is —

“ Japan has no religious teaching as Mr. Wild understands
religious teaching. Its development has been due to the
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splendid growth of its secular efficiency and its secular
knowledge. Japan, therefore, by Mr. Wild’s reasoning!
would have been ‘better uneducated.” New Zealand, again?
is the British colony which has made the greatest stride3
during the past generation. The general level of prosperity
and comfort amongst its citizens is more even and a higher
level than in any other country in the world. And New
Zealand has a secular system of education. It had better,
according to Mr. Wild, close all its schools and become an
uneducated country. Russia, on the contrary, is a count
in which religion is the basis of all education; and we
know how happy and glorious the life of the average Russian
is.”
This paragraph might very well have appeared in the
Freethinker. What puzzles us is how the journal in which
it appears can still be reckoned amongst the supporters of

religious teaching in England’s schools.

Mr. Lloyd-George, following Mr. Balfour at the City
Temple bazaar, said that while he was not exactly a fol-
lower of that gentleman he was very glad to see that outsids
Parliament religion was not a party question. He wished bo
could say the same regarding the inside of the House of
Commons. Why then did he not vote in favor of Secular
Education ? That is the only way to prevent religion from
being a party question in parliament. And Mr. Lloyd-
George has surely brains enough to know it.

Mr. George Wyndham is a man of brains. How he must
laugh at some of his Tory supportersl He is M.P. for
Dover, and the other day he addressed a Town Hall meeting
to protest against the Education Bill. One of the mottoes
adorning the interior of the Town Hall on that occasion was
the following : “ What won Trafalgar >—The Church Cate-
chism.” We know now.

A Christian minister (we don’t hear his name) hailing
from Canada, who has been engaged in mission work for
years, was staying at Ramsey, in the Isle of Man. Suddenly
he was brought up before a hastily-summoned court and
charged with an indecent offence. He admitted his guilti
and pleaded for leniency, and tho good Christian Bench let
him off with a fine of ten shillings. Ho was announced to
preach at services near Ramsey on the following Sunday on
tho subject of “ Sin and its consequences "—but tho sermon
was not delivered, although it might have had tho invaluablo

noto of experience.

Evidently South Wales is trying to establish a record in
religious dementia. The latest to hand is tho account of a
Rev. John Davies, preaching at Aberdare, who treated his
hearers to an account of what he had scon in a vision of
hell. Naturally ho found hell pretty full. Preachers usually
do ; it spells business. According to a newspaper report, tho
rev. gentleman “could percoivo Chamberlain in hell, suffer-
ing for his connection with the South African War. H°
could see Balfour in hell reaping his reward for his promo-
tion of an iniquitous Education Act against tho wishos of tho
peoplo.” Strangest of all, ho could see there ministers of
religion; from which one may infer that there is somotbing
in tho shapo of pickings oven in tho infernal regions. It i9
said that Mr. Davies takes a great interest in elementary
education. Wo do not doubt it, and may take tho fact as e
one more evidence of Wales’s claim to a separate educationall
council. Mr. Lloyd-Georgo must feel quito proud of somo of-'
his supporters.

Dr. Henry Jones, Professor of Moral Philosophy at Glasgow'
University, complains of the half-hearted way in whichl
Agnostic attacks upon religion are met. Ho warns thel
defenders of religion that they will have to fight all along thel
line if they are to maintain its claims. Agnosticism, bO
says, is growing inside tho Churches themselves ; no longer
are the pews filled with men of thought, and among laymcU
tho creeds of tho Churches havo very few defenders. Wo
hope Dr. Jones does not regard this as a discovery ; at tb0
same time, we aro glad to hear him calling attention to Iff
for the Churches may listen to him when they would not
listen to ns.

Not a single leading Christian has come forward to defend
Christianity against tho attacks of Mr. Robert Blatchford-
Of course they may say that there is nothing new in hie
attacks, but the important fact remains that they aro made
before a new public, and the leaders of Christianity would
recognise this if they only had tho courage to act upon it.

Providence continues to keep itself woll in front of public
notice, probably as a rebuko to those sceptics who question
its existence. Segus la Grande, a town of 15,000 inhabitants

in Cuba, has just been totally destroyed.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

(Lectures suspended during the Summer.)

To Correspondents.

C. Cohen’s Lecture Engagements.—JU|y 8, a. and e., Victoria
Park'  a’ance-’ Victoria Park ; 29, a and e., Brockwell

Ridgway Fund.—J. Partridge, 183 Vauxhall-road, Birmingham,
acknowledges : A Secularist, 8s.

"o U. Anderson (laborer), which is as honest a word as ie “9* t
Put after his name, writes: “ | read your ‘ Brave Days of Old
article after a heavy day’s work, and | felt as if 1 had drunk a
pint of wine. It shows that however far down one may be in
social rank one may play a part for good in this world. i
cannot tell you how much good | have got in reading the free-
thinker. 1 give all my old ones away.” In reply to ‘“~ cor-
respondent’s question, we have to say that it would he useless
‘osend this journal to the Free Library he mentions without
an assurance that it would be received.

T. Ball.—Many thanks for your useful cuttings.

G-c. Knigiit—Glad to receive your *“ thanks for the help you
get from the Freethinker. See “ Acid Drops.”

* Dixon—We appreciate your kind sentiments.

U-R. Niven.—Pleased to hear of the result.

e Robinson—\We only notice such cases when they appear in the
newspapers ; otherwise we might be awkwardly placed it chai-
»enged. Thanks for your good wishes and your efforts to
Promote our circulation. .

ac_)t.l_ﬁxa)nlf(geethinker.—We welcome your expressions of goodwill.

Tn® Secullar Society, Limited, offioo is at 2 Nowcastle-street,
*&rringdon-street, E.O.
v National Secular Society’s office is at 2 Newcastle-atreet,
iarringidon-stree_t. E.O. ) ., ' ..
or the Editor of the Freethinker should bo addressed to
*Newecaatle-street, Farringdon-street, E.O.
*cture Notices must reach 2 Newoastle-stroet, Farringdon-
ctreet, E.O., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.
biends Who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by
marking the passages to whioh they wish us to call attention.
BaRRs for literature should be sent to the Froethought Pub-
bshing Company, Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
Btreet, E.O., and not to the Editor.
*B'ss remitting for literature by stamps are specially requoBted
0 Bend halfpenny ttampi.
B* "reethinker will be forwarded direot from the publishing
° <8, post free, at the following rates, prepaid One year,
_ b 6d.; half year, 6s. 3d.; three months, 2s. 8d.
°als Off Advertisements: Thirty words, Is. 6d.\ every she
ceedmg ten words, 6d. Ditplaycd Advertitementt — One inch,
8.6d.; half column, £1 2i. 6d.; column, £2 5s.  Spocial terms
for ~petitions.

Sugar Plums.

M
W asfi@JI8 alwa?a help us, but wc naturally
~sonal °kV”ernanil3 upon him as possiblo. Owing to our
&knowled ,SOc° “yolu ‘ho vicinity of London Wf A@Kg to
c°hHectio ‘hanks somo kind assistance from him in
Ho doos n VN 7as‘ ‘wo numbers of tlio Freethinker.
“ditors ,, °\,w’sh tho acknowledgment made, but wo do, and
ar°® despots.

krreay,I** °ur absence our correspondence lias fallen into
hiust ,, , 'v° aro dealing with it all as fast as wc can, but we
Hc<for a little indulgence.

Mr. Howell-Smith, B.A-, VwArvoryw O
Siinday for the first time. HI18 a . Green Branch
mative. Mr. James Neate, tho Smith, who is a
secretary, informs us that Mr. “~Ancient History and
thorough student of the Bible and 0 and most courteous
Religion8, is convincing in his argum « s,ccch; and tho
a debato; ho has also a ready 0 Victoria Park.

Branch is booking him for more dates owen-Smith’s
Other N.S.S. Branches should form Mr.

acquaintance.

N

which is referred
liamcd Windross,
a number of

Wo are glad to seo that tho 1*1« °f
boldly on tho caso of an offending Pr?ac
to in‘our “ Acid Drops.” Tho preacheri8
and ho was guilty of abominablo con uc ,.gainst for the
little children ; but he was only proco kar8 that ouo

“amor offence of indecent exposure, and it ail” ~  to deal
of the two magistrates who wero hasti y g
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mith this holy beast “is connected by the ties of relation-
ship to the defendant in the case.” That may have had
something to do with his being fined ten shillings instead of
getting eighteen months’ hard labor. Our Manx contem-
porary deserves credit for refusing to let “ religious interests ”
interfere with its performance of a public duty.

An excellent letter signed “ Communarder ” appeared in
tho Aberdeen Evening Gazette, dealing with *“ The Child and
the Bible.” The writer advocated Secular Education in all
State schools, as giving “freedom and fair-play to Christian
and Agnostic alike.” Incidentally he remarked that the
orthodox faith was declining, so many of the studious artisan
population having of late years “familiarised themselves
with the writings of Huxley, Ingersoll, Bradlaugh, Foote,
and Haeckel.” We wish Freethinkers would write letters
more frequently to their local newspapers. A great deal of
good is done in this way,

Mr. Chamberlain made another speech in the House of
Commons on Monday night in favor of separating secular and
religious education. The Daily Neivs, which six months ago
was advocating the “ secular solution,” sees in Mr. Chamber-
lain’s speech nothing but mischief. We are glad to see that
Mr. J. Ramsey Macdonald also pointed out on Monday
evening that all the everlasting trouble over the Education
Bill was due to the neglect of the true principle of State
neutrality in matters of religion.

Lines from Well*Wishers.

Me. J. W. de Caux’s appeal has brought a number of dona-
tions, and several interesting letters with them, from old
and now friends of the Editor of tho Freethinker. From
those letters wc venture to give somo extracts this week,
according to a promise made in our last issue. Wc beliovo
theso extracts will not bo uninteresting to most of tho
readers of this journal. For tho Freethinker has always
been a personally conducted paper, and a more intimate
relationship exists between tho Editor and his readers than
is common in the newspaper world.

The veteran Freethinker, W. H. Morrish, of Bristol, whoso

memory goes back to the old fighting times of Southwell,
Holyoake, and tho young “ Iconoclast ” writes :—

“1 still read the Freethinker with interest every week, and
read it dry (not that | find the contents dry). No matter
what tlie topic you always find a lot of interesting things to
say.”

Tho voteran G. L. Alward, of Grimsby, writes:—

*“ | assure you that although you have not visited Grimsby
for some time we have not forgotten you and your great
service to tho Freetkought cause.”

Major G. O. Warren writes:—

“ Whatever amount is subscribed by tho Freethinkers for
this purpose, it will bo only a small return for your great
services to us during the lato 25 years. That you may livo
long to fight for truth and justico is the sincere wish of your

friend and admirer.’

D. J. D., who gives only initials and no address except a

city in Scotland, writes :—

*“ Everyone who has tho slightest tinge of Freethought, as
taught and expounded in the Freethinker, should ask himself
{'_ust now, What can | spare ? | am sure there are many who,

ike myself, through lack of ready speech, are had at placing

an argument, but know that tho cause is right, and ought, while
sheltering in the trenches, hand up the ammunition to the
soldiers In the open. Let us all do it now. Believe mo,
thougli among the Anons., an ardent admirer and almost
?Ivll/ays nn approver of every action that you have had to
ake up.”

A. J. Finoken, a North London stalwart, writes:—

“ 1 hope you will get all you require till tho next appeal
comes round. Whatever you get it will never he what
you deserve.”

“F. S.”, whoso name has generously been in many sub-
scription lists, says:—

“ It is of course difficult for one not in intimate touch with
the Freetliouglit party to guago even approximately its
resources, but surely the sum of £200 ought at least to result
from this effort.”

Wo replied ‘hat wo feared this was too sanguine an
estimate.

John Grange, of Bradford, writes :—

“Receive this as a token of warm esteem and profound
appreciation of tho high intellectual level you maintain in all

your literary work for tho spread and glory of Freethought
principle«.”
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George Taylor, of North Wales, -who is lively in spite of
liis venerable ago, wrote to Mr. do Caux:—

“1 thank you very much for the trouble you take over our
Chief, as he is not half backed up as he ought to be. Had he
been in the Holy Ghost business he would have had no money
difficulties. Oh dear no !

E. D. Side, a South London veteran, writes:—

1 You continually give me great pleasure ; 1 must help you
to some.”

H. Jessop writes from Batley —

_“ Accept enclosed cheque for your holiday fund. etc. |
sincerely hope you will have as much pleasure as you have
gi‘vien to me and a few friends who have read the Freethinker
of late.”

W. P. Adamsom writes :—

“ It is now many years since | began reading the Free-
thinker; its consistency, its courage, and its real liveliness
are objects of my admiration.”

Mrs. S. Burgon writes to Mr. de Caux \—

“1 sincerely hope that Mr. Foote may live with good
health many, many years to fight for the good cause of Free-
thought.”

John Cross writes :—

“ Mr. Foote does not wish to take anything from ‘people
as poor as himself,” but in spite of that | venture to send my
mite—a privilege ho should not deny us, being our only way
of showing that we sympathise with him and appreciate his
great services as highly as our more wealthy confreres do.”

The West Stanley Branch has “great pleasure ” in helping
Mr. Foote to “a well-earned holiday ” and hopes the
Secular party will respond as it should do to Mr. de Caux’s
appeal.

T. Hopkins, who frequently subscribes, but never gives his
address, jokes us about “ tho generous souls,” as wo called
them who subscribed out of too slender means. Ho says

“ | always gave you credit for having a heart as big as a
frylngt-)gan, but about your soul I am not quite so certain ; it
may as big as the City of London or as large as the
County of Devon.”

We used the word “souls” in the vernacular sense, as
Shakespeare did when he made Marc Antony say :—

“ Kind souls, what! weep you when you but behold

Our Ciesar’s vesture wounded? ”

S. Holmes (Blackpool) writes—

“1 hope you may secure and retain the best of health as
long as you wish, and that you may live long to uphold the
Freethought Hag.”

J. W. (Nelson) writes—

“Though not very pronounced in my views %?nerally (Iam
in business), | enjoy the Freethinker in health and sickness
more than any other paper.”

“Two Clifton Admirers ” write :—

“When we think of you and your daily etrugg'e for tho
cause we all hold so dear, our hearts go out towards Kou in
sincere sympathy and deep gratitude for tho brave fight you
are making for us all.”

A. Martin writes:—

“1 should just like to say with what pleasure | look
forward each week to reading your %ournal. It is so straight-
forward and true. | never heard of it until Dr. Torrey came
to Brixton—so | have something to thank him for.”

A London cab-driver and “a common policeman” both
express tho delight they have in reading this journal every
week. The former says he has read it for twenty-five years,
and ho adds: “1 need not tell a man like you what it has
been to me.” Tho latter “hopes he is not speaking
selfishly ” in saying that the cause must not lose the ser-
vices of the editor of the Freethinker.

“A Woman Reader of the Freethinker,” who gives no
name and address, though tho envelope bore the Bristol
postmark, had “ much pleasure ” in forwarding her contri-
bution.

G. F. H. McCluskey (Plymouth) writes to Mr. de Caux:—

“ | share your hope that the response will be * both prompt
and generous.” | have taken the Freethinker from the very
first number, and | know from my own observation that the
battle of Freethought is easier now than then, and credit is
due to Mr. Foote for his large share in the fight.”

The above are all tho extracts we can give from letters
this week. We shall give a second, and final, selection in
our next issue.

Obituary.

The Porth Branch expresses sympathy with Mr, and Mrs.
Simmons, both members, in the loss they have sustained by
the death of their daughter, Rose, aged one year and ten
months. The funeral took place at Mid-Rhondda Cemetery
on Juno 19, a Secular burial service being conducted by
Mr. S. Holman. It was a now departure in the locality, and
produced a favorable impression on all present.
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The Church and Marriage.

new Chapter in the Fourth Edition (1906) of A Fete
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Catechism, by M. M. Mangasarian, of Chicago.]

What is the teaching of the church on tho
subject of marriage ?

The church teaches that marriage is a mystery
and a sacrament; a mystery because it |3
symbolical of tho union of Christ with his
church, and a sacrament because only a duly
ordained priest can make it valid. Ciwvil
marriages are not recognised by the church.

. How do you account for tho opposition of the

church to civil marriages ?

. The church is a monopoly, and as such she

wishes to have exclusive rights in all the
departments of life.

. How is the church a monopoly ?
. Because she will not permit any other agency

to represent the deity, nor will she permit
the deity to save anyone except through her
own instrumentality. She claims that the
deity has handed over to her the keys of lit0
and death, which has been interpreted to
mean that he has abdicated in her favor.

. May not other religious bodies labor to save

souls ?

No ; that would be infringing upon the rights
of the “only true church.”

What is the strongest argument in favor of
the claims of the church ?

Tho credulity of tho people.

In what countries is the church most pros-
perous ?

In the least advanced.

What motives has the church for condemning
civil marriages ?

. To prevent the union of a believer with an

unbeliever ; to secure in advance a promise
that the children of tho union solemnised
by the church, and wherein either tho wife
or the husband is not a believer, shall bo
roared in the Christian faith ; to secure ad-
mission for tho priest into tho new homo
for purposos of propaganda; to establish
there the confessional, and to tax tho newly
married couple for tho support of the
church.

What has boon the principal effect of the
church control of marriage ?

It has helped to mako tho priest tho hoad of
the family.

Explain your moaning.

The priest, being considered necessary to tho
salvation of the soul, and tho salvation of
the 60ul being considered the paramount
interest of life, is given an entrance int°
every home, and allowed to dictate to both
the man and tho woman how to dispose of
their property, how to bring up their children»
and in the case of the man, how he should
vote, etc.

. Does the teaching of the church elevate the

institution of marriage ?

It degrades it, becauso it claims that a nun i®
purer than a mother, and a celibate monk
holier than a father.

Why is celibacy exalted by the church ?

The Christian fathers attributed the fall of
man to tho marriage of Adam, and tl10
salvation of man to the celibacy of Jesus.

What else ?

Marriage is considered a concession to tb0
flesh, and the flesh is on the same level with
the “world ” and the “devil.” The weight
of the influence of the New Testament is °°
tho side of celibacy. Jesus by his exampj0'
and Paul both by example and precept, dis-
couraged wedlock. They both believed that
the world was coming to a speedy end, and
that a wife and children would only be a
burden.
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3. Q What other consideration led the early Chris-
tian fathers to denounce marriage ?
A Their low estimate of woman.
- Q sum up the position of the church on the
guestion of marriage.

(1) Marriage is a sacrament, requiring the
services of a priest.

(2) Marriage is a concession to the flesh, and
as such not so acceptable to God as the
state of virginity or celibacy.

(3 Though marriage is a sacrament for the

15 laity, it is a sin for the clergy.
- Q \What is a sacrament ?

A means of grace. The communion, baptism,
extreme unction, etc., are sacraments—they
are supposed to confer a miraculous benefit
upon the person participating in them.

16- Q Why, then, may not a priest partake of the
sacrament of marriage ?

A It is difficult to state the reasons precisely,
but it must be for political rather than
spiritual purposes that marriage is denied to
the priesthood. To increase her power, the
church created a priesthood free from every
other obligation or attachment and devoted
only to the interests of the organisation.

17- Q. Was there a time when the priests married ?

Before the time of Gregory VII. (Hildebrand),
the priests were allowed to marry.

18- Q Has the celibacy of the priesthood improved
its morals ?

History records many complaints against the
morals of the priesthood.

What is the moral argument against a celibate
priesthood ?

At exposes them to tempation, and condemns
a class of people to perish without issue.

20- Q. Explain your meaning.

When the priest is a man of virtue and genius,
and he intentionally dies without issue, ho
contributes to diminish the moral power of
humanity. He destroys what he has in-
herited. This accounts, in part, for the
deterioration of the ministry. A celibate
priesthood is a suicidal profession. It has
been suggested that the decline of Spain
was due on the one hand to her disastrous
wars which killed her best citieons, and on
the other hand, to the priests who abstained
from marriage, leaving tho lower class alone
to propagate themselves.

19- Q

l'g©rsoll’s Lecture on Superstition.—Y 1.

(Concluded from p. J97.)

Ou VIIL
didr Was mado by men, sculptured by savages who
OetQud they c°uld. Thoy made our God somewhat like
rinht

, s’and gave to him their passions, their ideas of
Wrong,

krocit“1l a“Vanocd he slowly changed his God—took a little
oyea Yy tr°m his heart, and put the light of kindness in his
the 'inMi man Progressed ho obtained a wider view, extended
makin<» i ¢ Ual [l0r‘Z0n>and again ho changed his God,
Wign » 1l as nearly perfect as ho could, and yet this God
eivilh i tned aftor those who made him. As man became
and a | as 110 became merciful, he began to love justice,
and so i @ m*d expanded his ideal became purer, nobler,
Inoi 11 bccamo more merciful, more loving,
the pOrfCday Jehovah has been outgrown. Ho is no longer
about ??" ~ow theologians talk, not about Jehovah, but
perpOt VOX  love, call him tho Eternal Father and tho
talk ah*3 * nend and providence of man. But, while thoy
earthoit God °t love, cyclones wreck and rend, the
from th& | devours*tho Hood destroys, tho red bolt leaping
anj fe,ICc oUl still crashes the life out of men, and plague
death °r arc tireless reapers in tho harvest fields of

K

*s 800<™» that evil is but blessiog

ebaract *8e’ Pa*a makes strongi and virtuous men—makes

be So Y  while pleasure enfeebles and degrades. If this

in hpl,, ° s?lds in hell should grow to greatness, while those
on should shrink and shrivel.

in disgn® ~USNn°W
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But we know that good is good. We know that good is
not evil, and that evil is not good. We know that light is
not darkness, and that darkness is not light. But we do not
feel that good and evil were planned and caused by a super-
natural God. We regard them both as necessities. We
neither thank nor curse. We know that some evil can be
avoided and that the good can be increased. We know that
this can be done by increasing knowledge, by developing the
brain.

As Christians have changed their God, so they have accor-
dingly changed their Bible. The impossible and absurd, the
cruel and the infamous, have been mostly thrown aside, apd
thousands are now engaged in trying to save the inspired
word, Of course, the orthodox still cling to every word, and
still insist that every line is true. They are literalists. To
them tho Bible means exactly what it says. They want no
explanation. They care nothing for commentators. Con-
tradictions cannot disturb their faith. They deny that any
contradictions exist. They loyally stand by the sacred text,
and they give it the narrowest possible interpretation. They
are like the janitor of an apartment house who refused to
rent a flat to a gentleman because he said he had children.
“ But,” said the gentleman, “my children are both married
and live in lowa.” *“ That makes no difference,” said the
janitor, “ 1 am not allowed to rent a flat to any man who
has children.”

All the orthodox churches are obstructions on the highway
of progress. Every orthodox creed is a chain, a dungeon.
Every believer in the “inspired book ™ is a slave who drives
reason from her throne, and in her stead crowns fear.

Reason is the light, the sun, of the brain. It is the com-
pass of the mind, the over-constant Northern Star, tho
mountain peak that lifts itself above all clouds.

IX.

Thero were centuries of darkness when religion had con-
trol of Christendom  Superstition was almost universal.
Not one in twenty thousand could read or write. During
these centuries the people lived with their back to tho sun-
rise, and pursued their way toward the dens of ignorance

and faith. Thero was no progress, no invention, no dis-
covery. On every hand cruelty and worship, persecution
and prayer. Tho priests were the enemies of thought, of

investigation. They were the shepherds, and the people
were their sheep; and it was their business to guard tho

flock from the wolves of thought and doubt. This world
was of no importance compared with the next. This life
was to be spent in preparing for the lifo to como. The gold

and labor of men were wasted in building cathedrals and in
supporting tho pious and the useless. During these Dark
Ages of Christianity, as | said before, nothing was invented,
nothing was discovered, calculated to increase the well-being
of men. Tho energies of Christendom wero wasted in tho
vain effort to obtain assistance from tho supernatural.

For centuries tho business of Christians was to wrest from
tho followers of Mohammed tho empty sepulchre of Christ.
Upon tho altar of this folly millions of lives wero sacrificed,
and yet tho soldiers of tho impostor wero victorious, and tho
wretches who carried the banner of Christ were soattered
like leaves before tho storm.

There was, | believe, one invention during these ages. It
is said that, in the thirteenth century, Roger Bacon, a Fran-
ciscan monk, invented gunpowder, but this invention was
without a follow. Yet wo cannot give Christianity tho
credit, because Bacon was an infidel, and was great enough
to say that in all things reason must bo the standard. He
was persecuted and imprisoned, as most sonsiblo men were
in those blessed days. The Church was triumphant. The
sceptre and mitre were in her hands, and yet her success
was tho result of force and fraud, and it carried within itself
tho seeds of its defeat. The Church attempted tho im-
possible. It endeavored to make tho world of one belief ; to
force all minds to a common form, and utterly destroy tho
individuality of man. To accomplish this it employed every
art and artifice that cunning could suggest. It inflicted every
cruelty by every means that malice could invent.

But, in spito of all, a few men began to think. They
became interested in tho affairs of this world—in the great
panorama of nature. They began to seek for causes, for tho
explanations of phenomena. They wero not satisfied with
tho assertions of tho Church. These thinkers withdrew
their gaze from tho skies and looked at their own surround-
ings. Thoy wero unspiritual enough to desire eomfort hero.
They became sensible and secular, worldly and wise.

What was tho result ? Thoy began to invent, to discover,
to find the relation between facts, tho conditions of happi-
ness and the means that would increase the well-being of
their fellow-men.

Movable types were invented, paper was borrowed from
the Moors, books appeared, and it became possible to save
the intellectual wealth so that each generation could hand
it to tho next. History began to take tho place of legend
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and rumor. The telescope was invented. The orbits of the
stars were traced, and men became citizens of the universe.
The steam-engine was constructed, and now steam, the great
slave, does the work of hundreds of millions of men. The
Black Art, the impossible, was abandoned, and chemistry,
the useful, took its place. Astrology became astronomy.
Kepler discovered the three great laws, one of the greatest
triumphs of human genius, and our constellation became a
poem, a symphony. Newton gave us the mathematical
expression of the attraction of gravitation. Harvey dis-
covered the circulation of the blood. He gave us the fact,
and Draper gave us the reason. Steamships conquered the
seas and railways covered the land. Houses and streets
were lighted with gas. Through the invention of matches
fire became the companion of man. The art of photography
became known ; the sun became an artist. Telegraphs and
cables were invented. The lightning became a carrier of
thought, and the nations became neighbors. Anaesthetics
were discovered, and pain was lost in sleep.  Surgery
became a science. The telephone was invented—the tele-
phone that carries and deposits in listening ears the waves
of words. The phonograph, that catches and retains in
marks and dots and gives again the echoes of our speech.

Then came electric light that fills the night with day, and
all the wonderful machines that use the subtle force—the
same force that leaps from the summer cloud to ravage and
destroy.

The Spectrum Analysis that tells us of the substance of
the sun; the RoOntgen rays that change the opaque to the
transparent. The great thinkers demonstrated the inde-
structibility of force and matter—demonstrated that the
indestructible could not havo been created. The geologist,
in rocks and deposits and mountains and continents, read a
little of the story of the world—of its changes, of the glacial
epoch—the story of vegetable and animal life.

The biologists, through the fossil forms of life, established
the antiquity of man and demonstrated the worthlessness of
Holy Writ. Then came evolution, the survival of the fittest,
and natural selection. Thousands of mysteries were ex-
plained, and science wrested the sceptre from superstition.
The cell theory was advanced, and embryology was studied;
the microscope discovered germs of disease, and taught us
how to stay the plague. These great theories and dis-
coveries, together with countless inventions, aro the chil-
dren of intellectual liberty.

X.

( After all we know but little. In the darkness of life there
are a few gleams of light. Possibly the dropping of a dish-
cloth prophesies the coming of company, but wo have no
evidence. Possibly it is dangerous for thirteen to dine
together, but we have no evidence. Possibly a maiden’s
matrimonial chances aro determined by the number of seeds
in an apple, or by the number of leaves on a flower, but wo
havo no evidence. Possibly certain stones give good luck to
the wearer, while the wearing of others brings loss and death.
Possibly a glimpse of the new moon over the left shoulder
brings misfortune. Possibly there are curative virtues in old
bones, in sacred rags and holy hairs, in images and bits of
wood, in rusty nails and dried blood, but the trouble is we
have no evidence. Possibly comets, eclipses, and shooting
stars foretell tho death of kings, tho destruction of nations,
or the coming of plague. Possibly devils take possession of
tho bodies and minds of men. Possibly witches, with the
Devil’s help, control the winds, breed storms on sea and
land, fill summer’s lap with frosts and snow, and work with
charm and spell against the public weal, but of this wc have
no evidence. It may bo that all the miracles described in
the Old and New Testament were performed; that tho pallid
flesh of tho dead felt once moro the thrill of life; that the
corpso arose and felt upon his smiling lips the kiss of wife
and child. Possibly water was turned into wine, loaves and
fishes increased, and possibly devils were expelled from men
and women ; possibly fishes were found with money in their
mouths ; possibly clay and spittle brought back the light to
sightless eyes, and possibly words cured diseaso and made
the leper clean, but of this wo have no evidence.

Possibly iron floated, rivers divided, waters burst from dry
bones, birds carried food to prophets and angels flourished
drawn swords, but of this wo have no evidence.

Possibly Jehovah employed lying spirits to deceive a king,
and all the wonders of tho savage world may have happened,
but tho trouble is there is no proof.

So there may bo a Devil, almost infinite in cunning and
power, and he may have a countless number of imps whose
only business is to sow the seeds of evil and to vex, mislead,
capture, and imprison in eternal flames tho souls of men.
All this, so far as wc know, is possible. All wo know is that
wc havo no evidence except the assertions of ignorant priests.

Possibly there is a place called “ hell,” where all the devils
live—a hell whose flames arc waiting for all tho men who
think and have the courage to express their thoughts, for all
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who fail to credit priests and sacred books, for all who walk
the path that reason lights, for all the good and brave who
lack credulity and faith—but of this, | am happy to say*
there is no proof.

And so there may be a place called “heaven,” the home
of God, where angels float and fly and play on harps and
hear with joy the groans and shrieks of the lost in hell, but
of this there is no evidence.

It all rests on dreams and visions of the insane.

There may be a power superior to nature, a power that
governs and directs all things, but the existence of this
power has not been established. ,

In the presence of the mysteries of life and thought, of
force and substance, of growth and decay, of birth and
death, of joy and pain, of tho sufferings of the good, the
triumphs of wrong, the intelligent honest man is compelled
to say : 111 do not know.”

But we do know how gods and devils, heavens and hells,
have been made. We know the history of inspired books—
the origin of religions. We know how the seeds of supersti-
tion were planted, and what made them grow. We know
that all superstitions, all creeds, all follies and mistakes, all
crimes and cruelties, all virtues, vices, hopes and fears, all
discoveries and inventions, have been naturally produced-
By the light of reason we divide the useful from the hurtful,
the false from the true.

We know the past—the paths that man has travelled—bis
mistakes, his triumphs. We know a few facts, a few frag-
ments, and tho imagination, the artist of the mind, with
these facts, these fragments, rebuilds the past, and on the
canvas of the future deftly paints the things to be.

We believe in the natural, in the unbroken and unbreak-
able succession of causes and effects. We deny the existence
of the supernatural. We do not believe in any God who can
be pleased with incense, with kneeling, with bell-ringing,
psalm-singing, bead-counting, fasting, or prayer—in any God
who can he flattered by words of faith or fear.

We believe in the natural. We have no fear of devils,
ghosts, or hells. We believe that Mahatmas, astral bodies,
materialisations of spirits, crystal gazing, seeing tho future,
telepathy, mind reading, and Christian Scicnco aro only
cunning frauds, the genuineness of which is established by
the testimony of incompetent, honest witnesses. We believe
that Cunning plates fraud with tho gold of honesty, and
veneers vice with virtue.

Wo know that millions are seeking tho impossible—trying
to secure tho aid of the supernatural—to solve tho problem
of life—to guess the riddle of destiny, and to pluck from the
future its secret. We know that all their efforts aro in vain.

Wo believe in tho natural. We believe in homo and firm
side—in wife and child and friend—in the realities of this
world. Wo havo faith in facts—in knowledge—in tho
development of tho brain. We throw away superstition and
welcome science. Wo banish the phantoms, tho mistakes
and lies, and cling to the truth. Wo do not enthrone tli°
unknown and crown our ignorance. We do not stand with
our backs to the sun and mistake our shadow for God.

Wo do not create a master and thankfully wear his chains-
Wo do not enslave ourselves. Wo want no leaders, no
followers. Our desire is that overy human being shall bo
true to himself, to his ideal, unbribed by promises, careless
of threats. Wo want no tyrant on tho earth or in tho air.

We know that superstition has given us delusions an*
illusions, dreams and visions, ceremonies and cruelties, fait'l
and fanaticism, beggars and bigots, persecutions and prayers,
theology and torture, piety and poverty, saints and slaves,
miracles and mummeries, diseaso and death.

Woec know that science has given us all wo havo of value-
Science is the only civiliser. It has freed tho slave, clothed
the naked, fed tho hungry, lengthened life, given us bom0Q9
and hearths, pictures and books, ships and railways, tele-
graphs and cables, engines that tirelessly turn tho counties9
wheels, and it has destoyed the monsters, the phantoms, tb°
winged horrors that filled tho savage brain.

Science is tho real redeemer. It will put honesty abov®
hypocrisy, mental veracity above all belief. It will teaml
the religion of usefulness. It will destroy bigotry in all it3
forms. It will put thoughtful doubt above thoughtless
faith. It will give us philosophers, thinkers, and savants,
instead of priests, theologians, and saints. It will abolish
poverty and crime, and greater, grander, nobler than »l
else, it will make the whole world free.

For we aro made for co-operation, liko feet, like hands-
like eyelids, liko tho rows of tho upper and lower tee«*
To act against one another then is contrary to nature;
it is acting against one another to bo vexed and to turn
away.—Marcus Aurelius.
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Correspondence.

A WORD FOR JOHN MORLEY.
TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.

Sir—l am sorry to observe your able contributor, Mr.
Cohen, join in the now fashionable chorus of depreciation o
the services rendered by the Rt. Hon. John Morley to ‘ree
thought; inclining to the belief that it would be difficult, ii
oot impossible, to find, during the period of his militant
Freethought propaganda, a more effective fighter than the
gentleman in question, | think this lack of duo recognition
savors of ungraciousness. For perfectly honorable reasons,
which were exposed to the public view, lie minimised or
abandoned his Freethinking efforts, yet he did not and could
not undo what he had done, and ho did good service. At a
critical period in the country’s history a choice was oilerea
him between an active political life, in the capaci > o
member of the Government, or his hitherto literary, jour-
nalistic,c and Freethought career. Exercising a choice,
certainly within his honorable rights, he chose poi ics,
influenced by the fact that his official position would enable
him to greatly advance a policy in which he firmly _e "N
and which he strenuously advocated. His choice is 0 0
regrotted, inasmuch as the most inefficient Freethought
advocate is of vastly greater value, as conditions now exist,
than a thousand brilliant politicians. Unfortunately capable
men are repelled from the advocacy of Freethought and
impelled to that of politics. Yet were the converse to
obtain, and if men of mark found not what they sought in
‘be arena of politics, conditions would be sadly worse than
?°w. The Freethinker is wanted, and has his own sphere
m which he may make the world brighter, cleaner, and
better; the politician (not the partisan) is absolutely essen-
jmb  Men who essay the rule of publicists must decide for
"hemselves which best suits their capacities and tasto. do
lorco a Freethought crusade upon a person whose principal
mental energies aro exercised in matters political or con-
ersely, is a wantOn waste of good material and tends rather
° retard than to advance either movement. A volunteer is
,,or!b three pressed men in any venture, and if men tiro in

®Freethought ranks it is well to lot them “ fall out with

fttever honors they may have won, or should they find
n°ther army better suited to their inclinations, grateful
Acknowledgment should be made of their past services, and
0 obstacle of our creation should bar the progress of their
“ew campaign. Mr. Morley apparently anticipated to-day s
mmers, and in his “ valedictory ” to the monthly of which ho

as then editor explained ho had rendered Freethought all
‘bat was duo from him, and assured his readers that the
met that ho “ at least had made Agnosticism fashionable
"as an adequato lifo’s servico. | regret I have not the
i cle by mo, and cannot give moro than tho words in
“verted commas as written. .

Perhaps tlicro was a deal of real good in this severance ot
“leading political Freethinker from active participation in
£ feethought propaganda. Unfortunately tho movement had
been popularly associated with a particular party in politics,
1 w'bheven anarrow sect within that party. Mr. Mor oy s
®«on began to effect a rightful appropriation of labor to
ach. Freethinkers were to bo found in every party, and
** on both sides of tho Speaker in Parliament. Act tho

movement seemed inseparably associated with a
Sin? Of a Political party. On tho publication of John
tri~rt Mill’s posthumous work, tho Edinburgh Review
fiutnphantly claimed that tho book amply justified their
lew that anti-Christism and Benthamism wore synonymous
Sj??* This did not tend to real advancement nor union
thn our oause. Mr. Morloy’s action somowliat cleared
0 “eld for the truer Froothouglit which now obtains.

South Devon.

FREE SPEECH M kyde paris,

to the editor of Y tub X threatened in
Sir,-T he right of 1™e speech is Boriou.*" ,, adEOcato

Hyde Park by a clerical “ Chris lurnC8 himself upon
named Waldron. This clergyman,-who P vanity that ho

VI8Platform prowess, is so puffed 1 ju.temper upon
invariably exhibits a lamentable display .Uc tban those

finding himself less of an attractiontotl P the casO last
en other platforms. Discovering tin 0 accuscd Mr.

Thursday evening, he, to hide his dis . g Of having
Boulter, who was addressing a huge g breach of tho
mado personal remarks “ calculated to ca o officer, who,
peace.” The complaintwas made to a P, to tako the
as| am informed, was told that if ho forwarded to
address of tho “ offender,” a letter would e  Ujreatenin
Scotland Yardt This looks uncommonly »no ig we

not only of freo speech, but aBOol the po >
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known that the word of a mere policeman is of little value
in certain quarters when pitted against that of a highly
respectable parson ; the officer having to think first of his
family and then of the less important public.

But the “ offence” is a fiction. Such personal remarks
were not made by the speaker complained of, as | am able
to testify. Nobody—including the officer—was aware of
this “ calculated to cause ” humbug save the reverend gen-
tleman himself, who, in his zeal for Christianity, finds it
necessary to attempt the sealing of Secularist lips by intimi-
dating the Force.

But tactics such as these, adopted by an unscrupulous
cleric, constitute a real danger to free speech in our public
parks. A parson has only to indulge in a little calculating,
and a little intimidating, when lo 1 a perfectly innocent man
finds himself at Marlborough-street to answer the phantom
charge. There is a Court prejudice against the Freethinker
as a Freethinker, and a Court prejudice in favor of the
parson as a parson ; the result being that the unoffending
Freethinker is “ bound over to keep the peace” (which he
has not broken) for six months, which is next door to
ordering him to keep silence—for at any moment after this
judgment is passed, and until the six months have expired,
his knavish antagonists, gloating over their first easy victory,
will again pounce upon their victim, as they well know that
a second charge may result in a ruinous fine, or even im-
prisonment.

This being the position, | trust that every real Freethinker
will support the Secularist platform in Hyde Park on Thurs-
day evenings, and that ho will keep ears and eyes open, so
that when the parson next tries this infamous manceuvre he
will find himself checkmated.

Is not this tho same person who so recently attained
notoriety in Chatham by the charges he levelled against its
inhabitants, and for which he was called over the coals by

the Parish Council? E rnest Pack.

REFORMING A PARROT.

A Pittsburgher who spent a part of last summer in Eng-
land tells an incident which sadly disturbed the religious
poace of a parish in Penzance.

A maiden lady of that town owned a parrot, which some-
how acquired the disagreeable habit of observing, at frequent
intervals:

“1 wish the old lady would die.”

This annoyed the bird’s owner, who spoko to her curato
about it.

“1 think wo can rectify the matter,” replied the good
man. “1 also have a parrot, and he is a righteous bird,
having been brought up in tho way he should go. 1 will
lend you my parrot, and | trust his influence will reform that
depraved bird of yours.”

Tho curate’s parrot was placed in tho same room with the
wicked one, and as soon as they had bocome accustomed to
each other tho bad bird remarked :

“1 wish the old lady would die.”

Whereupon the clergyman’s bird rolled up his eyes and in
a solemn accent added :

“ Wo bcsoech theo to hear us, good Lord !

Tho story got out in tho parish, and for several Sundays
it was necossary to omit tho litany at tho church services.—
Pittsburg Chronicle,

PROFITABLE INDECISION.

A good story of a recent conversation between Mr. Howells
and Mark Twain is going the rounds. Mark Twain was
relating some of his experiences before he became famous.
“ My difficulties taught mo some thrift,” he observed. “ But
I never know whether it was wiser to spend my last nickel
for a cigar to smoko or for an apple to devour.”

“1 am astounded,” returned Mr. Howells, “that a person
of so little decision should meet with so much worldly
success.”

Mark Twain nodded very gravely. *“ Indecision about
spending monoy,” he remarked, “is worthy of cultivation.
When | couldn’t decide what to buy with my last nickel I
kept it, and so became rich.”

PERSONAL OBJECTIONS.

“Yes, Bruddah Jolinsing," said tho exhorter, bending over
the man at tho mourner’s bench ; “ Aldough yo’ hab gone
t’roo groat trials an’ tribbylations, aldough yo’ hab bin
pusseeuted by man an’ sent ter do jail time an’time ergain
fo’ chickcn-stcalin’, it is still possible fo’ yo’ter go ter heaben
an’ join in de glad songs ob de seraphs, an™—”

“Hoi’on 1” interrupted Mistah Johnsing, jumping to his
feet; “hoi’ on, Bruddah Snowball! | declaihs mahso’f right
now an’ hyuh. 1 isn’t gwino ter no heaben whar | has ter
join in de songs wid do sheriffs. 1% done had too much
truck wid dem kind ob people on dis earth,”—Judge,
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.

Notices of Leotures.eto., must reach ns by first post on Tuesday
and be marked “Lecture Notioe,” if not sent on postcard.

LONDON.
Outdoor.

Bethnal Green Branch N. S. S. (\/ictoria Park, near the
Fountain): 3.15 and 6.15, James Rowney.

Camberwell Branch N.S. S. : Ruslicroft-road, Brixton, 11.30,
Ernest Edwin ; Brockwell Park, 3.15 and 0, C. Cohen.

Clapham Common: 3, A. D. Howell-Smith, B.A., “ False
Prophets.”

Kinghland Branch N.S.8. (Ridley-road, Dalston): 11.30,
Mr. Rowney.

North London Branch N. 8. S. (Parliament Hill, Hampstead):
W. J. Ramsey, 3.15, “The Freethinker’s Position”; C.30,
"Where Angels Dwell.”

COUNTRY.

Liverpool Branch N.S.S. (Milton nail, Daulhy-street) : 7,
H. Buxton, “ God, Mill, and Aked.”

Porth Branch N.S. S. (Secular Room, Town Hall): 6.30, T.
Bennet, *“ Secularism : its Aims and Objects.”

West Stanley Branch N.S.S. (4 Co-operative-street): 3,
Special Meeting to receive Delegates’ Report from Conference, etc.

Qutdoor.
Wigan Branch N.S. S. (Market Square): Tuesday, July 3, at
7.45, H. Percy Ward, “ Saintly Sinners.”

TRUE MORALITY:
Or The Theory and Practice of Neo-Malthusianism,
Iff, | BELIEVE,

THE BEST BOOK

ON Tnis SUBJECT.

Superfine Large-paper Edition, 176 page», with Portrait and Auto-
graph, bound in cloth, gilt-lettered, po»tfree Is. a copy.

In order that it may have a large circulation, and to bring it
within the reach of the poor, | have issued
A POPULAR EDITION IN PAPER COVERS.
A copy of this edition post free for 2d. A dozen copies, for dis-
tribution, post free for one shilling.

The National Reformer of Se‘ptember 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.

Thwaites’ Liver Pills.

The Best Family Medicine in the World.
Will cure Liver, Kidney, and all Stomach Diseases effectually.

Good for Heart Troubles and Cardiac Complaints, Female
Ailments, Antemia.

Is. lid. and 2s. 9d. per Box.

Post free 14 or 33 stamps.  Directions with each box.

G. THWAITES, Herbalist,
2, Church Bow, Stockton-on-Tees, and
24, Linthorpe Boad, Middlesbrough.
TnWAITES’ LIVER PILLS are not Sugar-coated or got up to
deceive, nor factory made, but are made from Herbs by a Herbalist
of nearly 40 years’ experience in curing disease with Herbs and
preparations from them.

SALE-POST FREE.

Dawn Island, Martineau (Harriet)........c.ccocooeveinenconnnne.
Life of Jus. Watson, Linton..................
History of Man, Karnes. 3 VOIS.........cc.cccocvvnveiennennn.
Characteristics, Shaftesbury. 3 vols., 1733
Two Nights’ Debate, Bradlaugh-Burns
Diegesis, Taylor. First edition, published at a guinea ...
Republican, Garble. Vol 12.........ccccovvvviviiecccccsesen
Dawning Grey, Dell. Best ed. Society and Freethought
Travels in Egypt, Volney. 2 VOIS........cccoverennnnn.
Morals, Epictetus. 1741
National Reformer, 1864-1873 (10 years) mostly unopened, N
reasonable offer refused.

A

NN WU WN N
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A. G. Barker, 5 Verulam-avenue, Walthamstow, Essex.
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THE BOOK OF GOD

IN THE LIGHT OF THE HIGHER CRITICISM.
By G. W. FOOTE.

“ 1 have read with great pleasure youi Book of God. You hab
shown with perfect clearness the absurdity of Dean Farrar

osition | congratulate you on your book. It will do groatgoo >

ecause it is filled with the best of senso expressed with force an
beauty."—Colonel I ngersoll.

“A volnmo we strongly recommend....... Ought to bo in 1
hands of every earnest and sincere inquirer.”—Reynolds't ReW

paper.
Bound in Stout Paper Covers- - - -
Bound in Good C loth

BIBLE HEROES.

By G. W. FOOTE.

Adam—Noah—Abraham—Jacob—Joseph—Joseph’sBretliren
Moses —Aardn—Joshua— Jephthali—Samson—Samuel  San
David—Solomon—Job — Elijah— Elisha—.Telin—Daniel ’
Prophets—Peter—Paul.

200 pages, Cloth, 2s. 6d.

INTERNATIONAL FREETHOUGHT CONGRESS.

A Photograph of the National Secular Society 0
Delegates taken beneath the Voltaire Statue
in Paris, September, 1905.

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

Price HALF-A-CROWN.

(Securely Packed and Post Free)
From—

TnF, Secretary, NSS, 2 Newoastie-St., EC-

Varicocele

A Gentleman wh« has suffered
from Nervousness, Brain Fag, Sleep-
lessness, Nervous Debility, Palpit**
Ition of the Heart, Timidity, Lowness
rof Spirits, Dizziness, etc., will be
pleased to forward particulars or
simple s_elft trefatmtent todall Zlafferers
on recei stamped addresse
enveiope.p O?d standi?]g cases, w?ucﬁ
»had been deemed incurable have
been restored to perfect health by
the Remedy, and there is no affec-
tion or disease it might not cure:

thousands have been successfully treated by It. He
will also send a

Free Sample

of the Remedy. Write to-day. It will cost you nothine
and cure is certain. Address, Rev. ThOS. STONE.
lhe Limes. Kemp Town, llrlghton. lingUntl.

Name this paper.

Books Wanted for Office Purposes.
The Diegesis, Robt. Taj
PAMPHLETS. bieta

The Value of This Earthly Life. E. B. Aveling. Any lanl
by Joseph Symes. Or old Debates.

Prisoner for Blasphemy.

State condition and Price—

The Skcpetary, N.S.S., -
2 Neweastle-street, I*e
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THE SECULAR SOCIETY,
(LIMITED)

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

aq was formed in 1898 to afford legal security to the
Th Trh ax™»Plication of funds for Seonlar Purposes. .
Chjo € fi*ermorandum of Association sets forth that the Socioty’s
*honM varB:—** Promote the principle that human condufit
natnr Iv,0 J&88™ nP°n natural knowledge, and not upon super-
@dof , e*antl that human welfare in this world is the proper
Ton a*bought and action. _To promote freedom of inquiry.
Piet« °m™0 nniversal Secular Education. To promote the com-
|anf secularisation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such
hold * n8s as are conducive to such objects. Also to have,
or ke r°oe’ve>an4 retain any sums of money paid, given, devised
Theathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of
tepcoes of the Society.
moiHIlab:li*y °f members is limited to £1, in case the Society
liabiin:f\er kO wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover
~J9—a most unlikely contingency.
ve 2m°erapay an entrance fee of ton shillings, and a subsequent
mog subscription of five shillings.
lar 06 Society has a considerable number of members, but a much
gain _nnrt'l)er la desirable, and it is hoped that some will be
it ne?.amongst those who read this announcement. All who join
ttar tdCPate "'n the oontrol of its business and the trusteeship of
jQellrces. 1t is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa-
te R _mno member, aBsuch, shall derive any sort of profit from
“Q010ty, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in

j'V\% whatever.

Dire f Booioty's affairs are managed by an elected Board of

tWdOtorai consisting of not less than fivo and not more than
ve mombers, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

THE BIBLE _

INQUIRING CHRISTIANS

FREETHINKERS AND

but are oapable of re-eleotion. An Annual General Meeting of
members must bo hold 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,
can receive donations and bequests with absolute security.
Those who are in a position to do so are invited to make
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society's favor in their
wills. On this point there need not be the slightest apprehension
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The executors
have no option but to Bay 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, Fenchuroh-street, London, E.C.

A Form of Bequest—The following is a sufficient form of
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators :—*“1 give and
“bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum of £---—--
“free from Legacy Duty, and | direct that a receipt signed by
""two members of the Board of the said Society and the Secretary
“thereof shall be a good discharge to my Executors for the
“said Legacy.”

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

HANDBOOK

EDITED BY

G. W. FOOTE ana W. P. BALL

A New Edition, Revised,

and Handsomely Printed

CONTENTS:

Part 1.—Bible Contradictions.

Part I1.—Bible Absurdities.

Part 1ll.—Bible Atrocities.

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

e above four useful parts, convenient for the pocket, may be had separately, FOUBPENCE Each, or the
whole, bound in one volume, Is. 6d.; Best Edition, bound in cloth, 2s. 6d. (Postage 'ld)

J - “This is a volume which wo strongly commend to all interested in the stud?/_ of the Judaic-Christian Scriptures,
i

], ,Bedited by G. W. Footo and W. P. Ball, and Published by the Freothought Pu
Indeed, wo cannot conceivo any Christian as having a faith worth

t~ “gdon-styeet, London, E.C., prico Is. 6d.

shing Company, 2 Newcastlo-street,

garding unléss ho lias studied this romarkablo volumo,  Teachers in Sunday and elementary schools will find it of

Pecial valuo as an aid to tho exposition of tho Christian roligion from a thoughtful and critical standpoint.

Itisa

au m~army of facts and comparisons.  Sinco 1888 it has been tho standard volume of the subject with which it deals,
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