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Stars are of mighty use : the Night
Is dark and long;
The Road foul; and where one goes right,
Six may go wrong.
One twinkling ray,
Shot o'er some cloud,
May clear much way,
And guide a crotod.
—Henry Vaughan.

France and the Church.

on ‘iwe ~reethinker of August 26 we wrote an article
‘Prance and the Pope,” in which we ventured to
arn our Freethought brethren on the other side ai
c- 6 Channel against violating the fundamental prin-
anl Separation between ChurchTand State,
to Oforoa™ ng an opportunity for the Catholic Church
®ad before the world as the champion of liberty
‘ djustice. That article was favorably commented
P°n in several quarters. Mr. F. Bonte, whose fine
gtophtet relating his conversion from Catholicism
Atheism is circulating so widely, sent us a word of
araJtn.aPProval. No ono can doubt his intelligence
j, u sincerity, yet he feared, as wo did, that the
fetich Freethinkers would take a bad loaf out of
iDeir enemy’s book and do their own cause a serious
fury. Burt a different view of our article was
j essed by “J. W. B.” in a letter which we printed
the Freethinker of November 4, and to which we
~Ppended a brief editorial note stating that, as the
Reject was one of very great importance, we should
JiIrn to it at an early date.
t .Osaid at the time that “ J. W. B.” was a man of
fjUns and accomplishments, but that he displayed an
‘aordinary misunderstanding both of our articles
a of the situation in France. Reading his letter
~ er again, we perceive it to be another evidence of
t, e truth that controversy is so often useless because
6 controversialists so frequently reply to what was
i Ver said. Our correspondent, for instance, referred
(V°ur “ suggested comparison ” between Ireland under
g 6 old anti-Catholic laws and Franco under the new
t NParation Law. Now we neither made nor suggested
cQs comparison. We mentioned lIreland twice in the
curse of our article, and in each case it was in illus-
ion of the important truth, which M. Combes and
~uers overlooked, that the Catholic Church, outside
ranco, had been able to get bread for its priests and
c h°i,j jj.g Qwn jQ every way, not only without State
oj:tronage, huteven in spite of State persecution. And
~correspondentisnaturally acute enough to see that
0 tnore shocking the persecution of Catholicism
as in Ireland the more it proves the truth of our
°°utention.
thOur. Principal quarrel with the Separation Law is
n it does not enact separation. The divorce
ctween Religion and the State should bo absolute.
~here should be no subsequent relationship of any
f na whatever. But the Separation Law provides
a continued relationship, and provides the
Nachinery to carry it on. All contracts have (at
ast) two parties to them. In this case, however,
State, on its own initiative, without consulting
6 other party, undertakes to settle every condition
1,821
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And the penalty for non-acceptance of its
conditions is not only the loss of every scrap of
property, even down to the “ sacred” objects in the
churches, hut the loss of the very churches them
selves as places of worship. Now it cannot be right,
on the face of it, for one party to settle all the con-
ditions of a contract for the other. Even if we
waive that objection, the fact remains that the
Separation Law sets up a machinery, through the
Associations Cultuelles, which it should be obvious
that the Catholic Church cannot possibly accept;
for, in every parish in France, it would Virtually hand
over the control of the Church to laymen—a principle
which is totally opposed to the history, traditions,
and discipline of the Catholic Church. By means of
the Associations Cultuelles the State is really seeking
to revolutionise the Catholic Church; or rather to
wedge it open, break it up, and put a new Church in
its place. And in the name of Separation, as well
as in the name of Freothought, we deny that the
State has a right to do anything of the kind.

Our correspondent makes the naive remark that
“the power of selecting their own ministers is an
extension of freedom” to the Catholics. But what
has the State, especially under a Separation law, to
do with the “ spiritual” liberty of religionists ?
There is no compulsion in a Church that is not
supported by the State, and every Catholic in
France can get all the *“ spiritual’ freedom he
wants by walking out of the Church he belongs to
and joining another, or remaining outside Churches
altogether. But perhaps we can best show our
correspondent’s mistake by taking an English illus-
tration. The Wesleyan Methodist Church appoints
ministers over the heads of individual congregations.
Suppose, therefore, that the Wesleyan Methodist
Church wore in the position of the Catholic Church
in France to-day; suppose it were being dealt with
under a new Separation law; would it be just for the
Government to dictate that the ministers should bo
appointed locally ?—and would it not be adding in-
sult to injury to call this an extension oT freedom ?

The distinction between “ antagonism to the Roman
Catholic religion ” and meddling with the internal
economy of the Roman Catholic Church, seems to
us a metaphysical quibble. For all practical purposes,
the Roman Catholic Church and the Roman Catholic
religion are one and the same thing. In any case,
such distinctions should not come within the cog-
nizance of the State.

Our correspondent makes the radical mistake of
not placing himself at the Catholic's point of view.
13ut that point of view is everything to the Catholic
himself. It is no use telling him what should or
should not agitate his mind. He is to judge of that
limself. Freethinkers have no more claim to advise
rim than ho has to advise them. Advice, on both
sides, should at least be kept until it is asked for.

We have smiled at the idea that the Catholic
Church has no reserves of energy and devotion to
draw upon. We must also smile at the idea that it
is going to be easily worsted in a diplomatic struggle.
Some of the subtlest heads in Europe are managing
its affairs. The truth is that the Pope’s encyclical
was an astute move in the game. It throws the
next move— the all-important move— upon the French
Government. All the Church has to do is to wait.
It is the Republic that will have to take the responsi-

itself.
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bility of action. And it seems to us that the Govern-
ment perceives this with considerable anxiety. The
speech of M. Briand, the Minister of Public Instruc-
tion, which the Chamber, by a majority of 376 votes
against 93, ordered to be printed and publicly posted
in every commune in France, must have been a great
disappointment to the hastier friends of Separation.
Freethinker as ho is, he was obliged to tell them that
the Catholics are not in revolt against the law ; they
simply decline to avail themselves of the law—which
is a very different thing. He admitted that the Pope
had a perfect right not to countenance the Associa-
tions. The Government was not anti-religious, there
was not going to be any war on religion. It was not
the duty of the Government to persecute Catholics or
any other sect, but to furnish them with the means
of practising their beliefs. Such declarations show
that the problems created by the Separation Law are
being approached in a more reasonable spirit.
Separatists still declare that they will have no
dealings with any foreign power— meaning the Pope.
In this we think they are mistaken. They would
have saved themselves a world of trouble if they had
dealt with the Catholic Church as the Catholic
Church until the Separation Law had been carried
out completely. From that moment the Church and
the State could have gone their own ways in absolute
independence of each other. It is always a tactical
blunder to humiliate your enemy ; and it is perfectly
foolish to imagine that any Separation Law, especially
in a country like France, could be carried into prac-
tical effect without a considerable amount of patient
accommodation in matters of detail. Even now, at
the eleventh hour, it ought not be be impossible to
arrive at a sensible understanding, and, without
sacrificing any principle, to settle this matter along
the line of least resistance. After all, Catholics are
Frenchmen, and have as much claim to consideration
as Freethinkers have ; and we may add that the
bigotry of unbelief is no improvement on the bigotry

of reliSion- G. W. Foote.

How to Find God.

Two or three weeks ago | dealt with the first
of Dr. Horton’s lectures on modern unbelief.
The second of this series has now been sent forth,
and although | do not threaten the readers of this
journal with a full account of each one asitis delivered,
there is a certain interest in knowing what a leader
in the Nonconformist world has to say on behalf of
his own beliefs and against those of his opponents.
The chief difficulty in the way is to take Dr. Horton
seriously. | do not mean by this that Dr. Horton is
not quite serious himself, or that others do not take
him with equal gravity. He evidently believes in
himself, and the Nonconformists as plainly take him
upon his own valuation. But to one who is an
outsider, and who has not prefaced the reading of
Dr. Horton’s addresses with the narcotising influence
of a prayer, it is a matter of no little trouble to deal
with his arguments as solemnly as one would wish.
However, | will do my best, only begging readers to
remember that even with the most religious, one’s
command over one’s visibles has its limits.

The title of Dr. Horton’s address is “ The Know-
ledge of God.” Not the belief in God, be it noted,
but the knowledge, and as Kant said on a somewhat
similar occasion, to meet a person who has that
knowledge is to gratify the search of a lifetime. Dr.
Horton’s program does not, therefore, err on the
side of modesty—only, one may add at the outset,
the author of it scarcely fills the bill. Dr. Horton’s
position is that the man who is without a knowledge of
God— of course, after reading his address—is “ so far
an imperfect man. He is only partially educated,
only partially developed.” This deliverance is doubt-
less extremely gratifying to Dr. Horton’s congrega-
tion, who all have a knowledge of God, and who are,
therefore, completely educated and completely
developed, but it has two considerable drawbacks.
In the first place, numbers of men and women whom
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the world would not easily call undeveloped
without any such knowledge, and declare their be
in the impossibility of ever acquiring it- ’
secondly, all of us have been where Dr. Horton a
is— not perhaps in exactly the same mentalcon Jd
but substantially. All of us, that is, did once bell
in a God. We know all the arguments, we know
the feelings' connected with that belief. We &
been where he is; he has not been where w® a
We can, therefore, speak with much greater author j
about his mental condition than he can speak &wo
ours. And in view of the further and larger I®
that the more educated the world becomes the ®
Theistic it is, there is very clearly far greater r@sS
to treat the non-belief in God as a product of edu 1
tion and development than the reverse. i

Dr. Horton’s sermon is chiefly concerned
Herbert Spencer, whom we are told overlooked
knowledge man has of God through no less than
different avenues. He also thinks that towards t
end of his life Spencer became conscious of hiso
omission, and confessed in his Autobiography
“ astonishment and regret that he had overlooked
important a part of life.” If Dr. Horton will ®
Spencer’s Autobiography again, he will find tn
Spencer did no such thing ; and, although Dr. Hort
is an adept at this kind of misrepresentation, dol »
now for Spencer what he has previously done 1
Mill, there is a world of difference between a naan
his old age becoming more tolerant towards an”a"
nistic beliefs and giving any kind of support to the <
Few men are as full of fight at fourscore as they a
at thirty, and Dr. Horton himself may be ®o
charitable towards Roman Catholics, if he reaches
patriarchal age, than he is at present. | do not me
tion Freethinkers in this connection, because | ha®
no belief in miracles.

The first thing overlooked by Spencer is the kno

ledge of God man possesses through Nature. Spen®’
said that the universe manifested a “ Power D'
Horton adds that it is an intelligent power. This

demonstrated as follows :(— The universe is an ord®.j
not a discord; it is a rational order, because it 1
capable of intelligent study; and, as science depep
on the fact that there is an order and an intelbS1
bility in nature itself, it tells us that the power tba
is responsible for the universe is intelligent.

Now it would be a cruel, but a helpful lesson, 1
one had the power, to force Dr. Horton to giv®
clear and precise definition of the meanings of th
terms used by them, and then contrast them ,
their scientific meaning. To Dr. Horton, natm®
“ order ” is only one of two possible things selecte
and established by an external power for the bench,
of man. But, scientifically, anything but an “ order
of some kind is simply inconceivable. Given sona®
thing that exists, and its effects must always be tbe
expression of its properties. Conceivably these pr?
perties might be different to what they are, but tpl
would not effect in the slightest degree the question
of order. Or, if Dr. Horton would argue that tb®s®
properties might undergo a continuous modification»
so varied that the same sequence would never repea
itself, the reply is that this “ discord ” would be th®
very thing that would establish the constant rule 0
an outside intelligence— which is the very thing Pr
Horton is trying to establish, although he debar6
himself from using this argument.

This also disposes of the foolish statement that
the intelligibility is in nature itself. This is a state*
ment often made by men like Sir Oliver Lodge, boj
it is none the less foolish on that account. Natur®
is intelligible to man only because man has put b®
experience of sequentia into a formula. But 1
natural sequence had been different to what it
the intelligibility would have been as great. 1*
instead of A always preceding B, it might precede
anything from B to Z, the “ intelligibility ” of natur®
would remain unaffected. The order of nature is
conditioned by the human intelligence, and vari®6»
within limits, with the organism of which that intel'
ligence is a product. If we were destitute of any
particular sense—sight or hearing, for instance—th®
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universe would certainly not be what it is to us now.
pally, to say that the universe is intelligible is only
to say over again that sequence is invariable. But
i" sounds more, and that is the principle thing with
Horton.

. One would much like to know the science which
Rlls us that the power “ responsible for the universe
®‘intelligent.” ” Probably it is the same science
tnat some time ago that each person lost precisely the
amount of energy which could only be regained
.y a strict observance of the Christian Sunday. It
18 evidently kept “ on tap ” at Lyndhurst-road. The
absurdity of the statement is, however, apparent
f@®n to its author, for he adds that we cannot form
((p e faintest conception” of the nature of the
, transcendent intelligence,” but we know that “ it
18an intelligence "—which for a hopeless jumble is
great, even for Dr. Horton. If we know it is an
‘atelligence, then we do know something of its
mature. If | do not know all its capacity, neither do
know that of many human beings. 1 cannot form
any adequate conception of the intelligence of Shake-
speare ; but | do know that the brain that produced
wnlet was moved in accordance with the same
Principles that govern the literary staff of the War
, ry or the Daily Mail. And if this_*“ transcendent
intelligence ” does not resemble mine; as that of
. akespeare’s resembles Marie Corelli’'s, then the
*niple truth is that it is not intelligence at all.
~r. llorton has clearly failed to grasp the fact
bat an increase in quantity cannot affep quality in

e least. Increase intelligence a millionfold, to
nnfinity if yQU will, its character as intelligence
Fpmains unaffected. If there were an Intellectual

pgrancy Act, Dr. Horton would find most of his
beliefs locked up for being without visible means of
8uPport.

The lecturerisin the same confusion without regard
to Personality. He cites Spencer to the effect that
yp cannot call the Unknowable personal, because
(bat imposes limitations. Dr. Horton retorts that

you would never think of calling it impersonal.
y°u would say it is greater than personal.” Well,
greater or less makes no difference. If it is not per-
&nal, it is not personal. The quality of personality
B not retained because you say it is above it. And

~ is not personal, then assuredly it is impersonal.
Dr. Horton, as a Christian, must have a personal
w03 None other will suit the Christian program.
a personal deity is exactly the kind of God that
jpdorn thought will have least to do with, and the
k'd that educated Christians are most ashamed of.
J°rwith a personal God its human origin is manifest,
t carries with it the brand of the manufactory fiom
~nich it issues, and gods are like aristocracies a
botnplete knowledge of their beginnings is ill calcu-
lated to develop respect for their contemporary
~Presontatives.

. C. Coh .
(To be continued.) enen

Christ's Presence.

hti Christians believe, and teach, that their Lord is

v,Ways with them. They rejoice in what they call
118 abiding presence in the Church. Some go so far
j8 to declare that he is present in the world also.
Da sermon recently delivered, the Bishop of Liver-
P°°l boldly asserts that the words, “ Lo, I am with
all the days, even unto the end of the world,”

. re still unrevoked, and contain an unexhausted and
~exhaustible promise. Despite such an assertion,
<ANVGVer. Dr. Chavasse speaks of gathering clouds.
, Abe barque of Christ,” he says, “ is already rocking
efore the first fierce gusts of a great storm through

hich she is beginning to pass.” The clouds that

d10 riding up the horizon are “ unusually dark and
punous.” “ On all sides is disquiet and unrest.”
n Russia, in Spain, and in Austria the symptoms
re most alarming. France has practically re-

placed the Christian religion. In Germany a new

°*.der is rapidly rising. Even Great Britain is in the
broes of mighty changes. *“ The very causes which
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brought about the decline and fall of the great
empires of the past are becoming increasingly evi-
dent in our midst.” Our people forget God and
ignore all his claims. “ There are signs that a
growing section of British women are becoming
godless and selfish, the slaves of drink and of
gambling.” Dark and forbidding in the extreme
is the picture of Christendom as drawn by the
Bishop. He tells us that the Church itself is in a
terribly dangerous position throughout our island.
Now, if such is the existing state of things in Chris-
tian countries after nearly two thousand years’
experience of the Church, on what ground does the
Bishop affirm the abiding presence of Christ in it?
Of what benefit has this abiding presence ever been,
or is at present? These are questions which Dr:
Chavasse does not even attempt to solve. In spite
of all appearances to the contrary, Christ is present
in the Church. He promised to dwell in it for all
time, and that promise has never been recalled.
“ Above all,” tbe Bishop exclaims, “ we can rest on
the unrevoked and inexhaustible promise of our risen
Lord made for our days as well as for the days that
have passed.”

Dr. Chavasse maintains that Christ is present
with his Church as priest “to light human souls, to
feed them with his grace, to cleanse them from all
that hinders their clear and bright shining as his
light-bearers.” But are Christians centres of light
in an otherwise dark world? Are they lamps of

exceptional brilliance, into which oil is being
secretly poured by the unseen hand of Jesus
Christ? In other words, are average believers
superior in point of character to average Secu-

larists ? The Bishop must be aware that such is
not the case.

And so ho hurries on to his next point—namely,
that Christ is present in the Church as its infallible
prophet. Here is a beautiful bit of dogmatism —

“Wo are told that wo need a restatement of tbe
doctrines of our faith, that a second Hooker must bo
looked for to reconcile the old Creed with the now
loarning. A greater than Hooker is here. Our Lord
himself is the interpreter to his Church. He will show
us in his own way, and in his own time, that all the
teachings of science, and all the discoveries of research,
and all the changing lights of the twentieth century,
will only in the long run illuminate and verify that
wonderful Book, the older part of which was his Bible
and his final court of appeal. The Bible has not had its
day, nor has it finished its work. Ho of whom the Bible
speaks, and to whom the Biblo points, is with us to un-
fold its true nature, and to interpret its eternal message.”

It is utterly impossible to take such a paragraph
seriously. In another part of the discourse Dr.
Chavasse himself deplores the large amount of des-
tructive work that is being done by the Higher
Criticism :(—

“ The rash and exaggerated statements of some so-
called higher critics have destroyed the faith of many in
the Old Testament; and the great facts of the New,
upon which the Christian Creed rests, are openly
declared to be mythical, or are explained away.”

The two passages demolish each other with a ven-
geance. In the Church, with which the Great
Prophet is ever present to load it into all the truth,
there are yet to be found mutually destructive schools
of theology, and views on the Bible prevail which
preclude its being regarded as a revelation from
heaven. *“ A greater than Hooker,” an absolutely
infallible teacher, has his abode in the Church ; and
yet the Church, thus Divinely led and taught, has
scarcely ever been able to see eye to eye with itself
on any subject whatsoever! But .the Bishop will
not see this.

The third and last division of the sermon treats of
Christ’'s presence as king. The Bishop actually
believes that Christ “ controls the future, that nothing
happens but what he wills," that “ he directs alike the
course of nations, the destinies of his Church, the
steps of his servants,” and that “ without his will
nothing can happen to them or to us.” Again, we
must remind the Bishop of another portion of his
discourse, in which he tells us that “ Russia is con-
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vulsed to her centre, and (that) men’s hearts fail for
fear at the thought of what maybe coming upon that
vast Empire "—is that in harmony with Christ's
will ? Is he the one to be held responsible for that
country’s wretched condition ? Is it at his bidding
that the Pope and France are at loggerheads? Are
the slums, with their vice, and squalor, and misery,
an expression of his will ? Are the Archbishop of
Canterbury and Dr. Clifford doing his will as they
fight each other over the Education Bill ? Would
such a controversy be possible if Christ reigned as
king ? With all the deeds of all the Churches in
mind, can any one honestly say that “ in every crisis
he (Christ) is present as our king to direct and to
protect?” Or is it reasonable to declare that “ no
wind can hurt the tree which God has planted ?”
If there be a God, are not all trees of his planting ?
And yet what myriads of them are wantonly destroyed
every year!

Nothing can be more profoundly absurd than the
statement that an absolutely perfect Being has ever
done, or is now doing, according to his will in the
affairs of this world. Except when asserting the
sovereignty of the Redeemer, Dr. Chavasse sees
clearly, and admits frankly, that this globe is very
badly governed. This world is not the best of all
possible worlds, nor is it ruled by the best of all
possible kings. It is all very well for clergymen to
speak of Christ as supreme monarch, as sitting on
the throne and reigning over the hearts and con-
sciences of men, but it is only in their imagination
that their language is true. A moment’s sane reflec-
tion would convince them that they are simply talk-
ing nonsense. As an example of the sentimentalism
resorted to, take the following extract from this
sermon:—

“ In the days of the Commonwealth, Bulstrode White-
lock, the English Ambassador to the Hague, was waiting
one night at Harwich until a storm abated. As he lay
awake, unable to sleep through the howling of the wind
outside the house, and tossed from side to side on his
bed as he thought of the sad condition of his country,
an old and faithful servant, lying in the samo room,
addressed him. ' Sir, may | ask a question?’ * Cer-
tainly,” replied the ambassador. ‘ Sir, did God govern
the world well before you came into it?' ‘ Undoubtedly.’
1And will he rule the world well when you have gone out
of it?" ‘Undoubtedly.” 1Then, sir, can you not trust
him to rule it well while you are in it?" There was but
one answer to such an inquiry, and the tired ambassador
turned on his side and fell asleep.”

What_ object that incident serves is beyond com-
prehension. That Bulstrode Whitelock and his
servant believed in the Divine government of the
world is of no evidential value whatsoever. It is
perfectly true that they sincerely believed in it, but
their belief rested, not on knowledge, but on the
testimony of a book which they had been trained to
look upon as the inspired and infallible Word of God.
The great task which professional theologians in all
ages set themselves, is the explanation of the facts
of history which give the lie to their belief ; and this
task they have never succeeded in accomplishing.
History is supernaturalism’s deadliest foe.

Bishop Chavasse closes his sermon on the minor
key. There are tens of thousands in this country
alone, he informs us, “ who do not yet know Jesus
Christ,” while “ abroad half the world still lies in the
dark shadow of heathenism.” The slums of our
great cities are a disgrace to our civilisation. And
yet, in spite of all these depressing and disheart-
ening facts, the Bishop persists in saying that Christ
is with us as prophet, priest, and king, and that
“ without his will nothing can happen.” Ho dare
not look into the past, but the future, he declares, is
full of bright hopefulness and cheering possibilities.
We hold, on the contrary, that this belief in the
acting sovereignty of Christ has materially retarded
the healthy development of human society. We are
still suffering from the arrest of the old Greek and
Roman culture which Christianity effected at the
commencement of its career and which is still more
or less in force. j. T; LIjOm
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My Twenty Years' Fight in Australia.—'

(Concluded from p. 700.)

Dobing my residence in Melbourne | took a deep.
and unflagging interest in politics ; and, needless t°
say, | was as Radical in that department of lit® 8
in religion. |1 am a Republican, and as much oppose
to prescriptive and irresponsible authority above &®
below, and below as above. In fact, | am an Athei®
all round, and no more tolerant of gods on eartfi
than of one in the sky, no more submissive to a king
on earth than to one in the clouds. Much of
trouble in Australia during the first two or three
years arose from my plain speaking about the Queen.
My political speeches and articles in the Liberate
raised an immense wave of Republicanism inAustralia
which reached high-water mark’ in Sydney. 9i®
reader need not be informed that the Jubilee of th®
Queen was held in 1887; and Melbourne and Sydney
seemed to be gone mad over the matter. In Melbourne
about £150,000 of borrowed money was wasted @
fireworks and other absurdities connected with th®
Jubilee. In Sydney, however, the Republicans scored
agreat victory. The Government convened a meeting
in the Town Hall and endeavored to pass a loy8
resolution; but the Republicans opposed it, and the
loyal resolution was rejected, a large majority voting
the Republican ticket.

This has never been widely published her®
for Sir Henry Parkes sent a glaring lie to England
announcing that the loyal resolution was carried by
an overwhelming majority. In revenge for t®
opposition of the Secularists on that occasion B®
gave orders to all the theatres in Sydney to refuse to
permit the Secularists to lecture in those building®
in the time to come. And thus were our peopl®
punished for exercising their undoubted right and fer
rejecting a hollow and fulsome vote in favor of 9
perfectly useless individual.

Twice | became a candidate for a seat in Parli®"
ment. The first time was early in 1889. To tak®
my meetings as a basis of a forecast, one would hav®
said | should be at the lop of the poll, for my meeting®
were by far the best attended and most enthusiast!®
of all that were held. But there was the pio°®
clement to reckon with, and that, of course, prevented
my success. An old Romanist, named Kinsella, sup’
ported my candidature, took the chair for i°e
repeatedly, ana naa induced a number of his o»
Church to promise me their support. But the priest
visited theisaints the day prior to the election, an m
of course, they were all afraid to vote for me
went to the poll and received a little over 500 vote®
nearly half enough to be successful. The second
attempt ended pretty much the same, about 500 vote®
being given me as in the former case. When it "8®
over | told my committee I should not stand agai®
“ To get into your Parliament,” said I, “ a man must
crawl through a gutter. If 1 ever go in, it will b®
with my head right up; and that means that | sbal*
never get in at all.”

Poor old Kinsella sickened and died about the date
of my second candidature; and the R.C. priests
refused to go near him because he had helped me i°
electioneering.

In New South Wales | should have won a seat
quite easily, but Melbourne is the most hide-bou®d
place | have ever seen ; and I am sorry to see fro(°
Australian reports that it is not yet growing much
better. It will go with a swing some day, and the»
piety must look out for herself. At present the
clergy rule the newspapers, especially does the R- &
archbishop do so; and the newspapers dominat®
respectability.  Still, the power of the clerics ®
declining, is completely undermined ; and Melbouru®
is destined to escape from their clutches ere map?
more years have fled. The evil they have done ®
altogether beyond calculation ; but their reign cann®8
continue. | am not indulging in any childish concei"
when | say that | did them irreparable damage wbd0
in Melbourne. They wore incessantly challenged t°
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®eet me in debate and to use my own Liberator to
defend their position and to attack mine. For the
d'ost part they were much too cowardly to accept
either my challenges or my offers. | offered them
equal space in my paper, and wished them to correct
Jheir own proofs. My platform was offered them on
Jhe simple condition that they should permit ques-
i°us and discussions, as | always do.

} have always held that | drove James Moorhouse,
a«as James Melbourne, out of Australia. When |
Went there he was in his glory, an eloquent, fussy,
overbearing, dogmatic bishop, who had promised to
stay in Melbourne to the end of his days. The first
dumber of my paper contained a courteous and very
Pointed letter to the bishop, which all but himself
0X that he ought to have answered. | gave him a
etter weekly till he ran away and became Bishop of
“fanchester. He never replied, though now and then

0 indolged in insolent, ill-tempered and malicious
fant respecting myself, without ever mentioning me
y name. He once lost bis head completely, sent us
au Inferno headlong, and declared that ho felt “ as
certain of our doom as if he saw the judgment of
Jnmd roujng jn fujj biaze Upon our souls.” This
1 Shted the ultra-Christians and gave deep pain to
atYati’°nal adherents of the Churches. We laughed
1 his ill-tempered grotesquerie.

I challenged him to debate; he declined, but his
chapiain took me up. In Manchester, October 28th
o' | was told that this bishop must have had
ymes on the brain to abuse me as he did. By the
Jay> his chaplain, Rev. D. M. Barry, is still in Mel-
°urne, and is really about the ablest and most
°nest clergyman there. About two years ago he
ectured on the first chapter of Genesis, trying to
Pfove it both historical and accordant with science !

Wrote him to know if we could not hold a debate

the subject. He excused himself on the ground
bat |1 had at some time criticised the Solar System !!

.at was his sole alleged objection to an encounter
with me.
vJ™he Rev. Joseph Nicholson, a very prominent

Osleyan, wrote me just after 1 went to my farm,
p evidently supposed | had cooled in my love of

reethought, and did his best to frighten me on the
ground of advancing age. | replied very pleasantly
, bu suggested a debate, and put sundry questions to

respecting the foundations of his religion; but,
bough several letters passed between us, he never

,2uhl answer one of my questions. Ho (as well as

hers) sent me printed replies to Mr, Blatchford !

y reply to him was, “ It is quite useless to send me
, riticisms on an amateur. Mr. Blatchford at best is
bt one of our pupils. For twenty years | have been
boessantly attacking and exposing your religion by
°ngue and pen, in Melbourne. If you would impress
. >you must answer wliat | myself have taught, or

8 meet me in debate or written discussion, and
,6Ply to what | may then advance.” This was much

reasonable and just for Mr. Nicholson, and all
j her Melbourne clerics; and | am wondering whether
8ghall meet with more justice in England.
AJdjhen Torrey visited Melbourne ho converted
heists in numbers ! but not so much as one that |
bold ever get any information about. A pious man
®y acquaintance called on me one day and almost
btreaj.e(j me g0 and hear Torrey ! “ 1 will,” said
*if he will allow me half an hour to reply to him
1fhe close of his address.” This was altogether too
N asonable a demand. “ Well," said I, “ 1 will give
the use of our hall for one of his revival meetings

I 0 Will permit me to take part in it. Nor is that

I will do. Torrey pretends to have converted

, “heists. | am confident he has done nothing of the

ghd. And I will give him the hall for an ‘experi-

hce meeting,” when he can trot out his Atheistic

~°Uverts. The only condition 1 make is that I may
0 POrmitted to relate my experience too.”

hly pioUsS friend went away sorrowful, for ho had
~ Wh piety and but little reason. If | ever get con-
th' 23 1 shall be most anxious to reach my Free-

zing friends as fast as possible. But | have

Ver yet met with a pretended convert from our
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ranks who did not keep as far out of our way as he
could. There is only one explanation of their conduct
—their conversion, when it is not a sham—is a mere
change in their sentimentality.

So far did | go towards meeting the clergy that I
once offered to hand my Liberator over to any one of
them who would undertake the task for a week,
leaving it to the volunteer to fill it up as he thought
Christ would. It came to nothing.

There were one or two clergymen in Melbourne
who were quite civil to me, but they were rare birds.
One of them, referring to me in conversation with a
friend, said, “ Look at his splendid consistency!” |
do not know what more he said. To one clergyman
I lent a lot of lantern slides once, and he told his
audience whence he got them—a remarkable young
man. One ortwo | met are better than their religion,
but they are entangled, ensnared and hopeless of
emancipation.

Lastly. |1 do not feel as if my long fight in
Australia had been in vain. As a South Australian
Judge once said, “ Mr. Symes’ life and teaching has
gone into the life of Australia.” Yes. Thousands
of people came under my influence during my stay
there, and were never the same people after. My
work was emancipating ; and it can never be reversed.
My friends— I shrink from calling them followers—
are from every Church in the country. What is
perhaps better is the fact that the clergy can never
again preach as they formerly did ; Freethought has
paralysed their faith and opened their eyes to the
monstrosities of their creeds, their Bible, their
prayer-book, and their profession and pretences.

As to the future, | am anxious to serve Man, not
God ; and | am fully satisfied that the best thing I
can do for my race is to employ the rest of my time
as | have spent the past thirty years—in doing all 1
am able to destroy superstition, to expel God and
Christ, Satan, heaven, hell and “ judgment” from
human consciousness; to dispel the fogs and smoko
of religion ; and to leave people free to choose the
best, to speak and do their best for their own earthly
welfare and the welfare of others. If anyone can
suggest a better way of employing what time and
ability 1 may have, | shall bo pleased to take his
advice. As at present informed, I am resolved to
continue in the old route, improving my pace and
improving my work also as best | may. | am by no
means sorry | took to the Freethought platform and
press ; the only thing | regret is that | have not been
able to do more in the way of emancipating men and
women from the thraldom and corrupting influence

01 reli6i®"- JOS. SYMES.

Aoid Drops.

Tlio late Mr. George Herring has been praised by all the
papers as a philanthropist. Even the dear Daily News
joined in the chorus of panegyric. That paper doesn't print
betting nows, yet it knew very well that Mr. Herring was
just a magnified “ bookie.” His money was made, in the
first place, in the betting-rmg, and in the second place, on
the Stock Exchange. Racing and financial gambling brought
him the million and a half he left behind him. Had he spent
his money cn profane objects the Daily Neivs would havo
pointed the finger of scorn at him and his “ wicked wealth
but as ho piled tens of thousands at General Booth's door,
and helped the sacred cause of religion in other ways, our
pious contemporary thought it best to say nothing about tho
origin of his riches.

General Booth had something to say about his big Herring
in the War Cry. It is an old device of Booth’'s to puff his
social schemes by representing that they have the cordial
support even of unbelievers. And ho repeats it on this
occasion. “ Religion,” he says, “ seemed to have no charm
for him; its adherents, its affections, its duties, no claim.”
Later on, however, he throws a curious light on this picture
by tho statement that Mr. Herring “ liked our religion.”
Which is a great deal moro than any unbeliever does.

Another poor disciple of tho meek and lowly one has just
handed in his checks—we almost wrote his cheques. Reuv.
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James Davidson, aged ninety (so long out of heaven 1), of
Nafferton, Driffield, Yorks, vicar of Nafferton-witk-Wansford,
has left ;£20,504. Compared with the late Mr. Herring, this
reverend gentleman is only a sprat; but he piled up the cash
very well for a preacher of “ Blessed be ye poor.”

The world has had nearly two thousand years of Chris-
tianity, and England boasts of being the most Christian
country in the world—if the honor does not belong to godly
Scotland, which is about the top of the list for steady drink-
ing and illegitimate procreation. Well now, the principal
virtue taught by Christ was poverty—* Blessed be ye poor !
Woe unto you rich!” Through all those centuries that
beautiful text has been preached upon; and the rich have
enjoyed it—and the poor seem to have enjoyed it too. And
perhaps it is cruel to find fault with what gives so much
pleasure to both sides. But, after all, we have our duty to
do—and we shall do it. The profession of Christianity is
one thing; its practice is quite another; in fact, it is the
most hypocritical system in the world. Hypocrisy, indeed,
has always been the most characteristic of Christian vices.
It is our duty to point this out, and we do not shrink from
performing it.

Nowhere in the world are the disparities of civilisation
more conspicuous than they are in England. We have the
most awful destitution and the most flaunting luxury side
by side. Christ blessed the poor and cursed the rich; hut,
as far as this world goes, it is the rich who are blessed and
the poor who are cursed. Dives laughs and grows fat, and
Lazarus pines away to a skeleton; and nobody any longer
believes in the story of Abraham’s bosom and the fire of
Hades. Such is Christian civilisation after the lapse of
nearly two thousand years; and the Churches are all fight-
ing over the nation’s schools, simply in order to give the
children further doses of their own special forms of the
religion which is the cause of the mischief.

“ Blessed be ye poor 1 Woe unto you rich I’ It is enough
to mako all the devils in hell (if there are any) dance a can-
can on the sides of the bottomless pit. Just look at the
following list of millionaires who have died in this country
during the present financial year, which is only about half-
way through—and the sizes of their estates as shown by the
probate returns:—

Sir Charles Tennant £3,151,974
Mr. Alfred Beit 3,000,000
Lord Grimthorpe *. 2,111,775
Mr. Edward Steinkopff... 1,247,022
Mr. William Sturdy 1,023,893
Mr. T. V. Smith ... 1,932,139
LordLeven ... 1,300,013
Mr. G. C. Baphael 1,103,247
Lord Mansfield 1,021,520
Mrs. Lewis-Hill (about)... 1,000,000
Mr. George Herring (about) 1,500,000
M. Louis Spitzel 2,000,000

These millionaires were all Christians, we believo ; at any
rate, it has never been whispered that any ono of them was
a Freethinker. And they all died in this most Christian
country, and were buried in the sure and certain liopo of a
resurrection. And their Lord and Savior Jesu3 Christ said,
“ Blessed be ye poor! Woe unto you rich !” It is enough to
make a cat laugh.

But Christians have no sense of humor. Certainly it is
lacking at the Daily News office. Our pious contemporary
printed the other morning a letter from “ B. M.,” which, let
us hope, was not written on the premises. This correspon-
dent piled up that paper’s praises mountain high, and ended
by saying that reading it daily was “ in the widest sense of
tho word a liberal education.” To this discriminating eulogy
the Daily News added a few lines of its own. “ What a
pleasure,” it exclaimed, “ it is to welcome a breath of plain
common-sense now and again.” Nobody could beat tho dull
simplicity of that exclamation.

A little lower down our pious contemporary “ opened its
eyes with expectancy.” Did it not lift its ears ?

The new Bishop of Truro says: *“ Always distinguish
between the Christianity of the Church and the Christianity
of Christ.” So-called liberal divines are constantly giving
that advice ; but a more utterly foolish advice could never
bo imagined. Which form of Christianity and which Christ
aro meant ? Put that question to twenty different divines,
conservative or liberal, and no two of them will answer it
alike. The different forms of Christianity, moreover, have
undergone numerous modifications throughout tho ages, and
are even now being adapted, as the saying is, to the advanced
knowledge of to-day ; and tho same thing is true of the
various conceptions of Christ: those two are always
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changing. To which Christ, then, will Dr. Stubbs go for ~
Christianity ; the Christ of Canon Henson, of Mr. J-
Campbell, of Dr. Campbell-Morgan, or of Dr. Stopm*
Brookes ? Dr. Stubbs may answer, To the Christ of t
four Gospels ; but, then, all the theologians claim the Gospe
as the supreme authority for their respective Christs. Tbu
we see how hypocritical and farcical and ludicrous t
appeal to Clirist always is, and must be.

Here is another equally brilliant gem from Dr. Stubbs:
“ Certainly | believe as unhesitatingly as any Secularist can
do in the sinlessness of intelligent sincerity.” Sinlessnesti
being a strictly theological term, we will sot aside. ~0
maintain, then, that if Dr. Stubbs really believed in inter
ligent sincerity he would avow himself an out-and-out Secu-
larist. It is under Secularism alone that intelligent sincerity
is possible. Many Christians aro admittedly sincere; but
they are «intelligently sincere ; that is, they are sincere >n
their attachment and loyalty to things about which they
know absolutely nothing. If that is not the height of un'
intelligence, pray, what is it ? At the same time, we wish
Dr. Stubbs well, because, in spite of his outworn creed, he 13
every inch a man.

Will blind superstition never die ? Will educated peopl®
never open their eyes to the glorious light of reason ? As an
instance of credulity run mad, take the following from the
Church Times :—

1 The point to be established is that the whole Church is &
guided by the Holy Spirit as to be infallible in faith »»“
morals, and finally authoritative in discipline, and that t®
Holy Spirit, in so guiding the whole Church, speaks by tnfl
mouth of the whole Episcopate.”

“ Laicus,” the writer of that passage, seeks to prove bis
claim, not from tho history of the Church, but from tbo
teaching of St. Ignatius, St. Cyprian, St. Augustine, Bishops
Beveridge and Pearson, and also from various ecclesiastical
Canons. One chapter from the book of history would smash
the silly pretension into black smithereens.

Mr. B. J. Campbell frankly admits, in the Young

that “ whero Professor Haeckel is a real authority he ‘3
unanswerable, and there is no reason why wo should
attempt to overthrow his conclusions.” That is most
sensible; and, in reality, all that Mr. Campbell can say
against the great scientist is, that “ he has not solved the
Biddle of the Universe but is not tho minister of the City
Temple aware that Professor Haeckel himself says precisely
the same thing again and again? Howover, let us bo
thankful for the tiniest morsels of truth from tho tables o
tho sanctuary.

Wo have had occasion more than once to refer to the
abominable things that are dono under the Alien law both h*
Great Britian and in the United States. With regard to the
case of Heinrich Wilke, who has been tossed about from oUe
country to another under this law, the Tribune justly
observed that “ Bedouins would have taken him in because
he was sick and a stranger,” and that even in our own PaS"
“ such a case would have been regarded with shame.” ®.
a more significant observation was the following. “ It 13
only in tho three countries ” tho Tribune said, “ which boast
the loudest of their developed civilisation and their Protestant
Christianity that the persecution of the weak foreigner has
been raised by law into a system.” There is a vast sigDl'
ficauco in this observation—probably moro than our content
porary intended.

This is another instance of tho way in which tho d?a
good Christians of this country fly in the face of Jesus Chris «
Whenever he says a good thing they flout it; whenever ho
says another sort of thing they embraco it. “ Swear not a
all,” ho said, and they go into parliaments and courts O
justice and swear like troopers. “ 1 was a stranger, and H5
took me not in,” he said ho would say to them at tho day ot
judgment if they did not show compassion to the sufferiUn
strangers they met in this world. And in the face of that
they see a poor stranger making for their shores and shovc
him off with a boat-hook.

God has lost his Sovereignty. Tho Bible is mistaken **
saying that “ he doeth according to his will in the army 0
heaven, and among tho inhabitants of the earth ” (Daniel
35). The inhabitants of tho earth are no longer “ reputed as
nothing.” Indeed, they seriously limit the Divine Supi'e
macy. They can even defy tho Deity to his face, and Pr®
vail against him. So teaches the Bev. T. Il. Darloy
in the British Weekly lately. If wo distrust God**
power, he says, God will refrain from exercising it. TI}*
is what he calls “ tho limitation of God.” And God <h3
creetly keeps silence, whatever is being said about hi*1t
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»-either approves nor disapproves, neither smiles nor

£'fr> -»ev' ~r- Hastings, editor of the Dictionary of the
e>is bringing out another dictionary which is to be
Down as the Dictionary of Christ and the Gospels. Its
J icles will be from experts; but they must be Christian
‘Perta, and everybody knows what that means. They
ust be in sympathy with preachers and their work. It is
eealess to observe that many first-class scholars will be
V excluded from tho list of contributors. The work

.} *u°t, therefore, prove of highest scientific importance or
any real value to scholarship as such, as the editor

A well-known minister exclaims, “ Holiness is much more
““an morality.” That is to say, religion and morality are
‘Wb distinct things, and we may have the one without the
other. This is also the teaching of Secularism. But the
preacher is essentially unjust to morality when he says that

the moral man is lenient with himself and severe with
pthers,” Such a man would be in no true sense moral. He

Dot in right relations with* his neighbors ; and the lack of
,0se relations is the quintessence of immorality. “ Morality
*s something between man and man,” continues the preacher.
"Ut he is utterly wrong. Morality means, not some thing,
pt the right thing, between man and man. It is that which
aijDs at the welfare, not of tho individual, but of all with
Whom the individual is in relation.

Mr. John Lobb has read our long criticism of his Talks
>vith the Dead, for ho has sent us the following letter, which
he forgot to sign, so great a hurry is he in to propagate the
8°spel of Spiritualism :—

“ Permit me to express my obligations for the notice of my
book, 1Talks with the Dead.’

Strange as it may seem, Charles Bradlaugli is often seen
ky clairvoyants with mo on the platform during my public
services. Three weeks ago, Col. R. G. Ingersoll came
through the husband of Mrs. Eva Harrison, and addressed
me thus: ‘| want to claim relationship, my claim is based
upon our mutual love of truth.

Mrs. Harrison took down his words, and they arc here for
your inspection.

Let me say that | often meet hard-headed thinkers who
have come over to Spiritualism.

I am glad to know that you are keeping well.”

"Q@h is Mr. Lobb’s letter, and if he really thinks it any sort
CE answer to our criticism his case is clearly hopeless.

“Phe offer to show us aspecimen of Mrs. Harrison’s writing
as a proof of Colonel Ingcrsoll's visit reminds us of tho
American gentleman who brought away a stone from Mount
"Darat to silence objectors to tho story of Noah's blood.

| brought that stone,” he said, “ from tho very place where

happened.”

Ingersoll’'s dropping in for a talk with Mr. John Lobb,
vm was a perfect stranger to him, is also a very odd cir-
Uiustance. There is a family living in New Vork that
, ‘uld certainly receivo a first call from the Colonel, unless
1»0 “ spirit world ” has completely changed his character.

18 Widow and his daughters, his grand-children, and other
eat relatives, with all of whom he lived in ono happy
Doiutnunity whilo in tho *“ earth life,” would naturally
xPect to hear from him if he j3 able to communicate. Why

o most loving and devoted of husbands should pass by his
j mow and stop to talk with a stranger like Mr. John Lobb,
s bke the peace of God in this—it passes all understanding.

People who believe this are “ hard headed ” in Mr. Lobb s
judgment. Wo should have thought them thick-headed,
callosity must be in another organ.

Hev. Dr. Guinness Rogers, the aged Nonconformist divine,
q,8_recently been asking tho question: “ Is our modern
kristianity in such a condition as to creato anxiety?”
he er®is much in tho religious outlook to make us anxious,”
j ..Implied, “ but tho outlook is not so dark as to shako our
Ch - or weaken our belief in tho ultimate triumph of
j> ristianity.” From what followed it appears that Dr.
Dgem believes there will be an act of divine intervention.
t ? um the ago of miracles is not past. Ho holds that God
¢ 1€ up John Wesley and George Whitefield to rescue the
tr'~t0  ~brist from ruin, and the God who trumped Satan’s
g*. on that occasion may bo trusted to do it again. Dr.
Du/r11683 does not state it exactly in that way, but we are
out iu® argument in a nutshell. Now wo have to point
that the twentieth century is not tho eighteenth century,
Sor anything like it; and that what was possible then is not
jumble to-day. Moreover, as a matter of fact, Wesloy
u Whitefield did not dovote themselves to opposing the
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sceptics ; no doubt they felt that such a task was hopeless—
and they were not fitted for it, if it had been otherwise.
What they did was this. They appealed to the inherited
religious instincts in th*common people, and more particu-
larly in the lower middle classes. And their appeal was
almost entirely emotional. They preached hell and damna-
tion, and frightened people into what is called “ godliness,”
which usually took the form of a sour avoidance of evefcy
natural pleasure. But hell is played out now. People cannot
be frightened with it any longer. A modern Wesley or
Whitefield is therefore impossible. And if that is tho kind
of miracle Dr. Rogers expects to save Christianity we believe
he is doomed to disappointment.

“ Hell on Earth ” was the title of a London Evening News
article on the Congo Horrors. Our contemporary seemed
surprised at a “ most Christian monarch ” like King Leopold
presiding over such unspeakable atrocities. That shows
how little it knows of Christian history.

Last week’s Christian World contained a big puff (a whole
leading article) of the Bible Society. It was all very
interesting in its way, but our contemporary might have
stated what wages the Society pays its female employees
who bind up “ the Word of God.” We suppose that wouldn’t
have looked well in an editorial advertisement.

“ The Effect of Real Study of the Bible ” was the title of
a recent sermon by the Rev. Dr. Duff, of Bradford. Of
course he didn’t say that tho effect of real study of the Bible
was frequently Atheism. Naturally a hawker doesn’t cry
stinking fish. -

Mr. Hubert Bland, the cynical and not very profound
Fabian, has written a volume called Letters to a Daughter.
We have not read it ; indeed, we don’t think we could read
a collection of Mr. Bland’s journalism. Running through a
column of it in the Sunday Chronicle is one thing; wading
through a bookful of it is quite another. Weekly trivialities
look more trivial than over when they are bound together for
deliberate reading ; and tho smile of tho first few minutes’
amusement easily passes into a melancholy yawn.

Certain extracts from Mr. Bland’s book show us that ho is
tho same old hanger-on that he always was to “ polito
society.” In spite of his Socialism—which is not, by tho
way, of a strenuous character—his ideal of life lies amongst
the people who havo nothing to do in the world, and do it
“ gracefully.” That is to say, with tho perfect smoothness
that suppresses all conviction and all individuality of char-
acter. He tells his daughter—or some other man’s daughter :
wo don’t know which—to bo as like other people as possible.
Whether she should go to church, for instance, is not to bo
decided on grounds of belief or non-belief. Discussing tho
truth or falsity of religion is only “ a foolish squabble.” Tho
“ best people ” go to church, and a young lady should go also
on that very account, even if sho marvels at tho service and
still more at the preacher’'s sermon. The “ best people ” may
not be the best in tho highest senso of the word, but they
aro the bestsocially. “ The nicest, gayest, all-round people,”
Mr. Bland says, “ aro the peoplo with some sort of religious
belief.” “ Some sort ” is good—and it is Mr. Bland all over.

Mr. Bland asks his real or imaginary daughter whether
sho has ever mot a really delightful Atheist—man or woman.
“ You havo,” ho says, “ met many worthy Atheists, | know ;
persons whoso moral code was as conspicuous as a red nose,
whose admirable qualities stuck out of them like hatpins ;
persons you aro almost bound in common decency to respect.
But have they been delightful ?” Well, they were probably
not delightful, according to Mr. Bland’s criterion. Wo can
easily imagine Atheists being far from delightful to tho
“ smart set "—people whoso purposo in life is to dine well,
to sleep well, to dress well, to play little games well, to
parade sea-fronts well, to chatter nothings well, and to go
through all tho inanities of an artificial existence well. And
that atheists are not delightful in such company is perhaps
more to their credit than Mr. Bland fancies.

The easy insolence of Mr. Bland's sentence about Atheists
is tho kind of thing which too frequently passes for wit.
That is tho mistake of small people with a turn for “ smart-
ness." Tho really great wits of the world have been men of
conviction, the lightning of whose intellect played over
abysses of seriousness. This is true of Aristophanes, of
Lucian, of Rabelais, of Moliere, of Swift, of Voltaire, and of
Heine. Not without reason did tho last of these say that
what he really cared for was not the laurel-wreath of poetry,
though ho was a great poet, but something very different.
“1 trouble myself very little,” he said, “ whether people
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praise my verses or blame them. But lay on my coffin a
sword; for | was a brave soldier in the Liberation War of
humanity.” The man in Heine spoke then. Whenever has
the man spoken in Mr. Bland ?—if we may be pardoned for
mentioning his name in the same breath.

What nonsense some people do talk about Atheism 1 At a
special Conference of the Liberation Society last week Mr.
P. W. Wilson, M.P., a good Dissenter, objected to one Chris-
tian Church dominating the rest, although he apparently
approves of all the Christian Churches together dominating
the rest of the community. Then he went on to make the
silly observation that the Archbishop of Canterbury, by his
opposition to the Nonconformist Education Bill in the House
of Lords, had “ produced more Atheists this week than any
Rationalist society in existence.” What must be the mental
condition of a man who fancies that Atheists are made in
this way ?  No wonder the writer who called the House of
Commons our “ Collective Wisdom ” was a satirist.

Two more poor apostles of poor Jesus Christ1 We catch
sight of them at the last minute. Rev. F. L. Moysey, of
Wiveliscombe, Somerset, has left ;£12,770. Rev. Dr. Daniel
Fox Sandford, of St. John’s Episcopal Church, Edinburgh,
has left (/66,834. “ For their works do follow them "—but
not their cash.

“ H. F. F.,” editor of the Daily Mirror, made the death of
Mr. George Herring the occasion for an article on “ The Rich
Man’s Riddle.” In the course of it he tried to explain away
the text, “ It is easier for a camel to go through a needle’s
eye than for a rich man to enter into the Kingdom of
Heaven.” That is how the text was printed in the Mirror,
but there is no such text in the Bible. The passage occurs
in Matthew, Mark, and Luke, and in each case the words
used are not “ Kingdom of Heaven,” but “ Kingdom of God”
—this being the phrase in the Revised as well as in the
Authorised Version. All our contemporary has to say, there-
fore, with regard to a misinterpretation of theword “ Heaven”
is a waste of time. Nor is more respect due to its talk about
“ oriental imagery ” and Christ's not really meaning that rich
men cannot possibly go to heaven. That is clearly what he
did mean. W.itness his “ Woe unto you rich ” and the parable
of Dives and Lazarus, in which the rich man goes to hell simply
because of his riches—for no other crime is alleged against
him.

A lady friend of a writer in the Glasgow Neivs says that
when she went to hear Father Vaughan preach in London
she was puzzled by the fact that the text was “ Ye cannot
serve God and Mammon,” and she had to pay a shilling for
her seat.

Mr. Mark Melford, the well-known entertainer, says he has
had ten doctors in ten months, and if the Christian Scientists
can cure him he will plank down ¢(£500. They won't.

The Nonconformists command a majority in the House of
Commons. Hence the Education Bill—which pleases them,
and pleases no one else. Tho Church of England commands
a majority in the House of Lords. Hcnco the Education Bill
is being wrecked in that Chamber. Dr. Macnamara, M.P.,
expresses surprise and indignation at this. Silly!

People who interfere with the orderly course of public
assemblies are guilty of one of tho worst crimes against
civilisation. All progress depends upon free enquiry and
free discussion. For this reason we view with horror the
avowal of Miss Hodgson at a Caxton Hall suffragette meet-
ing on Sunday evening that she and nine other women had
gone to Mr. W. R. Cremer’s lecture to the South London
Ethical Society at tho Surrey Masonic Hall, earlier in the
day, and “ prevented him from speaking ” by sheer rowdyism.
Her “ reason” for this action was that Mr. Cremer spoke
against Woman Suffrage in tho House of Commons. Accord-
ing to the Daily News report, Mr. W. T. Stead “ congratulated
Miss Hodgson on what she had done.” Mr. Stead is old
enough and wise enough to know hotter. lie would not have
congratulated us if wo had resorted to rowdyism against Dr.
Torrey for having grossly libelled two great dead Freethinkers,
and openly insulted all the living ones. Butwe wore trousers.
Rowdyism in petticoats seems to bo moro seductive.

Mr. Cremer’'s speech in the House of Commons was
called “ disgusting.” But this is a word without a definite
meaning. Is it seriously meant that whenever ladies
think a man’s articulate and constitutional opposition to
Woman Suffrage (or anything else they happen to be
interested in) disgusting, they have a right to follow him
about wherever ho goes, whatever audienco he is address-
ing, and whatever subject he is speaking upon, and shout
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him down—without the slightest regard for the people
who have assembled to hear him? We cannot believe
that Mr. Stead really means this; yet this is involved
his congratulations to Miss Hodgson.

As for the ladies themselves, we beg to remind them that
their sex has everything to lose by appealing to disorder and
violence. All the rights of woman outside her home depend
entirely upon the peace and order of human society. The
reason of this is obvious to anyone who takes the trouble w
think. Even the ballot-box, in the last extremity, has to
be guarded by constables and soldiers; and constables and
soldiers will never be women. And if it comes to breaking
up meetings, the men will always win at that game—when
they mean business.

Mr. John Hodges, one of the Labor M.P.’s, is a cool hand.
Speaking at Browning Hall, Walworth-road, lately) oB
“ Religion and Politics,” he said that the object of the Labor
Party was to put into Acts of Parliament the teachings ot
Christ in the Sermon on the Mount. Fancy the Labor
Party promoting a Bill founded on the text, “ Take n°
thought for the morrow ” 1 But we will not dwell on such
foolishness. We want to draw attention to Mr. Hodges
remark that there “ mif.lit bo one or two Atheists in th®
Labor Party "—but “ why should it be tarred as a whole
with that brush?” One or two Atheists in the Labor
Party 1 Only one or two 1 Mr. Hodges takes the cake “ot

cool—veracity.

How many Christian travellers, as well as missionaries)
have poured contempt on the Hindus for their reverenco 0
the sacred river Ganges. Hindus worn out with age, ®
enfeebled by hopeless disease, are proud to die in its hoy
waters. Naturally the Christians laugh at anybody wh
dies in the name of his religion ; they prefer to live on th
name of theirs. Still, they have their superstitions, just h*
the Hindus, only they don’t let it cost them too much, 0
hurry them too soon out of time into eternity. They eve
have their sacred river, which bears the prosaic name of J1
Jordan. It carries down all the dead dogs and cats of t*1*
Holy Land and pickles them in the Red Sea. Long, 1°D®
ago it miraculously stopped running, after opening itself}°
a certain distance, to let tho Jews cross over into the land o
promise. Nobody knows how the trick was done, but tha
it was done is as true as the Bible. Later on it receive
Jesus into its bosom when he was baptised by John tb
Baptist, and when the Holy Ghost came and perched upon
his shoulder, and God the Father shouted from heave
“ This is my well-beloved son.” We also know—for tb
Bible says so, and that settlos it—that washing in the Jordan
not once but sevon times, was a sovereign cure for leprosy"
a loathsome disease which was very prevalent in tbo3
parts, and especially amongst tho devotees of Jehovah. ~
wonder, then, that Christians think a lot of tho .Jordan.
Bottles of its water have been used in tho christening ®
royal babies all over Europe. It is now being supplied
other foolish families. There is, indeed, a growing dem»n
for it—even in America. Swagger peoplo like to wet tho*
babies’ noses with it when they are introduced by bapt*3®'
into tho household of faith. Whether tho “ kids ” approcia*
it is probably unknown.

When certain people want a thing certain other people ar®
sure to turn a more or less honest penny by supplying *m
Wo are not surprised to learn that there is already a corn®
in Jordan water. Tho Holy Land is unfortunately in,
hands of the Turks, who tako a percentage of the profit O
trading upon Christian superstition, instead of leaving it a
to tho Christians. Colonel Clifford Nadaud, of Covingt?®'
Kentucky, has obtained (in the usual way) tho exclusiv
concession to export Jordan water to his countrymen. Tb
water will be pumped into large barrels, each of which '\
bear the seal of the Ottoman authorities and of the America
Consul. The genuineness of the Jordan water in barrels V2
bo certified—that is to say, by tho “ infidel ” Turks, who ar®
wicked enough to regard it as no better than any oth®
samples of tho same lluid from any other river in the wor*a'
But tho Christian dignitaries in tho locality are not go*0”
without their share of pecuniary advantage. They w®8
make a bit somehow, and, in acknowledgment of their cl»1&L
we read that “ the exportation will be supervised by tb
Patriarch of Jerusalem.” Good old Patriarch 1 Good ol
business! For tho fool-crop, as Heine said, is perennial.

Rev. J. T. Dove, vicar of Cowbit, dropped dead in tb
street at Spalding. There is no moral. Thero would h»v
been one a mile long if he had been a Freethought lecturer.

A recent typhoon off the Japanese coast sank 128 fisbi°fjj
boats and drowned about one thousand men. “ He doctb a*
things well.”
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Mr. Foote’'s Engagements.

Sunday, November 18, Town Hall, Birmingham, at 11.15, “ The
bords and the Education Bill at 7, “ Do the Dead Live?”

December 2, Newcastle-on-Tyne; 9 and 16, Queen’s Hall, London.

To Correspondents.

NPOHENS L ecture E ngagements.— November 18, Newcastle-on-
_yne; 25, Liverpool. December2, Forest Gate; 9, Glasgow;
w, Belfast.

«Lloyd's Lecturing E ngagements.—November 25, Manchester.
December 2, Liverpool.
S*m*b's L ecturing E ngagements.—December 2, Birmingham;
>L eicester ; 16, Newcastle.
D°hen “ Salvation Army” Tract Fund.—J. Brough| 2s.,
Camley 3s., Frank Smith £1 Is.

" Henderson.— Glad the new Post Office regulation meets
Ryour case.

' Downes—Pleased to hear you “ prize” this journal “ very
tl:.U,V' Cf course there is a Buddhism of the mob as well as
foe Buddhism of the better educated—and the former has long
eendying out inJapan. Buteven when Buddhism degenerates
w still atheistic in its ultimate essence, for all its deities are
bordinate to the universal existence, and are not immortal,
line SU™ ec* however, is too large to be dealt with in a few

—Thanks for doing all you can, in a quiet way, to pro-
ote our circulation. The bill you enclose of the Rev. W. T.
oe s lectures is rather crude, and we suggest that it would be
act of defensive self-respect on his part to insist on its being
vised. It is certainly true that Mr. Lee did (many years ago)
ieet “ Mr. G. W. Foote and other leaders of what is known as
,,reethought ” in public debate; but the statement that he
has in several instances scored conspicuous victories” is
terly lacking in good taste. One would imagine that a public
oH 6was a bruising match, and that one disputant left the
her gasping on the sawdust. This may be the Christian
mper, but it is not the temper in which debates can be usefully
inducted. For our part, we have held many public debates,
st*t\We afould never allow an advertisement of our lectures to
uate that we had thrashed an opponent. Such a thing strikes
aa Hot only ill-conditioned, but, from the very nature of the
8e>foolish ; and you must excuse us from contradicting a
h uSar absurdity.
oteM” (Plymouth).—You have probably noticed the intro-
ctory paragraphs of our last week’s leading article. We may
il * words now, with special reference to your letter. It
cafn™ f°r hs to say whether it would be wise for Socialists to
gu ™ 0n a f°rmal attack on Christianity ; that is a domestic
9 Cation which they will decide for themselves; although, of
urse, the more Christianity is attacked the better we are
cased. But we are very decidedly of opinion that the Free-
so°U] t movement should not ally itself to any political or
n ,a-body. An organisation always exists fora definite object ;
oh' i ?erve that object is to die of inanition—to serve other
We1 8% ‘be of convulsions. Now and then in the Freethinker
' nave corrected a casual censure of Socialism by a contributor
0 Was opposed to it ; we have also corrected a casual praise
in ti?Ca”™8m by a contributor who was in favor of it.  Our policy
nef 18iQlrHAl {8 one of neutrality to all movements which are
clearly hostile to Freethought. Mr. Symes, it is true,
j, erred in his last week’s article to his Republicanism and
are Ica’“sm *n Australia ; but the passage was a record, not an
burnent, or we should have stopped it; and, after all, if we
;" say so without offending our gallant old friend and col-
bp Ku°®' his Republicanism and Radicalism do not appear to have
\y Hseful public allies of his Freethought in the long run.
¢ @N\chard.—We attach no importance to Lombroso’s reported
“Version to Spiritualism. Ho is now an old man, turned
o venty, and tbe necromancy of the dark séance, operated by
ton  ~be most cunning adventuresses in Europe, is probably
0 much for his present powers of resistance. When he was
~  Unger and stronger he laughed at such absurdities.
H— Rev. L. Dalby is quite at liberty to say that Joan of
{ “ wweuld live in history when Voltaire's name is forgotten ;
n0j “sigafree country—especially for clergymen. We have
out beard, however, that this reverend gentleman has taken
fO la licence as a prophet ; besides, prophets are nearly always
\ye8 For our part, we are more catholic than this man of God.
valh u °r ~oan °f Arc a<i Voltaire too. There is room in our
@ n a afor all kinds of greatness.
C' ""«tun.—See “ Acid Drops.” Thanks.
elab —Not without merit, but the subject requires more
W xr“/ate treatment,
' Hal'_l's-—We have not seen the Methodist Recorder you say you
a 3
Asfﬁ‘é’}‘ WVARI—Oad you have read From Fiction to Fuel and con-
sucb Hood—absolutely good I’ You say it is strange that
the R keen intellect as Mr. Bonte's believed the tomfoolery of
ofea i isl*Church so long ; but you should remember the force
Whici v,c'location and surroundings, and the mental isolation in
mfell's]*Pa38d 80 many years. We will try to notice Father
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W. P. Barr.—Thankr for your ever-welcome cuttings.

J. Brough.—A woman who can read our Flowers of Freethought
with so much pleasure must be rather exceptional. We tender
your wife our congratulations—and you too, lucky man ! Thanks
for cuttings. See acknowledgment elsewhere.

H. Martin returns “ sincere thanks for the specimen copies of the
Freethinker ” sent him, and thinks itis “ a paper that should be
read by everyone.” He has ordered it of his newsagent.

. Moorcroft writes: “ | sold sixteen copies of John Bull last
week owing to your article.” This correspondent is thanked
for cuttings.

W. Hort writes: “ | have read with great interest the Freethinker,
which must have been sent to me by an acquaintance. Reading
it for the first time, it seems to me one of the most brilliant and
interesting papers of the day.” This should encourage our
friends to go on sending us the names and addresses of persons
who might become regular readers of the Freethinker after we
have sent them a free specimen copy for six consecutive weeks.

A. Crarke.—How can Dictionaries be authorities, when on your
own showing they give different definitions ?

G. Roleffs.—Glad to learn Mr. Symes had such good meetings
at Liverpool on Sunday, and gave you all so much satisfaction.
Your suggestion is one you must deal with yourselves.

Ridgway Fund.—J. Partridge acknowledges : A Friend 5s.

H. B. Adbertey.—Glad to hear that you got to know of the Free-
thinker a month ago and are able to express your “ entire satis-
faction ” with it. We do not know how Evan Roberts lives in
his frequent “ retirements.” Not on what the ravens bring him,
anyhow.

T. D.—Thanks. A good idea.

J. F. Turnbunt.—Thanks. See “ Sugar Plums.”

Anonymous letters cannot be answered in this column. Corres-
pondents must give name and address as a guarantee of good
faith.

Tub Secular Society, Limited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street,
Farringdon-street, E.C.

The National Secular Society's Office is at 2 Newcastlc-street,
Farringdon-street, E.C.

Letters for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed
to 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

Lecture Notices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
street, E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be
inserted.

Friends who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by
marking the passages to which they wish us to call attention.
Orders for literature should be sent to the Freethought Pub-
lishing Company, Limited, 2 Newcastle-streot, Farringdon-

street, E.C., and not to the Editor.

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

The Freethinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing
office, post free, at tho following rates, prepaid:—One year,
10s. Gd.; half year, 5s. 3d. ; three months, 2s. 8d.

Scale of Advertisements : Thirty words, Is. Cd.; every suc-
ceeding ten words, Gd. Displayed Advertisements —One inch,
4s. Gd.; half column, £1 2s. Gd.; column, £2 5s. Special
terms for repetitions.

Sugar Plums.

Mr. Foote delivers two lectures to-day (Nov. 18) in the
grand Birmingham Town Hall. The first lecture will not be
in the afternoon, as on former occasions, but in the morning.
Tho local “ saints” are requested to make a note of tho
alteration, and thus avoid a possible disappointment.

Friends coming to Mr. Foote's lectures from a distance
can obtain information as to procuring dinner and tea by
applying in the Town Hall Committee Room, Door A.

Some time ago wo referred to the bigoted action of the
Tyneside Geographical Society in refusing to let the local
Secularists the use of the Lovaino Hall any longer for
lecturing purposes. Fortunately the N. S. S. Branch has
been able to secure the use of tho Co-operative Society’s
Hall, in Darn Crook—a building both commodious and
centrally situated. Mr. Cohen lectures there to-day (Nov. 18)
afternoon and evening, and wo hope he will have good
meetings. Mr. Foote will deliver two lectures on the first
Sunday in December. Subsequent visits by other lecturers
are being negotiated, and tho Freethought movement ought
to make rapid strides in Newcastle under the new and more
favorable conditions.

The press conspiracy of silence against uncompromising
Freethought has been well maintained in the case of Mr.
Bonte’'s pamphlet, From Fiction to Fact. Many review
copies were sent out to various journals outside the definitely
Freethought circle, but only one of those journals has given
tho pamphlet a word of recognition or acknowledgment.
This one exception is Reynolds' Newspaper. According to
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that journal, Mr. Bonte's is “ one of the most remarkable
pamphlets which have been published of recent years” and
“ a highly-instructive piece of self-revelation.”

The Journal de Charleroi is one of our foreign exchanges.
As its name indicates, it is published in Belgium ; and, like
most of the Freethought journals published on the continent,
it is political as well as irreligious. It is in the sixty-first
year of its existence, so it is anything but a mushroom
publication. We rather like the Blotto which is printed
under its title: “ Towards Truth through Science. Towards
Liberty through Law. Towards Equality through Justice.
Towards Social Harmony through Fraternity.” This is a
high and noble policy, and our Belgian contemporary keeps
it steadily in view.

Under the heading of “ International Freethought” the
Journal de Charleroi gives extracts from Freethought
journals in other lands, and the Freethinker is often laid
under contribution. A recent number translates a portion
of our Editor's article on “ Secularisation.” We are sur-
prised to learn, from an editorial exclamation between
brackets, that cremation is illegal in the land of King Congo-
Leopold. Freethought has a lot of struggle before it yet,
even in Belgium, in spite of its close vicinity to France.
That is why our Belgian contemporary adds the following
note of its own to the extract from our Editor’s article : “ It

jevident, as the English journalist shows, that everything
s gradually being secularised, and that no Church will be
able to stem the tide ; but how necessary it still is to fight,
not only against the Church, but still more against the
cowardice of unbelievers, before wo can arrive at completo
laicisation.” Yes, that cowardice of unbelievers is respon-
sible for much.

Another of our exchanges is La Pensee, the weekly organ
of the Federation of Belgian Freethought Societies, edited
by Eugene Hins. This also frequently prints extracts from
the Freethinker. A recent number contains a translation—
and a very excellent ono, too—of Mr. Foote's articlo on
“ Blessing the Nets.” It is one of Blr. Foote’'s peculiarities,
which we daresay is shared by some other writers, that ho
is never able to take any interest worth speaking of in any-
thing that ho has once written, until after a long lapse of
time, when he is sufficiently detached from it to be able to
read it as though it were written by somebody else. Now
the translation into another language produces very much
the samo effect as the long lapse of time; and Blr. Foote has
read his own articlo in La Pensee—and enjoyed it 1 But no
doubt this is partly owing to the sparkling French into which
M. Hins has rendered it.

Mr. George Bleredith is reported to have spoken as follows
in a conversation with Blr. Henry W. Nevinson, the well-
known journalist:—" Fearlessness of death is essential for
manliness.  Doctors and parsons do a lot of harm by
increasing the fear of death. | was a very timid and sen-
sitive boy, but at eighteen 1 determined not to bo afraid
again. Every night when | go to bed | know | may never
wake up. That is nothing to mo. | hope | shall die with
a good laugh, like the old French woman. The cure came
wailing to her about her salvation, and she told him her best
improper story and died.”

A Freethinker at Queensland sends us the following
extract from the Brisbane Courier of September 25 :—

“ AN EXTRAORDINARY SEARCH.

William Jones, an old man well known in and around
Adelaide, formerly the proprietor of a very picturesque little
hotel called the Eagle, on the hill situated near Mount Lofty,
a few miles outside Adelaide, died on October 15, 1905,
leaving estate to the value of about £12,000. He left a will,
the whole of -which was in his own handwriting, by which,
after giving the income of his estate to be divided equally
between his two children, he left the whole of his property
to the Incorporated Body of Freethinkers of South Australia.
He appointed the Public Trustee of South Australia his sole
executor and trustee. The only society which the Public
Trustee was able to find on the registry of incorporated
bodies was the South Australian Freethought Society Incor-
porated. When inquiries were made it appeared that this
society was no longer in existence, so the Public Trustee
referred the matter to the Supreme Court of South Australia
for advice and direction. The Supreme Court directed a trial
of the facts, and on the trial of the facts the presiding Judge
(BIr. Justice Gordon) directed that an advertisement should
be circulated through the various newspapers in the Com-
monwealth for information as to the whereabouts of persons
who claim to be either life members or honorary members of
this society. It appears that by the rules of the society there
are now no ordinary members, as no subscriptions have been
paid by any member for many years, and the rules provide
that any member whose subscription shall be six months in
arrear shall cease to be a member. The rules also provide
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that five members, including the president, shall form a
quorum. Up to the present the efforts of the Public Trustee
and his solicitor to find five life members or honorary member

have been unsuccessful.”

We Lave not time to say all that might be said—and perhaps
should be said—on this matter. One thing, however, mus
not be passed over in silence at present. If the testator 1
this case had apprised a responsible Freethinker of ti®
nature of his will the machinery for giving it effect might
have been kept in existence. We have not had time to ask
BlIr. Symes what he knows of the South Australian Free-

thought Society.

The Glasgow papers report the rescue of a child fro®
drowning in the Clyde, his rescuer throwing off his coat and
plunging into a swift current. Curiously they both bore the
same name—William Henderson. The rescuer is tho son gj
a vice-president of the Glasgow Branch of tho Nation®
Secular Society. Had he been a Christian, the papers would
have mentioned the Church he belonged to.

Tho Blanchester Evening Chronicle reproves the local
right reverend father in God for rejoicing because the Loro8
have driven a nail into the coffin of the Education Bill. Oat
contemporary says that the nail is a trifle too long, and b»8
gone into the coffin of the House of Lords and of relig>°usS
teaching. The answer of the Liberal Government should be
a Secular Education Bill. Good !

We hope tho Earl of Portsmouth, Under-Secretary
War, was speaking the mind of the Government when 1®
addressed that Liberal meeting at Aldershot. If the presen
Education Bill was lost through the action of the House 0
Lords, he said, it was not the cause of progressive education
that would suffer. “ The great national necessities worn
demand a national Bill,” ho continued, * and would demand
a Bill on Secular lines.”

Blark Twain’s Autobiography, parts of which are appearing

i the North American lieview, contains a story of b*8
daughter Susie, who died a few years ago. She was oigh“
years old at the timo of tho following incident:—

“ For n week, her mother had not been able to go to tre
nursery, evenings, at the child’s prayer hour. She spoke °
it—was sorry for it, and said she would come to-night,
hoped she could continue to come every night and hear Su8'
pray, as before. Noticing that the child wished to respond
but was evidently troubled how to word her answer, she aske
what the difficulty was. Susy explained that Miss Foote (t®
governess) had been teaching her about the Indians and thel
religious beliefs, whereby it appeared that they had not only
a God, but several. This had set Susy to thinking. A» 8
result of this thinking, she had stopped praying.
qualified this statement—that is, she modified it—saying
did not now pray 1in tho same way ' as she had formerly don®
Her mother said:

‘ Tell me about it, dear.’ .

‘Well, mama, tho the Indians behoved they knew, bu
now wo know they were wrong. By and by, it can turn °u
that we are wrong. So now | only pray that there may
God and a Heaven—or something better.’ .

I wrote down this pathetic prayer in its precise wording,8
the time, in a record which we kept of the children’s sayi»£®'
and my reverence for it has grown with the years that h»v
passed over my head since then. Its untaught grace
simplicity aro a child’s, but tho wisdom and the pathos of ~
are of all the ages that have come and gone since the race 0
man has lived, and longed, and hoped, and feared, !'n
doubted.”

It is good to have those flashes of child-roflection preserved

On the back page of this week’s Freethinker our read®
will find an advertisement of Mr. Cohon's tract on 1IT®
Salvation Army and Its Work,” which has been publish0™
by request. Ten thousand copios have boen printed
start, and we hope several myriads will be called for, as *b
circulation of this tract is sure to do great good in openl®
people’s eyes to the real character of General Booth's on*0g
prise. Towards the expenses of producing it wo ba*
received and acknowledged £3 13s. Gd. BluclT more will
needed—especially if the tract is to bo circulated in prePO®
tion to its value. Subscriptions should bo forwarded to
direct, and will all bo duly acknowledged.

The clergyman was nailing a refractory creeper to a PkeCG
of trellis work near his front gate, when ho noticed that
small boy had stopped and was watching him with grC\,
attention. “ Well, my young friend,” he said, pleased to
the interest he excited, “ are you looking out for a hint
two of gardening?” » No,” said the youth, “ I'm waiting
hear what a parson says when ho hammers his thumb.’
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“ Ballard’s” Christianity.

WHEN the agitation for the emancipation of the
~egro slave had gained the popular ear, the Chris-
lan Church, which had upheld the moral right of
Property in human flesh and blocd for eighteen
undred years, suddenly unearthed from the Divine
”°rd the doctrine of “ the brotherhood of man’ ;
aad to'day she boldly and unblushingly claims that
,. abolition of slavery was a reform due to Chris-
tianity, And, similarly, the temperance movement
°“ly received official religious recognition when, as
oe result of arduous propaganda, a change was
etlected in the public sentiment. The writer well
remembers when the question of the introduction
0 non-alcoholic sacramental wines led to a bitter
am acrimonious controversy, and made a veritable
ear-garden of almost every church in the land. It
8 a truth which needs no proof that every”~new
ovement having for its object either the %Nintel-
®&tual emancipation or the material well-being of
an> has, at first, been bitterly opposed by the
bureh; and when the change of public opinion
Olvard the higher ideal was such that, owing to her
conservatism, she was likely to “ fall behind dis-
credited and disowned,” without any compunction
conscience or even a pretence of repentance for
6r previous moral depravity, she has coolly changed
ront and claimed the improvement as her own. ~ Of
»¥Fs®, this change in her attitude towards a given
eor® is not immediate and complete—it is a pro-
of pain and travail.

Once more the Church finds herself in the awk-
ard predicament of being far behind the social
cal of the age. Since the days of Robert Owen
ebas branded the social movement as a species of
°cial robbery, and endeavored to discredit it by
Isociating its aspirations with the worst features
the French Revolution. But the more clear-
gbted—°r shall we say the least dense ?—of the
. ,ristian community aro beginning to perceive, or
Ik they perceive, a social change ahead—the
Bung Of democracy. The democracy, therefore,
filst be propitiated, and any beneficial change in
® social order claimed for Christianity. As the
iiter of the article under review says: “ Every-
f In8 that Socialism insists upon as being necessary
e r boalthy bodily conditions, and for full mental
. TRpment, is already included, and has always been

Ana Pregram °t Christianity.” Just so!
bo new movement—or “ move ” perhaps would
@ a better word—of conciliation—or shall we say

nfiscation ?—is already assuming proportions,
tho 6 the foremost figures of this movement is
j 0 Rev. Frank Ballard; and one of his latest efforts
tinPWve N at black is white is an articlo on “ Ehris-
G/Ulty and Socialism” in tho recently-published

uizen of To-Morrow, o which we referred in a
bo "10118 issue of the Freethinker. Mr. Ballard will

, fcomn to many readers as tho Avenger of Blood,
of ° Persistently dogs tho steps of tho great Apostle
bel' 8erminism. He is tho author of Miracles of Un-

Re u ~ ari°n Fallacies, and llacclccl s Monism, False.
has anifo on imnnsim? array of scholastic and

| ~ uusiaaen policy to juuge » man u;

f Nears, so it appears it is not always wise to judge
im * okille lokeiiptdtudll bgdHEidH, or the width of
1 s°cial outlook, by the number of his Degrees.
_ 6 niinute textual criticism of his Clarion Fallacies
ot %j’\tedly indicates considerable mental cutenoss
® d°gged perseverance, but one looks in vain for that
8°r vista ” born of trust and hope in humanity

jpb is characteristic of the genuine reformer,
emr', Ballard’'s definition of Christianity is not
f aarkable either for its lucidity or conciseness.
definition bo a statement of those essential
ouls 68 an object without which that object
denf?0” exi®ti and if its purpose be to enable us to
tho object, then Mr. Ballard’s definition
pe .,In both these requirements. He enumerates
Rotus which he regards as a sufficient definition

THE FREETHINKER

781

of Christianity: (1) The realisation in practice of
the mind of Christ. (2) Canon Moore Ede’s idea of
a New Testament Church. (3) The two great laws
enunciated by Christ. (4) The ethical outline of
the Sermon on the Mount; and (5) Certain apostolic
charges in the letters of Paul to the Church at Rome
and Corinth. This is really not a definition in any
strict sense of the word, but a description of some
minor accessories which the Christian Church has
never regarded as being of importance. Such repre-
sentative Christian institutions as the Roman Catho-
lic Church or the British and Foreign Bible Society,
which is supported by all sections of Protestantism,
would certainly not accept Mr. Ballard’s definition as
their Christianity. The utmost that can be claimed
for it is, that it is “ Mr. Ballard’s” Christianity—
although we question whether even he, under other
circumstances, would insist upon its sufficiency.
Indeed, in the course of his article it is apparent
that he has not always this definition in view.
When the Church of tho period wished to defend
slavery, it appealed to the commands and practices
of the Old Testament; but such a definition leaves
out of account the whole of the Old Testament
writings. The ethics of the Sermon on the Mount,
too, have only been resurrected during recent years
to gloss over the social shortcomings of the Church;
and even now there is no serious attempt on her part
to put them into practice—if, indeed, it can ho said
she believes them to be practicable. Again, if the
New Testament idea of a church had been adhered
to, it is very certain there would have been no
“ Rev.” Frank Ballard, seeing that it is admitted
that the Christian clerical order does not receive its
sanction from the New Testament, but is based on
the older Jewish economy. In thus defining Chris-
tianity, Mr. Ballard says he is not concerned with
the “ speculative,” but with the practical. But the
“ speculative ” is the very essence of Christianity.
The existence of God, of heaven, of hell, of a future
life, are purely speculative questions; and, if you take
these away, what is there left that Mr. Ballard would
care to defend ? Is the Fall of Man, and his redemp-
tion by the blood of Christ, not the principal feature
of the Christian system ? And is salvation by faith
not its cardihal doctrine ? Why, then, should Mr.
Ballard attempt to palm off, as a definition of Chris-
tianity, a.few mere details of the kind ho mentions ?
“ 1t may seem late,” he says, “ to be asking in the
twentieth century “What is Christianity?” and we
agree with him—it does seem “ a bit late.” More-
over, it is altogether unnecessary. The real Chris-
tianity needs no labored definition; its nature and
its policy, as expressed in its institutions and its
literature, can be studied by all. When the churches
make a definite effort to put the ethics of the Sermon
on the Mount into practice, then it will be time
enough to admit them into a definition of actual
Christianity.

Mr. Ballard’s argument is very far from being con-
sistent with his own definition. For instance, he
says: “ Christianity and Socialism represent two of
the greatest—if not the two greatest— forces of our
modern life.” Hero it is apparent that he loses sight
of his definition, and has in view quite another Chris-
tianity. Such a comparison, to have any meaning at
all, can only refer to Christianity as it is ; but, in any
sense, it is not justifiable. The phenomenal strides
which the Socialist movement has made in this
country during tho last twelve years is apparent to
all who care to acquaint themselves with the facts;
but where is tho evidenco to justify the assertion
that Christianity has made a like progress ? Mr.
Ballard, in one of his books, joins in the general wail
about the alienation of the masses from its influence
and its ordinances. The Christianity of his defini-
tion is certainly not aforce, in the sense that Social-
ism is a force, in our modern life; while the Chris-
tianity that he compares with Socialism is an
opposing force, and not the progressive influence he
insinuates. As one of our leading Socialists said :
“1 am working for Socialism when | attack a re-
ligion that is hindering Socialism.”
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“ These two vast potencies— the one religions the
other economic ”"— says Mr. Ballard, “ cannot possibly
exist, and grow, side by side, without mutual influ-
ence." And he asks: “What is that influence to
be ? Are they to fight or to fuse, to help or to
hinder each other?” Well, the Wellington’s and
the Nelson’s of the Socialist movement have already
answered Mr. Ballard’s question ; a fact of which he
ought to be aware, seeing that he has spent several
years in propagandist work endeavoring to repel the
attacks of the enemy. Such a question, moreover,
shows the mental confusion under which Mr. Ballard
labors. Because if, as he quotes from the Encyclo-
pedia Britannica, the ethics of Christianity and
Socialism are identical, then any antagonism be-
tween them would be a case of a house being divided
against itself. But Mr. Ballard knows that Church
Christianity has no real sympathy with the Socialist
ideal. Indeed, he himself lets the cat out of the bag
by saying that, “ as an ideal, it is utterly impractic-
able ” apart from Christianity. And if any Socialist
wants any other evidence of the “game” these
Christian apologists are playing in attempting to
minimise the antagonism between these two organi-
sations, then all we can say is, that they must be
very dense indeed.

Mr. Blatchford complained that Mr. Ballard did
not understand the subject of Determinism; and,
in asserting that Socialism “assumes the moral
perfection of human nature,” our friends have good
reason to believe that he does not understand
Socialism either. His view of human nature, too,
does not betoken very extensive observation, for it
is certainly obvious that he loses sight of many of
the most important facts of human life when he
alleges that *“ the strongest incentive to human
action is personal reward attained through com-
petition.” Many of the noblest acts of life are
performed without reference to “ porsonal reward.”
It is easy to see that Mr. Ballard’s whole view of
human nature and conduct is colored by the theo-
logical dogmas of Christianity.

The keynote of the whole article is, that “ there is
a potency in Christianity which alone would enable
the Socialist ideal to be realised and, when we are
informed that “ the Christian faith involves the
never-failing presence and power of a personal
dynamic, too tender and too mighty as a source of
obligation for a non-disciple ever to appreciate, or a
true disciple ever to forget,” ono can hardly with-
hold the sneer at the introduction of such cheap and
childish sentiment into the region of controversy.
If the surmise of Mr. Ballard be correct, it is evident
that the first duty of Blatchford and Hyndman and
Shaw is to proceed reverently to the “ penitent-
form ” and be instructed in tho mysteries of Chris-
tianity by some Hallelujah lass, and then—all will
be well! It is somewhat difficult to determine from
Mr. Ballard’'s article whether ho is advocating the
old gospel of “ one thing needful " or tho now gospel
of “ two things needful.” When he speaks of “ Chris-
tianity working from within outwards, and Socialism
working from without inwards,” one is led to think he
is in favor of the latter; but when he professes to
see the solution of social problems in “ Christian
Socialism,"” it is more probable that he is still
inclined to the former. In any case, from the
standpoint of clear thinking and accurate expression,
Mr. Ballard is a disappointment—as, for instance,
when ho admits a meaningless phraso like “ the
mind of Christ” into his definition.

If the masses on the Continent have come to
believe that “ the Church is only a police institution
for upholding capital, and that it deceives the common
people with ‘acheque payable in heaven,” ” that belief
is only too well founded. And when tho indifference
of the masses of this country to religion is replaced
by a more intelligent realisation of its dangers to
their well-being, they will come to see the necessity
of sweeping away “ the whole tottering structure of
conventional religion and worship.”

Joseph Bbyce.
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Holy Observatories.

It would appear superfluous in this Twentieth
tury to discuss astrology, faith in omens, belief in
reality of apparitions, or other pernicious notiop9
were it not known that such crass absurdities stil*
obtain among persons who pass as educated, and that
many minds are bewildered by them.

To expose these dupers and to release the duped
the bounden duty of all progressive persons mind®1
of the welfare of humanity.

Happily, Freethinkers do not suffer from the
influences of such gloomy mental horrors which haunt
those who prostitute themselves to spiritists and
astrologers in general, or to the wiles of an unscru-
pulous churchcraft in particular.

All ancient and modern records of every nation
have numerous accounts of religious rites and practice
proceeding from absurd beliefs due to ignorane®
And there is no exception to this reproach.

Among these invented modes of divination B
astrology. It was contemporary with rudimentary
civilisation. In the Bible we read that Isaiah wes
among the astrologers. The same “ Holy Book ” als®
gives an account of a séance with its ludicro«9
counterpart in raising the spirit of deceased Sa®°.e
for the express purpose of obliging Saul with C&tain
information, which an Almighty God would not or
could not give.

Similar performances in the name of roligion have
dragged through the ages to this year of grace, when
a Christian Herald soothsayer and a Christian M*
necromancer still have a numerous clientele, to s®?
nothing of that “ bishop’s eye” who says be
spirits. But these are immaterial.

England’s state-supported religion, though fashion-
able, is quite as absurd as its ancestors’ and equals
primitive. Each of the sects differ, and to t®
rejection of all others is supposed to exclusively
possess supernatural faculties appertaining to destiny’
a business worthy of an Italian woman’s fortune
telling birds, or the exorcisims of a Hottent0
medicineman.

If wo revert to the Chaldean records, wo find ®
religious system designated » Zabism ” ; an ancienl
worship of heavenly bodies. Tho outcome of thiS
was astrology.

Hero, indeed, are excusable errors duo to the o®
tutored imagination of an early race which could bo*
look upon the sun, moon, and stars, in amaze®®0
and considered them rulers of tho world. ,

Tho Babylonians and tho Egyptians were two ?
tho first political communities. Their ideas were I0
keeping with tho elementary knowledge of hu®a®
infancy from which the present-day churches baW
progressed but little, if at all. .

The clergy of these latter deserve upbraiding, b°
wo need not bo astonished at the extravagances 0L
the theology of the Babylonian priests who fancie“
the celestial orbs were habitations of intellige®,
beings, each of whom had his particular depart®®0"
in tho government of this world, as well as a sbar0
in the disposal of human affairs.

These priests, therefore, established themselves a®
divine astronomers. This placed them in an unifl00
position, which not only gave them power but a°
inexhaustible source of wealth. Consequently, sUcD
a system that gave its professors so many advantafled
was gradually introduced into other countries
this mysterious juggle controlled the counsel of tbe
state, and even directed military operations. t

It may surprise tho modern reader to know tba
this protended science was much used in the sixteenth
century, when astrological predictions were _a
seriously believed as they had been during the tiel
of Nebuchadnezzar. But greater is tho astonish®?0
to-day, for, in tho face of philosophy and advan®O0»
science, the Church canons still boom tho authentic”?
of their EO-called infallible holy scriptures, out ®
which fallacious astrology is read and taught as trot0’
and upon which the inconsistent doctrines of CbrX
tianity are based. And the result is, that thous0°°
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?1 Persons, both clerical and lay, in every part of the
KDgdom, hold decided beliefs in heaven-worship.

believe a star guided men to Bethlehem and
ai(Jed them to find “ Christ their Savior.”

They believe the stars fought against Sisera.

They believe Joshua was helped in warfare by the
S and moon.

Christians have not yet ceased petitioning the sun,
m°Qlaand stars to bless their Lord, to praise him and
Magnify him for ever.

Preachers and worshipers who profess such beliefs
are not a whit less superstitious than their religious

ancestors. The “ Lord’s Spiritual” are not fit
rgislators. They hinder reform and should he re-
moved. AH religions are obstacles to progress.

gainst a multiplicity of irrefutable arguments, the
®ate not only sanctions but continues payment for
e propagation of inanities which are repugnant to
thoughtful citizens. Worse still is the fact that, the
is actually against pioneers of progress, whose
araent and sole desire is to save their fellows from
. [I:)raltinjury and to rid the land of an intellectual

bligh
5¢C ICHABOD.
Correspondence.
A QUESTION OF ETHICS.
TO TUB EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

t NiR— all respect to Mr. Cohen, | am still inclined to
sDi he does not give sufficient importance to the per-
GDal clement. Ho says: “ Separated from society, man

ases to be an individual and becomes amere object.” That
ay ho true; but, at present, | am not prepared to accept
a a"doctrine. “ Separate man from his fellows and we liavo
f *«e animal object and not a civilised being,” Mr. Cohen
~r'her says. He contends that morality is essentially a
0j ter of relation. *“ Abolish all relations and the condition
Ot tn°vality disappears, or we are thrown back upon a more
°ss modified supernaturalism.”
1need hardly say that | reject the supernatural idea con-
ren‘'ng morality. Morality is a developed faculty, liable to
S ersions and perversions; but | cannot see why, if man bo
Plated from his fellows, ho necessarily becomes a mere
Mr. Cohen remarks: “ | consciously act when |
ho +« DowsPaper for reading; but no one would say that
nfiui has any ethical significance.” Well, I think it
t [nh The paper may bo folded in a clumsy, inartistx

rear\°n’ It might bo folded in such a way that subsequent
uing proves irksome. Thus we derivo the artistic faculty.
Hie6 People eat tlioir dinners may have an effect upon

consciousness, and an effect upon morali.
See a naan ho cast upon a desort island, sounds, sights, and
vie)l®? " ou'€ still impress him, varyingly according to indi-
jg . temperament. Ho would remain a thinking being,
@ °Clating ideas. If the man shortens his life by liis
net, Mr. Cohen fails to see why ho should be called im-
Wral; Personally, | think the word “ immoral ” is rightly
*n that connection, though some forms of sensuality
Poi i ° result of defective heredity. But Mr. Cohen s
t h a i view may bo the more correct one. | shall assume
w ,, ¢ retains his viow on this point as expressed in last

° 8issuo- J. A. Reid.

others, my friend, bestrew the hearses of the great
adff* Panegyrics; but such a loss as the world has now
ctnnred [tho death of Voltaire] affects mo with stronger
losin, s’ WLen a philosopher dies, | consider myself as
MQi"? a Patron, an instructor, and a friend. | consider the
tjQ . as losing one who might servo to console her amidst
d,® Relations of war and ambition. Nature every day pro-
d,tj8 M abundance men capable of filling all tho requisite
ex™n8,0” authority; but she is niggard in tho birth of an

to jji ®>nd, scarcely producing in a century a single genius
iuct'” and enlighten a degenerate age. Prodigal in tho pro-
sbha Fotl kings, governors, mandarins, chams, and courtiers,

to liavo forgotten for more than three thousand
tlonf8 .  manner in which she once formed tho brain of a

*on ?Clua>and well it is she has forgotten, when a bad
Save him so very bad a roception.— Goldsmith

The bliss of man (could prido that blessing find)

not to think or act beyond mankind.
— Pope.
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Secular Education;
OR, CHRISTIANS VEBSUS “ THE GOLDEN RULE.”

As Christians praise and preach the “ Golden Rule,”
They ought to drive the Bible from the school,
Because their secular opponents teach
Another rule, and other precepts preach.
The Christians who respect the “ Golden Rule”
Will help their Freethought foe to free the school.

The Christians must the “ Golden Rule ” obey,
And so to all opponents must give way;
As Christians wish their foe to strike his flag,
, To strike their own to him they ne’er must lag.
They must, as teachers of the “ Golden Rule,”
To Secular Reformers yield the school.

To treat as we'd be treated makes us strike
To foes, because from them we'd like the like ;
But Christians all would like their foe to yield
And make the school a Bible-training field;
So, therefore, as professors of the “ Rule,”
The Christians must “ to others ” yield the school.

The “ Golden Rule ” is “ gilt” on worse than brass ;

'"Tis merely dross, and only cheats the crass.

'Tis praised by ev'ry pious knave or fool

Who “ guides ” the godly gowks that “ gather wool.”
To “ keep ” it is to “ break ” it—teach the school:
The * Golden Rule” annuls the “ Golden Rule.”

If Christians and their foes “ believed ” the “ Rule,”
Then each to each would wish to yield the school;
But Christians are tho only ones who preach
The “ Rule,” and thus its implications teach ;

So Christians, to obey the “ Golden Rule,”

Must drive the “ Golden Rule ” from ev'ry school.

G. L. Mackenzie.

It is not an extravagant calculation that, in England alone
twenty millions a year are spent on religion. The figures fall
glibly from the tongue, but just try to realise them 1 Think
firstof athousand, then of athousand thousand, then of twenty
tunes that. Take a single million, and think what its expen-
diture might do in tho shaping of public opinion. A practical
friend of ours, a good Radical and Freethinker, said that he
would undertake to create a majority for Home Rule in EDgland
with a million of money ; and, if ho spent it judiciously, we
think he might succeed. Well, then, just imagine, not one
million, but twenty millions, spent every year in maintaining
and propagating a certain religion. Is it not enough, and more
than enough, to perpetuate a system which is firmly founded,
to begin with, on the education of little children ?

Hero lies the strength of Christianity. It is not true, it is
not useful. Its teachings and pretensions are both seen
through by tens of thousands, but the wealth supports it.
“ Without money and without price,” is the fraudulent
language of tho pious prospectus. It would never last cn
those terms. The money keeps it up. Withdraw the
money, and the Black Army would disband, leaving tte
people free to work out their secular salvation, without the
fear and trembling of afoolish faith.— G. W. Foote, “ Flowers
of Freetliought.”

HIS MANIA.

A journalist visited an insane asylum to get material for
au article, and was shown over the establishment by one of
the inmates, who was so intelligent that it was almost im.
possible to believe he could be out of his head.

" And what are you in here for, my man ?” asked the
journalist at length.

Immediately a cunning look came into the man’s eyes, and
he looked about him warily.

“1'll tell you if you keep it dark,” ho said, lowering his
voice. “ | havo a mania for swearing. | write lcuss words’
all around. It's great sport. Why, they have to hire a man
just to follow mo round and rub 'em out. But,” coming a
little closer, “ I'll tell you a secret. 1'm four 1ldamns ' ahead
of him, and I've got lhell ' written all over your back.”—
Lippincott's Magazine.

THE NERVE OF HIM.

“ Adam—Adam,” repeated Saint Peter, meditatively, “ the
name seems familiar, bu t------ 7

“1,” exclaimed tho applicant, “ | come from Eden.
the progenitor of the whole human race.”

“ And you T thundered Saint Peter, “ you have tho nerve
to apply for admission here ? Front1l Show the gentleman
below.” —Puck.

I am
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.

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

LONDON.

Camberwell Branch N.S.S. (North Camberwell Hall, New
Church-road) : 7.30, Joseph Symes, “ The Christ, Not Historical
but a Theatrical Character.”

W est Ham Branch N. S. S. (Liberal Hall, Broadway, Forest
Gate) : 7.30, J. Wishart, a Lecture.

Outdoor.

Camberwell Branch N.S.S.: Brockwell Park, 2.30, J.
Collins and Guy Aldred, Debate, “ Christianity v. Secularism.” »
COUNTRY.

Birmingham Branch N.S.S. (Town Hall): G. W. Foote,
11.15, “ The Lords and the Education Bill”; 7, “ Do the Dead

Live?”

Faicsworth Secular Sunday School (Pole-lane) : 6.30, F. B.
Grundy's Concert Party.

Glasgow Branch N.S.S. (Hall, 110 Brunswick-street):
noon and 0.30, Right Hon. the Earl Russell.

Glasgow Rationalist Association (319 Sauchiehall-street) :
Wednesday, Nov. 21, at 8, John Kinniburgh, “ Police-made
Morality.”

Liverpool Branch N.S.S. (Milton Hall, Daulby-street) :
7, Sam Reeves, “ Social Reconstruction in England.”

Manchester Branch N. S. S. (Secular Hall, Rusholme-road):
C.30, Mrs. Bayfield, “ The Ten Commandments.”

Newcastle Branch N. S. S. (Co-operative Hall, Darn Crook):
C. Cohen, 3, “ Wanted, a Christian 7, “ The Salvation Army :
a Study in Social Folly, Religious Failure, and Financial
Imposture.”

N ewcastle R ationalist D ebating Society (Lockhart’s Cathedral
Café) : Thursday, Nov. 22, at 8, A. Howson, “ Robert Owen.”

Plymouth Rationalist Society (Foresters’ Hall, Octagon) : 7,
W. H. Wise, “ Christian Charities.”

W est Stanley Branch N. S. S. (4 Kip Hill): 3.30, R. Robinson,
a Lecture.

TRUE MORALITY i
Or, The Theory and Practice of Neo-Malthusianism,
THE BEST BOOK

Superfine Large-paper Edition, 176 page*, with Portrait and Auto-
graph, bound in cloth, gilt-lettered, pottfree 1t. a copy.

12

In order that it may have a large oircnlation, 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 September 4, 1892, says: “ Mr.
Holmes’s pamphlet...... is an almost unexceptional statement
of the Noo-Malthnsianism 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.

Order* should be sent to the author,

J, R HOLMES, EAST HANNEY, WANTAGE.

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

Thwaites’ Celandine Lotion.

Cures inflammation in a few hours, Neglected or badly dootored
cases. 3 or 4 days is sufficient time to cure any oase. For sore
and Inflamed Eyelids. Nothing to equal the Lotion for Dimness
of Sight. Will remove Skin or Film that sometimes grows on
tho Eye. As the eye is one of the most sensitive organs of the
body, it needs the most careful treatment.

Cnllpeper says in his Herbal Book that If the virtues of
Celandine were generally known it would spoil the spectaole-
makers' trade. Is. lid. per bottle, with directions ; by post 14

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

FLOWERS of FREETHOUGHT

By G. W. FOOTE.
First Series, cloth - - - -2s. 6d.
Second Series, cloth - - - 2s. 6d.
Contains scores of entertaining and informing Essays and
Articles on a great variety of Freethought topics.
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THE BOOK OF QD

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

“ | have read with great pleasure your Book oj Ood. You b&
shown with perfect clearness the absurdity of Dean Farrs
position | congratulate you on your book. It will do greatg°@
because it is filled with the best of sense expressed with force a
beauty."—Colonel Ingersoll.

“ A volume we strongly recommend........ Ought to be in
hands of every earnest and sincere inquirer.” —Reynold*'*
paper.

Bound in Stout Paper Covers- . - -
Bound in Good C lo th

BIBLE HEROES.

By G. W. FOOTE.
Adam—Noah—Abraham—Jacob—Joseph—Joseph’sBrethren
Moses — Aaron — Joshua — Jephthah—Samson—Samuel—Sau
David—Solomon— Job — Elijah— Elisha — Jehu— Daniel
Prophets—Peter—Paul.

200 pages, Cloth, 2s. 6d.

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

WHAT IS RELIGION?

An Address delivered before tlio American Free Religi°uS
Association at Boston, Juno 2, 1899.

Price Twopence.

IS THE BIBLE INSPIRED?

This Useful Pamphlet by
Mr. G. W. FOOTE.

Will be forwarded, post free, for

THREE HALFPENCE.

Tna Pioneer Press. 2 Newcaetlestroet, Farringdon-street, o~

Take a Road of Your Own

Or, Individuality and Mental Freedom,
By COLONEL R. G. INGERSOLL
PRICE ONE PENNY

DEBATES and PAMPHLETS
By JOSEPH SYMES.

Bound Volume. Over 225 pages.

THREE SHILLINGS, POST FREA

The Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street

WHAT ARE WE?
By Leonard Joseph, A.M.l.E.E. (Kegan Paul, London)-~"
A true philosophy, based on science and facts. Eighteen 5 (f
study and experiment have convinced tho author and his w
the absurdity of all religion.
Over 400 page», elegantly bound and illustrated.

15s. nett. Post free, 15s. 5d.

The Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-strect, Farringdon-street,
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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—Mb. G. W. FOOTE.
Secretary—E. M. VANCE (Miss).

Jhis Society was formed in 1898 to afford legal security to the
mogwsition and application of funds for Secular purposes.
ihe Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society's
ah are =—To promote the principle that human conduct
m»?1L~ e based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super-
ena 1belief. and that human welfare in this world is the proper
of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry.
‘ “ Promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com-
lanf .8e°Marisation of the State, eto., eto. And to do all such
hold “bmga as are conducive to such objects. Also to have,
receive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised,
,» ogueathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of
8 Purposes of the Society. ..
babiHty of members is limited to £1, in case the Society
UaVr ever be wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover
lhties—a mos(Junlikely contingency.
b ?mbfirs pay an entrance fee of ton shillings, and a subsequent
@rly subscription of five shillings.
1 be Society has a considerable number of members, but a much
, 88 number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be
it Inedamongst those who read this announcement. All who join
. Participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of
tion u?Uroe8, " *aexpressly provided in the Articles of Associa-
te . n° Member, as suoh, shall derive any sort of profit from
a*,Hociety, fiither by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in
way whatever.
Lith§ Society's affairs are managed by an elected Board Of
tw, ora>consisting of not less than five and not more than
elM0 members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

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

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

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

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a sufficient form of
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators :—“ | give and
“ bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum of £------
* free from Legacy Duty, and | direct that a receipt signed by
Titwo 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.

WORKS BY G W. FOOTE.

~theism AND MORALITY 2d., postid.

XBLE AND BEER. Showing the absurdity of basing
leetotalism on the Christian Scriptures. Careful, thorough,
and accurate. Freethinkers should keep this pamphlet by
them. 4d., post jd.

IkLE HANDBOOK FOR FREETHINKERS AND IN-
QUIRING CHRISTIANS. A new edition, revised and
handsomely printed. Cheap edition, paper cover, Is. Gd. ;

BIVEER AR oSN edition.  Each part, paper Is., post Id.
superior edition (200 pages), complete, cloth, 2s. Od,

Post 2Jd.
ij® ROMANCES.
d> post 2Jd.  Superior edition (1G0 pages),
¢ Post 2Jd.
UUISTIANITY AND PROGRESS. Second and cheaper
edition. Recommended by Mr. Robert Blatcliford in God
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