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What custom wills, in all things should we do't, 
The dust on antique time would lie unswept, 
dnd mountainous error be too highly heapt 
For truth t' o'cr-pecr. —  SHAKESPEARE.

Mr. Bryan’s Boastings.

Letters to a Chinese Official; heiitfl a Western View of 
Eastern Civilisation. By William Jennings Bryan. London: 
Harper Brothers.

:r.E ,G. L o w e s  D ic k in s o n , the author of some bright 
"Bulating, and well-written books—including the 

fining of Good and the more recent Modern Sympo- 
u?'.1—pnblished some two years ago a little volume 

^titled Letters from John Chinaman. The volume 
anonymous, and purported to be the work of a 

Hieso writer, thoroughly conversant with the 
ngli8h language, and a keen critic of Western
I isation. We rea  ̂ the time with much 

P 0asure) and said something about it in our unfor: 
Qnato little monthly which was mourned by many 

good friends and died because it had not enough of 
err1, Wo refer to the Pioneer. We could see, of 

a°Ph-e’ little book was not really written by
Ghmaman. For one thing, the writer’s knowledge 

oh- was too intimate and idiomatic. His
and Wa? P°^nt to certain defects in European 

d American civilisation, .and to show why a China- 
an might prefer the civilisation of his native land. 
18 was done with considerable dexterity and 

P ychological power ; and it was this element of the 
°hime that made it so refreshing.

■ A copy of these anonymous letters fell into the 
J*D<n of Mr. William Jennings Bryan, who was once 

6 Democratic candidate for the Presidency of the 
tuted States. This gentleman was naturally 

as ky what he read. The unknown Chinaman,
, a0 seemed to bo, was obviously no foo l; moreover, 

0 could write effectively and even beautifully; but 
considered Western civilisation inferior to that of 

of Tu’ making any reservation for the case
de • j 0|̂ Almighty Dollar; and he also 
p»111?? ^be superiority of the Christian religion to the 

actical philosophy of Confucius. Both as an 
Wa er.lcan aQd aB a Christian, therefore, Mr. Bryan 
def8 lr^ atod by this arrogant Celestial; and he 
rn. ertnined to castigate him in a printed reply. 

*ere Wore public reasons, likewise, for pursuing this 
Bryan had everything to gain, and 

co loss, by posing as a patriot before his
is Un, ymeri I and, as every student of such matters 
Be'f0*! aware, the moaning of the word patriot is now 
Hot Ctly Pervert0d, so that it has come to signify, 
tha °u- con8iders his country’s interests higher 
his*1 aiS own» but one who trumpets the praises of 
hon ° Wn co.untry (S0n0rally because he did it the 
}ja °F being born in it) as the strongest, wisest, 
0arU),GŜ ’ an<̂  n°blest country on the face of the 
felt * a Pat»o t of that description Mr. Bryan 
N0r SUre °f a welcome from his fellow Americans, 
be c a^’ answering the Heathen Chinee
qu ?? a place his own faith in Christianity beyond 
indis 10n ’ an<* faith in Christianity is absolutely 
bear ? r?8ia^̂ e ao American politician. We once 
®trucl v°lonel ^gersoll say that he had been much 

by the admission of Mr. John Morley into Mr.
1|332

Gladstone’s cabinet. Such a thing, he declared 
would have been impossible in America. No avowed 
Freethinker could expect to be elected to any political 
position, even the humblest, in the United States. 
At the present moment we have Mr. John Burns, 
another Freethinker, in the Liberal cabinet with Mr. 
John Morley; and we venture to commend this fact 
to the attention of those who imagine that there will 
be perfect religious freedom in England when the 
Nonconformists have been allowed to destroy the 
Established Church.

Mr. Bryan wrote his reply to the Chinaman while 
on board ship, in the course of a trip round the 
world—which seems to have widened his experience 
without expanding his mind. As he wrote the 
chapters ho sent them to his homo at Lincoln, 
Nebraska, for publication. Just as they were about 
to appear he learnt that the writer of the Letters 
was not a Chinaman but an Englishman. It is sur
prising that he did not discover this before, as the 
authorship was a fairly open secret. And when the 
discovery was made it must have been annoying; for 
it robbed Mr. Bryan of all the advantage he would 
have derived, however unintentionally, from the anti- 
Chinese feeling in America.

With regard to Mr. Bryan himself, we may state 
that wo did not open this book with any particular 
prejudice against him. Wo never saw him, never 
heard him speak, and never road a lino of his writing. 
He has the reputation of being a great orator, but 
only the commonplace tricks of oratory are displayed 
in the present volume. The swelling passion and 
the glowing language are not here. All the charac
teristics displayed are those of the ordinary typo of 
mind ; and (there is no use in blinking the fact) the 
quotations he makes from the Chinaman’s letters 
ouly throw into greater relief the mediocrity of his 
own composition.

Of the commonplace tricks of oratory, combined 
with mediocrity of composition, we give a couple of 
illustrations. Mr. Bryan begins the peroration of 
his second chapter in this way :—

“  Your people ought to know that in all that makes 
life valuable, that in all that promotes the welfare of 
the peoplo, that in all that justifies the existence of a 
state, that in all that advances a genuine civilisation, 
the countries which you condemn are so vastly superior 
to China that it is difficult to make a comparison 
botweon them.”

From a controversial point of view, this is sheer 
imbecility. It begs every question at issue; and, 
while it might flatter Western prejudices, it could 
not possibly have any persuasive effect on the mind 
of a Chinaman—or, for that matter, on the mind of 
any disinterested listener. But this is only by the 
way. It is the literary quality of the sentence we 
wish to deal with. One of the devices of cheap and 
facile oratory is to say nothing and keep on saying 
it. As far as Mr. Bryan says anything at all in this 
sentence,except the insolence with which itconcludes, 
he says it in the first clause; for, clearly, what 
“  makes life valuable ” must do everything else in 
the subsequent clauses. The sentence, indeed, is 
about as bad as it could be ; and the four double-sets 
of that's are worthy of the rest of the performance.

Now for the second illustration. Mr. Bryan begins 
the peroration of his third chapter in this way:—

“  What the world needs more than anything else is 
sympathy— sympathy between man and man, sympathy
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between class and class, sympathy between community 
and community, sympathy between nation and nation.”

That is how some orators fill up the time. It 
passes on the platform, but it is nauseous in print. 
Mr. Bryan might have gone on much longer. He 
need not have stopped at nation. He could have 
easily included “ continent ”  and “  hemisphere ”— 
and wound up with something about Mars or the 
Moon. Even if he wanted to employ the rhetorical 
artifice of repetition he might have gained terseness 
and strength by the following improvement:—

“  What the world needs more than anything else is 
sympathy ; sympathy between man and man—class and 
class—community and community—nation and nation.”

“ Sympathy ” is thus carried along in the background 
of the mind, while the perceptive faculties are free 
to concentrate themselves on the growing aggregates 
of humanity.

Mr. Bryan will probably not pardon us for giving 
him lessons in English composition. But he wants 
them—and he should take them from somebody—if 
it is not too late.

We have referred to Mr. Bryan’s ‘patriotism, as the 
word is understood nowadays. We have to add that 
it does more than half the duty of his argument. If 
asserting the superiority of America over China 
could do it, Mr. Bryan has proved his case. After 
accusing Chinese diplomats of the awful crime of 
“ sneering” at Western civilisation, he proceeds in 
this discriminating and urbane manner :—

“  We must judge by the average man which Chinese 
environment has produced, and this average man does 
not approach in mental strength, moral stamina or high 
conception of life the product of Christian civilisation.”

All this is mere boasting. It is not evidence, and it 
proves nothing. Yet it is repeated again and again. 
“ I venture to say,” he remarks later on, and he does 
venture, “ that by any standard—physical, material, 
intellectual, aesthetic, moral or spiritual—the average 
American is far superior to the average Chinaman.” 
One would think that repeating a statement added to 
its accuracy. Mr. Bryan even says, elsewhere, that 
America has “ developed in a century and a third 
more great men than China has known in all the 
centuries of her existence.” This may be true ; we 
do not dispute i t ; but where is the evidence ? What 
does Mr. Bryan know about the great men of China ? 
But this self-assertion is not sufficient. Mr. Bryan 
has ventured, and now he dares :—

“  In all that tends to enlarge life, infuse into it a 
throbbing earnestness and direct it in noble paths, I 
dare to believe America foremost, not only among the 
nations of to-day, but among the nations past as well.”

With those modest words Mr. Bryan ends his 
fourth chapter. His enthusiasm runs away with his 
grammar at the finish; making him forget that 
America cannot possibly be “ among ” the nations 
that are past—until she too is past, when the com
pliment will be inopportune.

The Chinaman might obviously ask Mr. Bryan to 
drop the “ throbbing earnestness ” and “  noble paths,” 
and answer a few simple questions. Are the con
ditions of life more natural and satisfying in America 
than they are in China; is wealth better distributed ; 
are the bulk of the people better fed, clothed, and 
sheltered; is social intercourse easier between the 
different classes of society; are children treated 
with greater tenderness, and parents with more 
respect; is there more fidelity in friendship; is theie 
greater security of life, liberty, and property; and is 
there a more assured prospect of kind treatment to 
those who are past working for their own main
tenance ? Questions like these go to the root of 
things, and are infinitely more important than the 
rhetorical vaporings of “ patriotic ” platforms.

The self-styled Chinaman—really Mr. G. Lowes 
Dickinson—saw in the Western newspaper little else 
than a “ stream of solemn fatuity, anecdotes, puzzles, 
puns and police court scandal.” Mr. Bryan resents 
this description. He has been connected with what 
is flatteringly called “  the press ” all his life, and the 
institution must be bitter than that; so he tells

the nasty Chinaman what it may do. It may 
promote “ social progress and governmental reform,” 
call attention to the “ misconduct of officials, to 
abuses that need a remedy, and to conditions which 
can be improved.” “ No great wrong,” he says» 
“ can long resist the attacks of a free press.” Per
haps not. But where is the “  free ” press ? It does 
exist, but in a few papers which Mr. Bryan never 
reads. The Freethinker is part of the real free press 
of England. This title only belongs to journals 
that carry on an apostolate of ideas, and that exist 
for no other object. The so-called free press—the 
spurious free press—consists of journals conducted 
for the sake of certain parties and certain interests; 
they are farmed by financiers; those who write in 
them are hirelings, and sometimes prostitutes; they 
never touch a principle, or espouse a cause, until 
it is winning, and has saleable copy in i t ; they 
deal with all things on the sensational side, giving 
whole columns of murder and outrage reports, and 
a few lines to an important utterance by perhaps 
the wisest man in the country; they present the 
world’s affairs out of all proper proportion, and thus 
delude the masses of the people ; they are all abso
lutely party organs, with the most childish methods 
of arguing a case before readers who need no per
suasion ; and they all proceed on the beautiful 
assumption that every man is a fool or a rogue on 
the other side. Such is the “  free press ” that Mr. 
Bryan praises, and the Chinaman disdains ; and we 
rather agree with the Chinaman. It seems to us 
nonsense to say that “ China sorely needs the news
paper,” if she is to have newspapers like those of 
England and America. She would be wiser, saner, 
and probably better-informed, without them. For 
the truth is that intellectual progress, which involves 
all other progress, is not by any means due to the 
newspapers. It is due to the discoverers and in
ventors, the thinkers and apostles; the individual 
men and women of genius, originality, or courage, 
who throw the light of new ideas upon the world or 
charge it with the electricity of a new spirit.

G. W. F o o t e .
(To he concluded.)

An Old Story.

On e  of the most recent recruits to my “ ragged 
regiment” of books, disinterred in all manner of out- 
of-the-way places, is the first two volumes of the 
Quarterly Anti-Slavery Magazine, edited by Elizur 
Wright, and published in New York, U.S.A. Elizur 
Wright was one of the band of men and women who 
for years carried on an unceasing warfare against 
one of the worst slave systems the world has seen, 
and which, by way of posthumous vengeance, has 
bequeathed to America a race problem that bids fair 
to become one of the most serious questions with 
which that country will have to deal. He was, 
moreover, a staunch Freethinker; a writer, in later 
years, to pronounced Freethought journals; and 
while this will not commend him to Christians, it 
will add to any interest taken in him by readers of 
this journal.

The interest of the Anti-Slavery Magazine is, from 
one point of view, a historic one only. But it 
has also a more human interest. For there is a world 
of difference in the feel of the subject to read about 
it in a history of the struggle, and to handle the very 
pages that were written by those who were in the 
thick of the fight. It is almost like being with them» 
and comparing notes on the situation. So that» 
although there is nothing in the pages of the 
Magazine with which students of the Abolition move
ment are not familiar, its contents will be full of 
interest to them, and certainly not less interesting 
to those who have yet to make complete acquaint
ance therewith. Some of the contents of its page6 
will also serve as a wholesome repast for those who 
are still under the delusion that it was the influence
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of Christianity that led to the abolition of slavery in 
the Southern States of America.

It is only fair to note that some of the writers in 
«~? Anti-Slavery Magazine were men with the title of 

Reverend ” prefixed to their name. But that these 
were in a small minority among their fellow-preachers 
is shown both by their replies to opponents who are 
a8 often as not clergymen, and to their labored 
attempts to prove that either the Bible does not 
sanction slavery, or, if it does, the slavery permitted 
was of  ̂a very mild kind with that then existing.

hat this defence involves an attack upon Christianity 
never seems to dawn upon them. That slavery 
should exist for so long after the advent of Chris- 
ianity to power is itself a denial of the claim that 
hat religion acts as a solvent of evil; hut that there

8 oula grow up in Christian times a form of 
s avery worse than any that existed in pre-Christian
S0s is a charge of a still more serious character, 

reduces Christianity to sheer impotence, or 
arges it with conniving at the perpetuation of a 

ystem that its opponents believed to be a forcing- 
for vice for both slave and slaveholder. As a 

QftnP|e of the shifts to which some of these defenders 
the Bible were driven, one argument is worth

9 oting. The writer argues that the servants of the 
atriarchs must have been voluntary laborers, and 
°t bought slaves, inasmuch as one man often had 
undreds of servants, and it would have been impos-

for one person to have held hundreds of others 
a a forced captivity. That slaves, in the nature of 

® case, always are more numerous than the masters, 
ad that exactly this phenomenon could bo seen in 
6 Southern States of America, never seems to have 

r°ssed the writer’s mind.
Apart from mere opinion, however, the Anti-Slavery 
ugazine contains many interesting facts, some of 

p. °h I have extracted for the benefit of my readers. 
lr?t comes a batch of recent resolutions from 
avious churches, as follows :—

^ He Cincinnati C onference of the  M ethodist E piscopal 
C hurch .

“  Resolved : That they are decidedly opposed to 
modern Abolitionism, and wholly disclaim any right, 
wish, or intention, to interfere in the civil and political 
relations between master and slave as it exists in the 
slave holding states of this Union.”

New York Conference went further and exacted 
pledge from all candidates for the ministry that 
°y would not preach against slavery. And there 
suited no shortage of preachers. The General 
ssombly of the Presbyterian Church, presided over 
y a slaveholder, resolved that it was not expedient 

i e f k 0 Assembly to express any opinion on the sub- 
G d a8 ^  *8 n0  ̂ coniIemne<I by the authority of

° . ’ Perhaps the reason for this, as well as for the 
foil'011- °tber Churches, may bo found in the 
g °^ing which is quoted from the Rev. James 

ybe> a Presbyterian Minister :— 
ho slavery be a sin, and if advertising and appre- 

hding slaves with a view to restore them to their 
if t-h 6r8’ *8 a direct violation of the divine law, and 

bo buying, selling, or holding a slave for the sake 
J  gain is a henious sin and scandal, then, verily, 
g  re®-fourths of all the Episcopalians, Methodists, 
^Ptists, and Presbyterians in eleven states of the 
f are of the Devil.” And Mr. Smylie quite 
ailed to see any harm in the matter. The above 

Dr p111011! receives endorsement from the report of 
and G°X’ tnember of the board of Baptist ministers in 
infi neaF London, that he found “ scarcely any of the 
als Uent*al. Baptist friends Abolitionists.” This will 
Ass e?I*la n̂ the resolution of the Charleston Baptist 
aiad̂ C1uk °̂n tljat “  tbe Holy Scriptures have not 
whil° << âc  ̂ s âvos a question of morals at all,” 
of fi6 .“ Tbe right of masters to dispose of the time 
Oron<-Glr s âve8 has been distinctly recognised by the 

^ °r of all things.”
end n? mb0r of individual testimonies to the same 

 ̂be cited ; I have only space for two, both 
h0rn jy*-0Ihodist ministers. The Rev. G. W. Lang- 
rank6 Wr°I0 that he would “  as soon be found in the 

8 of a banditti ”  as associated with the aboli

tionists. The Rev. J. C. Postell published a defence 
of slavery proving, first, that slavery was not a moral 
evil, and second, that it is supported by the Bible. 
The same gentleman sent a letter to Zion's Watchman, 
in which he said that the citizens of New Orleans 
would cheerfully pay one hundred thousand dollars 
for the body of Arthur Tappan, the Abolitionist, and 
signed his letter “ the friend of the Bible and the 
opposer of Abolitionism.” Theological correspondents 
are never wanting in courtesy, whether they are 
supporting slavery or denouncing heresy.

Much interesting matter is contained in a chapter 
headed by the editor “  Chapter of Abominations.” 
These consist of cases of floggings, sales, advertise
ments for runaway slaves, etc. A Sheriff advertises 
that he has captured a negro named “ Josiah.” He 
is “ five feet eight inches high, his back very much 
scarred with the whip, and branded on the thigh and 
hips in three or four places, and the rim of his right 
ear has been bit or cut off.” Evidently “ Josiah ” 
had realised the truth of the Rev. Dr. Capers’ state
ment that slavery in America “ was a blessing to 
both master and slave.” There are also advertise
ments for runaway slaves, as one from a Mr. W. D. 
Cobb who advertises for two runaway slaves, and 
promises two hundred dollars reward for apprehend
ing them, or “ for the killing of them so that I can 
see them.” After which Mr. Cobb would doubtless 
have been prepared to listen with warm approval to 
a sermon demonstrating the civilising influence of 
the Christian religion.

The Magazine also contains a choice collection of 
notices of sale, some of which must, for the present, 
close my selection. One notice chronicles the high 
price of negroes, as follows :—

“ At Wadesborough, on Tuesday last, negro fellows, 
we learn, sold for 1,300 dollars, and not very likely at
that....... It would be to the true interest of this country
to send our slave population to the South, if anything 
like the present high prices can bo obtained.”

Another runs:—
“  Negroes fo r  Sale.— The subscriber, residing at Ham

burg, S.C., at the second house from the Bridge, has on 
hand a likely parcel of Virginia negroes, and receives 
now supplies every fifteen days. Persons wishing to 
purchase would do well to give me a call. I also wish 
to purcliaso .70 likely young fellows, for which I will pay 
1,050 dollars a head if tho property is worth it.”

The “ 50 likely young fellows ” were, in all proba
bility, required for breeding purposes. Another dealer 
advertises:—

" Cash for four hundred negroes, including both sexes, 
from twelve to twenty-five years of age. Persons 
having servants to dispose of will find it to their interest 
to give mo a call as I will give higher prices in cash 
than any other purchaser who is now in the market."

Another notice runs :—
“  A Valuable Slave.— A very beautiful girl belonging 

to the estate of John French, a deceased gambler at 
Now Orleans, was sold a few days since for tho round 
sum of $7,000. An ugly-looking bachelor named Goucli, 
a member of the Council of one of the Principalities, 
was the purchaser. Tho Picuyane says the girl is a 
brunette— remarkable for her beauty and intelligence; 
and there was considerable contention as to who should 
bo the purchaser.”

The extent of the slave trade in America may be 
gauged from an estimate by tbe editor of the Vir
ginian Times that during twelve months that State 
had exported no less than 120,000 slaves, representing 
a cash value of §72,000,000. The truth is, that there 
existed farms for breeding slaves, much as horses or 
cattle are bred. And it was all found perfectly con
sistent with the most ardent belief in Christianity. 
Indeed, the slaveowners resented an attack upon 
Christianity much as the vested interests in our own 
country do to-day. And for the same reason. They 
had no objection whatever to the slaves taking an 
engrossing interest in Christian teachings—they 
rather encouraged i t ; with the result that tho 
religious fervor of the Southern negro became one 
of his prominent characteristics. Nor is there any 
need to question the honesty of those who said they
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saw nothing in Christianity against slavery. What 
other conclusion could they come to ? They found 
it in the Bible; they saw it permitted by the New 
Testament; they knew it had flourished everywhere 
under Christian rule, and that a new and more bar
barous form developed under Christian auspices. It 
was the spiritual perspicacity of later Christians that 
enabled them to discover that slavery was in com
plete opposition to “  true Christianity ”—a discovery 
more wonderful than any made by Copernicus or 
Newton. For these had at least facts to suggest the 
theories they propounded. But the Christians who 
discovered that slavery was anti-Christian not only 
propounded a now theory—they had to create the 
facts on which the theory rested. p

Theology Self Condemned.

P r o t e s t a n t is m  is virtually a revolt from super
naturalism, or an assault on the foundations of 
Christianity. The first Protestant was a militant 
Freethinker ; and the history of the movement 
formally initiated by Luther, is hut an interesting 
and valuable chapter in the larger history of Free- 
thought. Indeed, all the Protestant Churches of 
Great Britain at the present time maybe legitimately 
regarded as so many undeveloped and heretical 
branches of the National Secular Society. The only 
substantial bulwark of supernaturalism is the 
Catholic Church. Realising this truth, the Church 
of England is steadily retreating from the Protestant 
position and getting into a growingly closer touch 
with Rome. The Protestant element in the Estab
lished Church is rapidly dwindling away. In 
England and Wales, the Protestantism of to-day is 
practically synonymous with Nonconformity ; and in 
Scotland, with Presbyterianism. Presbyterianism 
still clings more or less tenaciously to its early faith 
in the Infallible Book, although several of its most 
scholarly professors are eloquent champions of the 
higher criticism. It is safe to declare, therefore, 
that throughout Great Britain, Protestantism is 
drifting anchorless on the ocean of controversy. 
There are a few isolated divines who maintain that 
it still carries the Bible as a sure anchor; but, as a 
matter of fact, whenever this so-called anchor is cast 
into the waters it fails to touch bottom and the 
vessel continues to bo tossed about as before.

it is unquestionable that the ripest scholarship of 
the Protestant Church has completely discredited 
the Bible as a seat of religious authority. The Old 
and New Testaments are authoritatively declared to 
be alike fallible and unhistorical. No sane person 
will challenge this statement. Wo may be told that 
while the letter of the Bible is doubtless fallible, its 
sjririt is infallible ; but how on earth can you get at 
the spirit of a book except through its letter ? The 
letter of Scripture is its spirit embodied, incarnated; 
and of its spirit, except thus embodied, we have 
absolutely no knowledge. Read Deut. xxiii. 8-G, or 
Ezra ix. 12, and tell me wherein the spirit differs 
from the letter. In those and many other passages, 
you are distinctly commanded to hate your enemies 
simply because they are your enemies ; and is it not 
self-evident that the spirit of such a commandment 
is in full harmony with its letter ? The same rule 
applies all round. If a writer does not say what he 
means, what he does mean is a matter of pure 
speculation : as a writer, he stands utterly condemned. 
The other day a preacher said : “  The sacred writer 
did not mean what these words, as they stand, would 
lead us to suppose ; what he really meant was this.” 
There are thousands of preachers who treat the 
Bible in that essentially dishonest fashion. If they 
were straightforward they would boldly state, “ That is 
what the Bible says, but this is what it ought to say.” 

Now the inevitable consequence of to day’s Protes
tant treatment of the Bible is, that the Protestant 
pulpit is constantly contradicting itself. No two 
preachers are in full agreement. Every sermon

delivered professes to be an interpretation of some 
passage of scripture, but it so happens that the 
interpretations are as numerous as the interpreters. 
For example, what Mr. R. J. Campbell characterises 
as “ the truth of God,” or the “ fuller and more 
perfect expression of the message of Christ,” Mr. 
Henry Varley unhesitatingly dubs “ a doctrine of 
demons.” Both these men speak in the name of the 
Lord and pretend to derive their message from the 
Word of God, and yet each denounces the gospel of 
the other as monstrously untrue. Between these 
two extremists stands Principal Forsyth, who pro
nounces the theology of the former amateurish 
and unevangelical, and repudiates the latter s 
doctrine of the infallibility of the Bible as contrary 
to reason. Now that the newspapers have seen fit 
to open their columns to theological discussion, we 
are being supplied with endless evidence that the 
religions world is “ a kingdom divided against itself,’’ 
and that being such, it is doomed to perish. IIow 
the opposing parties hate and sneer at one another ! 
The Rev. Thomas Spurgeon, who knows he possesses 
“ the very truth of God,” is furiously angry with the 
minister of the City Temple, and this is how bo 
expresses himself:—

“ We desire to avoid bitterness, but when the crown 
rights of King Jesus are involved we cannot but feel 
righteous indignation. Every true man must speak 
boldly now, for fundamentals are at stake. Now is 
fulfilled the saying that was written by the Apostle Paul 
through the Holy Ghost, ‘ For the time will come when 
they will not endure sound doctrine; but after their 
own lusts shall they heap to themselves teachers, having 
itching ears. And they shall turn their ears from the 
truth, and shall be turned unto fables.”

Is not the conclusion irresistible that all theologies 
and the gospels founded upon them are alike untrue ? 
I may bo reminded that there is a precious truth 
behind and under them all, of which they are hut 
imperfect expressions ; but how can anybody perceive 
such a truth ? Who has the authority to assure us 
that it exists at all? Take the doctrine of tho Atone
ment, which according to all Trinitarians is the 
central doctrine of Christianity. How does anybody 
know that there is such a thing as Divine Atone
ment ? If Paul was right in believing that his 
doctrine came to him as a revelation from th'e Holy 
Ghost, no other doctrine can be tolerated for a 
moment. But was Paul right in that belief ? Mr. 
Campbell maintains that ho was self-deceived and 
had no right to be dogmatic. Paul gave the world, 
not revealed truth, but his own opinion, and “ Paul’s 
opinion is simply Paul’s opinion, and not necessarily 
infallible.” Then it follows that what Mr. Campbell 
communicates to his hearers and readers is nothing 
but his own opinion about God, and Christ, and im
mortality; and yet he claims to present them with 
the Lord’s own truth. If Mr. Campbell is right in 
his estimate of Paul’s teaching, then we are correct 
when we characterise Mr. Campbell’s teaching as 
merely a cluster of opinions; and any man’s opinions 
may be false. All theologies and all gospels rest on 
unverified and unverifiable assumptions, and aro of 
value only as intellectual speculations. When Prin
cipal Forsyth says that “ tho first feature in the 
Christian .atonement is that it is offered, not to God, 
but by God,” he is only indulging in a bit of specula
tion ; and yet he persists in speaking of that bit of 
speculation as “ a theology of grace,” in which lies 
the world’s only hope of eternal redemption. Mr. 
Campbell may be an amateur in theology ; but what 
constitutes a theological expert ? Does Principal 
Forsyth know more about the supernatural than Mr. 
Campboll; or is it the truth that they aro both only 
idle speculators concerning it ? If they both possess 
real but unequal knowledge of it, how did they obtain 
it, and what accounts for the inequality ? And if 
they possess any knowledge of it at all, why aro so 
many doomed to total ignorance oven of its very 
existence ?

At Tynemouth Mr. Campbell stated that if the 
Virgin Birth meant that Jesus was born without an 
earthly father then it was untrue. Dr. Clifford
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asserted that such a statement was wrong, because 
science tells us that virgin births are not only pos
sible but actual; but Dr. Clifford must be aware 
that, although Parthenogenesis is frequently to be 
roet with among low species, there is not one instance 
°f its occurrence among any of the higher animals. 
The declaration of science on this point is so 
emphatic and decisive that Mr. Campbell was per
fectly justified in asserting that any story of a virgin 
birth in the human family is untrue. Of course, if 
Hr. Clifford’s God exists, he can effect a virgin birth 
whenever he likes; but what an if to build a scheme 
f̂ the universe upon ? And yet it is upon such an 

*/ that all supernatural religions repose. God has 
never been discovered, nor has ever revealed himself; 
he has just grown out of an if, and is himself but a 
stupendous if in capitals.

All theologies are equally unreasonable. What is 
fhe use of rejecting miracles when you accept the 
supernatural ? To an omnipotent Being such miracles 
as we read of would be a child’s play, a kind of 
holiday exercises indulged in for health’s sake. On 
h® assumption that such a deity exists, however, 
ho supreme miracle is, not resurrection, but death ; 

not birth without a human father, but birth itself; 
n°f salvation, but sin ; and these arc miracles of
i Icb an infinitely good and loving God would never 
0 guilty. That is to say, the most momentous 
' ents in the history of life would be unthinkable on 
J° supposition of the active existence of an all- 

Potfect Being. In other words, the facts of life are 
J i as to render any theology profoundly unreason- 

' Tho difficulty experienced by thoughtful people 
a°'uay iS) not whether to accept this or that theory 
! fo the person of Christ, this or that interpretation 

the Atonement, this or that view of immortality, 
a d  k0^eve in the existence of anything beyond 
' nd above Nature. Nature blunders so continuously 

d on so gigantic a scale, is so utterly reckless, un- 
^eehngi and improvident in all her ways, that they 

it impossible to believe that her activities are 
wl M ^̂ recHve influence of infinite Intelligence, 

lca is working out some infinitely beneficent pur- 
p°u its own> and which theology calls our loving 

. or in heaven. The theologians aver that the 
^Diverse is a manifestation of the All-Father, and yet, 

°n according to their own admission, the universe, 
a whole, is unaware of tho wondrous fact. Of all 

je. Ulyriads of difl’eront species of living things with 
"oh the world abounds, only one, tho human 

¡¿gecJP8, and by no means the whole of this, recognises 
l 8. Divine parentage. Such an idea is untenable, 
8eln.g unutterably preposterous. The God who could 
hi *U ex*st*ng things a manifestation or image of 
buf186̂  anc* satisfied with tho spectacle, would bo 
Re ,an°thor name for a fiend of the lowest type, 
th t aiPS Campbell will live long enough to realise 
in , . ^ r\ Bernard Shaw was not far wrong when, 
con • Temple itself, ho made merry over the
. ception of a God of love as superintendent of

1™ “ “ -  J . T . LLOYD.

The Crises of Modern Science,—II.

(iConcluded from p. 52.)
diphtheria, the workings of tho disease have been 

80 far recognised as efforts towards cure that they 
have been imitated in the modern treatment of the 
^ 'a d y . i n this wise : The horse can be inoculated 

diphtheria, but, being little susceptible to the
bacterium, is hardly made ill by tho incident. The 
0xin °f diphtheria is injected into the horse, and as 

_ r°8ult, the blood of the animal at once develops, 
•0l protective purposes, an anti-toxin. Repeated ana 
ncreasing doses of the poison are introduced, each 
°culation being followed by an augmented forma- 

j°u of anti-toxin in the blood. At last the serum of 
i,m u ch -in fected  horso is so potent in anti-toxins 

at, when drawn off and injected into the body of 
uy child suffering from diphtheria, it is possible for

the disease to be stayed. The child, on its part, is 
laboring with infinite effort to produce the anti-toxin. 
The horse’s blood having been inoculated with the 
bacterium, in attenuated form, is rendered poison- 
proof, and thereby provides the child with the anti
dote it is inadequately manufacturing.

We will now examine the experiments of Dr. 
Weichardt to see how very closely he has approached 
the conjecture of Metchnikoff, that some cyto-toxins 
might be found which would reinforce the ageing 
cells, and stimulate them to renewed youth. He 
took test animals, guinea-pigs, for example, put them 
on a miniature treadmill and worked them until they 
fell dead from exhaustion. Then he expressed or 
concocted from the fatigued muscles of these animals 
a juice or sap. When this sap was injected into the 
veins of unworked guinea-pigs they immediately 
exhibited all the outward signs of fatigue—could 
support no effort, their eyes stuck out from their 
heads; at the end of twenty to forty hours they 
died. The sap concocted from the fresh, unworked 
animal showed no such effect. Prolonged muscular 
activity, then, produces in the muscles a poison 
which, circulating through the body of the animal, 
causes its death. This poison is a definite sub
stance, which, injected into other animals, produces 
identically the same effects. It is in its action, evi
dently, much the same as the poisons elaborated by 
bacteria. Following the nomenclature in vogue, Dr. 
Weichardt calls this an ermundungs-toxin—that is, a 
fatigue-toxin or fatigue poison. But we have already 
seen how anti-toxins may be fabricated, and we know 
the serums injected into the body of an animal 
make it immune from the particular disease. It 
is not unreasonable to suppose that fatigue-toxins 
should produce a similar anti-body. Dr. Wei
chardt, in further experiments, has shown that 
they do ; and, moreover, he has shown that, just 
as in the case of the bacterial poisons, a very 
little fatigue-toxin injected into the veins of an 
animal produces an excess of anti-poison, so that it 
is to-day literally possible to inoculate an animal 
against fatigue. The German experimenter has 
demonstrated that animals, and even human beings, 
thus inoculated are capable of a much more prolonged 
exertion than without i t ; at least, for the temporary 
wear, which results in muscular fatigue, Dr. Weichardt 
has realised Metchnikoff’s idea very closely.

Prof. Metchnikoff, writing in the current number 
of Harper's Magazine, admits that the practical 
results of Dr. Wcichardt’s researches dove-tail with 
his own theory. Furthermore, ho traces tho analogy 
between sleep and natural death, and submits that 
both are the effect of auto-intoxication.

Clearly, then, the outlook is optimistic, despite the 
pronouncement of Dr. Osier that man is worn out 
when he is forty. Does such an allegation, in the 
light of modern science, merit the attention it received 
from the newspapers and the public a little over a 
year ago ? Apart from its sensational aspect, fully 
recognised by the Press, the nonsense had no practical 
value, except that it may have led people to study 
tho best means to preserve the energy and adapta
bility of youth. Alcohol is undoubtedly the great 
destroyer of youth; tho great destroyer of life. It 
has cut off many of the good Christians (sic) of these 
islands in tho prime of their lives. It has been stated 
repeatedly that alcohol is nourishing; that it is 
beneficial if taken in moderation. But such is not 
the case. A food that produces death by starvation 
is one of those commodities in which we should not 
be sorry to see a famine. If alcoholio liquors really 
possessed the nourishing qualities claimed for them, 
Great Britain ought to be a nation of strong men 
indeed, considering that she spends on occasion over 
£170,000,000 per annum on this kind of liquid food. 
The “ moderate drinker,” of whom we hear much, 
but see very little, is no safer from the ravages of the 
poisonous drug than the drunkard. The moderate 
drinker, who is always moderately drinking, and who 
never gets more than moderately drunk, even to the 
scientific eye, is quite as likely to damage the delicate 
machinery of life as he who is always soaking in the
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products of the mash-tun or the pot still. A grain of 
sand may disturb the mechanism of a fine chronometer, 
whereas two or three might not at once greatly 
impair the constitution of an eight-day clock. In 
other words, the finer the nervous organisation and 
the more delicate the mental balance of the indi
vidual, the more easily is it upset by alcohol.

The principal characteristic of the action of alcohol 
is its selection of the brain and nervous tissues. 
First it produces stimulation, then, if still taken, 
maniacal excitement, followed by coma and death. 
It clogs the nerves and blood-vessels and ruins the 
brain, which becomes sluggish. In plain language, a 
man under the influence of alcohol will be slower to 
notice a fly on his nose, and take longer to brush it 
away with his hand, than a sober man. The neuras
thenia of the chronic alcoholic is due to the degenera
tive changes in the protoplasm of his brain cells. 
It is noteworthy that whilst alcohol affects almost 
all the tissues of the body, it acts preferentially upon 
the brain. Even after alcohol has ceased to be taken, 
for some months in fact, its mental effects may 
vividly appear.

The idea that work is done more rapidly with the 
help of alcoholic stimulants is partially true. Certain 
parts of the brain are excited to greater efforts, but 
the reasoning centres are numbed, with the result 
that the work is much worse in quality, though per
haps greater in quantity. The sum of brain damage 
done by alcohol cannot be estimated, for impairment 
of intellectual power may just stop short of that 
degree which would justify the sufferer being certified 
as insane. But that there are more mentally hazy 
people outside asylums than in them is a matter of 
every day observation. T „

THANKFUL.
*• You should thank God that you have to struggle along for 

your daily bread and thus avoid the temptations and responsi
bilities that the possession of wealth and power create or 
produce.”—J ohn D . R ockefeller, Junr.

I have to work to earn my bread,
But I am thanking God for that;

I own no roof to shield my head,
But I am thanking God for that;

When snow drifts in beneath my door 
I havo to rise at half-past four 
And hop out on a rugless floor,

But I am thanking God for that.

I have to toil till late at night,
But I am thanking God for th at;

My hands arc rough, my purse is light,
But I am thanking God for that;

I may not give to those who sigh 
For succor as I hurry by,
F'or they possess as much as I,

And I am thanking God for that.

The ones I love may sit in want,
But I am thanking God for that;

My hopes are dead, my frame is gaunt,
But I am thanking God for that;

I have to toil, or well or ill,
In sorrow I must labor still,
And dreams of work my slumbers till,

But I am thanking God for that.

I pass where others live at ease,
But I am thanking God for that;

I have but bare necessities,
And I am thanking God for that;

How sweet is poverty, how sweet 
The crusts arc that I have to ea t!
Through life I go with weary feet,

But I am thanking God for that.
— S. E. Kiser.

SUPERSTITION.
A superstition overthrown,

May raise again its head,
But Superstition once outgrown,

Remains forever dead.
— Victor Eobinsoll.

Acid Drops.
— ♦-----

Music-hall artistes don’t generally live in the odor of 
sanctity, but they have more human nature about them than 
is shown by the clergy. How finely the lights of the music- 
hall stage have stood by their poorer brethren in their fight 
against what they consider to be sweating and oppression. 
When the managers point to the big salaries paid to these 
leading lights, and ask what they have to complain about, 
they only show that want of good feeling will sometimes 
lead men into very bad blunders. The more these front- 
rank artistes are paid, the more they forego by refusing to 
perform, and the more they risk in a quarrel with the 
managers. When one thinks of the generosity of some of 
these “  naughty ”  people— as the puritans think them all, 
and as some of them possibly are— one recalls a really divine 
text in a harsh old book : “  Her sins, which are many, are 
forgiven her, because she hath loved much.”

Chicago is deeply stirred. At least the pious reports say 
so. Gipsy Smith has done the trick. Moody and Torrey 
thought they had done it, but they were mistaken. Chicago 
went on thinking more of pork than it did of Jesus. But 
all that is altered now. It is no longer necessary for Mr. 
Stead to ask what would happen if Christ came to Chicago. 
Christ has come. Gipsy Smith brought him. And it will 
soon be all over with the pig trade in Porkopolis. For Jesus 
didn’t eat pork—did he ? and those who would be like him 
must eschew it too. The only time Jesus had anything to 
do with pigs, he drowned a lot of them, by sending devils 
into them, who drove them down a steep hill into the sea. 
This would be very strange in Chicago. There seems to be 
plenty of “  devil ”  in the pigs there ; but the porkers are not 
wasted— they come out all right in sausages.

Mr. Campbell is off for his winter month’s holiday. Wo 
wish wo could follow him. But preaching real Freotliought 
and semi-Freethought are two very different things. Still, 
we hope the reverend gentleman will come back refreshed 
for the tussle. We like to see “  the enemy ”  divided against 
each other. We also like to hear religion talked about. In 
that way it gets understood ; that is to say, found out.

Before leaving London for a more agreeable locality, at 
this timo of the year, Mr. Campbell preached a Thursday 
farewell sermon from his own pulpit, in tho courso of which 
he made a very significant admission. “ To-day,”  he said, 
“  the churches are struggling to keep their hoads above water, 
and it is not their doctrines, but their non-theological human 
sympathy, which is doing tho work. That is the situation. 
The main stream of modern life is passing organised religion 
by.” We havo said this a thousand times in tho Free
thinker. Of courso wo are glad to hear Mr. Campbell saying 
“  ditto.” Christians do overtake us in time— though some 
of them take a frightful lot of it.

Rev. R. J. Campbell seems to bo a “  pal ”  of Mr. Keir 
Ilardic. “  The New Theology, as tho newspapers call it,” 
he says in the Labor Leader, “  is simply Mr. Ilardio’s social 
gospel articulated from a definitely religious standpoint.” 
This is a compliment to Mr. Hardie, from one point of view ; 
it is rather rough on him, from another. For that gentleman 
has always been “ religious ”  enough ; indeed, it is almost 
his speciality amongst the Labor men. Ho has been chat
tering about Christ for the last twenty years. Mr. Campbell 
appears to forget this. Wo hope ho will apologise, and give 
Mr. Keir Hardie proper credit for being “  religious.”

The social gospel of Mr. Keir Hardie, religiously articu
lated by tho Rev. R. J. Campbell, is “  the oldest of all. It is 
tho gospel of tho humanity of God and the divinity of man.” 
God is a big man ; man is a little God. We know now.

Father Vaughan has a poor opinion of Mr. Campbell’S 
“  New Theology.” “  There is nothing new in it,”  ho says, 
“  and nothing true in i t ; tliero is no Christianity, and not 
much thoology in it. It is Campbcllism pure and simple, and 
as religion, it is only— well— good for nothing.” This is too 
sweeping. It is good for all Mr. Campbell’s salary; it finds 
him a nice country house and a motor car. Is this nothing ?

The inevitable North Britisher writes— all the way from 
Aberdeen this time—pointing out that Mr. Campbell is a 
long way off the orthodoxy of the Westminster Confession, 
which, according to the trust deed, ought to be preached 
from the City Temple pulpit. Mr. Campbell puts forward a
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bloodless theory of the Atonement, while the Westminster 
Confession represents Jesus Christ as having paid the penalty 
of man’s sin upon the cross. Mr. Campbell calls the  ̂irgin 
-Birth a legend; while the Westminster Confession says th at: 
“ Christ, the Son of God, became man by taking to himself 
a true body and a reasonable soul, being conceived by the 
Power of the Holy Ghost, in the womb of the Virgin Mary, 
and bom of her, yet without sin.”  Yes, Mr. Campbell is a 
long way off the Westminster Confession; but the West
minster Confession is a long way off truth and sense; so 
there’s something to be said for Mr. Campbell.

ah ,° ^berdecn gentleman who writes to the Daily Chronicle 
stand Campbell's sad departure from the Scottish 
be a • <l ‘ v!ne doctrine, says that his language seems to 
y 'v^tinal in meaning with that used by Canon Cheyne in 
hmn ncycl°Ptedia B iblica : “  That Christ was the son of a 
ma an faiher’ an<H that n°t Joseph.”  The Aberdeen gentle- 

?'7'which his name is Auchterlonie, not Annie Laurie— 
lnks with “ horror” from what such statements would 

t]lean " 1“  relation to Christ, and also to Christ’s Mother, if 
Bn/ Wero Put la the plain language of the man in the street ? ” 
w , why trouble the man in the street ? Tolstoy, in his 
Was “°n Four Gospels, has frankly admitted that Christ 
Ban • a bastard.”  So the murder’s out, and the great Annie 
tkn we beg pardon, Auchterlonie—need not mince 

Matter any longer.

p Tyneside preacher, the Rev. J. W. Ogden, of Jesmond 
n «rSbyterian Church, Newcastle-on-Tyne, orating against the 
Av ew FheQlogy,”  Rad the goodness to say that “  Freethought 
But aJk?°lutely impossible. It was incompatible with sanity.” 
Pat'Ll ^ *8 lmP0SSible, it is neither compatible nor incom- 
first ° a ^ tb in g ! 80 that, if the reverend gentleman’s 
Witl sbatement is true, his second statement is meaningless. 
„ regard to the insanity  of Freethought, the reverend 
0w en|an remarked that—“ The man who said ho had his 
ch U °Plnions as to the law of gravitation, the principle of 
ins miSi,ry> Ibe phenomena of electricity, was pronounced 
For116 ” Possibly, though that all depends on circumstances, 
aud lns*'ance> a man might disbelieve the law of gravitation, 
h 7«* refrain from dropping things out of window on the 
do 'u /  i '10 passers-by. But, in any case, what has this to 
fo th' ^ r.ee*,b °ught ? Freethought simply means the right 
to w‘*’b°ut legal or priestly interference, and the duty 
tu y 'a b  according to the best of our powers and oppor- 
evi l eS’ *t does not mean freedom to believe against the 

CUce °f one’s senses or the dictates of one’s intelligence, 
•s iroedom exists. It would simply be chaos. And it 
o ‘'  Freethinkers who are always found declaring that 

rything exists under the absolute law of causation.

tha nowsPapers give more attention to sermons in Glasgow 
r 11 “bey do in London. The Glasgow Herald prints a long 
jPort of a sermon by the Rev. Dr. Ambroso Shepherd, at 
said*} ^ aco Church, on “  The New Theology.” Tho preacher 
Ca u Was no* (lu*t0 sure that ho understood tho Rev. R. J. 
tlja^Pbcll, but “ I speak for myself,”  ho added, “  when I say 
del’ V,bat I have seen and can understand of tho recent 
the/6*8,11008 tho minister of the City Temple as touching 
tila't°., utbs —so far as they deny, if reports can bo trusted, 
of tl116 ^ea,tb of Christ was an atonement made for tho sin 
if j., .° ^ orld ; or, that tho world needs such an atonement; 
aball'v, '‘bo teaching of these deliverances, that teaching 
bo b- * *° 106 anathema.”  Mr. Campbell knows now what 

to faco if he goes to Glasgow.

tr^v ,1° sacrifice of Christ on tho Cross is tho centre of all 
I'binlj’ cr/ 0(̂  the Rev. Ambroso Shepherd. That is what he 
of _n8I There are others who regard it as nearer tho centro

au falsehood.

Wet! fVf' ^bvestcr Horne, the oraclo of Whitefield’s Tabornaclo, 
othoi-£°r b*s “ friend”  Mr. Campbell on Sunday. Amongst 
expia- conundrums, ho asked how the “  Now Theology ” 
&1au ; n<i^ *b° sinlossness of Jesus. There had been only one 
that tP v ° ry without sin ; and— “ How then can you say 
difff>>„le <fivino in man and tho divine in Christ is only a 

“ crenco in dogreo ? »  ____

UeSar; fHr0i“ o could not maintain in open debato this “  sinless- 
r°cord ' ^SU8-’ ’ ft  is quite inconsistent oven with tho Gospel 
broths Jesus aa**3> for instance, that it was a sin to call a 
^hoevo ma?  a ’ y°t bo himself called people fools, 
danger *f ?a a brother man a worthless follow was in 
'vbitowi e b ro ; yet he himself called people vipers and 
'v*h fiivn x/r r°tten sepulchres. These are enough. But wo 

■Mr. Horne more if ho wants them.

Even if the Jesus of the Gospels were n won!
'vbat would that prove but that his character had been

derfully idealised by his biographers ? The same sort of 
idealism may be perceived in every churchyard and every 
cemetery. According to the tombstones, all the dead were 
marvellously good people. You never see their failings men
tioned. It may be charity, it may be affection, it may be 
family pride; but there it is. And it was for this reason 
that Charles Lamb, when a little boy, ran up to his sister, 
after wandering amongst the graves, and asked her, “  Mary, 
where are all the naughty people buried?”

How these Christians love one another! In his sermon 
at the City Temple on Sunday morning, Mr. Campbell 
referred to the pious letters he had received from his Chris
tian brethren. We take the following report of what he 
said from the Daily News : —

“  He had been inundated with letters. Every crank in 
Christendom must, he thought, have written to him, and 
every epithet in the dictionary, and a few not in the dictionary, 
had been flung by way of insult at him by those who thought 
that by doing so they did service to God. Nothing showed 
so completely the moral powerlessness of so-called orthodoxy 
than the spirit shown by these defenders of the faith.”

If he goes on telling tho truth at this rate Mr. Campbell wil 
soon be eligible as a contributor to the Freethinker.

Mr. Campbell repeated, in that very sermon, that “  sin 
was selfishness.”  And we repeat that this is simply a 
quotation from Ingersoll.

When we took up our definite attitude towards the bad 
side of the Separation policy of the French Government we 
were prepared to stand alone for a considerable time. But 
we felt that we could wait with confidence. Wo did not 
pride ourselves on possessing greater natural sagacity than 
other English journalists, but we knew that we were 
standing by a great principle, and that has a tonic effect 
upon the mind. What wo wished to see carried out was real 
and final Separation, not something which kept Church and 
State in perpetual contact and perpetual conflict. Our view 
was that Separation ought to bring about a state of things 
in which Church and Stato had absolutely nothing to do 
with each other.

We praised French statesmen for the fine and even 
generous way in which they had carried Separation to a 
certain point. But just at that point they lost sight of their 
own principles, and wo could not help shouting “  Danger 
ahead 1”  Wo were told that French statesmen know better 
than wo did what they wero about, but that is only a way of 
begging the question at issue ; so wo smiled, and trusted to 
tho logic of events. And that has been our justification.

Wo said that tho Associations Cultuelles wero a mistake. 
Well, tho Government has admitted it by dropping them. 
Wo said that it was wrong to try to compel tho Catholic 
Church to organise under tho law of 1881. Well, tho 
Government has admitted that too. The prosecutions havo 
been dropped, tho threats havo ceased, and the Government 
has decided to bring in a Bill which enacts precisely what 
wo recommended.

But before we deal with this Bill wo desire to say a word 
in passing about our Nonconformist contemporaries. Not 
one of them could seo that any wrong principle was involved 
in what was really, however it was intended, a political 
attack on tho Catholic Church. Had it been their own case, 
they would havo found plonty of ground for complaint—as 
Mr. W. T. Stead hinted in the passage we quoted last week 
from the lieview o f  Reviews. The victims were not Noncon
formists, but Catholics, and that was enough to make tho 
Nonconformist heart rejoice. Yet now that the French 
Government has stepped into a now and better path, the 
Nonconformist papers are beginning to hedge. They don’t 
want to bo left behind as tho gratuitous apologists of 
intolerance. Accordingly the Daily News, for instance, in a 
leaderette on “ The Olive Branch,”  in its issue of Wednesday, 
January 23, turned round its rusty old weathercock in the 
following fashion:—

“ Wo congratulate the French Premier on the step he has 
taken with regard to the conflict with the Church. The 
application of the Law of 1881, which makes declaration of 
public meeting compulsory, to the services of the Church has 
always seemed to us a harsh and unfortunate proceeding.”

We are glad to hear it, but why didn’t the Daily News say 
so before ? It was left, as Mr. Stead observed, to the Free
thinker alone, of all non-Catholic papers in England, to 
challenge the legal oppression of the Catholic Church in 
France. And, as events are now shaping, wo believe tho 
Freethinkers of this country will soon bo looking back with 
pride on what Mr. Stead described as the “  courage and
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impartiality ”  of their own organ. But we repeat that we 
only went right because we stuck to the essential principle 
of Freethought.

And now let us get to the new Bill. Some time ago we 
noted that M. Flandin, a Deputy, had introduced a brief Bill 
abolishing the 1881 Law of Assemblies and giving all French 
citizens— including priests, of course—the same right of free 
public meeting which obtains in England, where we hold 
what meetings we please, without permission from any 
authority, and merely subject to the common law for the 
preservation of peace and order. M. Flandin's Bill was 
relegated to the usual Parliamentary Committee and favor
ably reported upon. At this point M. Clemenceau, who is 
by far the wisest man in the French Government, intervenes 
with the announcement that a Government Bill of a similar 
character will be introduced. M. Flandin accordingly with
draws, the Committee accepts the Government project, and 
perhaps before this paragraph meets the readers’ eyes tho 
Government Bill will be under discussion in the Chamber of 
Deputies. It is to consist of a single article, abolishing the 
law of 1881, and authorising public meetings of all descrip
tions, lay and clerical, to be held without any declaration.

How good it is to find a common ground of truth and 
justice at last ! We congratulate M. Clemenceau on his 
sagacity and courage. No doubt he has done the right thing 
as soon as he could, considering the fanaticism of some on 
his own side. We also congratulate (though it goes against 
the grain) the Pope and the French clergy on their effective 
“  passive resistance ”  to an absurd and intolerant policy. For 
the rest, we shall always say that Catholics have just the 
same rights as Freethinkers. We will never allow them 
more, and we will never concede them less.

Now for a word on another point. It will be remembered 
that we prophesied a religious reaction in France if the 
Government persisted in attacking, persecuting, and humilia
ting the Catholic Church. We have no power of looking into 
the future beyond what other men possess ; but we know 
something of history and we know something of human 
nature— especially of religious history and of religious human 
nature; and our prophecy was therefore a process of 
psychological mathematics. Well now, it appears that we 
were right on this point too, and that the reaction has already 
begun.

The Westminster Gazette, which ought to know better, 
has disgraced itself on the Church question in Franco like 
any common Nonconformist rag. It has lectured the Church, 
and blessed tho Government, at every stage of the struggle. 
But it has had one saving grace. It has allowed a corres
pondent to go to Franco and report what he ascertains ; and, 
although it disowns his opinions, it publishes his letters. In 
the first of these tho writer (whoever he is) states that the 
Catholic clergy are being improved in energy, self-reliance, 
and self-sacrifice by the storm which is raging around them. 
Speaking of one parish priest— a Radical as well as a Catholic 
— with whom he had an interesting conversation, this 
correspondent says :—

“  He views the loss of millions of Church property with 
equanimity. •Christianity,’ he declares, ‘ does not depend 
on wealth or possessions.’ He assures me that the faithful 
are rallying to the Church with most generous support. The 
offertories in the churches in Paris have been better than the 
cures expected. And, what is more, there has been a revival 
of faith. In his own church the increase in the number of 
men at the services has been phenomenal, and the increase 
in the number of those who go to the Sacraments has been 
most consoling. He believes this revival of faith to bo general, 
for other curés tell him the same story. He even hopes that 
the persecution may continue, for he is convinced that the 
Church will pass through it purified and strengthened. There 
is no room for whining, no complaint in his outlook, for the 
curé believes that the Government is doing the work which he 
has most at heart, and that all the tragic results which have 
followed the refusal of the Pope to accept the Separation Law 
will end in bringing France back to the belief in tho super
natural which she has so largely lost.”

\Vb call that a very important utterance. Even if we 
allow for a good deal of exaggeration a certain amount of 
truth remains, and it points exactly in the direction of our 
prophecy. Religious reaction is already setting in, and this 
is what every sensible man should expect. For if you 
martyrise the priests of religion you rally to their side tho 
sympathy and assistance of myriads who, in ordinary times 
are indifferentists, but in such times are driven by tho 
stimulation of their inherited religiosity into the camp of 
faith. ____

A new Kurdish sect has appeared in the Turkish empire, 
called the “  Aolayan ” — that is, the barkers. Tho members

meet together in public places at night, hold services in a 
state approaching nudity, and howl like sick dogs. The 
Turkish Government has issued orders to put a stop to their 
pious practices. They will have to howl at home in future.

Rev. William James Rodgers, of the Duke-street Mission, 
Workington, has been ordered to pay £140 damages to 
Thomas Routledge, an ironworker, for seducing his daughter 
Hannah. We do not cite this as an argument against Chris
tianity ; but it would be freely cited as an argument against 
“  infidelity ” if the defendant had been a Secular lecturer.

Thomas Young, charged with the theft of electrical fittings 
from his late employer, Mr. W. Seymour, Sloane-street, 
Chelsea, was stated to bo “ a very religious young man,” a 
constant attendant at the Torrey-Alexander mission, and a 
Sunday-school teacher. Qualifications like those ought to 
knock fifty per cent, off the sentence, and will doubtless 
secure the possessor a harp in the heavenly orchestra.

After some of the big-humped camels we have lately 
chronicled tho following is a poor little thing who may have 
squeezed through the needle’s eye. The Rev. Arthur Joseph 
Truman, aged eiglity-three, vicar of St. Mary, Arnold, Not
tingham, who dropped dead at the altar of his church, after 
the morning service on Sunday, December 2, left .£4,014.

William Whiteley’s portrait in the nowspapers was a 
perfect type of the smug, self-made man. We dare say be 
was a good sort in his way, and wo understand that he was 
very pious; indeed, the odor of piety pervaded the whole 
of his big establishment. But there seems to havo beon 
something like a skeleton in the good man’s cupboard.

According to an interview with Mrs. Whiteley in the Daily 
Chronicle, Mr. Whiteley had been separated from his wife 
for twenty-five years, all on account of Miss Somebody who 
was one of the assistants in his business. Apparently tho 
pious owner of the biggest stores in London was not a Joseph. 
But godly men are often not that. Look at godly Scotland, 
and the percentage of illegitimate births.

We do not desire to anticipate tho upshot of the legal 
investigation into this Whiteley affair, which is sure to tako 
place at the trial of his assailant, if he survives. But wo 
cannot help agreeing with tho Tribune that all tho evidence 
points to Mr. Whiteley’s having had some knowledge of 
Horace George Rayncr. It is an absurd idea that the head 
of a big, exacting business would not only receive an utter 
stranger, but bo closeted with him for nearly half an hour.

Tho will of the late William Henry Oram Smith, of this 
city, which was admitted to probate a few days ago, 
provided as follow s: 111 desiro that my remains shall be 
cremated and their disposition conducted in a simple manner 
without unnecessary expense or emblems of mourning of 
any kind. I declare my utter disbelief in any human inven
ted creed, of which Christianity is tho least acceptable to 
my mind, and desire that no representative of same shall be 
present officially when I am removed. Let only tho kind 
words of my friends announce my departure.” As generally 
happens when the survivors of an unbelievor do not share 
his viows, tho last request of Mr. Smith was not respected 
by his widow, who called in a minister to officiato at hi» 
funeral and arrayed herself in mourning garments, which 
she has worn ever since her husband’s death.— Truthsecker 
(New York).

Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman, in one of his late speeches 
at Glasgow, said that 11 they could do nothing and could hope 
to do nothing without tho blessing of Almighty God.”  Why 
did tho right honorable gentleman forget to obtain tho “ bles
sing ” for tho Education Bill ? It was a great oversight.

“  Can a man read tho Clarion and bo a Christian ?”  This 
wonderful question was discussed lately at a Norwood P.S.A- 
It does not appear if the “ crowded meeting ”  arrived at any 
decision. The principal man of God who took part in the 
debate tried to make out that Christians ought not to read 
the Clarion. Probably he thinks they ought not to look at 
the Freethinker. And from his point of viow, he is very 
likely right.

“  Providence ” is still going strong. An island wiped out 
with 1,500 inhabitants, people frozen to death in the awful 
cold snap over Europe; such aro tho most striking of this 
party’s recent performances. It is to be hoped wc shall 
hear less of him for soicnc timo.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

Sunday, February 3, Secular Hall, Brunswick-street, Glasgow : 
12 (noon), "Pulling Down the Old Flag: a Review of the 
Rev. R. J. Campbell’s New Theology ” ; 0.30, “  Do the Dead 
Live ? ” ______________

February 10, 17, 24, Queen’s Hall.

To Correspondents.

C 'M 0n !N’s. L ecture E ngagements.—February 17, Camberwell; 
j  4| Birmingham. March 3, Glasgow ; 17, Manchester.

'•p'R L loyd’ s L ecture E ngagements.—February 3 and 10, 
orest Gate ; 24, Camberwell. March 10, Birmingham.

■ Redshaw.—Pleased to hear from one who heard Joseph Symes 
, f  ' re at Leeds thirty years ago. There have been articles on 

e Rev. Mr. Campbell from the pens of our able contributors, 
ye may give him a turn presently, from a different point of 'lew.

®ANi,erson.—We shall always value the good wishes of a 
>j, alwart Freethinker like yourself.

0̂seph Symes F und.—Previously acknowledged, £184 3s. Id. 
ince received: S. M. Peacock, £2 2s. ; J. Capon and Friends, 

p ’ l William Redshaw, 10s .; C. Howat, 2s.; P. R., £1 ; 
.•Pearce, 4s.; John Sanderson, 5s. ; W. Appleby, 2s. Gd. ; 

_ayford, 2s. ; C. Durrant, 2s. ; B. Dobell, 10s. Gd. ; G. L. 
"ard, £5 5S. ; B. Evans, 2s.; A. R. Brown, 5s.; T. W. and 

3a. ’ ?8- > W. Horrocks, 10s.; J. W., Is .; Miss L. Pizer, 
2«’ l ,  * J. Pizer, 3s.; Mr. Ruse, 2s. Gd.; Mr. Sweetman, 
t ‘ Mr. Phillips, Is. ; Mr. Rainbow, Is .; Mr. Brooks, Is .;
W Rail ton, 2s. Gd.; T. Hibbott, I s .; Mrs. Hibbott, Is. ; 
p ,ena Vista, 2s. ; R. Speirs, 2s. Gd. ; E. B., Is. ; Moyer 

nen, £2 2s.; H. M. Ridgway, £5 ; Felix Hermann, 10s. Gd.;
£1 ; S. and W. Phillips, 2s. ; F. H. H., 5s. ; Dr. Laing, 

Jr : J. Niven Laing, £1 Is. ; T. P. W., I s .; T. Thclwall, 
o_8‘ ’ S. Denison, 2s. Gd. ; John Roberts, 5s. ; J. Wilson, 

',d- i R. Wilson, 2s. Gd. ; W. Wilson, 2s. Gd. ; A. J. Notley, 
in ’ 'R C. Goodfellow, Is .; G. Hill, Is. ; Edmund Damon, 
Yq8; ; Michael Stitt, 10s.; A. H., 2s.; S. A. B., £1 Is. ; A.
lounger, 2s.; Mrs. Siger, Is.; W. Carlile, 2s. Gd.; J. P. 
jj°Pe, Is. ; J. Birkett, £1 ; E. Copland, 2s. Gd. ; Newcastle 

ebating Society (collection), 5s.; Joseph Bryce, 5s.; J. G. 
^artram, Is. ; J. I). Stones, 10s. ; W. P. Smith, Is. ; Gloag, 
i,3l ■ Halley, 2s. ; Munro, I s .; Friend, Is. ; Winton, 2s.; 

ffumblo Efforts of an Emancipated Mental Slave,” £5 5s.; 
G., Is. ; J. Broadfoot, 2s. ; Harry Crossley, 2s. Gd. ; 

»•n e Atheist Undergrads., Cambridge, £1 7s. Gd. ; J. Fother- 
v ,.’ 2s.; P. Fitzpatrick, Is .; J. T. Horsman, Is.; A. J. 
yjucken, £1 Is. ; J. W. Hartgill, Is. ; A. B. Marks, 2s. Gd. ;

asgow Secular Society, £5 ; Mr. and Mrs. T. Robertson, £1; 
rp' R, Brcwnc, 5s.; J. Wilson, 2s.; G. Scott, 2s. Gd.; Mrs. 
2 Urnbull> 2s. ; W. Turnbull, 2s. Gd.; Mr. and Mrs. R. Turnbull, 
rj,8, > Mr. and Mrs. J. F. Turnbull, 5s. ; T. Turnbull, 2s. ; D. 
2 Urnbull, Is. ; Mr. and Mrs. Jones, 2s.; Mr. and Mrs. Wilson, 

1 Mrs. Hunter, 2s. Gd. ; Morgan, 2s. Gd.; Collected at Mr. 
» °yd’s Glasgow Lectures, 18s. 7d. ; C. Langley, Is. ; R. 
Aaylor, £ 1 ; s. n ., I s . ; Mr. and Mrs. G. Garrett, 2s. ; W. E. 

opper, 2s. Gd.; W. Hopper, £2 2s. ; F. W. Thompson, 3s.; 
• Sorter, Is .; G. Vickers, Is. ; J. Grundy, 5s.; W. J. Caton, 

2s L f ‘ Gra>’> 2s.; F. J. Voisey. 10s. Gd. ; W. H. Fletcher, 
Ladies of Failswortli Secular Sunday School, 15s.; 

p 8> Brooks, 2s.
T a l>> V"ncc ■’—Musical Friends, 5s.; E. Thorp, 2s. Gd. ; 
1r . ■rr“8- (’d- > Stanley, 10s.; E. Pack, 2s. Gd. ; F. J. Pinncll, 
£•> j, “ • A. Lupton, 10s. ; A. E. and C. Mascall, £ 1 ; R. L. M., 
«7 “a£i B. L. Coleman, 10s. ; T. W. Upcott, 10s. ; T. Hopkins, 
at ’ Good, 5s. ; A. W. Shaw, 2s. (id. ; J. H. Com, 2s. ;T Mr and Mrs_ PegBf £U
led t°j KN "  ^alvation A rmy ”  T ract F und.— Previously acknow- 
K Red, £iy ig8i c)(j_ ginco received: 5s.; J. Day, Gd.; G. 

j  bemP, I s .; J. Grundy, Is.
,, *I0|N'—“  When I think of him,” you say of Joseph Symes, 
,, , men like him. it helps me to bear my own troubles with
8 eater fortitude.” You could not pay him, or men like him, a 

Gh'gher tribute.
o ' Alward.—Pleased to hear that so good an old friend of our 
j 0u with his family, always had the kindest regard for 
20*1 ®J’nies- ft is interesting to know that your son in New 
phj, | d was one of Symcs’s pupils at Birmingham. We have 
Mth wllole your cheque to the Memorial Fund,
fun °Ui you authorise us to put half of it, if we choose, to the 
Pa® n expenses. We opine that the N. S. S. Executive should 
Wh 1 tbe C08ts °f the funeral, as it did in the case of J. M. 
dormi, ' Anyhow, we took the responsibility, and we shall 

Ij csa Re recouped.
We s]1, j T ^ e don't recollect the tribute you refer to. Certainly 

W. j» 011 d not overlook it willingly. Can you tell us its purport 7 
OetoiRô 8' who heard Joseph Symes lecture at Manchester on 
the p er ’ writes : “ I can only say, with others interested in 
(lejmY^fnougkt movement, how much I regret his untimely

a n d t o  hear you are a "great admirer of the sound 
and t h manner in which the Freethinker is conducted,”  
anv y°u derive more pleasure from reading it than from 

Paper you take.
i .  HtD8o oer-”—Some of them may prove useful.

^others1— ^'vays pleased to hear of freethinking wives and

A. M artin.—We know of no evidence that the “  suppressed 
poem”  called “ The Divinity of Blunders” was written by 
Robert Burns. Judging by the internal evidence, we should 
not hesitate to ascribe it to the hand of some passable imitator. 
It does not contain one of those inimitable strokes that light 
up the authentic satires of Robert Burns. Such, at least, is 
our judgment. But what need is there to go outside the range 
of Burns’s acknowledged poems for assurance that he looked 
upon all Bible miracles as old-wives’ tales? With regard to the 
other matter, we arc a Determinist. We wrote in favor of it 
more than thirty years ago, and have never wavered since. 
You will see presently that we do not object to Determinism, 
but to mistaken views of it by recent students.

J as. Neate.—As your list did not give initials with the surnames, 
we could not include them ; but doubtless it will make little 
difference.

S. D awson.—Not without merit, but the subject has been treated 
by our best contributors.

F. H ermann writes : “ The Freethinker is to me what no other 
paper is, or I would not make it convenient to run down on 
Wednesday afternoons to fetch my copy, instead of waiting for 
it till Thursday morning.” This correspondent is thanked for 
the cutting from the Frankfurter Zeituny.

R. J. H enderson.—Sunday Societies do some good, doubtless ; 
they at least provide an entertainment for those who don’ t want 
to go to the church or the public-house ; but they generally act 
as wet-blankets upon all burning questions—those in which 
thinking people are most profoundly interested ; and they too 
often draw away “  respectablo ” Freethinkers from the more 
difficult and more necessary work of propagating Freethought.

H. D awson.—We much regret to hear of the death of Mr. C. 
Mascall, whom we held in great respect. We are not surprised 
to learn from you, who were with him in his last moments, 
that he “  died as he had lived, kind, candid, and untlinching.” 
We had to pass your letter as to the funeral on to Miss Vance, 
being quite unable to attend to it personally.

W. P. B all.—Many thanks for cuttings.
T. T iielwall.—Yes, it was no uoubt the English winter, and it is 

a pity he came, but wisdom is easy after the event.
S. Denison.—Glad your son has asked you to “  order one for him 

too ”—meaning the Freethinker.
E. Moorcroit.—Thanks for cuttings. You say that the Free

thinker “  seems to improve with every number, if that is 
possible.” Oh yes, it is possible; but if we go on like that we 
may get too good for this world—and they say we shall have no 
chance in the next.

E. manc ii'Ated M ental Slave.—Hope we have acknowledged 
rightly ; but the names could go in next week, if we misread 
your instructions. Thanks.

N. D.—Shall have time for correspondence when this Symes 
effort is over ; meanwhile thanks and best wishes.

Main R oad, Claremont, Cade Colony.—Your registered letter to 
hand, but, as before, you failed to complete the type written 
communication by adding your name. Send it along.

J. C. G oodfeli.ow.— Cuttings aro handier than newspapers. 
Pleased to read your and your friend’s tribute : “  We thank 
you for the grand stand you have been making all along in 
defence of Freethought.”

M ichael Stitt.—We well understand that you admired Joseph 
Byrnes all the more for knowing him privately. Thanks for 
good wishes. We need them.

A. J. Horkins.—Sorry, but very little good in going back, and we 
look upon the correspondence as closed.

R. Child.— Against etiquette to use without the reverend gentle
man’s permission.

J. D. Stones.—So you knew and admired Joseph Symes at Leeds 
all those years ago 1 What ages ago it seems 1

W. P. S mith writes : “  I have been a constant reader of your 
valuable paper for the laBt fifteen years, and feel proud the 
party has such a man as yoursolf to look after the widow of 
such a good man as the late Joseph Symes.”

J. IIaliioan.— Introduce yourself by all means.
J. B hoadfoot.—Thanks for getting us new readers.
F. J. H. Carr.—Pleased to hear of another convert we have made 

from Catholicism.
IIarrv Crossley, writing from France, says : “  That your heavy 

duties on the Freethinker—accomplished so well—should go 
without pecuniary reward, is simply a constant martyrdom.”  
It certainly would be if we didn’t love the work.

V. II. S.—No room this week; look for answer in next.
W. II. F letcher.—Pleased to hear they aro still talking about 

Mr. Cohen’s lecture at Ilkeston.
T. R obertson.—Glasgow’s is a good list.
W. E. H oiter.—Quite so ; minorities must not be made to suffer ; 

that is more brutality, and as bad in democracies as it can be 
in kings. Mr. Foote is taking all the care possible of himself.

H. P orter.—Both suggestions noted.
II. D avis.—Will send. Thanks.
N. L evey.—No room this week. Hope to say something about 

the death of Mr. Dewar in our next. Can you send us any 
news of the funeral ?

T he S ecular S ociety, L imited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 
Farringdon-street, E.C.

T he N ational Secular Society’s office is at 2 Newcastle-etreet, 
Farringdon-street, E.C.

L etters for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed 
to 2 Newcastle-strcet, Farringdon-strcct, E.C.
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L ecture N otices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
street, E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be 
inserted.

F riends 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 Freetkought Pub
lishing Company, Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
street, E.C., and not to the Editor.

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

T he Freethinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing 
office, post free, at the following rates, prepaid:—One year, 
10s. 6d .; half year, 5s. 3d. ; three months, 2s. 8d.

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

Sugar Plums.
Mr. Foote delivers two lectures to-day (Feb. 3) in the 

Secular Hall, Brunswick-street, Glasgow. His subjects are 
likely to attract big meetings. Those who wish to secure 
seats should come early.

There is to be a Preliminary Meeting of the projected 
Secular Education League at the Tribune Rendezvous on 
Monday evening (Feb. 4), and Mr. Foote will hurry back 
from Glasgow in order to attend it. The N. S. S. will be 
specially represented by himself and Messrs. Cohen and 
Lloyd, and several other members will be present. The 
chair is to be taken by Mr. George Greenwood, M.P., and 
amongst the probable speakers are Mr. J. Allanson Picton, 
Col. Ivor Herbert, M.P., Mr. W. P. Byles, M.P., Mr. J. Ramsey 
Macdonald, M.P., and the Rev. S. D. Headlam. Amongst 
those who have expressed sympathy with the object of the 
meeting are several Christian ministers, including the Rev. 
R. J. Campbell; scholars like Professor J. B. Bury and Pro
fessor F. J. Furnivall; and literary men like Israel Zangwill, 
Havelock Ellis, and William Rossetti.

London “  saints ”  will be pleased to hear that the Queen’s 
(Minor) Hall has been engaged for three Sunday evenings 
in February (10, 17, 24) for another course of lectures by 
Mr. Foote. On the opening night he will deal with Mr. 
Campbell’s “ New Theology.” The subjects of the other 
lectures will be announced in duo course.

It is impossible to advertise theso Queen’s Hall lectures 
by posters all over London. We appeal to the “  saints,” 
therefore, to give the meetings all tho publicity they can 
amongst their friends and acquaintances.

Mr. J. T. Lloyd lectured at Glasgow on Sunday, and had 
good meetings considering the counter attractions and the 
inhospitable weather. His lectures were highly appreciated. 
Wo regret to hear that ho was not looking very well.

Mr. Cohen delivered the second of his lectures on Sunday 
evening for the West Ham Branch at the Workman’s Hall, 
Romford-road, near the Stratford Town Hall. Mr. Lloyd 
occupies the platform there this evening (Feb. 3). We hope 
to hear of another good audience.

We are glad to see some letters and other matter of a 
Freethought tendency in the Pembroke County Guardian. 
If this sort of thing grows we may have a real free press in 
this country.

The Darwen Neivs shows its love of free discussion by 
inserting a very long and able letter, from the Freethought 
point of view, on “  Religious Education in the Day Schools ” 
from the pen of “  D. D.” It is followed by a humorous letter 
by “  Haggis,”  who is probably a Scotsman and more than 
probably a sceptic. Freethinkers should try to keep the ball 
rolling in the local press all over the country. Why don't 
they ? ____

We cut the following message to tho French Government 
from the pages of our excellent contemporary, the New 
York Truthseeker:—

“  To M. Clemenceau, Premier, and M. Briand, Minister of 
Public Worship, Paris, France :—

The Independent Religious Society of Chicago, in Orchestra 
Hall assembled, requests its lecturer, M. M. Mangasarian, to 
congratulate you on your determined resistance to papal 
political interference in the home affairs of France. Rome 
should be shut out of politics in every country.

We trust, however, that in this struggle the principle of 
absolute liberty of conscience will not be permitted to suffer 
in any way, and that you will accord to the Catholics all the 
protection and justice which a civilised nation owes to her 
people, irrespective of race or creed.”

We agree with this.

During Mr. Foote’s last lecture at Leicester he had occa
sion to denounce the teaching of some of the crude morality 
of the Ten Commandments to the children of civilised 
parents, and especially the teaching of the command against 
“  adultery ”  to boys and girls, who couldn’t understand it> 
and were incapable of committing it. This set one of Mr- 
Foote’s hearers thinking, and when his little boy, aged five, 
came home from school with the word “ adultery ” in b19 
mouth, that hearer saw the advisability of putting a stop to 
such stuff ; so he withdrew the child from religious instruc
tion altogether. “  Well,” he writes to us, “  the result is that 
our children now go to school at 10 o'clock instead of 0. 
So you see your lecture produced one good result, for if I 
had not heard it I  should not have thought so much on the 
subject.”

Personal.
— ♦ —

W h e n  I first wrote about the death of Joseph Symes 
I said that I had to take care of myself during the 
cold snap that killed him. This was putting it rather 
mildly. The truth was that I had a nasty cold, 
that I struggled against in order to go on with my 
work, which I could not think of leaving at that 
crisis, for I felt that the fate of the Symes subscrip
tion depended a good deal upon my being at the port 
of duty. Naturally it meant a serious addition to 
my regular labors, as I have no secretary, and no 
sub-editor now, and am obliged to do everything 
with my own hands. And the addition was in 
its very nature not cheerful but depressing. All 
tho time I was opening letters, and making 
out lists of subscriptions, and incorporating 
useful bits in the “ Answers to Correspondents ” 
columns, I felt as if I were digging a grave. Tbo 
sudden death of my old friend and colleague was an 
upset to me, and the daily and almost nightly (for I 
have been sleeping badly) preoccupation with bis 
memory and the possible future of his wife and child, 
became quite an obsession. It is not wonderful, 
therefore, that the nasty cold made itself too well at 
home in my system. And when another cold snap 
set in last week I saw that I should he running a 
risk by going to Manchester on Sunday. I really 
was not fit to go, though I think I should have gone 
if it had not been for my wife’s remonstrances. I 
gave Mrs. I’egg, the Branch secretary, a timely 
warning, but it was not possible to find a substitute. 
Mrs. Pegg tells me that my afternoon subject 
“ attracted a great number of people,” who were 
much disappointed at not hearing me. They passed 
a vote of sympathy and went home. In the evening 
a local gentleman kindly gave a dramatic recital to 
such of the audience as cared to stay, but no money 
was taken at the door in the circumstances. So it 
was a very profitable day for me, and as I don’t happen 
to have anything coming in at present for my other 
work, the party will understand what a bed of 
roses a man in my position has to lie on.

I am somewhat better, though not exactly well» 
and I believe I shall be able to fulfil my Glasgow 
engagement; indeed, I feel pretty sure of i t ; and 
tho local “  saints ” will doubtless help to bring people 
to the Secular Hall and crowd it at both lectures.

Next week I shall have something definite to say 
about Mrs. Symes and her future movements. Mean
while I thank the party for taking mo at my wo 
and making tho effort a “ short and sharp ” one- 
They have responded admirably to my appeal, and 
except for a Rip Van Winkle or two) tho last sub

scription will no doubt flow in by the last day
January’ G. W . FOOTE.
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Independent Department.
[Some time ago we started an “  Independent Department,”  irwhich we proposed to print, from time to time, valuable andr ___r _____ __ „ „  ¡ „ . . u i i , i w u i  . . .  . » u . ™  “ “ “

interesting articles dealing with questions rather outside the 
official scope of this journal. Our offer was not taken advantage 
°f to any considerable extent, and the “  Independent Depart
ment ” soon dropped out of sight. We revive it now, however, 
as the proper place in which to publish Mr. Scott’s ably written 
article. Other contributions may appear under the same general 
heading in future numbers of the Freethinker. But it must be 
distinctly understood that we cannot admit articles on questions 
of party politics. Politics, as such, will continue to be absolutely 
excluded from our columns. It is the philosophical side of 
human affairs that might occasionally be treated with advantage 
m a journal like ours. Sometimes, perhaps, the line of demarca
tion may be difficult to draw; but wc shall always form our 
decision in the light of the guiding principle we have laid down. 
All the rest that is wanted is fair-mindedness and good feeling on 
the part of contributors, and intellectual hospitality on the part 
of readers.—E ditor.]

The Case of the Rebellious Female.

SE extremist on either side of a dispute is usually 
and wrong in proportion to the extremeness 

it 018 views. It must have been a sense of this factthat tospired the unknown philosopher who evolved 
, e dictum that extremes meet. No doubt the

. ,. „ — of mind and depth of conviction that lead 
dividuals to take pronounced views on any deba- 

able question, are in themselves enviable qualities, 
n<\ one is inclined to disparage the holder of 
Quorate views, especially if such moderation seem 

£ hing better than an attitude of sitting on the 
eQce, or the result of intellectual indolence or im- 

t°tonce. But where strongly conflicting interests 
fo involved, or where there is fair matter for dis- 

P'we, there is often displayed a greater mental and 
°ral strength by those who adopt a moderate 

position than by those who are at either extremity 
n ^he question. Of course there are extremists 
aa extremists. One individual may hold strongly- 
 ̂arked views regarding a given question, and deliver 
ftnself forcibly concerning it, precisely because 

ir . 8. l°n8 and carefully considered it and been 
^ffisistibly impelled towards the conclusion at which 

has arrived. Another may entertain an extreme 
on a particular matter merely because he is in 

B ’Snorance the other side of the case,
in t> e(lually emphatic and uncompromising
a expression of their views, yet the one is simply 
f1;?,Urblind bigot, while the other is something very
U1uerent.
a ^  f® certainly quite natural that every advocate of 

cause should be anxious to place his own side of 
nnf Ck8G *n best possible light. His opponents 
, ay bo trusted to do as much for the other side ofthe question. And it must be admitted that eveni"»owuu. Ana ic mus
0£ Myopic individual, who can see only one aspect 
UaF quG8tion, has his uses. His persistent exami- 
as f°n an  ̂Prcsentation of the one aspect lie regards 
tjj ,rue must result in the bringing forward of all 
Poi fCan k° 8a,fd on the matter from that particular 
thi v*ew- And that is so far good. There is 
Qf•8 further result: that his very one-sidedness 
tk D!,,late8 *nt° opposing activity those who perceive 
th^0 are °ther possible points of view in respect of 

'luestion dealt with.
are t ^ is mucb to bo desired that the women who 
f0 l present so clamorous in their advocacy of the 
ext a 0 claim to the franchise did not run to such 
the 0rnes- There is no need to lecture the leaders of 
gene^T8611̂  Buffra6e agitation on the folly of their 
been 3 .m°tbods. The political party papers have 
d08j d°ing that for many weeks, and we have no 
attont' re'ecb° their chidings. When public 
Whic}j10f  bas to be called to any grievance under 
lawful U 8ection of the people labor, there is 
that - escuse to be found for methods of agitation 
All rein some degree outrage the conventions, 
tionf. .0rrners have disregarded established conven- 
tho g j11 80rue way or other. And members of
ally. win o. n o  w o n  n o  j . ' i o o u u i u a o i o  ^ o u o i *
Cot>venf- 8Caî'c.ely be accused of excessive respect for 

tonalities. Their study of human history,

Society, as well as Freethinkers genor-

and their experience of life, does not imbue them 
with the idea that speech or conduct, which incurs 
either press or popular odium, thereby stands con
demned. Human nature is very apt to turn and 
rend those who endeavor to stir it out of its self- 
complacency. And, were it only opponents who felt 
aggrieved at the ongoings of Mrs. Pankhurst, Miss 
Billington, and their colleagues, one might legiti
mately see in that fact justification of their methods 
rather than the reverse. Political or other agitation 
is not exactly carried on with a view to pleasing the 
enemy.

But there is one feature of the present feminine 
campaign that true sympathisers with all the aspira
tions of intelligent womanhood must unequivocally 
deplore, and that is, the interference with free 
speech and the right of peaceful public assembly. 
In this respect the conduct of some of the women 
agitators—who otherwise have very courageously 
upheld their cause—has been reprehensible. How
ever, their error—which is something more than a 
blunder in policy, though it is also that—has been 
emphasised already in these columns, and no more 
than passing allusion need be made to it at this 
date. But it ought to be a guiding principle with 
all who claim to be “ advanced ” that general 
freedom cannot be promoted by infringing the 
liberty of others. A good many people who prate 
about liberty do not understand its first and most 
elementary principles. Those who have brought the 
“ Votes for women ” cry into such universal currency 
are entitled to utilise every method of outdoor and 
indoor demonstration, and to make use of the vehicle 
afforded by the press, for the purpose of keeping 
their demands before the public. They are not 
entitled to wreck the meetings convened by real 
or supposed enemies of their cause. Freedom of 
speech and the right of public meeting are more 
precious social assets than the franchise. And no 
one should more readily recognise this than the 
advanced reformer.

With some of tho utterances of the leaders of the 
woman’s suffrage movement we have but moderate 
sympathy. We refer to the attacks made by some 
of the women upon the male sex. Many of these 
attacks are envenomed, grossly prejudiced, and con
sequently unjust. It is here the representatives of 
tho women exhibit that extremeness of view against 
which we have mildly protested in a general way 
earlier in this article. The exaggerated view they 
take of the position of woman under the present 
régime is grotesque in its unfairness. And the share 
of responsibility for the drawbacks of the female lot 
which they assign to the selfish and tyrannical male, 
is quite out of proportion to tho latter’s actual 
liability. If wo took tho allegations and hectorings 
of many of the modern female champions of women’s 
rights without making a liberal discount for hysterical 
hyperbole, it might be imagined that the majority of 
wives had been inveigled into matrimony on false 
pretences, that they were the bond-slaves of their 
husbands—that, in short, their situation as married 
womon was one of hideous degradation of mind and 
body. Some vehoment ladies go the length of re
garding tho legal noose of matrimony as in itself a 
disgrace.

Now we are not disposed to deny there are brutes 
of men in the world, even in countries that lay claim 
to bo considered civilised. And we are fully cognisant 
that there are numbers of men utterly unfit to live 
on terms of intimacy with any decent woman. So 
much we may freely concede to the denunciators of 
the male sex. We know the male sex—or, at least, 
some of it. But while tho unfavorable estimate of 
the mere man entertained by female advocates in 
connection with tho question of sex relationship 
may reflect credit on their powers of observation, we 
fear it betrays no small ignorance of their own sex. 
For, let the champions of female emancipation 
fulminate as they will against the grinding, economic 
conditions that force into matrimony women who 
would prefer to live in single cursedness, the fact 
remains patent to all that tho average woman
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becomes a man’s life-partner because she likes the 
man, and because of the natural promptings of sex. 
Simply that, and nothing more.

And as regards the cramping restrictions that man 
is so sorely abused for having imposed upon the 
female sex, a little unbiassed examination will show 
that, in their origin, these restrictions were not 
devised with any sinister intent. They were 
devised mainly in the interest, and for the pro
tection of woman herself, notwithstanding that 
female emancipators volubly repudiate the idea. 
Granted that the necessity for many, if not all, 
of these restrictive laws and customs has passed 
away; granted abo, that evil, selfish and un
scrupulous men took advantage of the necessity 
that existed for the protection of the weaker and 
naturally more helpless sex; our point is that the 
legal and conventional restraints which women now 
regard—and in the main rightly regard—as vexatious 
and unjust were not, as some would have us believe, 
imposed by a conscious and calculated exercise of 
brutal male dominance. Man may have egregiously 
blundered in his treatment of woman in the past, 
but at least he erred with good intentions.

In support of the contention that many checks on 
the unfettered action of woman originated in concern 
for her own well-being, we might instance the un
written law that a woman must not be out so late at 
night as a man. This may seem a comparatively 
small matter, though the modern female demand for 
a latch-key indicates the existence of a desire to use 
it. But obviously the social convention which re
quires that a woman should be indoors at nightfall 
earlier than a man was, in its origin, dictated by the 
fact that it is not so safe for a woman to be out late 
as it is for a man. From one point of view, this in
vidious distinction in favor of the male may not be 
complimentary to him. It is doubtless matter for 
reproach to him that the streets should be less safe 
at night for a woman than for a man. But we are 
here merely stating the facts of the case. And the 
fact is, as we have indicated, that it is purely in the 
interest of woman herself that custom demands her 
timely return to the shelter of her home at night. 
Years back, of course, the necessity for this was 
much more urgent; but that the necessity still 
exists will not be disputed by any observer of city 
life.

Rational scrutiny of other and much more real 
grievances amongst the many disabilities that 
modern women find so irksome would similarly 
reveal that they arose out of the circumstances of 
the case, and wore not deliberately planned (as 
certain foolish men and women endeavor to per
suade us) for the exploitation and oppression of the 
weaker sex by the stronger. Many advanced women 
look upon the marriage bond as a badge of slavery, 
and seek to modify its rigidity if not to sever it 
entirely. They do not adequately realise that, 
under existing economic conditions, it must inevit
ably be the woman who would suffer in the event of 
any slackening of the legal tie. A woman, in enter
ing into relationship with a man, cannot preserve 
her independence simply by declining to go through 
the legal matrimonial ceremony. As things are, the 
average woman who becomes a mother is absolutely 
dependent for support on the father of her child, 
whether he is legally her husband or not. In fact, 
as can easily be seen, where there is no legal obliga
tion the woman is completely at the mercy of the 
man in most cases. There can be no radical change 
in our marriage laws and customs so long as women 
are not on an economic level with men. The 
majority of women will always marry, as wo have 
said they do now, because they want to marry ; but 
undoubtedly there would be a great alteration in the 
conditions of married life wore men and women 
economically equal. And the shrewder amongst the 
women themselves perceive that only through econo
mic equality can the desired emancipation of their 
sex be achieved. It is surely futile to speak of 
equality when one of the essentials of equality is 
lacking. The plain truth of this matter is that at

present women are not the equals of men, however 
offensive such a statement may sound in the ears of 
some women we wot of. That it is highly desirable 
women should be levelled up to equality with man, s0 
far as nature will allow, is a proposition that no in- 
considerable number of men will accept. And here 
we must leave the subject in the meantime.

Ge o . Sc o t t .

City Temple Theology.

An Open Letter
to the Rev. Dr. Robertson Nicoll.

S i r ,—Will you allow a stranger to address a few 
candid words to you concerning the leading article, 
entitled “ City Temple Theology,” which appeared 
in your own journal, the British Weekly, for January 
24 ? I may assure you, at the outset, that as a 
literary critic I greatly admire you, and on account 
of this admiration, have been a regular reader of 
your productions for many years. When you agree 
with a man or a book your criticism is always excel
lent in tone and often in quality as w ell; but as an 
opponent you are almost invariably the victim of 
prejudice, bigotry, spite ; and then you become an 
object of pity to most of your friends and admirers. 
Do you remember your heartless reference to Dr. 
Pierson on the occasion of his coming from America 
to take duty at tho Metropolitan Tabernacle during 
Mr. Spurgeon’s last illness ? To any impartial 
reader that article was intended to irritate the 
popular preacher and to create a prejudice against 
him among his hearers. It would be easy to adduce 
many similar instances during the last decade or 
two. Your review, of Dr. Fitchett’s book against 
Freethought, Ithuricl's Spear, was in many respects 
very admirable, and I was in deep intellectual sym
pathy with i t ; but its tone was one of unbroken 
sarcasm and bitterness. The language you em
ployed was certainly not becoming as applied to a 
“ brother beloved” in Christ. Now your recent 
tirade against Mr. Campbell’s theology is disfigured 
from beginning to end by the same unbrothcrly 
spirit. Of course, your attack is perhaps no worse 
than those of such men as Dr. Campbell Morgan and 
Messrs. Thomas Spurgeon and Henry Varley; but 
your position as editor of a journal that circulates 
round tho civilised world renders yours all the more 
pitiablo.

Bear in mind, I am by no means a supporter of 
Mr. Campbell’s teaching. I emphatically repudiate 
all theologies, and his not a whit less than yours. I 
write this epistle simply in defence of fairplay- 
Your onslaught is anything but fair; it is the quint
essence of unfairness. Take, for example, your 
cheap sneer at the “ thunders of applause from » 
mob in the gallery." I happened to be present, in 
that very gallery, on the occasion in question, and I 
can honestly testify that “ the thunders of applause" 
came, not “ from a inob in the gallery,” but from 
numerous individuals all over the building. Your 
reference was grossly inaccurate; but, in any case, 
was it worthy of the Christ whoso name you bear, 
and of the Holy Orders in which you still stand, to 
characterise a number of people in a Christian con
gregation as “ a mob,” simply because they cheered 
views of which you disapprove? Then your allusion 
to Mr. Campbell’s “ extempore speech," “ loose argu
ment,” and “ desultory treatment,” is surely not in 
good taste. It is not brotherly. There are thos0 
who will assert that it is not even founded on fact, 
except in relation to the apparently “  extempor0 
speech.” From every point of view the whol0 
description is an exhibition of shockingly bad taste.

Your chief point against Mr. Campbell is based on 
the inference, of the truth of which you are not quit0 
sure, that he did not spend a certain number of year® 
at a theological seminary before Holy Orders wer0 
conferred upon him, and that, in consequence, he 19 
not an expert in theology ; or, in Dr. Forsyth’s el0'
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gant phrase, that his theology “ may be an amateur 
?,ne' Dr. Nicoll, can you tell us upon what

oology ig based ? Can you inform us what con- 
® itutes an expert in theology ? Are you an expert 

theology ? I f  80) on what grounds, and by what 
ean8 ? Were John and Paul experts in theology? 

tî  h°w do you explain the incontrovertible fact
on more than one fundamental point they

aterially differed the one from the other ? Which 
0 the two do you take as your authority on the per 
on and work of Christ ? You call them “ inspired 
en> ’ and if they were Divinely inspired their utter- 

oces ought to be accepted as finally conclusive on 
very subject. But you know as well as I do that 
ey both fell into grievous errors. For one thing, 
a/both believed and taught the speedy dissolution 

of fK material universe. Paul declared that the end 
in b? world was at the door, that it would happen 

bis own lifetime, and that he made such an 
^ n°uncement on the authority of the Lord. Let 

give you his very words :—
“ Behold, I tell you a m ystery: We shall not all 

®kep, but we shall all be changed, in a moment, in the 
‘Winkling of an eye, at the last trump ; for the trumpet 
shall sound, and the dead shall bo raised incorruptible, 
and we shall be changed ”  (1 Cor. xv. 51-52).

£lere is a more emphatic pronouncement still:—
“ For we would not have you ignorant, brethren, con

cerning them that fall asleep, that ye sorrow not, even 
the others, which have no hope. For if we believe 

that Jesus died and rose again, even so them also that 
a*e fallen asleep in Jesus will God bring with him. 
<or this we say unto you by the word o f the Lord that 

We that are alive, that are left unto the coming of the 
jenl, shall in no wise precede them that are fallen 

j e°p. For the Lord himself shall descend from 
heaven with a shout, with tho voice of the archangel, 
and with the trump of G od ; and the dead in Christ 
shall rise first; then we that are alive, that are left, 
shall together with them be caught up in the cloulds, to 
jheet the Lord in the air ; and so shall wo ever be with 

^  "he Lord ”  (1 Thes. iv. 111-17).
a ^  y°u no  ̂ udmit that that is the language of 
j es an who claimed to be the spokesman of the Lord 
m Christ ? He wrote those passages at the com- 
donu Divine Master. Not even the ghost of a 
hot h breathes in either. Well, Dr. Nicoll, you need 
beli f t  that either Paul was mistaken in the 
the r 0̂a  ̂ I16 wr0 ê “  by the word of the Lord,” or 
Cqjv.^ 0 . himself was mistaken in making such a 
hlte CQun.*cation to his servant. I care not which 
^oraR9̂ 70 ^ou Pre ôr’ but you are logically and 
the , b°hnd to take the one or the other, because 
)la Vcnf> so confidently predicted as being on the eve of 
nearfnin ’̂ îas not transpired yet, after the lapse of 

tWo thousand years. You, who believe in tho 
thQ u 0 authority of the Apostle, are now impaled on 

j ° r n s  of a dilemma and cannot possibly escape, 
that I ea80n ôr l i s t in g  so strongly on that point is 
at i6a inay ?ompel you to notice that on one subject, 
tionp ’ while confidently asserting that his declara- 
Pam Onc0hningitwas given “ by the word of the Lord,” 
giVe ^ as in absolute error. History has completely 
8Pect' 18 ProPhecy the lie. But if Paul’s statement re- 
authf!D-̂  one ®vont, which he claims to make on the 
be ¡n nty °f the Lord, has been historically proved to 
oar aa?PUra °̂> how can wo he expected to take him as 
of eif} b̂ority on statements which are not susceptible 
affirm fk hroof or disproof ? Iam almost prepared to 
doWn . at> since Paul’s authority has utterly broken 
accurn 0 Respect to prognostications regarding the 
t° °y or inaccuracy of which we can make our appeal
^Octrin ^  W° bave absolutely nothing to show that his 
Vati0n ° °t the person of Christ, of sin and sal-
acceptat‘* l * * * * * * ^ 'e fu ûre state, is any more worthy of 
to mean h D‘ fco break one commandment is said 
Credit p br0abing tho whole law, so, likewise, to dis- 
t° underaU- 8. deliverance on one subject is equivalent 
have caittnn*D®’ ^ on every other subject. Once you 
leogepi ®bt a man lying in one direction you can no 
follow fu bin* in any other direction. Does it not 
c°nteoti at Campbell is fully justified in the 
°Pinion 00 ^bat “ Paul’s opinion is simply Paul’s

You charge Mr. Campbell with being a mere theo
logical tyro, and with “ cheap dogmatism but surely 
your cocksureness matches his, and is no less cheap. 
In relation to the supernatural, you are both wild dog
matists and nothing more. You both deal in bald 
hypotheses, in unverified assumptions; and though 
your differences are outwardly immense, each of you 
is fully persuaded that he delivers the “ very truth of 
God,” the “ real message of Christ.” You cannot both 
be right, and you have no more right to say that Mr. 
Campbell is in the wrong than I  have to declare that you 
are both in the wrong. I have no title to indulge in 
such a declaration, because I am in possession of no 
verifying data; but I am justified in submitting that 
you are both guilty of treating assumptions, hypo
theses, beliefs and metaphysical speculations as if 
they were so many items of direct knowledge, and 
that in doing this you disregard a fundamental law 
of human thought.

There are many other points in your fierce casti
gation of Mr. Campbell I should like to dwell upon, 
but I trust I have said enough to prove that your long 
article betrays a spirit not calculated to advance the 
cause of orthodoxy in the land, or to damage that 
which Mr. Campbell has at heart, and that you are 
both indirectly helping on the steady march of 
Secularism.

I remain, with much respect and not a little 
admiration,

Sincerely yours,
F a i r p l a y .

WHEN ONE OF US WALKS ALONE.
We have walked together, my love, my love, 

Through many a weary day,
With only the ghost of a sun above 

To light us upon the way.
Yet wo have been happy, my dear, my dear,

More happy than we have known ;
Through a good old world wo have journeyed here— 

But what whon one walks alone ?

I would miss your faith, my love, my own,
In the day that may some time be,

Or haply you’d miss the comfort you've known 
In bringing your worries to me.

Oh, I am not strong, and I am not brave,
As all of my life has shown;

So I sometimes sigh o'er an unmade grave,
When one of us walks alone.

The day must come, my dear, my dear,
When one shall the shadow seek,

While the other shall wander lonely here 
In grief that he cannot speak.

Then give me your hand, sweetheart, sweetheart,
In fealty we have known,

And give me your love till at last wo part—
And one of us walks alone.

— San Francisco Call.

Gabriel Rossetti, poet and painter, was once visited by an 
East Indian prince, who said to him :

“  I wish to give you a commission to paint a portrait of 
my father.”

“  Is your father in London ? ”  asked Rossetti.
“  N o; my father is dead,” replied the Oriental.
“  Have you some photographs of him or any portrait ? "
“  We have no portraits of him of any kind."
“ How can I paint a portrait of him, then ? " asked tho 

artist. “  It is impossible. I could not think of attempting 
anything so absurd.”

“  Why is it absurd ? "  demanded the Prince gravely. 
“ You paint pictures of Mary Magdalene and Christ and 
John the Baptist, and yet you have never seen any of them. 
Why can you not paint my father ? ”

Oh, the lover may
Distrust that look which steals his soul away ; 
The babe may cease to think that it can play 
With heaven's rainbow ; alchemists may doubt 
The shining gold their crucible gives ou t;
But Faith, fanatic Faith, once wedded fast 
To some dear falsehood, hugs it to the last.

— Thomas Moore ( "  Lalla Loohh
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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 B ranch N. S. S. (North Camberwell Hall, New 

Church-road) : 7.30, Conversazione for Members and Friends.
W est H am B ranch N. S. S. (Workman’s Hall, 27 Bomford- 

road, Stratford) : 7.30, J. T. Lloyd, “ Secularism at the Bar of 
Beason.”

COÜNTEY.
E dinburgh B ranch N. S. S. (Masonic Hall, 11 Melbourne- 

place) : 6.30, Paul, “ Gospel Limericks.”
F ailswouth Secular S unday School (Pole-lane) : 6.30, Half- 

yearly Meeting.
G lasgow B ranch N. S. S. (Hall, 110 Brunswick-street) : G. W. 

Foote, 12 noon, “ Pulling Down the Old Flag : A Beview of the 
Bev. B. J. Campbell’s New Theology” ; 6.30, “ Do the Dead 
Live?”

Manchester B ranch N. S. S. (Secular Hall, Busholme-road) : 
6.30, Percy Eedfern, ‘ ‘ After Freethouglit: The Next Step.”

N ewcastle B ationalist D ebating Society (Lockhart’s Cathedral 
Café) : Thursday, Feb. 7, at 8, F. Winter, “  Some Wonders of 
the Unseen World.” With lantern illustrations.

P lymouth Nationalist Society (Foresters’ Hall, Octagon) : 7, 
F. Daniel, “ Other Worlds Than Ours.”  With lantern illustra
tions.

South Shields (Captain Duncan’s Navigation Schools, Market
place) : 7.30, Lecture arrangements.

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

FROM FICTION TO FACT.
By FR ED . BONTE.

(L A T E  A PBISON M IN IST E S.)

The History o f  a Conversion from Catholicism 
to Secularism.

Second Edition—(Revised and Enlarged.

“  One of the most remarkable pamphlets which have been
published of recent years...... A highly-instructive piece of self-
revelation.”—Reynolds’ Newspaper.

SIXTY-FOUR PAGES.

P R I C E  O N E  P E N N Y ,
Order of your Newsagent at once.

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

NOW READY.

THE SALVATION ARMY AND ITS WORK
IS, I  BELIEVE,

TH E BEST BOOK
ON THIS SUBJECT.

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

In order that it may have a large circulation, and to bring it 
within the reach of the poor, I have issued

A POPULAB EDITION IN PAPEK COYEES.
A copy of this edition post free for 2d. A dozen copies, for dis

tribution, post free for one shilling.
The National Reformer of September 4, 1892, says: “ Mr.

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

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

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

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

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

Ailments, Anosmia.
Is. ljd . and 2s. 9d. per Box.

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

2, Church Bow, Stockton-on-Tees, and 
24, Linthorpe Boad, Middlesbrough. 

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

preparations from them.

FRENCH LESSONS and Conversation Given by
Qualified Native; good English scholar and an ardent 

Freethinker ; also Translations and Postal Tuition. Moderate 
terms.—P rofessor, 60 Museum-street, W.C.

IS THE BIBLE INSPIRED?
This Useful Pamphlet by

M r . G. W . F O O T E .
Will be forwarded, post free, for

TH REE HALFPENCE,

An Eight Page Tract

B y  C. C O H E N .

PRINTED FOR FREE DISTRIBUTION.

Copies will be supplied to applicants who undertake to distribute 
them judiciously. Persons applying for considerable numbers, 
who are not known at the publishing office, must give a reference 
or some other proof of good faith. Carriage must be paid by 
applicants. The postage of one dozen will be Id., of two doze» 
2d., of fifty copies 3d., of a hundred copies 4d. Larger quantities 

by special arrangement.

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

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

W HAT IS RELIGION?
An Address delivered before the American Free Religious 

Association at Boston, June 2, 1899.
Price Twopence.

Take a Road of Your Own
Or, Individuality and Mental Freedom

By COLONEL R. G. INGERSOLL
PBICE ONE PENNY

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

By G. W. F O O T E .
“  I have read with great pleasure youi Book oj Ood. You have 

shown with perfect clearness the absurdity of Dean Farrar’0 
position I congratulate yon on your book. It will do great good, 
because it is filled with the best of sense expressed with force 
beauty."—Colonel I ngersoll.

“ A volume we strongly recommend........Ought to be in tb®
hands of every earnest and sincere inquirer.” —Reynolds's Nev>r 
paper.

Bound in Stout Paper Covers- • - - 1/-
Bound in Good C l o t h ...........................2/-T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Nswcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.O.
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. T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y ,
(LIMITED)

Company Limited by Guarantee.
Registered Office—2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 

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

non ISl?fiety was Iormea in 1898 to afford legal security to the 
Th It and application of funds for Secular purposes.

0 ^  Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society's 
should v,are ‘—Yo Promote the principle that human conduct 
n&tn i v,0 ?)aaed nPon natural knowledge, and not upon super- 
end , “ehef, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 

oi all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
„1 Trornote universal Secular Education. To promote the com- 

.0 ^ “nlarisation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such 
hoMU tni.n8a as are conducive to such objects. Also to have, 
or h’ rece'ye> and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 

e9neathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of 
rr,PaT osea of the Society.

sbo Pi ,ability of members is limited to £1, in case the Society 
UabiTr™ k® w°und up and the assets were insufficient to cover 

uities—a most unlikely contingency.
Van*?01”610 Pay an entrance fee of ton shillings, and a subsequent 

Th inscription of five shillings, 
larv Booiety haa a considerable number of members, but a much 
Sain a nuffiker is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
it amongst those who read this announcement. All who join 
Its r ttl01Pate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of 
ti o ° 7 ro<*- It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa
t e  K • no member, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from 
anv J?0I6ty- either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in

Tha r wPatever-
direct °ciety’a affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
tWei ora> consisting of not less than five and not more than 

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

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

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

The Society's solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Battcock 28 
Rood-lane, Fenchurch-street, London, E.C.

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

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

WORKS BY G. W . FOOTE.
AND MORALITY 2d., post Jd.

,j,E AND BEER. Showing the absurdity of basing 
eetotalism on the Christian Scriptures. Careful, thorough, 
nd accurate. Freethinkers should keep this pamphlet by 

‘W  4d„ posted.
HANDBOOK FOR FREETHINKERS AND IN

QUIRING CHRISTIANS. A new edition, revised and 
andsomely printed. Cheap edition, paper cover, Is. Gd. :

BlBT p \ 2a- 6d"  post 2*d“ BE HEROES Npw

bible11

o 1 HEROES. New edition. Each part, paper Is., post Id 
uperior edition (200 pages), complete, cloth, 2s. 6d., 

BlB?pt2*d-
Grl ROMANCES. Popular edition, with Portrait, paper 

•> post 2Jd. Superior edition (1G0 pages), cloth 2s.,
C j P°st2$d. ' '

BISTIANITY a n d  p r o g r e s s
„J 'on . Recommended by Mr.

CRRlam Neighbor. Id., post id.
^bTlANlTY AND SECULARISM. Four Nights' Public 

ebate with the Rev. Dr. James McCann. Paper, Is. ; 
GRljrp ' la> 6a-> post 2d.

“JES OF CHRISTIANITY. 
kven to standard authorities.

Second and cheaper 
Robert Blatchford in God

Hundreds of references are 
No pains have been spared toj Y j . r  « » w u u i w u  u i u u u u u u i u a .  i i u  j j n i i n o  i i a  v u c o u  o p i c u  t u

In V ^le work a complete, trustworthy, final, unanswerable 
jv  'otment of Christianity. The Tree is judged by its 

U,t. ninth in A A nr, 1 Oa fid nnot. M
Christianity

Cloth (244 pp.), 2s. Gd., post 3d.
HAr ^ j^BM ON S  AND OTHER FANTASIAS. 8d., post Id.

0j ON GOD. Containing all the passages in the works 
l)Rjvp arw'n bearing on the subject of religion. Gd., post Id. 

Jur CE °P  FREE SPEECH. Three hours’ Address to the 
jn y before Lord Coleridge. With Special Preface and 

BROPpY F°°tnotes. 4d., post Id.
fnr . Q THE D E V IL : and Other Free Church Per-

PRo w f p «068- 2d"  P°st d̂'Post nP °P  FREETHOUGHT. First Series, cloth, 2s. Gd., 
Goj) . • Second Series, cloth 2s. Gd., post 3d.
God n , CHICAGO. A useful Tract. Per 100, Gd., post 4d. 

Nnto B THE KING. An English Republican’s Coronation
Ha l l  a e  2a"  post *d-ACOft, . SCIENCE LIBEL CASE, with Full and True 
iN plD pr^  °I “  Leeds Orgies.” 3d., post Id.

8d. r. HEATH-BEDS. Second edition, much enlarged. 
^BTEb'vte Superfine paper in clotli, Is. 3d., post ljd .
IS SOCTAr V WITH THE DEVIL. 2d., post Jd.

Annil w SOUND? Four Nights’ Public Debate with 
8̂ IR E  esant> Is., post ljd . ; cloth, 2s., post 2Jd.

Id. tlA[i, pEE INSPIRED ? A Criticism of Lux Mundi.
inGe  •’ p 8t id-
,  PA1?p PBISM d e f e n d e d  a g a i n s t  a r c h d e a c o n  
J °h n m AtT - 2d’ ’ post id<
^BTTEPq rTEY AS A FREETHINKER. 2d., post Jd.
^ T E R s S  teoEt CriERGY- (128PP-)‘ I«-post 2d.TO JESUS CHRIST.

LIE IN FIVE CHAPTERS; or, Hugh Price Hughes’ Con
verted Atheist. Id., post Jd.

MRS. BESANT’S THEOSOPHY. A Candid Criticism. 
2d., post Jd.

MY RESURRECTION. A Missing Chapter from the Gospel 
of Matthew. 2d., post Jd.

PECULIAR PEOPLE. An Open Letter to Mr. Justice Wills. 
Id., post Jd.

PHILOSOPHY OF SECULARISM. 3d., post Jd. 
REMINISCENCES OF CHARLES BRADLAUGH. 6d., 

post Id.
ROME OR ATHEISM? The Great Alternative. 3d., post Id. 
ROYAL PAUPERS. Showing what Royalty does for the 

People and what the People do for Royalty. 2d., post Jd. 
SALVATION SYRUP; or, Light on Darkest England. A 

Reply to General Booth. 2d., post Jd.
SECULARISM AND THEOSOPHY." A Rejoinder to Mrs. 

Besant. 2d., post Jd.
THE BOOK OF GOD, in the Light of the Higher Criticism, 

With Special Reference to Dean Farrar’s Apology. Paper. 
Is .; cloth, 2s., post 2d.

THE GRAND OLD BOOK. A Reply to the Grand Old Man. 
An Exhaustive Answer to the Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone’s 
Impregnable Rock of Holy Scripture. I s .; bound in cloth, 
Is. Gd., post ljd .

THE BIBLE GOD. 2d., post Jd.
THE ATHEIST SHOEMAKER and the Rev. nugh Price 

Hughes. Id., post Jd.
THE IMPOSSIBLE CREED. An Open Letter to Bishop 

Magee on the Sermon on the Mount. 2d., post Jd.
THE SIGN OF THE CROSS. A Candid Criticism of Mr.

Wilson Barret’s Play. Gd., post ljd .
THE DYING ATHEIST. A Story. Id., post Jd.
THEISM OR ATHEISM ? Public Debate between G. W. 

Foote and the Rev. W. T. Lee. Verbatim Report, revised 
by both Disputants. Well printed and neatly bound. 
Is., post ljd .

THE NEW CAGLIOSTRO. An Open Letter to Madame 
Blavatsky. 2d., post Jd.

THE JEWISH LIFE OF CHRIST. Being the Seplier Toldoth 
Jcshu, or Book of the Generation of Jesus. Edited, with an 
Historical Preface and Voluminous Notes, by G. W. Foote 
and J. M. Wheeler. Gd., post Id.

THE PASSING OF JESUS. The Last Adventures of the 
First Messiah. 2d., post Jd.

WAS JESUS INSANE ? A Searching Inquiry into the Mental 
Condition of the Prophet of Nazareth. Id., post Jd.

WHAT IS AGNOSTICISM? With Observations on Huxley, 
Bradlaugh, and Ingersoll, and a Reply to George Jacob 
Holyoake ; also a Defence of Atheism. 3d., post Jd.

WHO WAS THE FATHER OF JESUS ? 2d., post Jd. 
WILL CHRIST SAVE US? Gd., post Id.4d., post Jd.

The Pioneer Press, 2 Newoastle-street, Farringdon-street, London, E.C.



SPECIAL COURSE OF

SUNDAY EVENING LECTURES
BY

Mr.  G. W. FOOTE.
AT THE

Q U E E N ’S ( M I N O R )  HALL,
LA N G H A M  PLACE, LONDON, W .

FEBRUARY 10— —

Mr. CAMPBELLS “ NEW THEOLOGY.”

Subjects for February 17 and 24 will be announced later.

Doors Open at 7. Chair taken at 7.30. Admission Free. Seats Is. and 6d.

NOW READY.

THE NEW TESTAMENT MANUSCRIPTS;
OR,

Christianity Completely Undermined.
W I T H  F A C - S I M I L E S  O F  M S S .

By J O S E P H  S Y M E S ,  j
A New Edition. Price THREE PENCE.

Post free, THREE PENCE HALFPENNY.

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

N O W  R E A D Y .

THE MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA
OR, THE

DEATH OF THE CLASSICAL WORLD
AN ADDEHSS AT CHICAGO BY

M. M. M A N G A S A R I A N .

Price One Penny.
P O S T  F R E E ,  T H R E E  H A L F P E N C E .

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