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Others, I  doubt not, if  not we,
The issue of our toils shall see ;
Young children gather as their own 
The harvest that the dead had sown,
The dead forgotten and unknown.

—A. H. CLOUGII.

S a t a n ,

Carducci, the great Italian poet and Freethinker, 
has just been buried at Bologna amidst the 
of a whole nation, made himself famous forty

y®ars ago by his Hymn to Satan. The very title of 
Doom Jo  _____U ___ „ , 1 1  „

Sat
poem is enough to upset the godly. To treat

 ̂ an with respect and even admiration is shocking ; 
address him as if he were intellectually and 

orally superior to Jehovah is blasphemy. This is 
it strikes the orthodox Christian. But in this, 

. ln so many other matters, the orthodox Christian 
8 Wr°ng.

Satan is the great, vague, impressive figure of the 
k *e. When the “ sons of God present themselves 
CQ 0re Lord ” in the first chapter of Job, Satan 
jjj e.8 ais° amongst them, and the Lord addresses 
e ® ln terms of the highest courtesy. They bow to 
And ° ^ er iik° a couple of old Castilian nobles, 
of i.-Ŵ en b̂e compliments are over the Lord boasts 
Sat18 Servan  ̂ as a fine and noble fellow; but 
ex u* ^ rows cold water on the heat of the Lord’s 

.ion by asking tho dramatic and searching 
*af o n , ‘‘D°th Job fear God for nought?” This 
jj.. a tresh view of the case; the Lord had not seen
tu 'V ^at light before ; so he resolved to put Job to 

test.
h i ^ an *s bero the challenger. Ho asks the Deity 
abo  ̂ ^  be *s Pert°ctly sure of what he is talking
ie * -And is it not curious that while one account
| g ®cnts the Lord as tempting David to number
Ijj another account represents Satan as tempting 
cj ... 0 take the census—which was certainly a stop in 
pupation ? Over against the Lord, with his omni- 
Wifch006 an<* bi® cocksure omniscience, stands Satan 
cUst tae Probe of his perpetual interrogation. Ancient 
g0lj,OIn 1® confronted with the spirit of novelty— 
I8 c°nservatism with the quick spirit of revolt, 
the 8f  ̂ Should it be so ? Shall it bo so ? Such is 
v^ai6 erna  ̂ gradation of questioning which is the 

It essence of all progress.
Iq fhis spirit of revolt that Carducci addressed 
t°u ,6 Hynin to Satan. In our own smaller way we 
Irua d the 8ame point, many years ago, in an 
h!ichlnary Conversation we wrote between Satan and 
fuj ~eb After reminding Michael of his unsuccess- 
c°Urt °r  ̂t0 S6nd a breatb of freedom through tho 
of nn 8 v°* beaven, Satan continues (in that old piece 

°°r8) in the following((r
len animal°  ah who fight against servitude and somno- 

heroes and martyrs of liberty and progress

manner :—

in every age have drunk of the strength of my spirit. I 
inspire the revolter, the scorner, the sceptic, the satirist. 
I still distribute the fruit of the Tree of Knowledge. I 
am the soul of the world. The fire of my inspiration 
may consume, but it gives unspeakable rapture. I am 
the Prometheus of the universe, and keep it from stag
nating under the icy hand of power. Milton, Goethe, 
and Byron made me the hero of their groatest poems, 
and felt my power in despite of themselves. Burns 
spoke of me with a tenderness he never displayed 
towards God. Wits and humorists own my sway. I 
moved the minds of Aristophanes and Lucian, of 
Erasmus and Rabelais, and through tho pen of Voltaire 
I shattered the mental slavery of Europe. I am the 
lightning of the human mind. I level thrones and 
altars, and annihilate blinding customs. With the goad 
of a restless aspiration I urge men on, until they out
grow faith and fear, until the Slave stands erect before 
the Tyrant and defies his curse."

The statement that Satan is the hero of Milton’s, 
Goethe’s, and Byron’s groatest poems is perfectly 
true. Let us look at the facts of the case for a 
moment.

Milton’s genius dilates to its greatest capacity 
whenever Satan appears upon the scene. God the 
Father, in Paradise Lost, is a pompous old fogey, and 
God the Son is a prosy prig—but Satan is always 
magnificent. What a grand picture Milton draws of 
the fallen archangel, with his splendid presence, his 
sleepless intellect, his indomitable pride, and his 
invincible courage. Some of Cromwell’s charac
teristics crept into the portrait. The great Begicido 
sat as one of the models for tho great Rebel—and 
tho result gives the poem its finest majesty. And 
when Satan is humiliated, as in the hissing-snakes 
episode, wo feel shocked and pained as at the spec
tacle of fallen greatness trampled into the dust. 
This also is very noteworthy. God the Father never 
shivers at the thought of his creatures’ damnation ; 
he is only concerned to vindicate his own character ; 
but Satan, as he watches the innocent couple in hap
piness in the garden, feels compunction at making 
them pawns in the game between himself and the 
lord of heaven, and deplores the necessity of having 
to do what else, though damned, he would abhor.

Goethe puts nearly all the intellect, and all tho 
best of the morality, of Faust into the mouth of 
Mephistopheles. Satan thus became, for the great 
German poet, the spokesman of all sorts of daring 
ideas and profound reflections. Mephistopheles is 
the real soul of Faust. Faust himself, and Marguerite, 
are but the foils for that subtle and audacious spirit. 
Sentimentalism has made too much of them. For, 
after all, there is great force in Lamb’s question as 
to Marguerite’s value, and his remark that Marlow 
gave his Faust no less a star of beauty and romance 
than Helen of Greece.

And does not Satan dominate in Byron’s superb 
Vision of Judgment ? Southey, George III., Michael 
himself—these are all nothing to the tremendous 
figure of the lord of hell. All the rebellious force of
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Byron’s own nature went to the composition of that 
grand design. “ And where he gazed a gloom per
vaded space.” Magnificent—yes, and true! For the 
rebel’s spirit must, first of all, cast a gloom over the 
sparkling inanities of false and foolish life.

“ Sabbathless Satan,” as Charles Lamb quaintly 
called him, is the ideal of energy and activity. He 
is also the ideal of intelligence. His worst enemy 
never called him a fool. Even the clergy admit that 
he represents what they call the pride of intellect. 
And thus it is that they call every sceptic who looks 
as if he meant business “ a child of the Devil.” To 
believe what they preach, and do what they say, and 
pay what they demand, is to be a child of God.

Jehovah, on the other hand, only represents irre
sponsible power. All the bloody wars, all the deli
berate wickedness, all the abominable cruelty in the 
Bible are the work of his hands, or the execution of 
his orders, or the perpetration of his friends. The 
Bible calls the Devil the father of lies ; but even this 
is a wretched slander—for when the Lord wanted a 
lying spirit to go forth and fill the mouths of the 
prophets so that Ahab might be led on to his doom 
at Ramoth-Gilead, there was no need to send to hell 
for a clever practitioner ; the Lord found an excellent 
volunteer at his very elbow in heaven.

Why should not men, if they must worship some
body, worship Satan for a change ? We never heard 
of anything really to the discredit of this personage. 
Ho never taught men to love their enemies—and 
hate all who differed from them ; he never incited 
men to cut each other’s throats for a difference of 
opinion ; he never instigated religious wars ; he never 
aided in the oppression and spoliation of the people ; 
he never countenanced slavery and the degradation 
of women ; he never promised to damn people through 
all eternity for exercising their wits and trusting to 
their common sense. “ The name of God has fenced 
about all crime with holiness,” as Shelley said; but 
no such charge was ever brought against Satan. He 
is cleaner, sweeter, more moral, and in every way 
more eligible as an object of worship than his great 
rival. But the principal advantage, it appears to us, 
is that he allows people to think—nay, urges them to 
think. In this respect, ho is an improvement on all 
the gods we ever heard of. So three cheers for Satan!

G. W. Foote.

Bruno.—III.

(Concluded from p. 100.)
To appreciate the difficulties in the way of intel
lectual development is to appreciate Bruno’s service 
to the race. It is also to appreciate the hostility of 
the Church towards him. The greatest difficulty of 
all was the power of the Church—a power so pene
trative that people in the highest positions were 
afraid to whisper their innermost thoughts, even 
within the confines of their own houses. Every man 
might be a spy upon his neighbor, and an anonymous 
accusation meant years of imprisonment, or more 
fortunately, a speedy death. The Church was fighting 
for its life and shrank from no measure to perpetuate 
its existence. At this, Bruno struck, first by attack
ing the principle of authority as represented in both 
the Church and the schools, and next, more solidly, 
by rejecting the whole mass of doctrines which sug
gested a supernatural interference with the order of 
nature for the benefit of man. It is true that he 
never rejected specifically the idea of God; but his 
God was more or less of a Spinozistic Deity, which 
for all serviceable purposes is no God at all. In 
calling the un-Theism of Bruno—as it afterwards did 
that of Spinoza—Atheism, the Church was correct. 
For whether one identifies God and Nature, or rules 
God out and leaves Nature only, is merely a differ
ence in statement. To be religiously serviceable, 
God must be a ruler. To say that all is God, or that 
nothing is God, is practical Atheism, whatever meta
physical distinctions may be drawn to the contrary.

Bruno’s teaching gives no place for the miraculofl5’ 
no place for prayer—save as an aspiration—and no 
place even for immortality, save as a reabsorption ot 
the individual into the infinite.

As Bruno did his work in breaking down the mere 
authority of the Church, so he helped to give his age 
a sounder scientific knowledge. In this his great 
work was to bring men back to a study of nature as 
the only source from which truth could be derived' 
Science was still largely dominated by metaphysics* 
ideas and more or less magical formulae. Agai®SJ 
this Bruno protested, as Bacon did after him, although 
Mr. McIntyre is probably correct in attributing 
Bruno’s insistence upon the study of nature as being 
due more to his poetic temperament than to augb" 
else. Still, the scientific temper was there, and16 
shown in his quick seizing on old and new scientist 
conceptions, as well as by the nature of many of bi3 
illustrations. Among the Greeks the Atomists appear 
to have had the greatest attraction, and he g*ve,s 
hearty praise to the “ deep thought of the learns® 
Lucretius,” and there is to be traced the influence o 
Lucretius in his teaching that matter produces al 
its forms, not from something external, but from
own inherent properties. He was also quick to p1 

- •• ■ aD°
° ~ * " ' - He was also quick to per'

ceive the importance of the Copernican theory, ao®
- - - - -  - — ■ • ■ allchampioned it against Catholic and Protestant in a,11 

his wanderings. He said of Copernicus: “ There 15 
more understanding in two of his chapters than 'j1 
the whole philosophy of nature of Aristotle and a* 
the Peripatetics.” And in combining the Lucretia® 
and the Copernican teaching, and concluding tbâ  
the fixed stars wore suns, each with its attend»0 
system, with probably inhabited planets, and tba 
these systems extend throughout infinite space, 
may agree with Large that his work was almost ftS 
important as the doctrine of the revolution of lb 
earth. One may further agree with another wrfier 
that had Bruno been permitted by the Inquisition 
sum up and reduce all his doctrines to order, tbe 
history of philosophy would have been considerably 
shortened.

How far Bruno influenced Bacon it is im p o s s ib ,c 
to say. There is no certainty that Bruno and Baco° 
met while the former was in England, and there 
I believe, only one reference to Bruno in Bacon 
writings. On other writers Bruno’s influence is mne 
clearer. The points of resemblance between bb0 
teachings of Bruno and that of Spinoza, DescarteS 
and later writers such as Scliolling and Leibnitz, ar® 
many and clear. Leibnitz was accused of dravvi®» 
his whole system of “ Monads ” from Bruno, and 111 
the case of Spinoza, the dwelling on one principle 
the cause or substance of the Universe, the identic 
cation of the highest kind of knowledge with the 
of God, the assertion of the perfection of everytbi®jj 
after its kind, and the discussion of the nature &®d 
function of morals, are all reminiscent of Bru®0' 
The terms are used with greater exactitude by 
Spinoza, and the conclusions worked out &°r.e 
logically, but the relationship is pretty clear. 
Frederick Polloch suggests that it was probably 
through Van den Ende, Spinoza’s sceptical tut®,1’’ 
that the later became acquainted with Bruno 
writings. The same writer also points out tb® 
Spinoza’s not mentioning Bruno by name does ®° 
prove non-acquaintance. Those wore days when 
were imprisoned or damned for the company tb
kept as well as for what they said and did, and to b® 
silent concerning one’s mentors was often a necessfiy 
of the situation. ,

After this digression, we may return once more  ̂
Bruno. It is probable that Bruno never fully reah®® 
the danger he was in until his trial before tb 
Inquisition at Venice. Then his eyes were op®®e 
by the request of the Papal Government that b 
should bo sent to Rome for trial. To the questi°Dj 
put to him he gave a full and fair amount of his r0̂  
teaching, repudiating some of the charges ag»11? g 
him. The statement that Bruno recanted at Ven1® 
is accepted rather too readily by Mr. M cln^1̂  
bearing in mind that such recantation does not g 
with after accounts of his conduct, and that 1
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information comes to us from the side of his enemies. 
Resides, it was to the interest of the Church that so 
well known a character as Bruno should; and in such 
Cfises, it has never shown any compunction in manu
facturing material to meet its requirements. Or some 
cxpression of formal submission to the Church in 
doctrinal matters may have been tortured into a 
recantation. And Mr. McIntyre notes: “ One thing 
is certain, he never either then or afterwards recanted, 
?r in any sense withdrew, a single proposition belong- 
lng to his philosophical creed.”

Whatever hopes Bruno may have entertained con
cerning the protection of the Venetian government, 
Were doomed to disappointment. For reasons of its 
own, \  enice just then wished to stand well with 
Rome, and sacrificed to a political necessity, Bruno 
was formally handed over and entered the prison of 
oe Inquisition at Rome on February 27, 1593.̂  For 

foe next seven years there is an absolute blank in our 
^formation concerning Bruno. The torture of such 
years of confinement to a nature such as his is beyond 
90estion. Whether actual torture or not was applied 
1 1 a Matter of conjecture, but it is at least probable. 
We know that the Holy Office had gone to great 
double to secure him, for Bruno was no oidinary 

Citizen who might be seized, tried and executed in 
F. space of a few days. That they should have kept 
"ci so long a prisoner is, as Mr. McIntyre says, a 
estimony of how much more important in their eyes 

"'is Bruno than other heretics.
At length, on the 14th of J a n u a r y ,  1599, Bruno was 

ro"ght to trial, among his judges being no less than 
S'xteen Cardinals. Again in February and in the 
°> owing December, the prisoner was brought forth 
 ̂the hope of securing a recantation. Bruno declared 

wili° Fnns tbe report—” that he neither ought nor
for recanf> that ho has nothing to recant, no matter 
r0c„’'®cantati°n, does not know what he ought to 
Was d • ^  length, on the 8th of February, 1G0G, it 
over ?Cc'ded to pass sentence, and he was handed 
gre .to the secular power to be punished ‘‘with as 
hlood,, emen°y as possible, and without effusion of 
in„ the Church’s hypocritical formula for burn- 
exl  ,lve- Bruno heard the sentence ho must have 
his f bear without showing any concern, and
yoiir̂ f15011? ret°rt to his judges, “ Greater perhaps is 
k0a • eaF pronouncing my sentence than mine in 
hoigi^ was tho full expression of his real nature, 
t r i b o , hy tho contempt ho must have felt for the 

^ " a l that condemned him. 
haj ^ ter period, defenders of the Church have 
^"rd 110 ^raco ho ashamed of Bruno’s judicial 
of qi °F- . And their defence has taken the usual line 
BrQnns^ an defence—a lie. It has been denied that 
is (.jj0 Was burned, and the ground for the statement 
refe ° scantiness of references to the event. The 
ar6 alDCe8’ ^  must be admitted, are few, but they 

e<llla ê, particularly when allied with Bruno’s 
to bis j*ran?Q from the scene. There are references 
■̂ hero • arn*°g in two contemporary news letters. 
paov n1,8 a t̂0 an account in the reports of the Com- 
■̂ai&f ^°bn the Beheaded, whose duty it was to 

bnrni Gr condemned, giving an account of the
BrilnaS of ‘‘Giordano, son of the late Giovanni 
an i ° ’ an. Apostate Friar of Nola in the Kingdom, 
fr0tnBpenitent heretic.” Finally, there is a letter 
Life °“° Gaspar Schopp—given in full in Mr. Frith’s 
exon; Bruno—a converted Protestant, giving an 
Bays g ^ acco"nt of tho burning. “ He was burned,” 
tel], j ChoPP> “ and perished miserably, and is gone to 
h°4 , ,SuPPose, in those other worlds of his fancy, 
With i r> blasPbem°u8 and tho impious are dealt 
Bam0 r̂ ^ OI:no'” An agreeable thing to learn of this 
^ b a ss  '3 b̂a  ̂ ^ord Digly, whilo English
b°fse whipr ®Pa’n> caused him to be soundly

f°rtb f '1Q February, 1GOO, Bruno was led
year of^T- Piason f°r tho last time. It was a 
*̂8&itar' ^ee -n ^ ome ! the city was crowded with 

burninp1G ’ au<* amidst the general festivities his 
burniZ T *  a mere incident. In addition, the 

r*vet ur eretics was not so unusual an event as 
Public attention upon it. It was amidst all

the paraphernalia of a public holiday that Bruno, 
clad in the sombre sanbenito, and surrounded by 
chanting priests with tho symbols of the faith ho 
must by now have learned to detest, marched to tho 
stake. Death had no terrors for him. Long before 
he had written “ The practical test of a perfect 
philosophy is when one, by the height of his specu
lations,, is so far withdrawn from bodily things as
hardly to feel pain...... He who is deeply moved by
the thought of some other thing does not feel the 
pangs of death.” Prophetically, he had also declared 
that torches of fifty or a hundred would not fail him, 
even though it be midday, should it be his fate to die 
in a Roman Catholic country. His expectation was 
not disappointed, nor did he over-estimate the 
strength of his philosophy. Without a word he 
submitted to be bound to the stake. In the 
customary manner, a crucifix was held up to his 
face, from which ho turned “ with a terribly 
menacing countenance.” The crucifix was probably 
red-hot, which was also a common custom on such 
occasions. A little while, and all was over ; one of 
the bravest of the sons of men had helped by his 
death, as he had done by his life, to awaken men to 
the folly of superstition and the danger of ignorance.

Neither hypnotised by religion, nor supported by 
sympathisers, Bruno died a martyr’s death ; and at 
the side of his martyrdom, that of the religious 
fanatic is cheap and tawdry. Few have lived a 
braver life ; none have died a nobler death. “ As 
men die, so they walk among Posterity,” says a 
modern writer ; and among posterity the name of 
Bruno is honored wherever men revere intellectual 
ability and manly fortitude. The triumph of the 
Church was, after all, but temporary; it was losing 
its hold on the world then, it has been losing its 
hold ever since. To-day Bruno’s beloved Italy is 
free from tho rule of tho Church, if it is not yet 
wholly from the rule of superstition. His statue, 
raised by the loving help of thousands, looks down 
proudly over the spot where his body was consumed. 
The Reign of tho Ass is not yet over, but its rule is 
declining, its subjects a dwindling number. And 
among those who have helped to dethrone the Ass 
and establish Reason, high place must be given to 
Giordano Bruno, “ The Awakener.” p „

Appalling Facts,
------»-----

DOES the world not know that February 5 was the 
third National Passive Resistance Day, and that an 
inevitable series of public meetings marked its cele
bration ? There was first of all a Divine Service, at 
which the Rev. G. Campbell Morgan, D.D., delivered 
a remarkable discourse in glorification of theprinciples 
and doctrines of the National Free Church Council. 
The subject was “ Authority in Religion,” and the 
treatment was in Dr. Morgan’s usual dogmatic stylo. 
Ho did not specifically mention the New Theology, 
but at one or two points it was quite clear that he 
had it in his mind’s eye. His central point was that 
“ no man can live tho religious life save under autho
rity,” or that “ the very essence of religion is the 
recognition of the necessity for obodience to autho
rity, if a man is himself to reign in life.” I have no 
wish to challenge that statement; but it may be 
well to remind Dr. Morgan that, judged by his own 
definition, he does not live the religious life. “ There 
can be no religion,” he repeats, “ unless there is 
authority,” and, ho ought to have added, unless 
there is obedience to that authority. Now, the 
authority to which religious people ought to bow in 
complete submission is the will of Christ; and of 
tho will of Christ thoro is a perfect expression in the 
Bible. Dr. Morgan informed us, in a much-applauded 
lecture, given only a fow weeks ago, that to him the 
Bible is the inspired and infallible Word of God. 
Therefore the Bible is to him an authority to which 
ho is bound to render absolute obedience, if he desires 
“ himself to reign in life.” This is the rule by which 
he is to regulate his conduct on every occasion. But



116 THE FREETH IN K ER F ebr u ar y  24,

this Divine and infallible rale of life distinctly 
condemns all resistance, passive as well as active. 
“ Resist not evil,” the heavenly Guide-book says; 
and yet Dr. Morgan is a member of the National 
Passive Resistance League. “ Is any among you 
sick ? Let him call for the elders of the church, and 
let them pray over him, anointing him with oil in 
the name of the Lord ; and the prayer of faith shall 
save him that is sick, and the Lord shall raise him 
up,” says the King of the souls and bodies of men; 
and yet when a member of Dr. Morgan’s household 
falls ill he sends for his medical adviser and relies on 
the prescribed drugs, whon he ought to take his 
stand with the Peculiar People and follow the direc 
tion of the Infallible Book at whatever cost.

From the orthodox point of view this is a most 
appalling fact. Christ is worshiped as the only one 
whose every word is law, and the Bible is declared to 
be a perfect and final revelation of his will; and yet 
in daily life his worshipers deliberately set his 
precepts aside and act as if they were not aware of 
his existence at all. Either the Bible is not the 
infallible Word of God, or these orthodox preachers 
and their followers are not Christians. Their religion 
is an affair of the emotions and the lips, an unctuous 
profession without the corresponding practice.

Dr. Morgan proceeded to show that only the 
Free Churches know the very innermost of Chris
tianity. It is hidden from the Catholic and Anglican 
communions. The members of these erratic Churches 
cannot see the one absolutely authoritative Teacher 
for the Pope, the Priest and the Sacrament. It is 
the Free Churches alone which are in direct and 
immediate communication with the Sovereign Lord 
of the Universe. Such is the dogmatic claim of Dr. 
Campbell Morgan. “ My brethren,” he said, “ our 
foundation principles as Free Churchmen are, first, 
the authority of Christ and the right of every soul 
to seek him immediately, the Fatherhood of God, and 
the relation of every soul to him, in direct fellowship 
for the sustenance of life, the guidance of Christ, 
and the duty of every soul to apply directly to him 
for the instruction needed in all conduct.” Pity 
blind Catholicism and more than half-blind Angli
canism ! At last the Free Churches have arisen, and 
soon all other Churches will haye to retire covered 
with everlasting confusion and shame ! But that is 
all rhetoric, empty rhetoric, reckless dogmatism, 
dictated by a wicked spirit of self-righteousness and 
self-complacency.

Here is more rhetoric, and worse, if possible :—
“ If, indeed, Christ is the perpetual guide in the matter 

of conduct, our positive teaching to our own people, the 
constructive work that we are doing, is that of attempt
ing to compel our people not to listen to our view, or 
accept our interpretation, or to follow our guidance, but 
to remit the whole of lifo, individual, social, civic, 
national, to the judgment of Jesus Christ and to the 
ways of Jesus Christ.”

And yet, according to Protestant orthodoxy, Jesus 
Christ condemns Passive Resistance and proclaims 
the needlessness of doctors and their medicines, and 
the leaders of the Free Churches take no heed 
whatever.

Here is another appalling fact. Before he left the 
earth Christ promised to dwell in his Church to tho 
end of the world; to protect it from all error and 
lead it into all the tru th ; to guide it in all its 
deliberations and inspire all its actions. Has he 
fulfilled that gracious promise ? If he has, how are 
we to account for the dark deeds of tho Church 
throughout most of its history ? If he has, how are 
we to explain the existence of Catholicism, Anglican
ism, and Nonconformity, as well as the jealousy and 
hostility between them ? This is an old argument, 
but it needs to be driven home afresh and with 
greater force than ever to-day. Even Dr. Morgan is 
staggered by the deplorable truth that underlies it. 
Preaching to Passive Resisters he had the subject of 
education at the back of his mind all the time, and 
at last he brought it to the front thus :—

“ Does it not seem to be almost an appalling shame if 
it is not possible for the whole Catholic Church to find

some statement of truth concerning Jesus Christ 
we may unitedly present to tho children of our lau 
Does it not seem, if that be so, an appalling thing <

Dr. Morgan knows right well that Roman Catholi®s’ 
Anglican Catholics, and Free Catholics, as ho ca
them, if they met in conference, which is not an a 
likely, if even possible, could not find any comr®0̂  
ground. These communions differ essentially, ana 
there can be no ground common to the three.
yet they all claim to bo led by the same Holy Ghos > 
and to “ remit the whole of life , individual^ scci  ̂
civic, national, to the judgment of Jesus Christ aC 
to the ways of Jesus Christ.” Is it any won
then, that, as Mr. Campbell says, “ intelligent in 
take little notice of preachers and sermons, and tfi 
the religiously-minded layman is such a rarity as 
be noteworthy ? ” Mr. Campbell goes further a 
observes that if it were not for tho social activ it1 
in connection with them, a good many of the Church 
would have to be shut up.

Here is another appalling fact. If the Churchy 
cannot find some common ground, if a comprom1̂  
between them is not practicable, then Dr. Morgan 
prepared, most reluctantly, to put up with E6cu 
education. Note his words:—

‘ If that be impossible, then there is only one 
left to us, and that is that those of us who believe in

tin»?
this

spiritual conception of religion, shall deliberately ^   ̂
any and every Government of whatever P a r t y — There 
only one thing for you to do, and that is for the S»®
absolutely to leave religion alone........It is a sad this®
and a sorry thing, if the varied branches of the Cath° 
Church cannot find some simple, shall I say residue®’ 
of Christian truth, some substratum of Christian doctn^ 
which we may present to the children. But if we cann 
come together, then there is nothing for it, I  repeat, *> , 
that the State shall take its hand off the matter 
religious teaching.”

Rather than that religion, as understood by 
Roman or the Anglican, should bo taught in t*1 
State schools, Dr. Morgan would prefer to have 0 
religion taught in them. Beyond Oowper-Templm® 
ho will not go. Ho will protest against every othe
form of religious training by refusing to pay the
education rate. What a deplorable position f°r 
clergyman to occupy ! The Rev. Stewart Headla® 
holds tho same ground, and for the samo reaso°' 
He is as opposed to Cowper-Templeism as F j 
Morgan is to the English Church Catechism, 
admit that on this point Mr. Headlam is perfect i 
consistent. Ho wants the samo religious teacbm® 
to he imparted in the State schools as in the St® 
Church, which is quite intelligible. But Dr. MorgaIj 
is opposed to all State interference in the affairs 
tho Church. If possible, he would disestablish a°, 
disendow the Episcopal Church to-morrow ; and ye 
ho wishes to establish and endow some form of 
ligion acceptable to himself in the State sebom ’ 
which is the height of inconsistency. Ecclesias^1® 
ally, ho stands firm and immovable on the princi]? 
that it is not the proper function of the State 
teach religion to adults ; but educationally, ho 
that principle to the winds, and maintains that it 
the proper function of the State to teach religion 
children on week-days if it agrees to teach a form 
religion that meets with his approval. Hovv u, 
speakably nobler and more consistent is the attit° 
taken up by such men as the late Dr. Dale and F 
Guinness Rogers. f

Dr. Morgan is unquestionably a great preach® ’ 
and I, for one, enjoy listening to, though totally.0!? 
agreeing with, him ; but his theology cannot vi»° 
cate itself before the facts of the world. His co 
ception of Christianity is only one among many, 
he is powerless to prove its superiority. Those o° 
side all theologies and churches do not hesitate 
lump them together, and say, They are but so m®*1' 
humanly-woven theories resting on unverified ® 
sumptions, and the differences between them are. 
great that we are inevitably driven to the conclnsl0fl 
that they are all alike—groundless and doomed
p e n sh . j  T l l o y d -
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The Old Theology.

When I was a boy I used to go to church to learn 
h°w a good God had created mo, with intent to make 
me live in a burning brimstone lake for all eternity; 
an<i be would have done it too, only a better God 
lr*terfered, and by undergoing a few years of about 
6«ch discomfort as falls to the lot of a modern wage- 
6 induced the good God to let me off, condition- 
? 71 °n my praying very hard and admitting that the 
“’■nnstone was a perfectly just punishment on mo for 
be sin of a very remote ancestor of mine. Iremem- 
er that now and then tho thought would occur to 

that this good God must bo a most unmitigated 
brate. and how I used to try to banish the thought, 
and shiver with dread, for fear the good God would

00 it out and do some more goodness to my
- - . . - • • --------was

tyj“t 0QI and do some more goodness to 
ibe p 0n* ^  way of convincing me that he connt t • 0Dght to love, and all other gods were but 
t h o /^ i t s .  And I remember, too, that when I 
des be had found mo out, I used to plunge, with 
'- a 1°, 0 i°y. a perfect sea of boyish wickedness 
j hn iê Q̂ar debauch of Devil-serving—because I knew 
a"ain ^  r°Pent- anybow, before I could be safe 
do f ’ f^d I might just as well make one repentance 
off; r .the lot. Of course, I took tho risk of being cut 
re c f 0 mid8t of my sins, with no time allowed for 
c Z .  anco- But I think I really enjoyed that un
done *n • ^  was a sor  ̂ gambling with Provi- 
f0i Tht® as interesting as pitching pennies, and 
bymn higher stakes. And then that old
Who Wils. a great comfort to mo, about the sinner 
the by a fall from his horse, and “ ’tween
Uet„ ,  lo and the ground, he mercy sought and 
at ]ea 0̂uad.” I thought I was pretty safe to have 
Belf ^bat much time allowed mo ; and I held my- 
ing rcady for a sudden call, with my repeat
in g  achinery in good working order, ready for 

Wei] °.PGrati°n.f°tt ,. ’ was a very nice church with a very com- 
and . 0 rectory attached to it, a highly-respectable 
curat Ca ^hy congregation, a rector at £800 a year, a 
a iib 0 aI a good deal loss, a big Sunday-school with 
at th&r̂  usuai sort of books, lots of carriages
el8e doors on Sunday mornings, and everything 
hatjn r t 1̂ ijGnder-hearted, simple-minded, sham- 
Ihis g Jesus would have loved to see about him. 
It hafl ârck. mado a speciality of Foreign Missions. 
hli8si dealings in Home Missions too, but Foreign 
bein„°n8 wore its strong point. We wero always 
^reen]Ca on 1° save ^bo poor heathen, and “ From 
hytQjj and’s Icy Mountains ” was the most familiar 
trihut in *be hymn-book. The older people con- 
yoUn ed their sovereigns and banknotes, and we 
0i*Pen °rS cb’PPe(l in with our threepenny-bits and 
idoiaf CC8’ ab f°r the salvation of the poor blinded 
Used ?rs bowing down to wood and stone. They 
> P 0  0 toll us that if wo didn’t contribute to the 
and p 1 ^bo missionaries tho Chinese and Africans 
ing a, ast Indians would have no opportunity of hear- 
^QCntl°Û  8Cbcme of salvation, and would conse- 
thinij- ̂  burn in hell for all eternity. I can remembor 
\vith iDg what a big place holl must be compared 

j  heaven!
rni8sj° S0 °id memories came back to me as I read a 
chn^J^y  sermon preached recently in this same 
It i8 £ 0y the present rector, the Rev. John Smith, 
bow V0l'y interesting sermon, because it shows 
benthn 0 ^burch has changed its mind about the 
Will rrQ /  II no longer believes that tho heathen 
but if 10 nnless missionaries are sent to them, 
6uu)0 °n sending the missionaries all the
^ecaUso seems a little rough on tho heathen, 
be dan Ibo heathen who has heard tho gospel will 
Wk0 1 nea il bo doesn’t boliovo it, while tho heathen 
the q! sn  ̂^O0n about it will be all right. But 
Forei„ u50b has a good reason for maintaining its 
^bat°it ■ BS*ons> and the Rev. John Smith tolls us 
grudge1?’ “ ^ 0I us>” says he, “ admit the truth, not 
to te g but  gladly. Wo do not send missionaries 
lo brin*0 ff16 heathen from holl; wo send them out 

8 the heathen to a knowledge of God as re

vealed in Jesus. I cannot believe that Buddha has 
done for a single Pagan what Christ has done for me. 
Therefore I 6tand here to speak for the agency 
which is sending Christ’s message to the world.” 
Well, Christ—-or somebody—has done a good deal 
for tho Rev. John Smith. He has a good salary, a 
nice rectory, an admiring congregation, and, I have 
no doubt, an approving conscience. If Christ—or 
somebody—could be relied on to do as much, or half 
as much, for every converted Pagan, I guess the 
missionaries would have a pretty easy time of it. 
Why I can remember when it was announced by 
the French Consul in Shanghai that Roman Catholic 
Chinamen would be protected from the extortions of 
the native officials, there was quite a boom in tho 
French brand of Christianity, though previously con
verts had been dull with few inquiries.

But in the same newspaper that contains the Rev. 
John Smith’s sermon I read the story of a certain 
Grace H—n, who killed horself by jumping into the 
Thames; and I begin to doubt whether what Mr. 
Smith calls “ a knowledge of God as revealed in 
Jesus ” can be relied on to produce equal benefit in 
all cases. Her husband was threatened with con
sumption, and his only chance was to go off into the 
country. Grace could not afford to go with him, so 
he went alone, while she stayed and faced tho pro
blem of life in London. She had no money, but she 
was perfectly willing to work. She answered adver
tisements, and tramped about the great city from 
morning till night for days in succession, but it was 
no use—there was no work for her. She could have 
earned money easily enough—she was young and 
pretty—but she had a foolish self-respect, quite in
compatible with her position, which prevented her 
from earning it in the only way open to young and 
pretty women in this Christian country. So after 
pawning everything, she gave up in despair, jumped 
into tho river, and put an end to it all.

Now it seems to me that Buddha could have done 
at least as much for any Pagan as the Christ of the 
Rev. John Smith did for Grace H—n. ^  j-

Acid Drops.

Dr. Macnamara, M.P., is a clover littlo man, and knows 
how to bo “ on the make.” He is also very religious. At 
least, lie has taken religion under his patronage, and lost no 
opportunity of praising “ Simple Bible Teaching ” and hold
ing forth on tho sad consequences of Secular Education. 
And for all this ho is receiving his reward. But whilo he is 
a good speaker, Dr. Macnamara is net always felicitous. 
Speaking at a recent Alexandra Palace demonstration, ho 
said that tho Lords passed the Trades Dispute Bill "becauso 
they knew the Labor Party had big feet.” This may bo true, 
but was it a happy announcement ? Dr. Macnamara went 
on to say that tho Lords rejected the Education Bill because 
they thought they could flout tho Nonconformists. Well, 
that was not a happy announcement either. Wo havo 
always called the poor deceased Education Bill a Noncon
formist Bill. This was indignantly denied by Dr. Clifford 
and other Nonconformist leaders. But in a moment of 
candor, weoping over a newly-made grave, Dr. Macnamara 
tells the truth. Behind the Education Bill were tho Non
conformists and tho Nonconformists only.

Whilo tho speech of Dr. Macnamara was tickling tho 
Nonconformists (labelled Liberals) at the Alexandra Palace, 
Dr. Clifford was talking to a National Democratic Lcaguo 
meeting at Caxton Hall about tho House of Lords. Of 
course the Houso that settled the hash of tho Education Bill 
ought to be broken. Dr. Clifford is sure of that. But how 
to do it ? Ay, there’s tho rub. Tho political Dissenter’s 
recipe is to get the King to creato enough life peers to llood 
the Upper Chamber. But this is all nonsense. It will never 
be done. Tho House of Lords was dealt with onco in 
English history. It was shut up as “ useless and dangerous.” 
That was a revolutionary act. And nothing but a revolu
tionary act can deal with it radically again. Meanwhile, tho 
Lords know their own business. They will nover resist any 
measure which they know tho nation means to havo. They 
will never stand up against a national steam roller. It is 
different when they only sec a Nonconformist perambulator.
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“ It was high time,” Dr. Clifford said, “ that the people of 
this country determined to govern themselves.” We agree 
with him. Only when that time arrives the people will 
snap their fingers at Archbishop Clifford as well as at 
Archbishop Davidson and Archbishop Bourne. Men of God 
of all churches are priests. They aim at doing the thinking 
and controlling the minds of the multitude. That is why 
they fight over public education. Tho object of all of them 
is the same. Their watchword, to use the language of the 
street, is “ Collar the kids.” But the people should collar 
them—and fling them out of the nation’s schools.

Mr. W. It. Lane, wrho appears to have once served in the 
Coldstream Guards, is now a travelling Evangelist. He goes 
round the country holding “ Missions.” We suppose his aim 
is to make up for the deficiencies of the regular soul-savers 
and to catch sinners who escape their nets. That he suc
ceeds in this enterprise may well be open to doubt. Like 
other peripatetic missioners, ho probably converts the con
verted, inflames the zeal of persons naturally enthusiastic, 
and perhaps warms.up a few Laodicean believers, who are 
hot for a brief time but soon cool down again when the 
heating apparatus is removed.

Every modern evangelist has his meeting for “ Men Only.” 
Mr. Lane had his on Sunday afternoon last (Feb. 17) at the 
Southend Kursaal. A friend of ours residing in the borough 
received a sort of special invitation to this meeting. A card 
to “ Admit bearer ” was dropped into his letter-box. Tho 
“ Men Only ” line was printed in the boldest type ; indeed, 
it overshadowed all the rest of the announcement. At the 
bottom was a notice that “ His worship, the Mayor, Coun
cillor W. B. King, J.P.,” would act as chairman. Presumably 
this was a guarantee that if “ men only ” came to the 
Kursaal they would hear something really worth listening 
to on tho suggestive subject of the “ Purity and Morals of 
the Community.” Mr. Lane’s experience as a soldier very 
likely widened his information on tho topic he was to speak 
upon ; and as he was going to Bay what could not be said in 
the presence of ladies, it was an opportunity not to bo 
missed by the lovers of the spicy and the exciting. On the 
whole, it must be admitted that modern evangelists, what
ever they don't understand, do understand business.

Freethought speakers have never condescended to such 
tactics. What they have to say in public is for the public 
ear—that is, for an audience of both sexes. The man who 
wants to say something to a meeting which is too bad for 
women to hear, should keep it to himself. Nor is that all. 
Freethought speakers are not so well qualified to talk about 
“ Purity ” (it really means “ Impurity ”) as Christian evan
gelists are. Most of these gentlemen boast of having been 
Terrible Turks until they found Jesus. Perhaps that is 
why the “ men only " meeting catches on so splendidly.

Mr. W. T. Stead, in the Review o f Reviews for February, 
says that 11 The majority of Frenchmen, and no small 
portion of educated Frenchwomen, have long ceased to 
take any active interest in the Christian religion. Even 
those who are nominally Catholic regard its practice as 
consisting chiefly in rites and ceremonies—a kind of con
ventional minuet which ought to be correctly performed, 
but which has no direct practical bearing upon their every
day life.” The latter part of this statement is not very 
pertinent to the present situation; for precisely the same 
might be said of the Protestant religion in Great Britain. 
The former part of the statement, however, is of real 
importance—if it be true. We hope it is so, but how 
does Mr. Stead know it ? Ho offers no ovidence at 
all ; or rather he doos offer a bit of evidence 
lator on which is not of much value. Mr. Stead should 
tell us (we wish he would) on what information he bases 
his statement. Calling at Paris on his tour round Europe 
would hardly put him in a position to speak so peremptorily. 
For our part, we are open to conviction, but at present wo 
are obliged to dissent from Mr. Stead’s view of the French 
religious situation. We believe that sincere French Catholics 
are more numerous than ho imagines. That they do not 
make a great row is no proof of their non-existence. It is 
not their policy to make a groat row. What good could that 
do ? Their enemies are in possession of power. What they 
havo to do is to play their game as cleverly as possible just 
now and to wait until they can get into power themselves. 
So much in general, and now for the one bit of evidence just 
referred to. Mr. Stead says that, in 1900, a political pam
phlet of his entitled The Candidates o f Cain was translated 
into French, but the Paris publisher said, “ You must give 
us another title. Nobody in France knows who Cain is.” 
Mr. Stead repeated this to some literary friends in Pans, and 
they assured him that tho French publisher was quite right.

“ Nobody,” they told him, “ reads the Bible in France.” 
on the face of it this is an exaggeration. But where there 
exaggeration there must be some truth. And in this case > 
is very simple. The Bible is not the Catholic’s fetish, a s 1 
is the Protestant’s. Catholics do not, and never did, rpa 
the Bible like Protestants. But the Bible stories get fai“? 
well-known, for all that. There was no Bible in the ban<js 
of the Italian people who admired and understood the Bible 
pictures of (say) Giotto. What they knew of the Bible y®3 
what they had heard in church or at outdoor preaching 
And just in the same way the English people of Shakespeare s 
time knew the Bible stories. Such copies as existed of 1,1)6 
printed translation into English were very expensive an 
were therefore chained up in the places of worship. 
common people had never turned over the pages of a Bib16' 
Yet they knew all about Cain and Abel. And we dare say 
Mr. Stead would find that Cain and Abel are better know11 
than he believes amongst the Catholics in F’rance.

Mr. Stead says a good thing about the “ New Theology 
“ The peculiarity of the New Theology,” he says, “ is 
there is in it little theology strictly so called, and absolute*! 
nothing new. The main positions are quite hoary. 
only new thing about it is the megaphone which it b® 
found in the eloquence and popularity of Mr. Campb6* ’ 
and, we may add, the beating of the tom-tom in the b»1 
penny Press.”

Later on, in the Review o f Reviews, we read tb° 
following:—

“ Samson as a solar myth is further explored in the iffb'"'' 
by Dr. Cams. He does not deny ‘ factic elements ’ in v3, 
Hebrew story, but is emphatic in tracing by analogy wl. 
other legends, such as those of Herakles and Izdubar, t® 
mythical elements in the Samson story.”

Wo trust Mr. Stead will pardon us for saying that 
this was dono, twenty years ago, in the “ Samson ” chapl0t 
of our Bible Heroes. That work is written for tho peopl® 0 
read, but it incorporates tho conclusions of the best schol*1’ 
ship and is far more instructive than many duller and iuorC 
pretentious volumes.

There is a rifle club in connection with a parish church lB 
Dundee. If the minister doesn’t hit the bull's-eye iu tb® 
pulpit, there is no reason why tho congregation shouldn’t 11 
the shooting range.

Eev. H. C. Wagnell, of the Baptist Tabernacle, Blackpo®  ̂
allows an “ interval for coughing ” in this cold weather. J 1 
suppose there will be an “ interval for light refreshment 1 
tho summer-time—if it ever arrives this year. Perhaps t*1 
reverend gentleman will also consider the advisability 0 
smoking pews.

Jerusalem is now a good market for playing-cards, aU 
Paper-Making says it must havo changed in the last tt® 
thousand years or so. But why ? Playing-cards were B°j 
known in Bible days, but dice were, and other methods 0 
gambling. Casting lots was common. The soldiers raB16 
for Jesus Christ’s old clothes, and the Apostles cast lots * 
see who should succeed Judas as the twelfth member 0 
their company. They may havo used dice, for all wc kno"’1 
or tossed up for it.

An “ Austrian Converted Jew ” advertises in an Edinburgh 
paper his readiness to “ go to any Hall or Private House ‘ 
Read and Explain the Scriptures to Jew or Gentile with®0 
money or price.” We havo seen that kind of prospect^ 
before. It is to be presumed that the advertiser makes
living out of the business. Sometimes a thing begins for
nothing but costs a good deal to finish. Barnum ou®̂  
advertised his show “ free.” Of course thoro was 
tremendous crush. The tent was terribly crowded. 
item in the performance was a pugilistic display by ‘ 
number of stalwart blacks. When tho program was ov® 
these gentlemen were at the exit, and it was half-a-do"a 
each to go out.

We cut tho following from an Edinburgh paper :—

irayC
‘ In one chapter of his reminiscences recently publish® 

Bishop Wilkinson writes : * At Hanover there is a g 
covered, by order of the man who lies in it, with gigaL.,e 
stones. He was an unbeliever in the Resurrection. I*1 11 * 
he laughed at the idea,, and said :

,nt|Clifesurrection. m 
‘ If any living thing eh°u y 

be able to move the stones over my grave, then you E® * 
believe in the Resurrection.” The seed of a larch-tr® ’ 
dropped by a bird or otherwise, germinated between 
of tho great stones, and growing into a tree, has liter® j 
rent them asunder, exposing the vault beneath, 
looked at it, I said to myself, ‘ Whart small instruments * 
Almighty One uses to confute the fool who says in his he® 
There is no God! ” ’ . ^

A similar story is told of an “ unbeliever” iu an EngllS
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phurchyard. One is an English product, the other is made reward is unworthy to count such heroes amongst its 
m Germany. Both are doubtless as true as gospel. citizens. ------

Bishop Wilkinson may accept our assurauco that thou- 
^uds of unbelievers in the Resurrection are lying peacefully 
',a their graves, and the Lord never takes the trouble to
his or over their coffins. Bishop Wilkinson will lie in 

b ave some day. Meanwhile he lies out of it.

fond1 Chesterton is a paradox-monger—that is, he is
undp* t̂anding on his head. He is also a fictionist. We 
Edn , and’ therefore, how he came to tell the Guild of St. 
Chris'*- .^ e °ther day, in a lecture on “ The Sanity of 
ing(jV ailltyi” that ho was converted to that faith by 
husin S ,'Gra<Baugh| Huxley and Robertson, had done the 
clasioeS*i °r H® had read them, and come to the con-
a pi, ? .. &t they were wrong. That is how they made him
isn't ‘ a? ‘ Wel1 *«>w, this is clever—in a way ; but it
8aid nearly as clever as the argument of Tertullian, who 
embr 10 believed Christianity because it was absurd and 
bavei)CeC' because it was impossible. There seem to 

een better Chestertons seventeen hundred years ago.

found (^*Ver Codge says that there is no infallibility to bo 
that, 011 earth. We are glad to hear it. We were thinking 
uat ho made one exception.

of 0J !f er men never turn back!” That was the answer 
the hf i 30108 Haylett, the lifeboat man, when asked whether 
it w e.b°at, on a certain occasion, was not returning, because 
yeat ^Possible to reach the distressed vessel. For sixty 
whichd had been connected with Caistcr lifeboats,
lives ’ ^hat period, had saved some twelve hundred
bitnself t re° h*a sons were lost, and now the old man 
the Ivj . 8 b°ne to his last rest. When he appeared before 
a cjle lu8 m 1902, and was presented with a gold medal and 
light ^Uo ôr_-C25, he said something which threw a flood of 
°ne aP°u his motives as a lifeboat man. “ There is always 
the J " « '"  ho said, “ that gives me courage. When I see 
tQyself°r fellows in the rigging of the wreck I always put 
a hf., atnong them, and say, ‘ What would I not give to see 
°ther °at ,comi“g to save m o?’ ” Ho put himself in the 
°ne place. This is a natural act, not a supernatural
We’,,, the feeling it involves is tho basis of all morality. 
■—CaU caG it a fellow-feeling. It is sympathy, compassion 
'vkere •(. what you will. Where it exists morality follows ; 
of p . . , , d°°s not exist morality is impossible. It is a case 

Cause and effect.

poet̂ 6^0^’ *h° divine poet with tho divine nature (poet of 
UQhe ’ an<f Purest of men, as James Thomson called him), 
Havi the principle of human action which old James

“  1 t h o  l l f n k n n l -  m n n  A v w v n o n A / l  O A  Q v f . l a o o l v ,  t l l C

glories of
^ eboat nian, expressed so artlessly. 

Defence o f Poetry, which is one of the {
of u l)r°se literature, Shelley wrote: “ The great secret 
« f ic a S 8 4  love = or a going out of our nature, and an iden- 
th°0 g O'1 ourselves with the beautiful which exists in 
gteativ ac^on> 01 person, not our own. A man, to bo 
he tQu*00d’ must imagine intensely and comprehensively; 
°tbers. bimself in tho place of another and of many 
big 0. ’ ,, 6 Pains and pleasures of his species must become 
ptolj.a ,D' James Haylett could not write like that, and 
root of n cou^  not think like th a t; but he had the practical 
felloe tao Rafter in him by nature, and when he boheld his 
Wilis * ea *u distress, he saw himself amongst thorn, and 
lot of 38 bound to help. No doubt the clergy will talk a 
the cbnons°nse about him ; they always do when thoy get 
HerveQ ?,co ’ but it was not Christianity, Or any religion, that 
b°negt tllc old lifeboat man to his work—it was a sound, 
to l{in -]’ at)d kindly human nature, with imagination enough 

0 *t into the necessary flame.

A v.
'^eboâ riUOÛ  r̂len(I of ours, Mr. J. W. de Caux, who knows 
bet0es as well as anybody, tells us that they are real 
aome ^0lne of them may not be Sunday-school models,
loine 0f i!ietn niay bo a bit too fond of a social glass, and 
that in’ I ,  .are capable (when put to it) of using language 
ivkon boil a k ettle; but when tho call of duty comes, 
yaivQiD have to plough through roaring seas, with a 
fr°Hi (j . f t!i rave *n every hollow, to save man, woman, or child 
b̂at kn at ^®y go not reluctantly but gladly, with nerves 

to tkc r°'v «jo tremor, and hearts that pulse a steady challenge 
Wioit i, °'vhng of the storm. They are grand fellows when 
cbieflv°Kr arr*ves ; and, after all, a man is to be judged, 
sutf0t l  ■ ^bat he will do then. Yet these men have to 
^ant brievances as well as hardships. For saving life they 
N eca sR m° ? ! y - and no man ever tackled such a job for 
îoPerlv ’.but when they save property they want to be 

J Paid for it, and a nation that denies them this duo

The Belfast Evening Telegraph publishes an illuminating 
letter to one of its contributors from tho Rev. Thomas 
Prichard, vicar of Rhos, Johnstown, Ruabon. The reverend 
gentleman is unable to assure his correspondent that the 
fruits of the Welsh revival are permanent. “ Although,” he 
says, “ a good number of the converts are remaining faithful, 
still it is with sadness of heart I am obliged to admit that 
very many have fallen away, and the fervor you witnessed 
in the services is to a great extent a thing of the past.” Of 
course it is. It was bound to be. Revivals are simply 
excitement, and the effects last just as long as the cause.

Mr. Prichard says that the prime cause of this falling 
away is drink. “ Drink,” he exclaims, “ is the damnation 
of church, Sunday-schools, and parishes in our land.” The 
Holy Spirit is no match for the publicans’ spirit. The 
former is all right when the cork is first drawn, but is apt 
to go flat afterwards; while the latter holds out to the 
bottom of the bottle.

“ What is wanted is the courage of truth in the pulpit; it 
is suffering from the dry-rot of ‘ make-believe.’ ” So says 
the Rev. J. Fleming Shearer, of Dovedale-road Baptist 
Church, Liverpool. We quite agree with him. But he has 
not made a discovery. The dry-rot, the make-believe, and 
the cowardice of the pulpit are an old story. Mr. Shearer 
himself docs not display “ the courage of truth.” He shouts 
for the old God, the old Christ, and the old Bible. There is 
not much courage in that. It is the frenzy of despair. 
Christianity is being found out. Mr. Campbell recognises 
the fact—Mr. Shearer doesn’t. That’s all the difference.

A batch of twenty-six Passive Resisters appeared before 
the “ beak ” at Sheffield the other day. A reverend gentle
man who acted as spokesman for the rest plied the magistrate 
with conundrums. He wanted to know, for instance, what 
they were to do now that they had sent good Nonconformists 
to the House of Commons, who had carried a nice Education 
Bill, which was murdered by the House of Lords. The 
Stipendiary declined to bo drawn into a fantastic political 
discussion, but he ventured to remind them that more than 
one party could play at Passive Resistance. We have said 
so too, but the Nonconformists don’t seem to understand it. 
Why ? Because it does not occur to them that anybody has 
a “ conscience ” but themselves.

Rev. Charles Williams, a well-known Baptist minister, fell 
from the platform into the area of tho Frco Trade Hall, Man
chester. We hope the reverend gentleman will refrain from 
falling into areas in future. One performance of that kind 
ought to bo sufficient for an ordinary man of God.

Mr. George Meredith has just passed eighty. England, of 
course, is not agitated by tho news. It takes moro interest 
in footballers and “ suffragettes ” than in men of genius—or 
women of genius either. Still, something is to bo done. We 
see by a press paragraph that “ a committee of gentlemen 
have arranged that in honor of the birthday of Mr. Mere
dith, ho shall ”—what ?— “ bo presented with tho Freedom 
of tho City of London.” There now I Mr. Meredith has 
got his apotheosis at last.

Mr. Justice Grantham was nearly an hour lato in opening 
the Winchester assizes. Ho had been to church with Mr. 
Justice Darling and was delayed by a long service. Subse
quently, in dealing with a perjury case, Mr. Justice Grantham 
deprecated such prosecutions, unless in very serious cases; 
for the lives of the judges were too short to try all the cases 
of lying which took place in the courts. What a tributo to 
the morality of the “ most Christian nation ’’ in the world 1

Rev. T. Cutts, of Huckuall, has been having a cut at the 
Rev. R. J. Campbell. A correspondent has sent us a report 
of his utterances in the local Dispatch. But it seems to us 
that the noblo Cutts ought to have been called Comic Cuts— 
a penny plain, twopence colored. We are quite unable to 
find anything in the reverend gentleman’s sermons worthy 
of our attention. But wo may just notice his reference to 
“ chilling infidelity.” We don’t find it chilling, but wo dare 
say we should if we were in the reverend gentleman’s pro
fession. It is a “ chilling ” thought that your business is 
threatened, and that the time may come for you to mourn 
that your occupation's gone. Yes, that must be ch illing; 
and in this respect the reverend gentleman has our 
compassion.
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Dr. Torrey has been holding successful revival meetings in 
Ohio, and the Tribune pays to have the important news 
wired from New York. No less than 780 persons professed 
conversion at one meeting in Cleveland. Possibly. But how 
many times had they been converted before ? Ask the 
London churches where Dr. Torrey’s converts are now ? 
He won’t come to England again in a hurry. The exposure 
of his Paine and Ingersoll slanders settled his prospects here.

Last week’s Christian Commonwealth contained a full 
report of the last Thursday morning sermon by the Bev. R. 
J. Campbell before going off for his holiday in Cornwall. 
In the course of it he referred to “ that very sincere and able 
thinker and writer, Tom Paine.” Barring the “ Tom,” 
which may, however, have been only a colloquialism, these 
words do Mr. Campbell much credit, and we congratulate 
him on his candor and courage. Whatever else he may be, 
he is certainly not a Torrey. But no one would expect him 
to be that. His face contradicts the supposition. Torrey’s 
face was a true index to his bigoted insolent, and vindictive 
mind. He looked the part he played.

Mr. Campbell will pardon us for telling him that he is 
mistaken about the “ Goddess of Reason ” incident during 
the French Revolution. The Goddess was not “ typified by 
a Parisian harlot.” If he will look into the matter he will 
find that the “ harlot ” is an orthodox invention.

Russia has been Christian for a thousand years. Yet t 
“ souls ” of her people are still markedly inferior to those 
the heathen Japanese.

The American Forum  contains an article by MohanUB^ 
Barakatullah on the awakening of China. This is how 
pictures John Chinaman addressing the Western Cbrl 
tians:— .

“ Yes, it is we who do not accept it that practise the Gosl\ 
of Peace ; it is you who accept it that trample it under to > 
and—irony of ironies !—it is the nations of Christendom ) 
have come to us to teach us by sword and fire that the 
in this world is powerless unless it is supported by Might-  ̂
do not doubt that we shall learn the lesson. And w° 
Europe when we have acquired it. You are arming a na > 
of four hundred millions—a nation which, until you can  ̂
had no better wish than to live at peace with itself and all 
world. In the name of Christ you have sounded the call 
arms : in the name of Confucius we respond.”

We said something of the same kind in our review of ^ r' 
W. J. Bryan’s book a few weeks ago.

Before going to America as Great Britain’s Ambassador at 
Washington, Mr. Bryce advised all students of the theory 
and practice of moral training to look to Japan. This adv* 
was given in a Christian country—and Japan is a heath® 
nation. What a remarkable tribute to the ethical superior! y 
of the Christian religion 1

Kaiser William has been preaching again—this time in 
connection with a deputation from the Silesian Knights of 
Malta. His Majesty told them that, as true knights, he was 
sure they would “ struggle against the misanthropic spirit of 
Infidelity.” Misanthropic is good 1 The Kaiser is so 
philanthropic—and looks it. Modesty and good nature are 
written upon his features.

The Christian way of life, which the Kaiser recommended 
to the Knights of Malta, is “ compassionate with neighborly 
love.” We suppose it was neighborly love which prompted 
the Kaiser, in that palace balcony speech, to talk of riding 
down everybody that got in his way.

Some very “ respectable ” Freethinkers—especially amongst 
those who have just courage enough to bring up the rear of 
the Grand Army, at the point where there is no fighting to 
bo done and sometimes things to be picked up—profess to 
believe that the war against superstition is really over, which 
is not surprising, as they were never in the firing lines and 
don’t know practically whether the war is so much as begun. 
Now we don’t want to argue with these people; few of them 
are worth i t ; but we will just point to one big fact. During 
the year ending Easter 1906 the Church of England alone 
raised £7,768,410 9s. lOd. as voluntary offerings towards its 
work. We need not go into the figures of the other religious 
bodies. That one figure is enough for our case. When one 
Church raises nearly eight millions a year in England alone, 
it is easy to see how much truth there is in the cry that the 
battle of Freethought is over. With the people who say 
that the battle of Freethought never began.

Lieut.-General Sir Ian Hamilton, who was with the 
Japanese Army in Manchuria, has just published the second 
volume of his Staff Officer's Scrap-Book. And from what 
he says of the Japanese character, which he studied so 
closely for so many months, it is easy to judge of the value 
of missionary stories about the awful wickedness of the 
heathen. He pays a high tribute to Japanese politeness. 
Politeness in Europe, he says, is a mere veneer, but it is far 
otherwise in Japan. “ To say that a Japanese gentleman 
would die,” he observes, 11 sooner than bo impolito is inade
quate. Ho would rather die a thousand deaths.” Then they 
are so modest. “ I cannot call to mind,” Sir Ian Hamilton 
says, “ one single occasion of a sober Japanese making a 
consciously swaggering remark, even in the triumphant 
reaction immediately after a victory.” Contrast this with 
the behavior of Germans, French and British after a suc
cessful feat of arms.

Much has been said about the superiority of the Japanese 
in military tactics and equipment, but Sir Ian Hamilton 
assigns another reason for their brilliant victories. “ The 
more I think,” he says, “ the more certain I am that it was 
not strategy or tactics, or armament or information, which 
won the battle of Liaoyang for Oyama, but that it was rather 
the souls of the Japanese troops which triumphed over the 
less developed, less awakened, less stimulated qualities of 
the Russians.” The superior souls belonged to the Heathen ; 
the inferior souls belonged to the Christians. What a farce 
it is, after this, to talk about the divine origin of Christianity!

Bishop Welldon says that “ the existence of war as 
means of determining international disputes is a sham6 4 
Christendom.” It is. But what a long time the clergy bav® 
been in finding it out. Here, as in other cases, tb0 
“ infidels ” were before them.

Mr. Justice Warrington has decided, in the Marston St 
Lawrence case, that school managers have no right to tab0 
the children from school to church during the hours Pre‘ 
scribed by the council for secular education. This is anothe1 
set-back to clerical impudence.

The Yarmouth Board of Guardians, some fifteen month 
ago, refused to appoint another chaplain to the workhous0' 
and decided to leave the spiritual wants of tho inmates to ® 
supplied by voluntary ministration on the part of to 
Churches. This does not satisfy the Vicar. He says tb01 
voluntary effort is inadequate ; the poor men of God being 
overburdened with their regular work already. He dero^°  
the appointment of a Church of England chaplain, even if 9 
Nonconformist chaplain has to be appointed to keep 
company—and prevent his getting an undue share of corp3® 
for tho consecrated side of tho cemetery. We think tb 
Vicar will not get himself appointed to tho job ; neither 
ho be able to get his nominee appointed, and thus gain 
cheap services of an assistant in the parish work outside.

Rev. Thomas Holmes Micklothwaite, rector of 
Casterton, near Stamford, having been convicted by 
Consistory Court on threo charges of drunkenness, has bee 
deprived of his living and all emoluments. This only prov® 
that Christianity did not keep him sober.

Rev. T. G. Sampson, of St. George’s, Perry-hill, Londoi11 
S.E., who presumably has a largo and unprecarious incoro0' 
was turned on by Lloyd's last week to do the serm0 
“ Against Worrying.” The text ho selected was, “ Take ^  
thought for the morrow,” and he occupied most of his spa® 
in arguing—right in the teeth of the context about eatiBej 
drinking, and clothing—that tho words only meant “ Dop 
worry about the morrow.” Leave it all to God—as M ' 
Sampson does, over and above his salary. “ Such things a 
God thinks fit to give us,” said the preacher, “ we shall bav ’ 
and He will be suro to give us just so much and of just sUCj 
a kind as is best for us to have.” What callous and coloss9 
impudence! A comfortable parson addressing dcstituw’ 
suffering people in this way is worthy of tho Chamber 0 
Horrors.

The newspapers report that a party of Salvationists kn®l 
down on the deck of tho sinking steamer, tho Larch»1011,! 
bound for New York, and sang “ Nearer, my God, to Tbe°'s 
This was making a virtue of necessity. Certainly it d°e 
not prove the efficacy of prayer.

Rev. Forbes Phillips, vicar of Gorleston, says that a tb r ^  
of invasion would be a real tonic to tho country. AppareB > 
ho thinks tho Sermon on the Mount a back number.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagem ents.

Sunday, February 24, Queen’s (Minor) Hall, Langham-place, 
London, W., at 7.30., “ England’s Real Grand Old Man— 
George Meredith: a Study of a Great Writer and a Great
Freethinker.”

Maroh 3> Glasgow ; 17, Manchester.

To Correspondents.
c.

Tm°BEt ' S L ecture E ngagements.—February 24, Birmingham 
j  n Hall. March 10, Forest Gate. April 14, Glasgow.

Ma5ii 0TD’s L ecture E ngagements.—February 24, Camberwell. 
ob HL Birmingham ; 24, West Stanley.

teni ®ENDEES0Ii-—Thanks for your suggestion. Cleanliness, 
of i erance> exerci®e and fresh air, are the principal conditions 
are lea . y life, and we do not neglect them ; but special risks 
terriw"1 'n ^hiring and travelling, particularly after the 
twent Breakdown we passed through five years ago, after 

nty-five yeara o{ ceaseiegg activity. As it is, you say you 
as v°" lrna§*ne Bow we get through all our work. No doubt, 
We h i  Bay’ we m*SBt have made plenty of money long ago if 
bett a<a Carried our energies into another market. But we are 
Q] .er satisfied as it is. At the finish we shall have lived. 

j_ j, were so delighted with the Bryan articles.
The HiRLES'—Churches are not directly endowed by the State. 
Prrm TEestion is far more complicated than that. But all the 
laJ, • y °f th.e Church of England is held on the strength of 
haveln.vcdved in its State establishment. Tithes, for instance, 
enf olaarly no other than a State origin ; and when they are 
£. ced they are enforced by State machinery. Get the 
Dn'to Vut0 -Parsons, by William Cobbett. It is a little book and 

t>. j  , e Whole case in a nutshell. 
you**8'" ^Lanks for your good wishes. Pleased to hear that 
p ®nJ°y the Freethinker very much and “ pass it on to friends 

j Very week.”
Sinn SEl>11 G™ES F und.—Previously acknowledged, £28414s. lid . 
A iw i\rr®ce've^ : M. Buetow, 2s. 6d .; John Latham, £10 ; 
p  ®cMfllan, 2s.
F in n ic Vance Mrs- Shufflebottom, 2s. 6d. ; R., 8s. ; G. F. 
Agj))’ j a> bd.; Mountain Ash Branch, 5s. ; Friend (Mountain

berjgci‘on •'—•" A. W.” acknowledged last week as 5s. should

have made use of the cutting. The Methodist 
J_ ter 8 sermon is sheer drivel, 
p. CiS,~~®ee “ Acid Drops.” Thanks.

tueje 1'~~Thanks for enclosures. The anonymous magazine is 
R, ^ rubbish ; the other items are welcome, 

to on»N’ 'n send*ng on cuttings, writes: “ I see by the answers
apPe resP°ndents that another reader of your paper does not 
T am" >t<J aPPretEa*ie your writings on the position in France. 

Very sorry to see this.......But my object in writing is to
I
add

y0Ur... -See “ Sugar Plums.”
Unflj c?®rades admire the FreetnuiKer 
treat >* lnB attitude,” and regard it as

sPokn'y s n i quota of thanks to you for the honest and out-
sll0 1 ? V*ew y°u have given your readers.......I believe you
tnau a regard your almost, if not quite, unique position in this 

B. j. er aa the proudest time in your strenuous life.”
™ i.” Glad to hear that you and

reethinker for its “ stalwart and 
1 a weekly intellectual

W. r
KlanulTi0,r ~ ^ c Pave not reviewed When It Ifras Dark. We 

\V. p . * through it and thought it a very trashy book.
Atp,,  ̂ ALL'—Many thanks for your ever welcome enttings. 

but v V60N'—Wo thank you for the good feeling you display, 
thin'he U. Wou*d not be able to help us with copy for the Frce- 
preggp,’ m°reover, we have quite as much as we can use at

I, Ru
Perso,?ri;'~FBe general idea is a good one ; as far as it affects us 
Viewed' -f .’ we shrink from it. The matter might be differently

J. Pj, “ it were entirely in other hands. 
datê ffBH~Hobody knows the date of the birth of St. Paul or the 
Herocs BlS Beath. Thore is a chapter on St. Paul in our Bible
Fung_xwhow ' '*e d'd not keep your letter, so cannot deal with it

F- E, pp
4. L011-—May be useful. Thanks,

advent,?' Husapia Paladino is a medium who has had many 
hieu are'08’ ?onie would call her an adventuress. And elderly 
Nor jg .. Peculiarly liable to bo imposed upon by clever women. 
aihiable l°m any ma§‘c f°r us in the word “ professor.” Some 
deceived ? ,  .gentlemen bearing that name are more easily 
the street  ̂"occult” performers than is the ordinary man in 
hie,, in, 4t The proper persons to test these performers are 

B. SEw lar' Maskelyne and Mr. Stuart Cumberland.
~:'VELL.—The Statement in the Catholic Times that M. Littrd, 

vi„r®rea,t Positivist, came to the Catholic Church wit i 
is d'0? Before his death, is absolutely false. The whole matter 
tknteaU with in our Infulel Death-Beds. The simple truth is 
Lp,4’ When Littré was dying and quite unconscious, Madame 

ttri. who was a Catholic, brought in a priest to go through a

religious mockery at her husband’s bedside. We regret to say 
that we believe this is well-known to the Catholic Times people.

T. H. E lstob.—Pleased to hear that Mr. Lloyd’s lectures at 
Newcastle gave such “ great satisfaction.”

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

The National Secular Society’s office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 
Farringdon-street, E.C.

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

Lecture 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 Freethought Pub
lishing Company, Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
street, E.C., and not to the Editor.

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

Sugar Plums.

Mr. Foote delivers the last of the present course of Queen’s 
Hall lectures this evening (Feb. 24), and is going oil the 
beaten track for his subject, which will be “ England’s Real 
Grand Old Man—George Meredith : a Great Writer and a 
Great Freethinker.” It will be remembered that Mr. 
Meredith has just turned eighty. Mr. Foote will deal 
especially with the aspects of Mr. Meredith’s genius and 
teaching, which are treated either gingerly, or w'ith absolute 
silence, by the ordinary critics. There ought to be a large 
audience on this occasion.

Mr. Cohen delivers two lectures at Birmingham to-day 
(Feb, 24), and the Branch has been able to secure the Town 
Hall for the meetings. As “ saints ” may be coming in from 
distant places, tho Committee aro arranging for tea between 
the lectures for all who require it.

Our old friend Mr. M. Christopher, of Wolverhampton, 
sends us a cutting from a local paper, but does not give us 
the namo of it. We judge it to be the Midland News. 
There are some strong paragraphs in it, under the heading 
of “ Random Remarks ” from tho pen of “ Roderic Random.” 
The writer points out what a bigoted, intolerant thing re
ligion is. “ A man,” he says, “ may be a sound scholar, a 
brilliant thinker, a credit to his age and nation ; but if ho is 
an unbeliever all his talents will not weigh against his heresy 
with the multitude.” Another paragraph will much pleaso 
our own readers—so we reproduce it in fu ll:—

“ If a man publishes a journal mado up of cant, flap
doodle, and the principles of his own particular creed, it is 
welcomed in tho libraries of the people. If another man 
prints a journal expounding the views of the unbeliever, it is 
expelled from the libraries and its publisher is denounced 
with all the force and eloquence of orthodox religion. His 
journal is declared to be a thing of evil, a blasphemous utter
ance, an invention of the Devil. The question of whether he 
is right or wrong is not considered ; it is sufficient that he is 
wrong in the eyes of the religious, and as they are in the 
majority and therefore the stronger, they may do with him 
as they will. A few centuries ago he would have been racked 
and executed ; to-day he is reviled and insulted and looked 
upon as a social leper. That is the penalty ho pays for 
daring to have an open mind on things unknown."

We are delighted to bear a voice like this in the Midlands.

Mr. John Latham, who was on a visit to England a fow 
years ago, when we had the pleasure of making his acquaint
ance, sends us £10 for the Symcs Memorial Fund from East 
Rand, South Africa, with a letter in which he says some 
very nice things of Mrs. Symes. “ Your readers,” he says, 
“ may not fully realise that hard as Mr. Symes worked Mrs. 
Symes worked harder. She was hardly known to get a 
breath of fresh air except that which streamed in through 
the walls of tho crazy old printing office. Among her duties 
were all the household work, the charge of all the printing, 
minding tho shop whenever Mr. Symes was out, and a host 
of minor and over-recurring worries. In short, Mrs. Symes 
worked as only a woman can, and it is no discredit to Mr. 
Symes’s memory to say that in the matter of work he was 
bound by the limitations of our sex and could not hope to 
rival the inglorious and unapplaudod energy of his wife.”
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Mr. Latham worked with Mr. Symes for eighteen months 
from August, 1898.

Carducci, the great Italian poet, whose death has just 
taken place at Bologna, was a pronounced Freethinker—  
indeed, an Atheist. Few of the English newspapers have 
said anything about this side of his genius. For a wonder, 
however, it was noticed in the D aily Neius, which called 
him “ poet, freethinker, and révolté.” Further on the writer 
of the notice said, in reference to Carducci’s famous Hymn 
to Satan, that it “ provoked a storm of indignant protest 
from his contemporaries, and in its blatant impiety and 
license proclaimed the writer to be an avowed rebel against 
all accepted law and authority, human or divine, It was 
qualified by an indignant critic at the time as a 1 colossal 
aberration ’ and reprehended as a veritable ‘ intellectual 
orgy.’ In a defence, remarkable for its outrageous and 
shameful blasphemy, Carducci boldly defended his position 
by asserting that he ‘ took his stand on the collective reason 
of humanity.’ ” What a violent, yet roundabout, way of 
saying that Carducci—like Milton, Goethe, and Byron— 
could not help seeing more in Satan than in Jehovah. But 
the violence of the D aily News writer only serves to empha
sise the fact that Carducci was a wicked Atheist.

11 Blatant impiety and license ” are simply nonsense as 
applied to the Hymn to Satan. Carducci no more believed 
in moral license than Mr. George Cadbury does. Calling 
him blatant and blasphemous only shows that the born revo
lutionist frightens the sham revolutionist. One recalls the 
great bold image that Victor Hugo employs in his magni
ficent book on Shakespeare, who was too exuberant, virile, 
and prolific for the poor critics The stallion is over
demonstrative; there are jack-mules passing by, to whom 
this is displeasing.”

Carducci’s funeral on Monday was a great affair—in spite 
of his Freethought, or perhaps to a large extent in conse
quence of it. The Count of Turin represented the King of 
Italy, the Presidents of the Senate and the Chamber were 
present, and more than five hundred societies, with their 
banners, followed the procession. All shops were shut on 
the line of march, and the street lamps lighted and veiled in 
crêpe. It is calculated that a hundred thousand people 
participated in the obsequies. When will Englishmen turn 
out in that way to honor a poor man of genius—a poet ? 
Evidently the Italians are ahead of us in some things.

There has been for some time a Secular Society formed of 
Post Office employées in London. We are now pleased to 
hear of tho formation of a Manchester Telegraphists’ Secular 
Society. It consists at present of a few more than twenty 
members, and it expects to grow rapidly, for the members 
are all full of propagandist zeal. They are throwing all 
their debates open, and each member brings along as many 
non-members as possible. They hope to imbue the minds of 
the younger telegraphists with Freethought principles. We 
understand that they would value a few words of advice and 
encouragement from us. Well, we hardly feel ablo to advise 
them, for advice, to be worth anything, must bo based upon 
a thorough knowledge of the details of the case ; but as for 
encouragement, wo beg to offer them a full measure. They 
have our best wishes for their success—which, we believe, is 
certain, if they keep on working without expecting too much 
progress in too little time ; and we shall always be glad to 
adviso them on any special point on which they may think 
our opinion valuable.

We have been asked to give the reference to the Shakes
peare quotation in last week’s Freethinker motto. The 
passage will be found in Coriolanus, Act II., sccno iii.

11 It gave me very great pleasure,” a correspondent writes, 
11 to pay a visit last Sunday evening to the meeting of tho 
Plymouth Rationalist Association, where one of the most 
stalwart standard-bearers of Freethought in that historic 
port opened a discussion on ‘ The Right to Punish.’ Almost 
every person present (including one very thoughtful medical 
doctor attached to the Royal Navy) joined in the brisk ques
tioning and discussion ; and I was not a little interested to 
note that the amount and variety of intellect displayed were 
quite out of proportion to the size of tho rather small 
audience. Bigger towns than Plymouth would be very for
tunate to possess an equally sturdy band of Freethinkers. 
They have only just begun to advertise in the local press 
and to receive public recognition ; but there is no reason 
why this society should not do big things in tho immediate 
future. For the enthusiasm is tremendous.” Our corres
pondent was only visiting Plymouth; otherwise ho would 
have known that the leading spirits of the movement he 
praises were old Secularists.

The Growth of Roman Catholicism in 
Great Britain.

are not of the number of those who look for the 
speedy extinction of Roman Catholicism. We have, 
indeed, sufficient faith in the power of reason as 
against superstition, and of truth as against fiction, 
to regard the ultimate destruction of the Papacy as 
inevitable. But the Roman Catholic Church has 
survived so much, and her powers of recuperation 
are so marvellous, that the day is probably faT 
distant when a liberated humanity will be able to 
inscribe Ilic jacet over the tomb of the last Roman 
pontiff. We are fully aware that the stronges'i 
minds and the brightest intellects are steadily f°r' 
saking Roman Catholicism ; but when did the Papa°y 
depend for its real power on the intellectual capacity 
of its adherents ? The material which the Papacy 
kneads and moulds to its will is of very different 
consistency, and as yet there is no conspicuous 
dearth of supply. Hence it is we deprecate any 01 
that foolish optimism which regards the Roman 
Catholic Church as a moribund and almost neglig>b|® 
institution. Her doom may, indeed, have gone forth» 
and the handwriting may be visible on the wall; buC 
there remains a great deal of work to be done by 
Freethought sappers and miners ere the entire strnc- 
ture of Roman ecclesiasticism can be brought to the 
ground.

The Roman Church in Scotland is at present
rejoicing over the progress it has made during 1909-

• - - ofCertainly, if continued increase in tho numbers 
the clergy and of the religious orders be considered 
evidence of progress, then Roman Catholicism 
making headway in Calvinistic Scotland. It migb" 
be urged, however, that an increase merely in tb® 
parasitic attendants on an organism is not usually 
regarded as symptomatic of a healthy condition 01 
the latter. We could wish that the Church of Rod® 
would honestly tell us whether she is going back' 
wards or forwards as regards the laity. But bef 
methods are too subtle for that. There are a g°°® 
many things she prefers to keep dark. We have 
otlicial statistics before us for tho year 1900 with 
reference to the archdiocese of Glasgow. Wo af® 
not impressed by finding a considerable increaso 
1906 in the number of baptisms. Infants have very 
little choice in the matter of religion. What become® 
of these infants, or such of them as roach tho add 
stage ? From our knowledge of the number of thos® 
of the present generation who have practical*! 
severed their connection with tho Church, we mor 
than suspect that oven the extraordinary fecundity 
of the Irish immigrant will shortly be fully taxed f® 
keep the actual membership at its present leV®' 
What is of much more significance than any in'ereaf® 
in baptisms is the comparatively small increase llJ 
the number of confirmations.

Tho Catholic population of Scotland is set dô ® 
roughly as ¿520,000—say perhaps about one in D*** 
of the total population. If tho method whereby 
above total is arrived at be similar to the metb®. 
employed in estimating the Catholic population 0 
the Glasgow archdiocese, the result is not to f 
depended upon at all. The method is speciously f®11 
but tho result is entirely fallacious. The number 
births is assumed as coinciding with tho number 
baptisms, which so far is fair enough, as obviou®' 
the baptisms cannot exceed the births. Then 
total Roman Catholic population is estimated on £li 
basis of allowing tho mean proportional average ®n n n n lo .fin n  fn v  a n o h  n f iw lv .l in v n  R n ij ¡0population for each newly-born child. But 
method, while legitimate enough when dealing 'J.1 g 
the entire population of a country, is mislead1 
when applied to any religious body; because  ̂
assuming that all the relatives of tho newly-born & 
newly-baptised infant are adherents of the Cbur ̂  
And this, as things go nowadays, is a very large 
gratuitous assumption indeed. Doubtless, rea  ̂
will see the point without any elaborate explanat i  ̂
In a country like Scotland there aro many d 1

r
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uninriu^eS’ 0̂r S tan ce . Though the child of such J 
relsu ma^ baptised in a Catholic church, all its
Gather S °n Ŝ e one Paren ŝ are non'
of th 1Cri oven w^en both parents are members
one] 6 ^kurch, what guarantee have we that the 
still s’.au?^s> cousins, etc., of the baptised child are 
calci iWi. n ^er communion ? Yet the method of 

All We are criticising counts all these in. 
liom a'n§s considered, those who contend that the 
num " a^olic Church has not really held her own 
C o n Great  Britain save through the 
oorret s r̂eam Irish immigration are quite 
ti0ng But though this be so, and though defec-
Chur ?n . ^ e Part of the laity are numerous, the 
the e° 1 ^  ul?doubtedly growing more powerful on 
tnon es,̂ astical side. As we have said, churches, 
fast J , les> convents and clergy are multiplying 
stern a.^kough there is no such rule in all their 
mea anthmetic ”), and everyone knows what that 
an<j if' B means the steady acquisition of property, 
of e Possession of property means the wielding 
i n t e r ’nfluenC0 and the building up of vested 
ttavel S' ^  *s r̂om ^ a  ̂ P°iQt view that the 
is 0FIneni' °f Roman Catholicism in these countries 

aangerous.
ProDpHOÛSe’ accumulation of money, land and 
t° ¡j-s y ln the hands of a Church ultimately leads 
depPnOWP undoing. It waxes fat and vicious, and 
glory Gj,a ês* Still, in the interval, and in the full 
by a J r  Possession, incalculable iniury may be done 

We 6al j'ky Church to a community. 
exPand’ a °̂.ve that the Roman Catholic Church is 
Britain n®rna?l*<̂  on ecclesiastical side in Great 
assize] * .is exPansive movement has been largely 
inilUx f ur P̂8 the past few years by the exceptional 
obsery Ĉeiacs r̂om the Continent. Hei’e we may 
Policv °ne unfortunate result to us of the repressive 
French p1SUe(̂  ôwar^s the Catholic Church by the 
the Com °V0?nmGnk religious sphere, as in
Riakea merc*ai sphere, our policy of the open door 
thin« thUJ countl7  the dumping-ground for every- 
is faa f a'J tho Continental nations do not want. It 
P°p6r desirable to revive tho vulgar cry of “ No 
it haa ]P̂  .^iho many a higher-sounding battle-cry, 
anfl sulr ln P3,8*' so much shedding of tears 
UiBruoJ: ln.S °f blood that one would fain bury its 
on tfl0 es ln oblivion. But it would be sheer folly 
facts. ?ar  ̂ Freethinkers to shut their eyes to
Vai'ie'tv • ^ growth of clericalism of tho Roman
ie°0RniRin^ Britain is an unquestionable fact. To 
Pr®lirni S° ^ le oxact condition of affairs is tho best 
law ^  doaling effectually with it. Since tho
Passed ^ t h  religious associations in Franco was
Uun8 fr bore been a large exodus of monks and 
—if n0f country. A considerable proportion
doniiCii • mai°r share—of these have found a 
the extr 1Q ^ reaf Britain. Now without going to 
°f asylu1110 advocating tho abrogation of the right 
rScenfciv m a r^SKt, or rather a privilege, until 
."?«»»L ‘W0“e ™d. so honorably extended by our 
?bn0xi0 0 those who have made themselves politically 
'gUorc iU,s to foreign governments—we must not 
°lericaiig^ Pr°l)able consequences of this inflow of

thatUiu)Gin̂  uuduly alarmist, there is reason to 
»Just CQl 7?Gse rofugoe monks and priests and nuns 
8ufHcien?i a strong reinforcement of tho already
actio . lai'g0 army of obscurantists and re-
^at-^ri1(?3Hln our midst. It must be borne in mind 
tatiaglvi ly °r wrongly—these people will unhesi- 

tflry .y  resnonsihilitv for their exnatriationat- uqc - rosponsibility for their expatriation
^heiSQl °?r ,°f French Freethought and French 
^Ifudo u-'M *8 U0̂  difficult to conceive what their 
®.very f Wl * towards all advanced thought, and 
tlDSsd witTJfu movoment in tins country that is 
006 °f un . secular spirit. It will assuredly be 
R a 100mPro.mising hostility.
, 0tUan p A? Psnod, tho wealth and tho power of the 
,ere so nj1 atJ^c Church in England and Scotland 

,'l0ns of fh6al re and inconsiderable that the preten- 
adiffere 0 f apacy could be treated with comparative 
*°v?ly and°’ this condition of affairs has been 

surely altering. We are now once more

witnessing the unobtrusive, but nevertheless steady 
growth and development in our midst of an eccle
siastical system which—like all other ecclesiastical 
systems—must inevitably range itself on the side of 
privilege, monopoly and established authority of the 
most conservative type. This is what ecclesiasticism 
has always done, and one may safely prophesy will 
always do, because it is itself an embodiment of 
privilege, monopoly and conservatism. And in saying 
this we are not unaware that many in the lower 
ranks of the clergy are sympathetic enough towards 
the common people. Such well meaning individuals, 
however, are powerless to interfere with the tradi
tional policy of the Church. Moreover, the cleric’s 
first duty is to his Church, and the Catholic priest, 
above all, never forgets that.

One most important aspect of the situation is that 
so many of the religious orders of the Catholic Church 
in Britain are engaged in the education and rearing 
of children, or in the training of lads and girls who 
are afterwards to act as the teachers of children. 
The tendency on the part of the clergy is more and 
more to place the elementary schools under the 
charge of nuns. Naturally they find it leads to the 
“ best results ” from their point of view. We know 
what it is to be schooled at the hands of nuns, and 
we commiserate children in like circumstance, unless 
where the school training is healthily counteracted 
by home and family influence. Even yet it is difficult 
to preserve evenness of temper when we think of the 
manner in which our head was stuffed with the most 
egregious supernatural nonsense while we were kept 
in almost criminal ignorance of the most elementary 
and necessary physical knowledge. And there was 
no one to supply a wholesome corrective. Roman 
Catholic schools may win eulogistic reports from the 
government inspectors. These latter are mainly 
concerned—and necessarily so—with what lies on tho 
surface. But our experience is that a purely religious 
training, unless largely neutralised by rational and 
happy home life, has a pernicious effect on children. 
But all this is another story.

Our purpose at tho outset was to drive home tho 
lesson that, while there is no call for undue pessimism 
in contemplating the present position of Roman 
Catholicism in Great Britain, it would be foolish to 
err on the side of optimism. Figures could be given 
to show the remarkable increase of clergy and 
members of religious orders during the last twenty 
years, but such figures are superfluous for the increase 
is not disputed. What must be our policy in face of 
this condition of matters ? It goes without saying 
that anything savoring of intolerance or oppression 
must be studiously avoided by Freethinkers. Our 
principles forbid such conduct towards those who 
differ from us. That is the supreme consideration. 
But if there be any who think that at times principle 
may be advantageously sacrificed to expediency, it 
may be pointed out that even as a matter of policy 
it is a huge blunder to attempt to forcibly suppress a 
religion. Roman Catholicism has always thriven on 
persecution, and it is poor tactics to play into tho 
enemy’s hand. Our policy must ever remain what it 
is now—a policy of permeation. Rationalists and 
Secularists must continue leavening the mentality of 
tho masses of tho people, and disseminating the 
principles of Freethought and Secularism. Time, as 
wre all know, is on our side. Meanwhile we must 
persevere in our efforts to reach the raw material 
that the Catholic Church so successfully works upon. 
Every Catholic whom we can induce to read, listen 
and think, is lost to the Church almost inevitably. 
By operating on these lines we are gradually cutting 
olf the supplies of the Church, and to cut off tho 
supplies of an enemy is the most effectual method of 
compassing his defeat. Geo Scott.

If a person’s religious ideas correspond not with your own, 
love him nevertheless. How different would yours have 
been had tho chance of birth placed you in Tartary or 
India !—Shelley.
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The Dead Know Not A nything.”

A curious fa c t!—When death arrives 
And people lose their precious lives,
And relatives and friends deplore 
Their comrade who is now “ no more,” 
Whoever cries, whoever groans,
Whoever sheds the scalding tear 
On losing friend so fond and dear,
Whatever grief or agony 
Possess the friends of he or she,
The dear deceased has ne’er been known 
To heave a sigh, emit a groan,
Or indicate by word or sign 
That he has reason to repine,
That he regrets the mighty change,
Or finds his new condition strange,
Or undesirable or sad,
Or that he’s bartered good for bad.

Ah ! no. The dead, of all our race,
Ne’er murmur at their state or place,
Ne’er manifest the least desire 
From their condition to retire,
Or to return to whence they came,
Or to regain their “ vital breath ”—
Once stopped by th’ icy hand of death.

Tho dead are dead, nor grief nor pain 
Can e’er invade their heart again.
Whatever fibs the priests may tell 
Of Heaven’s joys or flames of Hell,
Of ghostly lands beyond the tomb,
Of souls in light, or souls in gloom,
Of spirits wrapped in ardent fire,
Of “ saints ” amidst “ the angel choir,”
Of earthly fools transferred to Heaven,
Of darkest crimes through Christ forgiveD,
Of men whose lives were black and grim, 
Blood-washed by Christ through faith in him, 
Now singing hallelujahs loud 
Amidst the “ blood-besprinkled crowd ”—
The silent dead all this deny 
And stamp such priestly cant a lie.
No joys await the “ saintly dead,”
Their baseless hope with life are fled.
Their dust is like the dust of swine,
Or dust of dogs—no more divine 
Than mud in crowded road or street, 
Splashed here and there by myriad feet.
Their substance, once their life has flown, 
Decays and rots; their skin and bone,
Their flesh and nerves, their brain and blood, 
Soon turn to common dust or mud,
Or turned to gases foul and read,
As poison-odors rise and spread ;
And all their hopes and visions vain 
Dissolve, no more to form again.

The fate of those the clergy curso 
Is just the fate of saints—no worso ;
The unbelievers die no more
Than those who God and Christ adore.
What haps to them’s the common doom 
Of lord and bishop, king and groom,
Of bee and drone, of flea and f ly ;
For all that live are bound to die.
And death’s the utter end of all,
Whether in palace, slum, or hall.
The sceptic man, the faith-filled slave,
Rest both alike when in their grave;
Their thoughts and sentiments are dead 
As th’ hair that once adorned their head.

Let fiery Saint and Atheist 
Lie side by side in grave or cist,
They’ll lie till dissolution come 
Dead as their tomb and quite as dum b;
And when their gases rise and blond,
Or off through hole or cranny wend,
No strife or enmity they show,
No difference of creed they know.
And when their solids turn to dust—
As in the flux of time they must—
No fight ensues, no quarrels come 
To agitate their peaceful tomb ;
For both are dead, as dead as clods,
As dead as demons, ghosts, or gods,
As dead as Hercules or Zeus,
As dead as Satan or the Tho Deuce,
As dead as Yaliveh, God or Lord,
As dead as Christ, the famous Word.

Ay 1 when we’re dead we know no more 
Than wbat we knew in times of yore,
A million years our birth before.
All knowledge ends when Death has dono 
His office on the fated one ;
All life and thought and feeling go 
When we receive the fatal blow.
And hence it is the dead ne’er sigh,
And ne’er complain, or weep, or cry.
Naught can affright or make them flee,
In dying they have ceased to be.

Nov. 6, 1906. Jos. Symes

The Devil.

Who questioned his Creator’s right 
To rule tho roost in realms of light,
And thought of putting God to flight ?

The Devil.

Who ’gainst his Master did rebel,
And fiercely fought, but failed and fell 
From highest heav’n to lowest hell ?

The Dovil.

Who—“ out ” on “ ticket ’’-leave—becamo 
His Maker’s partner—save in name—
To bear, for God’s mistakes, the blame ?

The Devil.

Who worked with God when God began 
To make the universe and man,
And helped tho Lord to spoil his plan ?

The Devil.

W’ho educated Adam’s bride,
And snake-like walked and talked and tried 
To show—and proved—that God had lied ?

The Devil.

Who called on God, at God’s request,
And treated Job, at God’s behest,
To ruin, scabs, and rinderpest ? jjcvjj

Who egged a king to carry out 
A census—wisest act, no doubt,
Of Israel’s loathsome, lyric lout— ?

The Devil.

Who caught his half-starved God alone,
And said : “ If peckish, take a stono 
And change it to a roll or scone ” ?

The Devil.

Who stuck “ the Savior ” on a spike,
Whereon to perch no bird would like,
And said : “ Jump off 1 no stone you’ll strike ” ?

Tho Dovil.

Who set his Maker on a height
Which brought our planet’s day and night,
And kingdoms, into instant sight ?

The Devil.

Who speaks tho truth in Jah’s old book,
And more senso show’s, where'er you look, 
Than Jah or any other spook ? ^  „

Whom love tho priest and parson well,
The double-dealing rogues who sell 
Their godly lies of hcav’n and hell ?

Tho Devil.
Who is it whom we all admire—
As foe of Christ’s immoral sire—•
And whom to meet we all desire
With earth’s best worthies round his fire ?

The Devil.
G. L. Mackenzie«

Ho who is afraid to know both sides of a question caUll<L 
think upon it. Christians do not, as a rule, want to kr>o 
what can be said against their views, and they keep out 
their libraries all books which would inform others. Tbug 
such Christians cannot think freely, and are against otbej 
doing it. Doubt comes of thinking ; tho Christian comm00 ' 
regards doubt as sin. How can ho be a free thinker 'vt) 
thinks thinking is sin ?— George Jacob Holyoake.
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Correspondence. A Prison Dialogue.
------*------

THE lords and secular education.
THE FREETHINKER.To THE EDITOR OF ___ _______________

of t h V he M ail is never weary of singing the praises 
oonsidr °USS HokIs. This profound philosophic journal 
al l H i a t  the House of Lords is an assembly containing 
“It e > 1S ^re'cm*nen  ̂In business and the conduct of affairs 
cation *raC6S exPeHs on almost every subject: finance, edu 

u’ 'var> science, commerce. Its members are men of
Pet •efdacation- of „Serve» Have axes to grind, or personal interests to 
aHmitt ii arveH°us I There are experts amoDgst the Lords 
sophe H Hut do they predominate ? Is there a philo 
tEeir f ai°otl8sf them ? Many of them are merely sons of 
the H a”1Crs an<f are n°t necessarily born legislators. Is 
aSsen.oaso °f Lords as at present constituted ever likely to 
School a Purely secular and ethical curriculum in the 
exist; S’ . °uly possible permanent and just solution of the 

T“ug impasse ?
f'eera'3b®’WaS a good deal of talk about “ watering the 
a when the proprietor of the D aily M ail was made
jaHei r‘ f e scems to be very pleased with his company, 
ev6j gj" from^the fulsome flattery his journal has indulged in

n 81uce. Some people are born flunkeys, 
v  ^°usistency has never been a feature of the D aily Mail, 
1 , long ago, in its Literary Supplement, the writers of
v 0;s °u evolution were politely referred to as “ louts.
* ?w the other day it published a really admirable review of 
. °°k of essays dealing with the Public Schools, in which 
t sP°ke of the desirability of certain reforms, the problom 
att- dealt with philosophically on evolutionary lines. The

*«SeC 8fsorry
teligion 
Who 
life

in every way excellent. But would the D aily  
e published it as a leading article in place of the 

rant it frequently prints now when dealing with 
" to the amusement of those who know that those

'ke R?r̂ .e Hle leading articles in Conservative journals write 
lnn„.arri8ters with a brief. Freethought and old-fashionedComĴMV, 1 -- .. UI W1.1VJLI O. ivovuuuguu UilU UlU'iaiOUlUUOU

hQ t r are as poles apart. The D aily M ail is on the 
dea] °, a dilemma. It will bo interesting to watch how it 
p * ‘th the difficulty. It should bo remembered that the 
^ere,I6i . °f the D aily Mail, now a Peer, has a large com- 
cxolo, .interest in the sale of religious journals publishing 
Prevent 1  !deafl as though they wero facts. This does not 
« “‘ Him from accepting large sums for fraudulent adver 
It WQC?ri SUCH as °f “ electric ” belts which are worthless 
Word u be icteresting to have one Peer's definition of the

unscrupulous.” j .  A. Reid.

S o ^ ^ u t  to the clerical flesh is tho arrival of Sunday 
preSec at a disadvantage during the week, in the 
®Unda °° working-day interests and lay splendors, on 
Syeg  ̂ t^e preacher becomes the cynosure of a thousand 

predominates at once over the Amphitryon with 
or V e “c ^‘ncs> and the most captious member of his church 
pubij“ Hfe Has an immense advantage over all oth 
critic SPea,Hers. The platform orator is subject to the 
expo. hisses and groans. Counsel for tho plaintiff 

re‘or‘ °1 counsel for the defendant. The 
to lla“ , gentleman on one side of the House is liable 
friccj ° H'a facts and figures shown up by his honorable 
lectur ° Q.tbe opposite side. Even the scientific or literary 
of kigtr’ ’I He is dull or incompetent, may see the best part 
pteach aa(l ‘ence slip quietly out ouo by one. But the 
hiSS[ er la completely master of the situation ; no one may 
Vets’a..° °ue may depart. Like the writer of imaginary con- 
^cuth’0“8’ H® may put what imbecilities he pleases into the 
bag His antagonists, and swell with triumph when he 
C°Uficle + '6d ‘Hem. Ho may riot in gratuitous assertions, 
Perfgct j b̂at no man will contradict him ; he may exercise 
be hj Tcewill in logic, and invent illustrative experience; 
factr ; y -§iv° a® evangelical edition with the inconvenient 
that tb1111̂ 0^—all t-His ho may do with impunity, certain 
*’sWin°S0 HI8 hearers who are not sympathising are not 
ioUnd o f ., F°r the press has no band of critics who go the 
a slip 0 ibe churches and chapels, and aro on the watch for 
aiticle ,r iu the preacher to mako a “ feature ” in their
aU talk 116 clergy aro, practically, the most irresponsible of 

sera— Qeorge Eliot.

vl°len6f des’r° to be for ever as wo are ; tho reluctance to a___________ .. « 0  ..w «.<•*. . “
tbr at and unexperienced change, which is common to all 

and inanimate combinations of the universe, is, 
op: the secret persuasion which has given birth to ie

‘°us of a future state.—Shelley.

Scene: Prison Cell.
Characters : 1, Convict; 2, Prison Chaplain.

P. C .: “ Good morning. What shall I read to-day from 
the ‘ Good Book ’ ?”

Con.: “ Anything you like.” (Chaplain opens book and 
reads a chapter.)

P. C .: “ Did you enjoy that ?”
Con.: “ Yes. Would you mind reading it again ?”
P. C .: “ With pleasure.” (Reads chapter again.) “ There 

now 1 I must go now and visit my other friends.”
Con.: “ Don’t go, sir. If it ain’t asking too much, would 

you read the chapter once more ?”
P. C. (astonished): “ Yes, I will, providing you tell me 

why you wish it for the third time.”
Con.; “ Well, sir, before I came in here I  was a heavy 

drinker. It ain’t exactly the Scripture that’s touched me, 
but your breath smells like heaven.”

Gnats and Camels.

T h e  folk who hold the “ New Theology,”
And, from the Faith, by reasoning, ramble,

Yet shrink from scouting all Godology,
“ Strain at a gnat, and swallow a ’’— Campbell.

G. L. M a ck en zie .

WHEN REUBEN CAME TO BABYLON.
When Deacon Hiram journeyed from 

His little town of Tyre,
He found tho price of things at Thebes 

Was just a trifle higher—
They left his whiskerines to him 

And blessed his dear old soul 1 
If Reuben went to Babylon 

I ’ll bet they got his roll.

The world’s not greatly changed, you know 
’Twas really much the same 

When Adam took the pippin and 
Made Eve take all the blame;

’Twas just as tricky in the days 
When Egypt boat the Jows.

Or when Delilah dropped the dopo 
In Mister Samson’s booze.

And when the Tower of Babel rose 
To greet tho mocking skies 

The chief contractor’s sudden wealth 
Produced profound surprise;

When Cartagena’s wandering boys 
Got rather flushed with wine 

The bar-keeper gave them wooden change 
In dear old Palestine.

When Egypt’s daughter plausibly 
Found Moses, on the strand 

The sewing circles straightway raised 
A question in that land ;

When Pharaoh boosted Joseph to 
A job exceeding high,

Some Lincoln Steffens hollered “ Graft!”
And “ Graft 1” is still the cry.

And when the Tuscan shepherd lads 
“ Excursioned ” down to Rome 

On Circus Day, they found some crooks 
They’d never seen at hom e;

When Jason from the rowdy West 
Came romping back to Greece 

Some Athen’s broker sold him stocks 
And got Jay’s golden fleece.

When Uncle Hiram journoyed from 
His county seat at Tyro 

The gold-brick men of Nineveh 
Would meet the dear old squire 

And fill his dear old carpet bag 
And bless his dear old sou l!—

When Reuben went to Babylon 
Ho always dropped his roll.

— American Exchange,
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.
-----.-----

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

LONDON.
Queen’s (Minor) H all (Langham-place, W. ) : 7.30, G. W. 

Foote, “ England’s Real Grand Old Man—George Meredith: a 
Study of a Great Writer and a Great Freethinker.”

C amberwell B ranch N. S. S. (North Camberwell Hall, New 
Church-road) : 7.30, J. T. Lloyd, “ Secularism or Christianity : 
Which 7”

W est H am B ranch N. S. S. (Workman’s Hall, 27 Romford- 
road, Stratford): 7.30, H. S. Wishart, “ Immortality and Im
morality.”

COUNTRY.
B irmingham B ranch N. S. S. (Town Hall) : C. Cohen, 3.15, 

“ Some Barbarisms of Civilisation’’; 7, “ The Plight of Faith: 
An Examination of the New Theology of Sir Oliver Lodge and 
Mr. R. J. Campbell.”

E dinburgh B ranch N. S. S. (Masonic Hall, 11 Melbourne- 
place) : 6.30, Mr. Gerrard, “ The Bible and the Sun-Gods.”

F ailsworth Secular S unday School (Pole-lane) : 6.30, Fred 
Morgan, Recital.

G lasgow B ranch N. S. S. (Hall, 110 Brunswick-street) : Joseph 
McCabe, 12 noon, “ The Scientific Religion of Sir Oliver Lodge 
6.30, “ Medicine in the Middle Ages.” With lantern illustrations.

L eicester S ecular S ociety (Secular Hall, Humberstone Gate) : 
0.30, Allen S. Walker, “ The Ethical Aspect of Food Reform.”

M anchester B ranch N. S. S. (Secular Hall, Rusholme-road): 
0.30, Councillor George Linfoot, “ Religion and Progress.”

N ewcastle R ationalist D ebating S ociety (Lockhart’s Cathedral 
Café) : Thursday, Feb. 28, at 8, J. Bryce, “ Human Nature.”

P lymouth R ationalist S ociety (Foresters’ Hall, Octagon) : 7, 
a Meeting.

S outh S hields (Captain Duncan’s Navigation Schools, Market
place) : 7.30, Lecture arrangements and Conference.

FROM FICTION TO FACT.
By FRED. BONTE.

(LATE A PIUS ON MINISTER.)

The History of a Conversion from Catholic'5111 
to Secularism.

Second Edition—Revised and Enlarged.

“ One of the most remarkable pamphlets which have be®
published of recent years.......A higlily-instructivo piece of se
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.

TnE P ioneer P ress, 2 N ew castle-street, F arringdon-street, b-

NOW READY.

THE SALVATION ARMY AND ITS WOB^
An Eight Page Tract

B y  C. C O H E N .

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

IS, I BELIEVE,

T H E  B E S T  BOOK
ON THIS SUBJECT.

Superfine Large-paper Edition, 176 paget, with Portrait and Auto
graph, bound 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 POPULAR EDITION IN PAPER COVERS.
A copy of this edition post free for 2d. A dozen copies, for dis

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

Holmes's pamphlet.......is an almost unexceptional statement
of the Neo-Malthusianism theory and practice.......and through
out appeals to moral feeling.......The special value of Mr.
Holmes’s service to the Neo-Maithnsian 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. 
illbutt, and others, have also spoken of it in very high terms. 

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

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

T h w aites’ Celandine Lotion.
Cures inflammation in a few hours, Neglected or badly doctored 
oases. 3 or 4 days is sufficient time to cure any case. For sore 
and Inflamed Eyelids. Nothing to equal the Lotion for Dimness 
of Sight. Will remove Skin or Film that sometimes grows on 
the Eye. As the eye is one of the most sensitive organs of the 
body, it needs the most careful treatment.

Cullpeper says in his Herbal Book that if the virtues o: 
Celandine were generally known it would spoil the spoctaclo 
makers'trade. Is. lid . per bottle, with directions; by post 14
stamps.

G. TH W A ITES,
HERBALIST, 2 CHURCH ROW. STOCKTON-ON-TEES

T7 RENCH LESSONS 'given by qualified French-
1  m an; conversation, grammar, etc. ; good English and 
classical.scholar. Moderate terms.—Monsieur, 60 Museum-street 
New Oxford-street,‘W.C.

PRINTED FOR FREE DISTRIBUTION.

Copies will be supplied to applicants who undertake to distrib'lle 
them judiciously. Persons applying for considerable number®' 
who are not known at tlie publishing office, must give a refererlC 
or some other proof of good faith. Carriage must he pa'4 b- 
applicants. The postage of one dozen will be Id., of two d°7'el 
2d., of fifty copies 3d., of a hundred copies 4d. Larger quantity 

by special arrangement.

T nu P ioneer P ress, 2 N ew castle-street, F a rringdon-stree t

A NEW EDITION. NOW READY.
Colonel Ingersoll’s Last Lecture.WHAT IS RELIGION ■

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

Price Twopence.

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

By COLONEL R. G. INGERSOLL
PRICE ONE PENNYTHE BOOK OF ,

IN THE LIGHT GF THE HIGHER CRITICISM 
By G. W . F O O T E .

“ I have read with great pleasure youi Booh oj God. 
shown with perfect clearness the absurdity of Dean Fa*' q}. 
position I congratulate you on your book. It will do great g ̂  
because it is filled with the best of sense expressed with forC 
beauty.”—Colonel Inqersoll. ,j,e

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

Bound in Stout Paper Covers- - - - 1 r
Bound in Good C l o t h ......................... 2/"
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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—Mk. G. W. FOOTE. 
Secretary—E. M. VANCE (Miss).

aoqn|E?j0lety waa formed in 1898 to afford legal eeourity to the 
The At and application of funds for Secular purposes. 

®*)iectaJUem°ran^nm °* Association sets forth that the Society's 
ahonia h ' l '—1̂ ° Promote the principle that human conduct 
tAtaral h° r a*86̂  nPon natural knowledge, and not upon super- 
Bnd 0f »if1 ,!r *’ RRd that human welfare in this world is the proper 
To prnrri11,“ onght and action. To promote freedom of inquiry, 
píete ° , universal Secular Education. To promote the com- 
laWfa] Polarisation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such 
hold ,n8a as are conducive to such objects. Also to have, 
or bénn 0e,76' an<t retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
the ^ . 6athed any person, and to employ the same for any of 

The p°v ? 0i the Society.
abould labllity members is limited to £1, in case the Society 
fiabilit?eVer be Fnnnd up and the assets were insufficient to cover 

Afern?3 a most unlikely contingency, 
yoarlv u8 T&y an entrance fee of ton shillings, and a subsequent 

The « . cr'P^on of five shillings.
!arger “Ooiety has a considerable number of members, hut a much 
8ainednnirber is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
it partio'iT10nS-at i'i1030 who road this announcement. All who join 
Its tes Tate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of 
tioa that1083, ^  ’3 expressly provided in the Articles of Associa
t e  Soci f10 “ ember> as snoh, shall derive any sort of profit from 
Aov y,’ either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 

T h is  Whatevor.
Director °CÍBt)y,a affaira are managed by an elected Board of 
twelve tn’ 00nsisting of not less than five and not more than 
, members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

but are oapable of re-eleotion. An Annual General Meeting c f 
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 security. 
Those who are in a position to do so are invited to make 
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society's favor in their 
wills. On this point there need not be the slightest apprehensior. 
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The executors 
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary course of 
administration. No objection of any kind has been raised in 
connection with any of the wills by which the Society has 
already been benefited.

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

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

Friends of the Society who have remembered it in their wills 
or who intend to do so, should formally notify the Secretary oi 
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.

AND MORALITY
WORKS BY G. W. FOOTE.

Bib£r
T,
and v

Bl «>em
O m JI^D B O O K  FOR FREETHINKERS AND 
]la WING CHRISTIANS. A new edition, revised 
clot^ m o ly  printed. Cheap edition, paper cover

AND BEER.
etotalism on the Christian Scriptures, 

accurate. Freethinkers should keep this pamphlet 
4d., ■ "

2d., post Jd.
Showing the absurdity of basing 

Careful, thorough, 
_> this pamphlet by

post Jd.
IN-
and

.... .. __, ___, I®-
BIBl® post 2i d-

g0 .EROES. New edition. Each part, paper Is., post Id. 
Peat 2lY ed'k>°n (200 pages), complete, cloth, 2s. 6d.,

«iRr p 42U.
(¡A ROMANCES. Popular edition, with Portrait, paper 
Poll Post 2Jd. Superior edition (160 pages), cloth 2s., 

CFTta
J g U N iT Y  AND PROGRESS. Second and cheaper 
am/ ??■ Recommended by Mr. Robert Blatchford in God 

CSRIktit? Nei9hhor- IB., post Jd.
DeWANlTY
cleft, w’*b the Rev. Dr. James McCann. Paper, Is. ;

o a i t o j l3- Cd-  p°st 2d-
given t CHRISTIANITY. Hundreds of references are 
rnaj( Jo standard authorities. No pains have been spared to 

6 Worb a complete, trustworthy, final, unanswerable 
r r,.i ment of Christianity. The Tree is judged by its 

C0Mlc qj* Cloth (244 pp.), 2s. 6d., post 3d.
W kERM°N S  AND OTHER FANTASIAS. 8d., post Id.

of 9 ^  GOD. Containing all the passages in the works 
DRjij,. AW'n bearing on the subject of religion. Cd., post Id 

J«rv i 0P  FREE SPEECH. Three hours’ Address to I 
t J v v  ore Lord Coleridge.

DRopj,j^^,0tn°tes. 4d., post Id.

AND SECULARISM. Four Nights’ Public

Three hours’ Address to the 
With Special Preface and

2d" p°at -d-
poet aA ° F FREETIIOUGHT. First Series, cloth, 2s. Gd., 

^Ol) a  a‘ Second Series, cloth 2s. Gd., post 3d.
BOB SAv ~t̂ CAGO. A useful Tract. Per 100, Gd., post 4d. 

loteo KING. An English Republican’s Coronation

THE DEVIL : and Other Free Church Per-

V s !
OF

2d. post Jd.
A c SCIENCE LIBEL CASE, with Full and True 

^TIDFt01 °f tbe “ Deeds Grgies.” 3d-> Post Id-
L REATH-BEDS. Second edition, much enlarged.

'm1’ERv t ' *“■ ouPerfine paper in cloth, Is. 3d., post ljd .
Soota? W WlTH THE DEVIL. 2d., post Jd.

. Annin r,ISM BOUND? Four Nights’ Public Debate with 
B -THE Eesant. Is., post ljd . ; cloth, 2s., post 2jd. 

t Id BIBLE INSPIRED? A Criticism of Lux Mundi.

r PARp a F1851 DEFENDED AGAINST ARCHDEACON
?°RN M nt11, 2d” P°st *d-
^ ^ T E rh LEY AS A FREETHINKER. 2J., post Jd.

T0 ™ E  CLERGY. (128 pp.). Is., post 2d. 
b TO JESUS CHRIST. 4d., posted.

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 id.

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

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. 
I s .; 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 Bock of Holy Scripture. Is.; bound in cloth, 
Is. Gd., post ljd.

THE BIBLE GOD. 2d., post Jd.
THE ATHEIST SHOEMAKER and the Rev. Hugh 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 Sepher Toldotb 
Jeshu, 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 ¿n 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.

T h e  P io n e e r  PRESS, 2 Nowcastle-atreet, Farringdon-street, London, E.O.
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SPECIAL COURSE OF

SUNDAY EVENING LECTURES
BY

Mr. G. W. F O O T E .
AT THE

Q U E E N ’S ( MI NOR)  HAL L ,
LÄNGHÄM PLACE, LONDON, W.

FEBRUARY 24—

ENGLAND’S REAL GRAND OLD M AN-GEORGE MEREDITH:
A STU D Y OF A G R E A T  W R IT E R  AND A G R E A T  F R E E T H IN K E R .

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 .

A New Edition. Price THREE PENCE.
Post free, T H R E E  P E N C E  H A LFPEN N Y.

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E - ^  '

N O W R E A D Y .

THE MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA
OB, THE

DEATH OF THE CLASSICAL WORLD
AN ADDRESS AT CHICAGO BY

M. M. MANGASARIAN.

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.

Printed and Published by T ub F beethocoht P ublishing Co., Limited. 2 Hewcaatle-strect, Farr lr.^don-s treat. London, E.C-


