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If in the morning I  hear of the right way, and in the 
evening die, I  can be happy.— CONFUCIUS.

Blessed Be Ye Poor.

^ LEADING London newspaper once opened its 
columns to a discussion of the question, “ Is Chris 
hanity Played Out?” In a certain sense it is not 
Played out. To use a common expression, “ there’s 
JSoney in it.” Despite the “ poverty ” of the 

lower clergy,” for whom so many appeals are 
^ade, the clerical business beats all others, if we 
compare the amount of investment with the size 
of the dividend. Relatively speaking, the profits 
are Magnificent. There are some curates with only 
jj Workman’s wages, and of course they merit our 
oopest sympathy. It is quite shocking to think that 

? disciple of the "poor Carpenter of Nazareth” has 
°. subsist and support his dear children on such a 

pserable pittance. It is a calamity which calls for 
0ars of blood. But, on the other hand, there are 

pchbishops with princely incomes, Bishops with 
ordly revenues, Deans and Canons with fine salaries 
ûd snug quarters; and between the two extremes 
1 the fat bishop and the lean curate is a long lino of 

gradations, in which, if we strike an average, the 
«salt is very far from despicable. It may bo added 
uat, while the leading Nonconformist ministers, at 
east ¡n England, do not rival the great Church 

Mgnitaries in the matter of income, they often run 
J? to' a thousand a year and sometimes over it. 

aking the average of their incomes, we have no 
Citation in saying it is beyond what they would 
ajM in the ordinary labor market.
Joseph Symes asked, “ Who’s to be Damned if Chris- 

fIaQity is True ?’’ Certainly, he said, the clergy stand a 
,^e chance. They are more likely to go to Hades than 
i?6 congregations they preach to. On an average 

are better off. They preach, or should preach, 
(jUe blessings of poverty and the curse, nay, the 
^Mnableness, of wealth. According to the teaching 
Jesus, as we read it in tho Sermon on the Mount, 

Qd as we find it illustrated in the parable of Dives 
^d Lazarus, every pauper is pretty sure of a front 
.°at in heaven ; and every man of property or good 
jCome is equally sure of warm quarters in hell.

you do not meet parsons in workhouses, though 
j°Me of them get a good deal of outdoor relief. Go 

a country parish and look for the clergyman’s 
k°use; you will not find it difficult to discover. The 
est residence is tho squire’s, tho next best is the 

Arson’s. Everywhere the clericals appropriate as 
J u°h as they can of tho good things of this world, 
.boy fin(j ¡(j quite easy to worship God and Mammon 
jSother. The curato has his eye on a vicarage ; the 

i.Car has his on a deanery; the dean has his on a 
shopnc. Tho Dissenting minister is open to im- 

W°vo his position. Sometimes he is invited to 
°ther church. He wrestlps with the Lord and 
®kes enquiries. If they prove satisfactory, he 

U c°gnises “ a call.” Other people, in ordinary busi- 
aif88’ y ould honestly say they wore accepting a better 

uation ; but the man of God is above all that, so he 
¡1 y® tho Lord’s voice and goes to a position of 
.greater service,” though it would puzzle him to 

an extra soul saved by the alteration.
L848

Modern Christianity is simply an organised hypo
crisy. The note of modern apologetics is the 
phrase of “ Christ-like.” In one respect the gentle
men who strike this note are Christ-like. They live 
on the gifts-of the faithful, including those of “ rich 
women.” But the likeness ends there. In other 
respects they are dissimilar to their Master. He died 
upon the cross and they live upon the cross. Yes, 
and many of them get far more on the cross than 
they would ever get on the square.

Doubtless we shall be censured in vigorous biblical 
language for speaking so plainly. But we mean every 
word we say, and are prepared to make it good in 
discussion. Men should practise what they preach. 
Those who teach that poverty is a blessing should 
themselves be poor. Those who teach that God 
Almighty cried “ Woo unto you rich ! ” should avoid 
the curse of wealth. If they do not, they are hypo
crites. It is no use mincing the matter. Plain 
speech is best on such occasions. When the great 
Dr. Abernethy told a gouty, dyspeptic, rich patient 
to “ live on sixpence a day and earn it,” his advice 
was more wholesome than the most dexterous 
rigmarole.

“ Blessed be ye poor ” and “ Woe unto you rich ” 
are texts with which the Church has bamboozled the 
multitude in the interest of the privileged classes. 
The disinherited sons of earth were promised all sorts 
of fine compensations in Kingdom-Come; meanwhile, 
kings, aristocrats, priests and all the rest of the 
juggling and appropriating tribe, battened on the 
fruits of other men’s labor. The poor were like the 
dog crossing the stream and seeing the big shadow 
of his piece of meat in the water. “ Seize the shadow 1 ” 
the priests cried. The poor did so. But the substance 
was not lost. It was snapped up and shared by 
those who gave the advice.

The people have been told that the gospel is a oheap 
thing—without money and without price. That is 
the prospectus. But the gospel is frightfully dear in 
reality. Religion costs more than education. Eng
land spends more in preparing her sons and daughters 
for the next world than in training them for this 
world. Yet tho next world may he nothing but a 
dream, and certainly we know nothing about i t ; 
while this world is a solid and often a solemn fact, 
with its business as well as its pleasures, its work as 
well ’ as its enjoyments, its duties as well as its 
privileges. To keep people out of hell and guide 
them to heaven (places that only exist in the map of 
faith), we spend over twenty millions a year. This is 
a sum which, if wisely devoted, would remedy the 
worst evils of human society in a single generation. 
It would found countless institutions of culture and 
innocent recreation ; and, by means of experiments, 
it would solve a host of social problems. Instead of 
doing this, we keep up a huge army of black-coats to 
fight an imaginary Devil; yet we call ourselves a 
practical people. Christianity has its roots deep down 
in the wealth of England, and this is the secret of its 
power, allied of course with its usurped authority 
over the minds of little children. The churches and 
chapels are mostly social institutions, Sunday resorts 
of tho “ respectablo ” classes. For any purpose con
nected with the real welfare of the people Christianity 
might just as well be dead and buried—as it will be 
when the people see the truth. Q w  FooTE>
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The Ethics of Expurgation.

If there is one thing the people of this country are 
prone to, it is the work of looking after other people’s 
morals—which is at once an easier and a pleasanter 
task than looking after one’s own. The benefits of 
the inquisition are seldom very apparent, unless one 
reckons conscious hypocrisy on the one side and an 
unconscious hypocrisy on the other a moral gain. 
But the fact remains that the work is taken up with 
avidity and pursued with enthusiasm. Whether it 
be a movement for suppression of vice at home, or a 
mission to civilise savages abroad and bring them up 
to the standard of our almost unapproachable British 
morality, the fact is equally patent. “ Love thy 
neighbor as thyself ” was the old Jewish command; 
the average Christian loves his neighbor better than 
himself—at least he is trying to bring him up to a 
standard of excellence seldom exemplified in his own 
character. The neighbor retorts, of course, with the 
same policy. And thus, by a wise provision of 
Nature, everybody is provided with employment, 
without anybody being affected.

If this class of people merely wrote and talked, 
little need be said about them. Those who were not 
interested would neither listen nor read. But, un
fortunately, these people get into positions of power 
or influence, and their opinions then become 
crystalised in practice. And at this point everybody 
is concerned. Circulating libraries and large news
agents decide, without any qualms as to the relia
bility of their judgment, what is not suitable for 
their subscribers or customers to read. And these 
latter submit with a tameness that is eloquently 
suggestive of the docility of disposition engendered 
by a long course of Mrs. Grundyism. Public libraries 
are governed by exactly the same principles. Instead 
of being places where good and representative lite
rature is kept for the benefit of those who pay for 
their maintenance, they are ruled by a committee 
who are often as good judges of literature as a cow 
is of a landscape, and who decide what is fit and 
proper for the ratepayers to read ; and, as all is done 
in the sacred name of morality, they dutifully submit. 
Boccaccio’s Jew decided that the Catholic Church 
must have God at the back of it, since otherwise so 
wicked an institution could not maintain itself; and 
really one might put in a plea for British greatness 
on the ease with which wo submit to stupid regula
tions.

An Education Committee has just distinguished 
itself by placing Mrs. Gaskell’s Mary Barton on the 
list of prohibited books. Commenting on this, the 
Tribune remarks that there is much to bo said for 
the practice of editing English classics for school 
use so as to “ exclude anything to which the most 
scrupulous may take exception,” and adds that the 
“ firms who issue such English school texts are ren
dering a genuine service to education.” With the 
wisdom of the Education Committee’s decision I 
am not now concerned, but more with the general 
question of issuing expurgated editions of authors 
who have a standing in the history of literature. 
That this should bo done at all is, I believe, bad 
enough, but that it should be done in the alleged 
interests of literature and morality is infinitely worse.

The practice, it must be noted, only affects classics 
—books, that is, that have by their genoral excel
lence established a claim to notice that is admitted 
by all. Poor books need not bo expurgated, because 
they do not live. It may safely be said that no 
merely bad book will continue to exist. Books either 
live by their excellences or not at all. There may be 
bad things or distasteful things in the best of books • 
but, after all, it is the excellence of the book as a 
whole that secures its immortality.

Now, on what grounds is this practice of expurga
tion justified? In the first place, it is said, they are 
not suitablo for young people to read. But, admitting 
this for the moment, is there any necessity for young 
people reading them ? Shakespeare, Cervantes, Swift, 
Fielding, wrote for men and women, not children.

Young people would not be likely to select 
Quixote, Gulliver's Travels, Tom Jones, or Shakespeare, 
or, if they did, their selection would be some lit j- 
proof of ability to appreciate them. Any boo 
that is a book may have a beneficial influence on 
development of a boy or girl, but there is no on 
book that is absolutely indispensable to the prop 
education or development of anyone. We are, 
think, very apt to overestimate the importance 
certain books in the education of people, and, curio08 _y 
enough, they are most prone to this whose knowle 8 
of books is of the most superficial character. K 
is not desirable that certain books should be read y 
young people, let them wait until they are 
enough. Bat when they do have an author’s yro 
in their hands, let it be his work, and not the j°‘ 
production of himself and someone elso ; the con 
bution of the someone else being made up of a  ̂  ̂
lainous and unnecessary mutilation. As lief bn 
man as a good book, said Milton; and I fancy 1 
applies to mutilation as well as murder. „

Is it quite certain, however, that every “ y?uep 
person ” needs such scrupulous care-taking to 
them from contact with some of the world’s b 
literature ? The matter seems to me at least op 
to question, particularly as the inquiry cannot in 
nature of the case be concerned with mere child1  ̂
To force young people to read books of this class 
one policy, and one that no sensible person 0 
adopt. But to permit them access to good literate 
and allow them to select at their pleasure, is 9ulg0 
another and a reasonable policy. No one will acc 
Ruskin of any desire to place within reach of y°° .g 
people either unclean or debasing books, yet here 
his advice, deliberately given as to the choice of boo 
for girls:—

“ Whether novels, or poetry, or history be read, tbs? 
should be chosen, not for their freedom from evil, 
for their possession of good. The chance and scatt  ̂
evil that may haunt, or hide itself in, a powerful b 
never does any harm to a noble g irl; but the empti“ 
of an author depresses her, and his amiable - 
degrades her. And if she can have access to a a ^  
library of old and classical books, there need be ^  
choosing at all. Keep the modern magazine and D°ô  
out of your girl’s w ay; turn her loose iuto tb® , 
library every wet day and let her alone. She will j
what is good for her.......Let her loose in the library,^
say, as you do a fawn in the field. It knows the 
weeds twenty times better than you; and the good o 
too, and will eat some bitter and prickly ones, go°c 
it, which you had not the slightest thought would b 
been so."

We are not, then, I think, called upon to expurg8̂  
good literature in the interests of the young i ^ .f 
alone, their instincts will be, on the whole, 
safest guides; or, in cases where these instm 
betray them—a catastrophe usually produced b y a 
or vicious training—the remedy is to be found 1°.  ̂
more effective education elsewhere rather than 1 
the mutilation of a great man’s work. i6

Thero is another aspect of tho matter that aff®? 
both young and old. Who is it who is to sit in----- j ----- o —— v—• *• *** " “ w ~~~< ~
ment on the world’s masterpieces of literature .j. •% i . - • - ’ *» is 1

pi*
--------, £- kJ i ALXUOU HI 14>J MU UAUUilw“  - * 1 rtj

in their way, but they are not usually possesse 
the qualifications for dictating to either a Swn 
Sterne, or a Fielding. And what guide bave^ ^

decide what is good for the people to read ? jg 
tho publishers? Those may be very excellentp , nf

publishers in their selection ? Their desire 1 
sell; their policy is to exclude anything that j. 
hinder the sale; and thus, in the long run, it 18 .____n __ i i* i _ i . - j i ---f ------~nflilJ-* .even tho publishers, who at least have an acqoa!  ̂
ance with books—in bulk—who are the judges, ^ 
the comparatively unthinking and comparatively1 
terate general public. The prurient-minded pul1 e0 
tho man whose taste for good literature has 0 ^ 
degraded by copious courses of cheap sensations< .
—religious and secular—is constituted an unol \ ^ 
licenser of books by a policy that is both co'VYn- 
and dishonest. The host of “ popular ” nove 
who by cheap sensationalism, false emotion, uDa'jjy 
characterisation, and impossible ethics do r° ^ 
debase character, receive the stamp of approba
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while the great writers are carefully scanned for the 
excision of all that bigotry and moral cowardice may 
take exception to.

The policy of expurgation does not stop with those 
Passages which are not in conformity with the surface 
°t drawing-room morality. It is extended to matters 
°f taste and opinion. At one moment it is a question 
M the moral effect of certain passages, at another 
the effect of other passages on religious belief, at 
6°we other moment something else. The policy is 
0l}e that inevitably grows, and its danger increases 
w'th its scope. Many of the great writers have 
suffered from it, and, what is even more important, 
generations of readers likewise. The only writer 
 ̂ 0 ig safe fr0ni attack is the one whose work might 
e buried “ fathoms deep ” without loss to anybody, 
t is a policy that places a premium upon mediocrity 

??a a Jiax upon ability and courage. It is a policy 
hat is both cowardly and dishonest; cowardly 
ecause it of necessity only attacks the dead, and 
^honest because it puts into the hands of unin- 
ormed readers a book that is not the work of the 

Person whose name it bears. If a book is worth 
Possessing, let us have that or nothing. No one 
''ants—or no one ought to want—Shakespeare 
tered through the mind of a Bowdler, or some 

°per classic doctored by a publisher anxious to 
P ejise the more uncultured section of the public.
. The injustice to the illustrious dead is great; the 
n]ury to the living is even greater. The former 
offer by misrepresentation, the latter by the creation 

Y a whole atmosphere that is essentially unhealthy, 
oung people cannot grow up morally strong because 
oeir true moral strength is seldom appealed to. 
hey cannot grow up intellectually straightforward 

¡0r ^ e reason that the type of mind that sees no 
Justice in producing a mangled version of a dead 
n̂’s work is incapable of imparting such a lesson, 

he one lesson insistently inculcated by practice and 
Prccept is, that if one possesses opinions, let him be 
ĥ cful in expressing them, and, if they are likely to 
hitato against one’s “ getting on,” suppress them 
‘'Ugether. The result is the creation of a social 
vironment saturated with artificiality and in- 

huerity ; a generation dreading boldness of thought 
ha faithfulness of speech more than anything else ; 
u a public press that can look upon the publication 
uiutiiated editions of classical authors as “ a 

gehuine service to education." ^

Christian Science.

gTJCH is the baptismal name of a Christian sect that 
Jj®p saw the light some forty years ago. The land 

hich had the misfortune to give it birth was 
ans6r*Ca’ and m08  ̂ ihs nurses, tutors, guardians, 
It \ c.hamPions have been American men and women. 
- s nigh-priestess is Mrs. Mary Bakor Eddy, of Lynn, 

hsSEichusetts, and its infallible text-book, its court 
j. unal appeal, is this lady’s Science and Health, with 
¡ 3  to the Scriptures. A year after the publication of 
, 8 strange book, a Christian Scientist Association 

i,as formed, and four years later Mrs. Eddy becamo 
 ̂ pastor of a “ Church of Christ, Scientist,” in 

, °ston. Since then the sect has grown and prospered 
Q,y?nd its merits. There are now in London some throe 
g j^istian Scientist Churches, with a membership of 
ai One of these societies has its headquarters 

T ortman Rooms, Baker-street, where all its public 
iniVlCes are To outsiders, these services are
^ 8ufferably dull and uninteresting. On the platform 
laflr0 are ŵo reading-desks, the ono occupied by a 
0tJ/  ^nd the other by a gontleman. The lady gives 
lat Tynans and reads portions of Scripture, while 
Sa 0r on the gentleman reads a long list of Bible pas- 
fro 6S’ and lady> a corresponding list of passages 
fro01 ^ rs’ Eddy’s book. These alternate readings 
so*01 ^ e  two sources are said to “ comprise our 
crruon.”

fienHW’ w^at *8 this Christian Science ? It is evi- 
®*y a Christian sect, and it claims to be a fair

deduction from the teaching of the Bible ; but is it 
any more reasonable than Christianity as ordinarily 
understood ? A few days ago, Plymouth Church, 
Brooklyn, rendered famous through the world-wide 
popularity of the late Henry Ward Beecher, pro
nounced a very unfavorable judgment upon it. The 
trustees, by a vote of six to two, decided to permit 
the building to be used on a given evening for a 
lecture on behalf of Christian Science. This action 
was taken, in all innocence, without the knowledge 
either of the minister, Dr. Hillis, or of the members. 
A violent storm arose at once. A numerously- 
attended meeting of protest was held by the members, 
at which the trustees were unanimously requested to 
rescind their resolution, which they immediately did. 
Now, Dr. Hillis, who is a remarkably strong man, 
justified his opposition, according to a cablegram to 
the Tribune, “ upon the ground that Mrs. Eddy’s 
followers do not believe in the Fatherhood of God, 
while the congregation is shocked at the idea of 
their church being considered by implication as being 
in sympathy with Eddyism, the founder of which is 
denounced as a money-making old woman.” Is 
Plymouth Church right or wrong in its estimate of 
Christian Science ? Let us inquire.

A month ago, the Albert Hall, London, was crowded 
in every part, when Mr. Bicknell Young, a member 
of the Board of Lectureship of the American Church, 
delivered an eloquent discourse on the subject of 
Christian Science. Mr. Young is looked upon as an 
authoritative exponent of the doctrines of this now 
denomination. Wei1, what is Christian Science, 
according to this official representative ? Its funda
mental doctrine seems to be “ that God is Mind and 
that Mind is God and, strangely enough, it claims 
to find this doctrine in the Bible. Of course, the 
Bible is the most wonderfully comprehensive book 
in the world. It can be so explained as to give 
support to the most preposterous and absurd ideas 
ever invented. But in what chapter and verse is 
God declared to be Mind, or Mind God ? Did Jesus 
ever address or speak of the Deity as Mind ? Did he 
not invariably call him Father ? And what is Mind ? 
What is meant by infinite Intelligence ? Mr. Young 
does not pretend to bo able to tell us. He admits 
that “ thero are many contradictory opinions and 
beliefs concerning God, some of them unreasonable, 
unnatural, and even grotesque,” and then affirms that 
“ Christian Science gives definitions of God which 
are found to be universally acceptable and satisfying 
to the human reason.” Of a certainty, Mr. Young is 
an audacious romancer. The assertion that the God 
of Christian Science is " universally acceptable and 
satisfying to the reason ” is idiotic in the extreme. 
Why, all the Christian Scientists on the planet are 
but a merest handful, a fact of which Mr. Young 
cannot be ignorant.

Tho noxt Christian Scientist dogma is that there 
is nothing but God. “ There is but ono Mind, one 
God, ono Christ, and nothing real but Mind. Matter 
and sickness are subjective states of error, delusions 
which can bo dispelled by the mental process of a 
true knowledge of God and Christ, or Christian 
Science.” Again and again Mr. Young contends that 
“ there is only ono power, God, Good, and that to 
admit any other is to break the first commandment.” 
This is the truth of absolute science, he assures u s; 
but, unfortunately, human experience is at deplorable 
variance with it. “Absolute science” says one thing, 
and daily experience tho very opposite. Mr. Young 
frankly grants this. Hero are his exact words as 
reported in the Tribune for April 24 :—

“ Christian Science is no system of superficial optim
ism. It declares the science of Life or Being, and 
shows its availability to man through right understanding 
and correct practice. It declares God is good and that 
in and of him is no evil at all, but it never declares that 
human experience is all good.”

Mr. Young is not given to exact thinking and logical 
statement. Why is it that human experience is not 
all good ? Why is it that “ in human experience sin, 
sickness, and death abound ” ? If in the Universe 
there is but “ one power, God, Good,” how are we to
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account for the presence of sin, sickness, and death 
in man’s experience ? If there is but “ one power, 
God, Good,” how did they come into existence ? Mr. 
Young is discreetly silent on this point. And yet, in 
spite of this silence, he proudly maintains that 
‘ Christian Science does answer these questions 

satisfactorily, and that it provides a complete and 
perfectly satisfactory solution of all problems of 
human existence.” It is the only system in the 
world which has ever done this.” We declare, on 
the contrary, that with no doctrine of God as 
niinite Intelligence and absolute Good and the sole 

power, can the existence of sin, sickness, and death 
be even approximately harmonised—the very exist
ence of these things in experience is a flat denial 
of the existence of an absolutely good God. Listen

th is:—-
“ Through progress and proof of his own understand

ing of Christian Science, one begins to comprehend the 
explanation made by it as to the nature of evil, wherein 
it is seen that sin, sickness, and death are no part of 
God, the Mind which is holiness, health, and life ; that, 
therefore, sin, sickness, and death are without God or 
science or truth in the world, and are due to a false, 
finite, material, inadequate, unscientific, and untrue 
sense of being as existent in matter.”

I challenge any reasonable person to detect in that 
passage anything like a satisfactory account or 
explanation of tho nature and origin of sin, sickness, 
and death.

Mr. Young thinks he extricates himself from the 
dilemma by saying that sin, sickness, and death do 
not really exist. They are real only to our experience, 
and all we have to do to get rid of them is to think 
that God is without them. Here is a man suffering 
from pulmonary phthisis, a disease which we now 
know to be due to the presence of a parasite in the 
lungs. This minute creature lives by consuming the 
very substance of the breathing apparatus. The 
science of biology tells us that if the phagocytes in 
the system are not numerous and vigorous enough to 
eat up and so destroy the parasite, or if it cannot be 
poisoned by the application of drugs, the parasite 
will certainly kill the man. But Christian Science 
says the parasite exists only in your experience, as 
do also the lungs. Phthisis is without God or science 
or truth in the world, and is due to a false, finite, 
material, inadequate, unscientific, and untrue sense 
of being as existent in matter. The truth is, you 
are not the victim of consumption at a ll; there is no 
parasite feasting on your lungs; and if you allow 
this thought to permeate your whole being, you will 
speedily get well.

To call such teaching “science” is an insult to lan
guage and a calumny upon reason. Mr. Young 
asserts that “ it is either science, or nothing,” that 
“ it operates by means of the law of Truth or God, 
or not at all,” and that “ its statements can be 
proven.” It would not be possible to make a more 
foolish assertion. Science deals with facts, while 
this religion concerns itself with fancies. The exist
ence of God or universal Mind is a gratuitous 
assumption, not a scientific discovery. The unreality 
of matter, and, consequently, of sin, sickness, and 
death, is a philosophical conception, or a speculative 
dream, not in any sense an object of knowledge. 
What Mr. Young calls Christian Science is nothing 
but Mr. Campbell’s Monistic Idealism, or what used 
to bo called Neo-Hegelianism, of which the late 
T. H. Green, of Oxford, was the great English 
expounder. Mr. Young says that its statements can 
ho proven, but he prudently refrains from adducing 
any proofs.

Nothing is easier than to say that Christian Science 
“ has healed many cases of disease, universally con
sidered to be incurable by other systems of healing,” 
or that “ through the study of the Bible, in the light 
thrown upon it by the Christian Science text-book, 
many people have found themselves well when they 
had previously been ill.” No doubt such results 
would be eminently practical, i f  only they were verified 
by competent and impartial judges, which as yet none 
of them are. It is a well-known fact that under

Christian Scientist treatment many sufferers fi’°m 
organic disease have died when, under a truly scien
tific or rational treatment, they would, in all proba
bility, have recovered. Evidence to that effect has 
been repeatedly produced in courts of law. Noy> 
according to Christian Science, death belongs to tn 
same category as disease ; but will Mr. Young V“ °,r, 
us whether “ through the study of the Bible, in t 
light thrown upon it by the Christian Science tex - 
book,” even one of their people has managed 
escape death ? This is a test most easily apph® 
and thoroughly decisive. Mrs. Eddy herself na 
grown old and feeble, and is said to be suffering fro 
an incurable disease—does Mr. Young imagine tba 
she will cheat death and live forever ? Two thing 
have been conferred upon Mrs. Eddy by her spurion 
science—wealth and notoriety ; hut even Mr. 
cannot prove that it has done anything else f°.r 
And in what respects are the Christian Scientists 
Great Britain superior to their neighbors ? 
an epidemic breaks out, are they immune ? 
their children free from the ordinary infantile co 
plaints ? Is the death-rate among them lower tn 
among others ? .

Like all other “ isms ” Christian Science will ha 
its day, because of the amazing gullibility of a lar8 
proportion of mankind ; but at the bar of re^60, ’ 
which is the bar of genuine Science, it stands utter y 
discredited, an aesthetic superstition, a baseless ph1 
sophy, a hurtful fanaticism—anything but a scienc •

J. T. LhOTD-

Some Real and Alleged Atheists.—H.

B y t h e  L ate J. M. W h e e l e r ,
Sub-Editor of the “ Freethinker ” and author of ^ ie 

“ Biographical Dictionary of Freethinkers," etc.
(Concluded from p. 315.)

SPINOZA, the God-intoxicated, as Novalis calls 
was generally termed an Atheist in his own ti ’ 
and nothing could more strikingly illustrate the p ^ 
gress made in thought than the invariable res£ _0 
with which this great thinker is now everyth 
mentioned, and the pains which are taken to 
tinguish his opinions from absolute Athe16̂  
Toland, like Spinoza, though sometimes ,c'aSfije 
with tho English Deists and sometimes with

the PaD
tho 

Atheists,
English Deists 
is rather to bo

and sometimes 
classed among

of
first

X A U U U l O l i O j  I D  l a u i i c l .  G U  U i a D D L U  ^  .  n f f f i

theists. N. Saint Glain, the translator of SplC ^  
into French, must also be acquitted of tho charg6 
Atheism along with his master. a.
_ It may be contested how far Averroes, Pomp°D̂g 

tius, Cajsalpinus, and Telesio, with their vari° 
shades of Pantheism and Materialism, come str_lC l  
within the category. The same may be said 
Claudius Berigardus, Nicolaus Taurollus, the 
German philosopher, and John Gerard Rom. Ga . 
panella’s Atheismus Triumphatus might be bet 
entitled Atheismus Triumphans. But no doubt  ̂
twenty-seven years of imprisonment had not induc^  
any desire for further martyrdom. Though 
Atheists by their adversaries, all these, no dot* ’ 
would have denied the hard impeachment. jy

Matthias Knutzen, of Holstein, it is said, °P 
professed Atheism, and had upwards of a thousa ^  
disciples in Germany about 1674. He travelle 
make proselytes, and his followers were called .g 
scientiarios (Gewissener) because they held b̂el  ̂
no other deity than conscience. Whether Kpu ^ 
escaped the penalty of his opinions is uncertain. ^  
his sect, if indeed he formed one, does not aPP?,ueiiji 
have lasted. His contemporaries, Friedrich Wnb ^  
Stosch, and Theodor Ludwig Lau, are also accuse 
Atheism. .

It is not until the dawn of the age of reason inaDfi 
eighteenth century that Atheism appears, °Pe° ^ 0pe, 
undisguised, in scientific garb. Lamettrie, La 
Holbach, Naigeon, and Diderot wrote as Atbe1 
yet their pronounced writings were published n ^  
assumed names. They had no desire formartyra
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System of Nature, which appeared in 1770, attri
buted to Mirabaud, who died in 1760, helped to rear 
 ̂ ®c^°°l of acknowledged and unacknowledged 

Atheists. Its real author was Holbach, one of the 
biost militant Atheists that ever lived, and he was 
assisted by the friends whom I have named. The 
influence of the work was profound. Priestly said 
that all the philosophers and men of letters he met 
with during a visit to France were Atheists. Rous
seau declared he had only met three priests who 
believed in God.

The great French Revolution has often been called 
an Atheistic movement, yet some of the most noted 
actorB were Deists rather than Atheists. Dr. James 

uchanan, indeed, in his Faith in God and Modern 
Atheism, describes the first French Revolution as 
actuated by anti-Christian Deism and the second 

ênch Revolution by Atheism ! Robespierre was a 
militant Deist, and paved the way for his own fall by 
Pbuipously acting the Pontiff at the Feast of the 
Supreme Being. Billaud-Varennes said : “ Avec ton 
p 0 Supreme tu commences m’embêter.” Marat, 
jbuthon, Saint-Just, Fouquier-Tinville, and the 
acobins generally knew how to conjure with the 
ame of God. Mirabeau, Danton, Brissot, Verg- 
>aud, Gaudet, Clootz, and Chaumette were Atheists, 

aies Blind calls Madame Roland an Agnostic, 
p t she frequently spoke of God, the soul, and a 
uture state, at a time when Mongez, a member 

, the Institute, could say he “ had the honor tobe an Atheist.”
r ^  the suggestion of his friend and fellow-Athoist, 
.̂alande, Pierre Sylvain Marechal compiled a Dic- 
°nary of Atheists, to which Lalande added a supple- 

Aoi** *n w^ioh k° states that he is prouder of his 
alfu 8m of his scientific attainments, and that, 
t bough at the age of nineteen he thought with the 

8" °f the world that the heavens prove the exist- 
bce 0£ God, ho now 8ees jn ¿hem nothing beyond 
Utter and motion. The Dictionnairc dcs Athccs has

q, e.Q been ridiculed for its dehaptising so many 
bristians to insert them in its catalogue. Thus wo 

¿ . i n  it most of the Fathers—Justin Martyr, Ter-
nan, Sts. Chrysostom and Augustine ! Luther, 

r^lancthon, Pascal, Bossuet, Jurieu, and Fenelon ! 
jP  own Locke, Newton, Berkeley, Clarke, Cudworth, 
j an, and Sherlocke !—nay, even Paul of Tarsus, 
of p Evangelist, and Jesus Christ ! Tho name 

Lod the Father ought to have been added to com- 
 ̂bp.the list of notorious Atheists !
^ is only fair to Maréchal to note that one of tho 

apposes of his collection wa3 to point out how many 
(.i °n of tho supporters of theology had rendered 

eru8elves liable to the charge, and allowed some 
to'n?8-6 Philosophy to stand out in contradiction 
th r suPorstition. Pascal is included for saying 
0j p we neither know the nature nor tho existence 
I, . °d> and that reason is unable to demonstrate the 
¡^bg of a God. Jesus Christ is included, apparently 
Th °̂̂ e> f°r saying, “ Take eat ; this is my body.” 
q ® Remark is appended that to make bread into 

is going further in materialism than Spinoza. 
, short, the Dictionnairc des Athccs is not to bo taken 
fo° seriously. We find the word OR (gold) included 
kP “ho purpose of introducing some lines declaring 

most of tho world treats gold as God
• 'f-iXnV o f  f l i n  n o m n a  m n o f  n m n o f . l w  n n f i f ,in M bho names most unjustly entitled Athoists
grPprochal’s work are copied from previous Atheo- 
tjs Poors. Father Hardouin, tho Jesuit, had stigma- 
ao i Jausenius, Malebranche, Quesnal, Pascal, Nicole,
in v -° ĥers as Athoists. The Protestant Reimmann, 

18 History of Atheism, had enlarged his list with 
M .natoes of many Catholics, as Bembo, Bellarmine, 
flQ' bhroncho, Leo X., Father Sanchez, etc. Bud- 
fQ] 3 enumerates a number whoso Atheism is doubt- 
Pbil n̂<̂ ee >̂ may ho said there is hardly a single 
sjjQ °Sophor of ancient or modern times who has 
Ĉc 'Vn auy originality of thought who has not been 

Qa Usê  of Atheism by one of tho atheographers, 
Str>a8ae’ Mersenno, Vootins, Kortholt, Calver, Parker, 

j v°» and Jenkin Philipps.
a,Cc Eogland, Shelley was one of tho first to openly 

pt the name of Atheist. The Atheism of James

Mill, of Bentham and Grote, though often suspected, 
was scarcely known in their own lifetime. A proof 
of how slowly the odium theologicum passes away in 
England may be found in the fact that many of the 
most astute Atheistic productions have been pub
lished anonymously or under pseudonyms. I may 
mention the Inquiry into the Influence of Natural Re
ligion, by Bentham and Grote ; the examinations of 
Mr. Gillespie’s argument a priori by “ Antitheos,” 
“ Aliquis,” and “ T. S. B. the astute examination 
of the Rev. B. Godwin’s lectures on Atheism, 
published at Bradford ; and the examination of 
Theism, by “ Physicus.” A hundred years after the 
death of Hume, an able lady writer thinks it necessary, 
in criticising the design argument, to call herself by 
the pseudonym of “ H . Lawrenny.” Of those who 
have followed Shelley in proclaiming their Atheism 
several have come to prefer some other designation. 
This was the case with Richard Carlile. Charles 
Southwell argued that it was absurd for anyone to 
call himself an Atheist, since it meant but tho nega
tion of nothing. Atheism was impossible because 
Theism was unthinkable. Mr. Holyoake, who has 
refuted Paley and written the Trial of Theism, prefers 
the designation of Secularist. Professor Huxley has 
coined for himself the name Agnostic, a term accepted 
by Leslie Stephen, Mrs. Lynn Linton, and other 
followers of Spencer and Darwin. John Stuart Mill, 
despite the dubious character of his posthumous 
essay on Theism, would probably have accepted the 
designation of Agnostic, and the same may he said c f 
Lord Amberley and Professor Clifford, though we 
think the last would not have refused the more 
definite appellation of Atheist. Tho position ex
pressed in tho lines “ I say not that there is no God, 
but that I know not,” is the one adopted by almost 
all who profess and call themselves Atheists. Some 
there are who, looking upon the idea of God as tho 
foundation of all superstition and slavery, say with 
Proudhon, “ Dieu e’est le mal." Men like Bakounine 
may rather bo called anti-theists than Atheists. 
They do not so much question the existence as tho 
authority of God. Many of the French Freethinkers 
frankly call themselves Atheists; nor is tho term 
refused by scientists such as Hovelacquo, Letourneau, 
and Lefevre. Caro considers Renan, Taine, and 
Vacherot as representing three types of opposition 
to Theism. Comte declared that the heavens de
clared only tho glory of Kepler and of Newton, and 
it is not easy to see how the confinement of attention 
to phenomena can be reconciled with Theism. None 
the less, his Atheism has been questioned, and his 
followers—Littré, Lafltte, Bourdet, Wybouroff, Blig- 
nieres, Bridges, Beesley, Kaines, Congreve, and 
Harrison—prefer the designation of Positivists.

In Italy, many are ready to recite their creed in tho 
words of the poet Guerini: “ Primo di tutto, dico, che 
non credo in Dio ’’—“ First of all, I say I do not 
believe in God.” In Germany, Buchner, Schlaeger, 
Specht, Vogt, Moleschott, and Czolbe, though properly 
called Materialists, do not object to a name which 
has beon applied not only to Feuerbach, Strauss, and 
Schopenhauer, but to Fichte, Schelling, Krause, and 
Hegel.

As tho odium attached to tho term Atheist slowly 
dwindles, we may expect to find less hoed given to its 
repudiation. A very large number who refuse the 
appellation only do so because thoy so cordially agree 
with M. Buzot whon he refused an articlo on tho 
existence of God sent to tho Revue dcs Deux Mondcs 
on tho ground that “ tho question lacked actuality.”

Correspondence.
— *-—

“ NATURE'S INSURGENT SON.”
TO TUB EDITOR OF “ TUE FREETHINKER.”

S ir,—Your able contributor, Mr. J. T. Lloyd, in hia 
thoughtful articlo in the Freethinker, May 12, dealing with 
Professor Ray Lankester’s recently-published book, The 
Kingdom of Man, touches upon an important question
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which I would like to see further discussed. Let me repeat 
a paragraph quoted :—

“ Nature’s inexorable discipline of death to those who do 
not rise to her standard—survival and parentage for those 
alone who do—has been from the earliest times more and 
more definitely resisted by the will of man. If we may, for 
the purpose of analysis, as it were, extract man from the rest 
of Nature of which he is truly a product and part, then we 
may safely say that man is Nature’s rebel. Where Nature 
says ‘ Die!’ man says ‘ I will live !’ ”

Huxley’s views are also given. Mr. Lloyd, I understand, 
demurs to both. He says: “ The inevitable penalty of 
rebellion is death.” Obedience to Nature is man’s true 
attitude, he considers.

I wonder whether this is always true. Nature sometimes 
decrees that a man is to die, but man may determine to live, 
and, by sheer determination over physical pain, he may 
succeed in living—maimed perhaps, but still a thinking 
being. ̂  Shakespeare says “ death, a necessary end, will come 
when it will come.” But, by will and resource, man may 
defy Nature. I feel inclined to agree with both Professor 
Lankester and Huxley on this question. I am no special 
admirer of some of Nature’s plans. Natural Selection is 
frequently cruel. Our parents probably met one another by 
accident. In fact, life is too much of a lottery to please 
some of us. Children differ greatly in capacity. The lunatic 
asylums are full—victims, I  suppose, in many cases, of 
Natural Selection. Mr. Lloyd seems to think Nature is 
always beneficent. I don’t think so. Why should man bo 
such a credulous animal ? He has been drugged, deluded, 
and hypnotised by the Church, and it may require a moral 
earthquake to get the majority to reflect and think for 
themselves.

I hope we will rise above the law of Natural Selection, 
and control Nature as far as it is humanly possible to do so.

J. A. Reid.

The Children.
-----«----

All our hope is in the children—tiny toddlers, meek and 
mild;

Holy fables, told with fervor, never fail to please a child,
Who, of course, as truth accepts them, being not by doubt 

defiled.

Bring to us the prattling infants—pages blank on which to 
write ;

They alone, at hell’s grim terrors, shrink and tremble in 
affright;

They alone are cheered by heaven, wings and harps and 
raiment white.

They must hear the tales veracious, of creation and the 
“ fall ” ;

Of that somewhat lengthy shower, swamping this terrestial 
ball;

Tales of Samson, Balaam, Jonah—let the darlings’ have 
them all 1

Acid Drops.
-----«-----

There was a huge meeting in the Victoria Hall, Sund6* 
land, lately, presided over by the Mayor, and attended by 
lot of local celebrities. Church and Chapel were both repr 
sented. So was the Police Force. Freemasons, Sons 
Temperance, Druids, Oddfellows, and fellows still od  ̂
helped to make up an “ impressive ” gathering. And 
“ great ” speech was made by the Bishop of Durham. ’ 
Moule belongs to “ the Great Lying Church.” It was 
wonder, therefore, that he lied about John Stuart ® 1 ' 
The wonder would have been if he had told the truth abo 
him. But the lie in question was a new lie—somethin 
original; the Bishop might have called it “ out of my 0 
head ” as the darkie said of his wooden doll. According 
the Daily Echo report, Dr. Moule declared that he 
on private authority ” that John Stuart Mill “ died a Cun 
tian believer.” Let us look into this.

rT q
John Stuart Mill died at Avignon on May 8, 1873. 

had been brought up as a Freethinker, and he had been. 
Freethinker all his life. Professor Bain, his friend a ^ 
biographer, says that “ he absented himself during his who 
life from religious services,” and that “ in everything chart■ 
teristic of the creed of Christendom he was a thorough-go1 f, 
negationist. He admitted neither its truth nor its ntiMIV 
John Morley spent a last day with Mill during his final w  ̂
to England, and says that he then looked 
general growth of tho religion of Humanity.
acted as one of the pall-bearers at Grote’s

forward
In 1871, M;11

funeral in
•eatWestminster Abbey. Ho accepted the office under gr? _ 

pressure, and on walking out of the Abbey he said to Bal  ̂
“ In no very long time I shall be laid in the ground wit 
very different ceremonial from that.” He was no Christ* 
then. And that was only two years before ho died. .g 
his end did come ho was buried at Avignon, where 
wife’s grave was, and tho Protestant pastor offered a p w  „ 
on the occasion, and “ thereby got himself into troub > 
Bain says, “ from Mill’s known scepticism, and had to wr 
au exculpation in the local newspaper.” So that he did 
consider that Mill died a Christian. When the Democra 
du Midi reported that Mill had received the last succors ^  
religion, M. Rey, the Protestant pastor, honorably ¿en’ -s 
tho statement, and said : II n’y avait point de pasteur f ' ,g 
du lit de M. Mill—“ Thero was no clergyman at Mr. Mi 
bedside.”

When the news of Mill’s death reached England 0 ̂  
religious journal said that his soul was burning in ne 1 
and expressed a hearty wish that his disciples would so 
follow him. That was straightforward bigotry. 
four years have elapsed, and the Bishop of Durham co ® 
forward like a clerical serpent, slavers the great dead * * 
thinker all over with Christian spittle, and tries to swal
him. And he hangs up a notice, for any questioners, be 
ing the good old legend 11 from information received.” ^  
calls it “ private ” information. Yes, it is private, 
believe that.

Let us show to them with rev'rence, that one God is truly 
three ;

That one-third of him left heaven and was nailed upon a 
“tree ” ;

That he “ rose again ” and vanished in the clouds o’er 
Galilee.

Mill’s funeral was superintended by his devoted ¿aught 
in-law, Miss Helen Taylor. That lady died some mon 
ago. And it looks very much as though men like the Bis® ¥ 
of Durham feel it safo to spread fables about Mill now 
Miss Taylor is no longer alive to contradict them. " 
simple bit of chronology is pregnant with meaning.

Make the tiny toddlers Christians 1 tell them of the man- 
God’s blood,

Shed for sinful folk to bathe" in, that tho dip may make 
them “ good ” ;

Tell them of his savage Father, lov'd of battle, fire and 
flood.

Ere they read and think and question, and a gleam of truth 
perceive,

Scare the darlings’ with damnation, cheer with hope of 
God’s reprieve;

Tell them life has but one duty—which is simply to believe.
Suffer now the little children all these blessed truths to 

learn.
Lest wo preach to empty Bethels and no more a “ stipend ” 

earn,
Lest to some more arduous labor, we, perforce, must sadly

turn. TJ ohn ioung.

Emerson had little patience with “ spiritualism,” which ho 
called “ tho rat-hole revelation.”—M. D. Conway.

The Northern Mail gives an even worse report 0£j^le
Moule’s reference to John 
paragraph :—

Stuart Mill. Here is the w-

■ ■ Great unbelievers had conceded the greatness of  ̂
John Stuart Mill, whom he knew on private authority “* ĵ,, 
Christian believer at the last, a long time before his i1 jjjs 
and while he posed as an agnostic teacher, urged m e 
treatise on ‘Liberty,’ that tho man needing moral 6ul“j uct 
could make no better rule than this : ‘ Would my c0° 
approve itself to Christ ? ’ ”

If tho Bishop said that, he must have been trusting 
ignorant credulity of his audience. Mill never called 1 1 „ 
self an Agnostic. Ho never “ posed as an agnostic tcach^ ̂  
He never made any public profession of unbelief. I* ¡0 
only by reading between the lines that sagacious 
could see how ho stood. Nor did Mill say in his L* * 
anything in tire least resembling what tho Bishop ™enij°:D«s 
as being in it. On the contrary, ho said some biting th "¿j 
about orthodox Christians and orthodox Christianity) ^  
spoke of the grave defects of Christian morality, ^  ha ^  
Bishop refers to appeared in the Essay on Theism, w.j;sg 
was first published after Mill’s death, and which, as ^  
Taylor admitted, had not been revised by the aui j cgus 
publication. Evon in that strained panegyric on
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Christ, Mill treats him as only a great man, and says that 
he himself would have regarded any other claim as blasphe
mous. This is a distinct denial of the deity of Christ, which 
the Bishop of Durham knows is the root doctrine of Christi- 
ar>ity. Yet this same Bishop of Durham has the effrontery 
to call Mill “ a Christian believer.”

every Trade Union existed to silence the “ competition ” 
heresy. Nobody ever heard of parsons competing with each 
other for good jobs, and Trade Unions don’t compete with 
the employers for a larger share of the wealth produced. 
Yes, the Rev. Benjamin Gregory is a profound philosopher.

The Bishop of Durham is paid £ 7,000 a year. No other 
Religion in the world but Christianity pays its professional 
lars at such a rate. No wonder the profession flourishes.

The Bishop of Durham (the Morning Post says) authorised 
e Publication of the following note on the subject: —

“ The late Dr. Gurney, of Nice, a man eminently qualified 
by character to bear such witness, was called in to attend 
“• 3. Mill in his last illness. Intimate friends of my family 
then resident there were told by him when Mill had passed 

_ away that, in his full conviction, Mill died a believer.” 
his is what the Bishop says in answer to newspaper chal- 

®bges. Could anything be more ridiculous and contemp- 
due? Dr. Moule said that he “ knew” on “ private 

jUthority ” that Mill died a Christian. He knew ! But 
J,° doesn't appear to understand the meaning of the word. 
‘ atneless members of his family were told by nameless 
fiends of theirs that Dr. Gurney was convinced that Mill 
led a believer. And this, after the lapse of nearly forty 

Jfiars, when all the parties are probably dead, is what the 
ishop calls knowledge !

tameless persons told Dr. Moule, nameless persons told 
ew,> and they were told by Dr. Gurney—who is dead and 

n endorse or deny the statement. Fancy stuff like 
m being put forward as evidence in a court of law I But 

¡PP?se Ur. Gurney did say that he was convinced that Mill 
. u died a believer. What was his conviction worth ? What 
Qoth'Was grounded upon ? Unless wc know that we know

^ Unfortunately for tho Bishop of Durham, Dr. Gurney 
i i° ~  an account of Mill’s last hours, and it was printed in 
o t \ b ly Limes of May 12, 1873. He said that Mill learnt 
Hat’ fa^  na ûre His illness “ with calmness and resig- 
1 l.10n ” and that “ his great intellect remained clear to the 
, s‘ moment.” Not a word was said about Mill's dying “ a 
^ lever.” That had to bo revealed by tho Bishop of 

urham thirty-four years afterwards. Really this right 
jJ .^ n d  father in God ought to take lessons in elementary

- Tho motion against tho Socialist Sunday-schools in 
U°ndon County Council school buildings appears to have 
!j0ea finally withdrawn. During tho twice-adjourned 
debato on the Education Committeo it was urged by Mr. 
banders that tho Socialist Sunday-schools were not atheistic.but (we ask) what if they were ? Has not Atheism thev  j  v t i i u i u  u i i u j f  i  x i u n i  u u u  u i i u

me public rights as Theism ? Do not Atheists pay rates 
bio? 611 as Theists ? Mr. Sanders was simply talking 
ygotry, however little he intended it. He also said that 
g e ĉ was no connection whatever between Atheism and 

CIalistn—and wo qUit0 agree with him. But ho talked 
A bsense when he went on to say that all the great 

gnostics, such as Charles Bradlaugh and Herbert Spencer, 
oete strong individualists. This had nothing to do with 
q ® fluestion at issuo, and wo repeat that it was nonsonse. 
tjj ar*es Bradlaugh was not an Agnostic. He rofused to uso 
W w°rd. He was a professed Atheist. Ho was also an 

“'vidualist. But was not Karl Marx an Athoist ? And 
at aro Bernard Shaw, Hyndman, and Robert Blatcliford ?

Bury church has been struck by lightning. Many other 
churches ought to be struck with something. They want 
waking up badly.

There must be lunatics in Japan as well as in other 
countries. General Booth seems to have given them a bean
feast. Perhaps the Mikado thinks that it may keep them 
out of worse mischief. He is a long-headed man.

At the recent meeting of the English Presbyterian Synod, 
held in London, the financial secretary declared that the 
membership throughout the whole connection, shows a 
decided tendency to decrease; and he deeply mourned the 
fact that the rising generation is distinctly drifting away 
from religion. From this we learn that the Wesleyan 
Methodist Church has at least one companion in tribulation. 
Indeed, we are informed, in a report of the last meeting of 
the Lord’s Day Observance Society, which appeared in the 
Tribune for May 15, that “ the upper classes abstain more 
and more from attendance at church and chapel on Sundays, 
and give themselves up more and more to amusements,” and 
that “ the same thing is true of the lower classes ” as well. 
And yet, in spite of all this slump in religion, Christ has 
triumphed !

Mr. R. J. Campbell does not set much store by sinlessness. 
“ Sinlessness,” he declared in a recent sermon, “ means 
almost nothing. A stone is sinless ; a fish is sinless; a dog 
is sinless until it begins to show the rudiments of a con
science ; a child is sinless until he awakens to the fact that 
he ought not to try to grab and keep the best of everything 
for himself.” Quito true ; but is not Mr. Campbell fighting 
a mere shadow ? Is he not pouring his new ethical wine 
into old theological wine-skins ? Would it not be much 
better to drop the word sin in all its forms, and adopt a term 
that is not burdened with so many injurious associations ?

To tho Rev. Dr. Whyte, of Edinburgh, sin, original sin, is 
a living power in every human heart. This divine seems to 
think and talk of nothing else. Though now an old man, 
he still describes himself as the chief of sinners. “ Paul 
had many bitter enemies, many deadly enemies,” he says, 
“ but ho had no enemy so deadly to him as his own indwelling 
sin.” Fancy what it must bo to indulgo in, or listen to, such 
talk every Sunday ! The only thing that keeps preacher 
and hearers from raving madness is the saving fact that it is 
nothing but talk.

It is wonderful how even theological publishers seek to 
profit by tho present heated controversy between the Old 
and the Now Theology. In orthodox newspapers, orthodox 
works aro thus advertised: “ True Theology v. New Theo
logy. Ready to-morrow.” Among tho books thus announced 
is one which, in its day, was pronounced more or less 
heterodox, namely, The Life of Christ, by Dean Farrar. 
Just think of it. Yesterday, Principal Fairbairn was sus
pected of heresy, and Dr. Forsyth was tho propounder of a 
new theology. To-day, these aro tho men who fling en
venomed brick-bats at Mr. Campbell for doing a similar 
work to the one they once did. Verily, tho theological 
world moves in a circle, and so never makes any progress.

According to a Central News telegram from Romo (we 
j , 111 vouch for it, mind) a peasant of San Giovanni, near 
p.°Sgia, dreamt that in a certain wood ho had encountered a 
tif C?rrying on its back the heart of tho Savior. Ho related 
^  aream to his follow peasants, and a number of them 
Pip tl10 wood, whore they discovered and captured a 
chi grunting porker was carried in procession to the
hnc tc >̂ where the entire population knelt in adoration 
Su®r° i t ’. Very silly! 
ita P e tition  in Eng
At^n se ly  more costly. Better worship a pig than give an 
to ,  bishoP a palace to live in and pay him £15,000 a year 

Pteach 11 Blessed bo ye poor."

Of course. But it didn’t cost much. 
England is less obviously gross, and

, üov. Benjamin Grogory is a profound philosopher. He 
aa been toiling tho Carters’ Association at Salford that the 
’■c°d of competition may bo traced back to the influence of 

'at ¡3 called Darwinism. Everybody knows, of course, 
'at competition did not exist beforo Darwin perverted the 
0i'ld with his Origin of Species and Descent of Man. The 

°V(ircnd gentleman went on to say that every Church and

Tho Rev. David Smith still jogs along in the same old 
ruts. To correspondents who ask for his views on the words, 
“ I create ovil” (Isaiah xlv. 7), he says: “ God is not the 
author of evil, but ho over-rules it, brings good out of it, 
and compels it to serve his wise and beneficent purposes.” 
Often have wo heard that wild assertion, but never have we 
seen the slightest attempt made to prove it. The only good 
thing about ovil is its destruction. As long as it remains it 
can do nothing but harm. Does not experience abundantly 
prove this?

Mr. Smith goes on to point out that, in tho text cited, the 
antithesis to “ evil ” is not “ righteousness ” but “ peace,” 
and then observes: “ The prophet is speaking not of moral 
evil but of calamity, and his doctrine is that disasters alike 
in national and individual life are God’s appointments, and 
belong to his providential discipline.” Is it on this ground 
that Christians have always so cruelly persecuted the Jews ? 
It is scarcely fair to make God responsible for all the 
wickedness of men. “ Shall evil befall a city, and the Lord 
hath not done it ? ” Then they through whom the evil 
befalleth aro innocent, and the blamo is God’s. A conve-
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nient doctrine, no doubt; but history laughs it to scorn. 
Better no God at all than a malevolent one.

Mr. Smith’s theology is modernised orthodoxy. He admits 
that there are many mistakes in the Bible. The theory of 
verbal infallibility, he maintains, is both unbiblical and 
begets unbelief. So far, so good. But in the very next 
sentence he falls from grace and speaks as a mere theologian: 
“ The Bible is infallible in the sense that it performs 
infallibly what it undertakes. It brings men face to face 
with the Living Lord.” That is sheer nonsense. Anyone 
who knows the world is aware how utterly false the assertion 
is. Why, there are millions in Christendom alone whom the 
Bible has never brought face to face with the Living Lord, 
and who, in spite of its infallible teaching, do not believe in 
the Living Lord. Why, then, does Mr. Smith affirm that 
which he must know is not true ?

We were glad to see the following paragraph in the 
Academy:—

“ The attitude of the Bishop of London towards the living 
sculpture turns at the music-halls is particularly vexatious. 
There is nothing in these performances of unwholesome or 
suggestive kind. The managers of the music-halls might 
well retort that a certain book recommended by the Bishop 
in a London pulpit was far more deleterious than any perfor
mance at any music-hall in London. It was a vulgar and 
blasphemous work, and to have praised it debarred the 
Bishop of London from expressing any opinion on literature 
or art, although these harmless exhibitions have only the 
remotest connection with such subjects.”

Tho allusion, of courso, is to that silly book When it Was 
Dark. ___

Mr. C. M. Alexander, the musical partner of Dr. Torrey, 
seems to be working “ on his own ” now. We see that he 
and his wife have had a big reception at the Melbourne 
Town Hall. I t was from that platform, he reminded his 
audienco, that he launched the “ Glory Song,” which has 
been translated (we suppose ho means the words) into 
seventeen languages, and been sung day and night in the 
world ever since. Yes, and it is trash, for all that. The 
music is poor nigger minstrelsy, and the words are beneath 
contempt. Revivalism has put religion on the level of a low 
music-hall. What is now called saving souls is calculated 
and profitable vulgarity. ___

Being asked to speak for tho Halifax Trades and Labor 
Council, Mr. Robert Blatchford replied that “ England is full 
of orators, as Heaven is full of saints,” but that he was “ not 
of the baud.” WTe always understood that Heaven was rather 
empty ; it was the other place that was crowded. England 
is certainly not full of orators. I t has fewer to-day than it 
ever had—and it never had many.

Rov. David Dorrity, B.D., rector of St. Ann’s, appealed 
through tho Manchester Courier for "£800 to .£1,000 ” for 
the restoration of the tower of his church. He sadly con
fesses in the same paper that all ho got in response was 
i£45 5s. And the scaffolding is up 1 Tho reverend gentle
man thinks he will have to let it for advertising purposes. 
“ Washed in tho blood of the Lamb ” will be sung down 
below, and up above will be “ Have you used Pear’s soap?"

Two Austrian archaeologists claim to have found the 
original city of Jericho that was taken by Joshua. We 
hope they have also found tho sun and moon that stood 
still, and one of the rams’ horns that blew down the walls.

A special meeting of tho Newmilns Town Council was 
held recently to consider a requisition from the Kirk Sessions 
respecting tho Sunday band programs. We give tho precious 
document in its entirety:—

“ To tub T own Council oe tiie Bunon or N ewmilns and 
G rkeniiolm.

Gentlemen.—We, the Kirk Sessions of Loudoun Established 
Church, Loudoun United Free Church, and Newmilns 
United Free Church, hereby severally and unitedly beg 
respectfully to express our deep regret at your recent action 
in sanctioning recitals by the Burgh Band on Sunday after
noons, and our strong disapproval of tho same, and we 
further beg respectfully to offer our strong protest against 
tho continuance of band practice on Sunday, as opposed to 
the best judgment and tho Christian feeling of the community, 
and calculated to exercise a demoralising influence upon 
young people.

Signed, in the name of the aforesaid Sessions, by
Hamilton Moore, Moderator.
James Pollock, Session Clerk.
Graham Park, Moderator.
John Grant, Session Clerk.
J. W. Dalgleish, Moderator.
Archibald Hood, Session Clerk.”

All the Churches agree upon one thing—trade protection. 
They want the blessed Sabbath to themselves. No opposi
tion business on the Lord’s Day. The talk about demorali
sation is simply blague. What these immoderate Moderators 
want to see is their Churches full. They are ready to say 
anything that seems necessary to that end.

It is refreshing to read what Provost Pollock had to say on 
the matter. In his opinion, the resolution of the Council was 
a wise one. “ Regarding the letter from the various church 
sessions,” he said, “ I  think they are very weak—simply an 
expression of pious opinion. There is no shred of reason or 
argument to back up the statements made, and to say that a 
Band performance on the Sabbath day, conducted as that 
performance was on the opening occasion, is calculated to 
have a demoralising effect upon the community, is, in my 
opinion, a perversion and gross abuse of the English 
language.”

There is no civilising influence in the world like Chris
tianity. A religions sect called the Cooneyites, after their 
founder, have been holding missions in Ulster. They Prac 
tice baptism by immersion in the open air, and these peJ' 
formances attract great crowds of the more orthodox Chris 
ites. On a recent occasion, at a place known as the Busm 
Dungannon, five men were baptised in a farm stream bauke 
up to the depth of four feet. While this was going on tn 
male Christites passed encouraging remarks, while the fema 
Christites threw in cabbage-stalks, turnips, and other ckari 
table observations. When the women dippers came out o 
the water and returned to the tent, the combined male an 
female Christites made a rush for it, no doubt with a view 
further manifestations of Christian charity. Unfortunately' 
their amiable intentions were mistaken, and a free fig® 
ensued. Subsequently tho orthodox Christites showed tbei 
love for tho Cooneyites by baptising a number of dogs in tu 
same water. “ Let brotherly love continue.”

Wesleyanism is not more effective than other Christi* 
“ isms ” in keeping men out of prison. It is cheerful 
learn, though, as a Manchester paper says, that “ Wesley^ 
Methodists who find their way into prisons will in futuro 
cared for more effectively by ministers of their own deuom 
nation.” Tho Rev. S. F. Collier’s " Mission ” is going 
see to this. During tho past year, tho roverend gentle® 3 jt 
states, 102 men and 89 women have como “ under 
at Strangeways. A hundred and forty-one in twelv 
Other denominations put in suitable contributions, 
seem left out. Perhaps there isn’t room for them.

our caiu 
o months 

Atheist3

' “ Suffragettes ” went to Mr. Haldane’s meeting at 
Alexandra Palaco and created a terrible disturbance 
three-quarters of an hour. Tho same day, Miss Adela 1a ^  
hurst, one of tho most active “ suffragettes,” was mobbediiuisti, one oi me most active " sunragettes," was mouuTjjjo 
Cardiff. She had to abandon her meeting and to accept  ̂
protection of tho police. It is all very sad, of courso ; 
if the “ suffragettes ” elect to pursuo a policy of dis°r .̂̂ . 
they must not be surprised if their opponents follow s 
Violence begets violence. That is tho eternal law. And 
venturo to suggest to these ladies that they will bo the 'v0jj]0 
sufferers in the end. Very little reflection should cb® 
them to recognise that. Wo also beg to remind them ( 
is not a venture) that the right of public meeting is far 01 
important than the suffrage. Despots havo put up '  . y 
votes. They have always hated public meetings. y 
don’t the ladies think a bit ? I t really wouldn’t  do them 
harm. Why should they try to bo bigger fools than 
men ? Tho game isn’t worth tho caudle.

oi“ Tho Free Churches hold tho futuro in the ko^oW 
their hands.” So says Dr. Drysdale, President of tho N ^  
umberland and Durham Federation of Free Churches. 0f 
has never been anything like it sinco tho three tau° 
Tooloy-stroct held their historic meeting.

Whitsuntido has been very cold and raw this yoar> ju 
somo pcoplo are wondering if summer will come alo ln 
1907. It certainly seems as though tho clerk of the w c a ^  
were in a disagreeable mood. His temper may ’®P.,jj a 
though, in time for a lovely June—a delicious month wi ^  
delicious name, and only wanting a reasonable am° 
sunshine to bo near perfection. Yes, we will not “<?sj1,lye 
There have bcon cold Whitsuntides before. It mus 
been weather like this tho first timo it occurred, f10 ucg 
read that tho Holy Ghost descended in tho form of to o 
of tire. Evidently the apostles wanted warming up.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

(Suspended during June, July, and August).

first step in the right direction. A plain statement of the 
Secularist case against the bigots is being drawn up ; it will 
be printed in leaflet form, and distributed throughout the 
city. A copy will be left at every house, and an effort will 
be made to insert it in the newspapers. In this effort the 
Branch will have our best support.

To Correspondents.

Glad you have joined

asies Tullin.—We have noticed the Bishop’s address. It is 
easy to understand that the town you live in is “ thoroughly 
Ghristian ” and “ thoroughly lying, drunken, and immoral.” 
■there is more lying, drunkenness, and immorality in the 
average Christian town in England than there is in the average 
ueathen town in any country in the world.
• Gill.—Thanks for the cutting. You will see it has been 
Ul Ql’. ^ ou h°Pe we shall ‘‘remain for many years the 
champion of Freethought.” We hope so too—and not the 
only one. We have good colleagues.

°seph Bates.—I t must have been lost in the post. Many things 
are so lost. You say “ it is not the slightest use making com
plaints.” That is our experience too. Those who call the Post 
Gfficc a “ model institution ” can’t know much about it. Glad 
y°u thought our Campbell articles “ magnificent” and “ the 
best criticism published.” They couldn’t very well, though, 
have deserved the first eulogy ; they might very well have 
Reserved the second ; for most of the criticisms we have seen 
have been poor stuff.

"*>. No room this week. In our next.
•Farmer.—So many orthodox preachers are wailing over the 
iNew Theology that, unless they are of some eminence, we 

^cannot find space to notice them. Thanks, all the same.
• b. Ball—Much obliged for cuttings.

T nG' '̂IlENClt-—Your letter shall appear.
' bhocoH.—1Thanks.
■ IIibst,—You will not have long to wait 

j  he Secular Education League.
^ C.1LAT-—Your definition of Socialism would be more 

j, H)ropriatc in a Socialist paper. Our province is Freethought.
• Rogers.—Mr. Foote is ever so much better. Thanks for good 
Wishes.

W tt room what you ask in this column.
N. Nash.—You attempt to answer what we never said. 

_ h always write carefully—and one word is not as good as 
other, You substitute “ persecution ” for “ butchery ” in 

onnection with Nero, and assume that “ writer ” is about tbe 
8aVw58 " bistorian.” For the rest, you only repeat what you 

. 'an<I we answered) some years ago in our columns. Your 
ann to speak in the name of “ scholarship” is sufficiently 
using. You should read some of the writers you mention. 

q Vlc*ently you have not read Suetonius.
It nC0TT-—Very pleased to see your “ fist ” again. 

printed11'—̂  Nesli supply of tbe Salvation Army tract is being

I? ®?°ular S ociety, L im ited , offico is at 2 Nowcastle-strcet, 
^arringdon-street, E.C.

« N ational Secular S ociety’s office is at 2 Newca3tle-street, 
^  arrmgdon-street, E.C.

to'u'vT *or the Editor of the Freethinker Bliould bo addressed 
L, i Newcastle-street, Farringdon-strect, E.C.

N otices must reach 2 Nowcastle-street, Farringdon- 
inaee. E.O., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be 

p sertod.
rna’r  who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by 

Oar, rkmk' Gio passages to which they wish us to call attention. 
fish'8 ^°r bterature should be sent to tho Freothought Pub- 
8i.. ’”8 Company, Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 

bia ■bbO'-i and not to the Editor.
to rcmbting for literature by stamps are specially requested 

Tiia ’n<̂ halfpenny stamps.
^freethinker will be forwardod direct from tho publishing 
lOw bost; N’ce, at tho following rates, prepaid:—One year, 

Scat»’ ’ half year, 5s. 3d. ; three months, 2s. 8d.
Thirty words, Is. Gd.; every suc- 

Displayed Advertisements :—One inch,
Qp8-..01, Advertisements 
4s ,■ j8 ^n  words, Gd.
ten ! half column, £1 2s. Gd.; column, £2 5s. Special 

na for repetitions.

Sugar Plums.

bo Lalor Mail (Birmingham) for May contains an excel- 
it T f̂ter by “ Secularist ” on “ A Secularist’s Grievance.

forth, with mingled seriousness and humor, tho petty 
q.locution which bigotry on tho old School Board, on the 
f0r^ Council, and on tho Education Committee, has inflicted 
S '^ o y  years on tho Birmingham Branch of the National 

r1 Socicty. Wo aro very glad to sco this well-written 
that ®7ective letter. Wo have all along advised tho Branch 
birrv • °My effectivo policy was to appeal to the people of 

lngham. Wo aro pleased to know that this is now 
8 to bo done, and “ Secularist's ” admirable letter is a

“ Another View ” was the heading of an article in a recent 
number of the Catholic Herald. It opens as follows:—

“ Catholics will be interested to note that just now there is 
an attempt in Victoria (Australia) to make the public schools 
into Bible-religion schools  ̂ and that Catholics there are up in 
arms against any inteference with the purely secular schools 
of the Colony.”

The article goes on to say that Catholics take the same 
stand in America. “ We know many Catholics in this 
country,” the writer says, “ who rather favor the secular 
idea, leaving each Church to teach its own religion.” This 
may be taken as an indication that Catholics, like High 
Churchmen, are inclining towards Secular Education as the 
only way of dishing the Nonconformists.

Mr. Haldane's speech at tho Alexandra Palace ended with 
a reference to the Education question. We take the fol
lowing report from the Tribune:—

“ Speaking only for himself, he was convinced that they 
would have to go deeper even than any Bill that had been 
brought forward in tbe name of either Nonconformity or of 
the Church. They must either prescribe certain educational 
national conditions for all schools receiving public moneys, 
bring them under public control, with free access to all deno
minations out of school hours for religious teaching—(loud 
cries of ‘ No !')—or they must accept the secular solution. 
(Cries of ‘ That’s i t !’ and loud and prolonged cheers.) ” 

Evidently the meeting was in favor of “ the secular solu
tion.” Bye-and-bye, no doubt, the so-called Liberal leaders 
will bring up the rear of their own party on this matter. 
The great thing, after all, is what the rank and file think ; 
and in that respect Secular Education is winning hands down.

Some time ago, the Rev. Stewart Headlam announced, in a 
letter to the Bishop of London, that Mr. G. Bernard Shaw 
had found God, and was on his way to faith in Christ as 
Savior and Lord. On Wednesday evening, the 15th inst., 
Mr. Shaw lectured to a crowded audience in tho Kensington 
Town Hall, and his subject was “ The New Theology.” Ho 
delivered a masterly discourse, in which tho jokes were few 
and far between. His central point was that such has been 
tho history, and is the present condition of tho universo, that 
the existence of an omnipotent and benevolent personal God 
is utterly unthinkable. This point he reasoned out in a very 
calm and lucid manner, and his auditors seemed to be in full 
agreement with him.

Mr. Shaw related an interesting story in his own life. 
Soon after ho arrived in London, a raw, rash youth from 
Ireland, ho happened to bo ono of a company of professional 
goutlcmen who met one evening and discussed, among other 
things, tho persecuted Charles Bradlaugh. A violont oppo
nent of Bradlaugh quoted the watch story as an argument 
against tho great Atheist. A Secularist presont vehemently 
denied tho truth of the alleged incident. Whon his turn to 
speak camo, Mr. Shaw said : “ I, too, am an Atheist; and, if 
there bo such a God as tho Christians believe in, I challenge 
him to strike mo down dead in five minutes, holding my 
watch in my hand.” There was great consternation in tho 
room, all being apparently afraid that Shaw's moments wero 
numbered. Tho lecturer told that story in great detail, and 
the audienco listened spell-bound. Then ho added : “ In tho 
sense I was an Atheist thon, I  am an Atheist still.”

In answer to a question, Mr. Shaw admitted that tho 
power behind or withiu the universe worked unconsciously 
for countless millions of years; intelligence, mind, self- 
consciousness, being of late origin in the history of evolution. 
Replying to another question, ho said that to him it was in
conceivable how any sensible person can believe in, and wor
ship, an omnipotent and bonovolent personal God with open 
eyes, because tho wliolo ovolving universo stands up in em
phatic protest against tho existence of such a deity.

Mr. Shaw constantly used the word God, but said it was 
their term, not his. Ho also employed tho word religion, 
but explained that what he meant by it was social service. 
His use of such terms is unfortunato, because misleading; 
and the consequonco is that tho reporters almost invariably 
misunderstand and misrepresent him. On this occasion, 
however, most of the newspapers ignored tho lecture, which 
may bo taken as a sign that ho talked more sense than ho 
sometimes doe
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We have received an “ In Memoriam ” pamphlet relating 
to Dr. Edward Bliss Foote, the American Freethinker, 
whose death we had the painful duty of recording last 
October. The pamphlet is printed for free distribution by 
Dr. Edward Bond Foote, of 120 Lexington-avenue, New 
York—who will be pleased to send a copy to anyone request
ing it. We have placed our own copy in a receptacle that 
holds the life-mementoes on which we place the highest 
value. This “ In Memoriam ” contains the eloquent funeral 
address delivered by Mr. T. B. Wakeman, notices of the 
deceased in American and other papers (including the Free
thinker), and letters to his two sons from personal sym
pathisers. Amongst them is the following from Mrs. Eva A. 
Ingersoll:—

“ I have just heard of your father’s death. The entire 
family join with me in sympathy to you and yours. His was 
a lofty and honorable life ; his heart and purse ever ready in 
the cause of humanity. He will be greatly missed.”

This contains the essence of all there is to be said. Those 
who have spoken longer have not said more. Dr. Foote 
had a sound head, but it was his heart that all his eulogists 
praise the most. It was golden. Reading between the lines 
of these tributes we can see that his was the ever-open hand 
of melting charity. He made no parade of benevolence, he 
sought no advertisements, he did good by stealth, and he 
must have done it on a scale that made him the steward of 
what he owned for the benefit of mankind, and especially of 
unpopular causes and their gallant advocates. This charac
teristic of the man will not seem strange to those who look 
at the portrait of him in this pamphlet. The face is bold, 
and the eyes are kind. Here is a man who would not hurt 
any fellow being, but would stand to the death for any prin
ciple.

Among the papers of Dr. Foote was a letter written in 
anticipation of death and placed with his last will and 
testament. We quote the following sentences :—

“ To my sons, or in case of my demise, to their successors,
1 would say that my wishes would be that they give generously 
from the proceeds of my estate to all good movements for the
maintenance of free press, free speech, and free mails......All
projects that have for their objects the improvement of the 
human family have ever enlisted my sympathies and my 
support, and my successors cannot better carry out my 
wishes than to give liberally to them.”

Dr. Foote’s faithful sons can be relied upon to respect his 
wishes. Even his slightest wish they would regard as 
sacred. We understand that they are organising a Corpora
tion to which they and others might give and bequeath 
money to be spent on promoting the Secularist views of 
human improvement.

We cherish a suspicion that Dr. Foote was a distant rela
tion of ours. His family was of English origin. Its founder, 
Nathaniel Foote, joined the colony of Massachusetts Bay in 
1633. “ From him,” says the Biographical History of West
chester County, “ arc descended nearly all the numerous 
family of that name in this country.” Now this Nathaniel 
Foote would in all probability have emigrated from the West 
of England. Most likely he belonged to the old original 
breeding-ground of the Footes—the Devon and Dorset 
country. And in that case some ancestor of his was probably 
an ancestor of ours. We do not swear by it; it may be only 
a fancy, after a ll; but certainly it is a harmless one.

But a curious thing happened two or three years ago. We 
were travelling to Glasgow, and we had a seat in the third- 
class dining car. The steward had our name on his list, as 
usual, but he kept calling us 11 Dr.” Foote. Wo had to ask 
him at last why he called us “ Dr.” “ Oh,” he said, “ I ’ve 
seen your likeness in a book we’vo got at home.” •' What 
book is that ?” wo inquired. And ho replied “ Dr. Foote’s 
Plain Home Talk." Ho seemed astonished when wo told 
him that wo were not Dr. Foote, and he looked a bit puzzled 
when wo also told him that Dr. Foote was a personal friend 
of ours.

Dr. Torrey could not leave Montreal with his personal 
effects until he had satisfied Mr. Norman Murray, whom he 
had represented as having been arrested for selling obscene 
literature. Mr. Murray was not satisfied with the evan
gelist’s apology. He demanded something more explicit and 
required Dr. Torrey to pay the costs incurred. Tlio evan
gelist ignoring this demand, Mr. Murray got a court order 
sealing up his mission funds and baggage. These were only 
liberated by the payment of something like a hundred 
dollars for lawyers’ and bailiff's fees. Dr. Torrey will pro
bably confine himself to slandering the dead in future. 
Slandering the living is apt to prove too troublesome.

OVER-REFINEMENT.
Remember that, before all, we are beings of prey au  ̂

strife; that we must be careful not completely to extinguís 
within ourselves the qualities of primitive man, for it wa 
not without reason that nature placed them there. If “  ! 
wise to restrain their excess, it is prudent to preserve the1 
principle. We do not know the offensive tricks which t 
elements or the other forces of the universe have in stor 
for us ; and woe be to us, in all likelihood, if one day they 
find us entirely devoid of the spirit of vengeance, mistrus ’ 
anger, brutality, combativeness, and of many other fam j 
which are all very blameworthy from the human pomt , 
view, but which, far more than the most loudly-extole 
virtues, have helped us to conquer the great enemies of 0 
kind.—Maeterlinck.

I ’m not a saint.
Not one of those self-constituted saints,
Quacks—not physicians—in the cure of souls, 
Censors who sniff out moral taints,
And call the devil over his own coals—
Those pseudo Privy Councillors of God,
Who write down judgments with a  pen h a rd -n ib b  d > 

Ushers of Beelzebub’s Black Rod,
Commending sinners, not to ice thick-ribb’d,
But endless flames, to scorch them up like flax,—- 
Yet sure of heav’n themselves, as if they’d crib b  d 
The impression of St. Peter’s keys in wax.

—Tom Hood-

Politics lays down a rule to curb and measure out tb® 
wills of individuals in equal portions; Morals has a hi'¿bc 
standard still, and ought never to apx>eal to force in aD“ 
case whatever.— Hazlitt.

Sometimes it is said that man cannot be trusted with t 
government of himself. Can he bo trusted with the govei^
ment of others ? Or have we found angels in the form_
kings to govern him ? Let history answer the question.
Thomas Jefferson.

Annual Conference of the National 
Secular Society.

-----v-----
Tim Annual Conference of the National Secular Socioty 
place on Sunday at the Chandos Hall, Charing-cross, Lond\ • 
The following Branches were represented by the follo^ 1 q 
'delegates -.—Birmingham, R. G. Fathers, Mrs. Bolt; Bethpa 
Green, M. Lazariek, C. Ruse; Bradford, W. Kaye ; Cam 
well, F. Cotterell, L. B. Gallagher; Huddersfield, J- Oiler® 
shaw ; Hetton, J. Fothergill, R. Chapman ; Kingm a_ 
F. Schindcl, G. Wright ; Liverpool, G. ltoleffs, ™ 
Schweizer ; Manchester, C. Pegg, Mrs. Pcgg, R. Johnso 
North London, E. A. Charlton, A. Stanley; Neivcastle-0 
Tyne, T. II. Elstob ; South Shields, R. Chapman. J. Horsm® 
J. Fothergill; Woolwich, H. G. Farmer; West Ham, * 
Allinson, J. W. Marshall, R. Rosotti; West Stanley, C .pohe(l 
Several provincial friends woro present, including - 
Tliwaites (Stockton-on-Tees), J. Underdown (Chatham)»
T. Ilibbott (Ilamsbottom), and Mrs. Fathers (Birmingb^v 
There were also present, G. W. Foote (President), 
Foote, the Misses Foote, F. Foote, C. Cohen, Mrs. Cot>e 
A. .T. Fincken, Mrs. Fincken, C. Bowman, W. Hunt, 
Hunt, E. Woodward, John T. Lloyd, W. Hcaford, the >IlS j, 
Pizer, H. Cowell, F. Wood, Dr. Nichols, Jamos Ncate, 
Leat, H. Samuels. ijj0

The President took tlio chair punctually at 10.80». 
Secretary (E. M. Vance) called tho roll, and the bus' 
opened. The chairman hoped tho day’s proceedings ^  8
tend to promoto tho progress of Freethought. Diff°rC 
of opinion were natural amongst thinking people; re
unthinking all thought aliko; but differences of opinio11 j, 
quite compatible with tho earnest pursuit of a c0ta 
object.

The minutes of tho previous Conforcnco having been * 
as read, the President read the Annual Report.

A nnual R k io iit . a

The past year of tho Society’s history has not ^Cj oBc, 
specially eventful ono. Good regular work has been 
but there is nothing sensational to record. For one ¿g. 
the Central Executive has been hampered by want 0 ^jjy 
This difficulty has now ceased to bo acute, and a ca
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thought-out effort will be made, when the summer months 
are over, to place the Society in a better financial position 

the immediate future. Such an effort had necessarily to 
wait until a favorable opportunity presented itself. The 
grant of .£100 made to the Executive by the Secular Society, 
Limited, has been a very opportune assistance ; and further 
kfclpj tinder proper conditions, may be expected from the 
same quarter. Under the will of the late Joseph Townsend, 
of Southport, the Secular Society, Limited, as residuary 
{egatee, has realised over .£1,800. Mr. Townsend’s interest 
111 the movement was chiefly through the Freethinker and 
personal regard for its editor. Fortunately, the Incorpora- 
ti°n, which your President devised aDd launched nine years 
ag°, was in existence to give a legal security to Mr. Towns- 
end’s generous intentions. The Secular Society, Limited, 
has lived down the foolish, and sometimes malicious, criti- 
c>sm which haunted its earlier days. It is now seen to be a 
s°lid and durable institution, which has already more than 
°nce saved the financial situation for the Freethought move- 
toent, and mav be of still greater beneficence in the days to 
come.

In looking over the N. S. S. balance-sheet, it must be 
Remembered that it represents only a very small part of the 
ooiety’s activities. All the Branches throughout the 

country are absolutely autonomous, doing their own work, 
aving their own incomes, and producing their own balance- 
neets. The financial responsibility of several undertakings, 
Soi has been assumed by the Incorporated Society. All 
af the Central Executive’s balance-sheet represents is 

noso necessary expenditures which are of a purely general 
aaracter. It includes no payment, for instanco, to any 
ecturer or any journalist. Yet the movement which centres 
°Uud the N. S. S. has its lecturers and its journalists who 
e regularly occupied, and carry on a ceaseless propaganda 

Freetkought. To take the Executive’s modest little 
alance-sheet, and say “ This is what the Freethought party 

j,as 1° show for itself,” would be absurd. The work of the 
Rethought party is immensely larger—as a glance at the 
r̂ thinker from week to week would readily verify.
J • k rcsP°°f to the Freethinker—which, while not the 

cial organ of the Society, is nevertheless devoted to its 
etvico—it ig pleasant to learn from the management that 

circulation has been steadily improving ever since the
0 vertisement gained by the exposure of Dr. Torroy’s libels 

Thomas Paino and Colonel Ingersoll. The press boycott
.gainst the paper is as close as ever, but the trade boycott 
as begun to relax. If it disappeared altogether the paper 

"°uld bo an excellent property. Even now it would bo 
Jj. ?Ing its way in every direction if it went by itself. But
1 18 Part of the whole Frcothought enterprise at the London 

adquarters, and its weekly surplus is eaten up by other
ojw?868, Hut this is not the time and place to expatiate 
bef RUIJject—although it will havo to bo dealt with

long. The real point, here and now, is that tho
..reethinker is moro than holding its own ; that it is surely,
1 siowlv 

The s,, WJT o leeuuioiij m*n
gon t6a,t Lr*Ia’n during tho past year.

■■'ly, making progress.
j R|le Society’s principal lecturers havo visited various parts

Mr. Cohen has even
p, ,, as far as Belfast, where lie spoke from an Ethical 
^  ‘form, and no doubt tempered tho wind of Secularism to 
v 0 s“Orn lambs of a moro peaceable flock. Mr. Lloyd, who 

' ttado a complete conquest of the Frccthought platform 
Clng at homo upon it, and heartily welcomed wherever 

h goes-has also been fairly woll occupied. The President 
. ad some good meetings at Queen’s Hall and Camberwell 

tha o  Pasf wintor, and some splendid freo meetings in
J: Stratford Town Hall, in tho largo l ’icton Hall at 
aQ1?rPool, and in tho great Birmingham Town Hall. Ilis 
aUd I0003 at Manchester and Glasgow havo been crowded, 

I*o had excellent meetings at Nowcastlo-on-Tync to 
atds the end of 1900. Mr. Cohen’s and Mr. Lloyd’s 

(t0rc -  at Newcastle were also tho best they havo had 
thg v'' somo excitement was caused in the district by 
^teotl tat0 Joseph Symcs, who delivered his first

th
Th^n't’kt lecture there thirty years before. 

ii0 m , unches started in Wales during what was called 
^ork C Revival havo had a chequered history. Good 
As]J^ iVa8 dono for a time at Cardiff, Forth, and Mountain 
'yhil7CSpecially fn the last place. But it languished after a 
th0ijo ’ and tho difliculties of Freethought propaganda in 
bigot d'stricts wore really very groat. Welsh religious 
bltflf (I°CS not rely upon tho law, but it is loarned and 
the q V1 tLo application of the boycott, and it understands 
ahl0 o? j forms of sinister persecution. Almost insuper- 
tlyf, jj.l)8tacles wero thrown in tho way of tho Secularists. 
ff0tQ f)‘nust bo admitted that they suffered to some extent 
W ? eir own mistakes. They did not quite realise tho 
tlhouiq • Presenting Froethought to tho Welsh public 
Mr, jY 1 '"H most accomplished and representative speakers. 
fitUe ‘I'd iudeed go to Mountain Ash twico; tho first 
gooq was something like a row, and tho second time a 

a °f genuine enthusiasm. But nothing further was

done. The President offered to make it easy for the Welsh 
Branches to secure a visit from Mr. Cohen. He offered to 
visit Cardiff himself on a Sunday if the Branch could only 
obtain a decent hall. But the Branches did not avail them- 
seves of these offers. Perhaps in the early future an 
organised attack upon South Wales may be made from head
quarters—of course with the co-operation of the local 
organisations. Certainly the Freethinker has secured many 
new readers in Wales ; the seed is being sown, and some of 
it will germinate.

An attack should also be made on the West of England. 
There are good fields of operation at Bristol, Plymouth, and 
other Western towns. The initial labor, however, is certain 
to be hard and costly. For a curious new difficulty has 
arisen. Owing to the cessation of active persecution of 
Freethought—which always evokes the heroic and martyr 
spirit—some Freethinkers fondly imagine that the battle 
with superstition is over, and that all we have now to do is 
to enjoy the fruits of victory ; while others, being no longer 
braced up by resistance to oppression, have fallen too easy 
victims to the wretched phantom of “ respectability.” It 
will be difficult, therefore, to find an adequate supply of 
workers from the older generation of Freethinkers. Fortu
nately new blood is coming into the movement in all parts of 
the country ; and wo must try to organise the young men— 
and, as far as possible, the young women—into fresh regi
ments for a new campaign.

The Glasgow Branch is in a remarkably flourishing condi
tion, with a large roll of members, a good income, and 
crowded audiences on winter Sunday evenings. It has also 
organised lectures at Paisley, Falkirk, etc., on week evenings, 
when Mr. Cohen and Mr. Lloyd have been visiting Glasgow. 
The late Mr. Joseph Symes also lectured in the district 
during his visit, and spoke in rapturous terms of the work 
he saw going on there, as well as of the fine reception 
accorded to himself-

The Newcastle Branch -reports tho last as being the best 
year’s work on tho Tyneside for many years. Much more 
might be done, however, with a little outside financial 
assistance, and this may bo forthcoming. The South Shields 
Branch has not been quite so active as formerly, but this is 
owing to temporary local causes. South Shields will zeal
ously share in any Secular enterprise started on tho 
Tyneside.

There is a good field at Leeds, as was shown by tho 
splendid and enthusiastic meeting held in connection with 
tho 1904 Conference. But it has not been worked effectively. 
Hero, also, something better may be done in the new year. 
The N. S. S. propaganda could usefully be extended to 
Bradford, where something of the kind is much needed.

Nottingham, Northampton, and other Midland towns, 
contain readers of the Freethinker, and ought to be included 
within the scope of your Society’s activity. It is intended 
to bring somo of the “ saints” in thoso places together, and 
see what can be done in the way of propaganda and 
organisation.

The Branch at Birmingham shows no sign of flagging in 
its gallant fight against tremendous odds. For many years 
it has been tho victim of a most odious conspiracy. Its 
bigoted enemies havo nover faced i t ; they have always 
stabbed it in the back. First, it was excluded from the use 
of the Board-school buildings on Sunday. Its real crime 
was tho size of its meetings. Tho bigots were alarmed at 
the spectacle. They therefore trumped up tho most ridi
culous charges against the Branch’s literature, calling it 
demoralising and poisonous. These adjoctives—without a 
particlo of ovidence or argument—wero sufficient to damn 
tho Secularists. They woro not hoard in thoir own defence ; 
there was no sort of tria l; but there was a sentence. Tho 
Branch was refused the right to sell literature at its meetings 
—a right denied to no other body in the city. Refusing to 
accept this humiliating condition, tho Branch went out into 
the wilderness. Tho decree against it was for a year. When 
the year had elapsed, a fresh application on its part met 
with tho reply that tho School buildings would not bo lot to 
tho Secularists on any conditions whatever. That act of 
banishment has been endorsed by tho new Education Com
mittee. It is an understood thing that Christians are to 
monopolise the School buildings in Birmingham. Secularists 
arc rated to support them. They have duties, but no rights. 
Such is the spirit of Christian civilisation in a city which 
used to boast of itself as the Mecca of English freedom. 
Wo all know what John Bright would have thought of it. 
But another than John Bright now rules in Birmingham. 
And tho sinister part of tho tragi-comedy is that tho present 
great Boss of Birmingham is probably no more a believer 
in tho Christian or any other form of religion than tho 
members of tho Birmingham Branch arc themselves. Happily, 
however, one foothold is loft to tho Secularists—and it 
proves that intolerance is easier to committees than it is 
to individual authorities. The Lord Mayor of Bir
mingham has the granting of tho use of the Town Hall,
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and he has never refused it to the Secularists. For some 
years past your President has lectured in the great Town 
Hall to constantly increasing audiences ; the evening audi
ence on his last visit being a remarkably fine one. This has 
been done without the help of the press, which pretends not 
to be aware of these meetings. Once again the bigots 
thought the time had come for action. Complaints were 
lodged against the literature sold at the Branch bookstall. 
A list of obnoxious publications was drawn up by the Com
mittee. It included the Freethinker (naturally), and Bible 
Bomances; but it also included Paine’s Age of Season, 
Ingersoll’s Lectures, and Blatchford’s God and My Neighbor. 
The last book, by the way, is sold without let or hindrance 
when the Socialists use the Town Hall. It only becomes 
objectionable when it is sold by the Secularists. And it is a 
pity that Mr. Blatchford, who was appealed to on the matter, 
both by the Branch and by your President, has not been able 
to speak a word of encouragement to the Branch, or of pro
test against his book being placed upon the Birmingham 
Index Prohibitorium. Practically the Branch has been left 
to fight its battle alone. Which is another thing to be re
membered by those who are apt to fancy that the day of 
universal toleration has arrived.

Acting on the advice which the President long ago 
tendered, the Birmingham Branch is preparing to appeal 
to the public opinion of the city. A statement of its case is 
being drawn up, and will be printed and distributed to every 
house in the borough. It will also be inserted, as far as 
possible, in the local press—even if resort must be had to 
the advertisement columns. Some effect is bound to be pro
duced. The citizens of Birmingham will be fully apprised of 
what is being done in their name. If they are satisfied, the 
case is hopeless. If they are not satisfied, pressure could be 
brought to bear upon the bigotry which is entrenched in the 
City Council and in various public committees. Meanwhile 
the Branch has made sure of the use of the Town Hall 
several times during next winter. It is to be hoped, there
fore, that matters will be brought to a crisis long before the 
next N. S. S. Conference. And the Birmingham Branch will 
have every assistance that can be rendered from head
quarters.

The Liverpool Branch has held its own amidst the unfor
tunate difficulties that were explained in the last annual 
report. Financial help was rendered it by Mr. F. Bonte, 
who entrusted your President with a handsome donation to 
be used on behalf of the Branch at his discretion. Several 
courses of special lectures were delivered in the Milton 
Hall by Messrs. Cohen, Lloyd, and Symes, and the season 
was wound up with two lectures by the President to 
large audiences in the big Picton Hall. Arrangements 
were made for Mr. Symes to settle in Liverpool as resident 
lecturer for the Branch. Everything was settled, Mr. Symes 
was almost on the eve of starting to undertake his new 
duties, the Branch was looking forward with eager enthu
siasm to his arrival, but the veteran’s death put an end to 
what would in all probability have been a highly successful 
project. The Branch went on with its work in spite of that 
heavy blow, and will go on with it next winter; and it will 
be supported in its brave effort to keep the old flag flying.

The whole situation in Liverpool may change at any 
moment. The real root of all the trouble related in the last 
annual report has disappeared. Those who strove to wreck 
the Branch, and failed, were simply his dupes. Your Presi
dent, indeed, has said all along that the wrecking was 
instigated from outside. It was a jesuitical attempt to 
break up the Secular movement in Liverpool just when it 
was becoming too prosperous. Mischief enough was done, 
though it was not fatal; and there must surely be regret in 
the minds of some who became tools in coarser, yet 
cleverer, hands than their own.

Turning to London, it may be noted that a central hall 
whero Sunday lectures could be delivered regularly, at least 
during tho winter, is yet a desideratum. Lectures have 
been delivered by tho President at the Queen’s Hall, but the 
expenses of meeting there are heavy. There has been an 
awakening at Camberwell, though it is doubtful if the 
Secular Hall is now in a position to attract good audiences 
generally — so greatly has the neighborhood changed 
during tho last twenty years. The West Ham Branch has 
carried on successful Sunday evening meetings in the 
Workman’s Hall. Three very fine meetings were organised 
by the Secular Society, Limited, in the Stratford Town Hall, 
the lecturers being Messrs. Cohen and Lloyd, and tho Presi
dent. These great gatherings were ignored by the local 
press. Open-air propaganda during the summer was carried 
on very successfully by the Camberwell, Iiingsland, and 
Bethnal Green Branches. The new North London Branch 
has held some excellent meetings at Parliament-hill Fields. 
There have been lectures in Hyde Park under the auspices 
of the West London Branch, but Hyde Park is becoming too 
much of a Babel to be of much utility to an intellectual pro
paganda. The last Annual Dinner, organised as usual by the

Executive, and held at the Holborn Kestaurant in January, 
was a record success. _ -m a S

A sample of work done, and not represented in the N. o. 
balance-sheet, is Mr. Cohen’s tract on the Salvation Army. 
The pamphlet does not pretend to originality of_matter, 1 
is confessedly based on Mr. Manson’s book ; but it puts t 
principal objections to the Salvation Army in an admira y 
terse and pointed manner, and its distribution is doing muc 
good in all parts of the kingdom. Some fifty thousa®  ̂
copies have been put into circulation by means of a 1 ®® 
opened for the purpose in the Freethinker. Another n j 
thousand copies ought to be circulated in the near future.

During the past year the subject of Secular Education 
naturally occupied your Executive’s attention. It 
decided to participate in the Demonstration in Trafajga 
Square organised by the Social Democratic Federation. *° 
Executive contributed ¿£5 towards the cost, and the P1'®8 
dent represented the N. S. S, as a speaker. I t can hardly ^ 
said, however, that this Demonstration was as large as 
easily might have been if the issue had been simphhe ■ 
Early in the present year a meeting was called by Mr. Ha* J 
Snell, as secretary of the Union of Ethical S o c i e t i e s ,^  
Tribune Rendezvous, with the object of combining in °® j 
organisation all the advanced bodies that were in favo* ° 
Secular Education. Messrs. Cohen and Lloyd attended tn_̂  
meeting as your Executive’s representatives, with the Pres 
dent, who was one of the speakers; and who, curious j 
enough, had to correct the sectarian indiscretions of 
speakers, and bring the meeting back to the true ground ® 
which Secular Education was to be maintained. R w, 
resolved that a Secular Education League should be form®' 
and a preliminary Committee was appointed, with y°u 
President as one of its members. Since then tho League ha 
actually come into being. Its Manifesto has been issued, a® 
it has secured a large number of distinguished names on t 
General Council, including the great name of G®?r° 
Meredith. There are men of science, men of letters, art» > 
Church clergymen, Nonconformist ministers, and mernb® 
of parliament. This list of names is in itself a gre 
achievement. Members are being enrolled, and it is to 
hoped that hundreds of Freethinkers will join at an ®ar _ 
date, as a number have done already. The Secular Edu® 
tion League should have a brilliant future. The princip 
on which it is founded—namely, that the State should^ on y 
concern itself with secular education, and leave religi® 
education to private effort—is one that is triumphing! ® 
only by the growth of public intelligence, but by the very 
force of events. Its victory would be delayed by a c0 ,g 
promise between the rival Churches, but that compromise > 
impossible, for they all want a thing which, from tho oar® 
of the case, cannot be divided. What they aim at is » 
control of elementary education. Anglicans and Catho 1 
want dogmatic religious education, and Nonconformists ha 
i t ; Nonconformists want simple Bible teaching, and AnglicaD 
and Catholics hate that. They will quarrel until the b°® 
of contention is taken away from them. And it is "J1 ’ 
more than anything else, which makes Secular Educate 
inevitable, But when it comes it must be a roality and n® 
a sham, and the Secular Education League has a great wor 
before it in shaping and enlightening tho public mind, 
that the end may be a permanent triumph of principle. , 

Your Society was not represented in any way at laS 
year’s International Freethought Congress in So® , 
America. Tho 1907 International Congress will be h® 
at Budapest in September. The Executive has not form®“ 
any definite opinion as to whether, and how far, the N. S- _ 
should be represented. The matter is therefore left abs®' 
lutely to the Conference to decide. .

Were it possible, the International Congress should 
held in Spain, where Signor Ferrer has been lying in PrlS° 
nearly twelve months, on what is obviously tho ridicul® . 
trumped-up charge of complicity in tho criminal atterup“ f 
Morral to assassinato tho King and Queen on their we . 
day. Had there been any real evidence against 
Ferrer he would have been brought to trial long ago. B® 
still as far off trial as ever. Very likely it is hoped that 
will die or commit suicide, for the Spanish authorities ha 
many nameless ways of tormenting such prisoners. R  ̂
persists in living, they may bring him before a m® .g 
tribunal, instead of before tho regular judges, and 8®a , 
doom in that way. Meanwhile his property is impound ’ 
his Secular schools have been closed, and his organ13 
effort to spread freedom and enlightenment is stopped. .g 
know what was his crime; it is proved by the action of 1 
persecutors. The treatment of this man is a disgrac® 
Spain and a scandal to civilisation. r

During the past year death has removed two of 7°. 
Society’s vice-presidents. Mr. J. F. Dowar, of E dinburg  
was an old man and an old Freethinker. He had done g®  ̂
service in his time for the Secular cause in the south 
Scotland. A far heavier loss to the movement has h® 
sustained through tho death of Mr. Joseph Symes. A
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there was something tragic in the sudden ending of his career 
He had borne tho brunt of heavy fighting for Frcothought at 
Melbourne for twenty-three years. Tilings at last having 
gone hopelessly bad there, and being out of harness, tho old 
war-horse chafed at his inaction. He scented the battle 
from afar. Moreover the longing grew upon him to see his 
Dative land again and shake hands with old comrades, whom 
to had not forgotten, and who had never forgotten him. So 
he sot sail, with his wife and daughter, for England. His 
ship arrived at Tilbury early in August. Your President put 
himself to much inconvenience to greet his old friend and 
colleague on landing—and he is glad he did it now. Miss 
^ance also took the trouble to be there as the N. S. S. 
secretary. It did tho veteran good to be so welcomed, and 
ho often spoke of it with deep feeling. By order of the 
Executive a reception was organised at Queen’s Had a few 
Sundays afterwards. Mr. Symes was delighted with the 
crowded and enthusiastic meeting. The President took the 
chair, Messrs. Cohen, Lloyd, Roger, and Snell also spoke a few 
Words each on behalf of the old and the new Freethought, 
and then the war-stained veteran told the story of his long 
fight under the Freethought flag in Australia. It was truly 
a memorable occasion. For a few months Mr. Symes wrote 
in the Freethinker and went about lecturing. He was in his 
dement again, and was happy. But he did not know that 
he had struck the bitterest English winter for many, many 
years. When it came it proved too much for him. There 
was a chill, an illness, an attack of pneumonia, complicated 
w'th heart trouble, and Joseph Symes was dead before the 
great majority of his friends knew ho was ill. The report 
pf his death came like a bolt from the blue. It was a shock- 
lng blow to some who loved him for his many good and 
pndearing qualities. Nothing could bo done except arrang
ing for the funeral and carrying what comfort was possible 
*° the stricken widow. The funeral was undertaken by the 
H. S. S. Executive, and care for Mrs. Symes and her daughter 
was left for the moment to the tried and faithful sympathy 
d  Miss Yance. The cremation ceremony at Golder’s Green 
Was attended by a large number of Secularists. When that 
Was over your President set to work through the Freethinker 
to raise a Fund for Mrs. Symes, who was totally unprovided 
*0r- Itatlicr more than ¡£300 was raised in a few weeks. 
Mrs. Symes and her daughter, acting on medical advice, 
^turned to Melbourne, setting sail in March, and no doubt 
driving about the end of April. Thus ended one of tho 
dost tragical chapters in your Society’s history.

By no one, except his nearest and dearest, could the death 
of Joseph Symes have been felt more deeply than by your 
Resident. Joseph Symes was a comrade of tho old days— 
d'd the battles long ago. The last time he saw Joseph Symes, 
“More the meeting of last August, was behind prison bars in 
Holloway Gaol. An interview like that is never effaced 
Hotn memory. Tho last link between your President and 
tho old Freethought platform was broken when Joseph 
"ymes died. This may sound personal, but such things are 
°f the very essence of tho higher lifo of the soldiers in the 
great war of human liberation. Freethinkers aro not 
^void of sensibility, though they may despise senti
mentalism. Every party lives to a large extent upon 
‘no memories of its worthy doad. Wo do not forget 
enrs. We novor shall forget them. In this very month of 
Mny, nine years ago, died one whom Joseph Symes would 
navo been so glad to meet again ; one who wa3 also a link 
 ̂*Hi a troubled but heroic p ast; one who was gentle, 

nutnane, accomplished, and full of intellectual ability—one 
^no was, in his modest way, as valiant a soldier of freodom 
5s ever drew the breath of life. And at least one who stood 

tho coffin of Joseph Symos went back in thought to tho 
Pfy when ho stood by the coffin of Joseph Mazzini Wheeler, 
f-fieso were stainless heroes of our glorious causo, and in 
honoring their memory wo honor ourselves.

not represented at the Conference, in consequence of lack of 
funds and other hindrances; but he hoped circumstances 
would be more favorable by the next Whit-Sunday. In the 
meanwhile, he and his colleagues, in London and in the 
provinces, would do their utmost to advance the good old 
cause.

A Report of the rest of the Conference will appear in next 
week’s Freethinker.

Evening Public Meeting.
Queen’s (Minor) Hall was filled in the evening, and the 

audience included quite a gratifying number of ladies. Many 
seats on the platform were occupied by delegates who had 
attended the Conference. Before the speech-making there 
was a musical program, in which Miss Helen Foote and Miss 
Florence Foote assisted. This part of the proceedings was 
much enjoyed, and the players and singers were warmly 
applauded. There were rousing cheers when the President 
walked on to the platform. The collection was taken up 
during a brief interval which allowed the audience to work 
off coughs induced by the inclement weather, and to settle 
down for “ the feast of reason and the flow of soul.” Then 
came speeches by the President and Messrs. Cohen, Lloyd, 
and Davies, which kept tho ball rolling merrily until past 
nine o’clock. All the speakers were in good form, and were 
very much cheered. Finally the President pronounced the 
benediction in the shape of a short recitation—Leigh Hunt’s 
Abou Ben Adhem—which summed up the truest spirit of 
the evening’s platform eloquence. Thus ended a long 
meeting in which there was never a dull moment. It was 
thoroughly animated from beginning to end. And all facos 
looked happy as the audience broke up amidst endless hand
shaking.

Bigotry of tho genuine Roman Catholic variety is ex
hibited by Mrs. Sydney Rosenfold, president of the Century 
Theatre Club of this city. The club was to make an 
exhibit for the benefit of the Actors’ Fund, and invited 
Mark Twain to contribute his books and his presence to 
help make the affair a success. Mrs. Rosenfeld is a Chris
tian Scientist, and when she heard of tho invitation she at 
onco wroto to the moving spirit of tho affair, Mrs. Edith 
Ellis Baker, that in view of Mark Twain’s having pub
lished a book against Christian Science and made deroga
tory remarks about Mrs. Eddy she could not permit him to 
appear at a club of which she is president, nor allow his 
books or any extracts therefrom to bo sold in any booth 
bearing tho name of tho club she represents. Characterising 
the humorist as 11 Belial,” with whom she could have no 
dealings, Mrs. Rosenfeld declared : “ My Christ is more to mo 
than anything else in tho world ; and if you insist on having 
Mr. Mark Twain at the Century Theatre Club Booth, I must 
resign from its presidency on that account.” It is interest
ing to note the further statement of tho lady that when she 
joined the “ Mother Church ” she subscribed to certain by
laws under which sho would be disciplined if she submitted 
to the presence of Mr. Mark Twain as tho guest of tho 
society over which she presides. If Christian Science can 
take on these arrogant airs at tho present stage of its 
development, what better could wo expect it to bo than 
orthodoxy if clothed with tho powers usurped by tho older 
form of Christianity ?—Truthseeker (New York).

Obituary.

E lectio n  of P r e s id e n t .
,Aftor a briof discussion tho Annual Report was adopted.

no Secrotary (Miss Vance) then read the Financial Report, 
"bicli was also adopted after a few questions had been asked 

answered. Tho next business was the election of tho 
iesident for tho ensuing year. Mr. Foote, being nominated, 
Seated the chair temporarily in favor of Mr. Cohen. Several 
ofegates said some flattering things (which wo had rather not 

Printj in moving, seconding, and supporting Mr. Foote’s re
action, which was carried unanimously amidst applause.

h rosuming tho historic hammer, tho President said that 
7*any words were not necessary between old friends. His 

0rk was a labor of love, and ho should continue it as long 
yr Be was able. He was glad to retain their confidence. 
■ bat was thought of him by people who did not know him 

0,£a a matter of indifference ; but ho valued the good opinion 
those who did know him, and had known him for many 

iCars. He was sorry that several country Branches were

I  have the painful duty to record the death, at the age of 66, 
after a long sickness, of Mrs. Amelia Stead, wife of one of our 
members, Mr. T. Stead, one of the old Secularist workers in 
this district, and one of tho first members—I believe the first 
female member—of the Huddersfield Branch of the N. S. S. 
Sho was ever of a lively, witty, cheerful, and generous dis
position, and after more than forty years of a very happy 
married lifo she passed away on Wednesday last, to the 
great grief of her devoted husband and children, and of a 
largo circle of friends. Tho Freethought ranks never had a 
more enthusiastic worker, especially during tho severe 
struggles and trials of our lato President and our present 
Chief, for whom she entertained an unbounded admiration. 
The principles of Secularism sustained her right up to tho 
end, as almost her last, and oft-repeated requost, was for a 
Secular funeral. This was duly complied with. One of our 
members, Mr. Atkinson, read the Secular Funeral Service at 
the Kirkhoaton Cemetery in tho presence of numerous friends 
and spectators, a groat many of whom probably heard the 
simplo but beautiful service for the first time.—W. H. S pivey
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, otc.

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

LONDON.
Outdoor.

B ethnal G reen B ranch N. S. S. : Victoria Park (near the 
Fountain), 3.15, C. Cohen, a Lecture ; 6, W. J. Bamsey, 
“ Where Angels Dwell.”

Camberwell B ranch N. S. S. : Station-road, 11.30, F. A. 
Davies, “ Campbell and Jesus.” Brockwell Park, 3.15, Guy A. 
Aldred, “ Secularism and Christianity” ; G, F. A. Davies, 
“ Whitewashing Christianity.”

K ingsland B ranch N.S.S.: Ridley-road, 11.30, C. Cohen, a 
Lecture.

N orth L ondon B ranch N. S. S. : Parliament Hill, 3.30, H. 
Wishart, a Lecture.

W est H am B ranch N. S. S. : Outside Maryland Point Station 
(G.E.E.), 7, J. W. Marshall, a Lecture.

W est L ondon B ranch N. S. S. : Hyde Park (near Marble 
Arch), 11.30, a Lecture.

W oolwich B ranch N. S. S. : Beresford-square, 11.30, W. J. 
Ramsey, a Lecture.

COUNTRY.
H uddersfield B ranch N. S. S. (No. 9 Room, Trade and 

Friendly Hall) : Tuesday, at 8, Branch meeting.
Outdoor.

E dinburgh B ranch N. S. S. : The Meadows, 3, a Lecture ; The 
Mound, 7, a Lecture.

H uddersfield B ranch N. S. S. : Market Cross, on Saturday, 
at 8, George Whitehead, a Lecture.

FROM FICTION TO FACT.
B y  F R E D . BO N TE.

(LATE A PBISON MINISTEIt.)

The History of a Conversion from Catholicism 
to Secularism.

Second Edition—Revised and Enlarged.

“ One of the most remarkable pamphlets which have been
published of recent years......A highly-instructive piece of 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.

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 N ew castle-street, F arringdon-stree t, E-C-
—

NOW READY.
THE SALVATION ARMY AND ITS WORK

An Eight Page Tract

B y  C. C O H E N .

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

IS, I BELIE YZ,

THE BEST BOOK
ON THIS SUBJECT.

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

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

A POPULAR EDITION IN PAPER COVERS.
A copy of this edition post free for 2d. A dozen copies, for dis

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

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

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

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

Thwaites’ Liver Pills.
The Best Fam ily Medicine in the World.

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

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

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

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

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

preparations from them.

FRENCH CONVERSATION, Composition, Lite
rature, Commercial, etc., given by highly-educated young 

Frenchman ; good English and classical scholar, and an ardent 
Freethinker. Moderate terms.—Address P rofessor, either 59-61 
New Oxford-street, or GO Museum-street, W.C.

PRINTED FOR FREE DISTRIBUTION.

Copies will be supplied to applicants who undertake to distribu c 
them judiciously. Persons applying for considerable number3' 
who are not known at the publishing office, must give a refer®0 
or some other proof of good faith. Carriage must be p&A * 
applicants. The postage of one dozen will be Id., of two o.°f 
2d., of fifty copies 3d., of a hundred copies 4d. Larger quanti ¡e 

by special arrangement.

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, ET'

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

B y G . W . F O O T E .

“ I have read with great pleasure youi Book oj Ood. Y°u ,s 
shown with perfect clearness the absurdity of Dean Faria  ̂
position I congratulate you on your book. It will do great 6°°^ 
because it is filled with the best of sense expressed with force a 
beauty.’’—Colonel I ngersoll.

“ A volume we strongly recommend....... Ought to be 1°
hands of every earnest and sincere inquirer.”—Reynoldt't Pe 
paper.

Bound in Stout Paper Covers- . . .  1/' 
Bound in Good C l o t h ...........................2/*

SECOND-HAND BOOKS.
From. Matter to Mind. Dorman
The Evolution of Christianity. Gill ... ... •••
Modern Rationalism. McCabe ... ... •••
History of Intolerance. Clarke. 2 vols., boards 
Philosophical Remains. Prof. Croom Robertson 
A Correlation Theory of Chemical Action and Affinity. Hall 
Apocalypse Revealed. Swedenborg. 900 pp. ...
Life of Cardinal Ximencs. Von Hefele 
Life of Cardinal Pole. Lee ...
Seat of Authority in Religion. Martineau 
Paul and the Teaching of Christ. Sir R. Hanson 
Complete Works. Lardner. 5 vols. ... ... •••
Bible and Evolution. Moss ...
Twenty-Six Men. Gorky 
Songs. Beranger ...
Civil Government. Locke ... ...
Logic. Whatcly
On Berkeley's Principles. Simons ... ...

All in good condition, and carriage paid.
W. M., 20 Ladysmith-terrace, Spital, Chesterfield.

s.
2
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
3
2
222
2
2

d.
0
9
0
9
3
6
3
6
3
3
3
0
6
6
6
0
6
6
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T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y -
(LIMITED)

Company Limited ly Guarantee.
Begittered Office—2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, H.G, 

Chairman of Board of Directors—Mk. G. W. FOOTE,
Secretary—E, M.

fsis Bociety was formed in 18S8 to afford lega! aeourity to the 
‘“¡juiaition and application of fnnda for Secular purpo3sa.

The Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society's 
'■Jhjecta are:—To promote the principle that human conduct 
J“ould be basod upon natural knowledge, and not upon super
natural belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 

of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
,° Promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com

plete secularisation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such 
lawful things as are conducive to such objects. Also to have, 
“Did, receive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
“r bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of 

Purposes of the Society. .
■the liability of members is limited to £ 1, in oaae the Soeioty 

should ever be wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover 
'■abilities—a most unlikely contingency.

Members pay an entrance fee of tan shillings, and a subsequent 
ye“rly subscription of five shillings.
, The Society has a considerable number of members, but a much 
■srger number is desirable, and it is hopod that some will bo 
Wined amongst those who read this announcement. All who join 
* Psrticipato in the control of its business and the trusteeship of 
3 resources. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa
la  that no member, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from 

"he Bociety, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 
■'ay way whatever.

■the Society’s affairs are managod by an olected Board of 
“¡rectors, consisting of not less than five and not more than 
velve members, one-third of whom retiro (by ballot) each year,

VANCE (Miss),

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

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, Limited, 
oan receivo 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 bo the slightest apprehension. 
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The executors 
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary course of 
administration. No objection of any kind has been raised in 
connection with any of the wills by which the Society has 
already been benefited.

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

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

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

OR,

Christianity Com pletely 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, THREE PENCE HALFPENNY.

t HE P IO N E E R  P R E S S , 2 N E W C A ST L E  ST R E E T , FAR R IN Q D O N  ST R E E T , LONDON, E.C.

TH E  MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA
OR, THE

death of the classical world

AN ADDRESS AT CHICAGO B Y

M. M. MANGASARI AN.P rice  O n e  P en n y .
P O S T  F R E E ,  T H R E E  H A L F P E N C E .

P IO N E E R  P R E S S , 2 N EW C A ST L E  ST R E E T , FAR R IN G D O N  ST R E E T , E.C.
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ATHEISM AND MORALITY 2d., post Jd.
BIBLE AND BEER. Showing the absurdity of basing 

Teetotalism on the Christian Scriptures. Careful, thorough, 
and accurate. Freethinkers should keep this pamphlet by 
them. 4d., post Jd.

BIBLE HANDBOOK FOR FREETHINKERS AND IN
QUIRING CHRISTIANS. A new edition, revised and 
handsomely printed. Cheap edition, paper cover, Is. 6d. ; 
cloth 2s. 6d., post 2Jd.

BIBLE HEROES. New edition. Each part, paper Is., post Id. 
Superior edition (200 pages), complete, cloth, 2s. 6d., 
post 2Jd.

BIBLE ROMANCES. Popular edition, with Portrait, paper 
6d., post 2Jd. Superior edition (160 pages), cloth 2s., 
post 2Jd.

CHRISTIANITY AND PROGRESS. Second and cheaper 
edition. Recommended by Mr, Robert Blatchford in God 
and My Neighbor. Id., post Jd.

CHRISTIANITY AND SECULARISM. Four Nights' Public 
Debate with the Rev. Dr. James McCann. Paper, Is. ; 
cloth Is. 6d., post 2d.

CRIMES OF CHRISTIANITY. Hundreds of references are 
given to standard authorities. No pains have been spared to 
make the work a complete, trustworthy, final, unanswerable 
Indictment of Christianity. The Tree is judged by its 
Fruit. Cloth (214 pp.), 2s. Gd., post 3d.

COMIC SERMONS AND OTHER FANTASIAS. 8d., post Id.
DARWIN ON GOD. Containing all the passages in the works 

of Darwin bearing on the subject of religion. 6d., post Id.
DEFENCE OF FREE SPEECH. Three hours’ Address to the 

Jury before Lord Coleridge. With Special Preface and 
many Footnotes. 4d., post Id.

DROPPING THE DEVIL: and Other Free Church Per
formances. 2d., post Jd.

FLOWERS OF FREETHOUGIIT. First Series, cloth, 2s. Gd., 
post 3d. Second Series, cloth 2s. Gd., post 3d.

GOD SAVE THE KING. An English Republican’s Coronation 
Notes. 2d., post Jd.

HALL OF SCIENCE LIBEL CASE, with Full and True 
Account of the “ Leeds Orgies.” 3d., post Id.

INFIDEL DEATH-BEDS. Second edition, much enlarged. 
8d.t post Id. Superfine paper in cloth, Is. 3d., post ljd.

INTERVIEW WITH THE DEVIL. 2d., post Jd.
IS SOCIALISM SOUND? Four Nights’ Public Debato with 

Annie Besant. Is., post ljd. ; cloth, 2s., post 2Jd.
INGERSOLLISM DEFENDED AGAINST ARCHDEACON 

FARRAR. 2d., post Jd.
JOHN MORLEY AS A FREETHINKER. 2d., post Jd.
LETTERS TO THE CLERGY. (128 pp.). Is., post 2d.
LETTERS TO JESUS CHRIST. 4d., post Jd.

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 Will3- 
Id., post Jd.

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

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 E ngland . "  

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. i>aPer’ 
Is .; cloth, 2s., post 2d.

THE GRAND OLD BOOK. A Reply to the Grand Old Mam 
An Exhaustive Answer to the Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone 3 
Impregnable Rock of Holy Scripture. I s . ; bound in cloth. 
Is. 6d., 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 

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

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

Foote and the Rev. W. T. Lee. Verbatim Report, rev 
by both Disputants. " T" hnUI1
Is., post ljd.

THE NEW CAGLIOSTRO.

Bishop 
of Mr-

Well printed and neatly boun 

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

THE JEWISH LIFE OF CHRIST. Being the Sepher Toldo« 
Jeshu, or Book of the Generation of Jo3us. Edited, with a 
Historical Preface and Voluminous Notes, by G. W. P°° 
and J. M. Wheeler. Gd., post Id.

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

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

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

WHO WAS THE FATHER OF JESUS? 2d., post Jd.
WILL CHRIST SAVE US? 6d., post la.WORKS BY COLONEL INGERSOLL.

A CHRISTIAN CATECHISM. One of tho most useful and 
brilliant of Colonel Ingersoll’s pamphlets. Gd., post Id.

ART AND MORALITY. 2d., post Jd.
A WOODEN GOD. Id., post Jd.
CREEDS AND SPIRITUALITY. Id., post Jd.
CRIMES AGAINST CRIMINALS. 3d., post Jd 
DEFENCE OF FREETHOUGHT. Five Hours’ Address to 

the Jury at the Trial for Blasphemy of C. B. Reynolds. 4d., 
post Jd.

DO I BLASPHEME ? 2d., post Jd.
ERNEST RENAN. 2d., post Jd.
FAITH AND FACT. Reply to Rev. Dr. Field. 2d., post Jd. 
GOD AND THE STATE. 2d., post Jd.
HOUSE OF DEATH. Being Funeral Orations and Addresses 

on various occasions. Is., post 2d.
INGERSOLL’S ADVICE TO PARENTS. Keep Children out 

of Church and Sunday-school. Id.
LAST WORDS ON SUICIDE. 2d., post Jd.
LECTURES. Popular Edition. Paper covers, Gd., post Id. 
LIVE TOPICS. Id., post Jd.
MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE. An Agnostic’s View. 2d., 

post Jd.
MYTH AND MIRACLE. Id., post Jd.
ORATION ON LINCOLN. 3d., post Jd.
ORATION ON THE GODS. Gd., post Id.
ORATION ON VOLTAIRE. 3d., post Jd,
ORATION ON WALT WHITMAN. 3d., post Id.
REAL BLASPHEMY. Id., post Jd.

REPLY TO GLADSTONE. With a Biography by the late 
J. M. Wheeler. 4d., post Id. ,

ROME OR REASON ? A Reply to Cardinal Manning- 3 ” 
post Id.

SHAKESPEARE. Gd., post Id.
SKULLS. 2d., post Jd.
SOCIAL SALVATION. 2d., post Jd. ^
SOME MISTAKES OF MOSES. 13G pp.. on superfine paP^ 

cloth 2s. Gd., post 3d. ; paper Is., post ljd. Only c0jnjLing 
edition in England. Accurate as Colenso and as fasc 
as a novel. Abridged Edition, 10 pp. Id., post Jd.

SUPERSTITION. 6d., post Id.
TAKE A ROAD OF YOUR OWN. Id., post Jd.
THE CHRISTIAN RELIGION. 3d., post Jd.
THE COMING CIVILISATION. 3d., post Jd.
THE DEVIL. Cd., post Id.
THE DYING CREED. 2d., post Jd.
THE GHOSTS. Superior Edition, 3d., post Jd.
THE HOLY BIBLE. Gd., post Id.
THE HOUSEHOLD OF FAITH. 2d., post Jd. fte
THE LIMITS OF TOLERATION. A Discussion‘ t jd-

Hon. F. D. Coudert and Gov. S. L. Woodford. 2d.,P
THE THREE PHILANTHROPISTS. 2d., post ljd-
WHAT IS RELIGION? Colonel Ingersoll’s Last he- 

2d., post Jd. ,
WHAT MUST WE DO TO BE SAVED? 2d., post ju-
WHY AM I AN AGNOSTIC? 2d., post Jd.
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