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( To-day the majority of educated people look upon
“ belief in a personal devil ” as a mediceval superstition,
yhile “ belief in God ” (that is, the personal, good and
loving God) is retained as an indispensable element of
(eligion.  Yet the one belief is just as much (or as little)
~stifled as the other—H aeckel.

Bernard Shaw in the Pulpit.

Mr. Bernard Shaw has not actually stood in a
pulpit yet, but he has taken to preaching. Some
"ime ag0 w0 noticed his appearance at the City
~mpie, where he had the Rev. R. J. Campbell for
chairman, and received that gentleman’s blessing
hoforo the end of the proceedings. Mr. Shaw has
Tute recently been discoursing at Kensington on
‘The New Theology.” Our friend and colleague, Mr.
T. Lloyd, went to hear him, and wrote some para-
praphs on the lecture, which appeared in that week’s
. Sugar Plums.” Mr. Lloyd’s paragraphs were rather
juratory, although they ended with somo reservations.
**0 was probably captivated by the lecturor’s Irish
jTrightlinoss, and was apparently more flattering
than the occasion warranted. Wo have seen what
Purports to be a verbatim report of Mr. Shaw's
audress. True, it appears in the Christian Common-
foalth, and may possibly have been a little doctored,
Aut not much, we imagine, even if at all; for our
contemporary expresses approval of most of the things
hat"Mr. Shaw said, and hails him as “ a genuinely
rcligiou8 man” and “ no mean theologian.” This is
o» the samo lines as Mr. Campbell's benediction,
jtunodiately upon tho close of Mr. Shaw's lecture at
e City Temple, Mr. Campbell announced that “ ho
absolutely at one with him in nearly all that he
ad said.” W.ithout knowing it (Mr. Campbell said
B+ the following Sunday) Mr. Shaw was “ preaching
0° Gospel of Christ.” *“ The one thing that struck
? e¥ tho revorond gentleman went on even more
°rvently, “ and thrilled my heart, in that lecture,
aa that hero was a man who, without calling him-
p a Christian, could grasp the very central principle
n Mo Gospel itself and hold it with a firm hand.”
r~idontly, then, if Mr. Shaw has not yet entered a
f'pit, he is fully qualified to fill one ; and since he
p 8 played many parts in tho past, who shall sot
Oc,nds to his futuro versatility?

1.

Mr. Shaw seems to take complimonts without
burning them. The subject of his lecture at
Kensington Town Hall was “ The New Theology,”
ut he novor mentioned Mr. Campbell or alluded to
,(18 book. The new theology is his theology. The
-Shavian philosophy ” is assuming a religious color,
C. Shaw is going to play tho oracle himself. He
"Il therefore accept interpreters but no rivals. “ I
il myself alone.” Shall there be anything new
pocking about unless it emanates from “ G. B. S."?
pGsh tho thought! Mr. Shaw has taught modern
pland most of what it knows. And if a now
®l'gion is wanted, he is quite able to supply it,
‘Giout the slightest assistance.

Perhaps we had better pause hero to say that it is
O part of our intention to join in tho baiting of Mr.
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Shaw which is going on in Blackwood, and will pro-
bably go on in other quarters in the early future.
For some time he has been a sort of idol, and it is
natural that an idol should, sooner or later, be
attacked and trampled upon. What real worth there
is in him will survive this performance. Certainly
no good can be done by railing at Mr. Shaw and
calling it satire. He is a human being; like all the
rest of us, he has his qualities, and the defects of
his qualities; and ho is not the first person by count-
less millions who has exemplified the truth of Dr.
Johnson’s saying that two contradictions cannot both
be true, but may both inhere in the same individual.
It is said that Mr. Shaw is never in earnest. But
this is nonsense. He can be perfectly serious; he
can be really witty ; and he can easily play tho fool.
It is the business of a sagacious reader to discri-
minate. The different Mr. Shaws, all inhabiting the
samo Mr. Shaw (this is Hibernian, but Mr. Shaw,
being an Irishman, will forgive us), may bo disen-
tangled from each other. Mr. Shaw, tho serious
reformer, is one person ; Mr. Shaw, tho natural wit,
is another person; and Mr. Shaw, tho amateur
buffoon, is another person. And yet there are not
three Mr. Shaws, but one Mr. Shaw. Which things
are a mystery—to the superficial.

V.

Seriously, it may be said that Mr. Shaw has been
a good deal spoilt by his admirers. The mercurial
Irishman tickles the more saturnine Britishers. His
very accent is a part of tho joke. He quickly found
out what made them laugh, and worked tho vein for
all it was worth. He won a reputation and lived up
to it. Ho was expected to be funny. His hearers
did not even wait for their cue. They laughed
before ho opened his lips. Their hilarity was a
lively sense of witticisms to come. And if tho
witticisms did not always come, and paradox and
extravaganoe had to take their placo, tho fault was
mainly in tho audience, and tho misfortune rested

with Mr. Shaw.
V.

Mr. Shaw's is a groat talent. Naturo gave him
many bright qualities. Had she given him one or
two more she would havo made him a genius. He
may recognise this himself; or does it unconsciously
prompt his curious criticisms of Shakespeare? Wo
mean as far as those criticisms are serious. For wo
can hardly believe that they are always so. It has
been said that Mr. Shaw's motto is : “ When business
is dull, go for Shakespeare "—and assuredly tho
Master is a splendid advertisement-hoarding. Vary-
ing the metaphor, wo may call him a magnificent
chopping-block, that will be found as large and firm
as over after any number of operations. All the
choppers in tho world will not wear him away. And
wo daresay Mr. Shaw knows it. He has sense
enough to smilo at tho laborious futilities of Tolstoy,
who appears to think that he has settled Shake-
speare by showing that Macbeth, Lear, Othello, and
Hamlet are bloody melodramas—which, of course,
they are if you take no account of the poetry and
characterisation.  Mr. Shaw rather follows tho
fashion of Byron in this matter. Byron knew very
well tho colossal greatness of Shakespeare, though
he had the impudence to refer to “ his plays so
doting." And we daresay Mr. Shaw is pretty
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nearly as wideawake. Perhaps not quite so; for
he has not Byron’s emotional force, or poetical
insight, and probably does despise Shakespeare
(as he says) through sheer defect of perception.
Common men and women thrill at some of Shakes-
peare's utterances that leave Mr. Shaw cold. These
common men and women have not a tithe of Mr.
Shaw’s intellect, hut they have emotional experiences
which are apparently beyond his ken. Nothing,
perhaps, could illustrate this better than a reference
to Don Juan’s indictment of mankind in Man and
Superman (pp. 180-131). It is a capital piece of
writing—in its way; it is superbly comprehensive,
and it leaves mankind without a rag of virtue to
cover their vicious nakedness. But, after all, it is
only a literary exercise; it leaves you cold at the
finish ; you say “ Excellent!” and never stir a hair
as one of the parties in the indictment. But just
read the terrible tirades that Shakespeare puts into
the mouth of Timon. They bite, they burn; you
blench under the awful impeachment; you feel that
this indeed is nature—that it is the voice of a real
passion of indignation under the stings of ingratitude
—that it is not the whole truth, but true as far as it
goes, and perfectly in keeping with the character and
the situation. Such is the difference between intel-
lect without passion, and passion using the intellect
as the medium of its expression. And one is tempted
to say that we have Mr. Shaw on Shakespeare, but
what a companion picture it would be if we had
Shakespeare on Mr. Shaw!

VI.

George Eliot said, in one of her early novels, that
the first thing human beings require is something to
love, and the second thing something to reverence.
We don’'t presume to discuss Mr. Shaw as a lover;
but we are bound to say that we never could discover
that he had any reverence in his composition until
he was obliged to fix up some Supermen by way of
illustrating the Gospel ho started preaching four
years ago—which is totally different from the Gospel
he is preaching now. This want of reverence, in all
probability, accounts for Mr. Shaw’'s cavalier treat-
ment of Shakespeare; and we really hope it also
accounts for his still more cavalier treatment of
Darwin. We should be sorry to think that ho
“ goes ” for the great biologist on business principles
—as it has been suggested that he “ goes” for
Shakespeare.

Wo want to clear this question of Darwin out of
the way beforo we begin discussing Mr. Shaw's
“ New Theology.” The groat biologist was Eoundly
denounced at the City Temple. Mr. Shaw said that
Darwin “ did not discover or oven popularise evolu-
tion ; on the contrary, he drove evolution out of
men’s minds for half a century, and we havo only
just got it back again.” This was an utterance to
lift brows and shrug shoulders. It is expanded in
the Kensington lecture. “ Darwin,” we are told,
“was really the man who completely turned the
attention of mankind from the doctrine of evolu-
tion.” “ 1 don't believe,” ho adds, “ that Charles
Darwin knew anything about evolution." Huxley,
Romanes, Blchner, Haeckel, Wallace, and all the
rest of them, were entirely wrong. Charles Darwin
was an impostor. Mr. Shaw, musical and dramatic
critic and writer of plays, sets the world right on
this matter. Were we not justified in alluding to his
boundless versatility ? But how did he become such
a high authority on this subject? What ho says
about giraffes’ necks, and how they came to be so
long, strikes us as side-splitting. Mr. Shaw’s theory
is that giraffes wanted long necks and went on
stretching, and stretching, until they got them;
while the amazingly ignorant and desperately pre-
tentious Darwin taught that it was all a question of
natural selection operating, through the struggle for
existence, upon the infinite variety of nature—in
which no two giraffe’s necks are any more exactly
alike than any two blades of grass. But where did
Mr. Shaw pick up the biology that enables him
to expose Darwin ? He lets the cat out of the bag
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by referring to Samuel Butler. Now the author o
Erewhon was a brilliant and powerful satirist; tha
was his forte ; but his foible was writing abou
evolution, and refuting Darwinism in book after
book, which he complained that nobody would answer.
We suspect that Mr. Shaw’'s acquaintance wit
Samuel Butler’s biological recreations is confined to
the essay on “ The Deadlock in Darwinism ” in th
posthumous Essays on Art, Life, and Science. _Samoe
Butler's expressions of dissent from Darwinism i
that essay are echoed by Mr. Shaw. Darwin left n
room for God in biology, just as La Place left n
room for God in astronomy. Samuel Butler, how-
ever, wanted room for God—therefore Darwin
wrong; and now Mr. Shaw wants room for God™
therefore Darwin is wrong again. But how Darwi
would have smiled at the comedy 1

VII.

Samuel Butler's Essays was published in 19&»
Mr. Shaw’s Man and Superman was published in 19° =
He was a Darwinian then. This is another reaso
for believing that he has been converted by t
“ Deadlock ” essay. But where is the proof (it Ea
be asked) that Mr. Shaw was a Darwinian four
ago ? It is to be found in the book just mentions =
Mr. Shaw is the father of John Tanner’s opinions i
“ The Revolutionist’'s Handbook.” To deny respon-
sibility for them would bo to write himself down t
trifler. His argument was that “ man as he existsi
is not “ capable of net progress "—that he will neve,
alter “ until his nature is changed.” *“ Movements
and revolutions are useless—progress is an illusionim
drag man along as you will for a while, bo
always “ return to his idols and his cupidities.”

G. w. Foote-
[To be concluded.)

Wisdom While You Wait.

Several of the religious weeklies give over a por

of their columns, week by week, to replying to
doubts and perplexities of their readers. These ,
not exactly the familiar “ Answers to Corresponden >
but more in the line of an informal confessio
Readers submit their problems, and the man”
charge, doubtless after a duo selection, propounds
answers. In the case of a paper like the ™ oa.
Weekly, these answers are of the painful and P g
dorous “unco’ guid” type; the religious paP”
controlled by the Harmsworth group are sloppijy ~
erotically religious, being chiefly concerned with a
to fall in love, and out of it; while the ” iH3>es.
Commonwealth section, under the charge of tbo 1 ¢
J. Warschauer, M.A., D.Phil., assumes a jaunty a
yet profound philosophic air—as is only proper
paper that champions the abstruse philosophy 0 vy
Rev. R. J. Campbell. If I had any hopes that
guestions would meet with answers, | shorn j
pleased to submit a few to Mr. Warschauer;

am mightily afraid that they would be consigno
tho ever-ready W.P.B., and so refrain. Besid®™"
might be said that I am not eligible as a quOo®

| have no doubts about religious teaching. My *y
of mind concerning it is one of certainty, whi .g
only perplexity is that of accounting for the Pe gy
tence of beliefs that havo no more scientific warr.
than has Jack and the Beanstalk or Old Mother Et'

In the issue for May 80, Mr. Warschauer lea g
with a reply to a student who has been conV_ljell.
from Agnosticism by tho preaching of Mr. ~a jflijty
One feels a certain curiosity concerning the dl
of the Agnosticism that crumplod up so roaaidy» 0On
also as to which were tho arguments of Mr. Camp ~.g
that brought about the conversion. To 111 ~0rk
preaching seems about as well adapted for the .0J
of meeting and destroying the Freethougbt 10 ¢iOn,
as it is for solving the problem of perpetual m
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Still, the ease is there, and one must take it for what

is worth. This correspondent, however, is still in
trouble about the efficacy of prayer. He has got to
the point of believing in a God ; and, having caught
his Deity, he is puzzled as to what use he can put
himto. Probably as a reminiscence of his earlier
state, he asks: “ Are not the laws of Nature God’'s
aws? And are we not, in praying for either physical
Or moral benefits, asking God to break his laws in
Oar favor?” Mr. Warschauer's reply—occupying
about a column—is a first-rate example in the art of
Pandering round a question without ever coming
Aithin striking distance of it. The question, he says,
is one worth answering as clearly as possible ; and
straightway proceeds not to do so. To begin with,
here is a play upon the word “ break.” We are not,
We are told, breaking the great natural forces in
subduing them to our service, our prayers may simply

into motion “ spiritual forces ” which may bring
&out the desired end. This is reasonable “ when we
oonsider that everything in the physical sphere is
Ultimately brought about by something quite non-
physical, viz., thought.”

Now, this is not only not making the answer as
ji.ear as possible; it is adding, quite unnecessarily, a
Pmce of downright dogmatism. To say that every-
iimg in the physical sphere is brought about by
s’mething non-physical is a mere metaphysical state-
ment unsupported, because incapable, of any proof,
tis not even good metaphysics either. It may be a
reasonable position that both physical and non-
physical are merely convenient distinctions, forms of
bought useful to us for classificatory purposes; but
0 dismiss the physical as an efficient cause and hang
?n to the non-physical is an exhibition one ought not
j? witness in one who writes Master of Arts and

octor of Philosophy after his name. In any case,
t does not face the question. The very essence of
ho question is, Are things altered by our prayers or
&Gthey not ? If they are not, prayer is obviously
,gess, and our converted Agnostic is right in
jibbing — although, after swallowing the rest of
/p' Campbell’'s philosophy, it is rathor fastidious to
jjtrain at this piece. The question would not bo
nswored, be it noted, by making the action of prayer
~ Purely subjective one; for no reasonable person
°ubts that anyone who believes that praying will

ak® him a better man will fail to derivo a feeling
* benefit from it. So ho would, from standing on
'8 head, swallowing bread pills, or shouting “ Meso-
potamia I' at five-minute intervals, if his faith took
turn in any of theso directions. The consequences
of Prayer, whether objective or subjective, must bo
~ternal to the petitioner to be of any evidential
aluo whatever.

Things, then, must be altered by our prayers from
ho course they would otherwise have taken, or why
f.ay? And if they are altered it is either verbal
nckery or mental confusion that leads apologists to
,0tly that prayer affects material things, but that it
h°08 not affect psychical ones. “Wo misconstrue
prayer,” says Mr. Warschauer, “ when we regard it
jhorely as petition, especially as petition for material
hlessingg.” But why? What is there in prayer
ariginally but petition—for blessings to bo given or
Punishments to bo withhold? Would people ever
avo prayed at all but for this reason? And is not
ho later view of prayer—that of communion only—

orely an attempt to retain a practice that educated
?e°ple cannot avoid seeing has no scientific justifica-
i°n? Besides, will Mr. Warschauer, or anyone else,
&plain what is the essential difference between
paying for moral or spiritual blessings and praying
°r physical ones ? What is the difference botweon
Playing for an increase in wages and praying for the
j. °ral improvement of Jack Jones or Tom Smith ?
/ally, the one may on occasion be quito as important
,8 the other. A rise in wages, that may moan a
htter house, a healthier neighborhood, more food,
pe.ator ease of mind and sorenity of temper, is quito
8 Iuportant as praying that someone may be led to
Lvo up his evil life and become a virtuous citizen,

aterial blessings are very often the condition of
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moral and spiritual ones, and in the complete absence
of the former the latter would be impossible.

Why, then, is it absurd to pray for the one, and
not absurd to pray for the other? Well, we know
that any amount of prayer to God will not bring a
rise in wages—unless one’'s employer knows of the
praying. It is absurd to pray for material blessings,
because our knowledge is sufficiently exact to show
us how ridiculous it is to expect an answer. It is
not absurd to pray for moral improvement in our-
selves or others, because here our ignorance is
tolerably comprehensive concerning the conditions
of change. People’s characters do undergo modifi-
cation—not suddenly, as they should, if it is in
answer to prayer, but gradually, as is to be expected
by all who have any general conception of the true
nature of the human animal—and as we cannot
trace all the stops by which the modification is
brought about, the religionist, as usual, trades on the
general ignorance by finding here a sphere for the
operation of prayer. | do not think Mr. Warschauer
will have done much to clear up the ex-Agnostic’s
difficulty, although 1 still marvel at the quality of
the Agnosticism shattered by the City Temple
philosophy.

Mr. Warschauer's other answers are concerned
with Free Will and the nature of God, with each of
which I must deal briefly. One questioner asks how
is it, if our nature is only a portion of God’'s nature,
that we have any evil in us? The reply is the old-
fashioned, and quite stupid, one that if God had
made us perfect we should be simply automatons,
and not moral agents. To this I fancy Huxley's
reply, that so long as we always went correctly
there would be nothing to complain about, seems to
be the best reply to such a position, and a quito
adequate one. A moral agent must have the faculty
of choice, we are told; as though that settles the
matter. In reality the question has not been faced,
the statement concerning “ choice ” merely pointing
to a confusion of thought on the writer's part. Tho
fact of choice no one disputes. That we are capable
of choice is as plain as it is that we have a nose on
our face. It isthe determination of choice that is tho
crux of the question. Why do we choose one thing
rathor than another ? Why do some people choose
differently to others, and why, with the best desire
to choose rightly, do we often choose wrongly ?
Perhaps Mr. Warschauer will answer these queries
instead of laboriously proving what no one denies.

Tho last question dealt with is concerned with tho
nature of God. A correspondent writes that if there
is evil, and also an omnipotent Deity, then God is
responsible for tho existence of evil; and, as ho
believes in God, ho denies tho existence of evil. Mr.
Warschauer replies that the questioner’s error is due
to a wrong use of tho word “ omnipotent.” Tho
divine omnipotence is bounded, he says, in all sorts
of ways. A number of illustrations are given, by all
of which is apparently meant that God cannot out-
step the laws of his own being. Well, I am no
authority on what God can or cannot do; but, if
Mr. Warschauer is correct, ho has demonstrated
that man is omnipotent exactly as God is, for ho,
too, is determined by the laws of his being. Tho
truth is that omnipotence, except as a figure of
speech, is more moonshine, although Mr. Warschauer
either docs not, or will not, see it. But the further
reason for an omnipotent God, who is also all-good,
permitting evil, is that his omnipotence must include
the power to inhibit his own will and allow the wills
of other people to be exerted. Thus we have evil
without it proving any difficulty to the right-thinking
Theist. Now, again, | must plead ignorance as to why
God—if there be a God—permits evil, only | cannot
for the life of me see how this makes the case any
better. God Almighty, rather than prevent a man's
will working evil, permits that man to so act as to
bring disease, or misery, or degradation to others.
Plain, common sense would say that if God could
have prevented that evil ho should have done so.
Mr. Warschauer retorts, that would convert the man
into an automaton. Perhaps so; but what of the
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people who are injured by the apathy, or delicacy,
or God's conduct ? Have they no claim to considera-
tion ? And how on earth can this display of useless
word-juggling get over the fact that, at bottom,
everyone feels God should have prevented the inno-
cent suffering if he had the power? Any ordinary
human being would, if he had the ability. No one
would permit evil to be worked merely because it
afforded exercise for someone else’'s moral develop-
ment. Mr. "Warschauer himself would not permit it,
and this alone is sufficient proof of the unsoundness
of his apology. ¢ . CoHEN>

“ Nature's Insurgent Son.”

I THANK Mr. J. A. Reid for his interesting letter in
the Freethinker, May 26, because the subject is of
first-class importance to all students of evolution.
Between Mr. Reid and myself there is, | imagine, no
essential difference. We are both thorough-going
evolutionists. On one point, however, Mr. Reid un-
intentionally misrepresents me. 1 do not think, and
certainly | have never asserted, that “ Nature is
always beneficent,” although | admit that in man,
her noblest product, she is capable of beneficent
activity, and often indulges in it. It is quite true
that “ Natural Selection is frequently cruel but
that admission does not imply that cruelty is an
essential feature of it. “ Natural Selection,” as em-
ployed by Darwin, means precisely the same thing as
Spencer’s “ Survival of the Fittest.” When Mr. Reid
says, “ | hope we will rise above the law of Natural
Selection,” | am confident we are not to infer that
he is in favor of the survival of the unfit. Nature
selects for survival only those organisms which, as
the result of successful struggle, have adapted them-
selves to their environment. Is it not clear, there-
fore, that the survival of the unfit or unadapted, if
possible, would involve much greater cruelty than
their destruction does? To rebel against this law
would be equivalent to rebelling against what some
people call the royal law of love. But does man ever
succeed in setting this law aside ?

Mr. Reid says: “ 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.” Let us remember that, according
to Professor Ray Lankester's own definition, man is
a product and part of Nature ; and in that recollec-
tion wo shall understand that man’s determinations
are, of necessity, identical with Nature's. Under
certain conditions, death is inevitable; but change
the conditions and it may become impossible. The
man imagined by Mr. Reid was losing correspondence
with his environment, but at a critical moment he
exerted himsolf sufficiently to regain the amount of
fitness requisite to survival. Instead of cheating
Nature of her prey he fulfilled her law of selection
and recovered.

Naturo’s laws are unbreakable; but thero aro
various ways of obeying them. They are rigid,
absolutely immutable, and cannot bo held in aboy-
ance even for amoment. The law of the survival of
the fit has never yet been set at defiance with success.
| repeat, that whenever the law of life says “ Dio,”
man has no choice but to obey. 1 once knew a
peer's son who found his way to a rough mining-
camp. The surroundings were all new to him. He
had never done a stroke of work in his life; and now
ho was among strangers, and penniless. Tho law
said to him, “ Adapt thyself, or perish with hunger
and exposure.” He adapted himself, though at a
stupendous cost, and flourished. There is no sur-
vival without adaptation, by whatever means
acquired. Even while nominally stating the case
for “ Naturo's rebel,” Professor Ray Lankester is
really showing what wonderful skill man displays in
devising means of quickly adapting himsolf to now
conditions. Liston:—

“ Man’s wits and his will have enabled him to cross
rivers and oceans by rafts and boats, to clotho himself
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against cold, to shelter himself from heat and rain, to
prepare an endless variety of food by fire, and to
“increase and multiply ' as no other animal without
change of form, without submitting to the terrible axe
of selection wielded by ruthless Nature over all other
living things on this globe” (Kingdom of Man, p. 26).
Now, this “ terrible axe of selection wielded by ruthless
Nature ” cuts off only the unfit: fitness, in whatever
manner won, invariably insures survival. Man is able
to live and prosper in an entirely changed environ"
ment simply because ho has discovered new and
superior methods of adaptation, which to the lowei
animals are, as yet, impossible. But the law @
selection remains unaltered and inexorable. 9b®
edge of the axe has lost none of its ancient sharp-
ness. If an Englishman goes to the tropics, Nature
says to him: “ Observe the law of selection, or bf
snuffed out by it.” In one of his books, the late Sir
H. M. Stanley tells of a fine young fellow who one
hot day defied the axe of selection, and who, twenty
four hours later, lay in his tent a corpse. He ha
not risen above the law of natural selection, and to®
moment he openly disregarded its command itstruc
him down dead. Nature never overlooks, never for
gives, never shows pity. ,

Let me make another quotation from Lankester s
Kingdom of Man (p. 7) i—

“ The consensus is complete : man is held to bo Part
of Nature, a product of tho definite and orderly evolu-
tion which is universal; a being resulting from, aBl
driven by, tho one great nexus of mechanism which w
call Nature. lie stands alone, face to faco with that
relentless mechanism. It is his destiny to understand
and control it.”

| agree with every7 word in that passage except tho
verb control. Surely a “ relentless mechanist
cannot be controlled. It is undeniable that thbo
mental qualities which man possesses and practi®®8
are unprecedentedly powerful; but it is not true to
say that “ they have, to a very large extent, ff n°,
entirely, cut him off from the general operation o
that process of Natural Selection and survival of thO
fittest which, up to their appearance, had beon th®
law of tho living world.” Man’s emergence
gregarious and intelligent animal did not m
least check the cosmic process ; it merely raised
cosmic process to a higher level by giving 1
ethical character. In othor words, human lifO rOP ~
sents tho cosmic process at tho highest and bes™0
has yet attained. It is easy to characterise
cosmic process as selfish and cruel and “in?10r'tle
and | grant that such a representation of it 18

so far as the lower ranges of its operation arc ¢ »
corned; but no soonor do wo turn our thought »
its later and more complex developments than ~
perceive that it has become moral and benchO®
And surely we ought to judge Nature, not by
lowost and worst, but by hor highest and best,

wolf, tho tigor, and the bear are Naturo’'s °/siullr-
wo admit; but why should they give hor her 00 ~
actor rather than man, the noblest and best ot -
her children? We judge the poet by his maS®
piece, tho artist by his maturost picturo, and ~
architect by his most perfect design; but many”
us persist in forming our ostimato of Nature f
her crudest and most imperfect products. Is . "0t
and just to Nature to treat hor thus ? Would i

be much truer, as well as wiser, to declare tba ~»
ethical life of man is “ the predestined outcO0®
an orderly—and, to a large extent, ‘ percept*0
mechanism ”?

Profossor Huxley asserted that “ cosmic natn
no school of virtue, but the headquarters 0
enemy of ethical nature.” He had much jogt
about tho revolt of tho conscience of raftn®f’ire,”
what he called the “ moral indifference of Na
and about the microcosmio atom finding the
cosm guilty. “ Brought before the tribnnj.j,
ethics,” ho said, “ the cosmos might well stac(
demned.” He wrote that indictment of Nato
1893 ; but a year lator he testified thus :—

“1 do not know that anyone has takon p*oBO opou
than | have, during the last thirty years, to nisi™ ~ at
the doctrine, so much reviled in the early part

N

ejg

N
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period, that man, physical, intellectual, and moral, is as
much a part of Nature, as purely a product of the cosmic
process, as the humblest weed ” (Essays, Ethical and
Political, p. 25).
Now, if man’s moral activity is “ as purely a product
°1the cosmic process as the humblest weed,” does it
“°t logically follow that man is not *“ Nature's
msurgent Son,” but, so far, her noblest- expression,
masterpiece ? In the same volume (p. 40) Pro-
h or Huxley observes that “ whatever differences of
°pmion may exist among experts, there is a general
consensus that the ape and tiger methods for the
struggle for existence are not reconcilable with
&ond ethical principles.” True; but the ape and
uger methods are reprehensible only when adopted
yman. When the ape and the tiger were pro-
noced, Nature had not evolved her “ sound ethical
Principles and certainly to charge her with “ moral
mnaifference ” before she became moral is to be guilty
°1 bearing false witness against her.
This leads me to my concluding remark on Natural
election. Is it advisable that we should ever tran-
Send such a law? Among the lower animals it is
jfot the law that is at fault, but its administration,
p is a good law in the hands of unintelligence.
~\éen in the case of man, intelligence is seldom, if
ever, on the throne. In other words, man is still, to
a large extent, an unadapted being. Disease, for
example, is caused by defective physical adaptation,
emividual selfishness is an evidence of inadequate
°cjal adaptation. All existing evils with which
8ciety is so sadly afflicted are but symptoms of im-
Pcrfect correspondence with environment. Fitness
0 survive, wo must romomber, is not absolute fit-
feB88: absolute fitness does not exist. Is it not a
ac" that practically every human being dies pro-
maturely ? Are there not innumerable moral wrecks
°nnd about us? Is not the incorrigibly bad man
deluded from social life, his inevitable doom being
mical extinction ? And is not this the teaching of
ojence? Speaking of Science in relation to this
P°mt, Huxley well says .—

* She knows that tho safety of morality lios neither
in tho adoption of this or that philosophical speculation,
nor this or that theological creed, but in areal and living
belief in that fixed order of Nature which sends social
disorganisation upon tho track of immorality, as suroly
as it sends physical disease after physical trespasses.
And of that firm and livoly faith it is her high mission
to bo tho priestess ” (Essays, Ethical and Political, p. 72).

hat do wo see in that passage but a revised edition
o the old cosmic process, or the law of Natural
flection in tho hands of human intelligence ? Tho
dtuiniatration is still imperfect, and attended by
little cruelty and suffering; but tho trend is
i>rd 8greater perfection and loss suffering. And
Science gets her way, the improvement in tho im-
ediate futuro will bo much more rapid than at any
tOriod in tho past. Man shall cease from his insur-
and learn obedience to Naturo as expressed in

6 laws of his own being.

P'S—Jn a letter inspired by my recent article on
~islian Science, Mr. R. Slanden, of Dover, encloses
gAtiatics which appeared, five years ago, in tho
th f n TVavelfer, according to which, it would seem
dhy a membership of 27,000 in the Mother
of that city,” the death rate during the
~e'ious year was “ only 2 32 per 1,000," while during
t@ ®me period, the death rate in Boston amounted
19-7 per 1,000. On the face of it, this statistical
parison is utterly worthless. As has been rightly
jointed out, Christian Scientists belong, almost ex-
clusively, to tho well-to-do, prosperous classes, and
. Rurally, the death rate among such people is much
°“Wer than among tho poor, dissipated, and bac
,’used classes. Tho only valuable comparison __
rates would be between a specific number of
brjstian Scientists and a corresponding number of
, kfilarly placed pooplo who are not Christian Scien
w? .8 | dare say there are churches in Boston in
th 1 average death rate is quite as low as in
0 Christian Science Mother Church.

co
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Mr. Slanden asks if it is not “ the part of wisdom
for a man to choose the curative agency which he
has proved to be most efficacious, whether it bo
allopathy, hydropathy, homoeopathy, or Christian
Science.” Of course it is; but that is not the point.
The point is, that, according to Christian Science,
if a man studies the Bible in the proper manner he
will get well, whatever the disease may be from
which he imagines he is suffering, and that, to
common sense, that teaching is sheer nonsense.
Only the other day, the following telegram was
published in the Tribune : “ A Christian Scientist of
Newhaven died on Monday from gangrene in the
hand. Some time ago, she burned her hand with a
flat-iron. She refused to have a doctor called in,
and the wound was treated by Christian Science
methods.” There maybe a few nervous or imaginary
complaints which are cured by such methods; but
organic disorders, such as heart disease, consump-
tion, cancer, blindness, deafness, and insanity,
cannot be removed merely by thinking that ideally
they do not exist; and before alleged recoveries from
such complaints, accomplished by such methods, can
bo accepted as actual occurrences, they must be
adequately attested by competent and impartial
judges. The fact remains, and cannot be contested,
that people do die continually of these dreadful
maladies, although some of them are treated by Christian
Science methods. This is a fact from which Mr.
Slanden cannot escape.

To conclude. The statistics | asked for in my
article are still wanting. Is it not true that Christian
Scientists, like the rest of us, die of disease ? Is it
not a fact that natural death, in tho physiological
sense, is practically unknown ? If there were any
truth in the Christian Scientist claim, either every
death would be perfectly natural or there would be
no death at all. J. T. Lioyd.

END WITH CHRISTIANITY.

[A message from Professor William Kingdoii Clifford to the
Congress of Liberal Thinkers in London, Juno 13-14, 1878.
Printed in M. D. Conway's Autobiography, vol. ii., p. 354. Clifford
was professor of applied mathematics at University College,
London. He was reckoned, even at the age of twenty-seven, one
of tho first mathematicians in Europe. Professor Huxley said he
was “ the finest scientific mind born in England for fifty years.”]

Catholics arc fond of saying that an ago of atheism is
approaching, in which wo shall throw over all moral
obligations, and society will go to ruin. Then wo shall
seo what is tho true effect of all our liberal and scientific
teaching. As a matter of fact, however, oven themselves
admit that tho public conscience is growing in strength and
straightness, while tho Catholic dogmas and organism are
moro and more repudiated. Wo may soo reason to behove
that tho former of thoso facts is tho causo of tho latter.
Part of modern unbelief is no doubt due to the wider know-
ledge of criticism of tho so-called “ evidence of Christianity,”
but in all ages sonsiblo men have seen through that flimsy
structure. Intellectual scepticism is not really moro rifo
than it has been in many past periods. Tho main ground of
hope for the masses is the moral basis of scepticism— (1) its
revolt against mythology; (2) its rovolt against tho priestly
organisation of churches.

As to tho mythology, the dogma of eternal damnation is
being quietly dropped, as not in the Jewish part of the New
Testament; but it has been practically taught by tho Chris-
tian organisation for sixteen centuries. Therefore, tho Chris-
tian organisation ought to bo thrown away with it, for it is
not “ an opinion like another,” but a wicked thing to believe.

As to the priestly organisation, tho practical effect of tho
Christian organisation, “tho Church,” has always been
adverse to morality, and is now. The clergy is everywhere
making moro pronounced its rovolt from tho great principles
which underlie tho modern social structure. There is a
strong antagonism between tho Christian organisation aud
tho Jewish ethical literature, which our moral senso
approves. And | believe that, so far as tho Christian
organisation is concerned, tho time has como for heeding
again the ancient warning: “ Come out of her, my people,
that ye bo not partakers of her sins, aud that yo receive not
her plagues.
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Acid Drops.

Pastor F. E. Cable, of 2 Bridge-road West, Battersea-park,
London, S.W., appears to be like a good many other prophets
—more honored abroad than at home. We are informed
that he has been addressing meetings daily on the Brighton
beach. The other evening he “ thanked the gent, who had
sent him the book, Bible Romances, by Mr. Foote, the
Atheist, but he thought the gent, couldn’t have read it, or he
would not pay for such stuff. The first page was enough to
show what the book was. It said ‘The Christians believe
that God made the world out of nothing.” He challenged
anyone to show him a passage in the Bible saying that God
made the world out of nothing.” Now, as a matter of fact,
there is no such statement on the first page of Bible Romances,
or on any other page. Mr. Foote does not know what the
Christians believe the world was made from. For his own
part, he inclines to think that if God made the world at all,
he must have made most of it out of nothing. No other raw
material seems to explain the existence of men like Pastor
Cable.

What is done on page two of Bible Romances is simply
this. Mr. Foote quotes Christian authorities, like Mosheim
and Burton, to the effect that the ancient Jews (from whom
Christians borrowed the book of Genesis) all believed that
God created tho world out of nothing. He quotes the
famous Bishop Pearson as saying that “ there was at first
nothing but God, who produced most part of the world
merely out of nothing, and tho rest out of that which was
formerly made of nothing.” He quotes the Westminster
Confession of Faith as declaring that it pleased the Trinity
“ la the beginning to create, or make out of nothing, the
world and all things therein.” He quotes the famous Dr.
Adam Clarke as teaching the same doctrine. And having
stated what these distinguished Christians have said on the
subject, Mr. hoote advises his readers not to addle their
brains with such learned nonsense.

Pastor Cable is evidently as accurate as the generality of
his tribe. But if ho has any brains at all—which we admit
is somewhat doubtful—he might set them to work on the
problem, and tell us what the world was made out of. If he
says it was made out of pre-existing matter, he will then
have to tell us whether the matter was made out of nothing,
or out of God, or whether it always existed. If he says it
always existed, he has two infinite and eternal existences,
God and matter. If he says it was made by God out of
himself, he makes God a material as well as a spiritual being.
And if he says neither of these things, he must say it was
made out of nothing. We invite Pastor Cable to state his
own opinion. But if it would injure his poor head to deal
with such problems, we will excuse him. Wo do not wish
to increase his mental affliction.

The London Society for Promoting Christianity amongst
tho Jews spends, we believe, nearly X40,000 a year. But it
boasts extremely few converts. Which is rather odd. Ono
would fancy that a good number of Jews could bo bought
with the money. You could buy a lot of Christians with it.
Perhaps the explanation is that when the Society’s officials
and employees have done with tho JHO0,000 there isn't much
left to purchase Jews with.

The “ Jew ” Society has Branches in the provinces. It
has one at Bristol. And this Branch held its annual meeting
recently in the Victoria Booms. A portion of Scripture was
read by Canon Head, a prayer was offered by Canon Caple,
and the chair was occupied by Canon Everingham. There
were Canons enough. But there doesn’t appear to have been
enough artillery practice. Canon Everingham'’s speech, as
reported in the local Evening Times, hit everything but the

target. Some of the things he said ought to have been
unsaid. If the speaker were on our side, we should muzzle
him. Listen to this :(—

“ Another mystery was that Jerusalem, oncejthe centre of
civilisation and worship and belief in God, wasJn the hands
of the unbelievers.”

Fancy a man of university education, and at this time of
day, speaking of Jerusalem as “ the centre of civilisation” 1
It is enough to “ make the angels weep "—if they have any
tears left. Nevertheless, it is true that Jerusalem is in the
hands of the unbelievers. And the Canon might have added
that a file of Mohammedan soldiers stands in the Church of
tho Holy Sepulchre there, between the Greek and Latin
Christians, to prevent their flying at each others’ throats.

Canon Everingham did say something in that direction.
Listen again:—

He believed, and he believed from experience, because

he had lived for a little time in Jerusalem, that there was no
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other city in the world that could be compared with the Hoy
City of Jerusalem for schism, wrangling, hatred, all
contention.”
That is what the Christians are like in the very Holy City
of their faith. And, after telling the Bristol people so.
Canon Everingham asks them to subscribe towards con-

verting the Jews to Christianity.

William Burton, a Kilburn costermonger, was brougk
before the “ beak ” and charged with threatening his wife-
That was wrong on William Burton’'s part. Of course 1
was. But he had his own side of the case—for what it wa
worth. He said that his wife had never been the same
him “ since the Church party got hold of her.” *“ There
no harm in her going to church,” observed the magistral ,
who probably goes to church himself. *“ But they have bee
trying to get hold of me, too!” exclaimed the indignan®
costermonger ; and the magistrate retorted, “ It might do y®
good.” But the indignant costermonger thought otherffis «
“ | prefer to do an honest day’s work on Sunday,” b0 @&*.’
“ when | get the chance.” Evidently his best day for bu3”
ness was Sunday, and the “ Church party ” were trying
spoil it for him. They wanted to wheel him to heaven, as
were, on his own empty barrow.

Edinburgh Town Council has resolved to put down Sunday
concerts. It has also restricted liquor-drinking facilitl33
the theatres. But what is good for the city is not good
the city fathers. We see by the local Evening Dispatc ?
that the Edinburgh Town Council attended divine service
St. Giles’'s on Sunday morning, May 26, and afterwar
adjourned to the Council Chambers for luncheon. In a
course, coffee and liqueurs were handed round, and eba
pagne glasses were replenished, and the Lord Provost ro
to propose tho toast of “ The King.” This was duly honorO
and his Lordship then proposed the “ Church of Scotian,
to which the Moderator replied. Tho luncheon occupi
fully an hour, and was greatly enjoyed by all who took
in it. Such is Sabbatarianism as understood by the 8ab
arians themselves But it is not every doctor that ta
his own physic.

It is perhaps curious, but it is true, that Chief Consta™®
are nearly always pious. No doubt their calling may inc”
them to a pathological viow of things—if they d°
possess it to begin with. Anyhow, they commonly
upon themselves as appointed by Providence to dragoon ~
people who pay them their wages into the path “gt
“ respectability.” When they walk abroad on Sunday.
instance, they like to see everything quiet and solemn-  j
open shop of any kind annoys them, and they try to s g
up. In small towns, especially, the Chief Constab
apt to develop into a monomaniac in this direction.
of giving his attention to tho thieves and scoundrels 0 ~
town, ho watches a sweetstuff shop or a small tobaccon”™.”
to see whether achild is supplied with lollipops or a'v°~.  a
mau with an ounce of bird’'s-eye. Sometimes he oas ™0
jaundiced eye on bottles of ginger-beer. And tho zeal 0 ~
Lord fills his soul, and he goes bald-headed for the sin
under tho Lord’s Day Obsorvanco Act. In some plac03
magistrates play the part of chorus to his solo, aud orBe
harrying of small tradesmen goes on merrily. 1 are
places, however, he receives a wholesome check. A
glad to see tho breakdown of a prosecution at Po°*e' jjo
tobacconist sold a packet of cigarettes to a mao,
probably wanted to smoko some of them before ™~ jef
Thereupon ho was chargod—of course, by tho *jy
Constable's order—with having exercised certain WO ot
labor, business, and work, which was not of necess'>
charity, on the Lord’s Day; in other words, with trylb j._
earn his living on tho day when he was most likely to
Happily, tho magistrates at Branksomo Sessions dis
tho case. Thero is a little sense loft in England still-

Puritanism is steadily engaged, as usual, on the P
policy of interference with other people’'s amusements-
zeal of tho Puritan is kindled by tho burning suspid0
what he foregoes and tries to detest is extremely fgr™ egtg
This torturing thought gives a passionate edge to his P
against “ impure ” recreations. If ho wero wiser, an eye
disinterested, and less of an egotist, ho would bavo a g
for evils which he now overlooks. Ho might even ca8es,
lesson or two from “ infidel Franco.” Take divorce ?jjib
for instance. French newspapers are not allowed

N at

details of ovidonce; they can only publish tho name  jgjo»
parties, aud other formal matter, together with the ~jB
of the court. Surely such a restriction is badly no 0,3

England. Tho way in which *“ respectablo” “cWraadin®
print tho nastiest details of divorce cases for family It
is perfectly scandalous. Tho French law is a wisO  tfOuld
ought to be adapted on this side of tho Channel a8

bo if we were not so infernally “ Christian.”
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John Thomas Cumberland, of Holbeach Marsh, Lincoln-
shire, was struck dead in a thunderstorm, and the coroner’s
Jury returned a verdict of “ killed by the act of God.” We
uo not hear of any warrant being issued against the
murderer.

The new Workhouse at Hammersmith cost (£261,526, or
®£335 per inmate. Did the Lord Jesus Christ have this in
uis mind when he said, “ Blessed bo ye poor " ?

There was a very important telegram in the Daily News
°u Wednesday, May 29. It came from *“ our own corres-
pondent ” at Paris. It is so important, indeed, that we
reproduce it in extenso:—

“ The Bishops and priests of the Paris region have met in
congress and in numbers far exceeding the expectations of
the faithful. They have held their first meeting under the
presidency of Mgr. Amette, Coadjutor Archbishop of Paris,
and they are full of hope—and full of fight.

‘We want more parishes in the capital of France, says
the cure of St. Sulpice. And so several of the large parishes
are to be split up in accordance with the density of the popu-
lation. Under the Concordat, the clergy were, of course,
powerless to effect any such change.

The militant party—the majority—hold that every priest
should henceforth exercise his ‘full rights as, a French
citizen.” ‘ The priest is no longer a State functionary. He
should take part in elections and in organising local political
committees.’

And that is what the French clergy are going to do.
Separation Law has given them a * free hand.’”

The dear Daily Neivs never foresaw this. But it is precisely
What wo forotold. We pointed out the danger that would
Wise from an unfettered Catholic Church, stimulated by per-
secution, nerved by a sense of injustice, and fired with the
Spirit of martyrdom. Those who think the Catholic Church
1Bdone for in France are silly. Those who thought they
Were going to do for it by the Separation Law wero worse
than silly. Tho “ priest in politics” may be much worse
than ever in Franco. Hero in England, whoro wo have a
jitato Church, wc find tho most liberal theologians within its
told. Of courso, tho Stato Church acts in the political field,
?rst for its own interests, and secondly for the interests of
jtafriends. But it does that because it is a Church, not
because it is a State Church. Tho so-called Freo Churches
We even moro active and zealous in the political field. They
boast that they control the policy of tho Liberal party A$
fW as Stato Education is concerned, tho Churches have
controlled it for thirty-seven years; that is, evor sinco it
began. In the long run, there is only one way to fight any
Church. Tho war must be carried on with intellectual and
Woral weapons. Even in France, tho Catholic Church need
‘ear nothing from statesmen ; what it has to fear is tho
‘tinkers. Not tho men now in Government offices, but tho
filon of thought now in their graves, have humbled tho prido

tho Catholic Church. “ Behold | make all things now ”
Bagreat toxt. It may sound proudly on tho lips of earth’s
Jfilors, but only of ideas is it truo. No man over reshaped
‘bo world ; but a now idea does it, in Bpito of all opposition.

The

Clifford foams at tho mouth whenever ho sees a
Ho positively screams

ur.
Catholic acting as a politician.
Ngainst “ tho priest in politics.” But what is ho himself ?
Catholic priests are not the only priosts. There are priests
overy denomination. They are all in tho samo business,
Would all exploit and rule tho world if they could. Dr.
Clifford’s party pretend to be citizens. But wo know what
*s nearest their hearts. As a matter of fact, thoro is only
“no section of members of parliament organised on a re-
j'gious (even an ecclesiastical) basis, and that is tho Noncon-
formists. After listening to Dr. Clifford’s diatribos against
./ Romanism ” and “ Popery ” and tho “ priest in politics,” it
laamusing to read of “ an important mooting of Nonconfor-
mist members” being held in “ Committee Boom No. 10 at
; 10 Houso of Commons,” and calling upon tho Primo Ministor
‘° note “ tho pressing need of taking prompt measures to
m°®t tho growing anxiety of its Nonconformist supporters.”
Cbcso men are Nonconformists first, and citizens after-
'WVds; they sit as Nonconformists, talk as Nonconformists,
?fid voto as Nonconformists. And theso are tho men who
*wl whenever Catholics sit, speak, and vote as Catholics.
4 league on both their houses !

Ur. Clifford is homo again. His long holiday has, wo hope,

.°fio him good. But it does not appear to have clarified his
*QtcUect. On Sunday afternoon ho discoursed on “ Tho
j.nturo of Franco.” Ho rejoiced that Frenchmen “ had

'bifereutiated between the powers of tho Church as a Church,
jjfid the powers of tho Stato as a Stato”—and ho “ foro-
astcd a bright and blessed futuro for humanity largely
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through the French.” Either he doesn’t understand the
French situation or he does not mean what he says. Dr.
Clifford fights for religious teaching based upon the Bible in
English public schools. No religious teaching of any kind
is allowed in the French public schools. If he is so much
in love with the French method, why doesn’t he practise it
—over here?

Rev. Dr. Pierson, the American preacher who nearly
managed to succeed Spurgeon at the famous Tabernacle, is
a very orthodox gentleman. We have heard that he swallows
everything in the Bible, including the whale that swallowed
Jonah. Naturally, he is wild with the advocates of the
New Theology. Speaking at the annual meeting of the
Bible League in Exeter Hall, he said: “ It is quite impos-
sible to speak of it with patience or forbearance. It is the
most diabolical movement that the Church has seen since
the Lord Jesus Christ ascended. Not only is it not new, it
is not theology. It desecrates God that it may deify man.”
All that Mr. Campbell has to do now is to crawl into a dis-
honorable grave. Pierson has spoken.

Rev. Dr. Hanson, speaking at the same Bible League
meeting, also referred to Mr. Campbell’s “ attacks ” as of a
“ diabolical character.” These gentlemen may not be good
at arguing, but they are good at calling names—which is
one of the most characteristic marks of a true Christian
controversialist.

How the Christians love one another!—even in Godly
Scotland 1 We tako tho following from a recent issue of
the Daily News :—

* Transference of the Elder Memorial United Free
Church, Leith, to the Free Church, under the allocation
scheme, was arranged for to take placeon Tuesday. When
offering to hand over the koys, the United Free congregation
made certain reservations and conditions which the Free
Church lawyers could not accept, and, after negotiations,
the church keys were given up later in the day to the Free
Church without conditions.

The Free Church representatives, on entering the Elder
Memorial Church on Tuesday night, found that several of
the church furnishings had been removed. Among them
was the Communion plate. The articles were found in a
house on the opposite side of the street.

Mr. Ivan Hay Thorburn, Clerk of the Free Church, said
that the articles taken away must be returned in accordance
with the terms of the allocation.

Tho electric wires in tho church have been displaced, and
the building cannot be lighted until they are repaired.”

Wo make no commont. Tho facts tell their own story.

Another disciplo of tho poor Carpenter of Nazareth gone
to his last homol Wo don’t say his last rest. Rev. Oliver
Edmund Slocock, of Goldwell Houso, Spoon Hill, Newbury,
Berks, left (611,116.

Paul was very much concerned about tho hair question,
especially in regard to the ladies, who sometimes “ cut it
short.” But ho was not so doeply concerned, after all, as
Marcos Cockalaras, a Greek priest, who drowned himself at
Cardiff because his long liair had been shortened by an acci-
dent, and ho dared not go homo with it in that condition.
It seems a small matter to commit suicide about, but tho
religious mind is peculiar.

The Dean of Manchester has somo originality. He says
that no ono has tho right to shelter behind the cowardly
stronghold of agnosticism. This is a now rendering of “ tho
coward'’s castlo of tho pulpit.”

Tho Free Church of Scotland is pitching into tho United
Freo Church of Scotland. Ono of its weapons is a Tract
headed “ Bible or no Bible?” This littlo publication con-
tains " Higher Criticism " oxtracts from Professor Dods,
Professor Denney, and Professor Smith—tho last of whom
has tho shocking audacity to say that tho “ dogma of in-
spiration has paralysed intellect,” and that tho God of
Israel was “ a tribal god.” In view of such awful utter-
ances, tho Freo Church tract jeremiahs in this way :(—

* Thus, under the attacks of these destructive critics, the
Word of God is lowered to the level of JEsop's Fables or a
manual of Grecian mythology. It is a book of myths, self-
contradictions, forgeries, and pious frauds, yet it professes to
bo tho Holy Scriptures 1 A similar deceptive and contradic-
tory book, found in any of the schools, would bo expelled at
once, and withdrawn instantly from ovory publisher’s cata-
logue. In presence of these assertions of tho critics, if true,
the admiration of tho Scriptures by tho * Confession of Faith’
—' the heavenliness of the matter, the consent of all the parts,
and the scope of the whole which is to give all glory to God’
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—is the sheerest burlesque. Let honest men cut the impos-
ture into pieces and cast it into the flames.”

To all which we beg respectfully to say “ Hear, hear I’

Rev. E. J. G. Forse, of Dulwich, was speaking in favor of
vivisection. He was declaring that vivisection of animals
was justifiable because the Bible recognised that “ man is of
much more value than a sheep ” (though we don’t remember
that text), when a fashionably-dressed lady in the audience
remarked “ not much "—and all the ladies present applauded.
They must have been judging the other sex from the sample
before them. At least we hope so. It would be sad to think
they were all disillusioned through general experience.

“ Prayers were offered up in all the garrison churches at
Aldershot yesterday for the safety of the officers.” This
appeared in Monday morning’s Chronicle. Could anything
be sillier ? The two officers who went up in the balloon
Thrasher were then either dead or rescued by some passing
vessel. Prayer couldn’'t affect it one way cr the other.
Praying for the future is foolish enough, but praying for the
past is imbecility.

“ Father ” Ignatius is on the warpath against the “ nude ”
—and he goes the whole hog, as usual. The reverend
gentleman, unlike the Higher Critics, whom he damns to the
deepest hell, believes everything he finds in the Bible. He
reads that God made Adam and Eve clothes to hide their
nakedness—and he exclaims, “ Woe to those who take off
the clothes which He put on.” We hope, however, that
“ Father ” Ignatius takes his own clothes oil sometimes.
Anyhow, he is wild with the nude in art and calls it “ pagan.”
He declares that “ nude art ought to be swept away from
the walls of the Academy, and out of the country.” Why
not make a beginning with naked Christs on crosses ? Many
of them have a loin-cloth no bigger than a figleaf.

With regard to the Woolwich Workhouse matter which we
referred to last week, the following letter has reached us
from a Freethinker of long standing :—

“ *LEGALISED HYPOCRISY.
TO THE EDITOR 01' ‘' THE FREETHINKER'

Sir,—Referring to a paragraph in this week’s issue, will
you permit me to say that, in my opinion, Mr. Clarke ought
not to have used the term ‘legalised hypocrisy ' in his
answers as a visiting Guardian to the Woolwich Workhouse ?
No good object could be attained by doing so, and the expres
sion was needlessly offensive and essentially unjust, there
being no reason for doubting that the bulk of the community
are sincere in their conviction of the value and necessity of
religiousordinances.-Yours truly, George Payne.

Manchester, June 2, 1U07.”

We rather reported than discussed this matter last week,
and, before expressing any definite opinion upon it, wo
should like to hear what Mr. Clarke has to say. It may bo
that he used tho expression “ legalised hypocrisy ” in a
special senso. Perhaps he will kindly state the real circum-
stances of the caso. Wo should bo pleased to hear from him.

The Christian World prints further absurdity about John
Stuart Mill. Tho following paragraph appeared’ in its last
issue:—

“ We quoted last week Bishop Moule’s recent remark that

I)r. Gurney, the physician who attended John Stuart Mill in

his last illness, was convinced that he died a Christian. A

correspondent now writes to us pointing out that, thirty

years earlier, Mill had already shown signs of emerging from

his early Agnosticism. For in 1840 (when he was thirty-

four) Caroline Fox, of Falmouth, records a conversation with

him in which ‘ ho expatiated on the delights of John Wool-

man (whose Autobiography ho is reading) and of spiritual
religion—which he feels to be deepest and truest.’ ”

We wish to make some observations on this wonderful para-

graph. -

The previous week, the C. W. described Bishop Moule’'s
“ authority ” for stating that Mill “ died a believer” as
“ mere hearsay evidence.” Now it quietly assumes that
Dr. Gurney, who attended Mill in his last illness, was con-
vinced that he died a Christian. We beg to challenge this
in the name of logic and decency. There is not the
slightest evidence—we mean evidence that would be accepted
as such in a court of law—that Dr. Gurney ever said any-
thing of the kind to anyone. Bishop Moule’s assertion,
thirty-four years afterwards, that Dr. Gurney told some
nameless persons, who told some nameless members of the
Moule family, who at some unspecified time later on told the
Bishop himself—this assertion, wo ray, is of such a char-
acter that it would be treated with contempt in any other-
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investigation. It is only where the wish is father to the
thought that “ evidence ” of this kind is deemed worthy of a
moment’s consideration.

Now let us see what is meant by Mill's showing signs, as
early as 1840, of emerging from his early Agnosticism, |
our contemporary had taken the trouble to look into tho
facts of the case it could hardly have printed such nonsense.
We will deal with those facts presently. Meanwhile, we
desire to note the utter silliness of the idea that because
Mill read John Woolman, the old Quaker, with delight, an
spoke of “ spiritual religion ” as the “ deepest and truest,
he was therefore becoming a Christian or ceasing to be an
Atheist. Charles Lamb was not a Christian, yet he recom-
mended everyone to read John Woolman and the rest of the
early Quakers. Shelley was an Atheist, yet the Bible was
one of his favorite books. And, to compare small thing*
with great, the present writer, who is a notorious, mihtan
Atheist, has read John Woolman with pleasure, and often
dips into George Fox. Some time ago, we remarked to a
Positivist friend, after a railway journey, that, if wo ha
been smashed in an accident, they would have put us down
as a devout Christian, as tho only book vie had in oU
pockets was a copy of Henry Vaughan's poems. We have
well-marked copy of the Imitation of Christ by us. ’
have just been reading the Spiritual Guide of Michael a
Molinos. There are beautiful and true things in it, in_sP*_
of its theological language. We say this unhesitatingly-
Yet we are as much an Atheist now as we were before rea
ing the book. The Christian World simply does not unde

stand,

A reference to Carolino Fox’s Journals and Letters, vol. *
p. 157, shows that Mill's “ conversation ” was not with h®r’
but with Dr. Calvert, who was attending Henry Mill, th
brother who died, and of whom John speaks so loviDgly 10
the Autobiography. Dr. Calvert was himself in bed with
racking headache, and Mill sat at the foot of the bed 10
hours ” talking to him ; and as Dr. Calvert delighted in J°h
Woolman, it was natural that Mill should, on such an °cca
sion, express only points of agreement. There are tim
and seasons for everything—and that was not the timo atl
season for explanations and reservations. But perhaps tu
Christian World would not understand this either.

And now for the facts of the case already referred
Mill is said to have been “ emerging from his early Agn°
ticism ” in 1840. Well, if tho C. W. will turn to Miss Helen
Taylor's Lintroductory Notice” to tho Three Essays@
lieligion, it will find that the two essays on “ Nature ” &*
tho “ Utility of Religion ” wero “ written between the yea .
1850 and 1858,” and also that Mill “ intended to publish t
Essay on Nature in 1873.” Miss Taylor observes that "
other essays wero to bo withheld for a time, but the pnh
tion of this one would have shown that ho was not auima ~
by “ reluctance to encounter whatever odium might resu
from tho freo expression of his opinions on religion h*
is a reflection, by the way, that would bo quite meaningl
if Mill wore gravitating towards orthodoxy.

Mill intended to publish tho essay on Nature in 1873, a°
it was written between 1850 and 1858. Now it is this v°I®
essay which contains tho famous impeachment of Natm
from a moral point of view, and in which Mill declared tn
—*“ Not even on the most distorted and contracted theory 0
good which ever was framed by religious or philosophy
fanaticism, can the government of Nature be made to resem
tho work of a boing at once good and omnipotent.”

The essay on tho Utility of Religion was also
between 1850 and 1858—and was to have been pubh*
after tho essay on Nature. This was from ten to bftt%
years after Mill was “ emerging from his early Agnogig**, 1|
Well, it was in this essay on the Utility of Religion that ~
argued that supernatural religion, when it did any g°°l’
so by using natural means. Anyone who could r e jgat
criticism of Christianity in this essay, and still believe
he was becoming a Christian, must be devoid of cO'ii(;0u
intelligence. Mill advocated tho non.supernatural Re
of Humanity in this essay. That was his “ religion ' to
very end. And let it be noted that he denounced the dociiaﬂ*
of hell as enormously wicked, that he declared that
kind can perfectly well do without the belief in heaven, a

that he concluded by arguing the probability that n0j
higher, and, abovo all, a happier condition of humanb .’ »
annihilation, but immortality, may bo the burdensome i ~jC

If this is Christianity, Mill was a Christian ; if it Is,B°c]aim
Christians are simply at their old tricks in trying to

him as one of them. Que Ic diable allait-il faire dan
galcre ?
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Mr. Foote’'s Engagements.

(Suspended during June, July, and August).

To Correspondents.

~ Tertin—You have done good service to the cause by getting
that letter inserted in the Sunderland Echo. You have well
presented the principal points of the case from our reply to
Bishop Moule’s nonsense about John Stuart Mill; and it is
Pleasant to see the Freethinker fairly mentioned, and not
tabooed, as it is by so many newspapers. We wish our readers
(as you suggest) would send letters to their local papers all over
the country on this matter. Of course, they are perfectly free
to lay us under contribution. We want to see the lie refuted,
and the truth established. This is our only aim.

Steabman.—Thanks for the little book of verses by J. S.
Fletcher called Ballads of Revolt, which shall have our atten-
t°n. It always pleases us when our readers show a taste for
Poetry.

BMiUjRan F reethinker.—See “ Acid Drops.”
filad to receive useful cuttings.

Reader.—You will see we have noticed both matters
'AcidDrop3.”
' EB.—Thanks for batch of cuttings.

"t. B—No, we were not alluding to the person called Taylor,
neither can we devote space to that person’s platform antics.
B is the business of the chairman, in Brockwell Park or else-
Where, to keep him to the subject—not ours.

"*eNoleefs.—W e hope you will long enjoy the honor of being an

"eS. S. vice-president.
W. Styrino.—Glad you were able to make such good use of
°ur paragraphs on the Mill-and-Moule matter. Freethinkers
al over the cauntry, wherever Bishop Moule's nomsense has
been printed, should address letters to the local press on the
subject. We have supplied all the requisite material; let them
niako use of it to the greatest advantage.

'*H. Rosetti.—See “ Acid Drops.” Thanks.

'eP. Ba11,—Much obliged for cuttings.

Broughton.—Yes, the Freethinker is doing better, but its pro-
gress is slow, if suro.

*» Gregory.—Pleased to hear the Kingsland Branch is becoming
Rsuccess. Wo are sure it deserves to be.

A—Pleased to hear you say that Socialists do not—at any
fato, now—refer to the Post Office as a model institution. But
*e “ model” we meant is evidently not the “ model” you
Uiean. What we meant was that the Post Office is slow, old-
jRshioned, careless, and wasteful of public property entrusted
0 't for transmission. You have “ sweating” and “ profit-
jnongoring ” in mind as its great Bins—and that is an aspect of
‘he matter which did not come under our purview. Let us
agree, then, that the Post Office is not a model institution in any

j 8kse of the word.

' Thackray.—T he book is of no value from any point of view.

" G. F.—The answor is this—that to compare the universe
‘uachain, which, link after link, must finally hang from somc-
fu'ug, is sheer foolishness. There is no analogy whatever
etwween the universo and a chain. Men who talk in that way

e Words, but have no definite ideas.
Kfegret that Mr. W. C. Schwcizcr'B name was accidentally
Quitted from the list of N. 8. 8. vice-presidents in last week’s
j, reRhinker.

V~L.—Thanks for tlio extract; though we already knew of

and alluded to it in one of our Mill paragraphs. Of course

j '®not of very much importance to the argument, from a
p Steal point of view

Thanks. Always

2 gghen “ Salvation Army” Tract Fund—D. McCullum,
d<p9d.: C. J. Peacock, 5s,; G. F. H. McCluskoy 2s. Gd.
[eft —Will deal with the cutting next week, having no room
Bus week. Pleased to have your report of the freethinking
ij f¥8¥%emout amongst the young men in Wales.
. Bak\s/ill.—WiII be useful when we are writing on the subject,
j, hanks.
fex!rrri —Wionoteryour view that the [ristr clergy wiéré n'
thief moving agonts in the rejection of Mr. Birrell’s Bill.
J. . an Irish Freethinker, you say tho Bill would liavo been
lj?21@°ted if tlicro were no priosts in lIreland. That is very
i ®}. But does it really explain all that evidently went on
, hind the scenes before tho Convention met? Don’t mis-
Vn 8t*ni us. Personally—though this has nothing to do
“h the policy of the Freethinker—our Editor has always been
.Gome ltuler. He happens to think that tho right of people
govern themselves is not politics at all, but bed-rock morality,
n Secular Society, Limited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street,
| arringdon-stroet, E.C.
p National Secular Society's office is at 2 Newcastle-etreet,
W ~ “Sdon-Btreet, E.C.
too“3 ior Gie Editor of tho Freethinker should bo addressed
hj, “owcastle-strcet, Farringdon-Btreet, E.C.
stro?* Notices must reach 2 Newcastle-strcet, larringdon-
i ri'ortedl.z'c' by first post Tuesday, or they will not bo

who send us newspapers would enhance tho favor by
diking the passages to which they wish us to call attention.
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Orders for literature should be sent to the Freethought Pub-
lishing Company, Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
street, E.C., and not to the Editor.

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

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

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

Sugar Plums.

— «—

One of our readers made good use of our “ Acid Drops”
on the Bishop of Durham’s amazing statement that John
Stuart Mill “ died a believer ” and the more amazing justi-
fication which tho Bishop sent to the newspapers. “J. T.”
got a telling letter, based upon our paragraphs, into the Sun-
derland Echo, which must be congratulated on the spirit of
fair-play it showed in this matter. Tho letter marshals all
the facts most admirably—and they look oven more crushing
in another pajier than they looked in our own—which is a
curious phenomenon that journalists will understand. “ J. T.”
ends by asking, “ What has Dr. Moule to say now ?” Ay,
what ? -

Writing on Garibaldi in last week’'s Christian Common-
wealth, J. Macartney Wilson frankly admitted that—*“ He
was a Republican, and named himself an Atheist.” We do
not follow Mr. Wilson, however, when ho says that “ Gari-
baldi was mado an Atheist by tho hateful tyranny of tho
priest.” The great Liberator took a wider view than that.
His eye swept over all the injustice and suffering in tho
world. Even if it were otherwise, the hateful tyranny of
tho priest would alono bo a very good reason for Atheism.
Priosts speak and rulo in tho name of God, and tho fact that
he never stops them tolling lies and doing villainies shows
that ho does not know or does not care. Wo venturo to
think that Garibaldi had a stronger mind than the Christian
critic.

Garibaldi, the Atheist, gave the lie to Christian croakers.
Ho was tho very embodiment of chivalry : heroic, unselfish,
and stainless. And tho charm of the man was irresistible.
It captured everybody who came near him. Gladstone
admits how wonderfully Garibaldi boro himself in England,
moving about serenely as an equal with tho greatest.

Mr. Eden Phillpotts, tho eminent novolist, writes to tho
Daily Chronicle with reference to tho failure of its “ effort
to securo some public recognition and memorial of tho lifo
and work of Herbert Spencer.” After quoting an apt pas-
sage from Spencer on tho inability of tho public to under-
stand a man too far in advance of thorn, Mr. Phillpotts
says:i—

“ So the memory of tho apostle of evolution must bo left
in partial eclipse until evolution advances its work, and our
betters, tho unborn, from their clearer seeing, wider learning,
and more perfect emancipation, right this national wrong.
Ilis memorial is a question of time alone, and must be among
the first to rise when man has won to freedom.”

This is true and sound in spirit. Yet, after all, tho really
important momorial of Horbort Spoucer is his works. So
long as they aro road ho is held in the best of mornory. And
tho fact that ho is not read as extensively as ho should bo is
largely owing to tho unwisdom of his publishers or represen-
tatives. His principal works, on which his fame must rest,
are, after all thoso years, only purchasable by millionaires.
Wo repeat that tho best momorial of Herbert Spencer, at
present, would bo a really cheap edition of his writings.

Karl Blind, tho German revolutionary, who has just died
at South Hampstead, after living in England for some fifty
years, was always a friend of freedom everywhere. This
fact is recognised in tho English newspapers. What they do
not chooso to recognise is the fact that ho was a pronounced
Freethinker. Matliildo Blind, his daughter, was also a pro-
nounced Freethinker, and the author of a remarkable poem
on The Ascent of Man.

Tho Nowcastlo-on-Tyno men of God were sure to recognise
how thoy had been “ dishod ” over tho Town’'s Meeting on
“ Sunday Observance.” A crowd of them have siguod a
protest agaiust tho sensible resolution that was carried, and
an assertion of the necessity of a Christian Sunday. The
names of these reverend gentlemen arc all printed—and a
tremendous list it is—in the local Daily Chronicle. It shows
that “ when thoy do agree their unanimity is wondorful.”
We aro pleased to state, however, that tho same paper prints
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a smaller list of sixteen ministers of religion who stand by
the sensible resolution “ without any reservation whatever.”
As far as we can make out, these sixteen are all Churchmen.
We do not recognise a single Nonconformist amongst them.
And this fact should be an eye-opener to thpse Freethinkers
—if there are any left now—who have been taken in by
Nonconformist fine-talk about *“ freedom” and “ equal
citizenship.”

The Secular Education League has issued a leaflet on
Mr. M’Kenna’s Education Bill. This Bill, which the Non-
conformists are so anxious to see passed, is declared to be
“ no settlement ” of the question. It is pointed out that the
Bill establishes simple Bible teaching at the public expense
in “ provided ” schools, and makes Churchmen, Catholics,
Jews, etc., contribute one-fifteenth of the total cost of educa-
tion as the cost of their denominational religious teaching.
Thus they have all to pay for the religious teaching that
Nonconformists approve, and then for the religious teaching
they approve themselves afterwards. *“ It is obvious,” the
leaflet says, “ that a Bill which is based upon such a funda-
mental injustice as this offers no prospect even of a tempo-
rary, much less a final solution of the religious difficulty in
national education.” The only solution is the policy of the
Secular Education League. We may add that copies of this
excellent leaflet can be obtained at the rate of 3s. per 1,000,
carriage paid, from tho League secretary, Mr. H. Snell,
12 Leighton-grove, London, N.W.

The June number of the Humanitarian Revieiu contains
tho following very interesting letter :—
“ 1 Hyde Park Mansions, W.
May 13th, 1907.

Gentlemen,—1 approve of the views expressed in the
pamphlet on ‘ Snake-Feeding at the Zoo,” which you have
sent; though | consider snake-feeding to he but an infini-
tesimal part of the general blameworthiness of man in dealing
with the weaker animals ; e.g., in killing them for food or as
vermin with unnecessary barbarity, in making them work too
laboriously ; killing them for sport, keeping them in cages
and hutches as so-called pets, making them perform at public
exhibitions, etc., all which practices | should like to see pro-
hibited, except the two first, which can only be mitigated.
These, unfortunately, the defects of the terrestrial scheme
prevent our stopping—at any rate at present—Yours very

tru*™ Thomas Hakdy.”

We note in the same paper that tho Rev. J. Stratton, ono of
tho most zealous and active members of tho Humanitarian
League, thinks that “ the clergy require to bo aroused to a
sense of duty about sporting sins almost more than any other
body of men. As a class, they are quite in the rear, and are
fast becoming tho objects of contempt.” “ Humanitarian
freethinkers,” Mr. Stratton concludes, “ must educate them
about these matters.”

Tho Pilgrim Fathers landed on Plymouth Rock. This
event is celebrated by American Protestants. But an
American humorist has said that it might have beon better
for America if Plymouth Rock had landed on the Pilgrim
Fathers. Tho samo idea seems to bo entertained by a
writer in last week’s Academy, from whom we make the
following extract:—

“ It will do nothing of the kind. Every man who knows
anything, knows that the Puritan rule in New England was,
without exception, tho most intolerant, superstitious, cruel,
soul-and-body-destroying tyranny that has ever cursed the
earth. The horror of it has been distilled by Hawthorne in
that most beautiful and terrible romance The Scarlet Letter;
the facts and details of that rule have long been common pro-
perty—and what child is not taught that the Pilgrim Fathers
were prophets of freedom, apostles of all liberties civil and
religious, men good and great, enlightened in the midst of
thick darkness, worthy of a place beside the great seers and
saints of the Old and New Testaments? These hangers and
floggers of Quakers, these executioners of harmless old women
as witches, these persecutors of every man who dared to
deviate by so much as a hair’'s breadth from their wretched
shibboleths, these creators of the horrible fetish of ‘ the Sab-
bath,” a festival (a devil's day, rather) that more hideously
blasphemes the goodness of God, and more vilely degrades its
observers, than tho worst medicine-feast in the worst swamp
in Africa—these were tho Pilgrims of the Mayflower, these the
canonised heroes of the Anglo-Saxon race.”

This_is as strong as anything wc have said about tho sub-
ject in the Freethinker,

Mr. Cohen had two good audiences at Parliament Hill on
Sunday last. The opposition at tho afternoon meeting was
somewhat shortened by a storm, but many of tho audience
took shelter until the evening meeting commenced, when
the “saints” held the field absolutely. Some opposition,
offered by a particularly earnest Christian lady, was
courteously dealt with, and tho announcement that Mr.
Cohen would speak there again this Sunday (Juno 9) was
received with applause.
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Pain and Piety.—lII.

(Concluded from p. 348.)

We now come to that class of apologists who, Per"
ceiving that it is useless to ignore the presence o
pain, suddenly discover that it is a very good thing-
They say, “ Oh, but if it were not for the presence o
pain, we might be terribly burned, scalded, o other-
wise injured without our being aware of it.” ’
to cite Miss Bodington again :—

“ Nature shows the same utter indifference as to
good or bad effects of pain as she does about all otne
things which affect sentient beings. Sometimes pal |,
beneficial, as when it warns us to drop a piece or n
metal. Oftener its warnings come too late to be of a j
benefit, or they could under no circumstances have be
a benefit. If the onset of cancer, for instance, we
attended with such sharp pain as to lead to its ProrQ'l
extirpation, it might bo beneficial. But some cases
cancer, and of another ordinarily acutely painful dise
— peritonitis—run to their fatal end almost without pa* «
Other examples might also bo cited did space Pern)'”
The excruciating pain attending incurable diseases
hardly be called beneficial. It may be said, and is [l
that pain has a remarkably elevating and ennob*1
effect when it is borne in submission to the *

God." In tho first place, it will bo found, as usual,
the diseases from which pain arises owe their origiu
natural causes. In the second place, in a case of tu®@
of the brain or of degeneration of the spinal cord, wb
raving madness or idiocy follow the progress -
malady, where is the elevating, ennobling effect ot
frightful pain attending the progress of these maladie
Where is tho elevating, ennobling effect of m” otzL{
tions in infants, arising from arrests of develop»1 ~
and leading often to a death of lingering torture ?
will not have pain called a ‘good’ in certain PIC
instances and not in all.”

Even the redoubtable Max Nordau, who ha3
dered against so many “ Conventional lies of Civ* B
tion,” falls into this ditch. “ Without pain,
says, “our lives would not ondure an hour, for
should be unable to recognise dangerous sympt®
and guard against them.” But, replies Profess
Metchnikoff—

“ Quito insignificant causes and unimportant
such as certain forms of neuralgia, give rise to unb
able agony. A physiological phenomenon such asc
birth is often attended by extremely violent pain, w |,
is absolutely useless as a danger-signal. On tho o
hand, somo of tho most dangerous diseases, suel
cancer or kidney disease, may exist for a long
without causing any sensation of pain, with the *
that tho sufferer knows nothing of tho prosenco o
disease until it is too late. Were pain to play thO ™ Of
assigned to it by Nordau, it would appear in all casil™ly
danger, and yet would never become almost unbear
acuto.”*

Most of tho apologists of God’s dealings with
plead for the moral effect of pain—that it ere»
character. Dr. Momerio is a representativo ° g
legion of such writers, all—through poverty of
using the same argument. In a sermon, eoti .g
“ The Origin of Evil,” ho argues that " Sufferl®» ~
necessary for the development in us of pity, iy
and self-sacrifice.” But many diseases haveadir 0
opposite effect—antemia, for instance. The stiff0
in this distressing complaint gradually sink i°
profound melancholy, often ending in suicido 0L
lunatic asylum. “ Affliction produces resigoO&l,
says the same apologist. It certainly does 00 a
those cases of nervous disease which traosfo jo*
bright and cheerful person into an unsympO® a
querulous, and irritable creature whom it is } J0OOO
siblo to please or amuse, leading a miserable eXIS a jo
and causing misery to all with whom ho con3c.ual
contact. Hero the suffering involves an 0 oOJy
deterioration of character. Dr. Momorie nO
places himself in opposition to well-known fa°® '’ j?es
in tho development of his argument, ho 10 -vjpg
himself in a flagrant contradiction ; for, a™elfiieatetJ
at the somewhat Gilbertian—or shall we say G 0?jl
tonian ?—conclusion that “ tho prevention °

N

N

Elie Metchnikoff, The Nature of Man (1903), P-
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would have made our world not better than it is, but

~finitely worse,”—he goes on to say that when’ men

were created it was not for God—it was for them—
to decide whether there should be evil in the world
orno. “Alas | they have decided that there should"

If the Professor really believed that the prevention
°f evil would have made our world “ infinitely
worse,” he would have said “ Thank God, they have
decided there should,” and not “ Alas!” And if a
°lever and accomplished man like Dr. Momerie, a
Master of Arts and Professor of Logic in King's
College, London, lives in this confused state of
ofind, what of the rank and file of the army of
the religious!

John Stuart Mill pricked this bubble of the good-
oess of evil in his Essay on Nature, where he
Pursues the defenders of God into all the caves and
°orners into which they had retreated. He says .—

“ Whatever may bo said of evil'turning into good, the
general tendency of evil is towards further evil. Bodily
illness renders the body more susceptible of disease; it
produces incapacity of exertion, sometimes debility of
mind, and often the loss of means of subsistence. All
severe pain, either bodily or mental, tends to increase
the susceptibilities of pain for ever after. Poverty is
the parent of a thousand mental and moral evils. What
is still worse, to bo injured or oppressed, when habitual,
lowers the whole tone of the character.”

Further, Mill points out, if we believe that evil
Was ordained by Providence for our good, “then
everything done by mankind which tends to chain
up these natural agonoies or to restrict their mis-
eliilevous operation, from draining a pestilential
<harsh down to curing the toothache, or putting up
au umbrella, ought to be accounted impious....... if
Wb reaIIy believed what most people profess to
) we should cherish (them) as medicines pro
vided for our earthly state by infinite wisdom.”
Bese enters. 116 says, have entirely lost their way.

They have exhausted the resources of sophistry to
<hake it appear that all the suffering in the world
sists to prevent greater; that misery exists for
@ar lost there should be misery—a thesis which, if
ver so well maintained, could only avail to explain
W justify the works of limited beings compelled to
Juor under conditions independent of their own
Wb> but can have no application to a Creator
burned to bo omnipotent; who, if ho bonds to a
upposed necessity, himself makes the necessity which
»e oends to. If the maker of the world can all that
¢T WIll, ho wills misery, and there is no escape from
the conclusion.”

Atis a singular fact—again illustrating the chronic
afusion of mind and morals produced by belief in

benevolent God—that many of the same men who

the oxistonco of evil in the world, on tho
ground that it is productive of good, are the very

&0n who can find no words sufficiently severe to

..bounce tho Jesuitical maxim that “ the end justifies

moans.”

j then wo arc asked to view with admiration tho
Ws by which “ Ono revolution of tho wheel of
Saniaation evolved the living vegetable world,

jj.°thor culminated in the creation of sentient beings

g9 gn’y higher has arisen tho type, finer and

& Ih« grown the product, till brain has become

ruling force, and man has emerged from that

«ness which hitherto had novor permitted Nature

contemplate herself.”

w the laws by which all this was brought about

of (v laws of Natural Selection and tho Survival

t ~test, by which tho weakest and those un
cmii tboir environment wore remorselessly

G ®bed out. Dr. Maudsloy does not overstate tho
6 When ho says i—

“ A wholo creation groaning and travailing throng
countless ages of pain and death in order at tho end t
<3 in such a being as primeval man ; then, after hi
coming, countless ages more of human savagery an
JDlinito waste of life, marked by suffering so groat thi
*t might fairly bo questioned whether all thoso that ha
Gore boforo would till up their measure.”

Body and U'ill, p. 182,
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Mr. Arthur Balfour, in his Foundations of Belief,
admits that, so far as science can teach us, “ Famine,
Disease, and Mutual Slaughter, fit nurses for the
future lord of creation, have gradually evolved, after
infinite travail, a race with conscience enough to
know that it is vile, and intelligence enough to know
that it is insignificant. We survey the past and see
its history is of blood and tears, of helpless blun-
dering, of wild revolt, of stupid acquiescence, of
empty aspirations.”

The incentive to civilisation has not come from
within. Primitive man did not suddenly rise up abd
say “ | will civilise myself.” Civilisation has been
forced upon him from without, and it has not been
an affair of “ rose-water and politeness.” Famine,
war, and slavery have been the spurs most potent in
the process.

Civilisation first arose in the East—in Babylonia
and Egypt. Thomas Henry Buckle, in his magni-
ficent History of Civilisation, has shown that civilisa-
tion can only arise where food is to be had in
abundance without much labor being expended upon
it. Both these conditions were fulfilled in Egypt.
Every year the land is inundated by the Nile. This
inundation leaves behind a rich alluvial deposit. In
this fruitful soil the natives cast their seeds; then
their labors are completed. As Winwood Reade
observes, “ the natives were able to obtain a year's
food in return for a few days’ toil.”' There was no
country in the ancient world where food was so
abundant and so cheap. Moreover, in a hot country
like this, men have few necessities. They do not
require an expensive flesh diet. No fire is needed,
except to cook the handful of rice. Clothes, even for
adults, are few and slight; tho children wear none
at all. Naturally, under these favorable conditions,
tho valley of the Nile—the average width of which
is only seven miles—soon became populated up to
the extreme limit. To cite Winwood Reade again :
“ Tho valley was filled with people to the brim.
When it was a good Nile every ear of corn, every
branch of dates, every papyrus stalk and lotus root
was pro-engaged. There was no waste and no surplus
store. But sometimes a bad Nile came. *“ The
plenty of ordinary years, like a baited trap, had pro-
duced a luxuriance of human life, and tho massacre
was proportionally severe. Encompassed by the
wilderness, tho unfortunate natives wore unable to
escape; they died in heaps; the valley resembled a
field of battle; each village became a charnel house ;
skeletons sat grinning at streot corners, and tho
winds chattered among dead men’s bones.”

Among thoso who survived, through the law of
Natural Selection and tho Survival of tho Fittest, it
is easily conceivable that there would be some who,
stimulated by tho memory of tho past and by fear of
its recurrence in tho future, would strain to tho
utmost their ingenuity to prevent this catastrophe.
Honco tho scionco of hydraulics was gradually
mastered by tho anciont Egyptians, and they devised
that system of dikes, reservoirs, and look-canals, by
which the precious fluid was stored up and distri-
buted over tbe wholo valley, so that each lot received
an equal share. Simultaneously, tho art of surveying
bocamo necessary to settle tho yearly disputes caused
by the inundation destroying tho landmarks. Then
it was observed that tho rising of the waters coin-
cided with certain aspects of tho stars, and this led
to tho study of astronomy.

After famino—war and slavery. Those who dwell
on the rich banks of a river, flowing through desert
lands, are always liable to bo attacked by tho fierce,
wandering hordes of tho desert. There is nothing
such tribes desire better than to levy tribute on tho
peaceful, corn-growing people of the river lands. So
6oon as the Egyptians had gathered their harvests,
they were obliged to dofond them from the robbers
of the desort. Out of these wars arose a military
caste, who allied themselves with the intellectual or
inventive class—which was also the priestly caste in

* The Martyrdom of Man. The following account of tho rise
of civilisation in .Egypt is condensed from this remarkable work.
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Egypt, and included the whole civil service and the
liberal professions—and the nation was divided into
two great classes, the rulers and the ruled. “ Then,”
says Winwood Reade, “ oppression continued the
work which war and famine had begun. The priest
announced, and the armies executed the divine
decrees. The people were reduced to servitude.”
And what that servitude was, we may learn from,
ancient historians and the existing monuments.
“ We are startled,” says Buckle—

“ By tho reckless prodigality with which, in Egypt,
the upper class squandered away the labor and the lives
of the people....... We may form some idea of the almost
incredible waste, when we hear that two thousand men
were occupied for three years in carrying a single stone
from Elephantine to Sais ; that the Canal of the Bed
Sea alone, cost the lives of a hundred and twenty
thousand Egyptians ; and that to build one of the
pyramids required the labor of three hundred and sixty
thousand men for twenty years.”

Of the Pyramids, which were merely tombs for the
kiDgs, he says —

“To raise structures so stupendous, and yet so
useless, there must have been tyranny on the part of
the rulers, and slavery on the part of the people.”*8

Babylonian civilisation—for which modern research
seems to establish a higher antiquity than Egyptian
—evolved under precisely similar conditions. The
country was isolated by deserts. The soil, which was
remarkably fruitful, depended for its harvest upon
the yearly inundation of tho Euphrates, and was
irrigated by a system of canals. The people, also,
had to defend the fruit of their labor from desert
tribes. “ Indeed,” says Mr. St. Chad Boscawen,
“ among the agricultural Babylonians tho word
enemy was synonymous for a ‘nomad of the
desert.’ ” f That the same slavery ensued is testified
by the remains of their temples and palaces, j

The whole process has been summed up by Win-
wood Reade, as follows:—

“ Thus, when Nature selects a people to endow them
with glory and with wealth, her first proceeding is to
massacre their bodies; her second, to debauch their
minds. She begins with famine, pestilence, and war;
next, force and rapacity above, chains and slavery
below. She uses evil as the raw material of good ;
though her aim is always noble, her earliest means are
base and cruel. But, as soon as a certain point is
reached, she washes her black and bloody hands, and
uses agents of a higher kind.” §

We live under somewhat better conditions to-day,
but the agonies endured by the myriads whose suffer-
ings have formed the foundation for better condi-
tions to come remains unrecompensed and un-
rewarded. As Professor Huxley remarked, in
another connection:—

“ On the evolutionist side we are told to take comfort
from tho reflection that the terrible struggle for existence
tends to final good, and that the suffering of the ancestor
is paid for by tho increased perfection of the progeny.
There would bo something in this argument if, in
Chinese fashion, the present generation could pay its
debts to its ancestors; otherwise it is not clear what
compensation tho Eohippus gets for his sorrows in the
fact that, some millions of years afterwards, one of his
descendants wins the Derby.”

Moreover, many good, but foolish, people seem to
imagine that progress will continue until we reach
perfection. But as Huxley pointed out:—

“ If our globe is proceeding from a condition in which
it was too hot to support any but the lowest living thing
to a condition in which it will be too cold to permit of
the existence of any others, the course of life upon its

* History of Civilisation, 1904, pp. 52-53.

f The Bible and the Monuments, 1895, p. 92.

1 Since writing the above, | have seen the review of a book
recently published, The Nemesis of Nations, by Mr. W. llomaine
Paterson (Dent and Co.), in which the author probes the abysses
of misery and degradation which supported these mighty and' glit-
tering empires. *“ Civilisation,” says Mr. Paterson, “ begins with
the crack of the slave-whip. It was the first frantic effort of the
human race to organise itself.” lie shows the magnificence of
the Babylonian temples and palaces—all the work of the slaves—
and he observes: “ Among the fallen walls of these Assyrian
palaces, we discover a kind of sculptured dirge, and hear the
echo of human cries.”

§ The Martyrdom of Man, p. 10.
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surfaco must describe a trajectory like that of abal
fired from a mortar ; and the sinking half of that course

is as much a part of the general process of evolution as

the rising.”* n
Then consider the vast amount of sorrow ana
suffering caused by the defective moral nature ol

mankind. St. Paul complained, “ the good that I
would | do not: hut the evil which I would not,
that | do.” 1 He placed the blame for this upon

Adam for eating an apple. We were taught to
believe that evil thoughts were the promptings 0
Satan, but science now gives us the true interpreta-
tion of the facts. Criminologists recognise among
our criminal classes a large proportion of what they
term Atavists—that is, people who have inherited a
nature adapted to a lower and more savage state
than that in which they are actually living. “ Tailed
minds ” Winwood Reade terms them ; a human body
with abestial nature. As Professor Huxley puts it:""

“ For his successful progress throughout the savage
state man has been largely indebted to those qualities
which he shares with tho ape and the tiger; his &Y
ceptional physical organisation; his cunning,
sociability, his curiosity, and his imitativeness; hi
ruthless and ferocious distinctiveness when his anger
is roused by opposition....... After the manner of success-
ful persons, civilised man would gladly kick down tn
ladder by which he has climbed. Ho would be only too
pleased to sco ‘ the ape and tiger die.” Butthey decline
to suit his convenience ; and the unwelcome intrusion o
these boon companions of his hot youth into tho rangeO
existence of civil life adds pains and griefs, innumorabi
and immeasurably great, to those which the cosmic Pre-
cess necessarily brings on tho mere animal.” f

So that thousands of men undergo punishment fQL
doing that which their nature compelled them to do-
Their organisation was determined for them bof°r®
they were born. All sections of tho Christian
Church—and Chapel—have opposed, and are opposing)
this fundamental truth, and adding another chaptm-
to that great history, “ The Warfare of Science with
Superstition.”

The pious attempt to meet this distressing problem
by the assertion that all this will be adjusted in a
future life, that the misery endured here will b
turned to happiness “ over there”—wherever tba
may bo. But even admitting, for the sake of arg°-
ment, this vague “ over there,” this explanation do0°
not meet the case; it does not explain the origin»
nor justify the existence, of evil. To quote Winwoo
Reade againi—

“ A poor helpless infaut is thrust into the world by g
higher force; it has dono no one any harm, yet " ,
tortured in tho most dreadful manner; it is nourish ~
in vice, and crime, and disease ; it is allowed to suffer
certain timo and then it is murdered. It is all vcj
well to say that afterwards it was taken to everlas®lUo
bliss; but why was it not taken there direct?
man has a child and beats that child for no rca,
whatever, is it any palliation of tho crime to say tua
he afterwards gavo it cake and wiuo?”§

We cannot see why, says Professor HuxIO®
“ among the endless possibilities open to Omnipoteh”
—that of sinless, happy existence among the rest
tho actuality in which sin and misery abound shoo
be that selected.” *

The theologians tell us that if God had created O
incapablo of sinning wo should have been me
brutes and automata; that wo should never deve V
character. There would bo more in this arguniou
evil and sin always did develop good character ; 6
unfortunately, it very often has the opposite euc
Moreover, there is said to be no sin, evil, or paiD ¢
heaven. Aro the heavenly inhabitants, then, m~
brutes, automata, and without character? G°d a c
Jesus Christ aro said to be incapable of sinning-
they in the same category ? -

Of course, it would be as easy for an Omnip°l g
Being to create sinless beings with good char00
as to do anything else. “ For,” as Schopenha

)

* The Struyylefor Existence in Human Society.
f Romans vii. 9.
I Evolution and Ethics,
S The Martyrdom of Man, p. 517.
Evolution and Ethics,
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remarks, “ he is the Creator not of the world only,
but of 'possibility itself; and, therefore, ho ought to
have so ordered possibility as that it would admit of
something better.” Or, as an American evolutionist
Put it, in more homely fashion : “ We cannot so load
agun as that it will hit a bear but miss acalf. This
mjust what is to be expected from one with whom
all things are possible.” "*

I can see no sign of a guiding intelligence in the
history of mankind. It has been remarked—by
Herbert Spencer, | think—that “ man has found the
right road after trying every conceivable wrong one.”
He has received no help from any God in his battle
w>th the forces of nature. “ There are no secret
springs,” says Professor G. D. Brinton, “ no occult
iprces, in the historic development of culture.
Whatever seems hidden or mysterious is so only
because our knowledge of the facts is imperfect. No
toagic and no miracle has aided man in his long
c’nilict with the material forces around him. No
ghost has come from the grave, no God from on high,

help him in the bitter struggle” (An Ethnologist s
yew of History). If there had been a Heavenly
father watching over us, surely he would have
helped us on the way. Then we are told that the
Very fact that we have progressed so far from
Savagery towards civilisation proves a guiding intel-
hgonce ; but, as Winwood Roado remarks :—

“ The good in this world predominates over the bad ;
the good is ever increasing, the bad is ever diminishing.
But, if God is Love, why is there any bad at all? s
the world like a novel in which the villains are put iu
to make it more dramatic, and in which virtue only
triumphs in the third volume ? " f

H, indeed, there wore a judgment day, says this
writor, “ it would be for man to appear at the bar,
°°t as a criminal, but as an accuser.” At the
conclusion of his book, ho sums up bis survey of the
history of mankind as follows :(—

“ | give to universal history a strange but true titlo—
The Martyrdom of Man. In each generation, tlic
human race has been tortured that their children might
profit by their woes. Our own prosperity is founded on
the agonies of the past.”

Are we pessimists, then ? Is this the worst of all
Possible worlds ? By no means ; we are neither
Pessimists nor optimists. It is whon we are told
“hat there is a Being who created the universe, who
Balso a loving, heavenly Father, who watches over
W and cares for us, that wo bring forward facts,
"?hich absolutely and definitely, give tho lie to the
°xistonco of any such Being. It is an unpleasant

a thankless task, but as tho late Professor
Huxley obsorved, in his Autobiography:—

“ There is no alleviation for tho sufferings of mankind
except voracity of thought and of action, aud tho
resolute facing of tho world as it is, whon tho garment
of make-believe, by which pious hands have hidden its
uglier features, is stripped off.”

W. Mann.

IS MARRIAGE A FAILURE?

0 % story is now told as faithfully as I am able to toll it

7® far as my personal life is concerned, | have gathered

justly tho flowers that liavo bloomed along my path, and

j™Nd little of the thorns; but, despite the sharpest of these,

v~ould gladly go over my pilgrimage again. Yes—yos 1

£ Qo it only for the forty years of happy wedlock.—Dr. M.
<Conway, “ Autobiography " (last paragraph).

Ono lesson, Shepherd, let us two divide,

Taught both by what she shows, and what conceals;
Never to blend our pleasure or our pride

With sorrow of tho meanost thing that feels.

— Wordsworth,

. Professor Garrison, The Absence of Design in Nature, p. 15.
t Die Martyrdom of Man, p. 5iy.
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GODS.

Mere phantoms of man’s self-tormenting heart,
Which on tho sweets that woo it dare not feed :
Vain dreams, that quench our pleasures, then depart,
When the dup’'d soul, self-master’d, claims its meed :
When on the strenuous just man, Heaven bestows,
Crown of his struggling life, an unjust close.

Seems it so light a thing, then, austere Powers,

To spurn man’s common lure, life's pleasant things ?
Seems there no joy in dances crown’d with flowers,
Love, free to range, and regal banquetings ?

Bend ye on these, indeed, an unmov'd eye,

Not gods but ghosts, in frozen apathy ?

Or is it that some Power, too wise, too strong,
Even for yourselves to conquer or beguile,

Whirls earth, and heaven, and men, and gods along,
Like the broad rushing of the insurged Nile ?

And the great powers we serve, themselves may be
Slaves of a tyrannous Necessity.

Or in mid-heaven, perhaps, your golden ears,
Where earthly voice climbs never, wing their flight,
And in wild hunt, through mazy tracts of stars,
Sweep in the sounding stillness of the night ?

Or in deaf ease, on thrones of dazzling sheen,
Drinking deep draughts of joy, ye dwell serene ?

Oh wherefore cheat our youth, if thus it be,

Of one short joy, one lust, ono pleasant dream ?
Stringing vain words of powers wo cannot seo,

Blind divinations of a will supreme ;

Lost labor ; when tho circumanbient gloom

But hides, if Gods, Gods careless of our doom ?

— Matthew Arnold, “ Mycerinns."

DEATH’'S FINAL CONQUEST.

Tho glories of our blood aud state
Are shadows, not substantial things:
There is no armor against fate;
Death lays his icy liaud on kings:
Sceptro and crown
Must tumblo down
And in the dust be equal made
With the poor crooked scythe and spado.

Some men with swords may reap the field
And plant fresh laurels where they bill;
But their strong nerves at last must yield,
They tame but one another still.
Early or late
Thoy stoop to fato
Aud must give up their murmuring breath
When they, pale captives, creep to death.

The garlands wither on your brow,
Then boast no more your mighty deeds ;
Upon death’s purple altar now
See where tho victor-victim bleeds:
All heads must come
To the cold tomb :
Only the actions of tho just
Smell sweet aud blossom in tho dust.

—James Shirley.

TRUE DEATH.

It is not death, that sometimes in a sigh
This eloquent breath shall take its speechless flight;
That sometime theso bright stars, that now reply
In sunlight to tho sun, shall set in night;
That this warm conscious flesh shall perish quite,
And all life's ruddy springs forget to flow ;
That thoughts shall coase, and tho immortal spright
Be lapp’d in alien clay and laid below;
It is not death to know this—but to know
That pious thoughts, which visit at new graves
In tender pilgrimage, will coase to go
So duly and so oft,—and when grass waves
Over tho past-away, thero may bo then
No resurrection in the minds of men.
— Thomas Hood,

When the pursuit of truth has been the habitual study of
any man'’s life, the love of truth will bo liis ruling passion.

—Haslitt,
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.

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

LONDON.
OUTDOOB.

Bethnal Gbeen Branch N.S.S.: Victoria Park (near the
Fountain), 0.13 and 6.15, James Marshall, a Lecture.

Camberwell Branch N.S.S.: Station-road, 11.30, F. A.
Davies, a Lecture. Brockwell Park, 3.15, J. Kellard, a Lecture;
6.15, F. A. Davies, a Lecture.

Kingsland Branch N. S. S, : Bidley-road, 11.30, W. J. Bamsey,
“ Where Angels Dwell.”

North London Branch N. S.S.: Parliament Hill, C. Cohen,
3.30, “Why I Am Not a Christian”; 6.30, “ Christianity and
Morality.”

West Ham Branch N. S. S.: Outside Maryland Point Station
(G.E.R.), 7, W. J. Bamsey, a Lecture.

West London Branch N.S.S.: Hyde Park (near Marble
Arch), 11.30, H. B. Samuels, a Lecture.

W oolwich Branch N. S.S.: Beresford-square, 11.30, Debate
—Mr. Baker, U. C. E. B., and Mr. Allison, N. S. S.—on *“ Chris-
tian Evidences.”

COUNTRY.

QOutdoor.

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

Huddersfield Branch N. S. S.: Market Cross, on Saturday,
at 8, George Whitehead, a Lecture.

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

IS, | BELIEVE,

THE BEST BOOK

ON THIS SUBJECT.

Superfine Large-paper Edition, 176 pages, with Portrait and Auto-
graph, bound in cloth, gilt-lettered, postfree It. a copy.

In order that it may have a large circulation, and to bring it
within the reach of the poor, | have issued
A POPULAR EDITION IN PAPER COVERS.
Acopy 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-Moithnsianism theory and practice....... and through-
out appeals to moral feeling....... The special value of Mr.
HolmeB's service to the Neo-Malthusian causo 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 oan be
seonred, and an offer to all concerned of the requisites at the
lowest possible prices.”

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

Orders should be sent to the author,

J, R HOLMES, EAST HANNEY, WANTAGE.

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

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

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

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

G. THWAITES, Herbalist,
2, Church Row, 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 EnglishJand classical scholar, and an ardent
Freethinker. Moderate'terms.—Address P rofessor, either 59-61
New Oxford-street, or 60 Museum-street, W.C.
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FROM FICTION TO FACT.
By FRED. BONTE.
(LATE A PHISON MINISTER.)

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 s
revelation.”—Reynolds’ Newspaper.

SIXTY-FOUR PAGES.
PRICE ONE PENNY.

Order of your Newsagent at once.

x (>

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

NOW READY.
THE SALVATION ARMY AND ITS WORK
An Eight Page Tract
By C. COHEN.

PRINTED FOR FREE DISTRIBUTION.

Copies will be supplied to applicants who undertake to distribn

them judiciously. Persons applying for considerable numbe i

who are not known at the publishing office, must give a refer®

or some other proof of good faith. Carriage must be pal“

applicants. The postage of one dozen will be Id., of two

2d., of fifty copies 3d., of a hundred copies 4d. Larger qualltl 1
by special arrangement.

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

TRE BOOK OF GOD

IN THE LIGHT OF THE HIGHER CRITICISE*
By G. W. FOOTE.

“ 1 have read with groat pleasure your Book oj Ood. Yon ~

shown with perfect clearness the absurdity of Dean Far™ »
position | congratulate you on your book. It will do great gG¥j
because it is filled with the best of sense expressed with fore® ®
beauty.” —Colonel Ingersoll.

th«
“ A volume we strongly recommend........ Ought to be 4
hands of every earnest and sincere inquirer.” —Reynolds’s
paper.
Bound in Stont Paper Covers-
Bound in Good C loth

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

WHAT IS RELIGION/

An Address delivered before the American Free Bell?0
Association at Boston, June 2, 1899.

Price Twopence.

Take a Road of Your
Or, Individuality and Mental Freedom
By COLONEL R. G. INGERSOI'l'
PBICE ONE PENNY
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SOCIETY,

(LIMITED)
Qompany Limited by Quaranta,
Registered Offie—2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.Q,
Chairman of Board of Directors—Mk. G, W. FOOTE.

Secretary—E. M.

na Sooiety was formed in 18S8 to afford legal eeonrlty to the

Tu “on an™ aPP”ca”*cn of funds for Secular purposes,

ihe Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society’s

bjeots are:—To promote the principle that human oonduct

bould be based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super-
atural belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper
na of all thought and action. To promoto freedom of inquiry.

° promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com-
Pt8 secularisation of the State, etc., eta. And to do all such
®WMIl things as are conducive to such objects. Also to have,

ola, receive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised,

f bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of
Purposes of the Society.

.=r“e liability of members is limited to £1, In case the Society

I vH ever be wound up and the assets were insufficient to oover

abifitiea—a most unlikely oontingenoy.

Members pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent

~Ninscription of five shillings.

The Society has a considerable number of members, but a much
‘»fger number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be
gained amongst those who read this announcement. All who join
| Participate in the oontrol of its business and the trusteeship of

sresources. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa-

on that no member, as suoh, shall derive any sort of profit from
oe Sooiety, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in
194 whatever. ,
The Society’'s affairs are managed by an elected Board of

twi tOr0 oonaiating °* not *eBa than fivo and not more than
ffclve members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

VANCE (Miss),

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

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

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

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

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

THE NEW TESTAMENT MANUSCRIPTS:

Christianity Completely Undermined.

WITH

By JOSEPH

A New Edition.

FAC-SIMILES

OF MSS.

SYMES.

Price THREE PENCE.

Post free, THREE PENCE HALFPENNY.

®HE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.

THE MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA

OR, THE

death of the classical

world

AN ADDRESS AT CHICAGO BY

M. M. MANGASARIAN.

Price

POST FREE, THR

The PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE

One

Penny.

EE HALFPENCE.

STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, E.C.
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WORKS BY G W. FOOTE.

ATHEISM AND MORALITY 2d., posted.

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.
Superior edition (200 pages),
post 2Jd.

BIBLE ROMANCES.
6d., post 2Jd.  Superior edition (160 pages),
post 2Jd.

CHRISTIANITY AND PROGRESS. Second and cheaper
edition. Recommended by Mr. Robert Blatchford in God
and My Neighbor. 1d., post Jd.

CHRISTIANITY AND SECULARISM.
Debate with the Rev. Dr. James McCann.
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 tho
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 FREETHOUGNT. First Series, cloth, 2s. Cd.,
post 3d. Second Series, cloth 2s. Cd., 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., post Id. Superfine paper in cloth, Is. 3d., post ljd.
INTERVIEW WITH THE DEVIL. 2d., post Jd.

IS SOCIALISM SOUND? Four Nights' Public Debate with
Annie Besant. Is., post Ijd.; cloth, 2s., post 2Jd.

INGERSOLLISM DEFENDED AGAINST ARCHDEACON

Each part, paper Is., post Id.
complete, cloth, 2s. Cd,

Popular edition, with Portrait, paper
cloth 2s,,

Four Nights’ Public
Paper, Is. ;

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 Id.

WORKS BY COLONEL

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

ART AND MORALITY. 2d., post Jd.
A WOODEN GOD. Id., post Jd.
CREEDS AND SPIRITUALITY.
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.,

Id., post Jd.

post Jd.
DO | 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.
of Church and Sunday-school. Id.

LAST WORDS ON SUICIDE. 2d., post Jd.
LECTURES. Popular Edition. Paper covers, Cd., post Id.
LIVE TOPICS. Id., post Jd.
MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE,
post Jd.

MYTH AND MIRACLE.
ORATION ON LINCOLN.
ORATION ON TnE GODS.
ORATION ON VOLTAIRE.
ORATION ON WALT WHITMAN.
REAL BLASPHEMY. Id., post Jd.

Keep Children out

An Agnostic’s View. 2d.,

Id., post Jd.
3d., post Jd.
Cd., post Id.
3d., post Jd.
3d., post Id.

LIE IN FIVE CHAPTERS; or, Hugh Price Hughes' Con-
verted Atheist. Id., post Jd. .
MRS. BESANT'S THEOSOPHY. A Candid Criticism-

2d., post Jd. t

MY RESURRECTION. A Missing Chapter from the Gosp
of Matthew. 2d., post Jd.
PECULIAR PEOPLE. An Open Letter to Mr. Justice WU =
Id., post Jd.
PHILOSOPHY OF SECULARISM. 3d., post Jd.
REMINISCENCES OF CHARLES BRADLAUGH. @&
post 1d. ,d
ROME OR ATHEISM? The Great Alternative. 3d.,p°«
ROYAL PAUPERS. Showing what Royalty does for
People and what the People do for Royalty. 2d., post 4 =~
SALVATION SYRUP; or, Light on Darkest England.
Reply to General Booth. 2d., post Jd.

SECULARISM AND THEOSOPHY. A Rejoinder to W
Besant. 2d., post Jd. ..
THE BOOK OF GOD, in the Light of the Higher Cri*** |
With Special Reference to Dean Farrar's Apology- r 1
Is.; cloth, 2s., post 2d. f
THE GRAND OLD BOOK. A Reply to the Grand Old 1 e¥

An Exhaustive Answer to the Right Hon. W7. E. Glad« jOtli,

Impregnable Rock of Holy Scripture. 1Is.; bound in
Is. Cd., post ljd.
THE BIBLE GOD. 2d., post Jd. ice
THE ATHEIST SHOEMAKER and tho Rev. Hugh
nughes. 1d., post Jd. .
THE IMPOSSIBLE CREED. An Open Letter to P19
Magee on the Sermon on tho Mount. 2d., post Jd. '

THE SIGN OF THE CROSS. A Candid Criticism of
Wilson Barret's Play. Cd., post ljd.

THE DYING ATHEIST. A Story. Id., post Jd.

THEISM OR ATHEISM ? Public Debato between G-
Foote and tho Rev. W. T. Leo. Verbatim Report, Js
by both Disputants. Well printed and neatly
Is., post ljd. M

TnE NEW CAGLIOSTRO. An Open Letter to Ja
Blavatsky. 2d., post Jd.

TnE JEWISH LIFE OF CTRIST. Being the Sephtr ~ ft,
Jeshu, or Book of tho Generation of Jesus. Edited, y~ie
Historical Preface and Voluminous Notes, by G. *e
and J. M. Wheeler. Cd., post Id. . 9o

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

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

WHAT IS AGNOSTICISM? With Observations on
Bradlaugh, and Ingeraoll, and a Reply to Goorgo
Holyoake ; also a Defonce of Atheism. 3d., post Jd-

WHO WAS THE FATHER OF JESUS? 2d., post Jd.
WILL CHRIST SAVE US? Cd., post la.

INGERSOLL.

1st«
REPLY TO GLADSTONE. With a Biography by tle
J. M. Wheeler. 4d., post Id. i
ROME OR REASON ? A Reply to Cardinal Manning-
post Id.
SHAKESPEARE. Cd., post Id.
SKULLS. 2d., post Jd.
SOCIAL SALVATION. 2d., post Jd. ftpef,
ROME MISTAKES OF MOSES. 13C pp.. on superfineP L *
cloth 2s. Cd., post 3d. ; paper Is., post Ijd. Only gcjliftiing
edition in England. Accurate as Colonso and as la
as a novel. Abridged Edition, 1Cpp. Id., post Jd-
SUPERSTITION. Cd., post Id.
TAKE A ROAD OF YOUR OWN. Id., post Jd. =
THE CHRISTIAN RELIGION. 3d., post Jd.
TnE COMING CIVILISATION. 3d., post Jd.
TnE 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. nith the

THE LIMITS OF TOLERATION. A Discussion

Hon. F. D. Coudert and Gov. S. L. Woodford. *
THE THREE PHILANTHROPISTS. 2d.,poBtJJd Le-ture
WHAT IS RELIGION? Colonel Ingersoll's UaSt

2d., post Jd.
WHAT MUST WE DO TO BE SAVED? 2d., P°33
WHY AM | AN AGNOSTIC? 2d., post Jd.
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