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The superstition of to-day is our inveterate belief that 
the world exists for some other coming world—in heaven 
or on the earth— M. D. CONWAY.

Mr. Campbell’s New Manifesto.

When the Rev. R. J. Campbell was a preacher at 
Brighton he did not attract wide attention. He does 
not appear to have had even a great local reputation. 
Sis fortune was made when he came into Dr. 
Parker’s good graces. During that remarkable man’s 
last illness Mr. Campbell became what is slangily 
galled his “  supply ” and eventually his successor. 
Sr. Parker built up the City Temple and Mr. Camp
bell stepped into it by rare good luck. We do not 
arean that he had no merit; wo simply mean that 
Sie City Temple provided him with a conspicuous 
platform and a big sounding-board. That is why his 
voice carries so far. We do not believe he would 
0ver have been heard in anything like the same way 
otherwise. His pleasant persuasive manner is un
doubtedly one of the secrets of his success, but it 
V'ould never have placed him in his present position. 
Sc is far from being a great orator, and his latest 
Volume of New Theology Sermons proves that he is 
Oot in the propor sense of the words a great preacher. 
Pheso sermons all reach a good level; they never 
Foach a high level. By the side of any sermon of 
Robertson’s they are deficient in richness and 
strength; by the side of any sermon of Newman’s 
they arG commonplace. The stylo flows on freely 

agreeably, but it is monotonous, and it ends by 
oeing rather tiresome. One longs for the sentence 
that “ makes you sit up,” the magic word that pone- 
tfatos and thrills, the glowing passage that rouses 

electrifies. Of these things there is not a trace. 
^ r< Campbell’s preaching is suited to the average 
P*ty Temple audience—and to nobody else. It may 
ho said that this shows ho has hit the mark. Perhaps 
®o. Rat n, man with a vein of genius in him cannot 
h*do it. It will show itself in spite of every effort 

concealment. It will betray him now and thon to 
.ho sagacious listonor, who will say to himself “ That 
8 his ow n; it is a flash from the contro; I see his 

nilked soul in the light of that self-revelation.”
Thero is even a certain weakness in Mr. Campbell’s 

?ororations, if wo may employ that technical word. 
,, ® is liable to end on a gasp. “  No tom b/’ he says, 
, o^n bury lovo for over, for love is God.” That is 
h° close of one sermon. The close of the next 

j^mon is still more brief and abrupt: “  Trust it for 
j.'1 in all.” And the close of the very next one is 
‘ tie hotter. Such a facile pulpit trick (wo use 
hiick" in its old and loss sinister sense) accuses 
certain poverty of resource. It suggests that the 

Poacher (if we may bo allowed the expression) is 
htellectually as well as bodily out of breath, 

i . ” ut ¡t j8 nok eo much Mr. Campbell’s sermons as 
h‘8 Introduction to them that wo wish to deal with 

Present. Wo may take this Introduction as a sort 
‘ Now Theology manifesto, and as such wo shall 
R'cise it.

q ^ho first paragraph shows no lack of self-confidence. 
t n hhe next page Mr. Campbell says that “ all he cares 

d° is to deliver his own message, and leave the
1,869

effect to the test of time.”  (Which, by the way, is 
unhappily expressed, for it is the message itself, 
rather than its result, that is to be, and must he, 
left to the test of time.) But in this first paragraph 
Mr. Campbell denies the contention of some of its 
critics “ that the New Theology is not a gospel.” 
He settles that peremptorily by declaring that 
“ There is no other gospel,” and that the New Theo
logy is Christianity—that is to say, Christianity 
“ stripped of its mischievous dogmatic accretions.” 
The preaching of the New Theology moves people to 
“ purer and nobler living,” and it is broadly hinted 
that any other preaching which does this is only the 
New Theology in disguise. We may see, therefore, 
that Mr. Campbell does not intend to be sat upon; 
and also that he does not intend to suffer from any 
oppression of modesty.

Assailants of the New Theology point out that its 
advocates differ amongst themselves as to what it 
is. Mr. Campbell replies with “  you’re another." 
“ Do adherents of older theologies,” he asks, “  agree ?” 
And he answers—“  It is a patent fact that they do 
not, and it is a patent fact that they are all a 
wretched failure; the world is gradually ceasing to 
take notice of them, and they have almost no influ
ence upon either science or literature, not to speak 
of social and political life.” There is something very 
feminino in this argument by retort. One under
stands now why Mr. Campbell gets “ photographed 
liko this, and photographed like that,” after the 
manner of a star actress. “  I ’m inconsistent, am 
I,” he seems to say, “  in playing this part ? Well, so 
are you ; besides, you can’t act at all. See!" It is 
a good deal worse than “  Nobody marks you, Signor 
Benedick ”—for there is no fun going on, and no love 
lost between the parties.

Mr. Campbell would not talk in this way if he were 
a thinker. With all his engaging qualities, he is any
thing but profound. He is not even sagacious. What 
he really has that differentiates him from so many of 
his clerical brethren is a vein of honesty. Lots of 
them seo all that he sees, and some of them a great 
deal more, but they hold their tongues. They know, 
as he does not, that his New Theology is simply the 
Old Theology purged and purified to a certain extent 
by the spirit of Froethought. What ho retains is 
just as incredible as what he rejects. Instead of 
crossing the Rubicon between Faith and Reason, he 
halts in midstream, and congratulates himself that 
he has reached a secure and dignified resting-place— 
or rather residence, for he does not contemplate the 
possibility of ever having to shift again. This is 
perfectly apparent to wiser heads than his own, 
inside as well as outside the Churches. If he will 
take the trouble to read the Pope’s now manifesto, 
he will see that the clever men who run the Catholio 
Church at Rome know exactly what the New Theo
logy or Modernism (they are the same thing) really 
is, and what it logically leads to. Mr. Campbell 
fancies he is helping to preserve Christianity; as a 
matter of fact, he is helping to destroy i t ; and that 
is why wo wish him good-speed.

When the leading oracle of the New Theology 
declares that the “  older theologies ” are “  all a 
wretched failure,” ho might see, if ho could look far 
enough, that he is condemning Christianity itself. 
That religion has been in the world for nearly two 
thousand years; for a thousand years it has held
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undisputed sway over Europe—including Russia; 
t holds under its influence the vast population, 

descended from Europeans, in North and South 
America; it has had control of all educational 
agencies, as well as the command of wealth and 
political power; it boasts of its divine origin, and 
its divine maintenance ; it has a book which it calls 
a divine revelation; its purpose is to teach the 
truth, and its object is to save the world; and yet, 
after all that long innings, under the most favorable 
conditions, which will certainly never be repeated, 
Mr. Campbell declares it to be “  a wretched failure.” 
We are ready to take his word for that. And when 
he prophesies that “  the New Theology will have a 
different tale to tell,”  we shrug our shoulders and 
smile. We are satisfied that Christianity has had 
its chance—and lost i t ; for no religion ever has a 
second opportunity.

Christianity is an oriental religion, and every 
oriental religion rests upon the eternal conflict 
between “ spirit ” and “ matter.” Matter is special
ised as the “ flesh,” and hence the profound asceticism 
of the East, which is but mildly reflected in Pro
testant puritanism, or even in Catholic celibacy. 
The carnal mind, as Scripture declares, is at enmity 
with God. Original sin is legendarily connected with 
the fall of Adam ; in reality it is involved in the 
conception of the endless war between body and 
soul. The former is the Devil’s stronghold; the 
latter is God’s. Out of this there arises “  the sense 
of sin.” Sin, in the Bible, always means sin against 
God. When we talk of sinning against our fellow- 
men, theology is dying and humanity is taking its 
place. Mr. Campbell fails to perceive this. He 
imagines that “ sin” can be turned upside down 
without making any difference. He echoes the 
teaching of Ingersoll that the only sin is selfishness. 
He denies that man can sin specifically against God 
at all. “ There is no sin against God,” ho says, 
“  which is not a sin against man; there is no form 
of wrongdoing which does not find a social expres
sion.” Ho continues:—

“ This is true even of secret sin, for anything that 
tends to the injury of one’s own moral nature injures 
society in the long run. It seems to bo perfectly easy 
to use exaggerated language about sin and yet to livo a 
thoroughly selfish life. The sooner wo get back to a 
healthy realism in our estimate of wrongdoing tho 
better. It ought to be self-evident that sin has nover 
injured God except through man, and that tho moral 
valuo of a man’s life is to bo measured by its effect upon 
tho common life of humanity. All tho dogmatic con
siderations which liavo been woven around this subject 
are either useless or untrue, mostly tho latter. It has 
occupied in Christian thought a place disproportionate 
to its true worth.”

Tho substance of this is true. Strip it of pious 
verbiage, and it is the teaching of Ingersoll, tho 
teaching of Secularism.

Schopenhauer said that Pantheism bowed God out 
of the universe. Mr. Campbell bows God out of tho 
vast territory of “ sin.” All he allows Him is a 
polite mention on tho record. And ho fancies that 
nothing has happened 1

Even the “  world to come ” is placed by Mr. 
Campbell in a very subordinate position. He is 
kind enough to say that ho “ does not mean that 
the Christian should ignore belief in a life to come.” 
At tho same time, he urges “ tho substitution of a 
true for a false other-worldism.” He affirms that 
“ the Church of Jesus originally knew of no com
mission to get men ready for a heaven boyond the 
tomb.” But surely this is one of those half-truths 
which are the most dangerous falsehoods. Tho 
early Church expected the second coming of Jesus ; 
if they were not immediately going to him, ho was 
shortly coming to thorn—which was much the same 
thing; and, beyond that, there was tho everlasting 
life for the saved, and the everlasting fire for the 
lost. It is really absurd for Mr. Campbell to suggest 
that the early Church simply preached a kind of 
Socialist millennium. Q w  FooTE

(To be concluded.)

The Efficacy of Prayer.

M e s s r s . D e n t  a n d  Co. have just issued in their 
excellent “ Everyman’s Library” a new edition of Dr. 
Francis Galton’s Inquiries into Human Faculty and 
Its Development. Tho edition is the more welcome 
as the book has been long out of print, and only 
procurable at a very fancy price. The volume is 
revised by the author, and should be carefully studied 
by all who are interested in problems of race develop
ment. Dr. Galton has, however, thought fit to elimi
nate from the new edition two chapters contained in 
the earlier one on “ Possibilities of Theocratic Inter
vention ” and “  The Objective Efficacy of Prayer.” 
As he thinks their omission improves the general 
plan of the work, it would perhaps be out of place 
for readers to cavil at his decision. Still, the two 
chapters were of special interest to Freethinkers; 
and as few may have the original work, and many, I 
hope, will purchase the new issue, an indication of 
their scope may prove of interest.

Dr. Galton’s book is concerned with a study of 
human nature, in both its normal and abnormal 
condition, with a view of reaching some scientific 
principle of race culture. In the course of his 
inquiry the question is raised of how far trustworthy 
is the statistical method when applied to human 
nature, and also whether the possibility of divine 
interference may not vitiate the conclusions reached. 
Dr. Galton’s reply is that tho interference of deity is 
voluntary or solicited. If the former, he shows at 
some length that this interference cannot effect the 
avorago result, and that we may ignore it in our con
siderations. God is put out of court, save on the 
assumption that he deliberately misleads man in 
order to amuse himself with their blunders. This 
was Milton’s opinion of the way in which God acted 
in relation to scientific investigators; but, as Dr. 
Galton says, the theory would probably find few 
supporters nowadays. Tho solicited interference 
involves prayer; and to an inquiry as to tho efficacy 
of prayer Dr. Galton devotes some twenty-one pages 
of his work.

After pointing out that any argument based on the 
general ubo  of prayer is suicidal, since it would giv0 
an equal valuo to all prayers, and that the general 
habit of prayer proves the tendency of man to 
“  invest his God with tho character of a human 
despot,” ho deals with tho simple statistical inquiry. 
Are prayers answered, or are they not ? The method 
adopted is to gather cases “ in which tho samo object 
is keenly pursued by two classes similar in thetf 
physical, but opposite in their spiritual, state; the 
one class being prayerful, tho other materialistic.”

It need hardly bo Baid that tho method pursued 
fails to yield any proof. Dr. Galton points out that 
although tho medical works of Europe teom with 
records of disease, ho has failed to find any instance 
in which a medical man of repute has attributed 
recovery to the influence of prayer. Statistic»1 
societies also ignore the agoncy of prayer on disoa00. 
or on anything else. This universal habit of ign°r'

very im-ing the power of prayer is, no says, “ a „ 
portant fact ’’; for, “  had prayers for tho sick any 
notable effect, it is incredible but that tho doctor0
who are always on tho watch.......should have notice
it.” In support of this ho quotes from a memoir by 
Dr. Guy on tho avorago ago roachod by tho vario11̂  
affluent classos from from 1758 to 1848. Omitting 
decimals, the avorago of tho clergy is 69 y°af ’̂ 
members of Royal houses 61, doctors 67, lawyers > 
gentry 20, naval officers 68. Thus members of R°? 
houses, who are constantly prayed for, have t 
owest life value of tho affluent classes. Tho °l0r^  

it is true, show a slightly higher valuo than  ̂
others, but this will bo explained by so many 
¡hem loading an easy country life. The difference 
reversed on taking those only who livo un<̂ eI\-c(il 
samo conditions, when clergy, lawyers, and m0di 
men stand at 66-42, 66 51, and 6704 respeotiV0^
Thus under equal conditions tho clergy have 
lowest life value of all the three.

tb0
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An inquiry into the proportion of deaths at the 
time of birth among the praying and non-praying 
classes gives the same result. The proportion is 
absolutely unaffected by it. Again—

“ When we pray in our Liturgy that the nobility may 
be endued with grace, wisdom, and understanding, we 
pray for that which is clearly incompatible with insanity. 
Does that frightful scourge spare our nobility ? Does it 
spare very religious people more than others? The 
answer is an emphatic negative to both of these ques
tions. The nobility, probably from the want of whole
some restraints felt in humbler walks of life, and very 
religious people of all denominations, probably in part 
from their meditations on the terrors of hell, are pecu
liarly subject to it. Religious madness is very common 
indeed.”

English history is next made to yield its testimony 
in the remark that “  Biographies do not show that 
devotional influences have clustered in any remark
able degree round the youth of those who, whether 
by their talents or social position, have left a mark 
opon our English history.” Lord Campbell, in the 
preface to his Lives of the Chancellors, points out that 
while the Lord Chancellors have been men of dis
tinguished ability, they have not been remarkable 
for their piety. Dr. Galton also dwells upon the 
enormous power exercised by the governing families 
°f England, apropos of the belief that the descen
dants of the righteous shall continue and that those 
of the wicked shall fail. And he asks whether the 
ducal families, who have and do wield so much 
power, have been distinguished for their devout 
habits either in their origin or history. The descent 
of some of our ruling houses from Lucy Walters, 
Barbara Villiers, Nell Gwynne, and Louise De 
Queroaille, goes far to answer the question. The 
procedure of Convocation, always opened with 
Prayer, has never inspired the outer world with 
respect, while the histories of the Church Council 
are most painful to read.

Commercial enterprises are not any more suc
cessful in the hands of pious people than in those of 
a non-religious character—rather the reverse. Above 
a}li insurance offices, keen as they are to note every 
circumstance that has any bearing on their business, 
fake no account of tho habit of prayer. Says Dr. 
Calton:—

“ If prayerful habits had influence on temporal 
success, it is very probable that insurance offices, of at 
least some description, would long ago have discovered 
and made allowance for it. It would be most unwise, 
from a business point of viow, to allow tho devout, sup
posing their greater longevity oven probablo, to obtain 
annuities at the samo low rate as tho profano. Before 
insurance offices accept a lifo, they make confidential 
inquiries into tho antecedents of tho applicant, and a 
Schedule has to bo filled up. But such a question, or 
such a heading to a column of tho schcdulo, has nover 
been heard of as, 1 Docs ho habitually uso family prayers 
and privato devotions ?’ Insurance offices, so wakeful 
to sanatory influences, absolutely ignore prayer as one 
of them. Tho samo is truo for insurances of all descrip
tions, as thoso connected with fire, ships, lightning, hail, 
accidental death, and cattlo sicknoss. How is it pos
sible to explain why Quakers, who aro most devout, and 
most shrewd men of business, havo ignored these con
siderations, except on tho ground that they do not 
really believe in what they and others freely assert 
about tho efficacy of pray or ?” 

f in a lly , it  is po in tod  ou t th at tho be lie f in the 
fi^’*cacy o f  prayer m ust bo given  up as oth or beliefs  
'^sociatod  w ith  religion  havo already been surren- 
orod. W itch e s  w ero generally  believed in until the 

? o f th o  last (the eigh teen th ) cen tury . The 
in c h in g  th a t the tou ch  o f the sovereign  cou ld  cure 

sick was part o f tho regular C hurch  Sorvico  until 
f ho tim e o f G eorgo II. Ordeals, log ica l corrollaries 
T k**1 relig ious belie fs , have also been abandoned.

miraculous power of relics and images, auguries 
j flood or ovil, tho importance of dreams, is only 
°lieved in by the most illiterate. This

" is the natural courso of events, just as tho Waters of 
Jealousy and tho Urim and Thummin of tho Mosaic law 
bad become obsoloto under tho later Jewish kings. Tho 
civilised world has already yielded an enormous amount 
o£ honest conviction to tho inexorable requirements of

solid fa ct ; and it seems to me clear that all belief in 
the efficacy of prayer, in the sense in which I have been 
considering it, must be yielded also.”

Although there is nothing new to readers of the 
Freethinker in the above arguments, they are of 
interest as coming from one of our leading scientific 
workers, and particularly as these sections are 
omitted in the popular edition of the Inquiries into 
Human Faculty. There is no reason whatever to 
believe that their excision is due to any change of 
opinion on the author’s part, which is also worth 
noting. Probably Dr. Galton is of opinion that the 
belief in the efficacy of prayer is not held as strongly as 
when the book was first written, and that there is 
not any strong necessity for its reproduction. If 
that is so, one may be permitted to express the 
belief that it is possible to take a toe rosy view of 
the situation. It is true that many religious leaders 
are now asserting that prayer has only a subjective 
value—that is, that prayer has no effect whatever in 
modifying the course of events. But, while this is 
to be welcomed as a change in the right direction, 
two things ought to be borne in mind. First, this is 
the expressed belief of the minority; and even they 
have only been forced into the position because of 
the attack on the objective efficacy of prayer. And 
the assault that has been successful so far with them 
would be equally successful with others. But beyond 
the minority lies the majority. With them there is 
still a professed belief, at least, in the efficacy of 
prayer. Stories are still circulated of charitable 
homes maintained by prayers, and of illness cured 
by prayers. We still have prayers connected with 
many of the mundane affairs of life, and even 
though much of this be mere form, the sooner this 
empty formality is settled the better. We are still, as 
a matter of fact, too apt to measure the extent of the 
world’s enlightement by ourselves. We have dis
pensed with superstitious beliefs, many of our 
religious acquaintances have also dispensed with 
thoso of the cruder kind, but do not let us too readily 
assume that the rest of the world is in a similar 
position. Much work has still to be done ; and for 
the reason that Dr. Galton’s new edition will circu
late among the masses, one regrets the more the 
exclusion of a very convincing piece of writing.

C. Cohen.

“  The Net and Its Meshes.”
♦

Recently, the Bishop of Durham visited the Parish 
Church of Groat Yarmouth for tho purpose of 
preaohing a special sermon at tho service of “ Tho 
Blessing of the Nets,” and in anticipation of tho 
Church Congress. It is well-known that Dr. Moule 
is a distinguished member of tho Evangelical Party 
in tho English Church, and nothing is more notice
able in tho sermon just mentioned than its thorough 
evangelicalism. The text is John xxi. 7 : "  There
fore that disciple whom Jesus loved saith unto 
Peter, It is the Lord.” Jesus, boing now risen from 
tho dead, “ manifested himself to the disciples at tho 
sea of Tiberius; and he manifested himself on this 
wise. Simon Peter, Thomas, Nathanael, the two 
sons of Zebodee, and two other disciples ” went a 
fishing:—

“  That night thoy took nothing. But when day was 
now breaking, Jesus stood on tho beach; howbeit tho 
disciples knew not that it was Jesus. .Tcsub therefore 
saith unto them, Children, havo ye aught to eat ? Thoy 
answered him, No. And he said unto them, Cast tho 
net on tho right side of tho boat, and ye shall find. 
They cast therefore, and now thoy wero not able to 
draw it for the multitude of fishes. That disciplo 
therefore whom Jesus loved saith unto Peter, It is tho 
Lord."

Bishop Moule treats that passage as if it contained 
veritable history. He believes that the risen Lord 
performed a mighty miracle on the occasion. His 
faith evidently can swallow anything; and tho
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literalness of his language is quite pathetic. “  They 
toiled all the night,” he says—

“  Aud the net had never met a fish, nor a fish the 
net. Then there was put forth from the shore a will 
and power which guided the net to the fish, and, behold, 
the prey was taken, and the fishermen were made glad ; 
and there was a something about the whole event and 
its conditions which flashed into the soul of John what 
his eyes had only begun dimly to perceive—that the 
will and power came from that figure seen upon the 
shore, and that that figure was the Lord.”

The story, as thus interpreted, is so perfectly silly 
that every thinking person must turn away from it 
with disgust.

After expounding the miracle in that fashion, the 
Bishop passes on to a consideration of the Blessing 
of the Nets. “ What heart within these walls,” he 
asks, “  has not been moved by that old and simple 
ceremonial, as we meet here within the peaceful 
walls of the house of God, with the lamps around us 
of the Sabbath evening, and calmly commit to the 
Almighty’s care the toilers of the deep for the 
harvest of the sea ?” But what is the use of praying 
over the nets and over the lives of the fishermen ? 
“  Why, why in the last resort do we do it ? Why, 
under a silent heaven and amid a thousand mysteries, 
do we go on praying about the nets and the fishers ?” 
This is the Bishop’s answer:—

“  The real, ultimate reason is because God in his 
work, speaking out of eternity, has told us to pray. He 
has not explained to us the mystery of prayer, but he 
has told us to pray, and guaranteed to us that prayer is 
a reality to him.”

But we submit that this is by no means a satis
factory answer; in fact it is no answer at all. Evi
dently words come easily to his lordship; but will 
he condescend to tell us just exactly what he means 
by them ? To what work does he refer as the 
medium through which God’s command to pray was 
ever conveyed to men ? Who saw the work and 
heard the command ? When did God guarantee to 
mankind that prayer, in spite of its mystery to men, 
is a reality to him ? Does praying about the nets 
and the fishers really mean any more than wishing 
them good luck, or has it, as a matter of hard fact, 
any better effect ? If two fishing boats go out to- 
n:ght and encounter a dreadful storm, the one having 
received a Bishop’s blessing, and the other not, will 
the former have any better chance of escape from a 
watery grave than the latter ? Do the forces of 
Nature ever distinguish between piety and non- 
pioty ? Do they recogniso prayer at all ?

Dr. Moule seems to be aware that he is face to 
face with a stupendous difficulty hero; but instead 
of removing it he gets moro and more under the 
crushing weight of it. He appeals to science, and 
science mocks him for his pains. He says:—

“  There was a time, not so long ago, when the pro
gress of material discovery and human thought seemed 
straDgely—and, many Christians felt, formidably— to bo 
leading man’s mind away from the hopo that a living 
God will indeed answer prayer, and seemed to bo 
shutting them up within a world which contained 
matter and its forces alone and sole. But things have 
moved since then, and some of the very latest discoveries 
and guesses of the experts of science, seeking and pene
trating more deeply into what matter really is, have 
been led down—or, shall wo say, havo been led up ?—  
to a region where mere materialism cannot breathe. 
Some of the last suggestions and the last discoveries 
seem to carry us very far indeed towards the point 
where what wo commonly talk of as material mass is 
seen, so to speak, in its very foundations— seen, as it 
were, almost from its underside, resting upon what? 
God ; upon something which, after all, cannot bo called 
matter; upon something which can only bo explained 
as ‘ spirit.’ ”

The Bishop must have been completely out of broath 
when he reached the end of that curiously con
structed and hopelessly involved passage; and to 
what does the whole of it amount ? Seriously, is it 
not unscientific in the extreme to speak of matter as 
restinej upon anything ? and even if it did rest on 
anything its doing so would not affect its nature. 
What matter rests on or springs from, if it does

either, no one can tell. The one thing beyond doubt 
is that no discoveries of science support the claims 
of theology.

It is true that the atom has broken up ; but it is 
not true that the electrons are any less material than 
the atoms. The electrical theory of matter does 
not cut the ground from under materialism. Even 
Sir Oliver Lodge admits as much as this. But the 
Bishop of Durham is reckless enough to assert that 
now “ we see the mass which makes the visible and 
tangible world almost, so to speak, visibly resting on 
and springing from the utter mystery of eternal 
spirit, eternal will, eternal thought.” It is difficult 
to understand how a gentleman of education and 
culture could so barefacedly and so radically misre
present the latest teachings of science on so impor
tant a subject, and especially how he could 
conscientiously express the view that “ the instinct 
of prayer will get a reinforcement from the very 
latest thought about mass and matter, about force 
and motion.” Does he not know that the New 
Theologians, in consequence of their acceptance of 
the discoveries of science, have repudiated the 
orthodox conception of prayer, and simply regard it 
as a man’s natural demand upon life ?

The Bishop proceeds to speak of the net of the 
Church. The business of the Church is to catch 
men. The clergy are spiritual nets, wielded by 
Jesus Christ, whom Clement of Alexandria addressed 
thus:—

“  All praise to thy Name 
Thou Fisher supreme 

Of souls for salvation 
In life’s ocean stream.”

Now, according to Dr. Moule, the Church cannot 
catch the fish without being blessed with the 
prayers of the saints. The net may be perfect to 
texture and construction, and its meshes may be all 
that can be desired, and it may be discreetly spread 
in the stream of human life ; but the fish will not 
come in unloss it gets duly blessed:—

“  As with the not of the literal fisherman’s toil in the 
litoral sea, so with this mysterious net of organisation 
and possible influence cast into the deep ocean-stroatn 
of human life. It will do nothing without blessing- 
There must be blessing, or the not will bo as fruitless 
for its work as was the not of tho soven apostles in the 
waters of Galileo till tho blessing camo shooting from 
the shore, and all was altered because tho mighty in
fluence of love was upon the finny tribe of tho deopi 
and tho toiling men for whoso sustenance God had 
made them.”

One cannot help smiling while reading such inane 
puerilities. One wonders how an intelligent congto" 
gation can sit and patiently listen to such unmit*' 
gated nonsense. Even a Bishop would not talk lik0 
that outside tho pulpit. Does Dr. Moule seriously 
believe that tho nets cast into the sea with ® 
Bishop’s blessing will lure a greater number of fish 
to their destruction than those that did not onjoy 
such a holy send-off? Does he imagine that the 
farm of a praying man yields moro abundant 
and wholesome crops than that of his non-praytog 
neighbor? The idea is laughably absurd on the fa00 
of it, and to dwell on it would bo an inexcusable 
waste of time. .

The Bishop admits that the nets ho blessed 
Groat Yarmouth are, to their proy, instruments 0 
destruction, nad ho been a vegetarian, ho con 
not have blessed them. Howovor, “  tho net of * . 
Kingdom of God, of tho Church of Christ, is a n0 
meant to entrap and to imprison souls into J1 
eternal, and to bring them into captivity to t ff 
love of Christ and to the liberty which it bring8̂  
The Bishop becomes hopelessly confused and 60 
contradictory here. He ends by saying that  ̂
clorgy aro not fishormon, but so many tots^_ 
tho Gospel net. “  Tho Lord is tho Fishorman. . 
are tho net, and wo want him to wield the .. 
his own way; and wo want him to order so
the proy that we long to take for its bless'pB 
the souls wo want to entrap and fix for h> 
may bo brought in through the influence of 
nets made ready for his work.” Well, now, it
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Jesus who blessed the nets in the sea of Galilee, 
and it was Jesus who wooed the fish into them. 
Why is it that the Gospel nets must be blessed by 
men and women who can pray? If Jesus wields the 
Gospel nets “ his own way,” why does not his bless- 
lng come shooting from the shore of heaven, and 
why is not all altered because the almighty influence 
ot his love is upon the souls of men and women who 
are perishing in the sea of death ? Has the Christ of 
God less influence over human beings than Jesus of 
Nazareth had over the fish of Tiberius ? The truth 
18 that the Bishop’s Gospel is as void of truth as the 
story of the miraculous draught of fishes—as the 
story of the conversion of John Stuart Mill, told for 
tor the first time upwards of thirty years after his 
death. Instead of catching human souls, which he 
■s said to need and love so much, Christ is to-day 
losing them by the thousand. The nets are Bteadily 
emptying, not filling. The preaching of the old 
Gospel is still a paying concern, as the Bishop of 
Durham can well testify; but it has ceased to hold 
the public ear. j .  T. L l 0 y d .

How Religions Are Found Out.

B y  t h e  L a t e  Co l . R . G. I n g e k s o l l .
Man is a being capable of pleasure and pain. The 
Met that he can enjoy himself—that he can obtain 
good—gives him courage—courage to defend what 
he has, courage to try to get more. The fact that 
he can suffer pain sows in his mind the seeds of fear. 
Man is also filled with curiosity. He examines. He 
18 astonished by the uncommon. He is forced to take 
An interest in things because things affect him. He 
j8 liable at every moment to be injured. Countless 
things attack him. He must defend himself. As a 
°onsequence his mind is at work ; his experience in 
some degree tells him what may happen ; ho pre
pares ; he defends himself from heat and cold. All 
the springs of action lie in the fact that he can 
8uffer and enjoy. The savage has great confidence 
ln his senses. He has absolute confidence in his 
Ayes and ears. It requires many years of education 
Aud experience before ho becomes satisfied that 
things aro not always what they appear. It would 
ue hard to convince the avorage barbarian that the 
®un does not actually rise and sot—hard to convince 
h'm that the earth turns. He would rely upon 
aPpearancos and would record you as insane.

As man becomes civilised, educated, he finally has 
^uro confidence in his reason than in his eyes. He 
>T° longer believes that a being called Echo exists.

has found out tho theory of sound, and ho then 
aUow8 that the wave of air has been returned to his 
®Ar, and tho idea of a being who repeats his words 
Ades from his mind ; ho begins then to rely, not 

^Pon appearances, but upon demonstration, upon tho 
i°8ult of investigation. At last ho finds that ho has 
, Acn deceived in a thousand ways, and ho also finds 
hat ho can invent certain instruments that aro far 

accurate than his senses—instruments that 
hd power to his sight, to his hearing, and to the 
eUsitivones8 of his touch. Day by day ho gains 
°ufldonce in himself. ,

-there is in tho life of the individual, as in the life 
the race, a period of credulity, when not only 

appearances aro accepted without question, but the 
.^larations of others. The child in tho cradle or in 
, 0 lap of its mother, has implicit confidence in fairy 
°ries—- believes in giants and dwarfs, in beings who 

ans answer wishes, who create castles and temples 
inf gardens with a thought. So the race, in its 
j: ailcy, believed in such beings and in such crea- 
t,°ns- As tho child grows, facts take the place of 

old beliefs, and tho same is true of tho race, 
t o  a rule, tho attention of man is drawn first, not 
jj.. 18 own mistakes, not to his own iaults, but to the 
. ‘Stakes and faults of his neighbors. Tho same is 
a °f a nation—it notices first the eccentricities 
Qa Peculiarities of other nations. This is especially

true of religions systems. Christians take it for 
granted that their religion is true, that there can 
be about that no doubt, no mistake. They begin to 
examine the religions of other nations. They take 
it for granted that all these other religions are false. 
They are in a frame of mind to notice contradictions, 
to discover mistakes and to apprehend absurdities. 
In examining other religions they use their common 
sense. They carry in the hand the lamp of pro
bability. The miracles of other Christs, or of the 
founders of other religions, appear unreasonable— 
they find that they are not supported by evidence. 
Most of the stories excite their laughter. Many of 
the laws seem cruel, many of the ceremonies absurd. 
These Christians satisfy themselves that they are 
right in their first conjecture—that is, that other 
religions are all made by men. Afterward, the same 
arguments they have used against other religions 
were found to be equally forcible against their own. 
They find that the miracles of Buddha rest upon the 
same kind of evidence as the miracles in the Old 
Testament, as the miracles in the New—that the 
evidence in the one case is just as weak and un
reliable as in the other. They also find that it is 
just as easy to account for the existence of Chris
tianity as for the existence of any other religion, 
and they find that the human mind in all countries 
has travelled substantially the same road and has 
arrived at substantially the same conclusions.

It may be truthfully said that Christianity, by the 
examination of other religions, laid the foundation 
for its own destruction. The moment it examined 
another religion it became a doubter, a sceptic, an 
investigator. It began to call for proof. This 
course being pursued in the examination of Chris
tianity itself, reached tho result that had been 
reached as to other religions. In other words, it 
was impossible for Christians successfully to attack 
other religions without showing that their own re
ligion could be destroyed. The fact that only a few 
years ago we were all provincial should be taken into 
consideration. A few years ago, nations were un
acquainted with each other—no nation had any con
ception of the real habits, customs, religions, and 
ideas of any other. Each nation imagined itself to 
be the favored of heaven—the only one to whom 
God had condescended to make known his will—the 
only one in direct communication with angels and 
deities. Sinco tho circumnavigation of the globe, 
sinco the invention of tho steam-engine, tho dis
covery of electricity, the nations of the world have 
become acquainted with each other, and we now 
know that the old ideas wore born of egotism, and 
that egotism is the child of ignorance and savagery.

Think of the egotism of tho ancient Jews, who 
imagined that they were “ the chosen peoplo ”—tho 
only ones in whom God took tho slightest interest 1 
Imagine tho egotism of the Catholic Church, claim
ing that it is tho only church—that it is continually 
under the guidance of the Holy Ghost, and that tho 
Pope is infallible and occupies tho place of God. 
Think of tho egotism of tho Presbyterian, who 
imagines that he is one of “  the elect,” and that 
billions of ages before tho world was created, God, in 
the eternal counsel of his own good pleasure, picked 
out this particular Presbyterian, and, at tho same 
time, determined to send billions and billions to the 
pit of eternal pain. Think of tho egotism of the 
man who believes in special providence. The old 
philosophy, tho old religion, was made in about 
equal parts of ignorance and egotism. This earth 
was the universe. The sun rose and set simply for 
tho benefit of “ God's chosen people.” The moon 
and stars were made to beautify tho night, and all 
tho countless hosts of heaven were for no other 
purpose than to decorate what might be called tho 
coiling of tho earth. It was also believed that this 
firmament was solid—that up thero the gods lived, 
and that they could be influenced by the prayers and 
desires of men.

We have now found that tho earth is only a grain 
of sand, a speck, an atom in an infinite universe. 
We now know that tho sun is a j*».

%
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than the earth, and that other planets are millions 
of times larger than the sun; and when we think of 
these things, the old stories of the Garden of Eden 
and Sinai and Calvary seem infinitely out of pro
portion.

At last we have reached a point where we have 
the candor and the intelligence to examine the 
claims of our own religion precisely as we examine 
those of other countries. We have produced men 
and women great enough to free themselves from 
the prejudices born of provincialism—from the pre
judices, we might almost say, of patriotism. A' few 
people are great enough not to be controlled by the 
ideas of the dead—great enough to know that they 
are not bound by the mistakes of their ancestors— 
and that a man may actually love his mother without 
accepting her belief. We have even gone further 
than this, and we are now satisfied that the only 
way to really honor parents is to tell our best and 
highest thoughts.

Acid Drops.

The Christian Commonwealth likes to blow hot or cold 
according to circumstances. It notes the fact with pleasure 
when any leading Socialist calls himself a Christian, and 
represents Socialism and Christianity as one and the same 
thing. That is all right. It gives Christianity a leg up. 
But the case is altered when a leading Socialist calls him
self an Atheist, and represents Socialism and Atheism as 
one and the same thing. That is all wrong. It gives 
Atheism a leg up— which will never do.

Last week the C. C. professed respect for Mr. Robert 
Blatchford’s “  personal opinion about Christianity,” but said 
it was “ peculiar ” because it was “  shared by very few 
men.”  This, by the way, is not true. There aro more than 
a “  few ”  men who disbelieve Christianity; and to put 
“  very ”  after the “  few ”  is mere silliness. That, however, 
is not our point. The C. C. goes on to say that, as Mr. 
Blatchford’s opinion of Christianity is so peculiar, he “ incurs 
a very grave responsibility in associating it with Socialism, 
and trying to spread it as part of tho Socialist teaching.” 
Now we do not understand that Mr. Blatchford has really 
done this. He declares, for his own part, that ho regards 
Christianity as standing in the way of Socialism; but he 
does not commit the Clarion as a paper to that view, and lie 
certainly does not seek to commit anyone outsido it. We 
believe that Mr. Blatchford holds aloof from all Socialist 
organisations, thinking that he can serve his cause better as 
a journalistic free-lance.

But suppose Mr. Blatchford had done what tho C. C. 
alleges. In that case, ho has only dono what tho Rov. R. J. 
Campbell has done—in tho opposito direction. Mr. Camp
bell’s opinion of Christianity is quite as “  peculiar ” as Mr. 
Blatchford’s, and is “  shared by very few men " — certainly 
not by moro than those who share Mr. Blatchford’s. Yot 
the reverend gentleman, in his New Theology, devotes a 
whole section of the penultimato chapter to tho subject of 
“  Christianity and Collectivism.” Ho declares himself a 
Socialist, and proceeds to say that “  tho Now Theology is 
tho theology of this movement.”  In tho opening chapter ho 
says in a marginal heading that 11 Tho Now Theology is 
spiritual Socialism.”  And again that “ Tho New Theology 
is but the religious articulation of tho social movement.” 
Nothing could bo plainer. Mr. Campbell asserts in that 
same opening chapter that “  Tho waggon of Socialism needs 
to bo hitched to tho star of religious faith.” This has never 
been censured in tho Christian Commonwealth. It reservos 
its censure for Mr. Blatchford when ho asserts that Socialism 
should bo bitched on to Freethought.

There never was any “ cheek ”  in tho world liko Christian 
“  cheek.” Christians aro utterly incapable of impartiality. 
They always assume their own right to special troatment. 
They think it is enough for Freethinkers to bo tolerated. 
They aro astonished and cross when Freethinkers claim 
equality of opportunity. I h short, thoy fancy tho world was 
made for them ; and this nonsense will have to bo knocked 
out of them somehow.

“  If Socialism,”  the C. C. says, “  means an attack on every 
form of Christianity, it may safely be predicted that it will 
not succeed.” But that does not necessarily follow. Our 
contemporary's logic is good company for its grammar.

Our contemporary’s prediction that if Socialists “ dis
sociate themselves from an attack on Biblical Christianity ” 
their banner will attract “  crowds of enthusiastic supporters” 
may bo dismissed as one of those mental exercises which 
George Eliot called “  the most gratuitous form of error.” 
Not that in this case it is unnatural. People brought up on 
Bible Christianity are likely to have a taste for prophecy.

There was a women’s meeting on the last day of the 
Church Congress. One of the speakers was Miss Morley, 
head of the Young Women’s Christian Association, London. 
She said it was the duty of women to share in the conflict 
against the world, the flesh, and the devil. “  Under the 
first of these heads,” tho report says, “ she would place the 
present-day rush after pleasure and wealth; under the 
second, impurity, intemperance, and love of luxury; and 
under the third, the spread of Rationalism.”  Good old 
devil 1

Rev. Leonard Hills went all the way from London to tell 
a number of people in the Seamen’s Bethel, Workington, 
“  What John Bull ought to know.”  This was his way of 
christening the Anglo-Israelite theory. Mr. Hills said that 
Great Britain and her Colonies represented tho tribe of 
Ephraim and the United States the tribe of Manasseh. King 
Edward was a lineal descendant of King David. Very 
likely ! And the Rev. Leonard Hills must bo a lineal 
descendant of Balaam’s ass.

Secularists have been charged with cherishing a hymn 
which indulges in a reckless “  glorification of whisky.’ 
Everybody knows how utterly groundless and libellous that 
wicked charge was. The other day, the Rev. J. Kneen, of 
Derby, expressed a desire that the Church should 11 enter 
into competition with the public-house,”  by making it 
“  possible on church premises for young people to 1 eat, 
drink, and be merry.’ ” Would we not be guMty of the 
crime of libel were we to suggest that Mr. Kneen is in favor 
of the religious glorification of strong drink ? And yet such 
a charge would bo much better grounded than was that 
made by tho Christian Evidence lecturers against the 
National Secular Society.

Professor George Adam Smith, of Glasgow, who has spent 
some time in India, has discovered that “  the psychological 
phenomena in all roligions closely resemble each other,” and 
that there are millions in India who live “  a fairly sweet and 
wholcsomo commercial and family life,”  and faco “  death 
bravely under tho guidance and support of religions which 
wo in England have been taught to boliovo aro wrong, 
irrational, and oven immoral.”  Coming from a t  nited Free 
Church divine, that is an exceedingly valuablo testimony, 
and must prove alarming, if not anti-Christian, to many 
his brethren. Tho world moves slowly, but it moves.

A reader of ours in the poor county of Bucks has been 
circularised by a parson in tho rich county of Berks, who 
wants a new vicarago, and bogs all and sundry to subscribe 
towards tho cost, oven if they can only send a shilling (b»11' 
penny stamps preferred). Tho reverend gentleman has * 
vicarago already at West Challow, but ho wants auothc 
built at East Challow, whore the population is 500 as coin 
pared with 170. Tho old vicarago is a mile and a half r̂0,n 
tho most convenient spot for a contro of his great labor 
among that vast population. That immense distanco, 0 
courso, would tax tho strength of tho strongest walker. Ih 
rovorend gentleman therefore asks for X I,000, which, Wi 
tho amount realisable by tho sale of tho old vicarago. 
enable him to build a nico now ono. And as his parisliionc • 
aro nearly all working pooplo ho begs that X I,000 from ca»^ 
west, north, and south. Ho prints a testimonial to his wor 
and nccossity from tho Bishop of Oxford ; and Lady Wantag 
and two Archdoacons have promised to help. Perhaps t i  7 
will explain why tbo Rov. II. Sanders should solicit 
world at largo for tho means to build himself a now re. 
denco, at a cost of (say) X I,500, in a small parish inha 1 
almost entirely by “  working pcoplo.”  It certainly seem ^  
odd proceeding for an apostle of tbo poor Carpenter' 
Nazareth. It is perfectly natural, however, if the rove* 
gentleman is simply engaged, liko so many of his bretu 
in making tho best of both worlds.

s. p -U io well-known American divino, tho Rov. Dr. . 
Gordon, says that Joshua was “  a God-touched man," 
that to to-day God “  touches a man, and others, in ¡aroc 
numbers or small, attend his word or pen.”  Dr. Gord°n 
admits, however, that a man may mistake God’s touch ‘ o* 
that of his own genius. But tho wonder is that God touch0 
somo and leaves others without tho slightest tap. A greater 
wonder still is that ho does not touch all alike, at least in*
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the knowledge of himself as their Maker and Ruler. Is it 
not possible, if not probable, that Dr. Gordon has been 
deluded into taking the touch of man’s own faculties for 
that of God’s Spirit ? At any rate, God’s touch left Joshua 
a savage, bloody soldier.

We had an “  Acid Drop ”  of three or four lines last week 
°n the Church Congress procession through the streets of 
Yarmouth. We were afterwards glad to see nearly two 
columns about it in the East-Anglian Daylight. The 
Writer is ironic and sarcastic, and seems to have little love 
and less respect for “ the men of G od ”  (his own words). 
This is how he winds u p :—

“  The clergy expected reverence, but saw everywhere open 
mouths and smiles of amusement. No hat was doffed, no 
head bowed. The same people who gathered there would 
flock to see a rustic eat Norfolk ‘ busters ’ for a wager. The 
procession was merely regarded as a variation, a little less 
entertaining than somebody’s circus. Even opponents of 
religion regret that the clergy did not march without the 
appendages of every petty civic event, or walk like other men 
to church. If this procession may be taken as an example of 
all others, no wonder irreverence is growing. Such a dis
play may excite the religious spirit in old Madrid or Bruges, 
but in Yarmouth it has destroyed what little respect the 
multitude had for the Established Church.”

This ought to warm up the Archbishop of Canterbury.

Bishop Sheepshanks, of Norwich, is the father of twelve 
children. Fancy inflicting a name like that on twelve help
less and innocent human beings 1 Luckily his lordship has 
a stipend of .£4,5000 a year— so the pill is well-coated.

One of the ladies who “  got God ” during the Sunderland 
revival lunacy told a reporter, “  Then I began to speak in a 
®ttaugo language— Chinese I think.” That “ I think ”  is 
delicious.

A local gentleman (the Sunderland Echo says) who 
remained through one of tho revival prayer-meetings saw 
Women “  speaking in tongues.”  “  When I went in,”  he said, 
' I saw a woman lying on tho floor. She was going ‘ Ha, 
ha> ha,’ in a sing-song tone. Then suddenly sho began to 
make a noise liko tho crowing of a barn-door fowl, finishing 
With a sharp ‘ Phwitt, pliwitt,’ liko the spit of an enraged 

I said to a man next me, 1 What's the matter with her? 
^mc’s in an epileptic fit. Better send for a doctor.’ 1 No,’ ho 
teplicd solemnly, ‘ she is receiving tho Holy Spirit.’ ”

.T h ere  are many who still tako fairy-tales for history. 
r1'®® E. Sisson, for oxamplo, tells us that a world-wide 
°vival of roligion is taking placo just now. In India, 
fdifornia, Massachusetts, and Great Britain, tho soul- 
aving business is booming. Tho multitudes everywhere 

j r.° yoarning to find tho Savior. In India, “  at a placo of 
.“ kdu Bacred pilgrimage, a hundred fire-baptised and 
0ugue-giftcd women and girls are singing Gospel hymns 

tolling tho glad tidings to tho multitudes who go there 
0 tow down to tho idols, and God is doing his work. They 

i*° »o thirsty.”  Well, how do tho people show their thirst ?
throwing “  mud, stones, sand, dirt, etc.,” at tho fair ovan- 

®e‘ ‘sts. “  When I went out yesterday,”  says a seventeen- 
” °af-old girl, “  tho pcoplo threw a stone at me, and it hurt 

oyo a good deal.” What base ingratitudo 1 But it 
H,u’t really mattor in tho loast, for, our swoot sovcntcon 

jjbtinuos, “  God gavo mo his life, and healed my eye.” 
aholujah 1 What a glorious thing a revival of roligion is 1

• ^os, “  everywhere tho holy firo of Divine graco is spread- 
k with great rapidity.”  Such is tho incohoront, non- 
OHieal uttoranco of an irresponsible fanatic. Sido by sido 

it wo will placo tho following calm, deliberate delivor- 
ckC? just made by tho Uov. Principal Henderson from tho 
t,la'r of tho Baptist Union : “  It remains scarcely doubtful 
¡s a -«o  far as the profession and disciplcship to Josus Christ 
l̂]C.otlccrncd, tho country is loss and less satisfactory. Wo 

uow which of tho two tostimonios is tho moro roliablo.

h ff  tho Yollow Press docs good once in a while. It has 
W i Cally forced Mr. J. D. Rockefeller junr. to resign tho 
AaUerskip of tho young men’s Biblo Class at tho Fifth 
Ni enu0 Baptist Church, Now York. Wo oiler Dr. Aked our 
P W t0 Condoloncos. Perhaps Mr. Rockefeller is tired of 

tho hypocrito on so conspicuous a scale.

Tab**0 **ov- G- C. Britton, tho now assistant at Whiteficld’s 
¡a ^ “ aclo, is a man of wonderfully largo faith. Ho believes 
"'hi l Cllurch of Christ “  as tho over-living medium through 
Coa,°1 our Master’s salvation is convoyed to individuals, 

munitios, nations, and worlds.”  All wo can say is that,

up to the present, the Church has been a shockingly in
effectual “ medium.” It has not yet conveyed “ the Master’s 
salvation ”  to one quarter of the inhabitants of this world 
yet. It may have been more successful in some other world, 
though no statistics to that effect have been issued. Would 
Mr. Britton tell how the work is progressing, say, in Mars ? 
A report from there would be thrillingly interesting 1

Mr. Britton will make his mark. “  He is the same Jesus 
as walked in Galilee,”  says this young sky-pilot; “  but [and 
what a difference is here 1] he is my Lord and my God to
day. I follow on to know him and, following, I catch, now 
and again, a vision which lights darkest England.” What a 
pity “  darkest England ”  doesn’t see this shining light 1 
Even Whitefield-streei, “  tho worst street in London,”  as 
Mr. Silvester Horne called it, has not caught sight of it y e t ! 
How easy it is to talk—nonsense!

The people who advocate “  a systematic boycott ” of the 
Yellow Press forget that tho Yellow Press is a Christian 
product, and that, being such, it is most bitter, bigoted, and 
illogical in its opposition to and denunciation of Atheism, 
Agnosticism, and Secularism. It is nothing if not religious. 
The hostile resolution recently passed by tho Baptist Union 
reflected on the stuff turned out by Christianity quite as 
much, to say the least, as on the character of the Yellow 
Press.

Mr. J. M. Robertson is a Rationalist. He also calls 
himself a Socialist. But tho Labor Leader won’t have 
him at any price. It refers to “ J. M. Robertson and other 
anti-Socialist writers.” How good men are misunderstood !

Rev. R. J. Campbell, in one of his New Theology Sermons, 
has been trying to improve Edward Fitzgerald’s version of 
Omar Khayyam. Fitzgerald’s sixty-sixth quatrain runs 
thus:—

“  I sent my Soul through the Invisible,
Some letter of that After-life to spell:

And by and by my Soul return’d to me,
And answer’d, ‘ I Myself am Heav’n and Hell.’ ”

Mr. Campbell disregards Fitzgerald's spelling and punctua
tion. Worse still, ho turns the nobly simple “  answer'd ” 
in tho last line into a theatrical and ridiculous “  whispered.”

Tho Christian World maintains that " thero are no proofs 
that, in general, moral qualities— good or bad— are merely a 
matter of brain conformation.” Does the Christian World 
know better than experienced surgeons who, by many 
operations, have demonstrated that moral qualities do 
depend on physical conditions ? Thero was a boy of sixteen 
who was a liar, thief, and bully, without tho least senso of 
moral responsibility. Tho surgeon removed a pieco of bone 
from tho centre of tho skull, and in duo timo tho lad's evil 
dispositions disappeared, and he began to behavo liko a 
normal human being. And thero havo boon many such 
cases. This may be disquieting nows to theologians, but it 
is demonstrably truo.

Bishop Wilkinson is tho most bigoted and unscrupulous of 
Christian apologists; but at the Church Congress ho told tho 
truth about tho relation of Franco to Christianity. “  Wo 
havo there,” ho said, “  tho spectacle of a nation openly, 
ostentatiously, and of a set purposo ignoring God.”  “  Franco, 
as a State,” ho continued, “  has abjured Christianity ; she is 
not, and doos not, profess to bo a Christian nation.”  Tho 
Bishop made this frank confession with tears of sorrow in 
his heart, but ho mado it without any reservation. It is 
encouraging to find a dignitary of tho Church publicly 
admitting that there is at least one civilised nation which 
has had tho courago to throw Christianity overboard.

But Bishop Wilkinson, having given his audience a quart 
of truths, immediately hurled at it a whole pock of false
hoods. IIo repeated, without one blush of guilt, his old lies 
about tho results of secular education. He pretended to 
quoto from relevant official documents to the following 
effect: “  Our houses of correction are crowded with boys 
and girls “  thero is a loss of all notion of respect and 
duty “  tho young criminals spring up liko weeds botwocu 
tho cracks of tho pavement “  juvenilo crime is increasing 
at a truly frightful rato “  our prisons are crowded and too 
small for the alarming increase of young criminals.”  Every
body knows that secular education was adopted in Franco 
some fifteen years ago; and during the interval crime in 
Franco has decreased at a greater rato than in any other 
civilised country. Official statistics tell us that boy ctimo 
had gono down twenty-five por cent., girl crime thirty-five
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per cent., and adult crime almost twenty-five per cent. 
Now, we issue these two challenges to Bishop Wilkinson: 
first, to disprove those official figures, and, second to give 
the sources and exact dates of his oft-trotted-out quota
tions. Let him answer these challenges, or be branded 
as a deliberate falsifier of facts.

Mr. Victor Grayson, M.P., addressing a crowded meeting 
in the Mechanics’ Hall, Saddleworth, the other night, 
declared that Socialism had nothing to do with theology 
or metaphysics. He himself was not an Atheist; he still 
believed that God was good. Perhaps the Almighty will 
take note of it, and feel grateful. There are some people, 
however, who, in view of recent reports of Mr. Grayson’s 
utterances, will be apt to think that it doesn’t much matter 
what he is—Atheist, Theist, Pantheist, or Pottheist.

The Nonconformists assert that, on the Education ques
tion, the Church of England is “  neither sensible nor con
ciliatory.”  Is not this a case of the kettle calling the sauce
pan black? “ The propositions of the Bishop of Manchester,” 
it is alleged, “  show that he and his friends have learnt 
nothing from this long controversy.”  Do not the articles 
and speeches of Free Churchmen show precisely the same 
thing regarding them ? Has Dr. Clifford, for example, learnt 
anything from “  this long controversy ” ? Then “  this long 
controversy ”  has been a woeful waste of time and energy, 
as all religious controversies always are.

“  If the contention between Church and Chapel does not 
cease,” the Daily Chronicle says, “  the nation, in despair, 
will seek peace in the secular solution.”  It is the same as 
saying that the quarrel between certain people enables 
certain other people to get their own back.

Principal Garvie, of New College, in delivering his in
augural address, said that God “  objects to be bullied by 
science.” We wish to ask Dr. Garvie two questions, namely, 
When did science bully God ? and, When did God express 
his objection ? We are not aware that science ever bullied 
the Deity, or had any dealings with him at all. We are, in 
fact, quite certain that the Principal entirely misrepresents 
science in this matter, and ho probably misrepresents the 
Deity to the same extent.

What’s in a name? Nothing, as Shakespeare put the 
question. A rose by any other name would smell as sweet. 
But in some cases a namo is a great deal. Mr. Black is a 
very good namo for an undertaker, and Mr. Cureall is a very 
good name for a doctor. But who wants an undertaker 
called Winkle, or a doctor called Gravestone ? A doctor of 
that namo has just become bankrupt at Chicago. He says 
that few people were strong-minded enough to engage his 
services. But couldn't he change his namo ? Ho might 
surely have discarded Gravestono and adopted Deathless or 
Dynot. A namo containing some such suggestion would 
havo been most advantageous in a Christian city, where 
people bolieve in heaven but keep out of it as long as 
possible.

Mrs. Bcsant lectured (or whatever she calls it now) at tho 
City Temple last week on “  Tho Spiritual Life for tho Man 
of tho World,”  with tho Rov. R. J. Campbell in tho chair. 
What a change from tho old Hall of Science days! The 
lady has been many things— and right overy time. Of 
course.

Miss Beatrice Grimshaw, in The Strange South Sea», dis
plays quite a passion for thoso wonderful islands, whoso 
charm has taxed the verbal resources of many great writers. 
And she tells of a Cingalese steward, who leaned ovor tho 
schooner’s rail as they were leaving Manahiki, and said:
“  He pretty good place, that. All tho timo dancing, singing, 
eating, no working— ho all samo placo as heaven. O my 
God, I plenty wish I stopping there, I no wanting any 
heaven then 1”  Nobody over does want to go to heaven if 
ho has access to a jolly place on earth.

Rev. R. W. Colquhoun, vicar of St. Catherine's, Vontnor, 
has been sermonising “ men on ly”  on tho fatuous old ques
tion, “  The hen or the egg ; which camo first ?”  Wo suggest 
another theme for his eloquence— “ Which came first, tho 
fool or the preacher?”

The Bishop of Stepney “  wants tho working men of this 
country to shove tho old 'bus of the Church of England.” 
Loud cheers from a “  men’s meeting ” — largely consisting of 
persons of the third sex. How different from tho proud old 
text 1—“  Whoso belioveth and is baptised shall be saved, and 
whoso believeth not shall be damned.”  That was how the

clergy talked when they ruled' the roost. Now they say, 
“ For God’s sake, shove our old ’bus up the hill.”

Mr. A. C. Benson has discovered what we have always 
been pointing out in the Freethinker, namely, that religion 
is sadly lacking in humor. “  One of the reasons,” he says, 
“ why the orthodox heaven is so depressing a place is that 
there seems to be no room in it for laughter; it is all harmony 
and meekness, sanctified by nothing but the gravest of 
smiles. What wonder humanity is dejected at the thought 
of an existence from which all possibility of innocent absur
dity and kindly mirth is subtracted—the one thing which 
has persistently lightened and beguiled the earthly pil
grimage.”  Mr. Benson finds little trace of humor in the 
New Testament, but he thinks Christ must have had a good 
share of it. We don’t. Christ wept—he never laughed. 
That was his worst deficiency. But he was like all the other 
founders of religion. They were all very solemn. Other
wise they wouldn’t have done it.

The Duke of Rutland has been bringing his gigantic 
intellect to bear on the Kirkdale by-election. He describes 
the Socialist program as “  one of undiluted atheism, theft, 
and immorality.”  We have nothing to do with the Socialist 
program, but we have something to do with Atheism, and we 
venture to think his lordship doesn’t understand it. He is 
perhaps a better authority on tho other two-thirds of tbo 
prospectus.

A lady reader of tho Freethinker, who has only known it 
recently, asks us who was tho editor of it about twenty-five 
years ago. She has heard that it was a Freethougbt 
champion named Dunn, who confessed on his death-bed that 
his teaching was wrong, and asked his brother, who was a 
staunch Churchman, never to leave his own way of thinking. 
Thus do Christians compose tho history of Freothought! 
The Freethinker, of courso, was founded by Mr. Foote, who 
has always been its editor, and hopes to bo for many a 
year yet.

Stay, there was one year during which Mr. Foote was only 
the nominal editor of tho Freethinker. That was when ho 
was “ doing ” twclvo months for “ blasphemy ” in Holloway 
Gaol. During that twelve months tho paper was conducted, 
first by J. M. Wheeler, and afterwards by Dr. Aveling. So 
Dunn is done.

Rov. Henry Dening, formerly rector of St. Werburgh's 
Bristol, and now, wo boliovo, in chargo of Holy Trinity, 
Fulham, has just been sued by a Bristol firm for £ ‘21 lot 
whisky supplied in 1900 and 1901. The reverend geutlo" 
man did not deny drinking tho whisky, ho pleaded it was 
moro than six years ago, and got off paying through the 
Statute of Limitations. Wo commend this to tho attention 
of tho C. E. S. pooplo. Instead of lying about Secularists as 
“  glorifying whisky,”  they might explain how ono of tbdr 
own apostles got through ¿21 worth of it in twelve m onths-' 
aud bilked tho bill at the finish.

Mr. J. Ramsoy Macdonald should avoid talking cheap 
nonsonso about Atheism. He has really nothing to gajn 
in tho long run by making a fool of himsolf. Speaking 
St. Georgo’s Hall, Bradford, on Sunday, Octobor lil, ho said 
that tho evils of society wore tho result of “  shoor blank 
atheism.”  A roador of ours, a Secularist as woll as ® 
Socialist, asked him for an explanation. Mr. M a c d o n a ld  
replied that ho didn’t mean to refer to individuals, but to 
tho “  ethics of atheism.” What on earth did ho moan 
Whore does ho find any ethics put forward by Atheists tba 
would causo or countenance poverty, ignorance, vico, an 
misory ? Wo invito him to give a clear and straightforwar 
answer.

Obituary.

Fbbethodout in North London lost last week ono g  ̂
sterling soldier from its ranks. Mr. Walter Lupton 1 
suddenly on Tuesday, October 8, from bicmorrhago on  ̂
brain. An ardent Freethinker, ho was woll known 9 
highly respected for his sterling principles aud upright ^  
of character. Ho was buried at Fiucliloy Cemetery ^  
Saturday last, tho funeral address being given by Mr- D̂(j 
Ramsey in tho presence of a largo numbor of relatives 
friends.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

Sunday, October 20, Royal Assembly Hall, South Shields : at 3, 
“  Church, Chapel, and Child ; and the Necessity of Secular 
Education” ; at 7, “  The Bishops, the Lords, and the People.”

October 27, Leicester.
November 3, Stanley Hall, London; 10, Liverpool; 17, Birming

ham ; 24, Stanley Hall, London.
December 1, 8, 15, Queen’s Hall.

To Correspondents.
0. Cohen’s L ectuue E ngagements.— October 27, Glasgow. 

November 3, Workman’s Hall, Romford-road, E. ; 10, Stanley 
Hall, North London; 17, Liverpool; December 1, Birming
ham ; 15, Workman’s Hall, Romford-road, E .—Address: 
241 High-road, Leyton.

J- T. L loyd’s L ecture E ngagements.—November 10, Manchester;
17, Stanley Hall; 24, West Ham. December 22, Holloway.

A- H. L omax.—Sent as desired. Thanks for good wishes. Also 
see “  Acid Drops.”

G. Haswell.—It is as you say. So many people don’t know 
of our existence. Our readers, therefore, do us a great service 
by introducing this journal to their friends and acquaintances. 
We are still ready—and eager—to forward a specimen copy for 
six consecutive weeks to any likely addresses with which we 
•nay be furnished.

W. B arton writes: “ The Freethinker is always full of good 
things, and I look for it every Thursday as a hungry man 
looks for food. If more editors were outspoken we should see 
things move a bit. In the village where I live there are six 
gospel-shops and twelve public-houses, and those that don’ t 
pray drink beer and talk about their cabbages and masters’ 
cows. So you can see what a treat it is to get hold of a paper 
like the Freethinker."
W. Styring.—You do good work in that way. We will give 

the enclosure our attention.
Allison suggests that our article on “ A Blackguard Policy ” 

should be reprinted in leaflet form for distribution at our out
door meetings. He would willingly subscribe towards the cost. 
This correspondent is thanked for his prompt effort to squelch 
another Baker lie—that Joseph Symes lind to flee from England 
twenty-four years ago on account of the “  Leeds orgies.”  
Joseph Symes never “  fled ”  in his life. Ho wasn’t built that
W ay.

• A. Reid writes : “  I quite agreo with your article on Atheism 
and Socialism. We nro all Socialists moro or less : it is a 
question of degree. But I do not see how it is possible, oven if 
Jcsirablo, to stifle individualism, or do away with capital and 
Private enterprise. Your article is very good. We should 
become Freethinkers first and then decide whafc is practical 
Socialism."

Cl T
• J. V oihey.—We don't seo much to criticise in it. The vicar's 
notes in the Townstal Parish Magazine on the Deceased Wife’s 
Sister Bill seem to us very sensible from his own point of view, 
^nd we can’t jump on him because he is a Tory. There must 
“G Tories as well as Liberals. How would the politicians get 
°n else ?

1’. B all.—Many thanks for cuttings.
■ Deciimere.—A good letter, and it will <la good.
' J- J ones.—Wo don't expect to see it in print. The Christian 
8ection of Socialists are about as bigoted as other Christians. 
Dliristian and bigot always were, and always will be, fairly 
“ynonynious.
• Johnbon.—Sorry to miss you on Sunday, and sorrior for the 
causo of your absence from our lectures ; but very glad to hear 
you urn now well enough to attend to buninoss again. The

j, 'footings wore “  records.”  
j ' N uttall.—Just what wo thought.
• STEWART.—Shall be sent. Glad you enjoy reading the Free- 

w li>ikcr} and were “ delighted ” to hear us at Glasgow.
'».Dlack.—Pleased you “ enjoyed yourself immensely " at the 
yunchcstor meetings. Your letter on Secular Education is a 

j toed one, and should provo useful.
' '  • H enderson.—Seo “ Acid Drops.”  Tho most we can make 

JT- Thanks.
” isnART.—Glad to hear you are workingtl.

sUcp r**4'—v**°*-‘  uuul jew ----------a zealously and
a* ^our "  m*88̂ 0n n he N. 8. S. Executive in the 

8 district; hnt wc must reneat, aa oditor of the Freethinker,that?. '?'3trict : Hut wo must repeat, ae VUIVVI. VA vuv — ------------- ,
day 11 'S ^ksolutely no use to send us il long reports by Tues- 
of g " 'p f’ iing. It isn’ t a question of good will ; it is a question 
t0o il8.lnc88 ’ our arrangements cannot 

T, f, ut0, Please i/o remember.
be altered. Too lato is

Tcliiee.—See “  Acid Drops.”  Thanks.
" “ hodoh.—Post it liv all means. Glad you are looking forward

V > u r ';J r is it^ M a n c h e s te r  “ with greater pleasure than 
Tn»*’ r' "  Thanks for cuttings. , .
^ S ecular Society. L imited, office is  at 2 Nowcastle-street, 
'Tv, rr n̂8don-strect, E.C.

“¿ N ational B kcuLar  S ociety’s office i .  at 2 Newcastle-street,
f ariingdon-street, E.C.

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

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

F rienes who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by 
marking the passages to which they wish us to call attention.

Orders for literature should be sent to the Freethought Pub
lishing Company, Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
street, E.C., and not to the Editor.

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

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

Scale of A dvertisements : 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.

Mr. Footo opened the new winter season for the Man
chester Branch on Sunday with two lectures delivered to 
record audiences. The Secular Hall was so full in the 
afternoon that it looked like an evening meeting, and at night 
the hall was crowded in every corner. A considerable 
number of ladies were present at both meetings. The 
utmost enthusiasm prevailed, and the President, who was in 
good form, let himself go, as the saying is. Perhaps for that 
very reason there was but little discussion, although several 
questions were asked and answered. Mr. Jones, the chair
man, made an earnest appeal for new members—we hope 
with a good result.

Tyneside “  saints ”  will note that Mr. Foote is in their 
district to-day (Oct. 20). Ho delivers two lectures, after
noon and evening, in the Royal Assembly Hall, South 
Shields. This is a very large hall, and we bopo tho “  saints ” 
will do their best to fill it. It is thought that the subjects, 
selected by the Branch committee, are likely to attract good 
audiences ; but there is still room for a little personal adver
tising, amongst friends and acquaintances, on the part of the 
local Freethinkers.

Perhaps wo ought to state, for tho benefit of visitors, that 
tho Sunday entrance to tho Royal Assembly Hall is situated 
in Stanhopo-stroot, oil Mile-end-road, close to the railway 
station, and near tho Fowlor-street junction of tho Corpora
tion Tramways. Wo aro also asked to state that somo music 
will bo provided before the evening lecture.

Mr. Cohon had large and enthusiastic audiences at 
Aberdaro on Sunday. His own powers of attraction, and 
Mr. Wishart’s mission work in tho district, brought about 
this happy result. Mr. Cohen says there is a lot of young 
blood in tho movement there, and ho hopes good things for 
tho Branch’s future. They aro very anxious to hear Mr. 
Footo. ____

Tho Eastern Chronicle roported Mr. Cohen’s opening 
lecture at tho Workman’s Hall, Stratford, on “  Christianity 
and Sex.”  Wo understood it was going to give a report of 
Mr. Foote’s lecture in tho Town Hall, but we never saw it.

A Manchester “ saint ”  showed us two copies of Mr. 
Footo’s Bible Romances which ho had bought at tho Secular 
Hall bookstall, and asked us to guess whom thoy were for. 
Wc couldn’t form tho least idea, but it turned out that tho 
recipient was ono of tho best-known of music-hall stars. 
Tho “ saint ”  had been doing a little “  Underground Propa
ganda." Wc hope ho will have many imitators.

Tho Secular Education Lcaguo is organising its first 
Demonstration at tho Memorial Hall, Farringdon-street, on 
Thursday evening, November 7, at 8. Mr. llallcy Stewart, 
M.P., is chairman ; and tho speakers aro Rov. R. J. Campbell, 
C. F. G. Masterman, M.P., Pete Curran, M.P., and the Rov. 
Stewart D. llcadlam. We aro not able to state Pete Curran’s 
religion, if he has an y ; but all the other speakers arc well- 
known Christians.

Saturday’s letters (Oct. 12) were posted on from tho office 
to Mr. Footo at his Manchester hotel. Thoy were not 
delivered on Sunday, nor on Monday. Tho dear Tost Offico 
people, on Monday afternoon, suggested that they might 
turn up "  to-morrow,”  and thought it rather early to com
plain. The language we should like to use is not exactly 
printable. Any correspondent whose letter is not dealt 
with will understand the reason.
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Telepathy Up to Date.

“  To surround anything, however monstrous or ridiculous, 
with an air of mystery, is to invest it with a charm and 
power of attraction which to the crowd is irresistible. False 
priests, false prophets, false doctors, false patriots, false 
prodigies of every kind, veiling their proceedings in mystery, 
have always addressed themselves at an immense advantage 
to the popular credulity, and have been, perhaps, more in
debted to that resource in gaining and keeping for a time the 
upper hand of truth and common sense, than to any half- 
dozen items in the whole catalogue of imposture.”—Charles 
D ickens, Barnaby Rudge, chap, xxviii.

“  I do not believe even eye-witnesses when they tell me 
things opposed to common sense.”—Voltaire.

The American wild tnrkey is a very timid bird, it 
also possesses an insatiable cariosity; if it sees any
thing strange it cannot rest until it has investigated 
it. The hunter knows this failing and works accor
dingly, he lies concealed and waves a bit of cloth 
attached to a stick, the silly bird approaches nearer 
and nearer, until presently he is within easy range 
and falls a victim to his curiosity.

The average human being is endowed with a 
similar failing. Let anything happen out of the 
usual, something he cannot explain, and he straight
way calls in the aid of the supernatural, and grovels 
before the spirits he has conjured—like t'he German 
metaphysician’s camel—from his own sub-conscious
ness. This frame of mind was once universal. Why, 
during the Middle Ages, the appearance of a comet 
of a peculiar shape was enough to throw all the 
population of Europe into convulsions.

The Cagliostro’s, Slade’s, Blavatsky’s, and other 
exploiters of the love of the marvellous—who, like the 
poor, are always with us—whatever may be said of 
their tricks and frauds, were deep students of human 
nature; they touched the weak spots with unerring 
judgment.

To-day, we are a little more advanced; but not 
much. There is the Zancig affair, for instance. 
Towards the close of last year, Mr. and Mrs. Zancig 
were engaged at the Alhambra, in London, to give 
performances as thought-readers Mr. Zancig claimed 
that what he saw, Mrs. Zancig saw ; that, in fact, 
they wore “  two minds with ono Binglo thought.” 
Their show caught on; the occultists and spiritualists 
went about exultant. “ There you are,” they said in 
effect, “  you did not believe us, now you can seo for 
yourself.” And when Mr. Stead had given them a 
testimonial as to tho genuineness of their perfor
mance, the long-eared British public flocked to see 
tho miracle.

Our nation has a reputation for being a practical, 
hard-headed race, not over-given to superstition and 
charlatanry ; but it is humiliating to loam from 
the New York correspondent of tho Daily Chronicle 
that “  the Zancigs toured all over the United 
States giving tho samo kind of performance that 
they are now exhibiting in London, but no 
ono here over attributed to them the powers 
of telepathy.” He adds: “  Thoy attracted mere 
ordinary attention. No scientific speculation of any 
kind was excited by their performances and con
cludes with stating that “ The idea of mental tele
pathy in this connection is ridiculed hero.” As 
Mr. Labouchore observed, it was left for the green
horns of tho London press to bo bamboozled by a 
couple of clever conjurers—to tho sardonic amuse
ment of our cuter Yankee cousins.

Mr. Stead was largely responsible for the vogue of 
tho Zancigs. Thoy gavo a test sitting at his house, 
to prove their power of tolepathy or thought-trans
ference—which, by tho way, Mr. Stead required no 
proof of, as he was a believer already. Now, Mr. 
Stead is a gentleman incapable of fraud or deceit, 
and bravo in tho execution of what ho considers to 
bo his duty. Freethinkers in particular have reason 
to be grateful to him for his championship of tho 
character of Colonel Ingersoll from the filthy and 
malignant slanders of the dirty-minded Dr. Torrey.

* Daily Chronicle, January o, 1907.

This was the more creditable as Mr. Stead is totally 
opposed to the teachings of Colonel Ingersoll. Doubt
less many people were convinced by Mr. Stead’s 
witness to the Zanciga’ marvellous powers. They 
knew that he was incapable of bearing false witness, 
but they never asked themselves the question whether 
he might not have been deceived. They never do, 
these sort of people. It is difficult to tell exactly 
from their words what the Zancigs do claim. As 
Mr. Maskelyne remarked, “ Mr. Zancig is as clever a 
writer as he is a conjurer.” Mr. Zancig talks vaguely 
of their discovery and development of a latent power 
—which we take to be the power of conveying infor
mation by word and sign, unobserved by the 
audience. Then, if you have a sufficiently elaborate 
code of words and signals, you can, in the words of 
Mr. Zancig, occupy “  two minds with a single 
thought.” As to reading other people’s thoughts, 
Mr. Zancig has declared emphatically that they are 
utterly incapable of doing anything of the kind." 
Now, although we cannot find any plain, outspoken 
claim to telepathic powers advanced by the Zancigs 
themselves, still they deceived Mr. Stead into 
believing that they possessed those powers. When 
they gave their test sitting at his house they knew 
perfectly well they did not possess them, and they 
did not trouble to undeceive him.

Having obtained Mr. Stead’s testimonial to their 
telepathic powers, the Zancigs attained the height 
of their popularity ; and if they had lived in the first 
century instead of the the twentieth, they might 
have rivalled Apollonius of Tyana, who performed 
miracles in the presence of the Emperors Vespasian 
and Domitian ; or Alexander of Abonoteichos, who 
claimed to be inspired by iEsculapius, and worked 
the oracle by means of a large tame serpent wearing 
a human mask ;t or they might have entered into 
competition with Christianity by founding a new 
cult. But, unfortunately for their success, they 
lived two thousand years too late. No ono is going 
to claim supernatural, or supernormal, powers at this 
time of day without having their claims—if it is 
sufficiently worth while—challenged and investi
gated. And tho greater their success in deceiving 
the people, tho more sure are they of being ulti
mately unmasked. It was so in the present case; 
the very success of the Zancigs brought about their 
exposure. Mr. Stuart Cumberland, the cleverest 
living exponent of tho Zancigs’ “ art," wrote to the 
Chronicle (Dec. 81, 1906) to say “ There is in the 
Zancigs’ feats about as much application of a sixth 
sense as ono would find in tho interior anatomy of a 
Dutch oyster.” Ho pointed out that Mr. Zancig 
wore a white jacket suit, to be more easily seen 
among tho audionco, and that Mrs. Zancig wore 
glasses of a peculiar make and power, which would 
bo of groat assistance to her in interpreting at a 
distance any signs Mr. Zancig might seek to convoy 
to her. But, as ho very aptly observed, genuine 
tolepathy ought not to bo in need of any such 
assistance. Ho doclared that tho Zancigs did use a 
code, both by word and sign, and concluded :—

“  An extensive experience in all parts of tbo world of 
alleged ‘ occult ’ phenomena and of beings spiritually 
and mentally gifted beyond their fellows in the produc
tion of such phenomena lias taught me that thcro *9 
really nothing inoxplicablo in this direction, and that no 
man is in possession of powers which cannot bo ration
ally dealt with,”

and that if tho Zancigs wished to demonstrate tbo*r 
powers of thought-transference they must necessarily 
submit to conditions under which they would u 
unable to use a code oithor verbal or by sign. Gpo° 
tliis tho Chronicle sent to arrange a meeting with M • 
Zancig. Tho time arrived, but no Mr. Zancig;

* Daily Chronicle, January .'1, 1907. .,
t This clever scoundrel was unmasked by Lucian, tho  ̂

Voltairo—who, by tho way, nearly lost his life in the attempt- ^  
is almost needless to say that his followers were unnffecte j 
Lucian’s exposure, and that ho lived and died adored to 1 l0je]e.

as there are doubtless thousands who still believe in the 
pathy of tho Zancigs, notwithstanding their exposure m 
Chronicle.
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in the course of what the Chronicle describes as “ a 
brief bat illuminating ” interview with Mr. Moul, the 
managing director of the Alhambra. It was made 
clear that the management were not going to allow 
Mr. Zancig to bo interviewed. “ This article in the 
Daily Chronicle,’’ said Mr. Moul, “ is the first attack 
that has been made upon Mr. Zancig, and he doesn’t 
like it at all.” In vain the interviewer pointed out 
that it would be to Mr. Zancig’s advantage to have 
an opportunity of refuting Mr. Stuart Cumberland’s 
charges. No interview could be arranged for love or 
money.

Now, if the Zancigs really possessed the powers 
they were credited with, this conduct was most 
extraordinary. When Mr. Stead wished to test their 
powers they received him with open arms ; but then 
Mr. Stead did not require any proof of telepathy. 
0e was a firm believer in it already, and even believes 
m thought communication with the dead. But when 
Mr. Stuart Cumberland, who disbelieves in telepathy 
—and, what is more, knows all the tricks of the so- 
called thought-readers—asks for a test, he is indig
nantly refused. The fact is they found it easy to 
hoodwink Mr. Stead, hut they knew perfectly well 
that it would not do with Mr. Stuart Cumberland. - 

Then the Chronicle published part of the code 
used; and on the following night several of the 
andience chimed in before Madame Zancig could 
Answer. Here are some of the formulae :—

Why this ?..................................... A pin.
Or th is?.......................................................A watch.
Well this ? ..................................... A card.
You this ? ..................................... A case.
Now this ? ..................................................A paper.

Then Mr. Stead began to hedge a bit. He explained 
that the Zancigs used telepathy and a code; the code 
°nly being used to relieve the strain on their minds! 
Which reminds us of Voltaire’s observation that 
mcantations and arsenic had been known to destroy 
Hocks of sheep. The arsenic and the code being the 
°nly efficacious agents in the respective cases.

Mr. Maskelyno suggested that if there was any
thing in the nature of thought-transferonco “  the 
^kolo matter can bo settled in five minutes.” But 
cf course no notice was taken of this. And after 
Mr. Zancig had publicly admitted from the stage of 
the Alhambra that “ If it were our misfortune to 
l°8e our sight and hearing, wo should not be able to 
^ork," the bubble was pricked for all people capable 

being influenced by faot and logic. For if they 
c°mmunicated by thought alone, the loss of sight 

hoaring would mako no difference. But if, on 
‘ho other hand, they communicated by means of 
c°tlo8—as, indeed, they did—then the loss of sight 
“hd hoaring would render their codes useless. ^

Of course, these performors invent their own 
?°des; but, as a matter of fact, the system was 
Rented by Pinetti in the eighteenth century. 

*80or Trcvori, the society entertainer, sent to the 
hfoniclc a pago of a code ho used fifty years ago, 

it ¡s a romarkablo fact that the majority of 
?rOclos likely to bo producod can bo easily covorod 
y one hundred and ton different forms of questions, 
°U within the compass of an ordinary memory. A 
®ry simple arrangement of phrases suffices for the 
Mes; in the signalling of theso only thirty-sov en 

. Rations are needed. Tho success of the Zancigs 
'^posing on the credulous was duo to tho supp.o- 

°nting their code of words by a code of signs.
And all tho while, as Dr. Andrew Wilson pointed 

dut a letter to the Chronicle, a much moro woq- 
neri'ul ontertainment was being given at the S,;. 
u r g e 's  Hall by Mr. Dovant and his sister. Miss 

°vant is blindfolded with a thick piece ol’ clot i, 
piously handed round to tho audience for exami- 

at»on. Mr. Devant then “ comes among the audi- 
ih C° ’ rec°ivo6 instructions regarding what his sister 
jh f xPocted to do, and she in turn carries out the 
^trucUons to tho letter. This is really wonderful, 

Cause there is an utter absence—apparent absence, •

• Chronicle, January 3, 1007.

at least—of all communication between the two. 
There is nothing of the ‘ This please’ or ‘ Now 
please ’ about the entertainment; all is accomplished 
in silence.” As Dr. Wilson remarked, a claim for 
telepathy would certainly be far better supported by 
the facts of St. George’s Hall than by those of the 
Alhambra. “ Comparing the Alhambra and St. 
George’s Hall performances, I wonder to find that 
people are puzzled over the former feats.” :::

As Miss Devant was blindfolded, signs were out of 
the question; and as Mr. Devant did not speak, they 
could not use a code of words. Why, then, did not 
they create a sensation, and get boomed by the 
London press, like the Zancigs ? Because they did 
not pretend to the possession of mystical powers, or 
to be more highly gifted than ordinary people. They 
honestly declared that all their wonderful perfor
mance was accomplished by natural, physical means. 
Therefore they did not appeal to the bump of wonder 
of the gaping multitude.

It is amusing to note that Mr. Harold Begbie, who 
lately assumed the role of the superior person and— 
with asinine gravity—lectured us upon our want of 
reverence, recorded his conviction that the Zancigs 
obtained their results by the aid of hypnotism. A 
little less reverence in his composition would have 
saved him from a foolish blunder. We hope it will 
take a little of the starch out of this very cocky 
individual.

And where are all the gentlemen who were so 
anxious to assure the public there was no deception ? 
Mr. Harold Begbie, Mr. Sinnett, Mr. Stead ? Do 
they come forward to explain that they were mis
taken ? Not a bit of it. They lie low, and will 
probably be on hand to testify to the mystic powers 
of the next charlatan who succeeds in mystifying
th eI’Ubli0- W. MiHN.

Leicester’s Mayor Visits the Secularists.

It is so unusual in this country for a Secular Society 
to receive civic recognition that a record of tho visit 
of the Mayor to the Leicester Secular Hall in order 
to open the Society’s Bazaar should be of some 
general interest. Alderman Sir Edward Ward, J.P., 
is tho most prominent citizen of the town, a wealthy 
morchant, a Liberal in politics, and a Nonconformist 
in religious views. Ho very readily consented to 
appear at tho function when approached on the 
subject by Mr. Sydney A. Gimson, tho President of 
tho Society. A good muster of members and friends 
greeted tho Mayor as, wearing his chain of office, ho 
stepped into the gaily-decorated Hall, whero seven 
stalls were prepared to dispense, at moderate prices, 
articles of linen, ilanneletto, hosiery, together with 
china, books, dolls, fruit, flowers, etc., the Freethinker 
being laid for salo on the bookstall. Among tho 
contributors to tho Bazaar were tho Secular Society, 
Limited, the Failsworth Secular Sunday-school, and 
friends in various parts of tho country. Over tho 
platform wore suspended the portraits of tho Society’s 
two chief apostles, Michael Wright (died in 1881) 
and Josiah Gimson (died in 188:1). To tho latter 
gontloman, who had once served as a member of the 
Town Council, tho Mayor made sympathetic allusions, 
as also to his old friend, Mr. W. H. Holyoak, whoso 
doath had recently occurred, and whom he esteemed 
as good workmen, and as men of honor and sterling 
integrity. He had read the rules and principles of 
the Society, and, while he could not agree with tho 
whole, ho was yet in full sympathy with nearly all 
their practical aims. He recognised that the Society 
tried to roar good citizens, to raise humanity, and to 
promote tho happiness of tho people. He thanked 
the members for inviting him to bo present, and 
then declared the Bazaar open.

The vote of thanks to tho Mayor was moved by 
Mr. F. J. Gould, seconded by the vice-president, Mr.

• Chronicle, January 3, 1307.
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William Wilber, and carried with the heartiest good 
feeling. Before the formal portion of the proceed
ings terminated, Mr. Sydney Gimson announced that 
Sir Edward Ward had contributed £10 to the Bazaar 
Fund.

The takings on the opening day (Saturday, Oct 12) 
exceeded £50, and the Bazaar continued on Monday 
and Tuesday. p< j  Gould>

The Famous “ Whisky Hymn.”

What though a good precept we strain 
Till hateful and hurtful we make it 1 

What though, in thus pulling the rein,
We may draw it so tight as to break it 1 

Abroad we forbid folks to roam,
For fear they get social or frisky ;

But of course they can sit still at home, 
And get dismally drunk upon whisky.

Then, though we can’t certainly tell 
How mirth may molest us on Monday ; 

At least, to begin the week well,
Let us all be unhappy on Sunday.”

For a considerable time the Christian Evidence Society’s 
lecturers in London, including the Rev. A. J. Waldron, have 
been telling their credulous audiences that the National 
Secular Society had a hymn in its Hymn-Book in “  glorifi
cation of Whisky.”  In an unfortunate moment, the C. E. S. 
secretary, being invited by the N. S. S. secretary to give a 
reference, indicated the last four lines of a “  hymn ” 
entitled “ Let Us All be Unhappy on Sunday ”  in an ancient 
publication, long out of print, edited by Charles Watts and 
Austin Holyoake in 1871, called “ The Secularist's Manual 
of Songs and Ceremonies.” The malicious numskulls of the 
C. E. S. were, or pretended to be, unable to see that the 
verses in question were satirical. They treated their easy 
dupes to the last four lines of the fifth verse entirely divorced 
from the context, and asked them to believe that the 
Secularists advised people to sit at home and get drunk on 
Sundays. Well, it turns out that the verses were actually 
reprinted from the highly respectable and orthodox Black
wood's Magazine. They were included (pp. 120-122) in a 
volume published by William Blackwood and Sons, in 1879, 
entitled “ Songs and Verses, Social and Scientific, by an Old 
Contributor to M aga" — the author of them being really 
Lord Neaves. This volume was a collection of pieces that 
had been printed and circulated long before, and were 
brought together “  in the hopes of preserving or reviving in 
the minds of those who were then pleased to approve of 
them a recollection of the feelings that attended their first 
reception.”  (Preface). We think it advisable to reproduce 
the whole of this particular satire—from a volume of satires. 
Secularists can keep this copy of the Freethinker by them, 
and dispose of any C. E. S. blackguard whom they may find 
talking again about this dirty mare’s-nest. We may even 
reprint it, with this introduction, in leaflet form, by way of 
exposing the tactics of these champions of what Shelley 
called “  the bloody faith.”

“ LE T US ALL BE UNHAPPY ON SUNDAY.

A LYRIC FOR SATURDAY NIGHT.

Air— We bipeds made up o f  fra il clay.

We zealots, made up of stiff clay,
Tho sour-looking children of sorrow,

While not over-jolly to-day,
Resolve to be wretched to-morrow.

Wo can’t for a certainty tell
What mirth may molest us on Monday ;

But, at least, to begin tho week well,
Let us all bo unhappy on Sunday.

Correspondence.

IS MR. ROBERTSON CONSISTENT?
TO THE EDITOR OF “  THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir,— We have had Mr. J. M. Robertson at Keighley, in tho 
Municipal Hall, giving a lecture, entitled “  Liberalism and 
Socialism,” under the auspices of the Liberal Association. 
A discussion followed the lecture, and I thought myself jus
tified in asking Mr. Robertson to give us his reason for his 
action during the Jarrow election some weeks ago. The fol
lowing is a copy of the written question which I sent up :— 
“ Is it true that Mr. Robertson at the Jarrow election worked 
on behalf of the Free Church candidate and Simple Bible 
Teaching whilst there was in the field a man pledged to the 
Secular Solution ? If so, how can ho justify such action 
with his Freethought ?”

Mr. Robertson gave no reply. I  did not like putting off in 
such a manner; therefore I waited outside the ante-room for 
Mr. Robertson. When he put in an appearance I  politely 
asked him his reason for not replying to the written question. 
The reason he gave was, in my opinion, altogether beside the 
mark ; in fact, it was an evasive answer. Ho said : “  I think 
I was justified when seventeen of the Labor members voted 
against the Secular Solution.”

Surely, sir, this is not Mr. Robertson’s usual mode of 
reasoning, for in tho opinion of most of us I think he would 
bo laughed out of court. I also asked him if tho statement 
of the Northern Echo about a lecturo by him was true; that 
is, that he delivered a lecturo in aid of tho Primitive 
Methodist Church funds at Gosforth. Mr. Robertson's reply 
was that, in his election campaign, tho Primitivo Methodists 
at Gosforth were kind enough to place their school at bis 
disposal, and a short time afterwards they asked him to give 
them a lecture, which ho did. Ho declared ho had no know
ledge as to tho funds, and that it did not mako any difference 
to him whether they raised anything or not on behalf of the 
Church fund.

I drow his attontion to tho paragraph in tho Freethinker 
of October 0, but ho pooh-poohed that journal, saying he 
never read tho Freethinker, but ho was continually hearing 
of himself being vilified in its columns. This, I told 
Robortson, I did not believe. I next charged Mr. Robertson 
with being a contributor to tho columns of this journal at 
ono time, to which ho gave an emphatic denial. To my 
disgust, Mr. Robertson seemed to scorn tho papor. I np1 
sure, Mr. Editor, that Mr. Robertson occupies a position >n 
this matter no Freethinker could envy.

II. C. S iiackletoH*

That day, tho calm season of rest,
Shall come to us freezing and frigid ;

A gloom all our thoughts shall invest,
Such as Calvin would call over-rigid.

With sermons from morning till night,
We’ll strive to bo decent and dreary :

To preachers a praise and delight,
Who ne’er think that sermons can weary.

All tradesmen cry up their own wares ;
In this they agree well together:

Tho Mason by stone and lime swears;
Tho Tanner is always for leather.

The Smith still for iron would g o ;
The Schoolmaster stands up for teaching; 

And the Parson would have you to know, 
There’s nothing on earth like his preaching.

The face of kind Naturo is fair ;
But our system obscures its effulgence:

How sweet is a breath of fresh air 1
But our rules don’t allow the indulgence. 

These gardens, their walks and green bowers, 
Might be free to the poor man for one day ; 

But no, the glad plants and gay flowers 
Mustn’t bloom or smell sweetly on Sunday.

[Mr. Robertson was never a contributor to tho Freethinker- 
Perhaps our correspondent lias a confused memory of Mr. Robert
son’s contributions to our old monthly magazine, Progress. R 
absurd for Mr. Robertson to talk of his being vilified in the Free 
thinker. We have criticised his public action in regard to * 
important public question, and we defy him, or any friend of ’ 
to point to a single objectionablo word in our comments. ’ 
Robertson has always been a free critic of othor men’s saying 
and doings. Must we write him down as ono of the critics 'V 
cannot bear criticism?—E ditor.)

IIARMSWORTH’S HISTORY OF TIIE WOULD-
TO THE EDITOR OF "  THE FREETHINKER.”  ,

Sir,—T he Harmsworths aro now publishing a llist°r'J 0̂  
the World, which doubtless will liavo a large sale. jj 
recent advertisement in tho Daily Mail wo aro told tha^.jj 
tho great scenes in tho pageant of tho world’s history ”   ̂
bo found in tho pictures with which its pages aro ado^ i 
Theso will include "Peter tho Hermit preaching tho ,Q 
Crusade, and rousing tho llowcr of Christendom to go ° u -ji 
battle with the Infidel." Evidently tho Freethinkers 
catch it. But it seems that Professor E. Ray LanRc  ̂
Dr. Arclidall Reid, and Dr. Saleeby aro to contribute ar 1 
They are all evolutionists. I do not know whether they 
to bo included amongst the " llower of Christendom 0
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present day. Does the head of the family of Harmsworths 
include himself? A history of the world, by whomsoever 
published, should bo judicially edited, and not pander to the 
ignorant crowd. Can a “ history of the world ” ignore the 
history of Freethought ? What would the history of the 
world be like without the Freethinkers ? Really, it is about 
time that we had a little less humbug. People are not all 
fools. The Harmsworths have done fairly well by trading 
on the credulity of the people. A year or so ago the Daily 
Mail published an article, entitled “ A Revolution in Thought,” 
referring to Darwinism. It subsequently published a leDgthy 
correspondence, “  Should the Clergy Criticise the Bible ?” 
Since then various articles and letters have been printed of 
an evolutionary and Freethought nature. But in a leading 
article on the Church Congress the Daily Mail reverted to 
its old policy as “ defender of the faith.” Huxley’s views 
were misrepresented, calling forth a repudiation from Mr. 
Leonard Huxley, as was reprinted in last week’s Freethinker. 
The Harmsworths continue to issue religious periodicals, 
printing lies and legends as though they were facts. Which 
side do they intend to finally take ? Perhaps, assisted by 
the Bishop of London, they intend to lead a last crusade, 
rousing the present “  flower of Christendom,” whoever they 
day be, to go out to battle with the Infidel. The chief of 
the clan happens to be a Freethinker himself. But what 
•foes that matter where money and notoriety are to be 
gained ? The Harmsworths should next issue a “  History 
of Successful Humbugs,”  edited by Lord Northcliffe, the 
proprietor of the Daily Mail. It probably would sell very

ATHEISM AND SOCIALISM.
TO THB EDITOR OF “  THE FREETHINKER.”

S ir ,— It is certainly very rarely that Mr. Foote can be 
justly accused of writing ineptly, but unless I am greatly 
mistaken he must plead guilty when he wrote as he did in 
last week's issue to the effect that “  Atheism is primarily 
mtollectual and moral, Socialism is primarily economical and 
Political.”  Had he said the former was intellectual while 
fho latter was economical, it would, for me, have passed 
muster, though the antithesis is not good ; but, as an Agnostic 
Socialist, I object that either Atheism or Socialism should be 
Put down as being other than intensely concerned with 
moral considerations. Both these great world-movements 
are but means to an end, that end boing humanitarian in the 
^idest sense of the term. They are complementary. The 
Socialist seeks to strike the fetters from the body, and free 
¡jj! tho Atheist soeks to perform the samo offico for the mind. 
Those who say that a study of Socialism docs not load to 
Agnosticism must have had a very different experience from 
^hat mine lias been. That tho wave of Socialism which 
has recently swept over tho land has washod up many new
born Socialists who still retain their Christianity very little 
‘mpaired, is probably true; but as their Socialist days, so 
?hall not their Christian strength be. It would be interest- 
Ing to know of just what their Christianity consists— I 
Jmian thoso who repudiated tho charge of Atheism so 
mdignantly at tho Kirkdalo election. It seems inconcciv- 
aolo to mo that Socialism and Atheism—tho former tho 
8reat dynamic, tho latter tho great liberator—can bo 
SeParatcd indefinitely. ____  ^  F rayn .

,, ITliis correspondent entirely overlooks the important word 
Primarily ”  in tho sentence ho quotes from us. We see no 

cason for not standing by what we wrote. But wo allow our 
^respondent his own opinion without calling him “ inept.”

SOUTH AFRICAN NATIVES.
TO THE EDITOR OF “  THE FREETHINKER.”

¡u ,li>—It is rarely ono can question statements appearing 
?on °Ur i ° urnal, tho Freethinker, but I would like to call 
of attcntion to an Acid Drop of tho 2!)th ult. You speak 

Bushmen and Koronas hastening to extinction through 
' ’ hit'1" an<̂  v*co' ^ ru o ; but not owing to any fault of the 
uati 0 toan, for thoso races are tho most depraved of tho 
afta- ,es' and thoy aro only happy in their vico. Woro I  not 
t^at taking UP too much of your timo, I could show you 
anx:*™8 has always been s o ; but tho point I am particularly 
to tl°US- *° cah y°ur attention to is tho treatment meted out 
You 10 ’utolligont natives— tho Zulus, Basutos, Rondos, etc. 
o a r t^ ^  those natives aro treated as "th o  scum of tho

ttaVehr 1 flve yoars’ rosidonco in Kimberloy, and having 
4ciMla-1, ovor tho Colony fairly often, obtaining a personal 
I can 'f an.co several towns and dorps of tho Colony,
than „  ify to tho following being rather tho general rule 
i4ces) lcr"isO' Facilities (equal to thoso of tho white 
°1 et)u ur°. offered natives to reach a very efficient standard 

cation— which many take advantage of.

On every hand we find the educated native holding clerical 
posts of responsibility as clerks in Post Office, Government 
Buildings, Stores, etc., Interpreters at the Courts of Justice, 
Letter-carriers, and Telegraph Messengers, “  Baas-boys ” 
over gangs of other natives, Mechanics, etc. Surely this 
does not look like tyrannical subjection. I deeply regret 
that so much power is entrusted to the so-called missionary 
to enable him to instil into the native such ideas as he will, 
for I am convinced that the native is not trained by these 
people to utilise his intellect to the greatest benefit to him
self and his race.

My reason for troubling you is, that I felt the subject one 
of sufficient interest, and have found, during my short stay 
here, that the subject of the “  Treatment of the South 
African Native ” is so entirely misunderstood on the British
^ es ‘ F rank T immins.

LIBELLING THE DEAD.
TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

S ir ,— In Barrington on the Statutes (1769), under “  Obser
vations on Westm. Primer,”  page 83, the writer, dealing 
with libels, and, after mentioning the first rule, goes on to 
sa y :—

“  The next rule was not extra-judicial, but can never be 
supported to the extent in which it is delivered, without a 
limitation of time. The rule is, that, if the person libelled 
is dead, when the defamation is published, the offender is 
equally punishable, as it may provoke the friends and rela
tions of the deceased to revenge.”

And there is something very quaint in what follow s; that 
“  If the dead person libelled is a magistrate, it is a reflection 
on government, which never dies.” :;:

This statute was passed in the year 1272, and it would be 
interesting to know whether a case could be fought under 
this law at the present time.

It is certainly time that something was done to protect the 
honor of our noble dead and bring their traducers to book in 
the open court, in the view of all m en; for it is useless 
scotching the lies of these ghouls who rake up dead men’s 
bones, because these lies are only repeated directly your 
back is turned. J oseth C hambers.

DID NOT NEED TO BE CONFIRMED.
Bishop Talbot, for years the “  Cowboy Bishop ”  of 

Wyoming and Idaho, often found himself faced by unusual 
problems.

At the close of ono of his meetings, a man who was known 
as the “  Colonel,” said to him quietly: “  I should like to ask 
you a fow questions, if you do not object.”

“  I shall bo only too glad to answer them, if I can, 
Colonel. Pleaso proceed.”

“ Well, Bishop, do you think that my wife is a good 
woman ? ”

“  Ono of tho best I havo ever known.”
“ Do you think she is a Christian ? ”
“  If sho is not, I should doubt whether any of us could bo 

so considered.”
“  Well, now—er, do you think sho will make it ? ”
“  What is that, Colonel ? ”
“  Do you think my wife will got in ? ’ ’ .
A great light broke upon tho Bishop, but appearing not 

to understand, ho said: “  Excuse mo, Colonel, but pleaso 
explain.”

“  I simply mean this, Bishop: Do you think that St. Peter 
will lot the old lady pass through the pearly gates ? ”

“ I havo no doubt of it, Colonel; so far as my opinion is 
worth anything, I cannot for a moment doubt it.”

“  Well, then, if that is so, I do not think I shall bo 
confirmed. I do not see any ncod for it. You see, Bishop, 
it is just this way, if tho old lady gets in and thoy lock the 
door against tho old man, she will simply raise Cain until 
sho gets mo in, and she is sure to succeed.”

In vain tho Bishop tried to show tho Colonel that his 
position was untenable. The latter’s faith in his wife’s 
influence was too strong to bo shaken by anything the 
clergyman could say.

* It appears by Wraynham’s Trial, 16 Jam. I., that Sir 
Edward Coke plumed himielf much upon the having introduced 
this second rule as law. “  My Lord, yon know that the slander 
of a dead man is punishable in this court [viz., tho Star Chamber], 
as Lewis Pickering is able to tell you, whom I caused here to be 
censured for a slander against an Archbishop that was dead ; for 
justice lives, though tho party bo dead, and such slanders do 
wronge tho living posterity, and alliance of the man deceased.”— 
St. Tr„ vol vii., p. 108.
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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.
W est H ah B ranch N. S. S. (Workman’s Hall, Romford-road, 

Stratford): 7.B0, Mr. Gregory, “ The Missing Link in Religion.”  
Selections by the Band before Lecture.

Outdoor.
B ethnal G reek B ranch N. S. S .: Victoria Park (near the 

Fountain), 3.30, G. Aldred, “  The Evolution of Religion.”
Camberwell B ranch N. S. S. : Station-road, 11.30, Guy A. 

Aldred, a Lecture. Brockwell Park, 3.15, Louis B. Gallagher, 
a Lecture.

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

COUNTRY.
Glasgow: Secular Hall, Brunswick street—Joseph McCabe, 

12 (noon), “ The Papacy and Modern Thought” ; 6.30, “ The 
Scientific Basis of Secularism.”

M anchester B ranch N. S. S. (Secular Hall. Rusholme-road) 
6.30, William Simpson, “ Truth-seeking and Truth-finding.”

South Shields (Royal Assembly Hall) : G. W. Foote, 3 
“ Church, Chapel, and Child ; and the Necessity of Secular Edu 
cation 7, “  The Bishops, the Lords, and the People.”

W est Stanley B ranch N.S. S. (I. L. P. Institute); 3, Busi 
ness meeting.

Outdoor.
E dinburgh B ranch N. S. S. : The Meadows, 3, a Debate; 

The Mound, 7, a Lecture.
H uddersfield B ranch N. S. S . : Market Cross, Saturday, at 

8, Geo. T. Whitehead, a Lecture.
M r . W ishart’s M ission.

H uddersfield : Thursday. Oct. 17, Market Cross, at 7, “ The 
Bible and Our Children Saturday, Oct. 19, Market Cross, at 8, 
“  The Salvation Army, a Fraud ” ; Sunday, Oct. 20, Friendly 
and Trades’ Societies’ Hall, 7, “ Beware of the New Theology.”

L eeds : Friday, Oct. 18, Branch Meeting and Address in 
Clarion Club, 125 Albion-street, at 8.

D ewsbury : Sunday, Oct. 20, Market Cross, if possible.

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

IB, X BELIEVE,

TH E BEST BOOK
ON THIS SUBJECT.

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

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

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

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

Holmes'B pamphlet.......is an almost unexceptional statement
of the Neo-Malthnsianism theory and praotico.......and through
out appeals to moral feeling.......The spocial value of Mr.
Holmes's servioo to the Neo-Malthusian cause and to human 
well-being generally is just his combination in his pamphlet 
of a plain statement of the physical and moral need for family 
limitation, with a plain account of the moans by which it can be 
seoured, and an offor to all ooncorned of the requisites at the 
lowest possible prices.”

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

Orders should be soct to tho author,
J. R. HOLMES, EAST HANNEY, WANTAGE.

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

Thwaites’ Celandine Lotion.
Cures inflammation in a few hours, Neglected or badly doctored 
oases. 3 or 4 days is sufficient time to oure any case. For sore 
and Inflamod Eyolida. Nothing to equal the Lotion for Dimness 
of Sight. Will remove Skin or Film that sometimes grows on 
the Eye. As the eye is one of the most sensitive organa of tho 
body, it needs the most careful treatment.

Cnllpeper says in his Herbal Book that if the virtues of 
Celandine were generally known it would spoil the spectacle- 
makers’ trade. Is. l£d. per bottle, with directions ; by port 14 
stamps.

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

FOUR LANTERN LECTURES
WILL BE GIVEN BY

Mrs. H. BRADLAUGH BONNER
IN

S O U T H  P L A C E  I N S T I T U T E ,
SOUTH PLACE, FINSBURY,

ON

Tuesday Evenings, October 22nd and 29th, 
and November 5th and 12th.

SUBJECT:

“ The Evolution of the Idea of Hell.”

The Chair will be taken at Eight o'clock each evening.

Prices of Admission ... Is., 6d., and 3d.
Coubse T ickets—Reserved Seats (numbered), 3s.; Unreserved, 2s.
Ticket* may be procured at the Institute and of the R.P.A., LUi-< 

Nos. 5 and 6 Johnson's Court, Fleet Street, E.C.

FROM FICTION TO FACT.
By FRED. BONTE.

(LA TH  A PRISON M IN IST E R  J

The History of a Conversion from Catholicise1 
to Secularism.

Second Edition— Revised and Enlarged.

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

SIXTY-FOUR PAGES.
P R I C E  O N E  P E N N Y .

Order of your Newsagent at once.

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

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

By G. W.  F O O T E .

"  I havo read with groat ploasure your Book of Qod. You ha 
shown with perfect clc..rnosa tho absurdity of Doan Farr®r 
position I congratulate you on your book. It will do groat g°  ̂
because it is filled with tho best of sonso expressed with for«0 ft 
beauty."—Colonel I noebsoll. ^

11A volume we strongly recommend........Ought to be h*
hands of every earnest and sincoro inquiror."—Reynolds’t R
paper.

Bonnd in Stont Pnpor Covers- - i /*
Bound in Good C l o t h ...........................2/-

Take a Road o f Your Own
Or, Individuality and Mental Freedom 

By COLONEL R. O. INGERSOL&
PRICE ONE PENNY ______ ^

QEASIDF, HOLIDAYS.—Comfortable Apartme^
O  bath, piano; ploasant country outlook ; twelve minn o0.
Moderato terms.—S m it h , “  Nirvana," The Grove, nou
Sea.

“ T YCEUM ” SCHOOL OF LANGUAjJJ
J_j  59-61 N ew O xford-street, W.C.—All Languages

Translations undertaken. Special terms to Freethinker • clflS' 
taught by the Principal, who is French, good EngliSB, 
sical scholar, and an ardent Frocthinkcr..
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T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y ,
(LIMITED)

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

Chairman of Board of Directore—Mk. G. W. FOOTE. 
Secretary—E. M. VANCE (Miss),

This Society was formed in 1338 to ailord legal aeourity to the 
•oqniaicion and application of funds for Secular purposes.

The Memorandum of Association seta forth that the Society's 
Objects are:—To promote the principle that human conduct 
ahould be based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super
natural belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 
8nd of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
To promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com
plete secularisation of the State, eto., etc. And to do all such 
lawful things as are conducive to such objects. Also to have, 
bold, reoeive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
or bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of 
the purposes of the Society.

The liability of members Is limited to £1. in aase the Society 
should ever be wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover 
liabilities—a most unlikely contingency.

Members pay an entrance fee of ten shillings and a subsequent 
yearly subscription of five shillings.

The Society has a considerable nnraher of members, but a much 
larger number is desirable, and it Is doped that some will be 
Rainod amongst those who read this announcement. All who join 
(t participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of

resources. It is oxprossly provided in the Articles of Associa
tion that no member, os such, shall derive any sort of profit from 
lbs Sooiety, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 
any way whatever.

The Society's affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
Directors, consisting of not less than five and not more than 
‘waive members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

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 Sooiety, Limited, 
oan reoeive donations and bequests with absolute security. 
Those who are in a position to do so are invited to make 
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s favor in the:r 
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 c f 
administration. No objection of any kind has been raised in 
connection with any of the wills by which the Society bes 
already been benefited.

The Sooiety's solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Battcock i3 
Rood-lane, Eenchurch-street, London, E.O.

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

Friends of the Sooiety who have remembered it in their willr, 
or who intend to do so, should formally notify tho Secretary cf 
the foot, 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:
OR,

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

By J O S E P H  S Y M E S .

A New Edition. Price THREE PENCE.
Post free, THREE PENCE HALFPENNY.

t HE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.O.

Works by “ SALADIN.”
(W. STEWART ROSS.)

GOßm a n d  h is
Now Edition, 
post free 3s. 3d.

BOOK.
880 pp., cloth, gold-lettered. Prico 3s.,

w ir
^ oman

* rico
JANET

*He

* '» « «  :
Jfor Glory, Ilcr Shame, and Her God. In two 
New Edition. Crown 8vo, cloth, gilt-lcttercd.
*c9 pp. Price 2s. fid., post free 2s. 9d. Vol. ii 
■* rice 2s. fid., post free 2s. 9d.

SMITH.
A ,Promiscuous Essay on Woman.

Ncc 2s. fid., post freo 2s. Od.
h o ly  l a n c e .

p Kpidodo of the Crusades, and Other 
rown 8vo, 228 pp. (uniform with Janet Smith).

P0«t free 28. 9d.
BOOK OF VIRGINS.

p Lays and Legends of the Church and 
~r°wn 8vo, 224 pp. (uniform with Janet Smith).
P°«t free 2g. 9d.

IRDS OF p r a y .
;ound uniform with Janet Smith, etc. Prico 2s. Gd., post 

lt°e 2s. 9d.

volumes. 
Vol. i., 

, 2G8 pp.

Crown 8vo, 224 pp.

Monographs. 
Prico 23. Gd.

the World. 
Price 2s. Gd.

'Hu
b o t t o m l e ss  p it .

t¿ ¡B cü ™ rv rfr«“ u e ‘on‘ *¿tem .l Torment (Uniform with 
' W  Smith). Prico 2s. Cd., post free 2a. Ju.

THE MAN SHE LOVED.
A Novel. Recently issnod. Crown 8vo, cloth, gold-lettered, 
428 pp. Price 3s., post froe 3s. 4d.

ROSES AND RUE.
Being Random Notes and Sketches. Large Crown 8vo, 
gold and silver letters. Price 3s., post freo 3s. 3d.

ISAURE AND OTHER POEMS.
Cloth, gold-lettered. Price 2s., post free 2s. 2d.

THE BOOK OF “ AT RANDOM.”
A Brilliant Dissertation. Largo crown 8vo, cloth, gold 
lettored, 205 pp. Price 3s., post free 3s. 3d.

THE CONFESSIONAL.
Romish and Anglican. An Exposure. Now edition. Price 
Is., post free Is. Id.

DID JESUS CHRIST RISE FROM THE DEAD?
The Evidences for the Resurrection Tried and Found 
Wanting. Prico Gd., post free 7d.

THE WHIRLWIND SOWN AND REAPED.
A Noveletto. Crown 8vo., G4 pp., in wrapper. Post free 7d.

PORTRAIT OF SALADIN (Life-like Photographic).
Cabinet size. By W. Edward Wright. Price Is. Gd., post 
freo Is. 7d. Packed safely in millboard.

May be obtained from—
The Pioneer Press,

2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-ßtreet, London, E .C .



672 THE FREETHINKER OCTOBER 20, 1907

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

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 2id.

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

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

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

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

CRIMES OF CHRISTIANITY. Hundreds of references are 
given to standard authorities. No pains have beon spared to 
make the work a complete, trustworthy, final, unanswerable 
Indictment of Christianity. The Tree is judged by its 
Fruit. Cloth (214 pp.), 2s. 6d., post 3d.

COMIC SERMONS AND OTHER FANTASIA8. 8d., post Id.
DARWIN ON GOD. Containing all the passages in the works 

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

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

DROPPING THE D E V IL: and Other Free Church Per
formances. 2d., post id.

FLOWERS OF FREETHOUGHT. First Series, cloth, 2s. 6d., 
post 3d. Second Series, cloth 2s. 6d., post 3d.

GOD SAVE THE KING. An English Republican's Coronation 
Notes. 2d., post id.

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 lid .

INTERVIEW WITH THE DEVIL. 2d., post id.
IS SOCIALISM SOUND? Four Nights’ Pnblio Debate with 

Annie Besant. Is., post lid . ; cloth, 2s., post 2id.
INGERSOLLISM DEFENDED AGAINST ARCHDEACON 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

THE BIBLE GOD. 2d., post id.
THE ATHEIST SHOEMAKER and the Rev. Hugh Price 

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

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

Wilson Barret’s Play. 6d., post lid .
THE DYING ATHEIST. A Story. Id., post id.
THEISM OR ATHEISM? Public Debate between G. W- 

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

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

THE JEWISH LIFE OF CHRIST. Being the Sepher Toldoth 
Jeihu, or Book of the Generation of Jesus. Edited, with »n 
Historical Preface and Voluminous Notes, by G. W. Foote 
and J. M. Wheeler. 6d., post Id.

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

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

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

WHO WAS THE FATHER OF JESUS? 2d., post id. 
WILL CHRIST SAVE US? 6d., post Id.

WORKS BY COLONEL INGERSOLL.
A CHRISTIAN CATECHISM. One of the most useful and 

brilliant of Colonel Ingersoll’s pamphlets. Gd., post Id.
ART AND MORALITY. 2d., post id.
A WOODEN GOD. Id., post id.
CREEDS AND SPIRITUALITY. Id., post id.
CRIMES AGAINST CRIMINALS. 3d., post id 
DEFENCE OF FREETHOUGHT. Five Hours’ Address to 

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

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

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

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

post id.
MYTH AND MIRACLE. Id., post id.
ORATION ON LINCOLN. 3d., post id.
ORATION ON THE GODS. 6d., post Id.
ORATION ON VOLTAIRE. 3d., post id.
ORATION ON WALT WHITMAN. 3d., post Id.
REAL BLASPHEMY. Id., post id.

REPLY TO GLADSTONE. With a Biography by the 1»*® 
J. M. Wheeler. 4d., post Id.

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

SHAKESPEARE. Gd., post Id.
SKULLS. 2d., post id.
SOCIAL SALVATION. 2d., post id.
SOME MISTAKES OF MOSES. 13G pp.. on superfine p »£ r! 

cloth 2s. Gd., post 3d. ; paper Is., post lid . Only comp16 
edition in England. Accurate as Colonso and us fascinati 
as a novel. Abridged Edition, 1G pp. Id., post id. 

SUPERSTITION. Cd., post Id.
TAKE A ROAD OF YOUR OWN. Id., post id.
TIIE CHRISTIAN RELIGION. 3d., post id.
THE COMING CIVILISATION. 3d., post id.
THE DEVIL. Gd., post Id.
T nE  DYING CREED. 2d., post id.
THE GHOSTS. Superior Edition, Sd., post id,
THE HOLY BIBLE. Gd., post Id.
THE HOUSEHOLD OF FAITH. 2d., post id. )l0
THE LIMITS OF TOLERATION. A Discussion w i* V  

Hon. F. D. Coudcrt and Gov. S. L. Woodford. 2d..P0B 
THE THREE PHILANTHROPISTS. 2d., post lid .
WHAT IS RELIGION? Colonel Ingereoll’s Last &®st 

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