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Les prétres ne sont pas ce qu'un vain peuple pense,

Notre crédulité fait toute leur science.
—Voltaire.

“You Wicked Man!”

READERS of last week’s Freethinker will recollect the
report of the Secular Education League’s Demonstra-
tion at the Memorial Hall, and some remarks of my
own on the subject in “ Sugar Plums.” | am sorry
to have to return to the subject this week, but I
cannot very well avoid doing so. The fact is, a good
many Christians are annoyed that they did not have
the Demonstration entirely to themselves, and par-
ticularly annoyed at what they affect to regard as
my intrusion ; and some of them are playing at the
ancient Christian game of misrepresentation; so it
m incumbent upon me—or at least advisable—to say,
once for all, a few plain words.

I will say nothing about letters that have reached
me, and wrathful sentiments convoyed by word of
mouth. My best plan will bo to deal with the follow-
ing paragraph in last week’s Christian World :—

“ The meeting at the Memorial Hall on Thursday,
promoted by tiro Secular Education League, and
addressed by Revs. R. J. Campbell, Stowart Hoadlam,
and Mr. Pete Curran, M.P., disappointed its promoters.
The attendanco was largo enough, but it was ovidontly
an audience mainly composed of Freethinkers who had
lpacked ' the meeting and wero bent on converting it
into a demonstration against Christianity. Mr. Camp-
bell and Mr. Stewart Hcadlam gave excellent addressos,
and then a speech was demanded by the audience from
the editor of tho Freethinker, who sat noar Mr. Camp-
bell on tho platform. Tho wholo atmosphere of the
meeting was distressing, and some of tho most ardent
supporters of tho socular solution of tho education
difficulty havo not concealed their regret that tho
meeting was hold at all.”

First, for tho statement that tho Freethinkers
"packed” tho meeting. This is an infamous false-
hood. Nobody was turnod away from tho doors;
and if nil who came got in, tho meoting could not
have been “ packed ” in any legitimate sense of the
~ord.
( Tho only part of tho hall that could havo been
" packed ” was tho platform and rosorved seats,
~no hundred tickets wero printed for these seats,
aod not a single one was sent to tho National Secular
Society. | did not receive one myself until I wrote
“Or a platform “ pass ” a fow days before tho meeting.
J did not even know that any had boon printed.
When | learnt of their existence | expressed aston-
'shment that wo had not received any. Tho result

my letter was that tho Secretary sent Miss Vance
k= tickets, which reached her on tho very morning

the meeting, so that sho had no time to send them
°bt. Mr. Cohen received two tickets by post at flve
~clock tho same afternoon. Evidently, then, tbo
, roothinker8 had no opportunity of "packing” the
On'y part of tho hall that could havo been “ packed.”

Certainly there wore more Freethinkers than
~«eistians at the meeting. But whose fault was
that ? Why did not tho Christians come in stronger
forco? Their own representatives were advertised

epeakors, without a single Freethinker amongst
them. Why did not enough Christians come to fill
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the hall ? Why did they leave more than half the
seats for the intrusive Freethinkers ?

Let me state the facts, as far as | am concerned.
The Memorial Hall meeting was arranged, and tho
speakers selected, at the first Committee meeting
which | was unable to attend. It was | who sub-
sequently moved the addition of the Rev. Stewart
Headlam. My view—as expressed on Committee,
and in several letters to Mr. Snell, the secretary—
was that the meeting in such aplace as the Memorial
Hall should be confined to Christians on tho platform
and Christians in the auditorium. | did not mean to
attend it myself, and | inserted only a bare perfunc-
tory notice in my paper. Later on, however, Mr.
Snell wrote me that he was not at all sure of a good
meeting, and asked me to say something urgent in
the Freethinker. | was loth to say it, but | did say
it; and, as | never do things by halves, | said it to
some purpose—and the Memorial Hall was crowded.
This is a sufficient answer to the charge of "packing.”

Now, for the statement that the Freethinkers con-
verted the meeting into a demonstration against
Christianity. This is another infamous falsehood.
Mr. Halley Stewart, M.P., the chairman, kept to the
point; and, Nonconformist as he is, was cheered
from beginning to end. Mr. Masterman, M.P., in a
Churchman's aside, elicited a good-humored intima-
tion that the audience was very largely non-Chris-
tian. Mr. Campbell, who was heartily applauded
and listened to with tho greatest rospect, was
directly responsible for the loud calls for “ Foote.”
In doubting whothor Secularists really understood
that Secular Education did not mean the State
establishment of Socularism, ho said “ I understand
that tho Editor of the Freethinker is sitting upon
tho platform.” As ho know by that time tho com-
position of tho meeting, the words woro a kind of
challenge ; it was inevitable that tho majority of tho
mooting should call for their own spokesman to vin-
dicate thoir good faith.

It seems to have been an offence that I “ sat noar
Mr. Campbell on tho platform.” | was not next to
Mr. Campbell—Mr. Masterman being between us;
and, as a matter of fact, | sat whore tho Secretary
placed mo. Anywhere would have done for me. Mv
powor or influence doesn’t depond on whore | sit. |
look upon all that sort of thing with tho soronost
indifference.

Mr. Campbell did not scorn hurt by my being
“near” him. | will do him that justice. Ho
placed himself nearer to me in the ante-room, whoro
ho shook hands, chatted, and behaved like a gentle-
man. And | really don't understand tho Christian
World's great concern for Mr. Campbell. 1 have nob
noticed much love for him in its columns.

The Christian World looks down upon tho editor of
tho Freethinker. But that is all affectation. Let mo
speak plainly—since | am invited. There is more
“ fundamental brain-work ” put into one number of
tho Freethinker than into ten numbers of tho Chris-
tian World—and a hundred times more honesty and
courage.

That the demonstration “ disappointed its pro-
moters ” is a curious statement. The promoters
were tho Secular Education League’s executive com-
mittee, of which I am a member. How did tho
Christian World learn of their disappointment? |
am anxious to know. And who are the “ ardent
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supporters of the secular solution” who wish the
meeting had never been held ? 1 should like to know
their names. They were not “ ardent” enough to
fill the Memorial Hall.

I quite understand that the “ whole atmosphere of
the meeting was distressing.” It would be to people
like the Christian World staff, My presence is natu-
rally distressing to them. It causes aterrible flutter
in their dovecotes. And yet, if the Secular Educa-
tion League is to exist and act upon its present
basis, even a wicked man like myself will have to
be treated with some consideration. The object of
the League, as its Manifesto declares, is to unite all
who are in favor of Secular Education, whatever

views they may entertain on other subjects. Now

“all ” includes Secularists. If it does not, let the

Christians say so, and run a Secular Education

League of their own. In the meanwhile, | wish

them more sense and better temper » Footf
Death of Dr. Coiraay.

Returning home from Birmingham, and in the

thick of editorial work, 1 learn of the death of Mr.
Moncure D. Conway. Having only time and space
to say a little about him this week, | am taking care
that it shall be entirely to the point.

Mr. Conway never, | believe, made any public pro
fession of Atheism, but he never concealed the fact
that he was an Atheist. He had not a scrap of
belief in any supernatural power, or the least belief
in a future life. When | first met him, privately,
thirty years ago, he epoko of Atheism as tho natural
philosophy of every real thinker, and certainly of
every evolutionist; and I am not aware that ho ever
published a sentence, subsequently, which tends in a
contrary direction.

When | was imprisoned in 1888, under the Bias
phemy Laws, Mr. Conway mado tho case tho subject
of one of his “ Lessons for tho Day " at South-place
Chapel; and | am glad to remember how ho poured
contempt on the bigoted statement that the Free-
thinker cartoons were “indecent.” A few weeks
after my release from Holloway Gaol, in 1881, a
crowded meeting was held at St. James’s Hall to
demand the repeal of the Blasphemy Laws, and Mr.
Conway toas one of the speakers. One of his points
fairly brought down the house. He said that some
of my elders thought | went porhaps a little too far
in my war against Christianity, and that it was
perhaps not quite as black a thing as | had painted
it; but the Christians themselves had taken the
trouble to prove that my elders wore wrong and |
was right; by putting me in prison they had proved
that all I had said against Christianity was true. It
was a fine point, finely put, and immensely applauded.

Mr. Conway was a graceful and fluent writer, but
his most important literary work was done as the
editor and biographer of Thomas Paine. The six
volumes of the Life and Works, handsomely printed,
and ably written and annotated, finally placed Paine
on the library shelves as a classic. Yes, a classic.
Christians may smile, but they arc powerless against
Time, tho great vindicator.

Towards the end of his Autobiography, Mr. Conway
quoted the Gnostic legend that it was the Devil who
“ first named tho name of God." And he said that
there was “ enough deterioration ” lurking in “ the
popular belief in ‘ progress’ as something going on
in the world under a divino order ” to, justify that
Gnostic legend of “ a devil-invented deity.”

At the very end of the book, Mr. Conway said that
he “ would gladly go over” his “ pilgrimage again.
Yes—yes ! Were io only for the forty years of happy
wedlock.” It is so good to hear a man say that. He
had found the one thing that mattered—and in that
he was happy. Moreover, tho fact is a singular
comment on the stuff now being talked about Free-
thought breaking up marriage and the family.

G. W. Foote.
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More About Atheism.

It is a time-honored policy among religious people—
particularly among the Christian variety—to load
with objectionable moral qualities any opinion that
is religiously obnoxious. In one of Lucian’'s dia-
logues, after the Atheist has brought his opponent
to a standstill bv his arguments, the defender of
religion and morality turns on him with—

“ You God-robbing, shabby, villainous, infamous,
halter-sick miscreant! Does not everybody know that
your father was a tatterdemalion, and your mother no
better than she should be ? that you murdered your
brother, and are guilty of other execrable crimes? you
lewd, lying, rascally, abominable varlet.”

It is an old policy, and one is bound to confess it has
met with considerable success. For the average
man is a terrible coward—not from a physical point
of view, for tbe mere courage to fight is perhaps the
cheapest and commonest quality possessed by human
nature. But he is mentally and morally a coward.
Give a party or an opinion a bad name, and he will
need no further incentive to shun it as though it
were a plague. He does not trouble to examine the
opinion denounced; for even to be seen in its com-
pany might be dangerous. It is enough that it 18

taboo.
Last week 1 dealt with the relation between

Socialism, Ethicism, and Atheism. Religious people
had said that both Socialism and Ethicism were
Atheistic, and to them Atheism implied all that was
morally objectionable. And as those who repudiated
any association between tho two isms know what
was intended when Socialism or Ethicism wore said
to be Atheistic, | took it that tho disclaimer betrayed
rather too much of a left-handed acquiescence io
the religious identification of Atheism with loose
living to pass without comment. | do not mean that
those who wrote really believed in this identification.
only that, by rebutting a charge based on such I
conception, without a correction of tho misrepresen-
tation, something was done to give it further cur-
rency in religious circles. Much more might b°
qguoted to the same end. One Socialist speaker, >D
donying that Socialism is Atheism, refors to the
practical Atheism of the capitalist classes. Another
retorts in a series of articles which apparently aim8
at demonstrating tho moral and religious value o

Socialism by proving tho infidelity and immorality
of the governing classes for tho past two centuries-
Tho Rev. R. J. Campbell refers to the “ practice

Atheism of believing that want and woe are the un-
assailable masters of life  and, finally, Lord Rosebery
is reported by certain newspapers as saying, in con-
nection with the thesis that Training Colleges ought
to turn out teachers calculated to strengthen tn

moral qualities of a pcoplo—

“ If you send out sceptical teachers...... you are doing
tho schools to which you scud them, not a boneiit bu
an injury. Scepticism may bo a useful acid at lav
periods of life. On that it is not my province to Pr°
nounco an opinion to-day. But of this I am ConviDC
—that scepticism applied to tho tender years of ec-
hoed, boyhood, girlhood, is a corrosivo acid eating 6 °
into all tho foundations of character that you wis 1
strengthen and support. | cannot tell you how
what direction tho children will dovelop whom you

be called upon to train, but this at least you can 108 "
in them—tho seeds of faith, of earnestness, of hono j’

of truth, of alegitimate ambition.”

And so the game goes on. Speaker after speaker,
writer after writer, uses “ Atheism’ as_a syn0m ~
for all that is objectionable, without in the
realising that in stooping to such language bo is
mere catspaw of a pulpit that grows more contort p
tiblo as it becomes loss orthodox. And the R® '’
timid, addleheadcd public naturally comes to
conclusion that, whatever Atheism may be in a
tion, it is at all events something desperately wre
and tho less respectable folk have to do with it

better.

1
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Now, | am not concerned to deny that there have
been Atheists who were anything but patterns of
morality. Rascality is not such an uncommon thing
in the world that religions people may reasonably
expect to enjoy a monopoly in that direction. They
have their full share ; and as Atheists claim that our
moralities are the natural offspring of associated
human nature, they are equally ready to admit that
our immoralities own the same parentage. Only the
Atheist adds that there is certainly nothing in
Atheism that would lead to either a vicious or
depressing view of human life. The world remains
what it is whether one believes in a God or not; love
and hatred, pleasure and pain, prosperity and poverty,
are quite unaffected as facts by a belief in Deity.
And short of the really depressing conviction that
human beings are so desperately bad or so incurably
helpless as to be unable to act decently or co-operate
effectively without supernatural assistance, one fails
to see any valid reason why Atheists should not lead
at least as praiseworthy lives as other folk.

| say at least; in reality, | believe the odds are in
favor of a better ordering of life under Atheism than
under religion. For if we come to *“ practical
Atheism,” every one of the “ Atheistic negations”
has a very positive aspect. The denial of an inter-
vening Providence involves the affirmation of the
effective nature of human co-operation; that of the
non-religious character of morality involves the belief
that it is a social product, to be developed or degraded
as our social organisation is well or ill planned. The
rejection of a future life, in which injustices are to
he redressed, carries with it the lesson that justice
is to bo obtained hero, or not at all, and that the
effective happiness of each is only to be secured
through the happiness of all. Nor has Atheism ever
taught that “want and woe is the unassailable
master of the world.” It was not an Atheist who
taught “ The poor ye have always with you,” nor has
it ever emphasised, as all the official Christian creeds
have done, the weakness, misery, and ineradicable
wickedness of human nature. There is really nothing
depressing about the Atheistic view of life. If man
in many individual instances is not altogether lovely,
human nature in the mass shows a capacity for
steady development; and the long story of human
conquest, from tho Stone Ago to the present, carries
with it the sure promise of still further development
in tho future.

Tho difficulty of dealing with Lord Rosebery’s
deliverance lies in ono not being quite sure of what
ho means, It may be that in this difficulty we
should find a companion in Lord Rosobory himself.
It may also be that his lordship was using the term
" Scepticism ” in a sinister philosophic sense; and,
if so, it is certain that his hearers and tho majority
of his readers will take it in another and a religious
sense. At any rate, as his expression of opinion was
somowhat widely quoted in tho religious press as an
argument against unbelief, I shall not be doing him
flu injustice in dealing with the passage from that
point of view.

Lord Rosobory, it will be observed, thinks that
scepticism may bo a useful thing at a later period
of life, but not with boys and girls. On which one
need only say that if by scepticism is meant a lack
of belief in tho value of earnestness, honesty, and
truth, it is puzzling to see how this can bo a desirable
thing at any time of life, early or late. If, o the
other hand, ho means disbelief in religious doctrines,
then tho teacher, far from doing the schools an injury
hy leaving those out, is doing thorn tho best possible
8rvico. It is one of the greatest of evils that so
ffiflny people are content to allow children to imbibe
Religious doctrines they thomsolves do not believe,
leaving it for maturer years to correct the errors of
early teaching. No one, so far as | am aware, has
°vor advocated that youngchildren should be crammed
~ith all tho arguments against religious beliofs. Tho
?rgumentB, pro and con., are beyond them. All that
18 asked is that they shall bo lot alone, so far as
Jhoso aro concerned, and that meanwhile they shall
“° trained to a proper exorcise of whatever capacity
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they possess. But at no time are children to be
taught what we have reason to believe is false.
Truth, after all, is not something to be reserved for
consumption by adults, but to be taken by all, young
or old, rich or poor, in the fashion that is best fitted
for wholesome digestion.

The implication contained in the concluding words
of the sentence quoted reads more like an ordinary
pulpit deliverance than an expression of opinion
from Lord Rosebery. For it would bo to cast a
quite unnecessary slur on his intelligence to assume
that he is not perfectly aware of the truth that
honesty, truth, legitimate ambition, and faith in all
worthy things may exist quite independently of
religious belief. To go no farther than the classic
instance of John Stuart Mill, who was brought up by
an Atheistic father and carefully secluded from re-
ligious influences, we have an illustration of a man
whose moral temper marked him as immensely
superior to the vast majority of his religious con-
temporaries. And | fancy, too, that if it wero
possible to conduct an adequate inquiry on this
point, it would be found that it is precisely the
sceptical teachers in our public schools who pay the
greatest attention to the moral development of the
children committed to their care. It is certain that
the increased interest in moral instruction has been
coincident with a declining interest in religious
doctrines; nor would it be too much to say that
until theology had lost some of its ancient power it
was impossible to pay proper attention to tho
development of character. Common experience
shows that morality is never in so great a danger of
perversion as when it is overlaid with theological
dogmas.

From the religious world one does not expect fair-
ness to opponents. But from men who stand forward
as public teachers, from those who proclaim them-
selves as the forerunners of a new social dispensa-
tion, ono would wish to see greater charity of
temperament, and a keener sense of intellectual
rectitude. For without these things any conceivable
social rearrangement will bo of small value. The
value of any social State lies, after all, in the typo
of character it produces. And so long as men servo
as tho more mouthpieces of interested misrepresen-
tations, or lend themselves in oven tho most indirect
manner to their porpotuation, they are in truth
obstructing the development of that higher life thoy
profess themselves anxious to promote.

C. COIIEN.

The Appeal to Facts.

______ J S——

TriE New Theology describes itself as, “ amongst
othor things, an appeal to facts " This description,
however, is true only in part. No theology appeals
to facts. It is undeniably true that beliefs, when
firm and fervent, create facts, the facts of religious
experience; but these are not facts to which any
theology can appoal, because in no sense can they
bo regardod as theological facts. That the New
Theologians do appeal to them only shows that tho
New Theology is a house built upon the sand and is
doomed to fall. Tho facts of religious experience
owe their existence to certain beliefs with the truth
or falsehood of which thoy have absolutely nothing,
either directly or indirectly, to do. There aro so
many people who believe in a God of love and for-
giveness who has revealed himself in Christ Jesus ;
and if the faith is strong and passionate thoy enjoy
what they call the sweet sense of the Divine presence
in their hearts. Does it never occur to Buch people
that their joyous experience is wholly dependent on
their faith ? Is it reasonable to suppose that, if God
and tho eternal Christ really existed, they would
havo dealings only with those who believed in them ?
It thus follows that there are no facts to which
theology can appeal as proofs that its dogmas aro
true. This applies to all theologios alike.
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It is true that the New Theology does appeal to
facts, but they are only the facts which prove the
Old Theology to be false. “ The main consideration
with some of us,” a writer says, “ is whether a pro-
position or doctrine we are asked to believe—say, the
Virgin Birth, or the physical Resurrection of Jesus
—is, de facto, true and the facts appealed to, in
such cases, satisfy the generality of New Theologians
that the doctrine in question is not, de facto, true.
But the New Theology is based on the Divine Imma-
nence, a pure dogma in proof of which no facts can
be advanced. To thousands of people the doctrine
of the Divine Immanence is simply incredible because
of the entire absence of all evidence.

We are told that “ it is probably our ignorance
that makes certain things seem incredible to us.
But are unbelievers, as a rule, more ignorant than
believers ? Are the facts of the Universe less known
to Atheists than to Theists ? The truth is that the
majority of our Freethinkers have been driven to
unbelief by the light of knowledge. Looking the
facts of history in the face, they have realised that
any doctrine of a personal God is to them utterly
incredible. In the nature of the case, it is belief,
not unbelief, that implies ignorance. But the believer
exclaims : Surely “ some deference is due to the con-
sensus of experience.” Possibly; but we must ask,
experience of what? Has anybody ever had expe-
rience of God, of the Holy Spirit, or of the next
world ? Has anybody ever had experience of the
soul as distinct from the body ? All these are objects
the existence of which is assumed without evidence.
To speak of the “ consensus of experience” in con-
nection with them is laughably absurd, because,
without a single exception, belief precedes experience,
and because in the absence of belief there never has
been any experience.

The question is being seriously put by many
people, Is it possible in these days to believe in an
Ultimate Authority in religion, and if so, where is it
to be found? Catholics say to Protestants: “ We
have an Ultimate Authority in our infallible Church
you have none.” Catholics themselves know how
infinitely silly such a claim is. All history stands up
and laughs it to scorn. But what say the Pro
testants? Formerly they found their Ultimate
Authority in an infallible Bible, to which they
always made their final appeal. But criticism has
picked innumerable holes in the Holy Scriptures
and the Protestants are anxiously casting about for
some other authoritative court, but as yet without
any success. Just now they are at sixes and sevens
among themselves. Some of them repudiate the
authority of the Bible altogether, and fall back upon
the inner light, or what they call the testimony of
conscience. Others still cling to the Bible in asense
They accept it as the Word of God because it has
“ the testimony of the Holy Spirit.” They quote
Calvin’s Institutes and John Owen’s Greater Catechism
to the effect that wo know the books of the Bible to
be the Word of God “ by the testimony of God's
Spirit, working faith in our hearts to close with that
heavenly majesty, and clear truth, that shineth in
them.” Now, this testimony of God’'s Spirit is said
to be the fact to which we can make our ultimate
appeal. But this is the absurdest claim that could
be made. No one can know that the Bible is the
Word of God unless the Holy Spirit is within him
and gives him the information. But surely the man
who has the Holy Spirit does not need the Bible.
Indeed, to write the Bible was a culpable wasto of
time and of Divine energy, because, to all who have
not the Holy Spirit the Bible is valueless, and to all
who have him, superfluous. On tho other hand, if
there be a Holy Spirit who testifies to the truth of
Scripture and to the reality of God and tho spiritual
world, how are wo to account for tho fact that there
are such countless myriads of people from whose
hearts ho is absent ? Some theologians may not be
able to adopt Calvin’s or Owen’s phraseology, but
they all accept the essence of tho thought. “.The
implication is,” according to one of them, “ that man
has an innate capacity for recognising the voice of
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God when he hears it.” Then, if there be a God who
speaks, how is it that every man does not recognise his
voice? Why are there so many who never hear him?

But let us come nearer home. It is asked, “ What
is the Ultimate Authority in morals ?” Theology
answers, “ Not human law, but a higher and holier
ordinance.” Here, again, we have an appeal, not to
an established fact, but to a belief by no means uni-
versal—a belief which contradicts the facts of human
life. That the moral law is super-human is a per-
fectly gratuitous assumption. The moral sense of
humanity is the direct result of social experience,
and varies according to the stage in social evolution
reached by its possessors. The moral sense of a low
savage is a very different thing from that of ahighly-
civilised European. It is an affair of degrees, and
the degrees are determined by the law of evolution.
The moral law is that “ which we have not learned,
received, read, but from Nature herself grasped,
drunk, expressed.” It is what we have gradually
picked up and put together on our journey upwards;
and as at present we have by no means reached the
end of the journey, the moral law is likely to undergo
many more modifications and developments. What,
then, is the Ultimate Authority in morals ? Our own
nature : there is, and can be, no other. The theolo-
gians speak of an “ unwritten law,” which they
declare to be of Divine origin; but the only “ un-
written law ” known to us is our own constitution.
After all said and done, every human being is his
own moral authority. In the last resort wo acknow-
ledge no other ; and this is quite as true of believers
as of unbelievers. If my own reason does not impel
me to a beneficent conduct, nothing else will or can;
and what my reason tells me depends on how it has
been trained. A thief is a man who does not believe
in the rights of private property, and so he does not
hesitate to take your silver and gold. His ethical
training has been deficient; and possibly he has
received from heredity a low organic quality. Both
the honest and tho dishonest man are what the law
of evolution has made them. On no other ground
can our criminal classes be accounted for, their very
existence being an unanswerable argument against
tho existence of a moral governor of tho world.

Wo thus discover that an honest appeal to facts is
fatal to every school of theology. Dr. Parker once
delivered a series of eloquent discourses, tho object
of which was to prove that the Universe cannot be
accounted for without God. Our difficulty, on the
contrary, is to account for tho Universe, if God
exists. Tho works of a perfect Deity would neces-
sarily partake of his own perfection; but Nature
teems with glaring imperfections. Her blunders and
blemishes are innumerable. It is not at all surpris-
ing that, in very desperation, thoughtful divines were
driven to tho expedient of inventing the doctrine ol
the Fall in Eden ; and there is surely some plausiblO
excuse for Paul’'s dogmatic assertions that, evor sine0
that dreadful catastrophe, and because of it, the wbolO
creation has been in astate of degradation and debase-
ment, groaning and travailing in unutterable pain and
sorrow, and yearning for the happy day of her deliver-
ance. And yet the only result of such speculative de-
vices was to make God look more ridiculous!than ever.
Because man, hiscreative masterpiece, turned out sue
a woeful failure, the Creator is represented as wrea'm
ing his vengeance on all his other works by subjecting
them to tho “ bondage of corruption” (Romans vyijj*
#-2/i).  Tho Now Pheology i in a Worgé plight st
if possible, because it affirms that tho Universe, as w*
see it, is the most perfect expression or ombodimO
of himself that the Divine Being has as yet been a
do effect. For unnumbered millions of years ho
been trying hard to produce a recognisable imago
himself; and apparently ho is as far away r0
success to-day as ho was at the start. Is i® . »
wonder, then, that intelligent people are torn»
their backs on all theologies alike, and finding
Atheism their only possible refuge? An hone
appeal to tho facts can logically lead to no om

result. j_ qit Lioyd*
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The Church and Socialism.

By the Editor of the “ Truthseckcr” (New York).

The editor of the London Freethinker does not share

*the opinion of the Clarion and of Reynolds's Newspaper
and of some others that the recent Kirkdale election
was lost to the Socialist and Labor party by the Tory
appeal to religious prejudice. The supporters of
Candidate Hill (who is a Nonconformist deacon and
not a Churchman, as we surmised) circulated leaflets
made up from Robert Blatchford’s writings, and upon
them, with the declaration that Blatchford is arepre-
sentative Socialist, based the charge that Socialism
is synonymous with Atheism. Editor Foote thinks
it doubtful that the misrepresentation caused the
Labor candidate to lose, because misrepresentation
is a feature of all elections, the various mendacities
mfairly counterbalancing one another, “leaving the
election to be decided by the relative strength of
the contending parties.”

Mr. Blatchford is convinced that Christianity
must be destroyed because it opposes Socialism.
Mr. Foote reminds him that that is not the issue.
Christianity must be attacked on the ground of its
falsehood. *“ The first question, and in the long run
the all-important question, is this—Is Christianity
true ?” It is not exactly obvious, to the perception
of Mr. Foote, that Socialism is promoted by convert-
ing Christians to Atheism.

Viewing the situation in the light of history, it
appears that Socialism, which is not obviously or
otherwise Atheistic, is now in the stage which all
reformatory movements have been obliged to pass
through. All advance movements are at first
denounced as Atheistic by the Church. Later, the
Church finds a way to reconcile the new doctrines
with its own. Such denunciation is stimulated by
the circumstances that no reform is ever originated
by the Church, and that Atheists, being more pro-
gressive than Godists, have loomed largo in all the
forward marches of mankind. If the Socialist will
recall how many men and measures and theories
have boon attacked as Atheistic, they will see how
little significance there is in the application of that
epithet to themselves. It is tho first word that
springs to tho lips of the orthodox when confronted
With argument they cannot answer or facts they
cannot disprove.

Whatever is not approved by tho priests is
Atheistic, whether it threatens their faith or thoir
graft. Tho practico of medicine, which took the
treatment of disease out of tho hands of the pastors,
'vas Atheistic. Those doctors wore “ Atheists ” who
first denied demoniac possession in cases of dementia.
Mon have been put to death for Atheism, as Socrates
and Vanini, although their conception of a deity was
less nobulous than that of many modern Christians.
Mr. Gladstone discovered on behalf of tho evolu-
tionists that thoir doctrine dispensed with tho need
of a God. -

In the political field, men who denied the divine
iighfc of kings were Atheists. Republicanism ~was
political Atheism. To John Wesley, American inde-
pendence looked like Atheism or Anarchy. Whether
Wb speak of anti-slavery or temperance or women s
n'ghts, or some other great movement, wo shall find
the cry of Atheism raised against it. It has been
true of many of tho loaders, for thoy were Atheists
°r Inlidols, but later tho Church has always found
fho idea to bo completely roconcilablo with Godism
and with Christianity. From all which wo may
reasonably conclude that tho opposition of tho
phurch to Socialism will bo but temporary. Social-
8Q has its warrant in tho Scriptures, and a" it
RMns strongth we shall hoar tho parsons preaching
*rom such texts as those :—

“ For yo know tbo graco of our Lord Josus Christ,
that, though Ilo was rich, yet, for your sakes, Ho
became poor, that ye, through His poverty, might be

rich.
For 1

burdened:

mean not thut other men be eased and yo
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But by an equality, that now at this time your
abundance may be a supply for their want, that their
abundance also may be a supply for your want: That
there may be equality.

As it is written, he that had gathered much had
nothing over; and he that had gathered little had no
lack.”

And the preachers, with an ingenuity which no
Socialist reconciler of to-day can equal, will demon-
strate that the Bible is a Socialist document from
Genesis to Revelation, and that tho Church has
taught Socialism from the beginning. It makes
that claim with regard to democracy now, and will
add Socialism with the same indifference to truth.

A Letter to Thomas Paine.

Lord Edward Fitzgerald,the Irish patriot and
martyr, lodged for some time with Thomas Paine in
Paris, and liked and respected him the more he saw
of him. “ I cannot express,” he said, writing to his
mother, “ how kind he is to me ; there is a simplicity
of manner, a goodness of heart, and a strength of
mind in him that | never knew a man before to
possess.” Lord Edward Fitzgerald’'s biography has
lately been written by his grandson. It is entitled
Edivard and Pamela Fitzgerald. In it there appears
a letter from Lady Lucy Fitzgerald to Thomas Paine,
written after Lord Edward Fitzgerald's death. It
runs as follows:—

“ Citizen: In those happy days when | dwelt unchr
tho humble roof of my beloved Brother Ed. your picture
ornamented his chimney. As the small circlo drew
round the fire their eyes rested on the resemblance oE
the Author of the Bights of Man. Citizen, altliou®li ho
was unsuccessful in the glorious attempt of liberating
his country from slavery, still he was not unworthy of
tho lessons you taught him. Accept, then, his picturo
from his unhappy sister. Its place is in your houso;
my heart will bo satisfied with such a Pantheon: it
knows no consolation but tho approbation of such mon
as you, and the soothing recollection that he did his
duty and died faithful to the cause of liberty for his
country.”

This noble lettor from a noble and beautiful woman,
possessed of every refinement of mind and char-
acter, outweighs the vilification of all Paine’s libellers
—including the pious savage who rejoices in the
namo of Torroy.

Acid Drops.

Rev. J. E. Ratteubury, tho gentleman who now stands in
tho lato Rev. Hugh Price Hughes’s shoes, and shepherds tho
West London Mission, is running Mr. Campbell hard for tho
Messiahship of Socialism. His notions of history are curious.
Ho has just been saying that “ it was because the Puritans
realised that they were sons of God that they cut off tho
hoad of Charles tho First.” Wo suppose Charles tho First
was not a son of God. But let that pass. Wo w-ant to
point out that Charles tho First could easily have saved his
head if ho had chosen to throw in his lot with the Puritans
instead of with tho Episcopalians. In that case, tho
Bishops would all have lost their heads, as Laud lost his,
and Puritanism would have been forced by all tho power of
the State upon tho English people. What these “ sous of
God ” wanted was to govern instead of being governed, to
tyrannise over others instead of being tyrannised over them-
selves. And we aro quite sure that tho Rattenburys of
to day would display tho samo spirit in practice, if thoy only
had tho opportunity.

“Tho way to mako an ideal stato,” Mr. Rattenbury
wound up, “is to keep out of it all that defileth, and that
can only bo done by accepting and following the leadership
of Josus.” Quito so. It reminds us of the proverbial sayiug
that “ there is nothing like leather.” That was the cry of
tho leather merchant. “ There is nothing like Jesus” is
the cry of tho professional Jesus man. We quito understand
Mr. Rattenbury.

Tho notion that the leadership of Jesus is the only thing
that keeps out defilement is extremely funny. There is
more drunkenness, gambling, and prostitution in Christian
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countries than in Heathen countries. And this after nearly

two thousand years of Christianity.

Apropos of Mr. Cohen’s statement in our last week’s issue,
it is interesting to note the following statement in the
Christian Commonwealth: —

“ There are many people who believe that some, if not all,
modern ethical movements are atheistic or agnostic. This is
not so. In the great majority, at any rate, there is an
honest, earnest endeavor to get at the root of things, and no
hearer is ever called upon to listen to any statement which
could give offence to the member of the most orthodox sect
under the sun.”

If this be true, the Ethicists are really more “ respectable ”
than Mr. Campbell himself; for some of his statements have
given serious offence to his fellow-Christians. Are we to
believe that the Ethicists are not only tame cats, but doc-
tored at that ?

Juggling about Jesus goes on merrily in the C. C. In a
long article last week on the Sinlessness of Jesus, it was
asked, “ Who can make a positive statement in regard to
what happened during those thirty years of the life of
Jesus concerning which we have no sources of information
to speak of ?”  We have raised this point ourselves a hun-
dred (we might say a thousand) times. But the C. C. has
its own way of getting out of the difficulty. It draws a
distinction “ between inability to sin and ability to abstain
from sinning,” and predicates only the latter of Jesus. It
won't do to say he couldn’t sin, but it is all right to say he
didn't. How pretty 1 But if a man lived for thirty-three
years without sinning, he might skip through all the rest on
the same ticket.

Juggling about Jesus goes on in all sorts of Christian
papers. In last week’s Christian World, for instance, the
Rev. J. G. Stevenson wrote that “ Jesus Christ was the
bravest man who over lived.” We invite him to justify this
assertion. Jesus Christ faced death—we will say for his
convictions. Have not thousands of other men done that?
He suffered for a few hours. Some men have suffered for
years. What were his sufferings in comparison with the
sufferings of Giordano Bruno, who, as Tennyson so well said,
died the most desolate of deaths? Jesus Christ's Geth-
semano lasted an hour; Bruno's Gethsemano lasted seven
years. Jesus Christ cried out on the cross, “ My God, my
God, why hast thou forsaken me ?” Bruno stood erect at
the stake, and died without a sound of pain to please his
murderers. Jesus Christ may have been brave enough—for
a God. Bruno was a bravo man.

The Christian Commomvealth, which lives upon Mr.
Campbell and the New Theology, is just as bad as any other
Christian paper when *“infidels” aro concerned. In its
remarks on the Secular Education League’'s demonstration
at the Memorial Hall, it carefully conceals all it does not
wish its readers to know. Not a word is said about Mr.
Foote’'s speech, and the extraordinary enthusiasm of his
reception ; he is not even mentioned in tho list of speakers.
Our pious contemporary had no eye except for the “ well-
known Christians upon tho platform.” Wo thoroughly
understand now tho recent statement of Mr. Campbell’s that
the religious press is a rotten institution. His own special
organ, so to speak, shares in tho rottenness.

Rev. R, J. Campbell calls upon the Churches to bo honest.
Does ho really understand what ho is demanding? Was
there ever an honest Church in the whole history of tho
world ? Is not every Church a religious Trust, with two
great ideas—monopoly and big profits ?

Paul's idea of the Resurrection and tho Second Coming
of Christ—which, by the way, wo have often ridiculed—is
now declared by Mr. Campbell to bo such that no “ ordinary,
sensible man ” to-day can believe it. Wo take tho following
paragraphs from a newspaper report of Mr. Campbell’s
recent sermon at the City Temple on “ You Cannot Dio " :—

“ Does any ordinary, sensible man to-day believe that tho
Lord will descend from Heaven? From what heaven ?
From what point of the compass? Or does any sensible
man believe that ‘wo which aro alive and remain shall be
caught up together with them in the clouds to meet tho Lord
in tho air, and so shall we ever be with the Lord'? That is
what Paul says in the next verse. | believe the dignitaries
of the Anglican Church, to say nothing of the Noncon-
formists, would he rather perturbed at such an occurrence.

But Paul was so convinced that the grand catastrophe was
near at hand that he actually advised people not to marry.
Imagine any preacher standing up and giving that advice to
a Christian congregation to-day !

Our whole outlook has changed, and we may as well recog-
nise it at once. We do not take the view that these New
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Testament Christians did about death. Seeing that it is
impossible for us to think the same thing nowadays, where
is the good of taking a text from these words, and asking our
hearers to put the same meaning on it that Paul did? If we
cannot believe in resurrection as Paul did, where is the good
of trying to treat his words as infallible? 1 am convinced
that the time has come when, in common honesty, we
preachers must stop pretending that we believe as Paul did
in this matter. We do not; and we may as well say so at
once.”

We are glad to see Mr. Campbell prodding the consciences of

his clerical brethren, but we don’t believe there will be much

response, They have their business to attend to.

Dr. Engert, parish priest of Ochsenfurt, Bavaria, has
written many Biblical commentaries leaning towards the
Higher Criticism. After the Pope’s encyclical letter against
Modernism, Dr. Engert was called upon by his Bishop to
withdraw his books from circulation. He refused, and is
now excommunicated. At this rate, the Catholic Church
will soon lose its intelligent priests; and the rest won't help
it much in the battle with “ infidelity.”

The Catholic Truth Society is alarmed at the enormous
growth of Rationalism, especially among young people of
intelligence. Monsignor Brown tearfully admits that thi3
is “ the day of very weak faith,” and that many of their
young people are “ falling away from tho practice of their
faith.” Dr. Doubleday, of Woolwich, has “ seen so many
fall away” that ho trembles as ho contemplates the future ;
and, while advocating “ the bringing out of publications
calculated to fortify their own people against Rationalism,”
ho hopes “ they will not stir up a spirit of controversy.”
What a pitiable confession of weakness! What a glaring
exhibition of cowardice! The case for Christianity is so
hopeless that it won't bear to bo discussed. The Church
may dogmatise as much as she likes, but she must not
argue with unbelief, for if she does venture upon an argu-
ment, Dr. Doubleday assures us, there will bo “ tho worst
of consequences ” in tho conversion of multitudes of their
people to Freethought.

Father Gerard, another member of tho Catholic Truth
Society, is convinced that nothing would injure tho Church
more than discussion. “ In regard to Rationalism,” ho says,
Nithere is not tho least idea of favoring controversy.”
N Their idea is, by their publications to put tho truth in the
plainest possible way for tho uso of thoir own people,
because they find a widespread need of anti-Rationalistic
instruction, not only for the lower classes, but for much
higher classes.” But the Catholic Truth Society will soon
discover that mere dogmatism will not satisfy peoplo who
have come under the spell of Freethought, and begun to
think for themselves. If faith cannot justify itsolf at tho
bar of reason its doom is a cortainty. Rome has thriven on
ignorance and credulity. She will die of knowledge and
incredulity.

The Rev. L. E. Shclford, Probendary of St. Paul’s, admits
that the theologian has had to yield to tho astronomer, to tho
geologist, and to tho evolutionist, but claims that ho is still
able to cling to tho Biblo as tho Word of God. Contradic-
tions and difficulties present themselves, no doubt; but we
must bo “ patient, and wait for tho clearer day.” “ Tho
time for reconciliation has not yot como.” It will come, of
course—in eternity. Eternity is tho ono safe rofugo of intel-
lectual cowards. Tho truth is that no reconciliation between
faith and science is possible, either hero or elsewhere. Tho
theologian has not a single leg to stand on.

Wo forgot to say that tho Daily Mirror outstripped all
competitors in announcing tho death of Gerald Massey,
who, as our readers aro aware, spent nearly forty years of
his life in trying to prove that Christianity was a legendary
and mythological system, which really camo out of ancient

Egypt. Tho Mirror announcement spoke of “ Mr. Gerald
Massey, tho well-known poet, and Christian Socialist-
Christian! How's that for high—or low ?

Wo were glad that tho Kaiser had a fino day for his rido
through London. It gavo tho pcoplo an opportunity o
expressing their good-will to tho German nation through i M
official representative. But wo confess to having been
shocked by the gushing newspaper reports of the Kaiser
share in tho Royal battue at Windsor. There was a hug
slaughter of all sorts of game, and it was announced, wi
obvious admiration, that tho Kaiser, whoso gun was loade
for him, for tho sake of expedition, actually killed seven
hundred birds and other harmless living things with his own
shooting. Prodigious! But, at the same time, disgusting.
Such is Christian feeling towards tlio lower animals (after
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all those centuries of the boasted religion of love) as dis-
played by the sovereigns of two boastfully Christian coun-
tries.

We call to mind a burning passage of Ruskin’s, written
towards the end of bis working life, on this very subject.
“ And every hour of my life,” he said, “ since that paragraph
of Modern Painters was written, has increased, | disdain to
say my feeling, but say, with fearless decision, my know-
ledge, of the bitterness of the curse, which the habits of
hunting and ‘la chasse’ have brought upon the so-called
upper classes of England and France; until, from knights
and gentlemen, they have sunk into jockeys, speculators,
usurers, butchers by battue; and, the English especially,
now, as a political body, into what | have called them in the
opening chapter of the Bible of Amiens—1the scurviest
louts that ever fouled God’s earth with their carcases.””

The agitation against the Salvation Army is growing. ™ At
a recent meeting held by the Trade and Labor Council at
Walthamstow, some figures were given by the secretary of
the Carpenter’s and Joiner’s Society that let in some much
needed light on tho methods of tho Army. The figures
involved charges of both underselling and sweating. Accor-
ding to the Secretary’s statement and figures, the prices
charged for labor on certain specified jobs worked out at
from a fourth to half that charged by first class builder’s
shops. The workmen were paid two shillings per day, but
of this, nine shillings per week was stopped for food and one
shilling for clothing. Even the remaining two shillings was
so manipulated by the Army that there was often nothing
at all left for the men. The speaker added that unless the
Army was underselling ordinary traders, the profit on tho
Hanbury-street workshop could not bo under sixty pounds
por week.

Several speakers who had actually been in the workshops
of the Army followed and corroborated all that had been
said. One man said that in ono department the men had to
pick 7 cwt. of dirty paper, or they were turned into the
street. The food that was given them was often too bad to
eat. “ The Army found a man in the gutter and trampled
him into tho mud.” In tho end, tho meeting adopted a
resolution condemning the system of sweating practised by
the Army and asking for a Parliamentary inquiry into its
methods. Soveral Army officers were at tho meeting, but
took no part in the proceedings.

General Booth, on leaving Now York, expressed himsolf
as well pleased with “ my peoplo ” in America. During the
last two years, he said, the Army in tho United States had
added two million dollars to tho value of its property. There
is no need to search further for tho causo of the General's
satisfaction.

Tho Christian Commonwealth declares that tho Bible is
the most widely distributed and the least read book in
Existence. Tho statement is wclcomo because it is true, and
Hot commonly made in such quarters. What we should
fioxt like tho C. W. to explain is in what way the British
character is dependent upon this littlo-read book, and what
aro tho gravo dangers run in giving up a volumo that few

pooplo read.

Tho Bishop of Manchester, in his diocesan magazine,
defends his remonstrance against that Blackburn parson s
Use of uuformented wine at tho celebration of tho holy
aacramont. ‘~Readers of Church history,” the Bishop says,
Twill understand how serious tho whole question is.” Quito
so. It is just as serious as most other questions that belong

to Church history.

Tho Southport Laymen’s Leaguo having rominded his
lordship of a certain logal opinion that there is no law
demanding the uso of unformonted wino, tho Bishop submits
tbi8 question to tho Leaguo: “ If our Savior did not uso
tormented wiuo, why did St. Paul (1 Cor. xi.) not instruct
“ho Christian Church to use unfermouted wino, and so avoid
too scandal of drunkenness at tho Lord's supper? llie
au«wer of tho Leaguo to this poser has not yot transpired.

'The secretary of tho Church of England s Mon s Society
jitoiiounces that forty now branchos, with 770 now mombors,
u&vo been formod during tho past month. If wo were oily
‘uformed how many of this number were non-Christians or
Uou.Church members before joiuing tho C. E. M. Sj wo
toould then kuow what tho figures really represent. Every
ttddition to Secularism represents a loss to tho Churches;
every addition to a Christian Church usually means a loss to
Hmo other branch of the same firm. The cards are re-
bullied; and very often some dropped in tho shulllo.
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We are all familiar with the manner in which Christians
claim all that is good in the world to the influence of their
creed. In this matter, the Rev. A. J. Forson easily deserves
first place. Says this spiritual descendent of Ananias: “ No
sooner did Christianity begin to make its way than it
changed the conditions of child-life. Why, before tho end
of the first century a Roman Emperor was supporting 5,000
destitute children every year, and increasing the number at
the public expense.” Before the end of the first century,
mark, wffien the very name of Christianity had scarcely been
heard in Rome. And it was Trajan—we suppose this is the
Emperor indicated—above all others, who was so influenced
by Christianity 1 As a piece of religious mendacity this may
safely defy competition. But provision was made for the
care of destitute children, 1,800 years ago, by the Pagan
emperor of a Pagan state. And, at the beginning of the
nineteenth century, Lancashire Christians were murdering
little children in factories for the sake of the money derived
from their “ massacre of the innocents.”

Evangelist Torroy is ono of the most incurable liars on
this planet. He has lied for so many years that the habit
of it has become second nature. To root it out of him
would be as easy now as to extract his liver or his kidneys.
When he was in England, saving other people’'s souls and
losing his own (if he had one), we had to perform the painful
but necessary task of refuting his infamous libels on Thomas
Paine and Colonel Ingersoll; a task in which we received
invaluable aid from Mr. W. T. Stead. But neither Mr. Stead
nor anybody else could induce Dr. Torrey to cry Peccavi.
The Yankee evangelist went one better than the first
American president. George Washington didn't lie, and Dr.
Torrey couldn’t.

Just listen to truthful Torrey in the following extract
from the report of one of his late addresses at Philadelphia :—
“ | have yet to find the first sceptic, Agnostic, Infidel, or
Christian Scientist whom | cannot convince that Jesus Christ
was tho Son of God. | have made this announcement in
every country in the world that we have visited, and hun-
dreds have consulted me upon the subject. | have reason to
believe that not one of them has doubted Christ since.”
That takes the cake. Old Nick is called the father of lies,
but he would walk behind Torrey any day. Ananias, cf
course, is out of the running altogether.

Torroy was challenged again and again to indicate a single
sceptic that he had converted in England. The only ono lie
could point to was an entirely imaginary female infidel
lecturer in Hyde Park—perhaps some drunken impostor who
had cased him of a half-crown.

Rev. J. Hirst llollowcll, of the Northern Counties Educa-
tion League, got a rap over the knuckles lately from Mr.
Chiozza-Moncy, M.P., who was unable to attend tho League’s
annual meeting. The honorable gentleman objected to
Clause VIII. of tho League’s suggested Education Bill. In
tho first place, it proposed to re-establish tho old School
Boards; whereas in Gormany, whero “ educational method
is most advanced,” there are no ad hoc educational autho-
rities, but “ education is controlled by tbo ordinarily elected
town councils." “1 also beg loavo,” Mr. Chiozza-Money
said, “ to express my astonishment that your so-calltd
Education Bill, like tho Government’s Education Bill, con-
tains scarcely a lino or syllable to advance education in this
country, but deals solely with the religious wrangles which
disgrace our public life.”

Mr. Seddon, M.P., may bo a very sonsible and estimable
man in most respects, but in ono respect, at any rato, ho is
a remarkably foolish person. Addressing a Labor gathering
at Longsight latoly, he said that “ he would inform tho Duke
of Rutland that tho atheist was tho man who would ropeat
the crucifixion of tho Nazarenc by denying tho brothorhood
of man.” Now, in the first place, we beg to ask Mr. Seddon
for tho name—and, if possible, the address—of any Atheist
who denies tho brotherhood of man. In tho noxt place, wo
bog to remind Mr. Seddou that tho Nazareuo was crucified
by the religious leaders of the Jews at that time. Tho only
person mixed up with tho crucifixion, who could possibly bo
suspected of irreligion, was Pontius Pilate, the Roman
governor; and it is perfectly clear from the Gospels that he
tried to save Jesus from the pious rabblo of his persecutors.
What on earth Atheism had to do with the crucifixion of
Jesus, and how on earth Atheism is likely to ropeat the per-
formance, wo must leave Mr. Soddon to explain at his
leisure. But in all probability ho will wait a long while
beforo undertaking the task.

Wo aro sorry to say that Mr. Seddon’s nonsense about
Atheism and the crucified Nazarcne was greeted with
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applause. It proves that even Labor meetings are not
always crowded with philosophers.

Seventy-eight Doukhobor pilgrims are journeying from
their reservation in Saskatchewan to find the Messiah.
They need not have gone to Canada to do that. They
might have stopped in Russia. There is Tolstoy.

We hear of the formation of “ The Buddhist Society of
Great Britain,” which has started an office at 14 Bury-
street, Oxford-street, London, W.C. We hope it will do
some missionary work amongst the London Christians.

They want it badly.

Twenty new members of a Battersea Baptist Church were
recently baptised in the Thames at Hampton Wick. One
of them was an old gentleman of seventy. It must have
been a risky experience in November. Perhaps ho wished
to spend Christmas in heaven.

Boulogne has dealt with the church-bell nuisance. An
official order has been issued that these instruments of
torture are not to be put in operation before eight o’clock
in the morning, nor after eight o’clock in the evening, and
that they must never afflict the inhabitants for more than
five minutes at a stretch. When will such mercy be ex-

tended to long-suffering England ?

The German Crown Prince, when a boy (so the story says),
was receiving religious instruction from a clergyman, who
told him, like a good Christian, that all human beings were
sinners. The little fellow frowned, and said, “ Except
mother. She is not a sinner.” Good boy 1 Happy mother!
And rotten old creed!

“ People,” tho New York Post says, “ regard tho Church as
a social, not a religious institution ; and they choose one
sect or another on exactly the same grounds as they would
choose a club.” We never said anything worse than that in

the Freethinker,

Many years ago, the Westminster Gazette allowed a very
able journalist to expose tho Mahatma business in its
columns. “ Isis Very Much Unveiled” played tho very
deuce with tho Theosophic tricksters who were carrying on
tho Blavatsky frauds after her death. It was shown how
cgregiously Mrs. Besant had been imposed upon. And tho
result was a serious rupture in tho Theosophic camp—one
outcome of which is the present rivalry between Mrs.
Tingley, of America, and Mrs. Besant, of I»dia and St.

John’s Wood.

Tho Westminster Gazette is now in other hands, and is
allowing a nameless writer to contribute a lot of papers on
“ Occultism and Common-Sense "—in which there is plenty
of tho former article and very littlo of the latter. Circum-
stantial stories aro told of all sorts of mysterious oxporiencos.
But what is tho use of them ? They will never convinco
unbelievers. It is not in this way that tho “ occult” or tho
“ supernatural ” either lives or dies. Take tho case of
witchcraft. Nothing could possibly bo more circumstantial
than tho evidence given in open court by “ competent
witnesses ” of tho amazing performances of witches. |If
evidenco could establish tho reality of such things, witch-
craft was perfectly real. But tho instructed eye of modern
times looks smilingly on all that circumstantial ovidenco.
Tho witnesses were mistaken. Why ? Because wo have
passed by that stage of culture ; we look down upon it, and
aro free from its illusions. Wo are not moved by any
amount of circumstantial evidenco. Wo dismiss tho whole
thing as absurd and impossible. And tho best informed and
most thoughtful of us see quite clearly that in all such
matters it is not the ovidenco that produces tho belief, but
the belief that produces the evidenco. Which is tho bed-
rock truth of tho whole subject of superstition.

Tho " Bakerito” quarrel still goes on iD tho Islington
Gazette. We cannot follow it any farther at presont, but we
rejoice Xo see KuaX Koo Christian Evidence-peepe aro feeling
a little ashamed, at last, of their hooligan (and unsuccessful)
efforts to “ drive” Mr. Pack out of Finsbury-park. After
trying disorder, and oven violence, thoy now say that all they
want to do is to draw away Mr. Pack’s audiences and reduce
his collections to next to nothing. Mr. Baker declares that
Mr. Pack is only there for the money. Well, a collection of
Jc2 1s. was taken up at the “ Bakcrito ” meeting at which
that declaration was mude. What does Mr. Baker lecture

for?
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The Wigan and District Free Church Council deplores the
fact that “ so many apparently intelligent men ” gather to
listen to Secularist lecturers in the Market-square. But it
is not going to “ counteract ” the evil work of these men by
opposing them. “ Public debates,” it says, “ are not advis-
able.” Of course not. They enable the people to see what
a bad case the Christians have. It is added that the Secu-
larist lecturer is “ flippant and insincere ” and “ not open to
conviction.” But what about the “ many apparently intelli-
gent men” whom he leads astray ? Why not save (heir
souls by a good debate ? Simply because the Wigan Free
Church Council knows which would be the losing side in
such an encounter.

10bserver ” in the Darwen News asks why the magis-
trates are so down upon simple women who go in for
spiritism and palmistry while the Churches are allowed
to traffic in the secrets of futurity. This is a hit—a
palpable hit. We wonder if any Church champion will

reply.

The dear Daily News, in noticing the death of Mr.
Moncure D. Conway, took care not to mention tho fact that
he was a Freethinker. It even announced that “ a memorial
service is being arranged by the worshipers at South-placo
Chapel. “ Worshipers ” is good—distinctly good. The
lecturers to tho said “ worshipers” are J. M. Robertson,
Joseph McCabe, and J. A. Hobson—all Atheists.

So many people are getting afraid of “ Atheism.” Robert
Blatchford himself, in last week’s Clarion, announced that
he is “ not an atheist.” He also announced that ho was laid
up with influenza. Perhaps that is the explanation.

Mr. Blatchford reviowed Mr. Campbell's New Theology-
At tho end of his articlo ho remarked that Mr. Campbell
said ho was still a Christian, but, said Mr. Blatchford, “ I
don’t believe him.” Mr. Blatchford now says that ho is not
an Atheist, and wo reply, in his own formula, “ We don't
believe him.”

We don’t mean that Mr. Blatchford is telling a falsehood,
any moro than ho meant that Mr. Campbell was telling a
falsehood. Wo simply mean that ho is mistaken. If ho
understands Atheism, ho doesn’t understand himself; and if
he understands himself, ho doesn’'t understand Atheism-
That's all.

Mr. Blatchford now talks about “ my religion,” and appa-
rently ho is going to explain it. Wo look forward to tho
explanation with much interest. When a man, in a world
full of religions, rejects thorn all as false and pernicious, and
then sets up one of his own, ho is likely to afford somo
amusement. An iconoclast turned preacher is generally a
moro or less comic spectacle.

Can it be that tho " not an atheist ” and tho “ my religion "
aro due, not to tho influenza, but to tho absence of tho Clarion
humorist? Mr. A, M. Thompson is in Amorica.

The Rov. L. E. Shelford, Prebendary of St. Paul's, has
been discoursing on tho first chapter of Genosis. As 1
matter of course, ho discovers it to bo sublimo aud full of
profound truth—statements that might bo helpful if only
ono wero given clear indications of where tho sublimity and
tho truth are to bo found. Many dovout scientists have put
forward theories of reconciliation between science and
Genesis, ho says, and adds the names of Chalmers, Buck-
land, Pyo-Smith, and Hugh Miller. Ye gods; Why, the
man must have been asloop for somo fifty years or moro
Imagino a present-day preacher falling back upon prc'
Darwinian scientists in this manner 1 No wonder ho adds.

It is felt that tho timo for reconciliation between tho
statements of this chapter and tho facts of sciouco has not
yet come.” Really, the man is prehistoric. To anyouo who
knows anything about tho matter, tho question of reconcilia-
tion was settled years ago. There is no chance of agree-
ment, for tho simple reason that tho Genesaic account is
untruo. Most educated religious people admit this mud,
although Prebendary Sholford seems unawaro of the fact-
gtill) ono can-t bolp adiniriD{ this gentleman. Before h>m
ono oxporiencos tho feelings that would ariso did ono moo
megatherium perambulating Fleet-street.

The Biblo itself actually gains in forco aud -aluo @

treated by Mr. Courtney.” So says tho Daily Chrwli]cas
in reviewing that gentleman’s Literary Man's Bible-

a pity it is that the Holy Ghost did not employ
Courtney in tho beginning!

*
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Ur. Foote’s Engagements.

the
at 7.30,

“ Boston,”
“The

Sunday, November 24, Stanley Hall, near
Fortress-road, Junction-road, London, N.;
Growth of God.”

Thursday and Friday, Nov. 28 and 29, Shepherd’'s Hall, Old
Market-street, Bristol; at 8, “ Blatchford v. Campbell; or
Socialism, Christianity, and Atheism-"------ “ Is Christianity
True?”

December 1, 8, 15, Queen’s Hall.

To Gorrespondents.

C. Cohen's Lecture E ngagements.—December 1, Birmingham ;
8, Manchester; 15 and 16, Edinburgh.—Address: 241 High-
road, Leyton.

J. T. Lioyds Lecture Engagements—November 24, West
Ham. December 8, Aberdare; 22, Holloway.

It. E. Holding.—We remembered you quite well. Glad to hear
from a reader of so many years’ standing. Thanks for cut-
ting, though we had seen most of the things marked in other
papers. Like yourself, we hope Church and Chapel will go on
lighting over the schools ; they will thus hasten the day of
Secular Education.

J. Bowman.—Shall be sent as requested.
efforts to promote our circulation.

J. Griffiths.—You cannot do better than get William Cobbett's
Lcyacy to Parsons, which can be bought for eightpence. It
gives the clearest account ever written of the origin of the
Church of England as by Law Established. We might write
something on the subject in the Freethinker if our readers
generally desired it.

W. 0. E. Haswel1.—Of course Addison must have been aware of
the true astronomy ; he was probably speaking with what is
sometimes called “ poetic license.” Wo all still say the sun
rises—though it doesn’t. Thanks for fresh list of names. We
don’t quite understand the allusion in that last excerpt from
Lafcadio Hearn.

J. Maroetts.—Your manners are exquisite —like your intelligence.

J. Brough.—Some will be useful. Thanks.

Barry “ Saint.”—The gentleman you refer to should write short
stories for the Daily Mail. Of course it is not true that Mr.
Foote everdebated with Mr. W. T. Lee at Cardiff, or elsewhere,
and acknowledged himself beaton.

Il. C. Shackleton.—The subject is hardly worth further corresi
pondenco. Pardon us, then, for morely noting one sentence in
your letter—namely, that you have read the Freethinker for
iifteen years and never seen in it anything approaching to
"vilification” of Mr. J. M. Robertson.

A. O. Royston.—Glad the Christian friends you persuaded to go
with you to hear Mr. Foote at Liverpool were “ much im-
pressed." Thanks for all your good wishes.

Marion Fergie.—We cheerfully accede to your request, and note
that Mrs. Bradlaugh-Bonner lectures to-day (Nov. 24) for the
Liverpool Ethical Society, at 6 Colquitt-street; at 3 on “ Mili-
tarism in India,” and at 7 on ” Frcethought in the Old Century
and the New.”

B. Gurnsey.— Infidel Death-Beds, by G. W. Footo, can be obtained
at our publishing office, prico 8d.

M. Jennings thanks us for six copies of the Freethinker, and says
he is securing the “ wcokly treat " for himself in future.

C. T. Soldiiana (Madras).—Wo have never published our lectures.
Wo never write them out; our speaking is absolutely extempo-
raneous ; and the cost of competent shorthand reports would
bo considerable. Besides, a report cannot possibly givo all of
a lecture ; expression and gosturc are necessarily omitted, and
they help to produce a speaker’s effect upon tlio audience. On
the whole, we think our roaders must be satisfied with the
Work of our pen—at least for the present.

M B 1ack.—May be able to find room next week.

Watchful.—Wo had already written on it. See “ Acid Drops.”

J - Mather.—See paragraph.

It. Henderson.—Pleased you thought our last number “ splendid.
Hope to see you at Bristol.

G F. S. Barker.— Mr. Cohen’s articles on “ Christian Morality ”
Were as good as you say. Wc had already congratulated him
on n capital bit of work. But we cannot eeo our way to re-
printing them at present. Wo have overrun the fund of the
Salvation Army Tract, and must have that straightened out
W ore going further.

“eMcVie.—Havelock Ellis's Man and Woman, in the International
Scientific Series, would givo you the information you seek. Glad
you are grateful to the friend who introduced you to the Frce-
thinker,

Howell.—As you say, this journal needs to be more widely
known ; and our readers can help to make it so.

Brixton.—W e note your denial, but if you did not mean what we
“aid you expressed yourself very badly.

a(*n Admirer.—See reply to another correspondent.

~Ject is hardly feasible at present.

W B. Ball__ Many thanks for cuttings.

Thanks for your
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L. E. Madbett.—Much obliged to you for the information.

G. Roleffs.—Thanks for cuttings.

J. Partriage.—Mr. Foote is none the worse for his “ great effort”
on Sunday, as you call it.

R. H. Leak.—Shall be sent. Glad you enjoyed yourself so much
at the Birmingham Town Hall on Sunday.

James L eo.— Y ou are right, but few auditors like to sit behind the
lecturer.

T. Robertson.—Too0 late for this week ; in our next.

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

Lecture Notices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-

street, E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be
inserted.

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

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

Sugar Plums.

Mr. Footo winds up the present course of Sunday Free-
thought lectures at Stanley Hall this ovening (Nov. 24), his
subject being “ The Growth of God.” North London
“ saints ” should try to bring some of their more orthodox
friends along to this lecture.

Mr. Foote had magnificent meetings in the Birmingham
Town Hall on Sunday, and tho enthusiasm was unbounded.
The first was by far the largest afternoon meeting ho has
over had there, and the second was by far the largest even-
ing meeting. It was altogether a red-lettor day for the
Birmingham Branch. A stranger, looking at that grand
evening audience—comprising so many ladies, as well as
men—might have wondered how it was brought together.
Well, it was brought together simply by Mr. Foote’'s namo
on a bill. Nothing was owing to the press. Birmingham
papers gave Mr. Footo no announcements and no reports.
He gets his ever-increasing audiences thcro in spite of them.
They don't mako him—and they can’'t unmako him; and
thero is comfort in that.

Somo of Mr. Footo’s audience travelled a long way to hear
him. Some cycled, in no very pleasant weather, from
Coventry; Mr. Horace Parsons, a good friend of tho Bir-
mingham Branch, journeyed over from Evesham; and one
little band of Freethinkers, as bright and genial as they
mako them, came over from tho Potteries, and “ wouldn’t
have missed tho lectures for anything.” Mr. Fathers, tho
Branch prosidont, occupied tho chair at both lectures.

Prior to tho locturos in tho Birmingham Town Hall somo
oxccllont music was finely rendered by a military Brass
Band of twenty-eight performers, including somo of tho
best known professional musicians in tho Midlands, who all
gave tlicir services gratuitously. Tho conductor, Mr. Charles
Bradlaugh Davies, was publicly “ named” by the great
Charles Bradlaugh in tho old Dean-street rooms thirty-six
years ago; and his son was publicly “ named” thirteen
years ago in the Town Hall by Mr. Footo.

Birmingham *“ saints ” will please note that two more
meetings will be held in tho Town Hall next Sunday (Dec. 1).
Mr. Cohon will be tho lecturer. Wo hope they will mako his
visit well known and thus help to sccuro him big audiences.

Being unable to spare a Sunday at present, Mr. Foote is
paying Bristol a week-day visit and delivering two lectures
for tho now N.S.S. Branch. Tho lectures are to bo de-
livered next Thursday and Friday evenings (Nov. 28 and 29)
in tho Shepherd’'s Hall, Old Markel-streot. Reserved seat
tickets can bo obtainod of Mr. G. W. Harvey, newsagent,
Lower Arcade, or Mr. J. Flynn, newsagent, Horsefair.

Mr. Lloyd had a good audienco at Staulcy Hall on
Sunday ovening; his lccturo was excellent and much
appreciated, and thero was some useful discussion after-
wards.

Mr. J. T. Lloyd lectures at Aberdare on SulLdiy, Decem-
ber 8, and the local Branch has decided to call a Conference
of N.S. S. members scattered through S. Wales to consider
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the general question of district organisation. The Confer-
ence is to meet at 11 a.m. at Pugsley’s restaurant, Cardiff-
street, Aberdare.

The Camberwell Branch reports the conclusion of a
highly successful open-air season. From April to October
sixty-seven lectures have been delivered, and the collections
realised over (£15, leaving a substantial balance in hand.
This happy result is largely due to the efficient chairman-
ship of Mr. F. R. Theakstone. Three gratuitous lectures
were also given by Mr. Theakstone, and two by Mr. L. B.
Gallagher. The Branch is now negotiating for a course of
lectures in January at the Horns Assembly Rooms, Ken-
nington.

Mr. Harry Snell wishes to say that his letter to the Daily
Chronicle on Atheism and the Ethical Movement was written
in his official capacity as Secretary of the Union of Ethical
Societies, and was so shortened as to give an incorrect idea
of what he wrote. With reference to our remarks on his
long connection with English Freethought, Mr. Snell says:
“1 do not forget the quarry whence | was hewn, and the
debt | owe the Freethought cause. The day may come
when | shall be able to devote far more time to it than has
been possible of late years.”

Mr. F. J. Gould, in the Leicester Pioneer, administers a
righteous castigation to the Rev. F. B. Feist, vicar of St.
Andrew’s, who issued a clerical blast against him during the
recent municipal elections. The reverend gentleman has
since tried to justify his course of procedure, and it is to
this effort that Mr. Gould replies. On the subject of mar-
riage and the family, Mr, Feist quotes from Mr. Belfort Bax,
a well-known Socialist. Mr. Gould, however, stigmatises
this as “ a paltry dodge.” He says thatfew men in Leicester
have more frequently written and spoken on religion, educa-
tion, and womanhood than he has, and “ why go to Mr. Bax
to find out what Mr. Gould thinks and says?” Mr. Gould
admits, of course, that he was a Labor candidate, that he is
a Socialist, that he is a Secular Educationist. Ho also
admits that he “ does not believe in the existence of a Per-
sonal God.” “ Tho Supreme Being | believe in, and reve-
rently acknowledge,” he says, “ is our mother Humanity.”
As to “ alarming ” Christians, Mr. Gould pleads guilty, if
Christians of Mr. Feist's type are meant; and he says ho
“ ought to be proud of having accomplished the very difficult
feat of waking up the clergy.”

Mr. Feist is dreadfully alarmed at what ho calls “ Godless
Education,” but Mr. Gould points out—and wo aro glad to
know of tho fact—that Secular Education is supported by
the Mayor of Leicester (Mr. Alderman T. Smith), Mr. J. M,
Hubbard (Liberal and Christian member for tho Castlo
Ward), Councillor G. E. Hilton (a Primitive Methodist), Mr.
Theodore Ellis (a Christian supporter of tho Adult School
movement), and tho Rev. Rowland Evans (minister of Dover-
street Baptist Chapel). Those are all as good Christians as
Mr. Feist can bo. So his “ Godless Education ” falls llattor
than he expected.

Townsmen who think the peasant is stupid becauso ho
has other thoughts than theirs, in consequence of his
different life, aro very much mistaken. They think, in
their own way, even about tho deepest problems. In Mr.
George Bourno’'s now book, Memoirs of a Surrey Laborer,
there is some capital and characteristic talk by a hardy old
peasant who does not take much stock in “ this 'ere religion.”
Take the following :—

“All he kep’ on about was the devil. The devil kep’
cornin’ and botherin’ of'n. 'Tis abad job. | s’poso ho
went right into it—studyin’ about these here places nobody
ever bin to an' come back again to toll we. Nobody don’t
know nothin’ about it. ’'Ten't as if they come back to tell
ye. There's my father, what bin dead this forty year.
What a crool man he must be not to 'vo como back in all
that time, if ho was able, an’ tell me about it. That's what
| said to Colonel Sadler. ‘O,” ho says, ‘you better talk to
the Vicar. ‘Vicar?ll says. ‘He won't talk to me.’
Besides, what do he know about it morc’'n anybody else ?”

Capital! Tho pith of tho whole matter is there. What do
all the preachers of Kingdom-Como know ?

There is to be an indoor Freethought meeting at Southend-
on-Sea to-day (Nov. 21). Mr. W. J. Ramsey lectures at
8 p.m. on “ Salvation ” in the Victoria (large) Hall—for tho
new N. S. S. Branch.

Queen’s (Minor) Hall has been engaged on December 1, 8,
and 15, for threo special Sunday evening lectures by Mr.
Foote. His subject on the opening night is one that should
crowd the place—*“ Socialism, Christianity, and Atheism ;
aud Blatchford versus Campbell.”
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Christian Rale.

“ Men discovered that those who loved the gods most were
apt to love men least; that the arrogance of universal forgive-
ness was amazing; that the most malicious had the effrontery
to pray for their enemies; and that humility and tyranny
were the fruit of the same tree.”—Colonel Ingeksoll,
Oration on the Gods.

“ The greatest sin hitherto is the word of him who said,
‘ Woe unto those who laugh here.” Ho did not love enough.
Otherwise he would have loyed us also, the laughers.”—
Nietzsche.

* So the priests hated him, and he
Repaid their hate with cheerful glee.”
Shellev, Rosalind and Helen.

Having the opportunity of seeing Mr. Pinero’s play,
“ His House in Order,” performed by a passing
touring company, we availed ourselves of our good
fortune to see this piece. No doubt most of the
readers of this journal have seen or heard of Mr.
Pinero’'s play; for those who have not, it is sufficient
to say that the principal characters are, Filmer
Jesson, M.P., Nina (his second wife), Sir Daniel and
Lady Ridgeley (the first wife’'s parents), with their
son Pryce and daughter Geraldine. These, with
Hilary Jesson, brother to the M.P., and British
minister to Santa Guada, who is spending a holiday
at his brother’s house, are the essential characters
in the play.

Filmer Jesson, M.P., is just one of tho stiff, un-
bending, autocratic individuals who pass for gentle-
men among tho upper middle class. Everyone must
bo at his beck and call. Everything must be in its
proper place. The household must work with clock-
work precision and regularity. In fact, his house
must be kept in order so that he is absolutely free to
pursue his “ career.” Now, Annabel, the first wife,
having been brought up under tho strict, puritanical
training of the Ridgeley’'s, made a perfect wife,
according to the ideas of Filmer Jesson. That is to
say, she performed the duties of a superior, upper
servant.

Unfortunately, however, Annabel dies and Mr.
Jesson remarries. But Nina, the gay and light-
hearted new wife, has no idea of keeping a house in
order; so Geraldine, tho dead wife’s sister, is in-
stalled to keep “ His House in Order.” Then
commences a petty persecution of the second wife
by tho first wife's relations, who are bitter Puritans,
looking upon amusement as of the Devil, and hating
tho cheerful, healthy, gaiety of Nina, the second
wife ; thwarting and opposing hor upon ovory possible
occcasion, and generally making hor life miserable.

Moreover, they aro always comparing her conduct
with that of the first wife. As Nina tells Filmer's
brother, it is all Annabel, Annabel, Annabel. How-
ever, Nina accidentally discovers eorno letters of tbo
first wife’s, proving that she was not tho paragon of
virtue sho appeared to be. Tho repression of all the
'roalthy and joyous instincts of her nature found
vent in a secret and illicit love for one of her hus-
band’'s friends, tho offspring of the guilty intrigue
being tho boy Derek, the only child of the first mar-
riago. Filmor’'8 brothor Hilary finds Nina with the
letters, and porsuados her not to reveal thorn ; and
sho gives them to him to destroy. Then Hilary
remonstrates with Filmer upon tho manner in which
Nina is being treated, but Filmor will brook no inter-
ference ; then Hilary, as a last resourco, produces
tho letters, and Filmor, overcome by his wife’s gene-
rosity in not using tho letters, gets rid of tho pi°lj
crew, restores Nina to hor proper position, and al
ends happily.

Tho play interested mo most as a study of the
bitter puritanical piety displayed by tho first wife 0
relations. It is to be obsorved that Mr. Pinoro does
not represent the first wife's relatives to be hyp0O'
critos; they are not using religion as a cloak 1°
immorality ; they are simply earnest Christians hk0
the old Puritans, whoso praises tho Nonconformity =
are never tired of singing, and of whom the historian
Macaulay has recorded that they suppressed b°
baiting, “ not boeauso it guve pain to the bull, bu
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because it gave pleasure to the spectators.” The
same hatred of pleasure displayed by the first Chris-
tians, of whom Gibbon has remarked that they were
so fearful of enjoying themselves in this world that
“ The first sensation of pleasure was marked as the
first moment of their abuse.”

Only those who have spent their youth in a really
pious household can appreciate the true inwardness
of the “ religion of love.” .We should think tha;
Mr. Pinero must have experienced the effects of
Christian charity at some time in his life, or he could
not reproduce it with such fidelity. Thoso who have
not experienced a real religious training should see
this play; they can sit at ease, like Lazarus gazing
on Dives in torment, and see the religion of love in
action without the inconvenience of being operated
upon.

When the child Derek is sent off to bed, he is tole
that he need not stay to wash his hands, but he is
by no means to hurry over his prayers. When the
French governess strikes a few'bars of Chopin upon
the piano she is immediately suppressed; Chopin is
too worldly, and so on.

When the Nonconformist advocates closing the
museums, libraries, and shops on a Sunday, he
exhibits great anxiety that tho working man should
get his “day of rest but the real reason is the
puritanical one—the fear lest tho working man
should enjoy himself on that day. Charles Dickens,
in Little Dorrit, has given a vivid picture of the
horrors of the Christian Sunday. It is Sunday
evening in London:—

“In every thoroughfare, up almost every alley, and
down almost every turning, some doleful bell was
tolling, as if the plague were in the city and the dead-
carts were going round. Everything was bolted and
barred that could hy possibility furnish relief to an
overworked people. No pictures, no unfamiliar animals,
no rare plants or llowers, no natural or artificial wonders
of the ancient world—all taboo with that enlightened
strictness, that tho ugly South Sea gods in tho British
Museum might have supposed themselves at homo
again. Nothing to see but streets, streets, streets.
Nothing to change the brooding mind or raise it up.
Nothing for the spent toiler to do but to compare the
monotony of his seventh day with tho monotony of his
six days, think what a weary life he led, and make the
best of it—or tho worst, according to the probabilities.”

Tho sound of tho bells revived in Arthur Clenham’s
hiemory a long procession of miserable Sundays.
The dreary Sunday of his childhood. Tho sleepy
Sunday of his boyhood ; whon he was marched to
chapel like a military desertor. Tho interminable
Sunday of his nonage. “ There was a legion of
Sundays; all days of unserviceable bitterness and
fortification, slowly passing boforo him.” *“ Heaven
~Ofgivo mo,” said he, “ and thoso who trained me.
How | have hated this day!” Yes, and thousands
Could add, “ so havo wo " ; the present writer among

them.

The late George Gissing—that very fine, but
father depressing, novelist—had also experienced
“be desolating effect of the British Sunday”™ In his
Jfvol, The Emancipated, thoro is a description of a

Sunday morning, from which wo cull the following:

“ Mrs. Elgar moves about silently, tbo pain on her
brow deepening as cliapcl time approaches. At length,
tho boy and girl go upstairs to bo ‘got ready, which
means that they induo other garments yet moro un-
comfortable than those they already wear. This process
ever, they descend again to the breakfast-room, and
ngaiu sit thcro, waiting for tho dread moment of
departure. Tho boy is more rebellious than usual; he
presently drums with his foot, and even begins to
whistle very low a popular air. His sister looks at him,
first with ustonishod reproof, then in dread.

llia sister has a vivid recollection, in after years,
?, tho dreadful day whon Ruoben, quarreling with

fa mother—

“ Uttered words which signified hatred and rejection
of all he had been taught to hold divine. Mrs. Elgur’s
Pallid, speechless horror ; the cruel chastisement in-
dicted on tho lad by his father; sho could never look
back on it all without sickness of heart. Thenceforth,
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her brother and his wild ways embodied for her that
awful thing, infidelity.”

How many young lives have been wrecked because,
in their wild protest against such an inhuman system,
they have gone to the other extreme, and, throwing
natural morality away, along with the evil faith,
have run riot until they have reached the prison
cell or a suicide’'s grave. To use a homely phrase,
they have “ thrown the baby away along with the
dirty water.”

This is not a fancy theory, invented by a wicked
infidel, to score one off the Nonconformist philistine.
The late Charles Haddon Spurgeon himself lamented
the fact. Ho saysi—

“ When | see so many children of Qhristians turn out
out worse than others, when | find some of the sons of
ministers among tho ringleaders in sin, what can | do
but pray that I may sooner die than have such a curse
fall upon myself.”*

Of course, Spurgeon could not see that religion
was the cause of this lamentable falling away from
the path of virtue of the children of Christians ; who
according to their theory, should have served as a
pattern to the children of the more worldly and
unregenerate; instead of serving as a warning and
an awful example.

In fact, he actually advised more religion as a
remedy! “ The Puritans,” he says, “ never fell into
the fault of sparing the rod, but their children were
catechised every Sabbath, were prayed for and wept
over, and the Puritan household was a very heaven
on earth.” Very likely; for so far as we can discover
from a perusal of Holy Scripture, the only occupation
of the heavenly population, consists of standing
round a throne, singing psalms and chanting praises
to God Almighty, for ever and ever. An eternal
Nonconformist Sunday.

But of human happiness tho Puritan family knew
nothing ; they looked upon it as an invention of the
Devil. Certainly they did not spare the rod. They
must have been like the people spoken of by Colonel
Ingersoll, who, he says, must have thought that
when the Savior said, “ Suffer little children to come
unto me,” “ he had a raw hide under his mantle, and
made that remark simply to get tho children within
striking distance."

John Wesley, the founder of Methodism, was also
a believer in the rod. He gives directions how to
train children. “ Break their wills betimes," he
says, “ begin this work before thoy can run, before
they can speak plain.” He exhorts parents never to
praise their children for anything. “ Lot a child,
from a year old, be taught to fear the rod and to cry
softly; from that age, mako him do as he is bid, if
you whip him ten times running to affect it.”f Ho
established a school to put these principles into
practice. Tho children of tonder parents, ho said,
had no business there, and all parents had to agree
not to tako their child away, “ no, not for a day, till
thoy took him for good and all.” J The poor little
victims had to rise every morning, winter and sum-
mer, at four. Thoy were never allowed out of sight
of a master; evon in tho dormitory, whore they
slept, a master occupied a bed and a lamp was kept
burning all night. “ As wo have no playdays,” says
Wesloy, “ so neither do we allow any time for play
on any day; he that plays when he is a child will
play when he is a man.” §

That is how the religion of love and happiness
works out in practice. To-day, it is not so arbitrary
and domineering. It is engaged in a life and death
struggle with science and civilisation, and it is trying
,0 compromise with “ tho Prince of this World.”

But lot us see what it was likd whon it was
supremo. Tho Puritans of the Commonwealth were
'ine representatives of tho Nonconformists of our
day. They ruled the country from 1649, when

* Sermon No. 713, Soul Murder.

t Southey, Lije of IVesley, p. 501 (1871).

1 lbid, p. 344. R

§ Becky, History of England in the Eighteenth Century, vol. ii.,
p. 590.
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Charles I. was beheaded—for his crimes—until 1660;
a period of eleven years. At the end of this time,
they had made themselves so hateful that the people
were glad to welcome even another Charles rather
than continue under the yoke of the Godly Puritans.
If the Puritans had been less bigoted there is no
reason why we should have had another king. We
might be living now under parliamentary govern-
ment, like America or France, but for religion.

When the nation did succeed in throwing off the
Puritan incubus, they rushed to the other extreme;
and the period that followed is marked as the most
sensual and licentious in English history. “ The
whole face of England,” says the historian, Green,
“ was changed in an instant. All that was noblest
and best in Puritanism was whirled away with its
pettiness and its tyranny in the current of the
nation’s hate.” The knowledge that his ideal of a
Puritan England was afailure, embittered Cromwell’s
last days and hastened the fever that ended his life.
He felt that the reign of Puritanism would end with
his death. As Green remarks :—

“The children even of the leading Puritans stood
aloof from Puritanism. The eldest of Cromwell’'s sons
made small pretensions to religion. Milton’s nephews,
though reared in his house, were writing satires against
Puritan hypocrisy and contributing to collections of
filthy songs. The two daughters of the great preacher,
Stephen Marshall, were to figure as actresses on the
infamous stage of the Restoration.” f

Even their own children could not stand it. Under
Puritan rule, dancing was not allowed; even the
innocent dancing of children round the maypole was
forbidden. The theatres were closed ; Sunday sports
abolished; Christmas itself had to pass without
pies, puddings, or any merry-making whatever.

When the Puritan rule came to an end, human
nature, so long denied innocent amusement, rushed
to the other extreme, and tho shamelessness and
brutality of the Restoration passes belief. To cite
Green again —

“ Lord Rochester was a fashionable poet, and the
titles of some of his poems are such as no pen of our
day would copy. Sir Charles Sedloy was a fashionable
wit, and tho foulness of his words made even the porters
of Covont Garden pelt him from the balcony when ho
ventured to address them.”

Tho dialogue of the stago was “ of a studied and
deliberate foulness, which even its wit fails to redeem
from disgust. Wycherly, tho popular playwright of
the time, remains the most brutal among all dra-
matists ; and nothing givos so damning an impres-
sion of his day as the fact that ho found actors to
repeat his words and audiences to applaud them ” j—
an illustration on a public scale of that which
Spurgeon lamented on a private scale, and through
a similar cause.

The next great rovival of religion in this country
was that under Wesloy and Whitefield, which Mr.
John Morloy speaks of as “ tho great Evangelical
rovival, terrible and inevitable, which has so deeply
colored religious feeling and warped intellectual
growth in England ever since.”; Wo are feoling tho
effects of that upheaval even now; for, as Lecky
observes:—

“ To tho strength of tho Methodist and Evangelical

. opinion is mainly duo tho strange anomaly that, at the

present day, after nearly fifty years of almost uninter-
rupted democratic legislation, the great majority of
public museums and galleries in England are closed on
tho ODly day on which tho bulk of tho people could
enjoy them. The working classes have thus been
deprived of a source of amusement and instruction of
pre-eminent virtue, and the public-houses of their most
formidable competitors.”

The Nonconformist party is still a power in tho
land, a3 the last general election has shown ; but all
their energy has, so far, been spent in fighting tho

* Green, History of the English People, vol. iii., p. 328.
t Ibid, p. 314.
{ P. 320.
§ John Morley, Voltaire, p. 91 (1872).
I1. B. Becky, History of England in the Eighteenth Century,
vol. ii., p. 641.
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Church for the possession of the children. When
they have settled with their old enemy they will
turn their attention to putting those things right
which offend the Nonconformist conscience, among
which may be reckoned the closing of all shops on
Sunday, stoppage of Sunday railway travelling,
closing of those museums and picture galleries now
open on Sunday, prohibition of music in the parks,
and so on, until they have brought back again the
old Puritan Sabbath. Freethinkers, arise! The
Philistines are upon us. Let us attack this debasing
superstition with still more energy, for while it
survives it is a menace to the progress and happiness
of humanity. w . Mann>

Leon Gambetta.

Gambetta was the greatest French orator and
statesman of his age. He was one of those splendid
and potent figures who redeem nations from common-
place. To him, more than to any other man, the
present Republic owes its existence. He played
deeply for it in the great game of life and death
after Sedan, and by his titanic organisation of the
national defence he made it impossible for Louis
Napoleon to reseat himself on the throne with the
aid of German bayonets. Again, in 1877, ho saved
the Republic ho loved so well from the monarchial
conspirators. He defeated their base attempt to
subvert a nation’s liberties, but tho struggle sapped
his enormous vitality, which had already been im-
paired by the terrible labors of his Dictatorship.
He died at tho early ago of forty-four, having ex-
hausted his strength in fighting for freedom.
Scarcely a dark thread was left in the leonine mane
of black hair, and the beard matched the whiteness
of his shroud.

France mourned liko one man at tho hero’s death.
Tho people gave him a funeral that eclipsed the
obsequies of kings. He was carried to his grave by
a million citizens. Yet in tho whole of that vast
throng, as Mr. Frederic Harrison remarked, “ there
was no no emblem of Christ, no priest of God, not
one mutter of heaven, no hollow appeal to the
mockery of the resurrection, no thought but for the
great human loss and human sorrow. It was the
Orst time in tho history of Europe that a foromost
man had been laid to rest by a nation in grief, with-
out priest or church, prayer or hymn."

Liko almost every eminent Republican, Gambetta
was a Freethinker. As Mr. Frederic Harrison says»
“Ho systematically and formally repudiated any
kind of acceptance of theology." During his lif0'
time ho never ontored a church, oven when attend-
ing a marriage or a funeral, but stopped short at tbo
door, and let who would go insido and listen to the
mummery of the priest. In his own expressive
words, he doclinod to bo “rocked asleep by tbo
myths of childish religions.” He professed himself
an admirer and a disciple of Voltaire—Vadmiral”®
et le disciple dc Voltaire. Every mombor of bis
ministry was a Freethinker, and one of them, tbo
eminent scientist, Paul Bert, a militant Atheist”
Speaking at a public mooting not long beforo hi9
death, Gambetta called Comto tho greatest thinker
of this century; that Comto who proposed to “ r0'
organise society, without God and without king, by
tho systematic cultus of humanity." .

When John Stuart Mill died, a Christian journa >
which died itself a few weeks after, declared ho hal
gone to hell, and wished all his friends and disciplCh
would follow him. Several pious prints expresses
similar sentiments with regard to Gambetta. J¥iS§

ng b e English papers, let us look at a few Fren0™
on s.y tI'Iﬁl'lo Dge J(') %l%gl?e’s organ, naturaﬁy an>80u

to insult tho statesman who had so signally boaJe ~
him, said that “ho died suddenly after hurlmk
defiance at God.” Tho Pays, edited by that pi°llb
bully, Paul do Cassagnac, said : “ He dies, poi90°e,
by his own blood. He set himsolf up against G°
Ho has fallen. It is fearful. But it is just.” ~

—g—h O —~=

omIm'—-
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Catholic Univers said, “ While he was recruiting his
strength, and meditating fresh assaults upon the
Church, and promising himself victory, the divine
Son of the Carpenter was preparing his coffin.”
These tasteful exhibitions of Christian charity
show that Gambetta lived and died a Freethinker.
Yet the sillier sort of Christians have not scrupled
to insinuate, and even argue, that he was secretly
a believer. One asinine priest, M. Feuillet des
Conches, formerly Yicar of Notre Dame des Vic-
toires, and then honorary Chamberlain to the Pope,
stated in the London Times that, about two years
before his death, Gambetta came to his church with
a brace of big wax tapers, which he offered in memory
of his mother. He also added that the great orator
knelt before the Virgin, dipped his finger in holy
water, and made the sign of the cross. Was there
ever a more absurd story ? Gambetta was a remark-
able-looking man, and extremely well known. He
could not have entered a church unobserved, and,
had he done so, the story would have gone round
Paris the next day. Yet nobody heard of it till
after his death. Either the priest mistook some
portly dark man for Gambetta, or he was guilty of a

pious fraud.
According to another story, Gambetta said “ | am
lost” when the doctors told him he could not re-

But the phrase Je suis perdu has no theo-
Nothing is more misleading
than a literal translation. Gambetta simply meant
“It is all over, then!” This monstrous perversion
of a simple phrase could only have arisen from sheer
malico or gross ignorance of French.

While lying on his death-bed Gambetta listened to
Rabelais, Moliére, and other favorite but not very
pious authors, read aloud by a young student who
adored him. Almost his last words, as recorded in
the Times, wore these: “ Well, | have suffered so
touch, it will be a deliverance.” The words are
calm, collected, and truthful. There is no rant and
no quailing. It is the natural language of a strong
toan confronting Death after long agony. Shortly
after he breathed his last. The deliverance had
come. Still lay the mighty hoart and the fertile
brain that had spent themselves for France, and the
silence was only broken by tho sobs of dear friends
Who would havo died to save them. No priest
administered “ tho consolations of religion,” and ho
expressly ordered that ho should bo buried without
religious rites. His great heroic genius was superior
to the creeds, seeing through them and over them.
Ho lived and died a Freethinker, like nearly all the
great men since Mirabeau and Danton who have
built up tho freedom and glory of France.

G. W. Foote.

cover.
logical significance.

THE WILL.

If all our actions aro rellox, tho result of stimuli, then wo
bavo no will. That which wo imagine our will is only
Unnoticed stimuli which are tho real initiatives in al our
actions. If thoro bo a hiatus anywhero which cannot bo
attributed to stimuli, then wo would be justified in assuming
teiuo unknown agent as our " will,” but thoro is none. A.

Redcoto Dewar.

ASSOCIATION.

At overy step you havo need of your brothers, and you
c°uld not satisfy tho simplest needs of life without aiding
yeurselves by their work. Though superior to every ot ter
being by virtuo of association with your fellows, you are,
~hen isolatod, inferior in strength to many animals, and
~eak and incapablo of development and of a complete exist-
°Uco. All tho noblest aspirations of your heart, such as love
°f country, and also those less virtuous, such as desire of

and of others praise, indicate your inborn tendency to
buito your life with the life of tho millions who surround

y°a- You aro, then, created for association. It multiplies
?0ur strength a hundredfold ; makes the ideas of others
f°Urs, and tho progress of others yours; and raises,

‘“Proves, and sanctifies your nature through the affections
£ growing sentiment of the unity of tho human family.

ljo wider the more intimate and comprehensive your
“m/ociation'with your brothers, tho further you will advance
Oli *ho path of individual progress.—Mazzini.
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Correspondence.

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

sir,— | have just been reading Mr. Cohen’s thoughtful and
interesting article on “ The Standpoint of Atheism,” in
which he attempts to prove that Socialism is essentially
Atheistic in its position.

May I, as a Socialist—1 hardly like to use the name, as it
is associated with so many absurd so-called reforms with
which | am not in accord—urge that he is somewhat unjust
to the Socialist party ?

In what way, | would ask him, is Socialism, as a political
party, more Atheistic in its position than the Conservative
or Liberal parties? Does Mr. Balfour seek to ameliorate the
economic disadvantages of the masses with the aid of God ?
Certainly not! Tariff reform is his remedy. Does Sir
Henry Campbell-Bannerman ? Of course not! Free trade
is his palliative. As a matter of fact, all political parties
leave God strictly out of their calculations when legislating
on economic reforms. | believe | am right, 'Sir, in saying
that you once gave, as your reason for excluding political
questions from the columns of the Freethinker, the state-
ment that the more planks one adds to a platform the fewer
people it will hold.

Why. then, should Socialists place themselves at a dis-
advantage by adding tho plank of Atheism—-it would havo
to be aggressive Atheism—to their platform, when there is
room in their ranks for all desirous of social reform ?

Alfred Germany.

THE CHRISTIAN EUROPEAN.

If one could observe the strangely painful, equally coarse
and refined comedy of European Christianity with the
derisive and impartial eye of an Epicurean god, | should
think one would never cease marvelling and laughing; does
it not actually seem that some single will has ruled over
Europe for eighteen centuries in order to make a sublime
abortion of man ? He, however, who, with opposite require-
ments (no longer Epicurean) and with some divine hammer
in his hand, could approach this almost voluntary degenera-
tion and stunting of mankind, as exemplified in the European
Christian (Pascal, for instance), would he not havo to cry
aloud with rage, pity, and horror: “ Oh, you bunglers, pre-
sumptuous pitiful bunglers, what havo you done 1 Was that
a work for your hands ? How you have hacked and botched
my finest stonol What havo you presumed to do T'—I|
should say that Christianity has hitherto been the most por-
tentous of presumptions. Men, not great enough, nor hard
enough, to bo entitled as artists to tako part in fashioning
man; men, not sufficiently strong and far-sighted to allow,
with sublime self-constraint, tho obvious law of tho thou-
sandfold failures and perishings to provail; men, not suffi.
ciontly nobio to see tho radically different grades of rank and
intervals of rank that separato man from man : stick mon,
with their “ equality beforo God,” have hitherto swayed tho
destiny of Europe; until at last a dwarfed, almost ludicrous
species has been produced, a gregarious animal, something
obliging, sickly, mediocre, tho European of tho present day.
—Nietzsche, “ Beyond Qood and Evil."

YOUR PARENTS.

Love your parents. Do not lot the family which springs
from you mako you ever forgot tho family from which you
sprang. Too often indeed tho now ties relax the old,
whereas they ought only to bo a new link in tho chain of
love which should bind together the three generations of a
family. Surround tho white heads of the mother and of
tho father with tender and respectful affection till their last
day. Strew their way to tho grave with flowers. Breatlio
over their weary souls a fragrance of faith and immortality
with tho constancy of your love. And may tho affection
which you keep inviolate for your parents bo a pledge of
that which your children will keep for you.— Mazzini.

Obituary.

On Sunday, tho 10th inst., an old member of tho Birming-
ham Branch of tho N.S. S. (Mr. Bridges) was buried at tho
Lodgo Hill Cemetery. Ho was at one time president of tho
Branch, and took a very active part in our movement,
especially at tho period when Mr. Bradlaugh was fighting
for his seat in the House of Commons. Enfeebled by age
and a long illness, he remained staunch to his Frectliought
principles to the last, and at his wish was accorded a Secular
funeral.—J. Partridge.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.

>

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

LONDON.
Stanley Hal1 (Fortress-road, Junction-road, N.): 7.30, G. W.
Foote, * The Growth of God.”

Camberwell Branch N. S.S. (North Camberwell Hall, New
Church-road): 3.15, Guy A. Aldred, a Lecture.

West Ham Branch N. S. S. (Workman’s Hall, Bomford-road,

Stratford): 7.30, J. T. Lloyd, “ Theology Nonplussed.” Selec-
tions by the Band before Lecture.
COUNTRY.
Aberdare Branch N.S.S. (Pugsley’'s Restaurant): 6, G.

Lewis, “ The Decay of the Churches.”

Bristol Branch N. S. S. (Shepherd’s Hall, Old Market-square):
G. W. Foote, at 8 each evening—Thursday, Nov. 28, “ Blatch-

ford v. Campbell; Socialism, Christianity, and Atheism  Friday,
Nov. 29, “ Is Christianity True ?”
Edinburgh Branch N. S.S. (Hall, 84 .Leith-street) : G.30,
W. M. Bushby, “ Was Burns an Orthodox Christian?”
Faitswortii (Secular Sunday School, Pole-lane): G.30, J. R.

Clynes, M.P., “ Reform : Public and Personal.”

Gilasgow: Secular Hall, Brunswick street—J. M. Robertson,
12 (noon), “ Christianity and Politics  G.30, “ The Evolution of
Religion ; 11.—The Subsidiary Doctrines and Symbols of Chris-
tianity.” Illustrated by limelight views.

Leeds Branch N.S.S. (Clarion Club, 125 Albion-street) :
Friday, Nov. 23, at 8, H. S. Kitchen (Zetetic Society), “ Some
Ass-tro-Comical Fallacies.”

Liverpool Branch N. S. S. (Milton Hall, Daulby-street): n. S.
Wishart, 3, “ Atheism and the Bottom Dog”; 7, “ The New
Theology a Red Herring.”

Manchester Branch N.S. S. (Secular Hall. Rusholme-road) :
6.30, M. Clark (Russian), “ Christian Russia.”

Newcastle Debating Society (Lockhart's Cathedral Cafd) :
Thursday, Nov. 28, at 8, R. Mitchell, “ Immortality.”

South Shields (Navigation Schools, Market-place):
Lecture arrangements.

7.30,

Outdoob.
Edinburgh Branch N. S.S.: The Mound, at 3, meets for
Discussion.

Huddersfield Branch N. S. S.: Market Cross, Saturday, at
8, Geo. T. Whitehead, a Lecture.

TRUE MORALITY:

Or, The Theory and Practice of Neo-Malthusianism,
IS, | BZUEVS,

THE BEST BOOK

OH THIS SUBJECT.

Superfine Large-paper Edition, 17G pages, with Portrait and Auto-
graph, bound in cloth, gilt-lettered, poetfree It, a copy.

In order that it may have a large cfrculation, and to bring it
within the reach of the poor, | have issued
A POPULAR EDITION IN PAPER COVERS.
A copy of this edition post free for 2d. A dozen oopios, for dis-
tribution, post free for one shilling.

The National Reformer of September 4, 1892, says: " Mr.
Holmes’s pamphlet....... is an almost unexceptional statement
of the Neo-Malthusianism theory and practice....... and through-
out appeals to moral feeling....... The special value of Mr.
Holmes's service to the Neo-Malthusian cause and to human
well-being generally is just hia combination in his pamphlet
of a plain statement of the physical and moral need for family
limitation, with a plain account of the means by which it oan be
aecared, and on offer to all concerned of tho requisites at the
lowest possible prices.”

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

Ordert should be Bent to the author,

J. R HOLMES, EAST HANNEV, WANTAGE.

Take a Road of Your Own

Or, Individuality and Mental Freedom

By COLONEL R. G. INGERSOLL
PRICE ONE PENNY
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SOUTH PLACE INSTITUTE,

SOUTH PLACE, FINSBURY.
(Near to Moorgate-st. Station, Met. Railway; Broad-st. Station, etc.)

TWO LECTURES
Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON, M.P.

IN THE ABOVE INSTITUTE ON

TUESDAY EVENINGS NOVEMBER ,% and DECEMBER 3.
SUBJECT:
“THE HIGHER CRITICISM,”
In which will be presented a fairly exhaustive analysis of the
latest scholarly conclusions as to the origin and authorship
of the various books constituting the Bible.

November 26 : OLD TESTAMENT PROBLEMS.

The Analysis of the Pentateuch—Bearings of Mythology—
Later results of Acsyriology and Egyptology—The pseudo-histori-
cal books—Job—The pseudo-Soloinonic Literature—The Prophets
—Compromises of official scholarship—The recent textual work
of Dr. Cheyne— Comparison of Biblical with classical historical
criticism.

December 3: NEW TESTAMENT PROBLEMS.

Retardation of New Testament eritieism among professional
scholars—Early recognition of difficulties—The Wolfenbiittel
fragments—Porson on the Three Witnesses—Problem of the
Gospels—Problem of the Epistles—Problem of the Acts—The
Apocalypse—The work of F. C. Baur on the Epistles—Defects of
his handling of the Gospels—The Gospels in the light of the
Epistles— The Fourth Gospel —Van Manen on the Pauline
Epistles—Admissions of professional scholarship as to the Gospels
—The Sermon on the Mount—The Parables—Conclusions as to
the Apocalypse—the Epistle of James—UItimate problems—The
Historicity of Jesus.

Discussion Invited. Prices of Admission, 7s., Gd., ami 3d.

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

IS THE BIBLE INSPIRED?
This Useful Pamphlet by
Mr. G. W. FOOTE.

Will be forwarded, post free, for

THREE HALFPENCE.

The Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastlo.streot, Farringdon-strect, E.C-

FLOWERS of FREETHOUGHT

By G. W. FOOTE.

2s. Gd.
2s. 6d.

First Series, cloth - - - -
Second Series, cloth e - * -

Contains scores of entertaining and informing Essays ti
Articles on a great varioty of Froothought topics.

Colonel Ingersoll’'s Last Lecture.

WHAT IS RELIGION ?

An Address delivered beforo the American Free Religioll9
Association at Boston, June 2, 1899.

Price Twopence.

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

Will cure Liver, Kidney, and all Stomach Diseases effectda

Good for Heart Troubles and Cardiac Complaints, Female
Ailments, Antomia.
Is. lid. and 2s. 9d. per Box.
Post ree 14 or 33 stamps. Directions with each box.

G. THWAITES, Herbalist,
2, Church Bow, Stockton-on-Tees, and
24, Linthorpe Road, Middlesbrough. i0
THWAITES’' LIVER PILLS arc not Sugar-coated or got np.d.
decoive, nor factory made, but are madofrom Herbs by a
of nearly 40 years’ experience in curing disease with Herbs
preparations from them.
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SOCIETY,

(LIMITED)
Company Limited by Guarantee.
Registered Office—2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, B.C,
Chairman of Board of Directors—Hz, G. W. FOOTE.

Secretary—E. M.

Tats Society was formed in 1898 to afford legal 3ocurity to the
acquisition and application of funds for Secular purposes.

The Memorandum of Association seta forth that tho Society’s
Objects are :—To promote the principle that human conduot
should be based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super-
natural belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper
end of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry.
To promote universal Secular Education. To promote tho com-
plete secularisation of the State, eto., eto. And to do all such
lawful things as are conducive to such objects. Also to have,
hold, reooive, 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 Sooiety.

The liability of members is limited to XI, in oase 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 aconsiderable number of members, tut a muon
larger number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be
gained amongst those who road this announcement. Ail who join
ft participate in the control of its business and the tresseeship of
its resouroes. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa-
tion that no member, as snob, shall derive any sort of profit from
t le Sooiety, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in
any way whatever.

The Society's affairs are managed by an eleoted Board of
Direotor3, consisting of not less than five and not more than
twelve members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) eaoh year,

VANCE (Miss).

but are capable of re-election. An Annual Genera! Meeting of
members mast be held in London, to receive the Report, eleot
new Directors, and transaot any other business that may arise.

Being a duly registered body, the Seoular Society, Limited,
can receive donations and bequest™ with absolute security.
Those who are in a position to do ao are invited to male
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 executois
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary course cf
administration. No objection of any kind has been raised in
connection with any of the wills by which the Society hts
already been benefited.

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

A Form of Sefveti.—The following is a Buffioient form of
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators:(—“ | give and
“ bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the Bum of £
Hfree from Legaoy Duty, and | direct that a receipt Bigned by
"two members of tho Board of the said Society and the Secretary
"thereof shall be a good discharge to my Executors for the
“ said Legaoy.”

Friends of the Society who have remembered it in their willr,
or who intend to do so, should formally notify the Secretary cf
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, who wi 1
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This is not necessary,
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes got lost or miBlaid, ar d
their contents have to be established by competent testimony.

THE NEW TESTAMENT MANUSCRIPTS:
Christianity Complétely Undermined.

WITH

By

A New Edition.

FAC-SIMILES

JOSEPH

OF MSS.

SYMES,

Price THREE PENCE.

Post free, THREE PENCE HALFPENNY.

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

The BIBLE

HANDBOOK

FOR

FREETHINKERS AND

INQUIRING CHRISTIANS

EDITED BY

G. W. FOOTE anada W. P. BALL

A New Edition, Revised, and Handsomely Printed
CONTENTS:
Part |.—Bibla Contradictions. Part Il.— Bible Absurditioa. Part 111—Bible Atrocities.

Part 1Y —Bible Immoralities, Indecencies, Obscenities, Broken Promisos, and Unfulfilled Prophecies.

The above four useful parts, convenient for the pocket, may be had separately, Fourpence
Best Edition, bound in cloth, 2s. 6d. (Postage 3d.)

whole, bound in one volume, Is. 6d.;

or the

E acii,

“ This is a volume which we strongly commend to all interested in the study of tho Judaic-Christian Scriptures,
it js orlited by *G. W. Footo and W. P. Ball, and Published by tho Freethought Publishing Company, 2 Nowcastlo-streot,
®Wingdon-street, London, E.C., price Is. 6d. Indeed, we cannot conceive any Christian as having a faith worth
regardfng unless lie has studied this remarkable volume. Teachers in Sunday and elementary schools will find it of
8Pocial valuo as an aid to tho exposition of tho Christian religion from a thoughtful and critical standpoint. It is a
Porfoct army of facts and comparisons. Since 1888 it has been tho standard volume of the subject with which it deals,
at]d its popularity is emphasised by tho fact that tho public havo demanded a now edition.”—Reynold»'» Newspaper,
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SUNDAY FREETHOUGHT LECTURE

(Under the Auspices of the Secular Society, Ltd.)

AT

STANLEY HALL,

FORTRESS ROAD, JUNCTION ROAD, LONDON, N.

Near the “ Boston,” and opposite the Tufnell Park “ Tube ” Station.

NOVEMBER 24,

Mr. G. W. FOOTE,

“THE GROWTH OF GOD.”

Chair taken at 7.30. Seats Is., 6d., and .

NOW READY.

A NEW-THE THIRD-EDITION

FROM FICTION TO FACT.

By F BONTE.

(ISSUED BY THE SECULAR SOCIETY, LTD)

REVISED AND ENLARGED.
SHOULD BE SCATTERED BROADCAST.

Sixty-Four Pages. ONE PENNY.

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

Printed and Pnbliahed by Tni F&iiinouan: Pubusbimo Co., Limited, s Nowcaatle-street, Firringdon-atrcel, London. E O



