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Persecution is not refutation, nor even triumph : the 
“  wretched infidel," as he is called, is probably happier 
in his prison than the proudest o f his assailants.

— B y r o n .

“ Blasphemy ” Notes.

What a change camo over the Boulter case as soon 
as I got hold of it in the name of the National 
Secular Society ! A competent solicitor, in constant 
communication with m e; knowledge and experience 
°n both our parts thus brought to bear upon the 
matter; money forthcoming for every necessary 
»Jove in the game; and the certainty of securing 
acle counsel to conduct all the legal business in 
court; these things made an immense difference, 
and in a few days, brought about a striking transfor
mation. The prosecution, which had been having 
ms own way in everything, was, to its own astonish
ment, suddenly checked; and instead of having its 
Vl°tim safely lodged in gaol for a considerable term, 
under a judge’s sentence, had to face a postponement 
m the trial to the February sossions, besides feeling 
that this might be only the first step in a protracted 
nsiness. Moreover, the press, seeing that the poor 

'nan charged with “ blasphemy” was not, after all, 
going to be dealt with like a rat in a trap, and also 
hat his new-found friends had cash at command 

at>d knew what they were about, suddenly began to 
recognis0 that it might be politic to adopt a less 
roticent attitude towards the case. One or two 
newspapers broke through the miserable conspiracy 
1 mlence with which they had seconded the vicious 

Reties of the prosecution, and tho connivance of the 
agistrato. And now, instead of being shuffled along 

rom court to court, and finally into prison, in 
1 once, the “ wretched blasphemer ” will have a fair 

1 °Pen trial, with every advantage in tho way of 
ugal and advisory assistance, and also with the 
calculable advantage of tho full light of publicity.

* *

This change, I say, is entirely due to my interven- 
an ?faS ^resident of the National Secular Society, 
th p0 unhomtatnng loyalty of my colleagues on

0 Nxecutivo. Some of them remember the Sunday 
 ̂° rulng in February, 1890, when Charles Bradlaugh 

th * 1eA m0 the President’s hammer; and they knew 
er1 f Inherited tho tradition of freedom from that 
F ° fvlePr0Bentative of the heroic age of English 
i r?®®n°nght. To be false to it was impossible oven 
a jUght. Wo had been dedicated to it, so to 
CartK aS ^ annif,a,l was dedicated to tho revenge of 
jje, .S0. And tho other members of tho Executive, 
8ap njp°8 to the younger generation, had caught tho 
aHood name from the torch that we had never 
michf °̂. k? extinguished. Everyone saw that a 
quent• Principlo was at stake. It was not a mere 
Was l0n . a t  waB t° become of Mr. Boulter; it 
cutefl1 ? ne8^ on °f whether men wore to be prose- 
telj •’ lmpri8oned, and tortured in the name of 
°nlv ®een. in its true light, the problem had 
Execu?’0 so n̂^ or1. The National Secular Society’s 
niy n (!-Ve’ therefore, unanimously resolved to endorse

1 or!?1011 *n the emergency, and to pledge the

Society’s influence and resources in vindication of 
the principle that religion should be publicly dis
cussed, like every other subject—surrounded with no 
special safeguards, and hampered by no special 
restrictions a ¡,

Let there be no misunderstanding on this point. 
I repeat that the whole change in the Boulter case 
is due to the National Secular Society. At tho first 
interview I had with Mr. Boulter—while his case 
was before the magistrate, it will be recollected— 
he informed me he had written to all sorts of 
“ advanced ” gentlemen for assistance. I smiled as 
he mentioned them one after another. I knew he 
would get no help from any of them. My peculiar 
experience in life had taught me the rarity of 
courage and decision in emergencies. Few men are 
brave alone. They want to know who else is going 
along before they start. So I smiled at Mr. Boulter’s 
simplicity. I told him I feared he had wasted his 
time. And indeed ho had. For he got no help 
whatever from any one of them; and only two took 
the slightest notice of his appeal. Perhaps my 
readers would like to have names—hut it would 
be too cruel to mention them.

.Jj &
Not one paper, as far as I know, protested against 

tho disgusting trick that was played against Mr. 
Boulter at Bow-street Police Court. Dad I beon 
consulted at tho very beginning, I am confident that 
this trick would have been abortive. It did come to 
grief, as a matter of fact, when I was able to advise. 
Mr. Muskett pretended that the “ information” was 
too shocking to be read out in open court; he even 
hinted at “ obscenity ’’ ; and I am sorry to say that 
the Magistrate contributed to tho success of this 
nefarious stratagem. At the next (and final) hear
ing, the trick was carried to its culmination. The 
case was heard in private. The public were excluded 
on tho pretence that they had only come out of 
morbid curiosity. Nevertheless, the press was 
admitted ; as though newspapers had any other 
object than catering to public curiosity. Of course, 
I was excluded as a member of the publio, but they 
had to let me in, however grudgingly, as editor of 
the Freethinker. It was on my advice that Mr. 
Boulter and his solicitor refused to take part in a 
private investigation, after protesting against the 
case not being heard then, as it had been before, 
in open court. That protest, and that refusal, as I 
expected, were noted by the press, got into the 
newspapers, and took the worst sting out of Mr. 
Muskett’s filthy insinuations by demonstrating that 
the defence courted, instead of shunning, tho fullest 
publicity. That was the first successful move on 
Mr. Boulter’s side, and it immediately produced a 
favorable effect. Undoubtedly he might be blasphe
mous, and even shockingly blasphemous—as Christians 
understand the word; but I say now, as I said a 
fortnight ago, that to call his expressions “  obscene " 
was a monstrous abuse of language. And having 
carefully read his indictment at the Central Criminal 
Court, I am pleased to say that there is not a word 
about “  obscenity ” in it from beginning to end. The 
trick played to abuse the public mind in connection 
with a private investigation cannot be played in 
connection with an open trial.
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The morning after the Boulter case was postponed, 
and it became evident that new forces were behind 
the defence, the Daily News crawled out of its shell 
and delivered itself of the following leaderette :—

“ T he Charge of B lasphemy.
The police in London have many disagreeable re

sponsibilities, and it is probably a fact that their duties 
are becoming every day more perplexing and varied. 
Wo have had no means of knowing what is the basis of 
the unusual charge of blasphemy which has been re
ferred to the Old Bailey; it is now a matter for the 
jury. But it is obvious that this prosecution, promoted 
not in open court, raises the gravest questions of liberty 
of speech, and that for many reasons the method of 
procedure is to bo regretted. Is the man’s offence 
alleged to be against morals, or is it alleged to be 
against theology ? We do not know ; yet clearly the 
only justification for criminal proceedings is an offence, 
not against theology, but against morals—which offence 
against morals can be dealt with, and is dealt with, any 
day of the week under'tho.usfffil law against indecency. 
Such an offence in a public resort ought to be stopped, 
but the process should not be complicated by the appeal 
to theological animus—whether it tell against, or on 
behalf of, the accused. Moreover, by forsaking the 
beaten path of a prosecution for indecency, and by 
reviving the ancient law of blasphemy, the authorities 
have at once turned the business into a cause celebro, 
where otherwise it would have passed practically with
out comment. This may not have been the intention, 
but the fact of the apparent blunder is readily obvious.”

“ Wo do not know” whether “ the man’s offence” 
is “  against morals ” or “ against theology.” So the 
Daily News says. But why doesn’t it know? It 
could find out with very little trouble. The sources 
of information are public. What is the use, then, of 
this affectation of invincible ignorance ? The truth 
is, we take it, that the Daily News recognises that it 
ought to have spoken out before; and these little 
shufflings are the awkward steps by which it has to 
cross over to the right side in full view of the public 
eye. * *

The same number of the Daily Neivs contained a 
letter, nearly a column in length, “ On Blasphemy,” 
by “  H. N. B.” This writer is evidently one of the 
“ reverent Agnostics.” He goes back to the case of 
Richard Carlile who “  spent nine years in prison for 
Atheism ”—a ridiculous assertion; to the case of 
G. J. Holyoake, and to Mrs. Besant’s being “ deprived 
of the custody of her children ”—an exaggerated 
assertion—in 1879; but he never reaches the Free
thinker case in 1883—possibly because “ reverent 
Agnostics ” regard it with painful feelings. Charles 
Bradlangh is referred to respectfully. Atheism, 
however, is severely contrasted with Agnosticism:—

“  There is between the philosophic agnostic and the 
militant atheist merely that difference which exists 
between the cultured apologist of Christianity and the 
average street preacher.”

But both Charles Bradlaugh, when ho fought and 
beat the House of Commons, and Mrs. Bosant, when 
she fought for her mother’s right to her daughter, 
wore militant Atheists; and Holyoake was a militant 
Atheist when he suffered under the Blasphemy 
Laws. The difference between those and “ H. N. B.,” 
whoever he is, is the difference between cultured 
Christianity aud street-corner preaching. I am a 
militant Atheist, and so are my colleagues on the 
Freethinker, Messrs. Cohen and Lloyd; and what we 
are to think of ourselves, in comparison with the 
reverent Agnostics, we learn from “ H. N. B.” Our 
lack of culture is distressing. We have not sucked 
out the learned juice of sixpenny reprints. We did 
most of our reading before they came into vogue. It 
is shameful, we know, but we hope to be forgiven. 
Meanwhile, I may venture (I hope it is not too 
presumptuous) to praise the general tone of “  H. 
N. B.’s ” article. He says very justly, that “ blas
phemy” should not be confused with “ obscenity,” 
and ho calls on “ educated agnostics ” (so we suppose 
there are some «^educated ones) not to enjoy rights 
themselves and “  see them denied to poor and 
obscure propagandists.” This is sound and manly.

The Morning Leader, of the same date, printed an 
article on “ Blasphemy Laws,” by Mrs. H. Bradlaugh 
Bonner, whom it always regards as an eminent 
authority on this particular subject. On the whole, 
it was an excellent article, though occasionally mis
leading. Mrs. Bonner appears to think—at any rate, 
she suggests—that Buckle was the first distinguished 
writer who denounced the Blasphemy Laws ; where
as Shelley wrote a fine protest against them in his 
Letter to Lord Ellenborough on the imprisonment of 
Daniel Isaac Eaton, and John Stuart Mill wrote a 
powerful anonymous article in the Westminster Bcviciu 
against the prosecutions of Richard Carlile. Mrs. 
Bonner states the facts of the Freethinker prosecu
tion and my imprisonment (with Messrs. Ramsey 
and Kemp) in 1883, and then she says:—

“  There was no longer any Buckle to denounco in 
fiery language this shameful sentence and travesty of 
justice, but the spirit he did so much to arouse was still 
alive, and the sentence was widely condemned by 
broad-minded Christians. Immediately after this pro
ceedings were taken against Mr. Bradlaugh himself, 
which resulted in an acquittal, and further proceedings 
against Messrs. Foote and Ramsey, when the jury 
disagreed.”

Now there are two suggestions in this passage, 
which may not be intentional, but which call for 
correction. The first is, that the resentment of 
broad-minded Christians led to Bradlaugh’s acquittal, 
and to the disagreement of the jury at my own trial 
before Lord Coleridge; the second is, that Bradlaugh 
was tried for “  blasphemy ” in the same way that I 
was, and acquitted. But the facts were otherwise.

Bradlaugh was roped into the Freethinker prosecu
tion in 1882. The indictment, being removed by 
certiorari to the Court of Queen’s Bench, was not 
tried until April, 1883. In the interval I was prose
cuted again, and that indictment was tried at the 
Old Bailey. It was tried twice. On the first occa
sion I induced the jury to disagree; on the second 
occasion the jury was well selected and I was found 
Guilty. The jury disagreed, therefore, the very first 
time. Consequently the disagreement of the jury at 
my third trial, on what was really my first indict
ment, does not require to be explained by anything 
that happened after my first trial. Broad-minded 
Christians did condemn my imprisonment, but they 
were not numerous, and they could not induce Mr. 
Gladstone and Sir William Harcourt to shorten my 
sentence by a single day. Nor had they anything 
whatever to do with Bradlaugh’s acquittal. His 
defence was entirely technical. Ho pleaded what 
was perfectly true, that ho never had any connection 
with the Freethinker; and, as he had obtained leave 
to be tried separately, I was able to go into the wit
ness-box and support his contention. Ho did not 
argue the question of “ blasphemy ” at all. He had 
no occasion to. His defence was on points of fact, 
and on them he was acquitted. The improved temper 
of the public mind had no connection with the 
happy result. Bradlaugh’s malicious enemies roped 
him into my case on speculation, and they found at 
the finish that they had miscalculated. That is all.

I was pleased to see a generous reference in the 
Daily Chronicle to my action and that of the 
National Secular Society in securing at least a fair 
trial for Mr. Boulter. There was also a welcome 
reference to the same subject in the Star. All I 
could find in the Clarion was a bald statement by 
Mr. A. M. Thompson, the humorist, that “ Prosecu
tion for blasphemy has lately been revived.”

* ... *
While I am on the subject of “ blasphemy ” I may 

observe that the Rev. R. J. Campbell has just heed 
“  going it strong.” On Thursday, January 9, he 
preached at the City Temple what the Daily 
Chronicle calls a “ Startling Sermon." His text 
was the famous one in Genesis about God creating 
man in his own image—a compliment which the 
French wit said that man had thoroughly recipro
cated. Mr. Campbell, indeed, had a good deal to
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say about that aspect of the matter; remarking, 
for instance, that “ Man had credited God with is 
own cruelties, whimsicalities, pride and vanity, Pe Y 
jealousies, and general unreasonableness. Then t e 
preacher proceeded in this vein :—

“ The ordinary pre-suppositions of evangelical Chris
tianity are utterly absurd, and every one of us must 
have felt their unreality from time to time. The fact 
!s, we seem to have two Gods, whom we call one, but 
who, by no possible stretch of the imagination, could be 
combined in one personality.

The first is a sort of old woman, who made the world 
and man as though He expected everything to go right 
and no evil or mischief to mar the work of His hands. 
But He laid His plans so badly that the whole scheme 
went awry and heaven has been mourning ever since. 

B°or_ God 1 He is not to blame, the theologians tell 
! it is wicked man, more especially woman, who has 

put everything wrong. God has done His best, and the 
result has been untold ages of chaos and unimaginable 
suffering. All God can do is to provide a redeemer to 
save a few out of the wreck, and to keep on pleading 
with humanity—‘ 0 , prodigal child, come home.’ You 
WlU, I am sure, forgive me for the seeming irreverence 
°f saying that that kind of God is a fool. And the other 
G°d, or God with the other face, is not much better.

This other God has prepared a hell for the poor, help- 
jess victims of what is called His righteous wrath. He 
has made it big enough to contain the whole race, and 
into it the whole race will havo to go unless they repent 
m time and avail themselves of the sufferings which He 
has graciously inflicted upon somebody else for their 
benefit. He has been sitting up there in heaven ever 
since creation first went wrong, brooding darkly over 
wkat He means to do to perverse and rebellions man 
when his time comes.”

!Jjhis was good “ blasphemy,” but better followed, 
'dr. Campbell imagined the orthodox Christian God 
0 he in the audience, or at least listening, and 

Apostrophised him (or Him) in this manner:—
“  Look down upon the world as it now is, and toll mo 

what you are going to do. Will the ‘ prodigal-child- 
come-homo ’ business satisfy you ? Can you hear the 
sobs of little children who aro hungry and cold or ill- 
treated, or dying of painful disease ? Can you watch 
With equanimity yonder strong man battling against 
heavy odds and yet feeling the ground give way boneath 
him as he struggles ?

Could you have saved him—you, God, you !— or did 
you think it was not worth while ? Are you going to 
toll me that you are very sorry for humanity, but that, 
°f course, it has brought all this upon itself ? Are you 
going to maintain that wo have sinned against you ? 
Are you not sinning against us ?

What do you mean by your marvellous love ? You 
have plenty, and we are starving 1 You can see and we 
are blind! You have omnipotence and we are crushed 
hy pitiless fate I And what about that hell of yours ? 
Ought you not to be in it for awhile yourself ? Bah 1 
you aro contemptible, you King of Kings and Lord of 
Lords, if you have nothing more to say than that you 
Will accept our penitence and romit our tortures when 
We are dead if only we bolievo 1 I would rather trust 
uay own humanity than such a divinity as you.”

oV^ ^ ¡s  ^  not “ blasphemy” what is? I do not 
lec  ̂to it myself, but what about the police? Are 

pO0y going to suppress “  blasphemy ”  at Highbury 
°rnor and let it run riot at the City Temple ?

,, On Friday, January 10, the London Star devoted 
its daily leading article to “ The Blasphemy Case, 
tt took the whole of its law from Mrs. Bonner s 
Articlo in the Morning Leader, with which I do noii 
luito agree; and it carefully omitted all reference to 
®?yself and the Freethinker. For the rest, however, 
th0 article was satisfactory. It declared that the 
Boulter case ought to have heen heard “ from begin- 
jhng to end in the full light of publicity.” It 
described the case as appearing to mark “ the 
Arbitrary revival of an antiquated law.”  And it 
observed that “  It is humiliating to think that the 
9ay of religious persecution is not past, and that a 
liberal Home Secretary should permit the revival of 
A cruel law which ought to be obsolete.” Of course 

humiliating, but not surprising. My own im
prisonment took place under a Liberal government;

it was a Liberal Home Secretary who libelled me 
from his privileged place in the House of Commons ; 
and it was a Liberal Prime Minister, the father of 
the present Home Secretary, who did more (behind 
the scenes) than any other man in England to prevent 
the shortening of my infamous sentence.

The Ethicists and Rationalists, as far as I can 
learn, did not utter even a squeak against the 
“  blasphemy ”  prosecution until the general con
spiracy of silenco was broken down. Tho Boulter 
case had been running its course for more than 
three weeks before a brief letter appeared in tho 
Daily Chronicle (Jan. 1) from Mr. Harry Snell as 
Secretary of the Union of Ethical Societies. Mr. 
Snell ended by asking whether “  any of your readers 
would join a committee for the purpose of seeing 
what can be done.”  Too late, Mr. Snell, too late! 
Somebody else had long seen what could be done, and 
had done it. I like you, Mr. Snell, as a man; I 
respect you as a Freethinker; but as an Ethicist 
you are a disappointment. I mean in cases of this 
kind. Yet, after all, it is only natural. The 
Ethicists are such superfine people. When a rough 
fight is on, with blood and wounds for certain, 
whether victory or not, they are so apt to pose and 
talk like the trim and perfumed gentleman who pro
voked Harry Hotspur. Still, it may be better late 
than never; and if the defence of the man now 
prosecuted for “  blasphemy ” is in perfectly safe 
hands, and no outside assistance is necessary, I 
hope the Ethicists may, as Mr. Snell suggests, use 
“ their influence in favor of the repeal of the Blas
phemy Laws.” £ .¡.

The sedate Tribune had nothing to say .about the 
Boulter case. Probably it could not touch anything 
“  vulgar ”—though it often sings the praises of the 
Salvation Army. But religions vulgarity is a different 
thing from “  infidel ” vulgarity. Besides, General 
Booth has been to Buckingham Palace.

* ^ *
I found nothing in the Christian weekly papers 

There was a news paragraph on the case in tho 
Christian World, but no editorial reference. Neither 
was there tho slightest allusion to the case in tho 
Christian Commonwealth—a paper with great preten
sions to liberality, and the organ of the Rev. R. J. 
Campbell and tho New Theology. The “  broad
minded Christians ” whom Mrs. Bonner refers to aro 
not much in evidence at present. I do not hesitate 
to say that Christians—even the best of them—are 
not to be trusted in such a matter. Christian journals 
would lot a massacre of “  infidels ” pass unnoticed as 
long as it caused no great public scandal.

* ... *
Mr. G. K. Chesterton broke forth in the Daily 

News against the “ blasphemy ” prosecution. His 
article on “  Anybody ” was fantastic and para
doxical, as might be expected; nevertheless, it had 
its good, strong points. One sentence had the right 
ring in it. “  I, for one,” Mr. Chesterton said, “  think 
it abominable that any man in modern England 
should be prosecuted for blasphemy.” No doubt 
Mr. Chesterton’s reasons were not all as good as 
his conclusions; but I, at least, will not scrutinise 
them too closely • while he calls this prosecution 
“ abominable.” I hope that word will stick. I 
should like to hear people talking generally about 
“ this abominable proseoution.”

Considering that Mr. Boulter is a Socialist, and 
lectured not so long ago from a “ Clarion ’’ Van, it 
is, to say the least of it, curious that tho Socialist 
organs have maintained such a “  dignified silenco ” 
over his prosecution. Must we conclude, after all, 
that the Socialists are not desperately in love with 
any liberty but their own ? One Socialist paper, 
Justice, did devote a paragraph last week to the
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Boulter case—and a very unsatisfactory paragraph 
it was. What necessity was there to state that the 
Social-Democrat organ had no “ sympathy ” with Mr. 
Boulter’s views, or that “  ho is certainly no friend of 
ours ” ? Is it only one’s “ friends ” whose freedom is 
worth defending ? And who supposed that Justice 
wished anyone to “ abuse the right of free speech by 
indulging in foul language ” ? On this point our 
contemporary is strangely solicitous. Certainly 
“ foul language” is deplorable, but it is comical to 
see a paper like Justice talking in this way on the 
mere suggestion of the police. And the comicality 
gives place to something else when one notices, right 
against all this in the very next column, a laudation 
of Russian girls for “ justly killing” two objec
tionable members of tho working autocracy.

previously contracted a slight cold, which improved 
under the prayer treatment. On this ensued the 
following:—

“  Coroner. Then Christian Science is effectual if not 
much is the matter, but not in a serious illness ?.......

Witness. I know God is all-powerful, and ever-present.
Coroner. But if God is all-powerful, as you say, and 

wo all know, why did you havo no response ?
Witness. I  suppose it was my lack of trust in that 

all-power.
Coroner. It comes to this—that, although he is all- 

powerful, unless the person praying for another has 
perfect faith the patient will not recover ?

Witness. Nothing is impossible to God.”

I havo to repeat that the National Secular Society 
is bearing the whole cost of the defence in this pro
secution, and is not asking for any outside assistance 
— at least at present. Should it bo necessary to 
make an appeal for subscriptions, in view of any 
fresh development of the case, involving an outlay 
not contemplated now, I shall ask the Society’s 
members and friends, and readers of the Freethinker, 
to provide what may be requisite; and I havo no 
doubt whatever that they will do so. In the mean
while no one is authorised to collect subscriptions. 
This is a point which I desire to emphasise.

# *

Let it finally be understood that Mr. Boulter is 
prosecuted simply for “ blasphemy ” —that is, for an 
offence against the Christian religion. There is not 
an allusion to “ obscenity” or “ indecency” in his 
indiotment.. It will thus bo seen that the National 
Secular Society is bound in principle and honor to 
come to his assistance, to provide him, in every 
possible way, with the means of defence, and thus 
to secure him a fair trial before a jury of his fellow
citi!,9ns- G. W . F o o t e .

The Moral of Christian Science.

IT is astonishing how rational one religious person 
can bo when dealing with tho religious belief of 
another person with whom he does not agree. A 
Protestant of tho type of Dr. R. F. Horton, so long 
as he is dealing with specifically Roman Catholic 
beliefs, will argue very much as would a Freethinker. 
A Catholic, in criticising Protestantism, will point 
out its weaknesses and illogicalities in a way that 
leaves little to bo desired. Christians, in dealing 
with non-Christian beliefs, are as unsparing and as 
critical a3 any thoroughgoing sceptic. They laugh 
at them, and do not hesitate to traco thorn back to 
what they really are—inherited survivals that owe 
their origin to the fear and ignorance of our earliest 
ancestors. It is when we take each one upon tho 
ground of his own religion that irrationalism holds 
sway. Canons of judgment affirmed in the one case 
are denied in tho other, until one feels inclined to 
vary the old adage by saying that everyone is sane 
upon some subject, if we can only find out just what 
it is.

An illustration of tho truth of what has boon said 
was furnished the other day by a case in tho Rich
mond Coroner’s Court. A lady, fifty-six years of a«e, 
died from bronchitis ; and, as she was being attended 
by a Christian Scientist instead of a qualified medical 
man, an inquest followed. The coroner, from the 
tone of his remarks, is a religious man; but, not 
being a believer in Christian Science, was quick at 
pointing to the mote in tho eye of Mrs. Eddy’s fol
lower, while qnito oblivious of the beam in his own. 
This particular follower of the Christian Science 
cult was a Mrs. Davidson, who, at the request of the 
deceased, had been called in to attend her during her 
illness. Mrs. Davidson said that her patient had

Now, if the coroner had been a Freethinker arguing 
against a Christian, with tho exception of the “  and 
we all know,”  his position would bo unassailable. 
But as one Christian arguing against another, his 
position is an absurd one. All tho logic is on the 
side of his opponent. For it is part of Christian 
teaching that all believers should pray for tho 
recovery of the sick—indeed, this is the method laid 
down in the New Testament, the final authority for 
Christians. And many Christians do pray for the 
recovery of the sick in certain cases, while dispensing 
with it in others. They would not, for instance, pray 
that a man’s leg that had been cut off by a machine 
should bo restored; and if a Freethinker suggested 
that they should, they would say such a notion was 
absurd or blasphemous.

Again, the coroner himself agreed that God is all- 
powerful—“ wo all know ” he is, was his expression. 
And having said this, he immediately blames the 
Christian Scientist for acting upon their mutual 
belief, and asks why did not God cure the deceased 
person! But, obviously, this is a question that the 
witness might as well have put to the coroner, and 
have censured him for not trusting to his all-powerful 
Deity. Tho Christian Scientist believed God was all- 
powerful, and left the matter of the recovery or tho 
death of tho sick person in his hands. Tho coroner 
also believed God was all-powerful, hut only in con
junction with a medical man. And this man believed 
the witness to bo occupying a ridiculous position 1 

Tho witness went on to explain that 6he did not 
call in medical aid because she believed prayer was 
the most effectual agent. On this our religious 
coroner observed that it was a broken reed in this 
instance. Certainly it was; and so it always is in 
all cases where a decisive test can be applied, or 
whero it is not a case in which mere mental stimu
lation is of use. In cases where all that is required 
is a mental stimulant, tho belief in the efficacy of 
prayer may be useful; but so would a belief in tho 
curative properties of bread pills, standing on one leg 
for stated periods of time, or any other method that 
was really believed in. But has anyone ever hoard 
of any decisive case in which prayer was of avail 
where the illness was of a more organic character ? 
Could a patient bo cured of smallpox, cancer, or con
sumption by prayer? Could a famine he averted or 
a plague destroyed by prayer ? Is not prayer, as 
prayer, always a broken reed ? Was not the coroner 
really censuring Christianity itself by his comments 
on the evidence ? I oven believe that he was laying 
himself open to an indictment for blasphemy.

As ho proceeds, tho coroner gets worse—as a 
Christian. “ You people,” ho said, “ put yourselves 
on the level of our Savior.” To which came tho apt 
reply, “ No, we try to follow"—a clean, straight hit. 
“ Why don’t you give wino ?”  was another question. 
And again came the ready reply that Jesus did not 
give wine in illness, but at a marriage-feast. Again 
a hit. As a Christian to a Christian, the witness 
was taking up an impregnable position. To Jesus, 
all disease was of a supernatural character, and was 
to be cured by supernatural means. “  Thy faith 
hath made thee whole,” is tho formula. Insanity 
or epilepsy is cured by prayer and fasting. To cure 
disease by prayer was one of the powers conferred 
upon the disciples. The early Church stamped out 
medical science, and practised tho “  divine method ” 
of healing. The Prayer Book countenances the
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curing of disease by the laying-on of hands. There 
has never been a break in purely Christian teaching 
on the subject. Christians have, in large numbers 
of cases, outgrown the belief, but that is because 
common sense and the forces of civilisation have 
broken down their faith. They are not following 
“ In his steps.”  Christian Scientists are, and 
Christian coroner tells them they are acting in a 
semi-criminal manner for so doing.

The coroner, in his summing up, said that “ the 
parallel between the Christian Scientists and the 
Deity failed in this—that our Savior did not amass 
wealth. There was no doubt in this case that the 
deceased was grossly neglected."
_ The conclusion was peculiarly unctuous and offen

sive. In the first place, all Christian Scientists do 
not amass wealth. It is true that Mrs. Eddy nas, 
apparently, a keen eye and an eager hand for raking 
in the dollars, but there is no ground for assuming 
that Christian Scientists are any more eager to 
acquire wealth than any other body of Christians. 
Nay, as a body of people one might safely say that 
they are more earnest in their beliefs than are the 
mass of orthodox Christians. They do, at least, give 
an earnest of the reality of their faith by taking the 
risk of nedj calling in a medical man. The ordinary 
Christian takes no risk whatever. Ho believes in 
the power of God to cure disease, but runs to a 
doctor when he is troubled with a Btomach-ache. 
Do believes that prayer is of avail, but insists upon 
sanitation and scientific attention ; and if ho was 
compelled to dispense with either the belief in 
prayer or the help of medical science there is little 
room for doubt as to what his decision would be.

Mrs. Davidson believed in the power of prayer and 
the providence of God. She believed God was all 
powerful. The coroner agreed with her in this 
helief. The jury, all of whom had piously sworn on 
& book commanding them to cure the sick by means 
°f prayer, anointing, and the laying-on of hands, 
Would agree with both of them in this belief. Who, 
then, was it who was guilty of neglect ? Why, in 
the light of their own belief, it was God Almighty 
himself who was neglectful. Believing as they did, 
their verdict should have run: “  Death from acute 
bronchitis, with a censure upon the Deity for his 
oeglect of thoso who in all sincerity and helplessness 
depended upon his assistance.”

It is a strange world ! On the one side people are 
charged with the legal offence of blasphomy who say 
they do not believe that there is a God who inter
feres for tho benefit of human beings, and, on the 
other side, people are censured—oven imprisoned 
who not only profess to boliovo in tho providence of 
Dod, but honestly act up to their profession. From 
one point of view, tho spectacle is an unpleasant 
°Qe. It emphasises the divorce botwoen belief and 
conduct, between theory and practice, and shows 
how much
humbug, 
aspect.

of our modern life is mere cant and 
But tho picture has a more agreeable 

. - -  For tho fact that people, in the name of
'v and religion, brand real dependence upon God as 

tb ,a^8ur.dfty and a danger to civilised life, is proof 
at, against tho gradual development of human life 

Qd intelligence, religion is ultimately ineffective. 
, *8 gross negligence, says a Christian coroner and
r  , ristian jury, to leave tho sick in tho hands of 
. °c- Quite s o ; but it is equally negligent and use- 
css to leave anything to God, or to place any 
epondonco upon his activity. For in this world 

out. ^°oa n°fhing. All that is helpful in life is the 
off C?rne °f human love, human intelligence, human 
dc°rt' 0n feain‘n8 °f this lesson hangs the

otn of all the gods and the happiness of humankind.
C. Co h e n .

Pyrrhic Victories.
Jly  ̂ ----- *-----
'"a- °f Epirus, lives in history for two
firat<JU3 Phiee, it was under him, in the

qudUcr of tho third century 13.C. that Greece

and Rome for the first time came into definite col
lision. But, in the second place, his invasion of 
Italy gained distinction from the fact that even his 
victories were ruinous. They were victories that 
undermined his strength and contributed to his final 
defeat. After a battle near the river Siris, which ho 
had won, ho said to those sent to congratulate him, 
“ One more such victory and Pyrrhus is undone.” 
Pyrrhus was no doubt a brilliant and dashing soldier, 
and in consequence of a chivalrous vein in his char
acter lie was a general favorite ; but he was only a 
nominal conqueror. The Rev. P. D. Thomson, M.A., 
in a sermon in memory of the late Dr. Ross-Taylor, 
of Glasgow, has a good deal to say about Pyrrhic 
victories in the realm of morals; and on this one 
point his teaching is thoroughly sound and whole
some. Then he observes, with absolute truth: “ If 
there is such a thing as a Pyrrhic victory in which 
we lose infinitely more than we gain, there is such a 
thing also as a victory which looks like defeat, which 
leaves us more than conquerors.” Well, it is the 
latter kind of victory, the preacher assures us, that 
Christ has achieved “ over sin and death and over 
the hearts and lives of men.” In Mr. Thomson’s 
discourse, there is the implied admission that, appa
rently, the cause of Christ has suffered an ignominious 
defeat in its attempt to capture tho world ; but there 
is in it also the bold assertion that, in reality, the 
defeat of the Cross is the most glorious victory in 
all history.

Now, we hold that such an assertion is utterly 
unjustifiable. We go further and affirm that no man 
of education can honestly indulge in such an asser
tion. Wo do not charge Mr. Thomson with wilfully 
misleading his hearers ; but on no ground whatever 
can the following sentence be regarded as true :—

“  There came a day when a Roman Emperor, gazing 
on tho cross of Christ, saw in it tho victory of love, and 
bowing his proud head beforo a love so great, said for 
himself and for humanity, ‘ Galilean, thou hast con
quered.’ ”

Surely, it is too late in the day to try to bamboozle 
tho minds of men by such tomfoolery. Nothing is 
more absolutely certain than that Julian never bowed 
his “ proud head ” beforo the cross of Christ, bohold- 
ing in it tho supreme revelation of Divino love. 
Everybody knows that Julian’s one ambition was to 
overthrow Christianity and to restore Hellenic Poly
theism. He was a conscientious, unconquerable 
Pagan, who availed himself of all means at his dis
posal to win back the whole empire to tho ancient 
faith. His dying speech, “ pronounced in a firm and 
gentle tone of voice,” proves conclusively that ho 
died, as he had lived, in perfect loyalty to his religious 
convictions. Listen to his eloquent words :—

“  I accept, as a favor of tho gods, tho mortal stroke 
that secures me from tho danger of disgraciug a char
acter which has hitherto been supported by virtuo and 
fortitude. I dio without remorse, as I have lived with
out guilt. I am pleased to reflect on tho innocenco of 
my privato life ; and I can ailirm, with confidence, that 
tho supromo authority, that emanation of tho Divine 
l ’ower, has boon preserved in my hands pure and im
maculate.”

There is not a word in the whole discourse which 
indicates that he had undergone any change what
ever of religious attitude. Ammianus Marcellinus, 
tho most authentic historian of his reign, was an 
“  intelligent spectator ” of the death-sceno, but 
makes no reference to any confession of faith in 
Christ, or to any weakening of confidence in tho old 
Paganism. Hence, it is safe to state that tho excla
mation, “  Galilean, thou hast conquered,” is an 
invention of a later age of Christians. As Gibbon 
woll says, “ the calumnies of Gregory, and the legends 
of more recent saints, may now bo silently despised,” 
only when a popular preaoher, Iiko Mr. Thompson, in 
a widoly-ciroulated religious journal, cites one of 
thoso legends as an undoubted historical fact, we are 
compelled once more to call attention to its complete 
unhistoricity. If Mr. Thompson thinks that ho has 
scored a victory, we hasten to inform him that'it is 
a Pyrrhic victory, a victory that must pio\e totally
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ruinous to his own cause. Let him consult any great 
historian, and he will see how culpably he has trifled 
with an important subject.

It is true that the premature death of Julian 
meant the final triumph of Christianity in the 
Roman Empire. It may be also true that, even 
had he lived to a ripe old age, and toiled with all 
his might to the end, he might not have succeeded 
in re-establishing Paganism, though one cannot tell 
what lessons he might have learned had he entered 
Persia as a conqueror. But the point to be empha
sised at present is, that Christianity’s victory over 
Paganism was a Pyrrhic victory—a victory won at 
the cost of self-annihilation. “ Christianity won 
Europe,” shouts the apologist. Yes, we reply, and 
in so doing lost itself. By being all things to all 
men Christianity sacrificed its own identity. To gain 
supremacy it sold itself. The Christianity of the 
tenth century was a very different thing from that 
of the first. It destroyed Paganism by absorbing it 
—and killing Pagans. Its victory was an essentially 
ruinous one. Simply as a religion, depending on its 
own resources alone, Christianity would never have 
won Europe. It was only when it assumed the 
form of Catholicism that it became a conquering 
religion; and oven as Catholicism it might not have 
become permanently triumphant had it not been for 
its alliance with the State. It was only when the 
sword was placed at its service that it proved more 
than a match for Paganism. In short, its victory 
was altogether too costly. It worked its way into 
the supreme place by demeaning itself, and discredit
ing the name of its reputed founder, which is equiva
lent to saying that it reached the throne by digging 
its own grave.

As an illustration of the working of the principle 
we are expounding, we may take the recent Welsh 
revival. That remarkable movement, which attracted 
the attention of the whole of Christendom, was looked 
upon by many as the triumph of the Christian religion 
in Wales. Converts were made by the thousand, the 
public-houses were deserted, the ordinary avocations 
of life suffered serious neglect, constables and police 
courts had nothing to do, and what God was then 
doing for Wales he would speedily do for the entire 
globe. Evan Roberts shot into bewildering popu
larity, and was half worshiped as a chosen vessel 
of the Lord, Religion was the one topic of conver
sation everywhere, day and night. The few who 
timidly ventured to criticise the revival were 
vehemently denounced as graceless, godless, incor
rigible perverts. The right hand of the Lord was 
doing valiantly, and the people were all drunken 
with the wine of heaven. All this happened only a 
couple of yearsi ago. Well, did the Holy Ghost 
really conquer Wales ? Did he drive the Devil 
clean out of it ? Did he take possession of the 
hearts of the people, and make them hie own 
tomples ? If he did conquer the land, all we can 
eay is that the victory was a Pyrrhic one. To-day, 
Wales is much loss religious than it was prior to the 
revival, and the sins which the revival was said to 
have utterly destroyed are again in full evidence, 
and more flourishing than before. The converts 
have lapsed, and the churches are in mourning.

The inference that forces itself upon us is, that 
Christianity, like every other religion, owes both its 
successes and its failures to the fast that its super
natural claims are pure moonshine. If the Christian 
God really existed, would not the history of Chris
tianity be an infinite disgrace to him ? Had there 
been a Holy Ghost, would Sergius III., who was at 
the beck and call of the vile Marozia and hor mother 
Theodora, ever have occupied the papal chair ? The 
history of Christianity, in fact, furnishes an all- 
convincing argument for Atheism. A God of Love 
would not be guilty of cruelly trifling with the chil
dren of hia heart. He would not reclaim a wrotched 
drunkard one day and allow him to lapse the next. 
It would bo much easier to believe in an Almighty 
Satan, than in an Almighty and All-loving Savior. 
But we believo in neither, because we are convinced 
that the evolution of the world is a standing protest

against such a belief. “  God works so very slowly,” 
says the theologian. But it is not the pace of the 
work that puzzles us, but its quality. It is not slow 
work, but bad work, of which we complain, and we 
only complain on the supposition that an all-good 
Deity is in charge of it. Christianity is not-inex
plicable, except on the assumption that it is a 
divinely-revealed religion, claiming to have super
natural beings and influences at its command. As a 
man-made system, both its successes and its failures 
are easily accounted for.

We hear and read a great deal about the crime of 
blasphemy just now. But it seems to us that to 
accept Christianity as true in face of its history is a 
much greater blasphemy than to pronounce it a 
purely human product. If there be a Deity, no 
greater indignity can be offered to him than to 
speak of him as the maker and ruler of the world, 
and, in particular, its Savior. We hold that the 
only blasphemers are the ministers of religion who 
attribute to God work utterly unworthy of him. 
What we say is that, if there he a Deity, he is, to 
us, both unknown and unknowable. Not knowing 
even that he exists, we leave him ontirely out of 
account in our endeavor to unravel the tangled pro
blems of existence. We assume his non-existence, 
and, on this assumption, we are justified in dealing 
with Christianity as an entirely false religion which 
has hindered, rather than helped, the moral and 
social progress of the race. It follows, therefore,, 
that the alleged victories of its apologists, as well as 
the victories claimed for itself as a Divine religion,, 
are all alike Pyrrhic victories. t m r r m n

Acid Drops.

Christians throughout the world opened 1(J08 with a, Week 
of united prayer. In a hundred languages the ears of 
Omnipotence were assailed with specially prepared peti
tions. Prayer on the Wednesday was for sovereigns, rulers, 
statesmen, legislators, and the press. Saturday was devoted 
to praying for several important things, including the con
version of the Jews. Wo have not observed any striking 
reply to any of these supplications. The only unusual 
phenomenon has been the arctic weather and the large 
number of shipwrecks. Perhaps the other things will ' 
follow on.

“ Old Parson ” writes to the Hereford Times against tlie' 
New Theology. lie  must be a very old parson— a Hip Van- 
Winkle. Ho says that life has only existed on this planet 
for 0,000 years, and that the various strata of the earth 
were placed on top of each other by the Almighty, tho 
fossils being collected from other planets. “  01dDParaon ” 
ought to be stuffed in due course, and exhibited in tho 
British Museum.

Rev. Hugh Prichard, of Hinam, Anglesey, who died at tho 
great age of 100, left .017,150. No wonder ho kept out of tho 
place he was booked for so long !

A correspondent of the Bristol Weekly sings tho praises 
of the Z. B. Woffendale, and says he is “  well-known as tho
I Bishop of Somers Town ’ ”— which is a very odd nickname 
for a Protosiant minister. The writer would appear to think 
that Mr. VVoffendale still addresses audiences at tho Midland 
Arches, and adds that “ his great debato with Mr. G. W. 
Foote at South-place Chapel is still considered a master
piece.” The writer does not mention that tho debate took 
place nearly thirty yearB ago; that Woffendale’s edition of it 
is not verbatim and is unauthorised; that tho joint committee' 
resolved not to have a report, on the ground of expense ; that 
Woffendale, unknown to both sides, smuggled in a reporter1 
of his own ; that the said reporter frankly confessed that he' 
could not take a verbatim report; that, ovon in summary,. 
Woffendalo’s speeches wero printed twico as long as Mr. 
Foote’s ; and that the reverend gentleman oked outbids oral 
arguments with liberal footnotes. If this debato is a master
piece, it must be a masterpiece of impudence and chicanery.-

Leeds religionists are up in arms. Tho Corporation' 
tramcars boro tho following advertisement tho other day :
II Good skating at Roundhay Park to-morrow (Sunday) if 
frost continues. Good service of cars.” All sorts of re-'
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jigious bodies in the city have passed resolutions against 
this encouragement of Sunday recreation. What the 
citizens legitimately require in that line on Sunday is 
always obtainable at church or chapel, and the caterers 
attached to these establishments protest against illicit 
competition.

Kev. J. Warschauer scouts the idea of Jesus saying “  He, 
therefore, that will be saved must thus think." Certainly 
the notion is an absurd one. If thinking were tho condition 
ol salvation, heaven would be as thickly populated as tho 
Sahara.

When tho Bishop of London was in America he informed 
a New York audience that, in his opinion, the rich were only 
the stewards of the poor. The good man is not afraid of 
putting his theory into practice. Ho has now, we read, sold 

is horses and carriages—and bought motor-cars in their 
Place. Self-sacrifice is of the very essence of Christianity.

Ik e  Methodist papers aro chronicling what they call “  a 
y.ery remarkable instance ” of good-fellowship among Chris- 
mns. At a sale of work at Walkden, near Manchester, 
misters of other denominations actually camo to the 

opening service and took part in tho ceremony. What a 
.m g  to crow about! Christian love is such a powerful 
influence that after nineteen centuries Christians belonging 
0 different sects can meet under the same roof without a 

guard of policemen to keep tho peace. Prodigious !

" What is wrong with tho Church ?”  asks a religious con- 
omporary. Well, the men are wrong, the methods aro 

yyrong, tho doctrines are wrong, tho teachings are wrong, and 
16 1Vea in tho wrong age. That is, if these trifling defects 
are, remedied, thero will bo nothing whatever tho matter 
*ith the Church. ____

Wo mentioned last week that missionaries probably regard 
ho now certain famino in India as one of God’s ways of 
ringing peoplo to Christ. Tho Methodist Recorder of 
anuary 9 records a case in point. A Hindoo procured a 

c°Py of the Now Testament some time ago, but took no 
hotice of it. Now, with tho present scaro of scarcity, “  his 
mur has driven him to seek refugo in tho faith of tho truo 
'i od, Ho useg maUy -ways to bring his wandering children 
to Himself.”  Our last week’s paragraph might bo taken as 
a Prophecy; but it was really based upon a knowledge of 
missionary ways and methods. And the number of “  wan
dering children ”  brought home will depend upon tho amount 
or money the missionaries are allowed to handle. Of course, 
When tho famino is over, or tho funds are exhausted, the 
children will wander away again; but by that time they 
will have figured in tho list of converts— many times over 
m all probability.

At a recont missionary conference in Liverpool ono of tho 
speakers asserted that, if China was to be won, it would 
chiefly bo by means of medical missionaries. Which is just 
°h° yay of saying that poor Chinamen will not come to tho 
missionaries for religion, hut only for such things as aro of a 
purely secular and beneficial character.

There is an old maxim that peoplo who do not stick to 
tho truth should havo good momorios. Missionaries and 
their stories form a good illustration of this. At one time 
We aro assured that Japan is being rapidly Christianised, and 
hat Christian influences in Japan aro all-powerful. Now 
ho ltov. Dr. Barber informs a Manchester audienco that in 
hma thoro iB a strong reaction on account of the irreligious 

spirit which Chineso youths bring back with them from 
¡Japanese universities. Of courso, both stories aro false, 
-tho Chinese aro not religious—in tho Western and Christian 
tc.uso > uor aro Christian influences gaining in Japan. All 
missionary stories havo to be taken with rather more than 
the proverbial grain of salt.____

• was punished in tho recent war becauso of its 
th°t 1Qm So says tho ltov. It. F. Horton, who remarks
* owing to want of truo roligiou, tho ltussian ships went
bo , * k°H°m of tho sea liko tinder." The sentiment may

good—from a Christian point of view ; tho illustration is 
decidedly shaky.

i. all-important thing," continues Dr. Horton, 11 is not 
fro'V 1 *8 ° Ur ^00 ’̂ but k °w true is our religion.” Well, but 
j> ta. Hr. Horton’s point of view, neither tho Jap nor the 
sJ * ‘au had the true religion. How then ? Presumably in 
hot 1 a CaS° would just remain neutral; so that it could 
tl'o Vav.e .^cou the religion, but tho men, who after all wtre 
D 5?cisive factor, For clotted nonseuso Dr. Horton runs 

■hiahop of London pretty hard.

The articles that have recently appeared in the press 
concerning the state of employment in Canada, have forced 
the Salvation Army to depart from its cowardly policy of 
silence and offer some sort of a reply. A special article in 
the War Cry, January 4, deals with the subject, and, as a 
matter of course, denies that the Army is in any way 
responsible for the number of emigrants in Canada who are 
fruitlessly seeking employment, and for those who will not 
work when they have the opportunity. It denies, and that 
is a ll; for with the Army, denial is equal to a disproof. 
Indeed, surprise is expressed that notwithstanding these 
denials^ the statements concerning Canadian emigration 
continue to appear. It is unfortunate that our criminal code 
provides nothing in the shape of punishment for such as 
doubt statements made by the Army ; but until this fault is 
repaired, we commend to all interested, an article in the 
Times of January 4, by Dr. Arthur Shadwell, who, after 
saying that he is “  aware that the agencies which send 
them [the emigrants] out, publish reports stating that work 
has been found for all their clients, and that they aro all 
doing well, or that only some infiniteismal fraction have 
proved unsatisfactory,”  says plainly enough, that such 
reports aro false. Wo invite the Army to deal with Dr. 
Shadwell.

The “  reply ”  of the Army is, like a great many more of 
its statements and doings, peculiar. It does not deny that 
thero is a glut of emigrants, nor does it deny that many 
who aro sent out are of the wrong class, and that even tho 
right kind have a difficulty in finding work. What it does is 
to cable to its own officials in Canada asking are the state
ments truo concerning the Army’s emigrants, and publishes 
their denial as an effective disproof. As those officials aro 
the ones charged with misleading the public, the evidence 
is, obviously, not above suspicion. If tho cablegram had 
been sent to some outside person or agency, wo should havo 
been more impressed by the reply. The “  reply ”  also 
asserts that the glut of emigrants has been brought about 
by other agencies, not by tho Army. Those agencies, it 
also asserts, have exaggerated the advantages of Canada for 

. emigrants— a retort that is peculiarly impudent, seeing how 
the Army has been constantly advertising Canada as “  A 
Land of Promise ” for working men, sending men about the 
country to lecture upon the advantages of emigration, aud 
appealing for funds to send more people away. In the same 
issuo of tho War Cry in which this articlo appears there is 
actually an advertisement for six hundred men and women 
for Canada, to make up a shipload sailing on February 20. 
And this in tho face of Canadian Government officials' 
publicly expressed opinion that all emigration should now 
cease till tho spring. But tho eagerness to pocket commis
sions overrules every other consideration with tho Army. 
Tho Army’s confidence in the gullibility of the public is best 
illustrated by its implied statement that, as it is tho men 
who are sont out by other agencies who cannot find employ
ment, Canadian employers in want cf men refuse to take on 
all except Salvationist emigrants ; while thoso who are not 
in want of men hasten to make room for them so long as 
they arrive in a ship chartered by tho Salvation Army. 
Impudcnco of assertion could hardly go further than this.

Tho Salvation Army repudiates tho charge that tho un
employed in Canada are recruited from the emigrants sent 
out under their auspices. Tho Central Emigration Board 
havo issued a notice that all their emigrants aro doing well. 
Other agencies are following suit. Each of them suggests 
that it is tho people sent out by other agencies who aro now 
out of employment in Canada. Perhaps tho meetings of 
unemployed in Canada, aud tho complaints of the Canadians 
concerning tho emigrants, is all a dream. For wo have tho 
assurance of tho Emigration Board aud religious organisa
tions that all is well.

Tho Baptist Church is not alone among tho Churches in 
showing a decrease of membership during the past year, 
Tho Wesleyan Methodists also report a decrease of 2,000 
members. But there has been an incrcaso in the number of 
churches and chapels built, so that they will be able to point 
to this circumstance as an indication of progress. If only 
tho supply of churches and chapels were limited by the 
demand, the number of these places would also show a 
decroaso. Tho religion is to ert a'.e tho supply, aud they 
arguo that there must be a demand for places of worship 05 
they would not exist. It is tho aim of every “ quack” to 
persuade tho public that it is in dire need of the specific ho 
offers for salo. _ _

God Almighty is particularly interested in parts of tLe 
Methodist Hymn Book. At least, so wo gather from a 
paragraph in the Methodist Recorder, which closos with—

“  O God, how often hath thine ear 
No. 210 in the Methodist Hymn Book.”
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Gipsy Smith is convinced—being a Methodist—that the 
Methodist Church is the one that holds the key for the 
capture of the masses of the people. One reason for his 
belief is because the Methodist Church is “  believed in ”  and 
*• looked up to ” by •' those great masses.”  This, we presume, 
is also the reason why “ these great masses ” do not attend 
church or chapel.

Gipsy Smith also says that “ many peoplo aro more reli
gious when they are drunk than at any other time.” We 
agree with him. Wo have often noted how aggressively 
religious some people become when drink has robbed them 
of tho restraining influence of their more civilised feelings.

The truth will out. Mr. E. Rattenbury, the Socialist 
Methodist preacher, says “ our relation to schemes of social 
reform is indicated by the past history of the Church.” This 
is what wo are continuously pointing out. And those who 
know the history of the Church are not likely to mistake the 
nature of the relation. This is, to oppose reform while it is 
possible to do so, to capture tho movement when opposition 
is no longer profitable, and then claim all the credit of 
pioneers while trusting to the ignorance of the people for 
protection against discovery.

Mr. Rattenbury supplios a good instance of this process in 
a reference ho makes to the Temperance movement. Those 
who know tho history of tho Teototal movement aro aware 
that it was first bitterly opposed by Christians and bracketed 
with Atheism. “  The Temperanco reformer,”  says Mr. 
Rattenbury, “  was a well-meaning fanatic, who was advoca
ting a man-made reform.......But the thought of Methodism
bocoming a teetotal organisation was too painful for contem
plation....... some people looked upon _tectotalism as a positive
evil. The spirituality of tho Church’ was carefully preserved 
from temperance fanatics.” Another well-known Methodist 
preacher, tho Rev. Mark Guy Pearso, once said that when 
as a youth he wished to attond a temperance lecture, ho had 
to steal away to a Frcethought meeting place as about the 
only place where he could hear ono.

Mr, Rattenbury cautions Socialists that it is the Christian 
Church alono that can put things right. “  It is she who 
can solve tho problem, settle tho difficulties, inspire tho 
upward movements of humanity and purify them.” The 
duty of all Socialists is, therefore, clear. They must join 
tho Church—the Methodist Church, of course— and every
thing will then be over, except tho shouting.

According to last Sunday’s Reynolds', in answer to a 
correspondent, “  The late Mr. Ilolyoako was a Christian 
in tho true sense of tho word, but he did not believe that 
Jesus Christ was divine.” Our changing contemporary— 
now, wo believe, in tho hands of tho Philistines—might 
print a few moro puzzles of the same character. For 
instance, “ The lato Mr. Gladstone was a Liberal Unionist 
in tho true sense of the word, but ho was in favor of Home 
ltulo and did not believe in Mr. Chamberlain.”— “ The lato 
Popo Leo XIII. was a Freethinker in tho truo senso of tho 
word, but ho did not believe in any religious freedom outside 
Catholic dogmas.”  ____

Atheists, as Torrcy says, aro always committing suicido. 
There is tho lato Rev. James C. Brown, for instance' 
minister of tho parish of I'ortmoak, and clerk to the 
Kinross Presbytery, who shot himself at his own residence 
about 8 o ’clock in the morning— so as to enter heaven at 
breakfast-time. ____

Torroy Bkould also notice tho case of tho young English
man, H. Grey Duberley, a distant relative of Earl Grey, who 
committed suicido recently in a Now York hotel. “  May 
God forgive you,”  ho said in a letter to his father ; and “ Ask 
my uncle Hugh to pray for me.” A most decided Atheist 
this 1 _ _ _

Tho Annual Report of tho Moravian Church just issued 
states: “ The members of the Church in this country are 
practically all British by birth and decent.” Wo are glad to 
hear that they are decent. But is it not a slur on tho 
members of other Churches ?

Tho Glasgow Evening News probably wouldn’t give six 
lines to any Freethouglit meeting. It finds room, however, 
for a lot of drivel about Spiritualism, and gravely reports tho 
statement of a “ mcejum ”  that he recently saw the spirit-forru 
of tho late W. Stewart Ross, of tho Agnostic Journal. 
“  Saladin ” seems to have degenerated since his funeral; 
the “  mccjum ” says he is now a Spiritualist; and. ho -could

hardly be otherwise in tho circumstances, unless ho is liko 
the Irish spirit who “ manifested ” at a séance and informed 
those present that he had come back to tell them there was 
no future life.

An interesting question camo up before a meeting of the 
Book Sub-Committee of the Public Library Committee held 
on Thursday—Mr. Thomas Kyd presiding. A good many 
years ago the Freethinker was one of the newspapers which 
was provided for the Reading Room, but for some time past 
this particular journal has not been seen in the Public 
Library. A considerable number of the frequenters of the 
Reading Room are desirous that tho Freethinker should bo 
restored, and accordingly presented a petition to that effect, 
signed by fifty persons, which was laid before tho committee 
on Thursday. The committee, after deliberation, thought 
the matter required consideration, and with this end in 
view it was decided that each member of the committee 
should be supplied with a copy of the Freethinker in order 
that the committee should bo in a better position to finally 
decide the question when it comes up for settlement at next 
meeting of the committee.— Evening Gazette (Abordeen).

Wo take tho following from last wcok’s John B u ll :—
“  We don’t believe in Blasphomy—and we don’t believe in 

Blasphemy prosecutions. The proceedings against Mr. 
Harry Boulter, of Highbury, aro a mistake. After all, 
Blasphemy is a question of taste. To our way of thinking, 
there is more of it done in the name of Religion than in that 
of Infidelity. We give an example, on another page, from a 
Salvation Army officer at Seacombe, and wc have given 
examples before. Blasphemy is also a question of tempera
ment. What impresses some people as very sacred and 
solemn simply appeals to the risible instincts of others. But 
it is a dangerous thing to make the ethics of taste the subject 
of a penal code. When the present Government camo into 
power, did not Mr. Burns declare that he is opposed to 
“  every form of hereditary authority ” ? But nobody 
thought of prosecuting the Minister of the Crown for High 
Treason. And so we suggest that tho prosecution of Mr. 
Boulter should be dropped. If, however, this is to be 
proceeded with, then what about Mr. Gumbleton of 
Seacombe ? ”

This is tho first protest of any kind that wo noticed in 
tho ordinary press against tho now “  blasphemy ” prosecu
tion. Consequently, it is very much to John Bull's credit; 
although wo wish it could havo boon a little more serious— 
for thero is surely something moro than a “  mistake ”  in 
prosecutions (with imprisonment at tho end of them) for 
expressions of opinion.

IMMORTALITY.
A toy which people cry for,
And on thoir knees apply for,
Dispute, contend, and lie for,

And if allowed 
Would bo right proud 

Eternally to die for. — Ambrose Bierce.

To call tho destroyer of superstition a negationist is as 
senseless as to call a doctor a negationist. Both strive to 
expel disease, tho ouo bodily tho other mental ; both, there
fore, are working for health ; and no moro positive work is 
conceivable.— G. W. Foote.

It is constantly said that human nature is hoartless. Do 
not beliovo it. Human nature is kind and generous ; but it 
is narrow and blind ; and can only with difficulty conceive 
anything but what it immediately sees and feels. Peoplo 
would instantly care for others as well as themselves if only 
they could imagine others as woll as themselves. Lot a 
child fall into tho river before tho roughest man’s oyos ;—ho 
will usually do what he can to get it out, even at somo risk 
to him self; and all tho town will triumph in tho saving of 
ono little life. Lot tho samo man bo shown that hundreds 
of children aro dying of fovor for want of somo sanitary 
measure which it will cost him troublo to urge, and ho will 
make no effort; and probably all the town would resist him 
if ho did. So, also, the lives of many doserving women aro 
passed in a succession of petty anxieties about thcmsolves, 
aud gleaning of minute interests and mean pleasures in their 
immediate circle, because they are never taught to makoany 
effort to look beyond i t ; or to know anything about tho 
mighty world in which thoir lives aro fading, like blades of 
bitter grass in fruitless fields.—Buskin,
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Mr. Foote’s Engagem ents.

Sunday, January 19, Secular Hall, Busholme-road, Manchester : 
at 3, “ The New ‘ Blasphemy 1 Prosecution ” ; at 6.30, “  Social
ism, Christianity, and Atheism. Campbell v. Blatchford.”

January 26, “  Horns ”  Assembly Boom.
February 9, Woolwich ; 10, Glasgow ; 23, Birmingham.

To Correspondents.

T ract F und.—A. Frayn, 2s. 6d.; 
There is still a deficit of ¿61 5s. Cd. on

C. Cohen’s L ecture E ngagements. — January 19, “ Horn’s ”  
Assembly Boom, Bennington ; 26, West Stanley. February 2, 
Woolwich Town Hall; 16, Aberdare ; 17, Mountain Ash; 

j  “ 'b Edinburgh. March 8, Glasgow.
• T- Lloyd’s L ecture E ngagements.—January 19, Failsworth ; 
¿6, Birmingham.

‘ .Fillips.—See our “ Notes” this week. We do not forget, 
ut we could only speak for ourselves on that special point 

°T Et\ "  SALVATION ARMY” TnArT H'rTvr,— A TVairn Oo
Devereux, 2s. 6d. 

this fund.
• * * « « .—You may rely on our persistence. The National 

tcular Society is finding all the money for the defence in the 
coulter case, and is not asking for subscriptions—at loast for 
«he present.

• H. Bull.—We are overloaded with copy at presont.
BUTTERw°RTn. _ Why should we all say the same thing? 
either do we seo any essential contradiction between the two 

passages you mark. In any case, we honestly printed both of 
doe01 ’ *s a good deal more than your Salvation Army

? oi'kinh.—Both are dealt with this wcok. They appeared 
p ter Est week’s Freethinker loft our hands fortho press.

Henderson.—Nice privato letters don’t count for much, 
hanks for cuttings. Seo paragraphs.

^WORLEY.—Shall bo sent as desired. Glad you enjoy the 
)'ecthinkcr as “ the brightest and most outspoken of journals.” 

j, “ anks for good wishes.
• L eciimere.—Thanks for cuttings and wishes for our success in

c  the new year.
J°hEs.—Glad to liavo your interesting letter, and to note 

hat it was the Welsh Bevival, and Evan Boberts’s foolish 
. iterances, that first set you thinking. We quote the follow- 
ng from your letter as likely to interest other readers : “ I
ought a copy of the Freethinker by chance twelve months ago, and i;l„j . . . .  . . . - °,  — - w p j  y jj. i m o  X f  ( /O W K tftltO f u y  L U il l l lC U  U V YU IV O 111U11U11B '

Rhd liked it very much. I thought perhaps that number 
uhove the average, but I  find, after a year’s trial, that it

was
has

” ept up the high standard of the first copy 1 saw, and I think 
at lately it is improving even upon that. I look forward to 
‘Ursday, the day that I got it. for a regular weekly treat.” 

T, cannot say anything at the moment about an N. S. S. 
^  Branch in Swansea.

Black.—Wo have not had our Sunday’s lecturo reported for 
t 'k ’ • Probably we shall havo something for broadcast dis- 
Cjbution at a later stage. Thanks for cuttings.

• S oleeks.—Glad the Liverpool friends are “ admiring” our 
„ .. hdo towards the "blasphemy” prosecution, and that our 

2 *cles are read with “ great interest.”
^  Bouertb.—We shall print an extract from your welcome 

tter next week. We deoply value such letters from women, 
ur viow is that if women could only be mado thoughtful—as 
cy must be in becoming Freethinkers—the worst evils of 
man society would soon die a natural death, and will never 

e f°  otherwise. One of these days wo will write an articlo to 
j  ain what we mean.

idemore.—Glad the “ blasphomy ” prosecution lias stimulated 
^ your 1< reethouglit zeal in that way.

' Skinner.—We have mentioned the matter.
• Goodijouun.—A pack of lies. Lie number one—that a Chris- 

au w°man established the first hospital—is refuted by the 
nit i °  °?  “ Hospitals ”  in the Encyclopedia Britannica. Hos- 
21 ais existed in India before the Christian era, and in Egypt, 
no"010’ e*'C-’ charitable and medical institutions existed for the 

Hu °r" , Christianity did not invent human nature, 
fro* ,J|IOMhon-—Pleased to receive such glowing compliments 
j)0 n reader sinco 1884, and to hear that if you had only two- 
lhiiifc l° BllcnJ 011 literaturo you would spend it on the Free- 

P lc Cr'
U . „ " ’Fcmcinbor Carlyle’s “ Mostly fools."
Syl» " Fuuuuow.—Cannot find room this week,

“ bla ^k Ci îson.—It is a matter of principle, as you say : nil 
>vith8l>kemy " prosecutions must be fought. Wo are not in love

'XLNEY a . Gimson.—It is a matter of principio, M
‘ blasphemy ” prosecutions must be foug • , to j3 their
with “  coarse expressions.” What we cannot tolerate ̂  ^  
keing punished in religious controversy, w

&ZZ5 Z L  oi “  -  ,“"s ”religion endures.
H- Bosetti.—Had to shorten greatly.

P. Ball.—Many thanks for cuttings.
B- Deyereux__Good wishes are always welcome.

W. H. Morrish.—Perhaps they think with Milton—“ They also 
serve who only stand and wait.”

T he Secular Society, L imited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 
Farringdon-street, E.C.

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

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.

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

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

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

Sugar Plums.
— ♦ —

A crowded audience assembled at Queen’s (Minor) Hall oil 
Sunday evening, when Mr. Foote lectured on “ The Now 
1 Blasphomy ’ Prosecution.”  Mr. F. A. Davies, who occupied 
the chair, pleased the audience with a few bright remarks 
on “  blasphemy ” as a poor man’s complaint—rich people 
always enjoying it with impunity. Mr. Footo had a groat 
reception, and his locturo was enthusiastically applauded 
from beginning to end. “  Contempt of court ” had to bo 
avoided, of course ; and wo bolievo it was dono successfully, 
although it did not prevent the lecturer from saying ail that 
ho wanted to. Questions were allowed afterwards, but, in 
the circumstances, no discussion.

*
Mr. Footo delivers two lectures to-day (Jan. 19) in tho 

Secular Hall, Busholmo-road, Manchester. His afternoon 
subject is “ The New 1 Blasphemy ’ Prosecution ”— and his 
evening subject “  Socialism, Christianity, and Athoism: 
with a reference to B. J. Campbell and K. Blatchford.” 
There are pretty sure to bo crowded audiences.

Mr. Footo has been obliged to cancel his engagement at 
Coventry on February 2. Ho very much regrets this, and it 
will bo a financial loss to h im ; but ho is bound to keep him
self free from public engagements during tho week-end 
immediately preceding tho February sessions at the Central 
Criminal Court. His presenco may bo needed at any moment 
for reference or consultation in tho “  blasphomy ’ ’ case.

Mr. Footo is nocossarily giving a great deal of time to this 
case. Many long legal interviews and much correspondence 
make a heavy tax on his time just now. On this ground lie 
claims indulgence (as editor) for any shortcomings in the 
Freethinker. Ho is indebted to Mr. Cohen for assistance in 
tho paragraph department. _

Mr. Lloyd dolivored tho second of tho course of Sunday 
evening Frccthought lectures at tho “  Horns"  Assembly 
Boom, with Councillor A. B. Moss in tho chair. There was 
a good audience, and tho lecture was warmly applauded. 
This evening (Jan. 19) Mr. Cohen delivers the third lecturo 
of tho course, and wo hope tho local “  saints ” will givo all 
tho publicity they can to it, so as to secure a largo mooting.

Tho West Ham Branch’s social gathering was very suc
cessful, in spite of the weather. Various members contri
buted to tho evening’s entertainment, and tho dancing was 
much enjoyed by tho younger ones. Friends were present 
from other Branches; also Mr. and Mrs. Cohou.

Tlicro is to bo a Parliament of Boligions at Oxford in 
September. Many distinguished English scholars will take 
part in it, including Professors Cheyue, Driver, Margoliouth, 
Sayco, Estlin Carpenter, Percy Gardner, and Gilbert Murray. 
The Congress is to bo quite uuscctariau, and all tho principal 
religions of tho world will bo discussed, not from a dogmatic 
but from an historical point of viow. No doubt some interest
ing papers will bo read, and the discussions will tend to bring 
religion under tho iniluence of the scientific spirit.
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To Freethinkers.

January 1, 1908.
L a d ie s  a n d  Ge n t l e m e n ,—

A circular letter has been issued for several 
years by Mr, J. W. de Caux on behalf of Mr. G. W. 
Foote as leader-in-general of the Freethought party 
in Great Britain. Subscriptions were raised by this 
means supplementing his inadequate income. But 
of late the income itself has almost disappoared. It 
has for some time been an open secret that he has 
not been receiving his salary as editor of the Free
thinker, upon which he has continued to work with 
unabated vigor. This state of things has put a 
groat strain upon him, which ho finds it increasingly 
difficult to bear.

In these circumstances, it has been suggested that 
a definite honorarium should be raised for him of 
(say) £300 per annum. Towards this President’s 
Honorarium Fund a preliminary promise has been 
made by Major John C. Harris, R.E., who oilers to 
give a donation of £100 and to contribute a yearly 
subscription of £10.

Many members and friends of the National Secular 
Society, and readers of the Freethinker, will doubtless 
be glad of the opportunity of following this gentle
man’s example. It is not expected, of course, that 
they will all contribute to the same extent; but 
merely that they will contribute in their various 
degrees, so as to mark their sense of Mr. Foote’s 
importance to the Freethought movement, and of the 
claim he has, through his long past and untiring 
present service, upon their consideration at a time 
of life when family and personal expenses tond to 
increase rather than diminish.

to him should be addressed to 2 Newcastle-street, 
London, E.C.

Trusting to hear from many donors and subscribers 
at an early date, in order that the Fund may be 
available during 1908,

Yours faithfully,
J. W . d e  Ca u x , J.P.,

92 St. Peter’s-road, Gt. Yarmouth.
E . T. N ic h o l s ,

28 Park-road, Ilford.
(Vice-President of N.S.S. and Director of Secular 

Society, Ltd.)
A. J. F in c k e n ,

GG Mount Grove-road, Highbury, London, N.

Donations Deceived. 
Major John C. Harris, R.E,
G. L. Alward 
C. J. Peacock...

Subscriptions Deceived.
George Payne 
F. Bonto
J. D. ... ....................
Major John C. Harris, R.E.
A. J. Fincken ...
F. S......................................................
Sydney A. Gimson
G. L. Alward 
J. Chick
A. Hurcum
G. F. Finn ... ... .¡.
R. Green ... ... ...
W. Rowland ...
J. Sumner, Jr.

£ 8. d.
100 0 0

5 0 0
5 0 0

20 0 0
10 0 0
10 0 0
10 0 0

5 0 0
5 0 0
2 2 0
1 0 0
1 1 0
1 1 0
1 1 0
1 0 0
0 10 0
0 10 6

Should the recent improvement in the circulation 
of the Freethinker continue at the same rate for 
some years, it would modify the present financial 
position; meanwhile, to cut down the expenses by 
making no further payment to regular contributors 
would bo a revolutionary, impolitic, and dangerous 
proceeding. Neither would it be prudent to starve 
the advertising side of the paper, by which its circu
lation should bo extended ; nor to prevent other 
expenditure that may be necessary to enhance its 
interest and value to the Freethought movement. No 
other way is open, therefore, but the one now 
suggested.

The success of the present scheme—and this is a 
very important matter—would lend to free the 
President from some of the mere drudgery which he 
has had to go through, week by week, since the 
death of his sub-editor (Mr. J. M. Wheeler) nearly 
ton years ago. Such liberation of his time and 
energy would enable him to give still greater atten
tion to the higher work of organisation and 
propaganda.

The President’s Honorarium Fund will be banked 
in the name of the undersigned as Trustees.

Some friends may make a donation to the Fund 
independently of a future annual subscription. 
Annual subscriptions can be paid any time during 
the year, but in such matters it is always a case of 
the sooner the better. Promises of support will be 
duly noted, and reminders will be forwarded if 
necessary.

A considerable number who replied to Mr. de 
Caux’s circular letters preferred writing and re
mitting direct to Mr. Foote. They can still do so 
if they wish. Their donations and subscriptions 
will bo paid over to the Fund. Communications

“ Christ’s Sword.”—II.

B y  D r . J o h n  E m e r s o n  R o b e r t s ,
Minister of the Ctmrch of This World, in Kansas City. 

(Concluded from p. 28.)
T h e r e  is a law of progress that might be called the 
law of the sword; for, there is the third class, tho 
men at the point. I do not know why tho Almighty 
made it in the way he did. To tell tho truth, tho 
Almighty did a good many things that never have 
been plain to mo. But I cannot quite understand 
why human lifo and human history should have been 
so constituted that the best, the bravest, and the 
noblest of the world should have had to suffer and 
to die. I do not know why tho Nazarene, the most 
conspicuous of the men at the point—I do not know 
why he could Dot have been permitted to live. Three 
years was not long, and was not long enough for so 
well-meaning and so powerful a man. I do not know 
why Socrates must have died. All he did was to 
teach a new and better philosophy, a new and better 
religion, but the men with their hands on the hilt 
said: “ He will corrupt the youth of the nation, 
people will turn away from tho altars of tho national 
gods, and after awhile they will have no more gar
lands and votive offerings for Zeus and his coterie.” 
So they took the great man out, the greatest and 
noblest of all the Pagan martyrs, and made him 
drink the hemlock. I do not know why the kindly 
Bruno, whose only offence was that he enlarged the 
horizon of human intelligence—I do not know why 
he must have died. I cannot understand why 
Thomas Paine, tho great lover of man, the man who 
more than any other made his human sympathies 
world-wide, and wherever there was a struggle for’ 
freedom, joined the ranks, whose patriotism was not 
covered by any flag, and whose sympathies took the 
human world in his arms—I do not know why be 
should have been pursued and maligned, his memory
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execrated, his character blackened—I cannot under
stand that. I do not know why a preacher like 
Theodore Parker, up to his time the biggest genius 
ever produced within “ the pulpit’s narrow curve ”— 
I do not know why he should have been disfranchised, 
disfellowshiped, and driven out. I.don’t understand 
it. Do you ? Yet that seems to he the law of human 
progress. And from it two conclusions may be 
deduced. Here is one. The man with the comfort
able position, within the respectable, luxurious, sur
roundings, enjoying influence and power, cannot help 
the work of human progress much, and the man who 
hopes from his part in the work of human progress 
to derive benefit, fame, personal advantage, or gain 
°f any sort, cannot help any. That seems to he the 
law. So it follows that we are never to look to the 
established institutions for leaders in human pro
gress. So it follows that in the last stand conser
vatism will make will be behind the barricade of the 
pulpit and the church. So it happens by this inex- 
orable law that a man so situated ¡3 always with the 
ruon that have their hand on the hilt. Thê  law of 
Progress, unhappily so, is the law of suffering. It 
leads along the shadowed way. Destiny prepares 
^ethsemanes, if she does not the cross, for every 
benefactor of this race, and men that lead their 
follows know that whatever the outward appearances 
JJJay be, however successfully they may mask the 
bidden life with a smile, that there is a hidden life, 
secret and unknown, whose untold story never comes 
to the ears of the world, an inner life where sorrow 
)VAits and grief her vigil keeps. By that law then it 
happens that anybody who oxpects to win for himself 
gain, or prominence, or emolument, or wealth, or 
fame, by being a reformer, is counting against a well- 
fixed principle, an inexorable and inescapable law.
, Now, then, there is sometimes an apparent excep

tion to that. There was a public officer in a certain 
btate that won prominence as a reformer. Ho pro
secuted law-breakers, the breakers of laws that had 
been in vogue for years, and he was rewarded for it. 
No was elected to a very prominent office. Then a 
Wave of reform seem to sweep over that State. 
Public officials and officers of the court vied with 
each other in enforcing laws. The idea of reform 
Was in the atmosphere. There was a hue and cry of 
reform, and some people even thought that if they 
eould resurrect some old, forgotten, unused law and 
start a drastic and conspicuous reform, they might 
even be made governor by it.

The law of progress is all the other way. The 
Jean that has anything to gain personally by declaring 
his convictions, when they differ from those of the 
Majority, who has anything of personal gain in view, 
is not the reformer. Words of truth wore spoken 
about the great Nazarene when they said of him, 
“ No saved others, himself he could not save, ’ and 
he could not, neither can any genuine, sincere 
Reformer, save himself. He must not count himself. 
He must waive the consequences, ignore the chances, 
keep a single eye upon his convictions, though to 
follow them lead him to Gethsemano and the cross.
, The sword is the instrument of the past. The 
1(lea is the instrument of the future. Progress never 
has been made by blood. Progress does not require 
a fagot, nor a thumbscrew, nor an iron boot, nor a 
wheel. It does not break the bones of any man nor 
Put any man in a dungeon. It weeks only to bring 
hght. It illuminates, it widens the horizon. It 
enlarges the viewpoint, it deepens and extends the 
Perspective. The conservative man, the man with 
the sword, is the man-afraid-of-to-morrow. The 
°nly day in the world of which he is absolutely 
certain and with which ho is perfectly satisfied is 
the yesterday, while tho day of the idea, the day of 
hope and promise of fulfilment and fruition, the day 
°f progress, is always the to-morrow. The man with 
h*s hand on the hilt assumes that things just as they 
Ure are as good as they can be, and il' they are not 
good enough—well, they cannot be ms.de any better.

will keep them just as they are. Tho man who 
believes in tho idea says, “  Tho wor/d is not good 
enough ; it is not as good as it might t o ;  it is not as

good as it will be.” The man with his hand on tho 
hilt says, “  Our Churches and our philanthropies and 
eleemosynary institutions are doing all that can be 
done for the amelioration of mankind ; don’t hurry; 
support the institutions just as they exist, establish 
social settlements, clean out the slums, light the 
streets, rescue the perishing, hold the fort, and 
everything will be well.” I want to say that no 
amount of cleaning out of the slums will ever cure 
the slums. You might empty them, disinfect them, 
but as long as conditions exist that eventuate in the 
slums, as long as seeds are sown whose fruitage is 
the slums, as long as ideas and methods prevail whose 
outcome is the slums, so long will the slums exist. 
But the man of the idea says, “  All the evils of the 
world that exist are tho fruit of wrong thinking, 
wrong ideas, wrong principles, wrong methods, wrong 
systems, and there is no final good to be attained so 
long as men skin and film the ulcerous place, while 
rank corruption mining all within remains unseen.” 
"We-boast about our civilisation, and there are some 
fine things about it. We point to our great institu
tions of business and commerce. We are making 
our buildings high and higher still, carving them 
richly, covering them with polished marble. We are 
building temples to tho triune God, building them on 
the boulevards; they are costing hundreds of thou
sands of dollars each. Our civilisation is proud and 
boastful, sometimes progressive, in parts good, but, 
gentlemen, we cannot build our buildings high 
enough nor make them rich enough, we cannot mul
tiply our churches fast enough or make them 
gorgeous enough to conceal the fact that they rest 
ultimately upon the hearts and hopes, the lives and 
liberties, the efforts and opportunities of the disin
herited class. A poorhouse never cured poverty. A 
slum worker never eliminated a slum. It might take 
a human being out of it, and that is something. 
There is no fault to be found with that. Those dear 
people are doing the best they can under the circum
stances. But tho man of the idea says, “  These 
things are not necessary; thoy are no part of a 
rational, sane civilisation; we ought not to make 
paupers and criminals and thieves and outcasts. A 
poorhouse, a Helping Hand institute, a slum worker, 
an Institutional Church, are but certificates of our 
wrong methods, our wrong principles.” Does any
body believe the world is good enough ? If ho does, 
he is altogether too easily satisfied. This world will 
nover bo good enough until there is no more poverty 
or crime. It will not be good enough as long as 
there is a prison, a gaol, or an almshouse necessary. 
I do not think the Almighty blundored when he made 
tho world. I do think men blundored when they 
made their religion and their God. And the men of 
ideas, the men of progress, the men of courage and 
faith are the men who say it can be made better by 
making mon free. You will observe that I do not 
say by making men good, or moral, or religious, or 
pious, or even happy, but by making them free. 
That is tho most important of all, the only thing 
that man can do for his fellow-men. All the rest a 
man must do for himself. Nothing is so sacred as 
liberty. “  It is tho one word without which all other 
words are vain.” A man ought to have the free right 
and tho free use to a place, at least, to stand upon 
the globe, and then ho ought to have the free right 
and free use of his labor, the product of his toil, and 
so much of tho wealth of the world as that labor 
creates. There are a great many people who think 
the world is to ho advanced by the restraint of 
liberty. Men cannot be made better by prohibitive 
laws, sumptuary laws, laws that forbid, that restrain. 
Just now there seems to be an idea chasing around 
in the brains of a few that if the theatres could be 
closed on Sunday, the moral status of tho community 
would be elevated and improved. The reason for 
closing tho theatres is not anything connected with 
tho character, or the kind, or tho quality, or the 
nature of their entertainment, but is based solely 
upon tho law that no man shall perform any labor or 
comjjel liis apprentice or sorvant to do any work or 
perform any labor on the first day of the week, com-



SEHE FREETHINKER

monly called Sunday, except the household offices of 
daily necessity. If the law is enforced, no attendants 
can turn on the lights in the theatres, nor keep the 
furnace going for the purpose of heat or electricity; 
no man can usher; the musicians cannot play, 
because all of that is labor and they are paid for it. 
And by the same token, nobody can turn the lights 
on in a church, or tend the furnace. The organist 
cannot play, the singers cannot sing—all of that is 
labor and they are paid for it. The only reason that 
a preacher could preach is because of the general 
impression that the average orthodox sermon does 
not involve labor. I say to you with the utmost 
deliberation, weighing well my words, that it would 
be less of an affront to the principle of liberty, less 
of a moral injury to the community, to shut up the 
churches on Sunday than it would be to shut up the 
theatres. I think I can make that plain. The 
churches minister, for the most part, to the rich, the 
comfortable and the well-to-do. Where are the 
churches? They are out on the boulevards, and 
those that aro not there wish they were. There is a 
church in process of erection in this city now that 
will cost two hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 
Then within a few blocks and still on the boulevard 
is another. The estimated cost of that is a hundrod 
and fifty thousand dollars. A little further away 
still another, so large, so expensive, that the only 
satisfaction is that it never will bo, never can be 
completed. Who goes to those churches ? The rich,
I have said, the comfortable, the well-to-do. Sup
pose the churches were to be closed against them on 
Sunday. It would be an offence against liberty, 
because they have a right to go, but suppose they 
could be closed. Those people can, after their 
dinners, get into their automobiles or their carriages, 
speed along the boulevards, the country roads, or, if 
not wishing to do that, they can stay at homo where 
there are comfortable, if not luxurious surroundings. 
They have instruments of music, works of art and 
books. They can amuse and improve themselves. 
They are not deprived of anything, but one thing, in 
the place of which they have much besides. It 
would work no particular hardship upon the majority 
of them in their personal lives and satisfaction. 
Close the theatres, and what is the result ? Do you 
not know that there are thousands of men and women 
who work six days in the week ? Sunday is the only 
time, the theatre is the only place they have for 
anything like recreation and amusement that will 
break into the weary, wearing, daily, sickening, 
killing monotony of their lives. If they are prevented 
from going to the theatres on Sunday, they must 
stay at homo, homes in too many instances without 
the features of comfort, pleasure and attractiveness.

Are laws made to bo executed against the helpless, 
the weak, tho defenceless and the poor ? Is civilisa
tion come to such a pass that laws may be executed 
and tho dignity of the courts upheld while tho feeble 
suffer and tho strong go free ? I say liberty demands 
equal justico between man and man. Does anyono 
think the world is good enough just as it is, that no 
changes aro to come, that we are to live always sur
rounded by evil and crying wrongs ?

Adam and Evo are said to have established a 
garden in common. Suppose Adam, after they had 
beon there a few days, by virtue of his superior intel
lect and powers of comprehension and executive 
ability, felt himself tho rightful ownor of more of 
that garden than belonged to Evo, and then sot about 
to mark off the good parts of it and put up on all 
■those parts tho sign “ Keep oil tho grass.” If Evo 
was anything like her modern sisters or daughters, 
there would have boon something started right then. 
But when the human family increased and the chil
dren grew to bo very numerous, do you know that is 
•exactly what they began to do, and the man that got 
there first put up the sign “  No trespassing allowed.”
A very old scripture says, “  The earth is the Lord’s, 
and the fullness thereof,” but tho man that wrote 
that was ignorant of modern mothods. Suppose the 
Lord, who inspired the man of long ago to say that, 
he who, not having been on the earth lately, still

believes it himself—suppose the Lord should come to 
this world and want a little of this fulness that is 
his. If he went out into Montana to get a little 
copper, a deputy sheriff would touch him on the 
shoulder and say, “  Good Lord, this copper belongs 
to Mr. Guggenheim and Mr. Clark.” If he wanted a 
little gold or silver for pocket money, and went to 
Leadville to get Borne out of the mine, the mine 
where ho had made it and stored it out of the fulness 
of the earth which is his, he could not go down 
because tho man at the cago would tell him, “  You 
haven’t a union card.”  If he wanted a little struc
tural iron and went up to the great mines in the 
North, ho would be told, “  No trespassing ; this is the 
property of the steel trust, they own it all.” Suppose 
he wanted a little oil that belonged to tho fullness of 
the earth that is his, and should call at Twenty-six 
Broadway, a lackey would take in his card and ask 
him to wait in an outside room, and the oil king 
would look at the card and send back word, “ I can’t 
see you. Lord, I am too busy building churches and 
theological seminaries.” The Lord would find out 
that whatever might have been the truth in the 
times of old, it is not so now; that the earth is not 
the Lord’s nor tho fullness thereof. Under the 
presont system tho earth belongs to tho man that 
can get the most of it and keep the other fellow off. 
And it does not seem quite right. For the life of 
me I cannot understand how anybody can be happy 
or satisfied with countless wealth so long as there is 
a human being shivering in his nakedness, or a child 
crying with hunger and cold. It seems to mo that 
sometime there must be an age, an era, a religion, a 
civilisation when man will look upon mankind as his 
brethren, when wo shall see that true religion lies in 
boing kind and just.

The man of the idea, of progress, does not despair. 
The world is yet young. Mankind is in its infancy. 
Civilisation is yet in the cradle, but dostiny rocks the 
cradle, while the Infinite hums a lullaby—hums and 
waits, waits for development and growth, waits for 
the young child to become a man, waits for tho 
widoning of intelligence, waits for the deeper percep
tion of moral principles and moral law, waits for the 
incoming reign of equity and justico, waits for fra
ternity and industrial peace, waits for a land domod 
with liberty like a sky, a land without a millionaire 
or a pauper, without a palaco or a hut.

—lien and Now (Kansas).

The Gospel Writ in Steel.

A List of Victims of the “ Religion of Love ”  during tho 
Past Century.

The gross ignorance evorywhero displayed as to the 
persecution of Freethinkers, should not bo left 
without direct challenge. Many of our leading 
papers speak as if tolerance had always boon the 
characteristic of Christianity. The following list of 
sentences on Freethinkers, which, being mainly 
compiled from memory, is very incomplete, will be 
an eye-opener to any fair-minded reader. Tho news
paper men are not so much to blamo, as their chief 
works of reference on which they rely for information 
are hopelessly biassed and invariably inaccurate. 
We ask our readers to help us in dispelling this 
illusion about Christian toleration which has beon 
fostered by tho clergy :—

Daniol Isaac Eaton, two years imprisonment and 
the pillory (1812).

—. Houston, two years with fine £'200 (1813). 
Richard Carlile, nine and a half years, with linos 

amounting to thousands of pounds.
Jane Carlile, two years.
Mary Ann Carlilo, two years.
Joseph Rhodes, two years (1821).
H. Boylo, eighteon months (1822).
James Watson, twelvo months (1823).
William Campion, three years; John Clarke, three 

years ; William Haley, three years ; T. R. Perry»
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three years; R. Hassell, two years; W. Tonbridge, 
two years ; T. Jefferies, eighteen months ; William 
Cochrane, eighteen months; John Christopher, six 
months; James Affleck, three months (1824). And 
some thirty other persons, mostly shopmen of 
Carlile.

Robert Taylor, three years.
John Clove, four months, with fine £50 (1840).
Ilenry Hetherington, four months (1841).
Charles Southwell, one year with fine £100 (1842).
George Jacob Holyoake, six months (1842).
George Adams, one month.
Mrs. Harriet Adams, one month.
Miss Matilda Roalfe, two months (1844).
Thomas Paterson, eighteen months (1846).
Henry Robinson, twelve months.
James Finlay, two months.
Mrs. Emma Martin, six months (1857).
Thomas Pooley, twenty-ono months [five months 

ordy served, owing to the exertions of such men as 
John Stuart Mill and Henry Thomas Buckle].

George William Foote, twelve months ; W. J. 
Ramsey, nine months; H. A. Kemp, three months 
(1883).

H must be borne in mind that the Blasphemy 
Gaws, which are still unropealed, may bo at any time 
mvoked by the followers of the meek and lowly 
Jesus, who was himself crucified after being 
arraigned as a blasphemer. MlMNERMUS.

A  Substitute Unnecessary.

Oxr of the principal stock arguments of orthodoxy when 
confronted by nationalism or Freethought, is to ask what to 
81Ve m lieu of Christianity should its abolition, decay, or 
death be brought about.

What should the answer be ?
^hat must tho answer be ?
In the destruction of error, nothing is required in its placo. 

A lio is hurtful at all times and in all places. The injury 
may n0t bo felt immediately, but the result is bound to bo 
experienced sooner or later. The physician is not urged by 
"ho sick to give them another ailment in lieu of the ono 
hoy have been able to conquer. It was tho physician’s 

[ask to destroy the original disease. Tho destruction of 
a B°hood, like tho destruction of diseaso, is desirable under 

ahy and all circumstances, and tho free mind is left to 
accept such truth that may come before it without tho 
Snghtcst regard or thought for the old error destroyed.

Accepting this proposition as being tho correct view of tho 
method of reaching a stage of intellectual liborty, it follows 
hat if Christianity is false it should bo destroyed without 

seeking a substitute. The human mind does not stand in 
heed of a substitute for falsehood. Froothought does not 
Pretend to offer any substitute. It sets up no code, no 
hystem, no creed. To compel a Freethinker to subscribe to 
■ creed, if that were possible, would bo to fottor the mind 
nco moro, and the very principle of Freethought would bo 
mlated. The “ I think” is tho underlying basis of Free- 
ought. The “ I bolievo ” is the fundamental requisite of 
(orthodox religions.

s ff  10 BUS8estion that Froothought declines to offer a sub- 
Unto for Christianity, oven on the ground of necessity, 
pos not mean that tho Freethinker is to have no object or 
ltn in life. The Freethinker can, and does, accomplish 
oro °f more real, human need than tho avorago Church 
ember, or the average believer in Christianity. This work 
ay not be found in ostentatious charity, but in tho doing of 
"plo justice. With justice triumphant, charity becomes 

^nnocessary. The Freotliinkor is willing to do tho very best 
c mows how to do, and if misahievous fates seem to 
p sPIre against him, he doos not waste his time in foolish 
buck?*’ (*°8S n°k or cry ou* against destiny, but
red 1 w'th a will and strives to work for his own
J2 8n’ P“ .ori- The Freethinker knows that not one thing he 
no  ̂ ,, *n tllat direction shall bo in vaiu. He knows that
inst*- t y ?rea* effmt can fail. He makes the deed count 
of v. a<* indulging in delusive dreams of some futuro state 
1 happiuess.

the *;Ce ^ 10 ° i humanity can grasp tho full meaning of 
kam1-In̂ feSS*Ve the world will bo made brighter and
■Wron« t *or ns all. Under them, no being would wish to do 
violat" t?1WarJ a i*vmg thing. No being would thus wish to 
pfe„ e laws of right living. Man may long for many 

ures that never come to him, but if ho weaves well tho

warp and shrinks from no demand tho task may make, he 
cannot work in vain, for in the end truth must prevail, and 
in truth alone can real and permanent happiness be found.

Man’s salvation does not depend upon crucified saviors 
nor upon the shedding of blood. It depends on work. Tho 
very liberty we enjoy to-day was not given freely, but it had 
to be wrested in a fierce death struggle from tho reluctant 
hands of tyrants.

Tears of blood and toil secured the charter of our political 
freedom, and as religious freedom is just as essential to 
human happiness, we must work for that with the same 
energy, but along less violent paths. Is there a Freethinker 
in the land who, rejoicing in his own freedom, denies a 
similar freedom to his neighbor, or is perfectly happy to 
witness the yoke of mental slavery still about his neighbor’s 
neck ? We think not. Then it is our duty to save others 
and to place the means of our own happiness within their 
reach. Wo must not shirk the task. It is a duty wo owe to 
mankind. Let us perform that duty without fear. With 
that duty done there will be none to ask what we have to 
offer in lien of Christianity, for the old hag of superstition 
will be dead and gone and none to mourn her loss.

— Blue Grass Blade (Lexington, U.S.A.).

National Secular Society.

R eport of Special E xecutive Meeting, called on Jan. 7.
The President, Mr. G. W. Foote, in the chair. There wero 

also present:— Messrs. J. Barry, R. Brooks, C. Cohen, E. 
Charlton, H. Cowell, F. A. Davies, T. Gorniot, W, Leat, J. W. 
Marshall, Dr. Nichols, J. Neate, C. Quinton, Y. Roger, F. 
Schaller, S. Samuels, H. Silvcrstein, T. J. Thurlow, F. Wood, 
W. Davey, E. Woodward, and the Secretary.

The President announced that the Special Meeting had 
been called to consider the Society’s position in regard to the 
recent “  Blasphemy ”  Prosecution, and gave a detailod report 
of his interview with Mr. Boulter, and his attendance at 
Bow-street, and further action in tho matter; and the Execu
tive, having unanimously endorsed tho President’s action, 
resolved to bear tho entire cost of the defence, to leave the 
matter in the hands of the President, and not at present to 
ask for outside assistance.

This was followed by the ordinary Monthly Executive 
Meeting, Minutes of previous meeting were read and con
firmed ; cash statement presented and adopted. Ordinary 
routine business was transacted. Five members wero 
admitted to tho Leeds Branch ; a grant towards Lecture 
expenses were made to Edinburgh Branch; and the meeting
adjourned. Ei M. V ance, General Secretary.

THE FABLE OF JESUS CHRIST.
I seo no reason for not believing that such a woman as 

Mary, and such a man as Joseph, and Jesus, existed ; their 
mere existence is a matter of indifference, about which there 
is no ground either to believe or disbelieve, and which comes 
undor tho common head of “ It may be so ; and what then ?” 
Tho probability, however, is that there wero such persons, or 
at least such as resembled them in part of the circum
stances, because almost all romantic stories have been sug
gested by some actual circumstance; as the adventures of 
Robinson Crusoe, not a word of which is true, wero sug
gested by the case of Alexander Selkirk. It is not, then, the 
existence or non-existence of tho persons that I troublo 
myself about; it is the fable of Jesus Christ, as is told in 
tho Now Testament, and tho wild and visionary doctrino 
raised thereon, against which I contend.— Thomas Paine.

Thoro are too many drones in England living on tho 
common produco of labor. Tho number of them should bo 
diminished, and a boginning should be made with the 
mystery man. Were the great Black army disbanded, and 
turned into the ranks of productive industry, the evils of 
society would begin to disappear; for those evils are chiefly 
the result of too much energy and attention being devoted 
to the problematical next life, and too little to tho real 
interests of earthly existence.— G. TF. Foote.

In the painting of tho Nativity, by Ssodgkin, a pious artist 
of Pesth, not only do the Virgin and Child wear tho nimbus, 
but an ass nibbling hay from the sacred manger is similarly 
docorated, and, to his lasting honor bo it said, appears to 
boar his unaccustomed dignity with a truly saintly grace.— 
Ambrose Bierce.
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SU N D A Y  LE C TU R E  NOTICES, etc.

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

LONDON.
H orns A ssembly R oom (corner of Kennington and Ivennington 

Park roads, opposite Park Gates) : 7.30, C. Cohen, “  Socialism, 
Atheism, and Christianity.”

Camberwell B ranch N. S. S. (North Camberwell Hall, New 
Church-road): 3.15, Freethought Parliament—W. H. Owen, 
“  The Economic Aspect of Malthusianism.”

W est H am B ranch N. S. S. (Workman’s Hall, Romford-road, 
Stratford) : 7.30, A. Allison, “ The Light of the World.” Selec
tions by the Band before Lecture.

COUNTRY.
E dinburgh B ranch N. S. S. (Hall, 84 Leith-street): 0.30, 

W. D. Macgregor, “  Old Age Pensions.”
G lasgow (Hall, 110 Brunswick-street) : 12 noon, Discussion 

Class ; 0.30, Social Meeting in Commemoration of Burns and 
Paine.

L eeds B ranch N. S. S. (Clarion Club, 125 Albion-street): 
Tuesday, Jan. 21, at 8, E. Webster, “ Life’ s Subjective Values.”

L iverpool B ranch N. S. S. (Milton Hall, Daulby-street) : H. S. 
Wishart, 3, “ Ballard, Blatchford, s,nd the ‘ Bottom Dog’ : a 
Freethought Missionary’s Reply to a Free Church Missionary 
7, “  Was St. Paul as Bad as Christ?”

M anchester B ranch N. S. S. (Secular Hall. Rusholme-road) : 
G. W. Footo, 3, “ The New ‘ Blasphemy’ Prosecution” ; 0.30, 
“ Socialism, Christianity, and Atheism : Campbell versus Blatch
ford.”  Tea at 5.

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

13, I BELIEVB,

TH E BEST BOOK
ON THIS SUBJECT.

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

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

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

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

Holmes’s pamphlet.......is an almost unexceptional statement
of the Neo-Malthusianism theory and practice.......and through
out appoals to moral feeling.......The special value of Mr.
Holmes’s servioe to the Neo-Malthusian oauso and to human 
well-being generally is just his combination in his pamphlet 
of a plain statement of the phyaioal and moral need for family 
limitation, with a plain account of the moans by which it can be 
secared, and an offer to all concerned of the requisites at the 
lowest possible prices.”

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

Order» should bo sent to the author,
J, R. HOLMES, EAST HANNEY, WANTAGE.

A  N E W  (THE T H IR D ) ED ITIO N
OF

from  fiction to fact.
By F. BONTB.

[Issued by the Secular Society, Limited.)

REVISED AND ENLARGED. 
SHOULD BE SCATTERED BROADCAST.

S IX T Y -F O U R  PAGES.
PRI CE ONE PENNY.

T he P ioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-strcet, Farringdomstreet, E.C.

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

By G. W . F O O T E .

“  I have read with great pleasure youi Book of God. You have
shown with perfect clearness the absurdity of Dean Farrar’s 
position I congratulate you on your book. It will do great good, 
because it is filled with the best of sense expressed with force and 
beauty."—Colonel I ngkrsoll.

“ A volume we strongly recommend........Ought to be in the
hands of every earnest and sincere inquirer.” —Reynold»'t Newt- 
paper.

Bound in Stout Fa,per Covers- - - ■ 17-
Bound in Good C l o t h ...........................2/-

FLOWERS ®  FREETHOUGHT
B y G. W . FOOTE.

First Series, cloth • - ■ - 2 s .  6d.
Second Series, cloth • ■ ■ - 2s. 6d.

Contains scores of entertaining and informing Essays and 
Articles on a great vari ty of Freethought topics.

THE

MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA;
OR, THE

DEATH OF THE CLASSICAL WORLD.

An Address delivered at Chicago by
M. M. M Ä N G Ä S Ä R I Ä N .

Will be forwarded, post free, for

THREE HALFPENCE.
T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastlo.streot, Farringdor.-3treet, E.C.

Colonel Ingersoll’s Last Lecture.

WHAT IS RELIGION?
An Address delivered before the American Free Religious 

Association at Boston, Juno 2, 1899.

Price Twopence.

Thwaites’ Liver* Pills.
The Best Family Medicine in the World.

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

Ailments, Anæmia.
la . l| d . 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, Linthorpc Road, Middlesbrough. 

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

preparations from them.

ANTED, for office purposes, copy of Freethinkers'
Text Book, Part I., by Charles Bradlaugli. Price to N. S. S.

S ecretary, 2 Newcastle-street, Farrirrgd'on-street, E.C,
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T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y ,
(LIMITED)

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

Chairman o f Board o f  Directors— Mu, G. W. FOOTE. 
Secretary— E, M. YANCE (Miss).

T®18 Boolety was formed in 1898 to afford legal security to the 
W i o n  and application of funds for Secular pnrpoaee.

ihe Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Sooiety'a 
'JOjocts 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 
oud of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
, Promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com- 

picte secularisation of the State, eto., eto. And to do all such 
aw.ul things as are conduoive to snob objects. Also to have, 
hold, receive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
or bequeathed by any parson, and to employ the same for any of 
* niPBrP°ses of the Society.

Ahe liability of members is limited to £1, in case the Society 
should ever be wound up and the assets were insufficient to oovsr 

most unlikely oontingenoy.
Members pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent 

yearly subscription of five shillings.
Abe Society has a considerable number of members, but a much 

'Mger number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
gained amongst those who read this announcement. All who join

Participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of 
!. resources. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa
t e  that no member, as such,‘shall derive any sort of profit from 
” 0 Society, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 

Way whatever.
Ahe Society’s affairs are managed by an elooted Board of 

irectors, consisting of not less than five and not more than 
t 'velve members, one-third of whom retiro (by ballot) eaohyear,

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

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

The Sooiety’s solicitors ore Messrs. Harper and Battcock 23 
Rood-lane, Fenchurch-street, London, E.O.

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

Friends of the Society who have remembored it in their willp, 
or who intend to do bo, should formally notify the Secretary cf 
the faot, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, who will 
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This is not necessary, 
but it is advisable, as wills somotimos got lost or mislaid, ord 
their contents have to be established by competent testimony.

THE NEW TESTAMENT MANUSCRIPTS :
OR,

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

By J O S E P H  SYM ES.

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

Th e  PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.

Under the Ban of the London County Council.
T H E  P O P U L A R  E D I T I O N

(Revised and Enlarged)
OF

“ BIBLE ROMANCES”
BY

G. W, FOOTE
W ith a Portrait of the Author

Reynolds'» Newspaper says:— “  Mr. G W. Footo, chairman of the Secular Society, is well known as a man 
^optional ability. His Bible Romances have had a large sale in the original edition. A popular, revised, and 

ciarged edition, at the price o£ 6d., has now been published by the Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
,re°t, London, for the Secular Society. Thus, within the reach of almost everyone, the ripest thought of the leaders 

modern opinion are being placed from day to day.”

144 Large Double-Colum n Pages, Good Print, G ood Paper
S I X P E N C E — N E T

(Post Free, 8d)

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.O.
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WORKS BY G. W . FOOTE.
ATHEISM AND MORALITY 2d., post Jd.
BIBLE AND BEER. Showing the absurdity of basing 

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

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

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

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

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

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

LIE IN FIVE CHAPTERS ; or, Hugh Price Hughes’ Con
verted Atheist. Id., post £d.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

INFIDEL DEATH-BEDS. Second edition, much enlarged. 
8d., post Id. Superfine paper in cloth, Is. 3d., po3t lid .

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

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

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

x hlxj UTXW1.JN.U UUJJ UUUK. A Reply to the Grand Old Man. 
An Exhaustive Answer to the Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone’s 
Impregnable Nock of Holy Scripture. I s .; bound in cloth, 
Is. Gd., post lid .

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

brilliant of Colonel Ingersoll’s pamphlets. Gd„ post Id. | ' J^M. m e ^ w  ,,iVith n Bi°graphy by the late
vxxv »-»A vuo linjctu USCUUJ

brilliant of Colonel Ingersoll’s pamphlets. 0d., post Id 
ART AND MORALITY. 2d., post id.
A WOODEN GOD. Id., post id.
CREEDS AND SPIRITUALITY. Id., post id.
CRIMES AGAINST CRIMINALS. 3d., post id 
DEFENCE OF FREETHOUGHT. Five Hours’ Address to 

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

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

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

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

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

J. M. Wheeler. 4d., post Id.
ROME OR REASON ? A Reply to Cardinal Manning. 3d., post Id.
SHAKESPEARE. Gd., post Id.
SKULLS. 2d., post id.
SOCIAL SALVATION. 2d., post id.
SOME MISTAKES OF MOSES. 13G pp.. on superfine paper, 

cloth 2s. Gd., post 3d. ; paper Is., post lid . Only complete 
edition in England. Accurate ns Colonso and as fascinating 
as a novel. Abridged Edition, 1(5 pp. Id., post id.

SUPERSTITION. Gd., post Id.
TAKE A ROAD OF YOUR OWN. Id., post id.
THE CHRISTIAN RELIGION. 3d., post id.
THE COMING CIVILISATION. 3d., post id.
THE DEVIL. Gd., po3t Id.
THE DYING CREED. 2d., post id.
THE GHOSTS. Superior Edition, 3d., post id
TnE  HOLY BIBLE. Gd., post Id.
THE HOUSEHOLD OF FAITH. 2d., post id.
THE LIMITS OF TOLERATION. A Discussion with the 

Hon. F. D. Coudert and Gov. S. L. Woodford. 2d., post id.
THE THREE PHILANTHROPISTS. 2d., post lid .
WHAT IS RELIGION ? Colonel Ingersoll’s Last Lecture. 2d., post id.
WHAT MUST WE DO TO BE SAVED? 2d., post id.
WHY AM I AN AGNOSTIC ? 2d., post id.-----------— . —v*.» poll
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