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Wisdom, is to be found in truth alone.— Goethe.

The Challenge of Secularism.

attention has been drawn to an article on “  The 
Challenge of Secularism ” in the current number of 
the London Quarterly Review. If the publisher had 
known his business he would have sent me a copy, 
as I see that I- am pretty freely mentioned in it. 
The writer of the article is the Rev. G. S. Streat- 
Oeld, M.A., Hon. Canon of the pro-Cathedral of 
Coventry. Considering his profession, and how it 
ove8 “ infidels ” generally, I should call him toler- 

Jb'y fair. He appears to try to be fair, and, if he 
oeB not entirely succeed, ho must have credit for 

effort.
Canon Streatfield’s article covers a good deal of 

Bround, makes numerous statements, and passes 
®any judgments. As one who knows the Secular 
m°vement better, I believe, than any other living 

an> I think it my duty to review some of this 
^ » d ,  to deal with some of these statements, and 

criticise some of these judgments. The task is 
ally forced upon me. I would not seek it, and I do 

shun it. From some points of view, it is rather 
^Pleasant, and occasionally very unpleasant. But I 
thi 11101:6 anxious about the truth than about any- 

ng else, and I hope I shall always prefer it to the 
jSt comfortable falsehood.

tle  ̂°De ^is references to me, the reverend gen- 
Qlan says that I have “ an exceedingly forcible 
y of expressing ” my opinions. If this be indeed 

^ 8Cbaracter, I shall probably live up to it in the 
8ent article. There is room for some plain

is . !ng 1 it is, in fact, invited; and plain speaking 
’ ln ĥself, pretty sure to be forcible.
■j. * • • • •

thr 100 Panse here to say that I have looked 
¿o n ^  bbe rest of the January number of the 
t j j i ^Quarterly Rcviciv, and have seen several

iQ deli
6Ss that made me smile. Mr. T. H. S. Escott, 

Seri ahng with the Annals of Tacitus, refers quite
aUd°U8ly “ tho Eev- Eoberfc Taylor, A.B., M.R.C.S.,’ 
âuifSay8 ln a footnote : “  I have not had an oppor- 

y 8eeing Mr. Taylor’s Diegesis." Ho evidently 
ku0̂ ,3,^ at “ Mr. Taylor ” is still living, and does not 

6at he belonged to tho first half of the nine- 
aadd ce®tury, that he left the Church of England 
lishe ■, lVere<d Freethought discourses which wore pub- 
^as a ° n^er the namo of The Devil's Pulpit, that he 

^pointed with the famous Richard Carlile, and 
$hat ! 1C° *mprisoned under the Blasphemy Laws. 
iW u  l 0no i°ke- And here is another. The Rev.

-who, by the way, has lately been
aa a sort of special infidel-slayer—contri-

aa article on “ 9
0rin^ remarks with singular indiscretion, con-

*a article on “ Tho Public Reading of Scripture,”.• " '“ ' ' w o n " !

r e m a r k a -------------o ----------- --------------------------
lao nature of his prosont job, that “  The

extent to which the Bible is actually rejected through 
such wild ravings as those of God and My Neighbor, 
or Secularist pamphlets, is small enought to be left 
out of consideration.” This remarkable statement, 
which displays Mr. Ballard’s usual accuracy and 
good manners, is totally at variance with both the 
letter and the spirit of Canon Streatfield’s warning. 
“  The Church,” he says, “  is face to face with a 
determined enemy, an enemy, moreover, which, it 
cannot be denied, is gaining ground.” “  Those,” he 
adds, “  who are acquainted with the history and 
present phase of the movement would, I feel con
fident, unanimously agree that it ought to be 
confronted more strenuously and systematically 
than hitherto.” Thus do the Christian doctors 
differ, just like the uninspired medical ones, about 
the same patient and the same complaint.

Canon Streatfield starts by quoting the Bishop of 
Birmingham’s observation that it would be “  hard to 
exaggerate the unsettlement of belief in many classes 
of society,” and adds, on his own part, that it “ can
not be doubted that in this unsettlement an active 
secularist propaganda has played an important 
part.” Having said this, and justified his article in 
two sentences, he plunges at once into history:—

“  Up to the middle of last century anti-Christian 
effort can scarcely be said to have been organised. It 
had been sporadic, intermittent, personal. It is- repre
sented, in the history of the movement, by the names 
of Thomas Paine, Richard Carlile, Robert Taylor. With 
the advent upon the stage of George Jacob Holyoake, 
who gave to the cause the now familiar namo of secu
larism, the effort to uproot Christianity, to discredit 
theistic dogma, and destroy the religious basis of life, 
entered upon an organised existence. Under his influ
ence and leadership secular societies were formed 
between 1851 and 1857 in no less than thirty different 
centres.”

The reverend gentleman, one judges, has been 
roading Mr. Joseph McCabe. He has an exaggerated 
idea of Holyoake as an organiser. What really 
happened was this. Holyoake, Southwell, Paterson, 
Matilda Roalfe, and others who figured in the 
“ blasphemy ” trials of the early forties, were all 
Socialist missionaries. It was as a Socialist mis
sionary that Holyoake delivered the lecture at 
Cheltenham which got him into trouble. Questions 
were asked after the lecture, and in reply to one of 
them, which was wide of the subject, he replied that, 
considering the privations the people of England 
were then suffering, it would be judicious to put the 
Deity on half-pay. That answer brought him a 
prosecution for “  blasphemy ”  and six months’ im
prisonment in Gloucester Gaol. This made him 
conspicuous as a militant Freethinker, which indeed 
he was then ; but he had been travelling the country 
and lecturing as a Socialist missionary rather than 
as a Freethought advocate. Now the Socialist 
movement had already begun to break up, and the
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process was hastened by the rupture between the 
bolder section, who defied the Blasphemy Laws, and 
the timid, time-serving section, who hoped to pro
mote the cause of the people by subservience to 
their spiritual oppressors. Naturally, as the Social
ist movement went to pieces, the Freethought move
ment stepped into its inheritance. The Socialist 
movement did good, but it was premature ; far more 
intellectual and moral preparation was necessary; 
the minds of men had to be liberated before their 
bodies could be free ; and it was this work of libera
tion that the Freethought movement, which was the 
salvage from the wreck of the Socialist movement, 
set itself to perform. And it was quite natural 
when Bradlaugh came to the front, in the early 
sixties, that the “  social question ” should be more 
and more thrust aside, in spite of Holyoake’s wail
ings ; for the real task for the day was the war 
against Christianity, and everything else but a 
hindrance to the main object of the battle. Brad- 
laugh instinctively felt this, and acted upon i t ; but 
Holyoake never saw it, although he was always talk
ing about “ keeping separate things distinct.”

Holyoake was certainly a man of ability. I am 
not denying that. I am only trying to point out the 
favorable conditions in his environment. He had 
ability, and he had youth on his side, being only 
thirty-five when he presided over the first Secular 
Conference ever held in England; but he had also 
the advantage of outlasting the other “  prisoners for 
blasphemy ” —every one of them having disappeared 
from the scene, and this gave him both distinction 
and predominance.

It is easy to overestimate the importance of those 
“  secular societies ” which he formed between 1851 
and 1857. They were mostly very small affairs. 
The majority of their members were old Socialist- 
Freethinkers who had got into a habit of meeting 
together. Some of those “  societies ” lasted into 
the early seventies. I remember the one at Man
chester, where the first Secular Conference was 
Feld in 1852. Two veteran Socialists, Ridgway and 
Tarr, were its leaders; its Sunday meetings were 
held in an upstairs room in Grosvenor-street; I 
lectured there (to my elders) when I was a very 
young man, and I remember how I had to keep my 
voice under for fear of breaking the windows or 
deafening the hundred people who crowded into the 
place in defiance of the rules of hygiene. I re
member the Glasgow Society, with its little hall, off 
a dirty street. Its leaders were old Socialists too ; 
brave men, fine fellows, true as steel, but only a 
handful all told ; and almost to the last they wore 
pro-Holyoake and anti-Bradlaugh. The Society’s 
meetings, I say, were hold in that poor little hall. 
They were nothing to the fine, enthusiastic meetings 
wo hold in Glasgow to-day. All honor to the men 
(and women) who hold so bravely together in those 
darker days 1 But do not let us fancy that the old 
“ societies” and “ centres" were the mighty things 
they are apt to look in a summary historical retrospect.

Holyoake, as a Secularist leader, for some time 
had the field to himself. Trouble began when 
Bradlaugh came to the front, which a man of his 
great ability and powerful personality was bound to 
do. Canon Streatfield admits that he was “  a leader 
still more capable ” than Holyoake, more “  deter
mined ” and, the reverend gentleman adds, more 
“  violent.” I know that this is the Christian tradi
tion, but it is grotesquely false.

G. W. Foote.
(To be continued.)

The Truth About Free Will.—YI.

of

(Concluded from p. 68.)
IN a preceding paragraph I said that in asserting the 
accountability of human actions certain things are 
assumed. It remains to point out what these things 
are; and as accountability is a legal or quasi-legal 
term, we may commence by noting its sense in law. 
In criminal law a man is accounted responsible pro
vided he knows the regulation he is charged with 
infringing, and that he is also capable of appre
ciating consequences. As, however, all citizens are 
assumed to know the law, we may confine our atten
tion to the last point. What, then, is meant by 
ability to appreciate consequences ? By this can 
only be meant the ability to create an ideal present
ment of the penalties attaching to certain actions. 
Every promise of reward or threat of punishment 
assumes this effect on the mind, and that certain 
general results will follow. There can be no 
other meaning to responsibility, as is seen from tbs 
fact that idiots and lunatics and young children are 
not counted as responsible beings, since with them 
the power to mentally represent the full consequence8 
of actions is deficient. Moreover, in cases where a 
plea of insanity is set up it is necessary to prove 
that the aocused is not amenable to motives in th0 
same manner as are normally constituted people.

The same general sense governs the meaning 
responsibility in non-legal matters. A very yonog 
infant, incapable of ideally representing conse
quences, is not a responsible being at all. An o\&et 
child has a limited responsibility in certain direc
tions only. As it grows older, and growth brings 
with it the power of more fully appreciating conse
quences, so does its responsibility increase. In otbej 
words, we assume that certain motives operate 
certain stages of mental development, and the whf1 
of the educative process aims at making these motive 
effective. That is, responsibility, bringing with it th8 
liability to punishment, assumes the very thing the1' 
the Indeterminist asserts makes responsibility 
absurdity. It is through ignoring the fact of “ r0‘ 
sponsibility” being a word of sociological origin spm8 
Determinists have been led to deny responsible 
altogether, and Indeterminists to declare it incom- 
patible with the Determinist position. Both w0rfl 
right, and both were wrong. It is not true that d8® 
is responsible for the existence of his own me°tl!

is responsible to his fellows8̂ 
long as he is normally amenable to the pressure 0 
social forces. Responsibility is an absurdity so 1°®“ 
as we limit our attention to the individual; buti°s 
limiting it the Indeterminist misunderstands n 
meaning of the word, and applies it to a regie0 1 
which it has no legitimate application. /

It is not difficult, then, to see the function  ̂
punishment—save in the retaliatory sense—an̂  0 
praise and blame in tho Doterminist theory of thi0^ 
Actions being decided by motives, the problem ffl 
a defective organisation is how to seoure the Vxe? 0{ 
lence of desires that will ensure tho right kind , 
action. A man steals; the problem then is, h 
can we weaken the desire to steal and strong00̂  
feelings that will secure honesty of action ? 0° 5j 
lower plane we resort to threats of punishmo^' jf( 
that, when the desire to steal again asserts & . 
tho knowledge that certain measures will be t»® 
in the interests of sooial protection may by ass°®)
f.inr» o r r o a f ,  f.Vna riacnrn  T Tnloaa 4-kin o n  Q X l^  ^

re»f
tion arrest this desire. Unless this is so, 
measure as the First Offenders’ Aot has no 
for its existence. On the higher plane, by ° r0°/ cti 
a consciousness of the value of honest con0®.̂

iicffecfc‘
fcfia

we strengthen feelings that will divest of 
force the desire to steal. Our praise or 
rests upon a precisely similar basis. Man 
the socialised animal he is, the approbate0 g j 
disapprobation of his fellows must always 
powerful influence in the determination of co0®^ 
The memory of censure passed or of praise besto 
itself acts as a motive to determine conduct j|jl 
the critical moment arrivos. It is not becausC
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agent, up to the moment of committing the action, 
could have done other than he did, but because there 
is a possibility of his acting differently in the future, 
that he is either blamed or punished. Apart from 
this consideration, praise and blame is wholly in
effective, and a complete waste of effort.

For what use can there be in punishing or blaming 
a man if his actions are determined, not by motives, 
hut by a mysterious will that is uninfluenced by 
anything we may say or do ? If neither the promise 
°f punishment nor its memory serves to arouBe 
feelings that will decide conduct in the future, then 
one might as well punish a stone or whip the wind. 
It is equally foolish to look for the cause of wrong 
action in defective education, organisation, or en
vironment. A man's nature after a long course of 
vicious actions remains exactly what it was before 
he commenced his career. Evil feelings may arise 
with greater frequency, but as it is not these but the 
will that decides, they are wholly ineffective. It 
eannot be even argued that certain motives offer 
stronger attractions than others to the will, for this 
In itself would be a form of determination. Motives, 
as motives, must be altogether ineffective ; and on 
what ground can we praise or blame if neither praise 
nor blame can have even the remotest influence in 
determining action in the future ? On this theory 
Punishment becomes an act of sheer brutality, and 
e°ndemnation or approval completely useless.

d?he absurdities in whioh a belief in Free Will 
lands ns does not end here. If motives do not 
determine conduct, any forecast of what people will 

in a given situation is impossible. The will,do
hei:Dg free, what they have done is no guide as to 
^uat they will do. As motives did not decide their 
°°nduct in the past, neither can they decide their 
c°nduct in the future. Whether we read backward 
?r forward makes no difference. We have no right 
.? ®ay that the actions of certain statesmen prove 
rijam to be desirous of gaining power or wealth.

his would imply Determinism. We cannot say 
ĥat because a murder has been committed we 

“ught to suspect cortain people who bore the 
. aceased person ill-will. If wo see a person jump 

to the river, we cannot argue that he meant 
 ̂ aommit suicide. The mother may as well murder 
l' child as nurse it. The workman may labor as 

^ 11 for a bare pittance as for a comfortable wage, 
uian outside a house in the early hours of the 

aiming, armed with a jemmy and dark lantern, 
y have no desire to commit a burglary. A person 

t() b ^ith a game-bag and gun may have no desire 
shoot anything. In all of these cases, and hundreds 
°thers, we have no right, if Free Will be a fact, 

acFr8ne Irom motions to motives or from motives to 
CaRl0n8‘ Motives do not rule, and in any or every 

0 We may only be witnessing the vagaries of an 
paused will.

Het 18 often said that, no matter how convinced a 
fhe eri^ n*st ono may be, one always acts as though 
the f ^ were really free. As I have pointed out, 
fae, 8 .afement rests upon a misunderstanding of the 
in r8.m.v°lved. The fact is that no one acts either 
Ihon u °n 1:0 one’8 fellows or to society in general as 
^ith B ^ree had any existence. In dealing
that tlle ^ ink  question, temperance reformers argue 
the e a ^jminution in the number of public-houses, 
etc °f healthier opportunities of enjoyment,
f0r^ i n i s h e s  temptation and weakens the desire 
all cl toxioants. In dealing with children, people of 
the rfSL6s rightly lay stress upon the importance of 

^  ^nd oi associates, the power of education, 
the be0althy physical surroundings. With adults, 
t)Qht Ueflcial influences of fresh air, good food, well- 
spaceg °,U8es> healthy conditions of labor, and open 
graphv’ aave become commonplaces. In every bio- 
el; J attention is paid to the formativo influences 
theSQ p 8’ Iriends, and general environment. In all 
operafj8868 no allowance whatever is made for the 
M otiveL°f mysterious uninfluenced Will. The 
Ike u i„ j  °ry °f aotion may not he consciously in 

,ctiCg °f all, but it is e1irai everywhere implied in

In strict truth, we cannot undertake a single 
affair in life without assuming that people will act 
in accordance with certain motives, and that these 
in turn will be the outcome of specific desires. If I 
journey from here to Paris I assume that certain 
forces—the desire to retain a situation, to earn a 
living, to satisfy a sense of duty, etc., etc.—will 
cause all the officials connected with railway and 
boat service to carry out their duties in a given 
way. If I appeal for the protection of the police, I 
am again counting upon certain motives influencing 
the minds of officials in a particular way. In any 
commercial transaction I make the same assumption. 
I count with confidence that certain desires will so 
influence people on the other side of the globe that 
they will co-operate to land a given commodity at my 
doors. A General commanding an army appeals 
with confidence to certain motives in the minds of 
his soldiers to induce them to storm a position or 
enter on a battle. The appeal to motives is con
stantly being made by all—even by the believer in 
Free Will himself ; for, after all, his appeal is very 
largely based upon the desire that all have for 
liberty, even though in this instance the term is 
meaningless.

On no other basis than that of Determinism would 
a science of human nature or of history be possible. 
Both presuppose a fundamental identity in human 
nature, and that, other things equal, the same 
impulses will always produce identical results. 
Determinism not only provides the only possible 
basis upon which to build up an understanding of 
human nature, it is the only basis upon which we 
can work for reform. Believing that certain influ
ences will, in the mass, produce a general result of a 
particular kind, we lay our plans and work with a 
justifiable prospect of success in the future. Indi
vidually, too, the consideration that every action we 
perform leaves with us a certain residuum for either 
good or ill, supplies in itself one of the strongest 
motives for the exercise of self-control, and furnishes 
a sure basis for self-development. p p

The Quickened Trend.

One of the most illuminating facts of history is that 
intelligence and faith are sworn enemies. Great 
faith implies, is built upon, great ignorance. Our 
fathers despised the intellect and discouraged its 
cultivation. In their estimation the reason was a 
faculty of fallen human nature, while faith was a 
gift from God. By reason, it was said, we cannot 
know God ; he reveals himself alone to the believing 
heart. Ever since the fall in Eden the reason was 
only fit to deal with mundane things, or to solve the 
problems of the purely secular life. Religion was 
not within the sphere of its operations. “  How can 
this be true, father ?" the child would ask, and the 
answer invariably would bo, “ With God, all things 
are possible, my son.” Usually, a gentle rebuke was 
administered to the youthful inquirer in the words 
of a well-known hymn—

“  Judge not the Lord by feeble senso,
But trust him for his grace.”

The same attitude to the reason characterises the 
orthodoxy of to-day. Evangelical preachers every
where take a special delight in denouncing the proud 
intellect of fallen man. “  This is God's Word,” they 
say of the Bible, “ and our one duty is to believe, 
not criticise, it. To criticise it is to treat it as a 
man’s book.” “ But how are we to explain the 
Deluge ?” someone dares to ask. “ Why, the Deluge 
was God’s judgment on a hopelessly wicked world. 
But you must bear in mind that the Lord is never 
cruel except in order to be kind. We are struck 
dumb by a disastrous earthquake, but we should 
never forget that

‘ Behind a frowning providence 
He hides a smiling face.’ ”

Our comfort comes from the fact that, in propor-
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tion as knowledge grows and spreads, Buch an irra
tional attitude is becoming more and more impossible. 
Soience is slowly permeating the whple community, 
and its atmosphere is fatal to evangelical faith. The 
theory of evolution, for example, deals God a blow 
in th8 face. A little while ago, a young governess 
was explaining to her two pupils that once upon a 
time the inhabitants of this island of ours were 
raw savages, roaming at will, or in search of food, 
through the primeval forests, when one of the boys 
interrupted her with the question, “  Was God living 
then ?” An affirmative answer failed to satisfy him. 
At seven years of age, it was intellectually clear to 
him that the infinitely good and loving God in whom 
he had heen taught to believe could not have created 
wild savages. And he was perfectly right. It is 
quite impossible to reconcile the fact of evolution 
with the belief in the moral perfection of the Deity. 
An evolving Universe yields no argument for the 
existence of an omnipotent, omniscient, and all-good 
Creator. Mr. R. J. Campbell assures us, in his last 
published sermon, that “  an out-and-out Materialist 
is rare to find in these days,” or that “ he has gone 
out of fashion but even Mr. Campbell has to 
admit that the belief in an intelligent and intelligible 
God is not natural. He asserts that evolution “ is 
making for something far beyond our present status.” 
Then he naively asks, “  But does it know it ?” Let 
us give prominence to his answer:—

“  There’s the rub. To that question the unaided 
understanding is not equal. It is a question which can 
never be answered merely on the intellectual plane.”

That, after all, is the old evangelical doctrine only 
very thinly disguised. He claims that we have 
intuitive faculties whioh are higher than the under
standing, and that these tell us of God. We hold, 
on the contrary, that the intellect is our highest 
faoulty, and that all our other faculties should be in 
subjection to this, and that the intellect does not 
point to a deity. And we hold, further, that in pro
portion as the intellect is cultivated the belief in 
God decays.

A characteristic confirmation of this comes from 
Wales. Four or five decades ago secular knowledge 
was at a fearful discount throughout the Princi
pality. The Sunday-sohool was the chief educa
tional institution. Biblical knowledge was the only 
knowledge worth acquiring. Training in the arts 
and sciences was frowned upon as both superfluous 
and spiritually injurious. The majority of the 
ministers of the Gospel were unlettered men who 
regarded colleges and universities as agencies of the 
Devil. Under suoh conditions religion flourished 
amazingly. It was the one absorbing interest of 
the people. By-and-bye schools began to multiply 
and a few oolleges made their appearance. During 
the last twenty years seoular education has made 
enormous strides in theological Wales, with the 
inevitable result that theology has lost most of its 
ancient charm for a large seotion of the community. 
Indeed, we now learn, not only that the people are 
losing their former religious enthusiasm, but also 
that the eduoated youth of the country are giving 
up religion altogether. Those who are at all familiar 
with the conditions of life in Wales know that the 
majority of young men and maidens can only secure 
a collegiate course at the cost of tremendous sacri
fices on the part of their relations. As a rule, these 
relations are intensely religious ; and it is held that 
if the young people return to their homos without 
their religion it shows the basest ingratitude to 
those who denied themsolves on their behalf, as if a 
person could preserve his religion out of gratitude. 
This is how Dr. Morris, of Treorky, puts the case :__

“  There is a striking contrast between the attitude of 
tho youth of our country towards tho churches boforo 
and after their colloge careers. Before entering college 
they wero prominont church members, teachers in the 
Sunday-school, foromost in all roligious activities, and 
over alivo to tho call of the churches upon their services. 
On their return from the national colleges of Aberyst
wyth, Bangor, and Cardiff, they cut thomsolvcs adrift

from all these old associations, and refuse to identify 
themselves in any way with any movement on the part 
of the Church tending to mental, moral, or religions 
elevation.”

That is to say, “ the influence of college life on the 
religion of the students,” in the majority of instances, 
is to totally destroy it. It robs them of the faith 
“ in which they were nurtured,” and sends them 
forth into the world pure Agnostics. Now, we 
claim that this is naturally inevitable. Dr. MorriSi 
who deplores this loss of religion, puts a large por
tion of the blame on the professors who are said to 
be, in some cases, “  alien in birth and tongue, 
antagonistic in religious and national sympathies, 
seeking to Anglicise Welsh institutions and to 
Continentalise the Welsh Sunday, openly or prao- 
tically professing Agnosticism.” Some of the Non
conformists, while not in favor of imposing “ any 
test of creed or even of religion, as such, upon 
candidates for college professorships,”  yet advocate 
tho application to them of what they call the “ test 
of character,” In other words, they insist upon 
having truly religious professors without actually 
tying them down to any creed or confession. But 
the truth is that such professors are difficult to 
find, and that the honest teaching of Science 
naturally tends to weaken religious faith. It is s'3 
undeniable fact that a youth brought up in a Welsu 
Sunday-school, if he has any brains at all, is boun 
to suffer a rude awakening when he comes iot0 
touch with the mighty thought-movements of tbe 
world at any good college or university. It will be 
irresistibly borne in upon him that most of what be 
was taught as a child is flatly contradioted W 
modern discoveries, and that even the fundament» 
doctrines of Christianity utterly lack evidential sop 
port.

What is taking place in Wales is occurring, 00 
greater or lesser scale, everywhere else. The dr» 
of modern life is clearly away from supernator» 
beliefs. Even the Churches themselves are 
in tho same direction. Very few of them Pû jo6t

at»
»O'4

supreme emphasis on the supernatural now 
of them, having palpably failed to secure adeqo 
support as centres of supernaturalism pure £ 
simple, have taken to social service of various i o t ’ 
and rely for success upon their seoular clubs wb1 ’ 
it is declared, cease to be secular by bearing • 
Christian label. It is a significant faot that, ßPes-9 
ing generally, the Churches shift their empbfttf»3only to save their lives, and that tho change g) 
put off as long as possible, almost, in some c j. 
till the lifo was entirely out of them. This is 
they style adapting Christianity to the changed ^ fl¡ 
ditions of the present age. In reality, it is a Pi1. 
the process of disintegration to which the Cbn ^  
religion is being subjected, in consoquence o i 
spread of natural knowledge. Christianity r̂‘Dnlf0i)( 
nominally because, by an accident, it became 
enough to stop tho clock of progress, and to pr 
its being set going again for a millennium3' ^  
course of time, Christianity lost its con  ̂ j,»3 
power, and the clock was started again, ll° g(j \>1 
been going ever since ; and tho progress nl!irl0Ce 
it necessitates the destruction and disappemu 
all that was built upon tho foundation of »3 
and superstition. _ . ;ntegf,í

It is possible that in Walos the rapid dis» ,at)î  
tion of tho Christian roligion may bo acco»3 
by not a little moral disaster. It is to tte 
that the present discussion of tho subjec  ̂ epir»* 
vernacular press is conducted in so bitter 
that it is bound to intensify the m3BC t&e
educated youth who “  turn their backs 10
chapel and roligious worship, and deny. , ¿jy 
which they wore nurtured,” are so vio ¡.,g tbe‘ 
nounced that they are in danger of show 
resentment by committing moral Bnio!‘r ' 0o ; “ j  
they need is not condemnation, but Salda 
who, in all Wales at tho present time, are 
to give thorn tho latter? What they requ» t|je 
above everything olso is, that roligioo».1 ge» 
sonso with which thoy are familiar, and »»»
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ln which they have been compelled to renounce it, is 
a radically different thing from morality, and that 
the repudiation of the former should result in a 
deeper and more genuine attachment to the latter.

J. T . L l o y d .

William Morris.

William Morris, by Alfred Noyes. English Men of Lotters 
Series. Macmillan. 1909.

The addition of a volume on William Morris to the 
well-known English Men of Letters Series, is a 
fatter of considerable importance. And Mr. Alfred 
^oyes, a writer of considerable repute, who has been 
eQtrusted with the task, has acquitted himself re
markably well and given us a life-like picture of the 
Poet. Morris died in 189G, and even now the great 
reading public have but a slight acquaintance with 
his work. The popular impression is that he was 
ftQ able butg —- " “ u monotonous poet, with a weakness for
a> ,e Printing and artistic wall papers. Unquestion
ing ’ muck Morris’s work must prove of transient 
bt (-er?s ’̂ knh when time has done what criticism can 
lit feekiy attempt, there still remains a precious 
^ r y .le g a c y  which posterity will claim. Morris’s 

8 fill many volumes, his verse alone occupying
, A poet who comes before the world with 

much verse
tan. „  ,,nor wno comes

____ must have no
justify his pretensions. 
8urface. In the art of
without a modern rival.Mr*— •

so
insignificant claims to 

Morris’s merits lie upon the 
story telling in verse he is

---------- ....... He is also lucid, as clear as
thftc^lay. His ideas are never crushed beneath 
m0d3eWelled PanoPbT °f hi® language. Of all the 
ajtgern8> fita poetry approaches closest to Chaucer, 
of t Z S" th0 modern singer wanted the ripe humor 
at>d h-°31? kar<L Morris’s perfect mastery of English 
t0 bls fidelity to nature, leave no doubt of his right 
v,rjt fi°81ta°n in a series devoted to the great English

bin •
wa3 rns Was 80 nmch more than a mere writer. He 
fioot DG,v.er “ an idle singer of an empty day,’’ to 
vjgQr a'8 own phrase. He left the stamp of a 
on J3°Q,S. ' nd}vidaality on English art no less than 
catin literature. He never shrank from advo- 
olean8 • v*ews> and his Freethought comes out 
^ attlf 1D P°otry. He is as materialistic as 
To h¡ ew Arnold or Swinburne with regard to death, 

m there was no life beyond the grave. This 
the burden of a beautiful song in Ogicrthe -Dane ; !

Th
“  Kiss me love! for who knoweth 

What thing comcth after death? ”
seekers after the Earthly Paradise 
“  Baw Death clear,

By that cold overshadowing
another place, the poet bids us

“  Rejoice, lest pleasurelcss ye d'e* ,
Within a little time must ye 1,0 J '  whilo ye live 
Stretch forth your open ban . { y give.
T .„, ,h . « ... ■>•“ "  “ a ,lk0 n tender

same iconoclastic thought run demon-
ndertono throughout his vor8°  ‘l , \ ¡m for all in
^ ata8 the poet’s Secularism. Ta mjnd dwelt
h he was a splendid typo of man’. , ni)lo ideals, and
mug noblo memories and impor 0 those
8 solo business in lifo was to bring ^ lesser
hia fellow men who wore . m jdorris

tirvjtactions and ignoble desires. Mfred Noye9,
a deserved the wreath which hia tombngor of a younger generation,lays 1

1 Nothing is hero for tears, nothing to wail' ^
Or knock the breast, no weakness, i ,  j(Ur"
Bispraise or blame, nothing but well a

lati0n derstaodjjj • Ua ûro fur boyoud that of sonso or of 
0hly tv! thenri 80' the specious moditatious, spccu-

6t° is no onUS*°* mauhiud aro but a kind of insanity, 
0 to stand by and obsorvo it.—Facon.

Messina.
------ 1------

C h ristm astid e , 1908.
“  I wish we had not come to look,

But stayed at home to pray,
Or read that comforting old book 

By light of yesterday.
It ’s no use, Andrea, I must see 

If it or that bo her;
Just don’t you think a bit of me :

I'm fixed, I  will not stir.
See what they’re doing ; look ! do look I 

I say you must, you m ust;
They’ve got a shovel and a hook 

To rake among the dust.
Oh, stop them, stop them ! Why just there 

The sweetest mother stood
That ever bent her knees in prayer 

Or died as woman should.
My head's awhirl; each vital part 

Resents this awful doom ;
My soul is quenched, my hungry heart 

Aches like a throbbing womb.
I would not see such sight anew 

For wealth and fame and love,
Nor all the wonders Satan knew 

And showed to Christ above.
Do let us g o ; the shining day 

Afflicts me like a rod ;
Home, home, no more to pray 

In meekness unto God.” M.

Religion in America.

L ast Y ear's Denominational Statistics.
T he following table, showing the growth of the principal 
religious bodies in the United States during 1908, has been 
sent ns by a correspondent. It is extracted from statistics 
appearing in the Christian Advocate (New York) for 
January 14, 1909, compiled by Dr. H. Carroll:—

Total GrowthDenomination. Communicants per cent.
at end of 1908. in 1908.

Lutherans ............................. .. . 2,082,766 ... 2* 9
United Brethren.................... .. . 300,269 ... 2-65
Protestant Episcopal............ 884,553 .. .  2-64
Roman Catholics ............ ... 12,094,656 ... 2- 4
M ethodists............................ 6,838,979 ... 2- 2
Baptists ............................. ... 5,413,945 ... 1- 9
Congregationalists ............ 721,553 ... 1- 8
Evangelicals .................... 177,416 ... 1- 7
Disciples of Christ ............ .. . 1,295,423 ... 0- 8
Universalists .................... 53,012 ... 0- 7
Presbyterians .................... .. . 1,831,854 .. .  0* 5
Dunkaras ............................. 122,332 ... 0- 5
German Evangelical Synod 238 805 ... 0- 4
Latter Day Saints ............ 339,500 ... 0 26
Reformed ............................. 432,248 ... 023
A dven tists............................ 93,523 ... 0 1

The following show a decrease — Decrease.
Salvation A rm y .................... . . .  26,850 ... 0. 5
Christians ............................ 92,332 ... 9' 9

In the case of some religious bodies, such as Jews (143,000) 
andUnitarians (71,200), estimates are only given, while in 
tbo case of Christian Scientists (85,090) a recent denomina
tional rule forbids the reporting of numbers.

It will bo secD that not ono single religious body reports 
a percentage growth as great as that of the normal annual 
iuc.reaso in population, viz., 3 per cent. The eighteen bodies 
mentioned above account for over thirty-two millions of the 
population of the United States, and the Roman Catholics 
compose one-tbird of that number.—Daily Neios.

It is dangerous to let man perceivo too distinctly bow 
closely bo approaches the animals, without at tho samo time 
showing him his greatness. It is also dangerous to let him 
soo his greatness too much, without at tho same time indi
cating his lowliness. Still mors dangerous is it to leavo him 
in ignorance upon both subjects. On the contrary, it is of 
tho greatest advantage to givo him a clear notion of both.— 
Pascal,
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Acid Drops.
“  wild ”  as the huntsmen. But we may not be good judges. 
We belong to the “  grovelling ”  party of Freethinkers. We 
know nothing of God, but a little of Humanity.

The resumption of capital punishment in France was 
demanded by a clamorous public opinion. Whether it will 
deter the worst criminals from committing murder remains 
to be seen. Meanwhile, we may expect to see a Bill passed 
for the carrying out of executions within the prison walls, 
for as a public entertainment these spectacles are profoundly 
debasing. England carried this reform many years ago. 
France is ahead of us in many things, but behind us in this 
one. Yet the pious journalists and preachers need not crow 
so lustily over the French “  infidels.”  Executions are not 
so frequent as divorces, and are not brought to everybody’s 
door like the newspapers. According to French law, the 
details of divorce cases cannot be published. According to 
English law, the nastiest details may be served up hot with 
tea and toast at family breakfast tables. And “ respectable” 
journals, that affect to look down on the Freethinker, take 
their full share m this dirty business.

Reverence for parents is universal in China and Japan. 
One of the educated, reforming Japanese women was over in 
England last year, and she told an interviewer (of the 
Daily News, we think) that it was no part of the Japanese 
ideal to educate women to live as spinsters, noither did they 
approve of young people allowing their old fathers and 
mothers to go to the workhouse; they would sooner starve 
themselves than do that in Japan. How different from the 
state of things in England and other Christian countries 1 
What an awful experience lies behind that Swiss proverb, 
at once so beautiful and so terrible: “  It is easier for a 
mother to keep seven children than for seven children to 
keep a mother.”  ___

We reproduce in another column, from the pages of the 
Daily News, a statistical account of the various religious 
denominations in the United States. All of them appear to 
have increased somewhat in numerical strength during 
1908, though not one of them has kept pace with the 
increase of population. Two denominations have decreased, 
one of them being a body that always blows its own 
trumpet very lustily—the Salvation Army. The other is 
the “  Christians.”  They have gone back nearly ten per 
cent. Their present number is 92,332. Those are all the 
Christians in America—and we did not think there were so 
many of them. All the rest are Roman Catholics, Metho
dists, Episcopalians, Presbyterians, etc., etc. At last year's 
rate of decrease, the Christians in U. S. A. will be extinct in 
about tell years. ____

President Roosevelt is “  warning ”  America a good deal 
just now. We venture to warn him a bit. He put if 111 
print several years ago that Thomas Paine was a “  filthy 
little Atheist.”  He has been told again and again—and 
again, that Thomas Paine was not “ filthy,” but scrupulously 
clean and well-dressed until his last crippling illness made 
him helpless in his old age. He has also been told that 
Thomas Paine was not “ little,”  but five inches taller than 
the present occupant of the White House. He has further 
been told that Thomas Paine was not an “  Atheist,” but a 
Deist. Yet these corrections have made no impression on 
President Roosevelt. He lets the libel on Thomas Paine 
stand. President Roosevelt is a Christian.

The Rev. Dr. Campbell-Morgan reads his newspaper “ in 
order to see how God governs the world.”  Well, is he 
satisfied with God’s government of the world? The news
papers tell us of murders, suicides, divorces, frauds, burglar
ies, volcanic eruptions, earthquakes, fatal thunderstorm®, 
disastrous floods, international disquietudes, cruel oppres
sions, the destruction or exploitation of the weak by the 
strong. Can Dr. Morgan, with these terrible realities 
staring him in the face—dare he give God a certificate ot 
good character as the world’s Governor ?

Principal Forsyth says that “  a book on the Atonement 
must be written from behind the veil.”  A man must be 
very heavily veiled indeed to write a moral book on an 
immoral transaction. Dr. Forsyth himself believes that 
“  the death of Christ was something offered to God, but that 
it was God who offered it.”  The Principal was not bebin® 
the veil when he composed that strange sentence. If be 19 
right, the Atonement was a dramatic farce. However, “  
has been the stock-in-trade of the pulpit from the beginning' 
and it has given theological professors lucrative employment'

The Spirit of God in humanity and the Church of Cbr»8 
are not in harmony. In other words, God in the world an® 
God in the Church are not pulling together. But that gre» 
unifier and harmoniser, the Rev. F. B. Meyer, has resolve® 
to do all ho can bcforo he dies “  to link them together.” & 
is evidently determined to attempt what God himself bn® 
failed to accomplish, which failure is a strong argum®n 
against the existence of God. We are not afraid to predk 
that Mr. Meyer will prove a dismal failure at his self-imp®96 
task.

Wo see by an American exchange that the Denver Post of 
December 14, 1908, published some figures from the report 
of Warden Cleghorn, of the State Penetentiary. The 
religious profession of the prisoners was a3 follows :—

Jews 6 or 1
Protestants 308 „ 60
Catholics 210 ,, 35
Buddhist 1
No Religion 19 „  3
Not Declared ... 4 „  1

These figures must bo very enjoyable to Protestants and 
Catholics. We don’t say that their religion sends them to 
prison ; wo only say that it doesn’t keep them o u t ; and this 
is quite enough for the argument.

We referred last week to the Salvation Army’s eagerness 
to ship Englishmen to Canada—for the sako of a commis
sion on each of them. “  Colonel ”  Lamb, on behalf of 
“  General ”  Booth, stated that Canada wanted 5,000,000 
Englishmen. Well, the Labor Party’s Conference has been 
held since then at Portsmouth ; and during the exchange of 
greetings, after President Clynos’ address, a voice from 
Canada was heard in the person of Mr. W. R. Trotter, of the 
Trades and Labor Congress of that country. “  He warned 
British workmen,” the Daily News report says, “ against 
misrepresentations in this country as to emigration prospects 
in Canada, and strongly objected to the Salvation Army 
arranging to send another 8,000 emigrants, when there were 
so many unemployed in Canadian cities.”  This is good in 
its way. But why doosn’t the Labor Party in England 
have the courage to deal more vigorously with Booth’s 
“  economics ”  ?

This is how Christian monarclis understand “  sport.” 
The Czar has sent sixty livo “  wild ”  boars to the Kaiser. 
These “  wild ”  boars are lot loose in the Imperial Forest, 
and afford some good hunting. The shooting of these 
“  wild ”  boars is to be part of tho festivities in honor of 
King Edward. It seems to us that the boars aro hardly as

A celestial messenger exclaims, “  Tho Word of God 
bo weighed by logic, nor his sons swayed by reason.” -9 
is why tho former is now so utterly discredited, and tba* 
why the latter are so few and far between. There i9 jj 
Word of God in the twentieth century, and those who c® 
themselves his sons aro but so many curious relics.

A popular preacher delivered a sermon lately on 11 ^  
Personal Triumphs of Jesus.”  Like Jesus himself, tb® 
personal triumphs exist alone in the preacher’s own br»1 ' 
They have never yet materialised. Is it not curious that t • 
Jesus with whom the sky-pilots pretend to be so fam il'®^ 
utterly unknown to history ? Were he a historical charefi 
they would bo more cautious in their descriptions of b1 ' 
for they could be brought to book.

can®®!
Tb»“

“  Jacob,”  one of the two Russian Anarchist murderers ^ 
Tottenham, who shot himself effectually, was burio ^  
Walthamstow Cemetery in the evening. A minister ^  
found to do tho roligious part of the performance. No d ,e( 
tho Rev. Robert Easily (Baptist) meant well. Wo tc> ,
him our respect as far as ho was moved to pay a last 0 jy, 
tion to a wretchod man who figured in lus own tr®S „ 
But what a curious form of words tho reverend geutlo'j ^ 
used at the graveside ! “  Forasmuch,”  ho said, “  14
pleased God to take unto himself the soul of our brother,  ̂
therefore commit his body to the ground.”  God t|,jt 
“  Jacob’s ”  soul 1 Did he ? Tho coroner’s jury found ^  
he took his own life. Does tho rovorend gontleman j® ,y 
that God directed the whole affair, or that God 91 
awaited results ? While ho is gotting his auswor ready, „ 
may observe that tho pleasuro of God would not have 
consulted if “ Jacob ” had lived to be tried for murdor. ^  
know what the sentenco would have been, and the baufe 
would havo done his job without asking questions.

------  ¡esTho Rev. Dr. James Moulton has commenced a _eB..g0} is 
conferences at Manchester on Socialism. But Socia
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be studied exclusively from the Christian standpoint, and 
n° one is to be permitted to attack “  the great fundamentals 

sublime verities of the Christian religion.” Provided 
they respect these, they may study Socialism as much as 
‘bey please. We hope they will derive benefit from their 
studies; but a study of Socialism that refrains from saying 
a0ything about the influence of Christianity, except of a 
cornplimentary character, is one of those things of which 
°n.*y Christians are capable. Dr. Moulton also says he 
Wishes everyone to come to the conference with an open 
t£llu,k An open mind, when the first condition of a candid 
examination is excluded 1 And having brought together a 
aiJtuber of people who are Christian enough to take part in 
a conference in which freedom of thought and speech is 
deliberately prohibited, Dr. Moulton’s next step, we presume, 

be to advertise the fact that at an open conference all 
do Socialists present were sincere Christians.

"There has been,” says the Christian World , “ few 
Poster misfortunes in the mental sphere than the super- 
session of the bright optimism of Greek theology by the 
gloom of a Tertullian and an Augustine, culminating later 
la that extreme Calvinism which, in some at least of its 
asPects, contained surely the most diabolical conceptions of 
. 0|1 and man that ever possessed and tortured the human 
intellect.” As this covers all the Christian history of Western 
^nrope, it is only saying what we have said over and over 
ag&in, that the human mind has known no greater calamity 
ban the triumph of Christianity.

The Christian World that certain Cabinetvr. yjimsnan vvona is sorry 
■sisters (Mr. Haldane is one referred to) should go about 
Dug that to lay a foundation of national education we 

j st either make it secular or give denominational facilities 
tound. Well, but this is nothing more than the truth. 

" ( p . toe State should teach all religion (and include under 
Ch ■ ®!on ” ab speculative opinion) or it should teach none. 
telil?tian bigotry will see to it that it does not teach all 
to •Pons' an<I common sense and justice will ultimately see 

toat religion is left severely alone.

TVi t>Co Bev. Harry Bisseker is much puzzled by the dis- 
tor P ?  toat, while God has granted him the blessings asked 
j y t o  favors have been granted “  nearly always later than 
ĥc) b°Pech” To solve the mystery he invited other people 

f0Q Prayed to relate their experiences, and the results were 
bot o' bQ toe same. This is exactly what we, although 
be bo praying, would have expected. God is not to
tom rtrie!b’ and when a person makes a request for some- 
co^0 to be done by a certain time disappointment is the 
bbe j-'b?01106.- But give God time, and a prayer offered in 
8i >§bt spirit is sure to be heard and answered. Every 
atisty10 Ilrayer that is offered for rain or fine weather is 
b^tiorf^—sooner or later. Let any sincerely pray for 
0 t(Jt ,a  ̂ regeneration, and that too will come—in God’s time, 
liber* W° hundred years ago Dissenters prayed for religious 
ilvea-f to-day they have nearly all they then prayed for. 
tong 0 oriQ prays for health, health will come— if they live 
ontft> ?u§b. Wo must remember, as Mr. Bisseker points 
and \V) whh God “  a thousand years are but as yesterday,” 
'■tavpoPf ^ ay seem a tong time to us is an immediate 
itton “O him. Mr. Bissekor's philosophy removes a very 
the brio- ction to the efficacy of prayer, and we hope that 
fecog )!anb intellect that gave it birth will receivo due 
toe gea lon- Why, if Canute had only possessed patience, 
teoede Wp nbb have gone back when he commanded it to 

•to all such matters wo must learn to wait.

, The tv
n °P °* Bipon, though a progressive theologian, is 
by undisguised prejudice when he describes non- 

• ê s tb rebgions. Preaching in aid of foreign missions at 
to Tri^ ] °tocr day, he singled out Buddhism and charged 
to 0U\v ° i V’ DS 11 poor humanity with no moral stimulus to 
t o n in ' •” But ‘ his is not tho caao. Buddhism makes 
8tori0 ’nS °t Nirvana the supremo end of all endeavor, tho 
toi« t0 r°ward of a virtuous life. Wherein does it diffor in 
toiow from Christianity ? Dr. Boyd-Carpenter must 
, toapf * Buddhist moral code is not inferior, to say 
ĵ Ual au' to the Christian. And yet tho Bishop had the 
j bristiani?city of his profession to ask, with reference to 
®toattlr„,y> “ Is not this tho religion wo want the world 

stm, oven this right reverend Father-in-God 
\vlla(. ,larc to say to the Hoatbon world, “ Como and 

totaiuM t!rand things Christianity has dono for Great

(r to Cai?* v̂or^ against Ilaeckol has been spoken. Mr. 
■ *jvcrSe _ Pboll doclaros that before tho liiddlo o f  the 

 ̂toe jvj a3rWritten it was superseded. By Mr. Campbell 
w Theology, we presume.

A correspondent asks Mr. R. J. Campbell if one can really 
have confidence nowadays in the objective efficacy of 
prayer. Mr. Campbell answers, Yes ; although he guards 
his reply with the customary statement that the way in 
which this is accomplished is very mysterious. The 
instances he cites in support of his belief is connected with 
the Welsh revival, when “  certain notorious characters ”  
were prayed for “  publicly and with great earnestness.”  As 
a result “  before the meeting closed ”  these individuals sur
rendered themselves to God. Mr. Campbell calls this a mar
vellous result, and wanders off into much random talk about 
“  psychic influences ” and the “  subconscious depths of our 
being.”  The conversions are not really so marvellous 
as this great religous thinker’s presentment of the case. 
The real problem is not to understand the conversion of 
these “ notorious characters,”  but Mr. Campbell’s own state 
of mind. In the first place, these people must have been 
present at the meeting, and so we may safely assume they 
were suitable subjects for revivalistic experiments. Next they 
were publicly prayed at (which makes one sympathise with 
the “ notorious characters” ) ; and, with a crowd of excitable 
Welsh revivalists praying at them, there does not seem any 
great need for “  psychic influences,”  etc. If the meeting 
had publicly sworn at them, much the same result might 
have been achieved. Then Mr. Campbell does not say how 
soon these evil livers drifted back into their evil courses, nor 
why, if this method is so effective, much more is not accom
plished upon similar lines. Finally, if psychic influences 
are so powerful, we suggest that a great deal of Mr. Camp
bell's Socialistic propaganda is quite unnecessary. Let him 
form prayer-circles and leave these to bring the anti* 
Socialists over to his side.

The Messina earthquake is still exercising the wits of 
religious apologists. The Bev. T. Rhondda Williams sug
gests that the fact that “  God rules nature by invariable law 
is our one chance of learning his way, and every suffering 
that occurs is a challenge to a new lesson.”  This may be ; 
but we do not see how this removes from God the responsi
bility of having a way that makes suffering necessary. 
There should be no villages there for Etna or Vesuvius to 
bury, says Mr. Williams. Maybe ; but one might as reason
ably say there should be no Etna or Vesuvius there to bury 
them. Mr. Williams also finds good in the earthquake, 
inasmuch as it teaches people the kind of houses they 
should build in such localities. So that God is justified in 
burying alive a couple of hundred thousand people in order 
to show other people what kind of houses they should build. 
We wonder what would be said if someone were to put Mr. 
Williams under an express train in order to teach other 
people the benefit of keeping off the rails ? In the same 
vein Mr. Williams says that in such cases as the Tay 
Bridge disastor it might be better that seven hundred 
people should be killed than that others should go on with 
slip-shod work. Well, in all seriousness we ask. what is the 
use of a God who can educate people by no other method 
than this ? Should we be any worse off without such a God ? 
We do not educate our children in this way, and we do not 
educate each other in this manner. In human affairs we 
spare each other as much as possible tho pains of positive 
experience. God's method is to kill one mau in order to 
benefit another. And anything more stupid could not be 
easily conceived. ____

Mr. Williams’s religious musings cannot well be worse 
than his général philosophy, but it runs it close. He says 
that all that was destroyed in Italy were things of no value. 
There was not even a single life lost. For man is a spirit, 
and “ all the most precious things of existence were things 
which the earthquake could not touch.” So that all the 
terror and suffering—the people who saw their families 
starve to death in agony, those who were driven mad by 
their experiences—are all nothing. The most precious part 
of mau, the soul— assuming it exists—is preserved ; and 
that has gone somewhere— assuming, again, that this also 
exists—where it can properly appreciate the wisdom and 
love of a God who made earthquakes part of his plan in 
order that, as Mr. Williams puts it, he might “ banish tho 
jerry builder from Italy.”  The worst of religious people is 
that they first declare their God to be all-wise, and then 
paint him as silly as themselves.

Rev. Thomas George Bird, rector of Weston-in-Gordano, 
near Bristol, and his wife, had an orphan boy, named William 
Charles Bawling, in their employ, as a sort of general servant. 
He appears to have begun work at 5 or 6 in the morning and 
finished about 10 at night. He was also systemically ill- 
treated. We need not go into particulars, but it is easy to 
imagine how ill-nature gratifies itself at the expense of a 
helpless victim. The case came before the magistrates at 
Long Ashton, who considered the charge of cruelty proved
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against both of these good Christians. We suppose it was 
reluctance to send such good Christians to prison that 
induced the magistrates to fine the male Bird £2  and the 
female Bird ¡S3, with costs in both cases.

Dr. Clifford has written another long rigmarole on Pas
sive Resistance. When will he find time to answer this 
plain question : Why is it worse for Nonconformists to pay 
rates and taxes for Anglican and Catholic religious teaching 
than it is for non-Christians of every denomination to pay 
rates and taxes for Nonconformist religious teaching? He 
has evaded this question for years. When he faces it we 
shall think him an honest man. Until he does we shall 
think him otherwise.

way—mentions the Lancet report of the aorta of King 
Menephtah who is “  supposed to be the Pharaoh of the 
Exodus ” — an event, by the way, which never took place, 
since there is no evidence that the Jews ever were in Egypt. 
King Menephtah was an old man, and the aorta shows traces 
of senile calsification. On the strength of this fact, the 
pious newspaper aforesaid declares that Scripture is verified 
by Science, for does not the Bible say that God hardened 
Pharaoh’s heart ? We wonder if the editor is trying to take 
a rise out of his church and chapel readers.

It is announced that the Rev. A. I. Field, lately vicar of 
Ravensden, Bedfordshire, has joined the Roman Catholic 
Church. The Pope is quite safe now.

We see that Mr. R. S. Pengelly, an able Radical journalist, 
has been starting a novel discussion. “  Does militant Free- 
thought propaganda,” he asks, “  stimulate, instead of sapping, 
religious belief ?”  Mr. Pengelly says that this question 
arose in his mind in consequence of a statement made to 
him by a (sub rosa) Freethinker to the effect that Christianity 
would perish more quickly if it were left alone, and that 
Charles Bradlaugh was, without knowing it, the best friend 
the Churches ever had in our time. Mr. Pongelly takes 
this quite seriously. He asks whether Bruno, Voltaire, and 
Paine all labored in vain. Which rather surprises us, for 
Mr. Pengelly is not without a sense of humor. We think he 
will see, on further reflection, that this tub rosa Free
thinker’s principle, if applied all round, would doom the 
world to perpetual stagnation. Freethought propaganda is 
but a part of the general war of new truth against old error. 
If men’s religious mistakes should not be assailed, neither 
should their political and social mistakes. The new truth 
should quietly smile and let the old error reform itself! 
This will not convince Mr. Pengelly as a Radical journalist, 
— and why should it convince him as a Freethinker? 
Perhaps it will occur to him some day that Freethinkers 
(like that sub rosa one) who never do anything for Free- 
thought will, if they are clever enough, always find plenty 
of plausible reasons for shirking their moral obligations. 
Turning an inclination into a principle is one of the com
monest forms of human fallacy.

Fifty years ago Wales was undoubtedly one of the most 
intensely religious countries under the sun. Its people 
were never happy except under the spell of religious 
excitement. All its boys and girls were expert theologians. 
Doubt was rare, scepticism unknown, while Atheism was 
regarded as a natural impossibility. Religion was both the 
business and the pastime of the entire population. But that 
state of things no longer exists. Despite, or, perhaps, 
partly in consequence of, two great revivals, Wales is to
day rapidly breaking away, not only from the rigid ortho
doxy of former days, but also from its wonted interest in 
religious rites and ceremonies. This revolution has been in 
progress for some years, and the faithful have been discuss
ing and deploring it with very sad hearts; but at last the 
press has taken the subject up with great vivacity. The 
blame is laid on tho university colleges which have recently 
sprung up all over the country. The Welsh newspapers are 
full of letters from ministers and laymen, all complaining 
that the spread of higher education is resulting in serious 
damage to the simple faith of the people. The ball was set 
rolling by Dr. Morris, of Treorkey, in a vigorous article 
which appeared in the old-established and excellent maga
zine, Y Oeninen, the sum and substance of which is that 
“  tho educated youth of Wales to-day turn their backs upon 
the chapel and religious worship, and deny the faith in 
which they were nurtured.”  Well-known ministers from 
all parts of the Principality sorrowfully confirm the testi
mony borne by Dr. Morris. This is a beautiful instance of 
the light of true knowledge chasing away tho darkness of 
superstition. The result, of course, grieves tho parsons and 
injures the chapels, but it will prove an incalculable benefit 
to the highor life of Wales. _

11 In Italy,”  the Catholic Times says, “  tho anti-clericals 
are following the example of tho unbelievers of France,”  and 
“  if their attacks upon Christianity are to be repelled the 
Italian Catholics must be vigilant, active, and united.” 
They must be, must they ? But will they be ? Ay, there’s 
tho rub. Anyhow, we are glad to seo our Catholic contem
porary alarmed.

The lato Bishop of Colchester— tho Right Rev. Henry 
Frank Johnson—who died on December 7, left ¡C60.848. Ho 
made that pile in preaching the gospel of “  blessed be ye 
poor.”  Dear, good, honest Christian 1

A rather pious daily paper— but they are all a bit that

The mountain has labored and brought forth a mouse. 
The Spaxton Messiah has been declared incapable of any 
ecclesiastical preferment. He still remains a Church of 
England clergyman. How he must be laughing with hiS 
spiritual brides in the Abode of Lovo 1

Thomas Paine, 1737—1809.

W hen  the Black Army has passed 
And gone to its Darkness again,

Men shall revere thee at last
Thomas Paine!

Over the century's years
Still comes the sound of thy voice,

Bidding us kill Christian fears 
And rejoice.

Where e’er Superstition may lurk,
Spite the superior sneer,

We will continue the work
You held dear.

Strive we their Faith to uproot,
Building up truth in its stead,

And lovingly now we salute
The Great Dead.

Priestcraft yet blackens thy name,
Using its poisonous arts,

But safe is established thy fame 
In our hearts.

Reason the Christians still hate,
But they who lovo Truth moro sincere,

Shall cherish thy memory, Great 
Pioneer!

Thy sun rises high overhead,
Ever Hope’s message to give ;

After Christ Jesus is dead
Thou shalt live.

Mankind shall never forget,
When Reason's Age shall obtain ;

Mankind shall honor thee yet,
Thomas Paino.

H enry S tdaR1,

Why is Christianity an evil ? Because, boneath its y° e 
peoplo bow down moekly under heavy inflictions of 
and injustice, under cruel burdens of disease and preH>a®. ( 
decay, saying: “  These are the punishments of the sin 1 
is born in man, which he must expiate in sorrow and su >’ 
ing ; and it is unchristian to repine, or rebel against tfi°^(.

Tho thinker and reasoner is not satisfied with such as 
tions; he recognises that man should be a noble and h® j 
tiful being, with a right to the fall period of his #9°,  ̂
existence ; that he was not “ born in sin,” or predestine®^ 
suffer; but naturally gifted with perfect organism. 9 j 
faculties intonded for use and the enjoyment of lif° • " 
the loss or untimely degeneration of these power« ¡̂, 
capacities is due to error and tho violation of Nature'8 19 0\ 
not to tho revengeful fury of a deity against the creatnr® e. 
his own design ; and bo sets to work with bravo an® 1 
less determination to soek out tho causes of those evil8' 9 ¡| 
to discover sensible cures and preventions; for ho 
to be the duty of overy right-thinking human being to f>. 
earnestly and vigorously for the improvement and reS ¡¿»1 
tion of man to Nature’s high level of mental and pW*V
excellence, and to use his best endeavors to disperS® 
results of tho ignorance and superstition by which ^«  --------------------tr----—-------- j  *-------. ,
so long boon debased and enslaved, and from whicn ^  
now slowly emerging, to  nobler and more enlightened 
ditions.— Libertas.

L
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements. Sugar Plums.

Sunday, February 7, Public Hall, Prince of Wales Paths, Kentish 
Town Road, N.W. ; at 7.HO, “  God’s Message to Messina.”

February 14, North London; 21, Glasgow; 28, Birmingham. 
^ar°h 7 and 14, Queen’s Hall, London.

To Correspondents.

E. Cohen’ s L ecture E ngagements.—241 High-road, Leyton.— 
February 14, Glasgow; 21, North London; March 7, Woolwich 

“ • T. Lloyd’ s L ecture E ngagements.—February 7, Aberdare ;
*4. West Ham; 28, Glasgow. March 7, Manchester.

The P resident’ s H onorarium F und : Annual Subscriptions.— 
Previously acknowledged, £93 15s. Received since. — 
A Friend, £2 2s. ; H. C. B., 10s. ; Enquirer, 5s. ; A. S. 
'ickers, £ 1 ; J. E. Stapleton, 2s. 6d.; F. Bonte, £12 10s.;

H. Smith, 10s.; C. E. R., 2s. Gd. ; R. Taylor, 2s. Gd.; 
Augusta Forrer, £1.

•Partridge.—Tuesday morning is really too late for reports, 
but we have strained a point this time.

“• Fellows.—Your criticism is quite sound, and Sir Oliver Lodge 
Would find it difficult to answer. We will deal with his 
JJtheology ”  of earthquakes in our lecture on Sunday night.No room left here en Tuesday.

1909.

---AIOIC ¥11 XUL.OUUI * .Li ^ ^
^  “  it— Thanks for very good wishes.

ocsta Forrer.—Pleased to havo your good wishes for
®8, there is satisfaction, as you say, in seeing one’s ____

Pread and one’s work bearing fruit. We will keep your last 
^«ggestion in mind.
j , ' “ • Ball.— Much obliged for useful cuttings.

Wirer.—Thanks for your constant and successful efforts to 
Pomote our circulation. Sorry we shall miss you, but we 
tb t ^ou o v e r y  success on the Continent. Pleased to know 
i f y o u  will still read the Freethinker, and that its editor will 

q 0£ttirnes be in your thoughts.”
•0n*wis.—Lecture Notices should be written on the model of 
Eiv' Pr'n*eî  list, and not inserted in the midst of a letter, 

jj lng us the trouble of extricating it for the printers.
,•  H enderson.—Sorry you have been on the sick list, and 
Pan ^011 ar6 now Better. You did not put the name of the 
tim r {gainst the cutting. It is always useful, and may Bome- 

ss be necessary.
ear,.' Harris,—P leased to see “ Pessimist’s ”  letter on the 
sPa 1(luake in Public Opinion, but sorry we cannot spare the 

q 6 to reproduce i t ; besides, it will do more good where it is. 
Pub'l —i^he lecture was not published. Mr. Foote does not
b0oJ j B's lectures. Mr. Balfour's lecture was published in 

L. >. lurtn, as we stated in our article, at the price of 2s. 6d.
tllfl ” ean.—Thanks for cutting. Will make inquiries as to 

4. pA°ther matter.
^  wBo goes in for one of our “ Business Card ”  advertise
r s  it says : “ I thoroughly enjoy your paper every week; I

d, jj~ w‘*l prosper.”  
any apleton.—Always pleased to hear from you. Is there 
Nott;„?aPeot of Freethought propaganda being renewed at 

I, g “ ngham ?
thitif.' aSlis ua whether we could not manage to have the Free- 

1V4,.Tehr cut nnd stitched—as well as folded. In time, perhaps. 
ps0pie .Dtcijffe.—Yes, it is quite true ; the Christian Endeavor 
Colon.,1?  ^ merica did pray to God, on a certain day, to convert 

Wit £ngersoll. God didn’ t do it. Sorry we have not time 
lnget .l1? the date for you. We think it was about 1896.

in 1899. His opinions never changed a bit. 
W k s v, *®°ture on lVhat Is Ifeliyion ? was delivered only a few 
°Ur olfi efcire his death. Road for yourself. It is published at 

. Thanks for giving the Freethinker to the Cudfoot
S i *  J ^ c,8 Institute.
”• Iiirjj “ at you say does not change our view of the matter.
, W w tvT^e- cannot recommend you a Dictionary unless we 
- GLo.-̂ \Te 1>rice you can afford to pay.
•H.. . ____
^°d andKriIiEB'—Matthew Arnold did not believe in a personal 
Wpiy aaPparently not in a future life. He believed in Jesus

r h&ppv v „ a human teacher. Glad you have ‘ ‘ spent many hours in

N ex t week ; too late foi this.

2 me Editor of the Freethinker sho
^ Castle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C. 

a£tsei Notices must reach

*or
1 m reading the Freethinker.”

the Editor of the Freethinker should bo addressed st
, '«et, p,”!.1'la8en. ,Fi.C.

^ C t6a-
- _____ 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-

hy first post Tuesday, or they will not be
p.*ss for ..

l°Qeor p ‘ 'terature should be sent to the Manager of the 
htl n°t t ¡jess, 2 Newcastle-Btroot, Farringdon-streot, E.C 

Freeti ■tbe Hditor.
j ? cs, por r  B° forwarded direct from the publishing 

Be, 8‘ 6d. ■ v,„,iee’ at the following rates, prepaid:—One year, 
W  oj ^ 1 year, 5s. 3d. ; throe months, 2s. 8d.
tj^'Lg tenTERT1SKMKNTS ‘ Thirty words, 1s. Gd.; every sue- 
t ‘ 6d,. , Words, Gd. Displayed Advertisements :—One inch, 

1118 for ro £ ?°tumn, £1 2s. Gd.; oolumn, £2 5s. Special 
r ^Petitions.

Mr. Foote had splendid audiences on Sunday at Man
chester ; the afternoon meeting was exceptionally large, and 
in the evening the hall was crowded from the platform to 
the doors, every bit of standing room at the back being 
occupied. Mr’. Foote’s lectures were enthusiastically ap
plauded. A number of questions were asked, and answered, 
after each lecture.

Mr. Foote starts the new course of Sunday lectures this 
evening (Feb. 7) at the large Public Hall in connection with 
the Public Baths, Prince of Wales-road, Kentish Town—a 
very large room, holding some 2,000 people. His subject 
will be “  God’s Message to Messina.”  It should fill the 
Hall, and will do so if every North London “  saint ”  helps 
Miss Vance to give the lecture publicity.

As this Public Hall is a new “  pitch ”  we may state that 
it is within three minutes’ walk of the Kentish Town (Tube) 
station or Kentish Town (N .L.R.). It is five minutes from 
Kentish Town (Midland) station, and the same distance 
from the “ Britannia.”  Cars from King’s-cross or Hamp- 
stead-road, and ’buses from Charing-cross pass the end of 
the road.

We may also state that, while admission to these lectures 
will be free, with the usual collection in aid of the expenses, 
there will be shilling tickets for some front reserved seats. 
These can be obtained of Miss Vance beforehand or at 
the Hall before the lecture.

Mr. Lloyd had a good audience at the Birmingham Town 
Hall on Sunday afternoon, in spite of the bad weather, and a 
fine audience at night. He had an enthusiastic reception. 
Mr. Davies’ band played an excellent selection of music, 
which was loudly applauded.

Mr. Lloyd delivers two lectures, afternoon and evening, 
to-day (Feb. 7) at the Grand Theatre, Aberaman, near 
Aberdare. “  Saints ”  coming from a distance are notified 
that Aberaman is about a mile and a quarter from Aberdare, 
and reached by the Taff Vale Railway.

Our “ Business Cards”  plan for advertisers has caught on 
to a certain extent. We venture to press it on the attention 
of all our readers who are in business and may do business in 
that way. They might give it a trial, anyway.

Our recent paragraphs, in this column, on a letter from 
M. Georges Braudes to Mr. William Heaford, have got us 
into some trouble. On one side there appears to be a mis
take ; and on the other side a misunderstanding. But 
perhaps we had better print a letter we have received from 
M. Brandes straight away, and make our comments after- 
wards. Here is the letter :—

“  D ear Sir ,—
My postcard to Mr. Heaford was a private letter. I am 

therefore surprised to find it printed in your valuable Review. 
A joke that can do in a private communication easily seems 
of bad taste when printed, and I never joke with theo
logical convictions when addressing myself to the public.

(I see that my handwriting has not been quite readable. I 
had not written ?naison societe, which is not French, but raison 
sociale : firm )

It can hardly be said that (writing privately) I would do 
myself honor in stating that I have been fighting for certain 
ideas all my life. You tell me that these ideas are not mine 
alone, but the ideas of all advanced thinkers in the civilised 
world. I have never pretended the contrary; I have not so 
silly an arrogance. Only a few of my books are translated 
in English, but in 1872 I wrote : ‘ I am treated as if the 
ideas with which I am inspired and which I express were false 
cartoons of me. They are the ideas of enlightened Europe.’ 
You see that we agree. But thoughts and modes of expres
sion are naturally individualised.

You would oblige me, dear Sir, in publishing these few 
remarks, and improving my bad English.

Truly yours,
Georges B rasdes.”

We very much regret, of course, that we printed a commu
nication which M. Brandes regards as “  private.”  But we 
must say, in fairness to ourselves, that neither we nor Mr. 
Hoaford regarded it in that light. It was not marked 
“  private ”  and it was written on a postcard, which is not 
considered a very “  private ”  medium in this country. Still, 
wo regret and apologise for the blunder; and Mr. Heaford, 
who shared the blunder, joins in the regret and the apology.

Wo also regret, of course, that both Mr. Heaford and 
ourselves deciphered one phrase in M. Brandes’ letter 
wrongly. It was not an important misreading, yet we are 
sorry that wo made M. Brandes responsible for bad French.
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For the rest, we can only say (1) that M. Brandes seems too 
much afraid of his own excellent joke, which would bo 
appreciated and enjoyed on the Continent, however it might 
be resented in pious and hypocritical England; and (2) that 
M. Brandes quite misunderstands our own remarks. Instead 
of belittling him by saying that he was only advocating the 
ideas of the advanced thinkers of the whole civilised world, 
we said (or at least meant to say) that we had been doing 
that. We suggested that he was one of the “ great souls” 
who now and then gave us a word of encouragement in our 
fight. We may add that we do not expect, or wish, that 
M. Brandes should adopt our weapons in fighting the 
common enemy. We write more for tho people than he 
does. He addresses himself to the readers of more expen
sive literature. But if he stands behind a formidable piece 
of artillery, he will remember that there are others who are 
fighting the enemy at close quarters with pistol, sabre, and 
bayonet, who naturally look more grimy and bloodstained.

Mr. Harry Quelch moved the resolution at the Labor 
Party’s Conference instructing the Executive to press 
forward the Secular Solution in Education. Mr, James 
Sexton and Mr. O’Grady were passionately opposed to this. 
Of course. But why on earth did Mr. Bernard Shaw try to 
put a spoke in the Secular Education wheel ? We are sorry 
to say he has been doing this for years. He declared, non
sensically enough, that the only basis of Secular Education 
is the cane; although he must know that Secular Educa
tionists are pretty well all opposed to the beating of chil
dren. He also declared that you must give children somo 
metaphysical reason for good conduct—as if that necessitated 
the retention of theology in the public schools. Fortunately 
the Conference declined to be misled. The resolution was 
carried by 739 votes to 234.

Bev. W. Morris, D.D., has been writing in a Welsh 
quarterly on “ The Influence of our National Colleges on 
the Religion of the Students,”  and some telling extracts 
from it are translated in the South Walet Daily New». 
The reverend gentleman deplores that the educated youth 
of Wales turn their backs on churches and chapels. “  To 
the inexpressible sorrow,”  he says, “  of parents who had 
sacrificed their heart’s blood to give them the advantage of a 
collegiate education, they turn their backs upon the chapel 
and religious worship, and deny the faith in which they 
were nurtured.”  We sympathise with the parents. Wo 
congratulate Wale*.

A lady engaged in literary pursuits sends us a very 
encouraging letter from Sydney, New South Wales. We 
should like to print her letter in its entirety, but we are not 
quite sure that she wishes to be identified by the intolerant 
people around her, and she is too far off to be consulted on 
the matter. We shall therefore give one or two passages 
from her letter. Here is the first :—

“  It has long been my wish to let you know how greatly 
your enlightening and satisfying articles in the Freethinker 
are enjoyed by my huBband and myself ; and it may interest 
you to know that you have at least two constant and enthusi
astic admirers in this far off, and. I regret to state, still sadly 
unenlightened country. The arrival of three copies of tho 
Freethinker is looked forward to and gladly welcomed in our 
home ; and whatever may he my own occupation at the time 
of its receipt, the first article must always be read before I 
can give my attention satisfactorily to any other matter. I 
have not words at my command in which to do justice to our 
keen and glad appreciation of its brave and steady purpose, 
or to the earnestness with which we wish it the prosperity it 
bo well deserves. I can only say that, in our opinion, each 
number seems to expand its worth and interest.”

Here is another passage:—
“ I may also mention that a number of your most enjoy

able pamphlets, bound into a neat volume, form a valued 
and often studied portion of my own small, but highly- 
prized, collection of Freethought works. My husband’s 
library is an extensive and well-chosen one, and contains 
somo unique specimen’s of Freethought literature.”

The lady concludes with “  our united good wishes for the 
long-continued success of your ennobling efforts to improve 
and onlighten humanity.”  We beg to assure her that these 
good wishes are highly valued. Nothing gives us greater 
pleasuro than to win the appreciation and sympathy of 
thoughtful women. We say this with no sort of offence 
to the lady’s husband. We daresay he fully understands us, 
and is quite ready to cry 11 Hear, hear!”

Every lady is entitled to a Postscript, and our fair corres
pondent at Sydney exercises tho privilege :—

“  P.S.—We are pleased to see, in a recent copy of the 
Freethinker, that our old friend Mr. Maclaren had taken 
the chair at a lecture by you on Shelley.”

Mr. Maclaren, who is still in England, and whose pen is not 
unknown to our readers, will note this “ P.S.”  with pleasuro.

“  Through What Channel Would Japan 
Accept Christianity ? ”

An Open Lettek to Peofessoe Masujibo 
Honda, of Tokyo.

Sie ,—Under the above heading you contribute an 
article to the current number of Hast and West, the 
quarterly magazine published by the Society for the 
Propagation of the Gospel in Foreign Parts. Your 
article is manifestly sincere, and I read it with a 
good deal of interest; but it seems to me that you 
and. those of your countrymen who look with more 
or less favor on the Christian religion are completely 
in the dark as to the present position of Christianity 
in the very countries that are sending missionaries 
to convert Asia.

You proceed to discuss the question : “  How best 
can we induce the Japanese to accept the teaching 
of the Bible ?” but you do not oonsider the worth of 
that teaching, and you are apparently unaware that 
throughout Christendom the theory of Biblical inspi
ration is gradually being abandoned—is, in fact, fast 
becoming a dead-letter. You say: “ We cannot, we 
ought not to subvert what a nation or a race possesses 
as .an outcome of ages of experience.” So far as 
those possessions make for the diffusion of know
ledge and the general weal, you are right, and no one 
will disagree with you when you add: “ Our work is 
to lead it [the nation] to a better, Irgher and nobler 
perfection but you are far astray from fact when, 
in the next sentence, you refer to Christianity 3s 
“  the religion for all mankind.” Go where you will 
in the leading countries of Europe, read the press 
secular and religious, hear the opinions of the cul
tured classes and of the “ man in the street," and 
you oannot fail to observe that Christianity, in any 
intelligible sense of the word, is on its last legs- 
Coming to Great Britain, in particular, on all hands 
we hear Christian whinings about the growing 
“ desecration ” of the Sabbath, decreased church 
membership, the absence of the evangelical tone in 
the churches, scarcity of eligible young men offering 
for the ministry, insufficiency of funds for home and 
foreign missions, and similar indications of waning 
power and rapidly diminishing influence.

Let me mention a few plain facts. In what are 
now generally regarded as the moat “ advanced 
European countries, there are, roughly speaking, 
three stages in the history of Christian defence 
against “ infidelity.”  (1) Persecution pure and 
simple. No branch of the Christian Church has 
ever failed to persecute another when it had the 
opportunity, and all branches alike have persecuted 
unbelievers. Taking the New Testament record as 
it stands, we see that Jesus Christ himself was 
sorely troubled by tho existence of unbelief in bis 
day, and terrifio denunciations of it are found 
several passages. No wonder, then, that during this 
stage any opposition or hostile criticism was met by 
the cry of blasphemy, and summarily punished with 
the stake, the thumbscrew and the rack. (2) Apology- 
When the spirit of investigation grew too strong t0 
be stifled by those methods, many defenders of the 
faith tried to answer the arguments of unbelievers 
and scientific critics. To mention one matter alone» 
cartloads of learned rubbish were written during the 
first half of the nineteenth century to make the 
Creation story in Genesis square with geology. An® 
now in November, in the year of grace, 1908, wehav0 
Professor Garvie, D.D., declaring at the Y. M. C.A; 
that “ the two records are utterly irreconcilable- 
(8) Reconciliation and “ Re-statements of funda
mental principles ”—the present stage. Having 
fought and been overthrown, instead of accepti®» 
defeat in an honorable way, the Apologists now tuD1 
round and say, “ Oh, we knew all along that tb 
geologists were right, that the evolutionists wer 
right, but revelation is progressive; the establish' 
ment of those scientific views makes no difference» 
or rather, it only confirms our faith.” “  It does» 
matter; nothing matters.” This is the exalte
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position that “ the faith once for all delivered to the 
saints ” now holds. A progressive revelation, for
sooth ! Present-day Christians are affirming and 
denying, accepting and refuting, asserting and then 
reviewing and re-stating their assertions, in snch a 
^ay that few of them can really tell themselves 
where they are. Quite recently, at a Christian con
ference, Rev. Dr. Charles R. Brown declared that 
“ criticism had absolutely closed the door to debate 
on such questions as were once raised by men like 
Paine, Bradlaugh, and Ingersoll.” What a high- 
R°nled utterance! What generous opponents the 
Christians are! Truly, they closed the door of 
debate by doing their best to persecute those three 
rrren into their graves. Could anything show more 
conclusively that Preothought leads and Christianity 
follows ? How the Protestants have for years ridi
culed papal infallibility and the manner in whichIn ft «.-A.. •the
gress

doctrine has been modified or made to pro- 
hit offfrom time to time ! This was neatly 

ore than half a century ago by one of our greatest 
j^ughsh writers, Walter Savage Landor, a thorough 

reethinker, in his “  Imaginary Conversation ” 
otween Magliabechi, an eminent Roman Catholic 

Prelate, and Middleton, a learned Protestant theo- 
°g>an. The latter is represented as saying:—

“ She [the Church] now worships the blessed Virgin 
Mary: anciently she condemned the Collyridian3 for 
doing it, and called them heretics. Was she infallible 
then ? or is sho now ? Infants were formerly admitted 
uy her to the Eucharist, and sho declared that they 
could not be saved without i t : she now decrees that 
‘he doctrine is false....... ”

c then mentions other inconsistencies. The Roman 
atholic admits that his opponent’s statement is 

’ “ bu V  he adds, “ divines can reconcile it 
p h religion.” “ What can they not ?” asks the 
urftm*-3,11̂ ' Dut truth is, all Infallible«, Papal 
Cr-ir ■ Cal’ are e1ually absurd. Again, if the Higher 
Ch 'C1.8m and Evolution have only strengthened the 
^  ri8tian position, is it not a regrettable thing that 
a ,° °g*ans fought so long against Biblical criticism 
8tr ®v°^uti°n—until, in fact, the latter became so 
<1 m,n§ that it was not safe to fight them any longer ? 
eld .^oat °f Ida will suckle new Jupiters when the 
0 0r 18 starved to death upon Olympus.”  The new 

k°wever, are daily becoming more attenuated
^evanescent.
as <??,8̂ at0 the “  traditional policy ” of the Japanese 
*nak" 8 adoption of others’ merits with a view to 
that1« V A ’; ,your own “ defects,” and then declare 

' the highest merit is to believe in our Savior.” 
“ ta U.r. conQtrymen see to it, sir, that they adopt 
¡Q f .ri, ”• ancl not worn-out myths already discarded 
bav e . an(̂ 8 where they originated and worked sad 
Old T un^oimining of the historicity of the
and .?8̂ attienI proves that you cannot retain Christ 
^orth 8 ^.ew F̂esbament, and that they are not 
aPn retaining, even if you could. For Christ 
Bui a 8 again and again to the Old Testament to 
bloso plairas. In so doing he refers to Adam, 
and n, ^ avid> Jonah, the “ law and the Prophets, 
®ssid 88 Did Christ appeal to myths ?
asnir°8’ If Evolution gives man higher spiritual 
lipio, uDS. and ennobles and strengthens his re
do^ 8 belief, then Christ, who was ignorant of the 
8piritlno,’ Was no  ̂ ^ 0  fulfilment of the highest 
PusBibl -ty and flnality °f revelation. It is im- 
dee]ai, 0 10 ^be one breath to admit Evolution and to 
aUce l°f ^  all the centuries led up to the appear- 
“ merit-• ^hrist’ the Man'God- Do you see any 
origin m a reIigion that claims to bo of divine 
makin UD̂  ye  ̂ 18 everlastingly on its defenoe, ever 
S it in ’ a A and and then retreating to some other 

Y0 n wbich in turn has to be abandoned ? 
and 8aEF0ab °f the “ practicality” of the Japanese, 
their A  ''“ at, so far from this being a hindrance to 
the R i^ eP,tanee of “ the deep spiritual teachings of 
^bbowi ^ 18 “  Prornpting some business men to 
en^w  ,0cl̂ e that the Christian faith makes their 
a°d ind °S 0301,0 bonest and trustworthy than ever, 
sona and*2? 8 some onbelieving mothers to place their 

daughters under the purer and more edify

ing influence of Christian teachers.” The Christian 
faith can never make anyone “  more honest and 
trustworthy the whole history of Christian apolo
getics proves that to demonstration. Commercial 
development and wider intercourse with other 
nations, with their resultant lesson that “  honesty 
is the best policy,” are no doubt producing the 
effects which you mention. Your oountry has 
recently been at war with a great Christian Western 
nation—Holy Russia, the land of executions, perse
cutions, and pogroms. Did the Christian soldiers of 
the Czar, with their ikons round their necks, show as 
much humanity on the field as did your countrymen? 
All the world knows that they did not. And the 
reason is contained in an extract quoted by you from 
Professor Yaichi Haga, of the Imperial University of 
Tokyo : “ The whole tone of our mythology is on the 
side of love of life, and emphasises the importance of 
the present world.” You have, sir, advanced to a far 
higher ethical position than that of the Christian 
mythology, with its advocacy of a morhid intro
spection and its exhortation to forsake the world and 
follow Christ; but we Western nations, in abandon
ing Christ and Bible, are striving towards that posi
tion.

A few years ago in Sydney, Australia, two men 
named Digby Grand and Henry Jones were tried for 
the murder of a policeman. The evidence was 
circumstantial, and for a considerable time they 
made a sturdy defence. The cordon, however, was 
drawn tighter and tighter round them, and at last 
Jones turned to his companion in the dock and 
exclaimed, “ The game’s up.” Yes, the game was 
up, and both men were sentenced to death and, in 
due course, hanged by the neck till dead. So Chris
tianity was long ago sentenced to death, and is now 
fighting with the frantic energy of a wounded wild 
beast to delay execution; but its appeal for a “  stay 
of proceedings” cannot be upheld by the Court of 
Reason and Humanity. “ Ichabod ” is written over 
the entrance to every Christian temple. When, 
therefore, the orthodox vessel carries its freight of 
“ whited sepulchres ” with their “  dead men’s bones ” 
—its apples of Sodom and Dead-sea fruit—to the 
land of the Chrysanthemum and the Rising Sun, the 
men of Nippon may well send all these home again 
and say, slightly varying the Aeschylean decree pro
nounced many centuries ago,—

“  Childless ohildren of the Night,
Go with the night and leave us with the Sun.”

Yours respeotfully,
A. D. McLaren.

Life and Opinions of Darwin.—III.

(Continued from p. 76.)
D a r w in  married on January 29, 1839. His wife 
was singularly helpful, making his home happy, and 
subordinating herself to the great ends of his life. 
Children grew up around them, and their home was 
one of the brightest and best in the world. Here is 
a pretty touch in Darwin's letter to his friend Fox, 
dated from Upper Gower-street, London, July 1840 : 
“  He (i.e., the baby) is so charming that I cannot pre
tend to any modesty. I defy anybody to flatter us 
on our baby, for I defy anyone to say anything in its
praise of which wo are not fully conscious.......I had
not the smallest conception there was so much in a 
five-month baby.”  Cunning nature ! twining baby 
fingers about the big man’s heart. Still the proud 
father studied the cherub as a scientist; ho watched 
its mental growth with the greatest assiduity, and 
thus began those observations which he ultimately 
published in the Expression of the Emotions.

In September, 1842, he went to live at Down, 
where he continued to reside until his death. He 
helped to found a Friendly Club there, and served as 
its treasurer for thirty years. He was also treasurer 
of a Coal Club. The Rev. Brodie Innes says : “ His 
conduct towards me and my family was one of un-
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varying kindness.” Darwin was a liberal contributor 
to the local charities, and “  he held that where there 
was really no important objection, his assistance 
should be given to the clergyman, who ought to 
know the circumstances best, and was chiefly 
responsible.”

He did not, however, go through the mockery of 
attending church. I was informed by the late head 
constable of Devonport, who was himself an open 
Atheist, that he had once been on duty for a con
siderable time at Down. He had often seen Darwin 
escort his family to church, and enjoyed many a 
conversation with the great man, who used to enjoy 
a walk through the country lanes while the devo
tions were in progress.

Darwin’s life henceforth was that of a country 
gentleman and a secluded scientist. His great 
works, more revolutionary than all the political and 
social turmoil of his age, were planned and written 
in the quiet study of an old house in a Kentish 
village. He suffered terribly from ill health, but he 
labored on gallantly to the end, and died in harness. 
“  For nearly forty years,” writes Mr. Francis Darwin, 
“  he never knew one day of the health of ordinary 
men, and thus his life was one long struggle against 
the weariness and strain of sickness.” But no 
whimperings escaped him, or petulant reproaches on 
those around him. Always gentle, loving and be
loved, he looked on the universe with unswerving 
serenity. A nobler mixture of sweetness and 
strength never adorned the earth.

In 1876 he wrote some Recollections for his chil
dren, with no thought of publication. “ I have 
attempted,” he said, “  to write the following account 
of myself, as if I were a dead man in another world 
looking back at my own life. Nor have I found this 
difficult, for life is nearly over with me.”

He was ready for Death, but they did not meet 
for six years. During Februrary and March, 1882, 
he was obviously breaking. The rest must be told 
by his son:—

“  No especial change occurred during the beginning 
of April, but on Saturday 15th he was seized with 
giddiness while sitting at dinner in the evsning, and 
fainted in an attempt to reach his sofa. On the 17th 
he was again better, and in my temporary absence 
recorded for me the progress of an experiment in 
which I was engaged. During the night of April 18th, 
about a quarter to twelve, he had a severe attack and 
passed into a faint, from which he was brought back to 
consciousness with great difficulty. He seemed to 
recognise the approach of death, and said, ‘ I am not the 
least afraid to die.’ All the next morning he suffered 
from terrible nausea, and hardly rallied before the end 
came. He died at about four o'clock on Wednesday, 
April 19th, 1882.”

Thus the great scientist and sceptio went to his 
everlasting rest. He had no belief in God, no 
expectation of a future life. But he had done his 
duty; he had filled the world with new truth; he 
had lived a life of heroism, compared with which the 
hectic courage of battlefields is vulgar and insignifi
cant ; and he died in soft tranquility, surrounded by 
the beings he loved. His last conscious words were 
I  am not the least afraid to die. No one who knew 
him, or his life and work, could fora moment suspect 
him capable of fear. Nevertheless, it is well to have 
the words on record from the lips of those who saw 
him die. The carrion priests who batten on the 
reputation of dead Freethinkers will find no repast 
in this death-chamber. One sentence frees him from 
the contamination of their approach.

Darwin’s family desired that he should be buried 
at Down. But the fashion of burying great men in 
Westminster Abbey, even though unbelievers, had 
been set by Dean Stanley, whom Carlyle irreverently 
called the “ body-snatcher.” Stanley's successor, 
Doan Bradley, readily consented to the great heretic’s 
interment in his House of God, where it is to be 
presumed the Church of England burial service was 
duly read over the “ remains.” Men like Professor 
Huxley, Sir John Lubbock, and Sir Joseph Hooker 
should not have assisted at such a blasphemous farce. 
It was enough to make Darwin groan in his coffin,

Well, the Church has Darwin’s corpse, but that >* 
all she can boast; and as she paid the heavy price *of
telling lies at his funeral, it may not in the long rot 
prove a profitable transaction. She has not buriejj 
Darwin’s ideas. They are still at work, sapping at“ 
undermining her very foundations.

• • ■ • • i
It is contended by those who would minimise the 

importance of Darwin’s scepticism that he was 
scientist and not a theologian. When it is repli  ̂
that this objection is based upon a negation °} 
private judgment, and logically involves the ban0' 
ing over of society to the tender mercies of interest  ̂
specialists, the objectors fall back upon the mitigat  ̂
statement that Darwin was too much occupied wit“ 
science to give adequate attention to the problem® 
of religion. Now, in the first place, this isnotrealji 
true. He certainly disclaimed any special fitness 
give an opinion on such matters, but that was owioS 
to his exceptional modesty ; and to take advanta»® 
of it by accepting it as equivalent to a confession0 
unfitness, is simply indecent on the part of tbos 
who never tire of holding up the testimony 0 
Newton, Herschel, and Faraday to the truth of

sufficient attention totheir creed. Darwin gave ________ _______
religion to satisfy himself. He began to abano*® 
Christianity at the age of thirty. Writing of nj 
period between October, 1836, and January, 1839, ™ 
says: “ During those two years I was led to tb>B 
much about religion.”  That the subject occop1®“ 
his mind at other times is evident from his wor» 
and letters. He had clearly weighed every arg“ 
ment in favor of Theism and Immortality, and 
brief, precise way of stating the objections to 
shows that they were perfectly familiar. Tree, 
says, “ I have never systematically thought mneb 
religion in relation to science,” but this wa0 , 
answer to a request that he should write someth* 
for publication. In the same sentence he says 
ho had not systematically thought much on “ n>or9p|, 
in relation to society.” But he had thought en°«h 
to write that wonderful fourth chapter in the a  ̂
part of the Descent of Man, which was published 
that very year. Darwin was so modest, so caot^j 
and so thorough, that “ systematic thought ” n>0 ¡( 
with him an infinitely greater stress of mind tb»0 
devoted to religious problems by one theologian1 
million.

The next objection is more subtle, not to
fantastic. In his youth Darwin was fond of m11 f 
He had no technical knowledge of it, nor ev0 
good ear, but it filled him with delight, and 8°^ 
times sent a shiver down his backbone. 2 0 ■m  
also fond of poetry, reading Shakespeare, Col01®'«f 
Byron, and Scott, and carrying about a pocket0^

inter09̂of Milton. But in later life he lost all 
such things, and trying to read Shakespeare ¡I~ L
after 1870 he found it “ so intolerably dull ” tb^j 
“  nauseated ” him. His intense pre-occupation^ 
science had led to a partial atrophy of his ae0 ¡„{1 
faculties. It was a loss to him, but the world ga 
by the sacrifice. j $

Now upon this fact is based the objection * pf 
dealing with. In the days of Sir Isaac Nevy 
Bishop Butler, when belief was supposed to r0  ̂
evidence, the objection would have seemed ̂  
posterous ; but it is gravely urged at present) ¡c, 
religion is fast becoming a matter of candles> 00 ¡¡tf 
and ornament, seasoned with cheap sentimen^ 
Darwin’s absorption in intellectual pursuits, a0  ̂¡,¡¡ 
consequent neglect of the artistio elements 11 J  
nature, is actually held as a sufficient explana** t|f 
his scepticism. His highly-developed and const0 f6 
sustained moral nature is regarded as having 
lation to the problem. Religion, it seems, i0 >! 
morality nor logic ; it is spirituality. And ^  á 
spirituality ? Why, a yearning after the vag° ’ f 
unutterable; a consciousness of the siofm0 

perpetual study of one’s blessed 0
fa0~ 'V

sin
debauch of egotistio emotion and chaotio 
short, a highly-refinod development of the f°0g of 
a cow in a thunderstorm, and the praoti00 
savage before his inscrutible fetish.
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Spirituality is an emotional offshoot of religion ; 
“Qt religion itself grows out of belief; and belief, 
®ven among the lowest savages, is grounded on evi
dence. The Church has always had the sense to 
“0gin with doctrines ; it enjoins upon its children to 
6a7 first of all “  I believe.” Let the doctrines go, 

the sentiments will go also. It is only a ques- 
1Qn of time. Darwin tested the doctrines. Mira- 
0 ea> special providence, the fall, the incarnation, the 
^snrrection, the existence of an all-wise and all-good 

all seemed to him statements which should be 
Proved. He therefore put them into the crucible of 
,eas°Q, and they turned out to be nothing but dross, 
ocording to the “  spiritual” critics this was a mis- 
a«e, religion being a matter of imagination. Quite 

’ here Darwin is in agreement with them, and 
os again the proverb is verified that “ extremes 

iQeet.”
G. W . F o o t e .

(To he continued.)

The World of Books.

at) Humane Review (quarterly) for January opens with 
lioa 9 ar*’ c ê by Frederika Macdonald on “  The Legend of 
bornSeaU 8 Children.” The topic, however, is unpleasant 
*rti i6Very point of view. An interesting and well-written 
b0 o.® by M. Little on “  The Sacredness of Life ” ought to 

read. Mr. William E. A. Axon writes on “  Dr. 
old l,SOil. as a Humanitarian,”  with reference to the grand 
?attih ai"'S bne article against Vivisection in the seventeenth 
io. er of the Idler, his strong denunciation of vivisectors 
peat 6 °f his notos to Cymbeline in his edition of Shakes- 
coojj ’ and a striking story of his consideration for animals 
v'&>r 6<̂  his tour through North Wales. There is a 

unsigned article on “ Savage Sport at Eton,” and 
" Ij Carrington writes a wise and touching article on 
Up Wj.j 0 kill Animals Humanely." Mr. H. S. Salt winds 

11 a.Very admirable article on “  Access to Mountains,” 
re êrence f°  ^ r- C. P. Trevelyan’s “  Access to 

tow a'ns ®*11)” which “  all climbers and mountain-lovers 
B Warmly desire may become law.”  We hope the 
deR̂ _ne Review improves in circulation. It certainly
> th

ves to,— for it advocates a noble cause in a most
y o it j fanner. It is published by Ernest Bell, York House, 

Sal-street, London, W.C., and the price is one shilling.
It * jj, *

•8 alw-â " Fletcher has a peculiar kink in his mind. He 
'tia yearning back to the old orthodoxy. We suppose 
6nce. »Puh of his training against the force of his expen
se 0f ,.n Writing on the late Burns anniversary he goes to 

h0 poet’s “  charming letters to ‘ Clarinda ’ ” for “ his 
h is „ tession of faith.” What an astonishing ineptitude I 
a<:cUrat to go the letters to “  Clarinda ”  for an
N g coofession of anything. Burns was sentimental- 
Nug r°n§hout the correspondence. “  Clarinda ”  was a 
N  le®tass-widow with children, and the hot young poet 
% S ’s V iter her heart than her person. It was one of 
Ns«;»» hawk ”  adventures, to use Stevenson’s ex- 

What he really thought on any subject must be
take this hint

n X1U A

‘N  0r elsewhere. Mr. T letclier may ____ ___ _____
^bjeot i f a heneraf way, as we have not time to pursue the 
»fbtions * Presont. If you want to find Burns's real 
Nays in ? 0V0r seek them in any letter to a woman, but
t iththis ’ efter8 to men, and especially to his bos----------- !*~
■ N et interpretation in your hand, y o u ___________
Vety d i«anctuary of his mind, and you will discover there 
N s e ni,ei ° D*i altar from the one he throw his pinch of 

Q before the public.
lbc(

1’ ’N  pj ,
1Vm oq6 ¡^ 0r o°uld not help confessing that “ if Burns had

'0&t°b )!nt° tbo ago of higher criticism and scientific 
Com 0 Would havo been as free a freethinker as any of 

This is well-meant, but still*pt, "UiiT?Porary poets.' , . . .  , . . „
^ ¡c k j h a t  on earth would Burns care about the higher 
H  u to «ay nothing of scientific research ? He had a 
S n 'tb6ttet Suide in his own mind and heart. It really 
N a  u eed an Encyclopedia Biblica to tell a man like 
N ,  tl;0* a man like Thomas Paine) that lies cannot bo 
1, tdit; " bat contradictions cannot bo reconciled, ia

cannot bo wisdom, and that brutalities cannot N r .be. n n» „ . , » ........................T> ~~ mauuv/ u i , u u u  vunu u iu im uuuoo v>»uuwu

°f le . rns bad a keen intellect and a royal heart. 
b(jud bavea,r? in8 were not necessary in his case. They 

°a Lia m<̂ eretd ‘ “ sfcad of helping him. He could rely 
anq uncorrupted common sense, his bright imagi- 

a> “ is warm foolings. They pointed him to the 
Pedants could not see for all their learning.

Another word for Mr. Fletcher. The Higher Criticism 
did not make Freethinkers. Freethinkers made the Higher 
Criticism. They were the pioneers. They fought and 
killed the wild animals, they cleared the forest, they left it 
to tamer men to stub the ground and cultivate the soil. The 
Higher Criticism would never have existed without the 
preliminary challenge of Freethought.

* . **
The February number of the Positivist Review opens with 

the very interesting Annual Address delivered by the editor, 
Mr. S. H. Swinny, before the Positivist Society on January 1. 
We are glad to see a strong reference to the Education 
struggle. Mr. Swinny notes “  how ready politicians are to 
sacrifice the great principle that the State should be neutral 
in face of the religious differences of its citizens.” And not 
politicians only. “  By the very reason of their existence,” 
Mr. Swinny says, “  the great bulk of the Nonconformists are 
specially pledged to the principle, and many of them have 
stoutly defended it in the past. Yet, in insisting that a par- 
ticular book should be taught as the Word of God in the 
public schools at the public expense, they set it at nought. 
They think it an insufferable wrong that they should pay a 
penny towards the teaching of the religion of Anglicans or 
Catholics, but a right and proper exercise of their power 
that the religious teaching which approves itself to them 
should be taught at the expense of Positivists and others 
standing outside the Christian Churches.”  There are other 
items of interest in this magazine, including an article by 
Mr. Frederic Harrison on “  The Turkish Reform,” from 
which we learn that Ahmed Riza Pasha, the directing 
spirit of the splendid and sane new movement in Turkey, 
“  is not only by education and conviction a Positivist, but 
belongs to the inner circle of the Positivist fraternity.”

National Secular Society.

R eport of M onthly E xecutive  M eeting  h eld  on J an . 28.
T he President, Mr. G. W. Foote, in the chair. There were 
also present:— Messrs. A. Allinson, C. Cohen, H. Cowell, 
C. Bowman, R. Rossetti, T. J. Thurlow, S. Samuels, F. 
Schaller, and the Secretary. Several apologies for non- 
attendance in consequence of the dense fog were received 
during the evening.

Minutes of previous meeting were read and confirmed. 
Cash statement received and adopted. Five new members 
were accepted for the Nelson Branch, and authorisation for 
the formation of a Wood Green Branch with eighteen 
members. Members were also received for the Parent 
Society.

The President reported upon the Secular Education 
Demonstration, which had taken place since the last meet
ing.

The Secretary reported another highly-successful Annual 
Dinner.

It was resolved to ask Mr. William Heaford to become the 
Society’s Corresponding Delegate to the International Federa
tion of Freethinkers, and to contribute the sum of ¿£5 5s. to 
the Federation.

Correspondence was also read from the Liverpool Society, 
and a resolution moved was left to be carried out by the 
President.

Arrangements for a course of lectures at Woolwich in 
March were made, the Secretary was instructed to arrange 
a Social Gathering at Anderton’s Hotel early in March, and 
the meeting adjourned. E M Vancb_ Ggneral Secreiary>

SHE WOULD NOT DECEIVE THE CHILD.
“  But, daddy, is there a really, truly Santy ? ”
“  Well, I just guess yes—a regular corker he is, too.”
“  Is he nice ? ”
“  Is he ? Well, I should say so ! Isn’t he, Mary ? ”
"  Humph 1 Very nice, as Santas go, but not very modest." 
“  Is he handsome, daddy ? ”
“  Oh, as handsome as a picture—sparkling eyes, fine 

forehead, beautiful complexion— very handsome, isn’t he, 
Mary ? ”

“  Henry, it’s perfectly dreadful the way you deceive the 
child. You ought to be ashamed of yourself. Your’e set
ting him a terrible example.”

“ But, daddy, whore does he live— away off somewhere ? ” 
“  Oh, yes ; very, very far.”
“  Away off where the Btork lives ? ”
“  The stork 1 Who’s been telling you about the stork ? "
“  Mamma.”
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SU N DAY LECTORS NOTICES, etc.

Notices oí Lectures, etc., moot reaofa ns by first post on Tuesday 
and be marked “  Lecture Notice,”  ii not sent on postcard.

LONDON.
P ublic H all (Prince of Wales Baths, Kentish Town-road, 

road, N.W.) : 7.30, G. W. Foote, “  God’s Message to Messina.”  
W ood G reen B ranch N. 8. S. (Alma Hall, 33S High-road, N., 

three doors from Commerce-road) : 7, Miss K. B. Kough, 
“  Christians, behold your God !”

COUNTRY.
A berdare B ranch N. S. S. (Grand Theatre, Aberaman, near 

Aberdare) : J. T. Lloyd, 2.15, “ The Coming and Going of 
Gods 6.15, “ Is Man a Machine ?”

B irmingham B ranch N. S. 8 . (Prince of Wales Assembly 
Rooms): 7, H. Lennard, “  Shakespeare’s King Lear."

Glasgow Secular Society (Hall, 110 Brunswick-street): 12 
noon, Class—Mr. Downie, “ Unemployment and its Causes” ; 
6.30, R. F. Bell, “ An Innocent Abroad.” —II. With lantern 
illustrations.

K eighley (S.D. P. Rooms. Old Bank Chambers): Tuesday, 
February 9, at 8, Meeting to form Branch of N. S. S.

L iverpool B ranch ,N. S. S. (Labor Club, 66 Low-hill) : 7, 
Members’ meeting; urgent business.

Manchester B ranch N. S. S. (Secular Hall, Rusholme-road, 
All Saints) : Ernest Evans, Natural Science Master, 3, “  The 
Scientific Explanation of Heredity” ; 6.30, “ The Production of 
Scenery.”  Lantern views. Tea at 5.

N ewcastle (Rationalist Literary and Debating Society, 
Hedley’s Café, corner of Clayton and Blackett streets) : 7.30, 
R. J. Simpson, “ The Extirpation of Poverty.”

Stanley B ranch N. S. S. (I. L. P. Institute) : 3, Members’ 
meeting.

TRUE MORALITYi
Or, The Theory and Practice of Neo-Malthusianism,

IB, I BELIZVI,
T H E  B E ST BOOK

on this subject.
Superfine Large-paper Edition, 17S pages, with Portrait and Auto

graph, bound in cloth, gilt-lettered, post free Is, a copy.

In order that it may have a large oiroulaiion, and to bring it 
within the reaoh of the poor, 1 have issued

A POPULAR EDITION IN PAPER COVERS.
A copy ol this edition post free for 2d. A dozen 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 prnotice.......and through
out appeals to moral feeling.......The special value of Mr.
Holmes's service to the Neo-MalthuBian cause and to human 
well-being generally is just his combination in his pamphlet 
of a plain statement of the physical and moral need for family 
limitation, with a plain account of the means by which it onn he 
secared, and an offer to all oonoerned of the requisites at the 
lowest possible prices.”

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

Orders should be sent to the author,
J, R. HO LM ES, E A S T  HANNEY, W A N TA G E,

P I A NOS .
Iron Frame, Fall Trichord, Check Action Pianos, 

Walnut or Rosewood.
CASH OR EASY TERMS.

From 24 Guineas at 10s. 6d. per month, or terms 
arranged to suit convenience.

Liberal discount for cash.
S a m u e l  D e a n e , i l l  T h o r p e  R o a d , F o r e s t  Ga t e .

A R T H U R  B.  M O S S
(F r e e t h o u g h t  A d v o c a t e ), 

is open to lecture for Secular or Ethical Societies on 
Freethought and Social Subjects.

He is also open to give
Dramatic Recitals.

His repertoire comprises selections from Shakes
peare, Lytton, Tennyson, Hood, Buchanan, McKay, 
Sims, etc. He is also assisted with Pianoforte 

Recitals by his son 
STANLEY MOSS, L.C.M.

For dates, etc., write—
42 A n s d e l l  R o a d , Q u e e n ’ s R o a d , P e c k h a m .

YOUNG MAN (Freethinker) requires work, any
capacity.—Apply to G eo. R. B allard, 26 Granville-road, 

Child’s Hill, Hendon, N.W.

IF SO , it is because ord inary tea con ta in s 
gallo-tannic acid , the fluid that leather is 
tanned with.

It hardens the coa ts o f  the stom ach , re
tarding flow  o f  gastric ju ices , thus causing 
indigestion, bad com plexion , and w eak 
nerves. O ne natural tea on ly  is free from  
th is  Cruda T a n n in , because it consists 
solely  o f  the tips o f selected leaves freed from  
the stalks w h ich  con ta in  this in jurious 
ju ice . It is ca lled

\) “  T y p h o o - T i p p s ”
and 1 ,0 0 0  d octors n o w  recom m en d it  a3
the only digestive tea. It is pure Ceylon- 
hence exquisite  flavour, and absolutely  un
m edica ted . The absence o f stalks enables it 
to  y ield 50 m ore large cups per pound than 
ord inary tea, hence econom y.

A  L A R G E  3 A M F L E  P A C K E T  is sent 
F R E E , w ith  nearest agent’s nam e, to  every
on e  w h o w rites fo r  it.enclosing  2d. fo r  postage 

t h e  T Y P H O O  T E A  C O ., L t d . ,
2 1 , C astla  S tre e t , B irm in gh am .

BUSINESS CARDS.
ECZEMA.—My Ecz9mo-Cura I guarantee to k®  ̂

cure. Give it a fair trial. Post free, Is. 3d. afl, 
2s. Mention paper. S. BURDEN, 80 Webb’s-t°a 1 
New Wandsworth, S.W.

A FREETHINKER TO FREETHINKERS- 
one of my 303. Suits to Measure. Patterns P.j 
free. I guarantee them all wool and a perfect 
or money returned. J. W. Gott, 28 Church-kaB' 
Bradford.

TEA.—The finest the world produces. Price l0,• 
per lb. or 6 lbs. for 8s. 6d., carriage paid. I . 
return money in full and allow customer to * 
the tea if not satisfactory. H. M. WILSON 
Northside-terrace, Bradford. .

LADIES’ Black Roman Satin Top Underskirt0
ft 8.. lid
State

Look like silk and wear like leather, 
or two for 11s. Carriage paid. «
measure and length. A. D yson, G96 Bolton-1 
Bradford. ^

HUNDRED AND TWENTY Sheets of Notepap0j t. 
Printed address, Is.; better quality, Is. Gd. ’ -¡;i 
ing cards (boxed), ladies’ and gents’, la. 4a4 ¡̂¡, 
edged, Is. 9d. 100. Business cards, memos, m 
heads, 250 2s. 6d., 500 8s. Gd., 1,000 5s. Han«0 
250 2s., 800 3s., 1,000 4s. Gd. All post fr00’ et, 
PARR (Freethinker), Printer, 70 Cambridge-01 
Leicester. Samplos free. General printing-^/

THE Age of Reason, by Thomas Paine, Gd.
Argument Fallacies, by the Editor of the N®W 
Truthseeker (86 pp.), lid . Ingersoll’s Lay^^jfil
An Oration on the Labor Question, 1 Jd. Abe» 
portrait of Ingersoll on postoard, with wo* ¡¡ei‘ 

per doz.; each, lid . All PoS.;fli /  
N. L e v y , R at

“  Love,” 8d. per doz.;
Special terms for quantities, 
ists’ Club, 12 Hill-square, Edinburgh

BRIGHT Freedom of Thought in a Bright ^  
Home. Try Is. parcel post free. KlN^1 
Leeds, Cleaner Goods. p /
B l a n k l e e n  K r e e m  for washing everything 
shes for metals, boots, grates, etc.
H. S. W isnA R T , Lecturer, 22 Sandhurst-»* 
Leeds. Agents wanted.

CLOTHING.—Please send postcard for patter  ̂ jjtj 
self-measurement forms and you will find 9 ¡¡t
and price that will astound you. We n>-  ̂
own clothing at forty oight hours per 
pay best rate of wages. Terms cash wit f. 
Ge o . J e s s o p  & So n , L t d ., Clothing M anuf» 
Batley, Yorkshire.
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T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y ,
LIMITED) .

Ocmpar.% Limited by Guarantee.
Registered Office—2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, B.G, 

Chairman of Board of Director*—Mb. G. W, FOOTE, 
Secretary—E. M. VANCE Miss).

d,a Saoiely was tormefl in 1898 to »flora iegai Beourity to the 
PuiUon and application ol funds for Secular purposes. 

q. ,“ a Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society's 
a °jeota are:—To promote the principle that human conduct 

°5ld ba based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super- 
e lQt»I belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 
j  1 °* all thought and aotion. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
.“ Promote universal Seoular Education. To promote the com- 

aeoQlacisation of the State, etc., eto. And to do all such 
hols' things as are conducive to suoh objeots. Also to have, 
oth r8oe*V0> an  ̂retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
il Sheathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of 

¡purposes of the Sooiety.
liability of members is limited to *1, in oase the Sooiety 

II ever be wound up and the assets were insufficient to oover 
ilities—a most unlikely contingency.

Members pay an entranoe fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent 
ir*y subscription of five shillings.

1st « Sooie‘ y bas a considerable number of members, but a much
'Ser number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 

tssined amongst those who read this announcement. All who join 
Partioipat0 ¡n the control of its business and the trusteeship of 

«^ouroes. It Is expressly provided in the A.rtioles of Associa
te b 1̂  no member, as suoh, shall derive any sort of profit from 

Bo°lsty, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 
,Z,Way whatever.

bite * ®0°iety's affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
°ra’ ooaaiaMng of n0* loss than five and not more than 

Ve members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

but are capable of re-election. An Annua! General Meeting of 
members must be held in London, to receive the Report, eieit 
new Directors, and transaot 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, cr to insert a bequest in the Society’s favor in their 
wills. On this point there nesd not be the slightest apprehension. 
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The exeoutors 
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary course of 
administration. No objection of any kind has been raised in 
connection with any of the wills by whioh the Sooiety has 
already been benefited.

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

A Form of Beeueit.—The following is a sufficient form of 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators:—u I give and 
" bequeath to the Seoular Sooiety, Limited, the sum of £—— 
H free from Legacy Duty, and I direot that a receipt signed by 
H two members of the Board of the said Society and the Secretary 
" thereof shall be a good discharge to my Exeoutors for the 
* said Legacy.”

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

f o o t s t e p s  o f  t h e  p a s t
ESSAYS ON HUMAN EVOLUTION.

BY

J. M. WHEELER.
(late Su b -Edito r of the “ Fceethinkep.”)

^  very valuable collection of Essays, orammed with information of the highest interest to 
Rethought students, and fascinatingly written. Ought to be on every Freethinker’s bookshelf.

192 large pages.
R E D U C E D  TO  SIX P E N C E .

(Postage 8d.)
PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.

A SPLENDID BARGAIN.

“ SATIRES AND PROFANITIES”
BY

. JAMES THOMSON,
° et and Essayist, author of “ The C ity  of Dreadful Night,” and one of the finest

w riters of the nineteenth century.

^ O I N A L L Y  P U B L IS H E D  A T 1 S. NOW R E D U C E D  TO 3d.
(Postago One Penny.)

80 pages, well printed on good paper, and nicely bound.
W ITH  A PREFACE BY G. W . FOOTE.

^eat otnaon 'was an indisputable genius. He wrote prose as well as he wrote poetry. He had 
®̂8t ROWors as a satirist, and some of his work in this lino is quite worthy to rank with the 

tbagQig Swift’3-. Those in this collection deal entirely with religious topics. They are 
laqgjj Cent reading for men and women of brains and courage who can look down upon and 
^ritea . the follies of superstition. Thomson was an Atheist, and called himself s o ; and he 
this ln those Satires and Profanities as one who regarded nearly all professed Christians, at 
ie ienifff J f da7> as ignorant or foolish or designing. The present volume is not likely to 
the p i;,!. d> and at some future day it will be worth twenty times—perhaps a hundred times—Price now askod for it.

Pi o n e e r  p r e s s , 2 Ne w c a s t l e  s t r e e t , f a r r in g d o n  s t r e e t , Lo n d o n , e .c .
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LEWIS START,
CIGAR M ER CH A N T AND IM PO RTER, 

LOUGHBOROUGH.

W h o l e s a l e  A g e n t  e o e  t h e  
GENUINE ROTHSCHILD CIGARS, 

as supplied to the House of Commons.
rr, rr \ Midland, )The Treasury, ] -Nlnrth Eastern
Board of Education, Whitehall. Qt Northern f Kailways-
Life Guards, J Gt; Central> ’ J

R othscbild’s Own M ake.
No. Brand. Per 100. Per 50.

1 Colonias 25/- ... 13/-
2 Rothschilds 18/- 9/6
3 Proveedora 171- 9/-
4 Excelsiors ... 15/6 8/-
5 Key West ... 12/6 6/6

We can also R ecommend THE FOLLOWING B bands.
No. Brand. Per 100. Per 50.

6 Eameros ... 16/- 8/6
7 Santos 21/- ... 11/-
8 Optifolia 23/- ... 12/-
9 Telmas — 24/- 12/6

10 Moras 30/- 15/6

All the above Cigars are British made and of excellent quality.
Should you favor us with a trial and the flavor, shape or size 
not suit your requirements, we shall be pleased to exchange them 

and pay carriage both ways.
Terms, cash with order.

Cheques and Postal Orders should be crossed “  Lloyd’s Bank 
Loughborough.” All parcels are sent carriage paid.

Quotations for Imported Cigars on receipt of brand and size.

Have You Sent Us a Trial O r d e r  Yet?
This advertisement has undoubtedly “ caught your eye,” 

we want to “ catch your feet." Remember _we return your money 
in full in the remote event of dissatisfaction. We are coDuden 
that if you will send us a trial order, we shall get your futur 
business without asking.

The
Business Man’s 

Boot.
Eeal box calf, straigW 
golosh, jockey back, dru 
lined, medium toe, bes 
soles. Warranted 
solid leather. Stocked 
in sizes 5, 6, 7, 8, “> 

and 10.
We have now decided to 
supply lace and Derby 

pattern same price.
8s. 6d., post free-

imart appearance. Wat' 
ranted all solid leather. Lace, 5s. lid . Button and Derby> 
6s. 3d., post free. If this boot is not worth 2s. more than y°a 
pay for them, we will refund your money and pay carriage 
both ways.

Bargains to be Cleared. Only a Few Left*
GENTS.

Box calf, leather lined. Sizes 7 and 8 ... 10/6 usual price W
Glace lace, leather lined. Sizes 7 and 8 ... 10/6 ,, l 5/.
Glace welted. Sizes 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 ... 9/6 ,, l 2/"
Box calf. Substantial boot. 6, 7, and 8 ... 7/11 to clear. 

LADIES.
Glace Kid Derby. All sizes.........................7/6 usual price 9/1J
Glace Kid Button ..................................6/11 ,, 8/D
Glace Kid, Leather Lined, lace. All sizes... 6/11 ,, 8/U
Box Calf Lace, Button and Derby ,, ... 5/9 ,, 7/3
Glace Kid Shoes, Leather Lined ,, ... 5/6 ,, 7/6
Gibls’ Box Hide School Boots, sizes 7 to 10, 2/11; 11 to 1, 3/6. 

ALL POST FREE.
After these special lines are sold we cannot repeat at anything 

like the prices at which they are now offered.
We will be glad to send our Illustrated Catalogue, post free, to anil 

reader on application.
When ordering enclose Postal Order and state your requirement3 
WHITEHOUSE & CO., BOOT FACTOES, STOUEBEIDGE-

MISTAKES OF MOSES
BY

Col. R. G. INGERSOLL.
Only complete edition. Beautifully printed on fine paper. 136 pages.

R E D U C E D  TO SIX PE N C E ,
(Postage 2Jd.)

THE PIONEEE PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.

Under1 the Ban of the London County Council.
T H E  P O P U L Ä R  E D I T I O N

{Revised and Enlarged)

OF

BIBLE ROMANCES
BY

G. W. FOOTE.
W ith a P o rtra it of th e  A uthor

Reynold»'» Newspaper says:— “  Mr. G W. Foote, chairman of tho Secular Society, iB well known as a man ot 
exceptional ability. His Bible Romance» have had a large sale in the original edition. A popular, revised, and 
enlarged edition, at the price of 6d., has now been published by the Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
street, London, for tho Secular Society. Thus, within the reach of almost everyone, the ripest thought of the leaders 
of modern opinion are being placed from day to day,”

144 Large Double-Column Pages, Good Print, Good Paper
S I X P E N C E  — N E T

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.
Printed and Published by the Pio.nekb Pbess, 2 Nowcastle-street, London, E.C.


