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We are our own devils. We drive ourselves out of 
our Edens.— Goethe.

Various Matters.

th the bigots at Camberwell, who have excluded 
r 6  ̂reethinker from all the Free Library reading- 
°Oto8 ¡n ]30rong]li a p ree Speech Defence League 
as °een hurriedly formed, and in its name a public 
eeting will be held in the Dulwich Baths on 

and even*D£> March 2. Councillor A. B. Moss 
Da'* CoVncill°r Brooks signed the application, and it 
P ssed immediately. Councillor Moss will take the 
j)(,.air 011 March 2, and I believe he will be able to 
J o n e  or two other Councillors on the platform 
of tb lm'  ̂ 8kall be on the platform myself as one 
jj . 110 speakers, and I daresay I shall be able to 

Mr. Cohen and Mr. Lloyd along with me. 
are^ af6 re£>ular contributors to the Freethinker and 
ag Pr0tty nearly as much involved in its character 
thi am’ Th0y naturally be concerned to defend 
inf8 ôurna  ̂against the charge of injuring the “ best 

crests ” of the “ young people ” who read it.
W r̂ea  ̂ hall of the Dulwich Baths holds about 
ev° thousand. We ought to have it filled on that 
Patb'D̂ ’ overflowing, and filled with a sym-
^ , et’c audience. An appeal must therefore be 
to every Freethinker in Camberwell not only 
peo 1 himself, but to get other liberal-minded 
the  ̂ • °̂. do likewise. Miss Vance is looking after 
trie ^rin^n8 aQd general advertising. I beg all my 
chsi S’ va'ue the existence and esteem the
all vd?ter ^ is  30urnal> all who love mental liberty, 
told ° td 'eve in equal rights of citizenship for the sav tf8 every variety of opinion; I beg them all, I 
cire i ®*ve ^B08 Vance all the assistance they can in 
eve a . ting the small printed announcements, and Print disPlaying posters. They can obtain the 
2 V led ma,tter they require by applying to her at 
Bavo ^ iaâ e'8treet> E.C. A postcard will do—and it 

j6,8 time and tronhle.
the 6 ° ^ eot °t this meeting is larger than the life, 
A 8emerit8 or the demerits, of any particular journal. 
eXci ri9us protest is to be made against municipal 
Tow^r611608' ^  demand i0 to be made that the 
betv?1 ^onnc l̂ shall cease attempting to discriminate 
eBalleen various organs of public opinion, that it 
to ,?° longer show partiality to some and hostility 
C0tJ .era. It will be submitted that the Town 
and C1 0l0cterl to look after the civic interests, 
that tb reHglou8 interests, of the ratepayers ;
are n j16 thoroughfares it has to keep in good repair 

°t those leading to heaven or hell, 
this Gre another opportunity of referring to
on n J it te r  next week. And now I want to speak 

I w°ther topic.
■^nti^ V6r̂  BOrry t° disappoint the fine audience at 
takenS\  ®0Wn on Sunday evening. My place was 
ha8 a f V6r  ̂ Brief notice by Mr. A. B. Moss, who 
Who d 80 we^ *n ^ e  Camberwell business, and 
aPhrp ? *vere  ̂ a rattling leoture which was highly 
ap o i ^ d .  This is the first time I have dis- 
is p r yp  an audience for a long while. The fact 
tlad I h  ̂co?td not face the musio on Sunday night, 

j X 60 ^v*ng in London, I might have hazarded

a drive in a four-wheeler, and trusted to my natural 
strength to triumph over indisposition on the plat
form. But I could not undergo sitting for a full 
hour and a half in a freezing slow train stopping at 
every station. The fact is, I was confined to my 
bedroom and in the hands of the doctor, who 
strongly advised me to run no risk. I have been 
suffering again for some time from my old enemy 
insomnia, which weakens one’s powers of resistance 
to any attack. I felt a nasty cold coming on during 
Friday, and it developed so that for some twenty- 
four hours I had quite a diabolical time. But I rallied 
wonderfully on Sunday evening, and was very much 
better on Monday. I have been in the editorial chair 
all to-day (Tuesday), and I believe I shall certainly be 
able to fulfil my engagement at Glasgow on Sunday. 
But I see I shall have to be careful. I must try to 
slacken the pace a bit, and get away for a week’s 
rest and change as soon as possible. I have been 
going at a great rate lately.

My pen has not been inactive in this week’s Free
thinker, but I am too “ knocked ” to write my usual 
front artiole. So the “  Challenge of Secularism ” has 
to wait again. I hope to do it ample justice next
week’ G. W. Foote.

Where is the Kingdom of Heaven ?

By L. K. Washburn.
Inasmuch as Jesus had so much to say about the 
kingdom of heaven, it does not seem impertinent to 
inquire where this kingdom is situated, and what it 
is like. It is not on earth, we are positive, not in 
Europe, Asia, Africa or America. We might infer, 
from some of the language of Jesus, that it was 
above our heads, up somewhere, and that the person 
referred to as his father by Jesus was the ruler 
thereof.

More than once Jesus refers to his father as being 
in heaven, and, in his famous prayer, he addresses 
“ Our Father which art in heaven.”

He tells us who shall and who shall not enter into 
the kingdom of heaven. He was evidently familiar 
with this place and with its customs. It was of no 
use to offer the “ righteousness of the scribes and 
Pharisees ” as the price of admission to this kingdom. 
A person would have to do better than that or 
remain outside the gates. Jesus had evidently 
bought up the house, or bad the sole privilege of 
selling the tickets to the entertainment. It was not 
his kingdom, it was his father’s, and he pretended to 
have parental authority for his statements.

Jesus did not always use clear language. He 
sometimes spoke in parables. He seemed to think 
that muddy water was deep water. He employed 
words to hide his ignorance rather than to show his 
knowledge. When we have to guess what a person 
means it makes no particular difference what he 
means.

Jesus did upon several occasions tell in his way 
what heaven was like. At one time he likened it to 
“ ten virgins, whioh took their lamps, and went forth 
to meet the bridegroom.” Five of the virgins were 
wise and five were not, that is, five took oil for 
their lamps and five did not. While the virgins
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were asleep a cry was heard, announcing the coming 
of the bridegroom. Then they arose to trim their 
lamps, but only five would burn. While those who 
had no oil went to buy some the bridegroom came, 
and the five wise virgins went in to the marriage 
and the other five were shut out. Jesus winds up 
his parable with these words: “  Watch, therefore, 
for ye know neither the day nor the hour wherein 
the son of man cometh.” This story teaches that 
the one who is up and coming gets the most benefits, 
but what light it sheds on the problem of the 
kingdom of heaven we fail to see.

This parable is bad enough, but the second is 
worse. Jesus next tells us that “ the kingdom of 
heaven is like a man travelling into a far country, 
who called his own servants and delivered unto them 
his goods. To one he gave five talents, to another 
two, and to the third one; to every man according 
to his ability.” After the man had started on his 
journey the servants considered what to do with 
their master’s money. The one who had received 
five talents doubled his money by good investments, 
and had ten ; the one who received two talents 
doubled his, and had four; while he who was given 
one talent hid his, for he was afraid of the market, 
and when his master returned from his journey gave 
him back what he had received. The man was 
pleased with the two who had loaned his money at 
excessive rates of interest, and called them faithful 
servants; hut the one who feared to invest his 
master’s money lest he might lose it was abused by 
his master and kicked out into darkness. The Jew 
in Jesus inspired this parable. But what is the 
meaning of it ? That the man who robs his brother 
in the name of usury is nobler than the man who 
will not take advantage of his fellows.

The kingdom of heaven, according to this story, is 
driving a sharp bargain, taking unlawful interest of 
those whose necessities compel them to borrow 
money, getting more than is deserved—that is, it is 
a place for sharpers, robbers, thieves, and cut
throats.

We find it hard to see any sense in such foolish 
parables. If Jesus talked in this fashion, little 
wonder that he was looked upon as a lunatic. No 
one could find out what the kingdom of heaven was 
from such language. It might be a stock-exchange, 
a money-mart, or a den of thieves.

The kingdom of heaven is also the kingdom of 
God. God was in his kingdom ; God was in heaven ; 
and yet Jesus told the Pharisees that “ the kingdom 
of God is within you.” In the light of the two para
bles to which we have referred, what is the kingdom 
of God, or o4heaven, which can be within man ? If 
Jesus knew of what he was speaking, and had any 
fair comprehension of the meaning of words, when 
he prayed to his “  father which art in heaven ”  he 
prayed to God in man.

There is only a religions meaning to the word 
“ heaven” as employed by Jesus. It means nothing 
sensible, nothing tangible, nothing that can be under
stood or reduced to a fact. It is a word that hangs 
in the air.

The kingdom of heaven is everywhere—which is 
nowhere. It is a phrase used to deceive the igno
rant. Persons who talk sense have no use for the 
word. When a priest says a soul has gone to heaven 
he is simply talking through his hat. He does not 
know what he means. He employs the theological 
vocabulary which he has been taught. What he says 
is parrot talk.

If there is a kingdom of heaven no one knows 
where it is or what it is like, from anything in the 
Bible.—Truthseeker (New York).

The first woman was an afterthought. She was not 
included in the original scheme of things, but was thrown 
in as a make-weight. What a strange compliment to the 
fair sex ! There was more gallantry in Robert Burns, who 
said that Nature “ First tried her ’prentice hand on man, 
And then she made the lassos, O.”—O. W. Foote.

Mr. Runciman and Secular Education.

The intention of the Government on the education 
question is still undisclosed. The only light on the 
situation is that cast by a recent speech of the 
Minister of Education, Mr. Runciman, which, while 
it may please certain sections of the Christian 
world, will have the reverse effect on all lovers 
of social justice and educational progress. The good 
feature of his speech was the pronouncement that he 
was not prepared to make again the same attempt he 
had previously made, and failed. This, however, was 
an individual expression ; it was only “ as far as I am 
concerned,” and a Government that has occupied so 
ridiculous a position for so long might probably fincl 
another Education Minister with a conveniently 
accommodating nature. Mr. Runoiman also said 
that he had undertaken “ the dreadful task of trying 
to get religious people to come to some sort of agree
ment,” and that “  of all the thankless tasks any man 
could undertake, that of trying to get religious people 
to agree with one another seemed to be the greatest. 
Well, if Mr. Runciman has learned this from his ex
perience, he will not have lived in vain. What be 
has yet to learn is that where religious feelings are 
concerned, considerations of reason and justice, such 
as obtain in other directions, lose their influence- 
And this is true, not only of the people with whom 
the negotiations were held, but also of Mr. RuncimaO 
himself.

Mr. Runciman congratulated himself and the 
Government that they had advanced the contro
versy a stage. In one sense this is true, but not ljj 
the sense Mr. Runciman intended. It has advanced 
the controversy by the inevitable circumstance of 
bringing us a step nearer the end ; but, as any mor0 
would have done this, there does not seem need f°r 
special thankfulness. It has also advanced it W 
once more showing the utter hopelessness of tryi"g 
to secure educational peace by methods such as tbo00 
attempted. Each of the rival religions bodies in th0 
State is trying to get the same thing at the pubh0 
expense, and each is resolved not to give way to th 
other. In this state of affairs, any compromise tba 
might be reached would only mean a brief pause ' 
the fighting. The compromise would be broken j00 
as soon as either of the two parties found it Pr0“ , 
able to commence active warfare. And even thong" 
the almost miraculous were achieved, and the sec' 
permanently agreed upon some form of comprom'00’ 
a growing body of public opinion, that declines to h 
exploited in the interests of sectarianism, would st' 
have to be reckoned with.

Mr. Runciman said that “  among the many thing® 
that emerged from the controversy was the fact tba 
the bulk of tbe English people and the response1 
governors, and an enormous preponderance of perso" 
also in the Nonconformist and Established Church00' 
were perfectly well satisfied with simple Bible teach 
ing given in the Council schools.” Now I do c.° 
assert that the bulk of the English are either sat'0 
fled or dissatisfied with Bible teaching in the 
but I do assert that this did not emerge from th 
controversy, for the simple reason that it was ne'e,
in it. The people have never really been — .g 
whether they desired to retain religious teaching ' 
the schools or not. It is quite possible that if t" 3 
wore asked they might decide as Mr. Runciman ^  
they would decide, but they have never had the i00 
placed squarely before them. And it must be 
membered that the largest working-class organ'6̂  
tion in the country—the Trades Union Congr686̂  
by a practically unanimous vote decided in favor o' 
system of exclusively secular instruction in St" 
schools. g{

And, if I understand the position of the Church 
England, an “ enormous preponderance” of its nJ0.̂ _ 
bers are certainly not satisfied with simple Bibl0 ‘ ¡3 
struction in the schools. For years members of 
Church have been striving to get more than B1 
teaching in State schools; had they not so st^ ^ 
the compromise of 1870 would still hold tbo n
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ey may submit to simple Bible teaching, but that 
a jery different thing to their being satisfied with 

the Nonconformists I am not so sure, because 
happens that simple Bible teaching comes nearer 

0° ^eir religion than it does to that of Churchmen 
r “ °man Catholics, and so they may easily be more 
ontent with it. But if there be an “ enormous pre

ponderance ” of these who want Bible teaching at 
o cost of the State and at the expense of those 
0 do not believe in the Bible, then it is only a 

St°f w^a  ̂ little principle these opponents of the 
ate patronage of religion and champions of re- 

gmus equality possess. But Mr. Runciman, being 
enconformist himself, may be better acquainted 

id ** i^6 lack of principle among his fellow religion- 
lsts than I am.
se i' Runciman then went on to point out that the 

cular solution, which many of his friends had urged 
jj111 adopt, would not satisfy either Roman Catho- 
pCs or numbers of Churchmen and Nonconformists. 
• r°°ably not; but this is beside the real question at 

The overthrow of the Roman Church in
d*cl not please Roman Catholics, the dis- 

abliahment of the Irish Churoh did not please 
in H,r°kmen, and the disestablishment of the Church 
■y England and Wales would please them still less, 
w ^  r* Rnnoiman approves of the first two, and 
Co m 8uPP°rfc the last. And as no compromise that 
tb t cached would please all Christians, the fact 
^ at many of them would be displeased with Secular 
it Divr °D is not a very conclusive argument against 
8tat ^ oreover> ^  is surely a strange doctrine that 
bodes“ en are only to do that which pleases every- 

y~~°r at least please a sufficiently large number 
them to power. This, I imagine, is what 

So •, . nciman has at the back of his mind; and, if 
co'n V 8 ai? °PPortuni8m quite divorced from moral 
shoTserationB- Some concern for justice all round 
Co , r  be shown, even by politicians. The people 
tut tR 6 to expect justice from politicians,
jjq. .j ey will never develop that desirable expectancy 
tr,*; Politicians do their best to educate the elec- 

“ Wf!n direction.
Mr u a .̂ ^oes secular solution mean?” asked 
n0 L {UDCiman. “ Does it mean that there is to be 
0Ql r̂ay®r in our schools, but simple Bible teaching 
WjRu . No the supporters of the secular solution 
WerQ exclude the Bible from the schools ? If that 
iQrtli 6 ProPoaal> 1» tor one> coed not discuss it any 
ai0ll „er> for I would never be a party to its exclu- 
a p6‘ Now this last expression is interesting from 
0Qt nf°nai Point of view; from any other it is quite 
self 1 ^ ace* Evidently Mr. Runoiman regards him- 
aa aas a champion of the Bible in the schools, and 
that i>riVa,te individual he has every right to play 
and f f t .  But as a Minister of State he represents, 

îhlioi f8 money tor representing, not merely British 
^ ‘nist 0r8> the community as a whole. As a 
be b 6r> and more particularly as a Nonconformist, 
*ati8f8-nothi°S whatever to do with religion, or with 

g0^ ln  ̂religious desires. If he cares to officiate 
day chapel during off hours, let him do so ; he 
t° p en air his religion as long as he pleases ; but 
dopgj0 tna political office to foster religion is a 
he ar; rous ahuse of his position. Fortunately, were 
Seoul:6“  t° political martyrdom by the approach of 

^Education, other men might be found who 
m Bint d* his office without penalising the non- 

benefit of the pious.
Muted t ®0cuiar Solution means may be easily 
8cho0i‘ certainly does not mean opening the 
Hot, Qr^ th  prayer, since whether people pray or 
ever 0f ?T“ at they shall pray, is no concern what- 
6ible „ State. Nor does it mean keeping the 
^ere'if8 Bible, in the schools. If the Bible is 
^Ooks w>k8̂  uPon the same footing as all other 
as they lt0 êa°hers trained to use it or refer to it 
,®ecular ,U8e or r0fer to any other volume. The
ê8itituaf°  j ^on means confining the State to its 

to Dainigf0 3unc;M0Ds, taxing the community in order 
^ 'ch  w er to its common needs, teaching only that 
^Becdiatj6 a  ̂believe in common, and leaving all such 

ve subjects as are by their very nature

incapable of verification to be looked after by such 
as are interested in them. This measures out justice 
to all, and keeps the State to a real neutrality in 
matters of religious belief. It is, moreover, an 
endeavor quite in accord with the best tendencies of 
the age, and I do not imagine that even the 
threatened retirement of Mr. Runciman will be 
enough to prevent this tendency realising itself.

Mr. Runciman is of opinion that “ below the 
surface the English people are a religious people, 
and they would not consent to turning the Bible out 
of the schools.” Personally, I feel inclined to be 
more complimentary to the English people than is 
Mr. Runciman, and to say that the English can be 
brought to act as sensibly and as justly as any other 
provided they are educated along the right lines. 
But when responsible Ministers mistake their posi
tion for the rostrum of a chapel, and go about the 
country telling people of the evils that will result 
from keeping religion out of the public schools, their 
desire to keep it in is far more evidence of mis
directed education than of sincere religious convic
tion. And, again, I have to point out that if the 
people are not inclined to act justly, it is the duty 
of those who pose as their leaders to correct this 
fault as quickly as they may. Moreover, when one 
is told that any Government that went in for the 
Secular Solution would “ deserve a first-class thrash
ing at the polls,” we are again listening to the chapel 
advocate rather than to a responsible statesman 
desirous of acting jus.tly towards his countrymen. 
A Government that went in for Secular Education 
might be beaten at the polls, but there are still people 
living who think an honorable death preferable to a 
dishonored life.

Mr. Runciman’s ability for speaking authoritatively 
on the psychology of the English people is well 
shown by his reply to those who think it enough for 
teachers to instruct their pupils in “ truth, justice, 
purity, altruism, true patriotism, self-control, and 
charity.” He says it would be impossible “ to prevent 
the Biblical bases of the maxims from creeping out in 
the course of the teaching.” The “  Biblical bases ” ! 
Why, these qualities have no more their necessary 
bases in the Bible than in Andersen’s fairy tales. 
Mr. Runciman is positively more uninstructed in 
this matter than are numbers of the clergy—or he 
pretends to be so. All these qualities are social 
qualities, and actually are taught without the aid of 
the Bible, just as they are exemplified in the lives of 
those who are without any belief in its authority. 
This belated Bibliolatry of some of our public men 
is one of the most depressing features of English 
life. For when the leaders are such, what can one 
expect from the rank and file ? A year that is wit
nessing the centenary of the birth of Charles Darwin 
also witnesses expressions from a Minister of Educa
tion better suited to the eighteenth century than to 
the twentieth. Really it makes one face Mr. 
Runciman’s retirement with equanimity—almost
wifch h°Pe- C. Cohen.

The God-Seeing Faculty.
— ♦ —

Nothing is more palpable than the utter lack of 
unanimity among theologians on any point what
ever. Not only are they in the habit of contradict
ing one another, they are quite as much given to 
disagreeing with themselves at different times and 
in altered connections. For example, some argue 
that Christianity is “ an essentially reasonable 
thing,” and can be successfully vindicated at 
reason’s bar, while others treat it as altogether 
above reason, and as incapable of being either 
understood or judged by the intellect. It is also 
found that the same divine will, on different occa
sions and for different purposes, champion each of 
those absolutely irreconcilable positions. In the 
Christian World for February 11, “ J. B.” affirms 
that the intellect has its limitations. “  We do not 
touch God by reason,” he says. “ Our intelligence
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is a machine which, marvellous as are its powers, 
does not succeed in reaching the final reality.” This 
is a significant admission. As intelligent beings, we 
are not religious. Did we follow our reason we 
would never believe in God. Logic leaves us 
Atheists. On these limitations of reason “  J. B.” is 
most emphatic. He says :—

“  Our intelligence cannot find for us the Ding an sich, 
the thing in itself. We get the spiritual values in 
another way. It is through the soul’s necessities, by its 
unformulated instincts, we gain the certitude of God, of 
freedom, and of immortality, which the unaided specu
lative intellect is powerless to attain.”

“  J. B.” lays great stress on the statement that these 
God-discerning instincts are “  unformulated.” He 
asserts that the “  unformulated is the biggest, the 
most influential thing in us.” Thus instinct is 
exalted above reason, and this in opposition to 
Coleridge, who observes that “  instinct in a rational, 
responsible, and self-conscious animal is understand
ing.”  What these “ unformulated instincts ” are 
“  J. B.” does not inform us, any more than he tells 
us what there is deeper than thought from which 
thought comes, or what there is greater than re
ligion, of which all religions are but so many in
adequate expressions. He believes in some “ spiritual 
reality that is at once in man and beyond him, and 
that strives in various ways to possess and to form 
him.” This “  spiritual reality, in varying intensities, 
at different periods of history, presses upon humanity, 
seeking admission, claiming acquaintance, and bring
ing new features into the life of the race.”

It is clear that, in “ J. B.’s ” argument, everything 
depends upon the existence of this spiritual reality. 
Without it religion would be impossible. “  It is in 
us to begin with,” our essayist declares, “ or there 
could never have been any response to the outside 
appeal. The religious leaders, in whom this reality 
works most powerfully, in offering its message to 
their fellows, are thereby asserting their belief in 
the essentially spiritual nature of man. Without 
that their Gospel would be an absurdity. It would 
be an orator exhorting a congregation of trees; a 
musician seeking fame from stocks and stones.” 
“ And the genuine prophet feels sure of it, even in 
what seem the least likely quarters.” Here “ J. B.” 
makes two unfortunate quotations, neither of which 
serves his case in the least. The first is from Lecky, 
to the effect that “  Methodism planted a fervid and 
enduring religious sentiment in the midst of the 
most brutal and neglected portions of the popula
tion.” The second is from Justin McCarthy’s Four 
Georges, and conveys precisely the same idea. 
According to Lecky and Mr. McCarthy, the Metho
dist Revival 'planted something in the minds of the 
people, or caused to stream in upon them something 
they did not previously possess. “ J. B.’s ” point, 
however, is that Wesley and Whitefields could not 
have kindled the revival had not the best part of it 
been already in the people.

Now, the first criticism to be passed upon the 
teaching of our essayist is that it is contrary to the 
Scriptures. The doctrine of the essentially spiritual 
nature of man is a heretical innovation. According 
to the apostle Paul, man is not by nature a spiritual 
being, but has spirituality conferred upon him by an 
act of supernatural grace. It is the Christian alone 
who may be described as a spiritual man, all others 
being characterised as natural men. The contrast 
between the two types (1 Cor. ii. 14-16) is very great, 
so great that the natural man can never become 
spiritual except by undergoing a second birth. The 
spiritual instinct, which “ J. B.” declares to be in 
every man, is by Paul regarded as a special endow
ment granted only to believers in Christ.

The strongest objection to “  J. B.’s ” theory, how
ever, is that it is not true to life. It is a very serious 
matter for a theologian to give an apostle the lie, but 
it is a more serious business still when he contra
dicts the testimony of everyday facts. One fact 
ignored by the theory under discussion is that every 
man is born without this so-called spiritual instinct. 
Man does not take to religion as the bird does to fly

ing or the fish to swimming. The religious We 
never begins instinctively, but always as the result 
of long and laborious training. The child breathes 
by instinct, but he must be taught to believe in God 
and to pray. His body’s necessity leads him to seek 
for his mother’s breast, but his soul’s needs do not 
direct him to God for satisfaction. Indeed, he does 
not even suspect that he has a soul until his teachers 
assure him of the alleged fact.

It is a fallacy to say that man has an instinctive 
longing for God. It would be much nearer the truth 
to say that he has an instinctive longing to get rid 
of and forget God after he has learned to believe 
in him. Read the Old Testament and you will 
learn that the Jews’ besetting sin was forgetful
ness of Jehovah; and the apostle Paul informs 
us that the Pagan world of his day was wholly with
out God. The chief complaint of the very best 
Christians of all ages against themselves has been 
that they were constantly tempted to turn away 
from their Heavenly Father and live without a 
thought of him. Even “ J. B.” himself admits that 
“  there are breadths of European society to-day, g°d' 
less,” an admission which discredits his theory. Gf 
course, the absence of God to him means emptiness; 
but how are we to account for the absence on the 
assumption that man possesses a spiritual instinot ? 
Certain birds must migrate when the time comes! 
they cannot disregard their instinots; yet man 19 
represented as disobeying the instinct that would 
drive him to, and keep him in close touch with God- 
Here is the statement:—

“  Men having lost the place which the life of the 
spirit brings are trying to fill themselves with substi
tutes. Civilisation is a scene of enormous activities a" 
its circumference, with a desolate emptiness at it9 
centre. Our science is bankrupt of spiritual satisfa0- 
tion. Its only revelation is of its own powerlessness to 
help us. The foaming activities of society are emptier 
still.”

What that extract brings into prominence is the 
absolute impotence of man’s spiritual instinct, 919 
impotence so complete as to form a conclusive proof 
of its non-existence. Does “ J. B.” not know that 
the civilisation which he so fiercely vilifies and tb® 
society which h« so utterly despises, are often gloried 
in as Christian products ? We do not pronounce hi9 
estimate of either false; but we do wish to empb9' 
sise the fact that had it not been for Christianity fl'0 
would not have had either in its present conditio9' 
and that what is wrong with both is not the absence 
but the presence of the belief in God.

To science the extract does a gross injustice, ft I:? 
true that science does not administer “ spirit99 
satisfaction,” in the supernatural sense ; but it f®*js 
to supply it simply because it does not believe in 1, 
or in any human need of it. Its fundament9 
teaching is that man is only the highest and noble8“ 
of the animals, differing from the rest, not in natnre> 
but merely in degrees; that his belief in supernatnr9 
beings and forces marks at once the brilliancy of b>9 
imagination and the depth of his ignorance; 
that in proportion as his knowledge increases to 
number of his superstitions diminishes and his p°c.’ 
look upon life becomes more reasonable and practic9 ' 
But it is monstrously false to declare that the ooff 
revelation of science “ is of its own powerlessness t 
help us.” As a matter of fact science not oo J 
claims to be able to help us, but actually does beT 
us in most substantial ways. It has already sbo^ 
us the path of life, and it is rapidly discovering b° 
we may walk in it with both safety and delight. 9.0 
doctrine of evolution, which is the greatest of a . 
scientific discoveries, has, for the first time, assig?0, 
to man his true place in Nature, and is nowteacbb’1’ 
him how to occupy that place efficiently and pr 0 g 
ably. Evolution and supernatural religion baVj 
literally nothing in common, and they who accor 
wholehearted hospitality to the former usually 
their backs upon the latter. That is exactly bo 
Darwin himself acted. Science relieved him of_b 
religious faith. Beginning life as a deeply relig10 
man he ended it as a pure Agnostic. No one ca
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onestly be a thoroughgoing evolutionist, in Darwin’s 
sense> and remain a believer in a God of infinite 
power and boundless love. Evolution politely bows 

deities out of existence, and shows how the belief 
'a them arose, in primitive times, as the outcome of 
adopting unenlightened and false interpretations of 
Coolly natural phenomena.

k0. belief in God and immortality originated in 
oe childhood of the race. The same belief originates 
o-fiay in the childhood of individuals, and those 
no do not acquire it in the days of their youth go 

«rough life without it. There are thousands of 
nits in Great Britain to-day who have never 

Possessed it. The spiritual instinct so confidently 
Poken of by “ J. B.” as a real possession of the race 
ney have never felt or known for a single moment. 

6 sense of God is not an instinct, but an acquire- 
ent ; not a necessity of our nature, but an 

^crescent appendage due to a long process of formal 
struction, which can only be cut off with the 
arpened knife of reason. What is needed is, not 
religious revival, for which “ J. B.” is so ardently 

acquisition °f knowledge, together 
h the development and application of that prac- 
al wisdom which without knowledge is impossible.

J. T. L l o y d .

An Echo of the Past.
In y°«r kind reference to me lately you said my 
% * * *  went back to the days of Charles Southwell. 
att8’ *s r̂ue’ When I was a boy his lectures 
the^0^  cr0W(Ied audiences, and in those days

6was plentyof Christian opposition,and his sharp, 
y tongue doubtless made him many enemies. He 

Iq St?rreste  ̂ in Bristol and charged with blasphemy, 
bp]- ae c.0QrBe °f b*8 evidence he was asked if he 
pro10Ve|I in God? He replied “ No.” That answer 
6a CiUrê  him twelve months’ imprisonment in Bristol 
B 0 ' , Ft0 well knew the risk he ran, but he gave an b0je s t  repiy .
jk  ft0re was an old gentleman by the name of 
S]jj0tDas Whiting (a retired ironmonger) that wor- 
^as i ^ r' S°Qthwell, and although his residence 
hot <p '°Û ŵo miies from the Gaol, he took him a
Pra r — ovury «ay ior one oweive monons. a  very 

lil 1C\w ° 8h°wing his friendly feeling, 
f Whiting had been a soldier in his young days, 

stro °Ught at the battle of Waterloo. As he was a 
tua nS Secularist, it was very galling to him to be 
tajji 060 church every Sunday, as he preferred 
nat £ I°ng walks in the country, and studying 
bis 01 Therefore he made a respectful protest to 
eX9 00tntnanding officer, and asked to be kindly 

pted from church attendance, 
intoi18 WaS ref>ar(Ied a8 a dreadful offence. In those 
a uj and ignorant days a soldier was considered 
and a 1Qe> never think, but simply obey orders ; 
le8a ,, ̂ an that objected to go to church was nothing 
tbatijaDan ou^ aw • The officer was so surprised
lltlgton. sent an account of it to the Duke of Wel-

“ Thn ra « 8. 6 r̂°n Duke”  was a severe martinet, and had 
Seot an<̂  easy method ” with malcontents. He 
brutal 6rs bhat Whiting was to be flogged, and this 
boro , Sentence was actually carried out, and Whiting 
beard v  scars on bis back until his death. I have 

I r ltn sP9ak of it various times, 
and Mr3 w^-6r wb0n tbe Duke of Wellington died, 
I should irking exclaimed fiercely, “ I always hoped 
Q)ay bo lve see the old villain out ”—and he

I kne^L-188̂  0̂r ^ '8 resen m̂eub-
a Very aitn ôr many years, and always found him 
hearted’00̂  man>—thoughtful, intelligent, and kind- 
b̂at Ch’ .a . °egh he was flogged to make him know 

ristianity was a religion of love.
W. H. MORRISH.

What is n0 genae mnst be nonsense.-

Acid Drops.

England is a Christian country. We have an Established 
Church with some thirty thousand parsons, and what are 
called Free Churches with some twenty thousand more. 
Religious teaching is given in nearly all our elementary 
schools, and Catholics, Anglicans, and Nonconformists fight 
to keep it there. Morality without religion is declared to be 
pernicious or impossible, and Secular Education is declared 
to be the highway to hell. And what is the result of all 
this religion ? It is generally admitted that in many 
respects we have about the lowest population in the whole 
civilised world. They drink and gamble, they are brutally 
behaved, and any silliness tickles them into applause. In 
spite of all the Christian talk about “  peace,”  the average 
Englishman is the worst Jingo in Europe. Any twopenny- 
halfpenny song with “  soldiers and sailors ”  in it throws him 
into a patriotic ecstasy. Quite recently the papers gravely 
announced that a new Territorial song was to be introduced 
by Miss Somebody at the Adelphi Theatre. They thought 
it necessary to give the names of the writer of the words 
and the composer of the music. After all this apparatus of 
publicity, it was comical from one point of view, and sick
ening from another, to read what was evidently considered 
the finest verse of this patriotic ditty. Here it is :—

“  They’ll do what they’re wanted to,
For they’re built for work, not show,
And when called to fight or die,
They will give us cause to cry :
‘ Gallant Teddy Boys, bravo 1 ’ ”

We say nothing about the substance of this doggerel. But 
just look at its form. Why, its mean stupidity of expres
sion is beyond the range of criticism. A shrug of the 
shoulders is the only possible comment. It is only a modern 
Christian nation that could tolerate such despicable stuff. 
No student of antiquity could possibly imagine Greeks or 
Romans cheering this Adelphi ditty. Even the Jews, who 
put so much savagery into their warlike psalms, were in
capable of sinking so low as this. Their savagery was 
savage ; it was not merely idiotic; and thus it could inspire 
literature. We have had Christianity in England for ever 
so many hundreds of years, and this “ Territorial ”  song is 
what it has brought us to.

The Imperial Sunday Alliance is the grandiose name of a 
new organisation started by those three great friends of the 
people, the (Anglican) Archbishop of Canterbury, the 
(Catholic) Archbishop of Westminster, and the (Noncon
formist) President of the Free Church Council. Davidson, 
Bourne, and Lidgett are to be trusted when they talk of 
“  liberty ”  as the Devil is when he goes about selling holy 
water. They yearn over the “  industrial workers in every 
department of labor ” and long to help them. But how ? 
By securing a better observance of “  the Lord’s Day, com
monly called Sunday.” We all know what these gentlemen 
mean by a better observance of the Lord’s Day. They want 
to rob Sunday of every secular attraction. They want to 
make it the Lord’s Day indeed. And the Lord’s Day simply 
means their day. Every sensible person knows what they 
are after,— and also what to expect from the first subscribers 
to this Alliance, such as Lord Kinnaird, Canon Ottley, and 
the Duke of Norfolk.

“  Rest and worship ” is what these clerical gentlemen 
desire to promote on Sunday. As for “ rest,”  let them 
make a start themselves on that day; and as for “  worship,” 
let them leave every man and woman to do his own share 
of it in his or her own way. “  Rest ” can better be looked 
after by the Trade Unions than by the Clerical Unions. 
And no doubt they know it. What they are really after is 
the “ worship.”

The Puritan Sunday in New England was the pattern 
which many clericals would copy in Old England if they 
could. Mrs. Earle, in her Sabbath in Puritan New England, 
gives some pretty illustrations of those good old times. In 
1670, two lovers, John Lewis and Sarah Chapman, were 
tried for sitting together on the Lord’s Day under an apple 
tree. Jonathan and Susannah Smith were each fined five 
shillings for smiling on the Lord’s Day during service. 
Captain Kemble, of Boston, in 1656, was put in the stocks 
for two hours for his “ lewd and unseemly behavior.”  He 
had just returned home after an absence of three years, and 
he kissed his wife on the doorstep of his house—forgetting 
it was the Holy Sabbath.

Professor J. H. Muirhead writes in the current issue of 
the Hibbert Journal on the recent International Moral Educa
tion Congress. He points out, as was indicated in these 
columns at the time, that the presence on the platform of the
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Hon. Edward Lyttleton, Dr. Gow, Father Maher, Father Smith, 
etc., “  seemed sufficient guarantee that the discussion would 
move within the limits of orthodoxy ”  Had the chairman 
had his way, the discussion would have been confined 
within these lim its; but, as Mr. Muirhead says, somewhat 
contemptuously, men had not come from the universities of 
France, Germany, and Japan “  to discuss the moral efficacy 
of the reading of the Greek Testament as a substitute for 
systematic religious and moral instruction.” The caustic 
character of the comment is quite justifiable; but it was 
humiliating to some delegates to feel that, with one excep
tion, the only people who saved the Congress being converted 
into a howling farce, or an organised parade of British 
hypocrisy, were the foreign visitors. Unfortunately, as these 
addresses were delivered in either French or German, their 
value was lost to many in the gathering. One thing was 
clear; and this was that when the promoters of the Con
gress arranged for so liberal a display of religious profes
sionalism, even putting a clergyman in the chair, it paved 
the way for disaster. And if future Congresses are not to 
be more of a fiasco than the last—at least upon this aspect 
of the question— some very different arrangements will 
have to be made. Meanwhile we trust that the bold 
speeches of the foreign visitors will induce Professor 
Muirhead himself to take up a more definite attitude on the 
subject than he has thought fit to do up to the present. 
One must either eliminate supernaturalism from our educa
tional system or retain it. Any attempt to harmonise it 
with the scientific view of things is to try to achieve the 
impossible and to enact the absurd.

Mrs. Carrie Nation thinks the English clergy ought to 
lend her their pulpits. She tells an interviewer that she 
has not been defeated in England. “  If I have been 
defeated,” she adds, “  it has been by the Devil, and by his 
servants, the clergy of your country.” Carrie soon sizes 
them up.

King Edward has sent ¡£100 to the Salvation Army. Fie 
has also sent £100 to the Church Army. This prevents 
jealousy. King Edward understands them—to that extent.

It has been said that women have no sense of humor. 
This is not true—for one recollects Jane Austen and George 
Eliot. But it would be better if women had a keener sense 
of humor on certain occasions. The more serious a thing is 
the more we should be on our guard against being too 
serious. From the sublime to the ridiculous is only a step. 
And ridicule kills. Mrs. Fawcett and Lady Frances Balfour 
ought not to have issued that strange appeal on behalf of 
the National Union of Women’s Suffrage Societies. “  We 
invite all Suffragists,”  they said in a letter to the London 
press, “  to attend afternoon service in Westminster Abbey 
on Monday, February 15, the day before the opening of 
Parliament, in order to make that service in effect one of 
intercession for the furtherance of our cause during the 
present Session of Parliament.” Had this call to prayer 
been issued by Tariff Reformers or Free Traders everybody 
would have laughed. When it issued by ladies we are all 
supposed to keep our faces. But the ladies might recollect 
that we are free to smile inwardly. They might even be 
asked whether they are playing the game fairly. Is it a 
square deal to bring supernatural allies into a political 
struggle ? And suppose “  the Lord ”  turns out to be against 
female suffrage. Won’t they be sorry then that they called 
his attention to the subject ?

Mr. W. T. Stead is a very clever man, but his wits seem 
to desert him the moment he thinks of “  the beyond.”  He 
has had a “  test conditions ”  performance at his house by 
Mr. and Mrs. Tomson, who have been appearing twice a 
day at the Hippodrome. The lady does the old cabinet 
trick, but apparently with some improvements. She goes 
into a cabinet, which contains nothing, after being searched 
to see that she contains nothing— at least these were the 
written conditions at Mr. Stead’s, and when in the empty 
cabinet she produces lots of flowers and ferns, besides 
various "figures” all dressed in white. These “ figures” 
made a great impression on Mr. Stead, and he appears to 
have recognised one of them as his dead son ; which is 
pathetic, but not convincing. Sir Oliver Lodge, who assisted 
at the “  test conditions ” performance at Mr. Stead’s, and 
who has a large stock of the “  will to believe,” is quite 
unable to see anything supernatural in it. He is utterly 
unable to explain how the phenomena were brought about, 
but he is “  quite decisive that there is nothing whatever 
about the phenomena to justify him in attributing them to 
a supernormal cause.” Two other gentlemen who were 
present “  are equally convinced that the whole thing was a 
product of very clever trickery.”  But this view does not

satisfy Mr. Stead. His imagination caught a glimpse of 
“  my own son ”  and his intellect danced after it. Foil® 
tou t! as the French say.

We wish Mr. Stead had more of the practical sense of 
Dr. Johnson. The old lexicographer was superstitious 
enough in a certain way, but the objects of it had to be at a 
distance, and thus to make a draft upon his simple “ faith- 
When it came to close quarters he was perfectly sensible- 
“  Suppose,”  he said, “ I know a man to bo so lame that he 
is absolutely incapable to move himself, and I find him m a 
different room from that in which I left him, shall I puzzle 
myself with idle conjectures, that perhaps his nerves hy 
some unknown chango all at once become effective ? No, 
sir, it is clear how he got into a different room—he was 
carried." And the Tomson flowers and figures were 
carried. We may not be able to tell how, but we are not to 
assume supernatural influences simply because we cannot 
see through clever conjuring.

Sir Oliver Lodge has since written to the press on his own 
account about that performance at Mr. Stead's. In hi* 
letter to the Daily Chronicle (Feb. 12) he says that from Mr- 
Stead’s “  statement it might appear as if I agreed that there 
was some mystery about it. This I wish to deny.” 
think it well to give our readers an opportunity of preserving1 
this important part of Sir Oliver Lodge’s “  report ”  on this 
matter:—

“ As regards my own opinion on the subject, I regard tbe 
affair as a performance, in which some flimsy and compressible 
white drapery and some flowers are ingeniously conceal«“ 
until the time comes for producing them. I conjecture that 
the flowers may have been, at some early stage of the sitting- 
deposited under the chair ; while the drapery was employ'“ 
in ingenious and effective fashion. The flowers were then 
bestowed on the company, and the drapery once more con
cealed.

I am not prepared to say exactly how the drapery or the 
flowers were concealed, prepaiatory to their introduction an“ 
partial removal—though I have an idea as to the method" 
but to my mind there was no evidence of anything of a sup«1' 
normal character. I did not indeed hear such a claim made by 
either of the entertainers ; I prefer to assume that their desir« 
is to show how much can be accomplished by normal means- 
If the exhibition of any supernormal power is claimed, then 
I strongly repudiate the idea. Oliver Lodoe.’’

Whoso sups with the Devil must have a long spoon. And 
whoso enters into an “ investigation ”  with a blind believe* 
must be on his guard every minute.

Rev. Archibald Brown, of Spurgeon’s Tabernaclo, declares 
that “ the Lord is able to mako the man who is over forty a 
splendid witness to the saving power of his grace.”  Sine® 
Mr. Brown has undertaken to speak for the Lord, perbap3 
he will be good enough to inform us why the Lord so seldoin 
puts his ability into practice. The reverend gentleman m38* 
know, as well as we do, that conversion at and after forty a*0 
almost literally unknown.

Rev. Charles Brown, President of the Baptist Union, in a 
published sermon on “ Christ Hindered,” animadverts °a 
unbeliof in such an ignorant, bigoted, and insulting fashion' 
that unbelievers who read his words cannot refrain fro*0 
despising him. He charges them with having “  shut op 
their minds ” against the truth, which only shows tba* 
this man of God has “ shut up his mind ” against unde*' 
standing their position.

“  Every night of my life I have prayed for the death
that ------, but God don’t love me.”  This elegant piety 10
taken from a recent Central Criminal Court case. It catt>® 
from the mouth of a person mentioned by a witness. Wbac 
a touching belief in the efficacy of prayer 1 What a tribut® 
to the influence of religion on morality 1

“  It has sometimes,” says Sir Robert Perks, M.P., “ bo®0 
the lot of the Christian Church to lead the way in ne^ 
fields of national enterprise and duty before politicians an“ 
statesmen recognised the obligations of the State. It 
so in elementary education. It was so in connection wi^ 
factory legislation and the slave trade. It seems to be tb0 
case to-day in emigration.” Presumably Sir Robert Perb3 
means by the above that the Christian Church has educate13 
the people in the reforms indicated. If this is so, it is a ve*? 
long way wide of the truth. To begin with, education, l*1*0 
most other things, suffered in the transition from Pagan t0 
Christian rule. The widespread schools of the Roma° 
Empire were almost quite obliterated; and, when n0<i 
schools were established, it was more often at the instil,9 
tion of the secular rulers—such as Charlemagne— than W 
the efforts of the Christian Church. In modern tin300 
popular education owed its rise to eighteenth-century F106
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inkers and to the influence of the French Revolution, 
»fortunately, in England it fell under the influence of 
nstian sects, who used it in their religious warfare and 

as sowed the seeds of the evils of the last forty years, 
ith slavery, too, far from educating the public, Christians, 

hi t  k® sa-nction of their churches, actually instituted the 
^ a0a. slave trade. And it was Thomas Paine who, in 

Werica, penned the first public words against slavery, 
lie Freetliought France set the first example of a Euro- 

Peau state liberating its slaves. On the other side there 
ere Bible texts and organised opposition from the Chris- 

“ an Church.

So far as evils of the factory system are concerned, it is 
Sain enough to point out that this system originated with 

tistians, and without any sort of a protest from the 
h ,U5C. ea- Outside opinion did, it is true, lead politicians ; 
to th *S na*ure tiling8 that this should bo so. As
to *n6 ?k urehes, however, these were much too busy seeing 

be imprisonment of men like Richard Carlile, and the 
trtC1’ at’°n of filthy libels concerning Thomas Paine, to 

°uble about so insignificant a matter as the murder of 
Jl Ung children in Christian-owned factories. As to ernigra- 
q n, it may be seriously questioned whether the best use a 
tof ' y  can make of the pick of its laboring population is 
c . r.aD8port it. Transportation was once the reward of 
re n'nality' an<̂  80 âr as ** seryc3 to deplete the country of 
faQ ny criminal characters it did a certain amount of good, 
D w<rver unpleasant the result may have been for other 
a e,_ But an organised plan which picks out the best, 
tfa . blilises independence and industry as a means of getting 
the'1 P°ss.essor8 out of the country, while leaving at home 
toi° ,rolatively unfit, and leaving also the conditions un- 
Wa° * *  that produced this last class, is simply paving the 
Chu l §r.ea*‘er trouble in the future. The interest of the 
B i rches in emigration is very largely duo to the semi-con- 
Ve ,na Perception that the preservation of certain types secures 
^  ,ef! mterests from attack, and satisfies the social demand 
Pat' • ^Burches shall justify their existence by partici- 

Dg m a showy but ultimately useless plan of operations.

ora 6i *̂Ve an^ learn- Darwin, says the Christian World 
8ood.U t y’ was’ " *n bi® way,” a “ prophet of God, and it is 
litn't l • know that God now, as in ancient days, does not 

bis choice of prophets to a limited ecclesiastical caste.” 
one f n?* know whether God selected Charles Darwin as 
case °* prophets or not ; but, assuming this to be the 

ÿioice is one the wisdom of which is very qnes- 
tnrin For no other single man of the nineteenth cen-
¿faj so much to disturb and destroy the belief in God as 
niv f • aulbor of the Origin o f Species. “  Save me from 
hoo tIen^s ” is an expression that should be as familiar in 
eaven as it is on earth.

s®nfl ^  b° an English Church Pageant in June, repre- 
bot h 8 bistory of Christianity in this country. We have 
and een a?boil to suggest any of the scenes for the Pageant, 
t,ifa without asking someone of our turn of mind to con- 
Waip C' ®bow is certain to be incomplete. Still, without 
aSk *°r an imitation—for it is churlish to wait to be 
A V<1 ln order to do good—we offer one or two suggestions, 
on h y e®ective tableau, for instance, might be worked up 
sbow'° subj°ot of witchcraft. Figures could bo prepared 
sent r® vari°us methods of finding a witch, with repre- 
to d' tlona of holy men of God running pins into nude women 
de(. Sc°ver the Devil’s mark, or drowning them in rivers to 
in« ti*111110 ^be degree of their intimacy with Satan, or burn- 
^ho! *bo stake when their guilt was established, the
to jj6 beaded with the text, 11 Thou slialt not suffer a witch 
oars V r "  ^  procession of men and women with cropped 
liojfa Bl,t noses and tongues, branded foreheads, and maimed 
tiVg ab for religious offences— would likewise be instruc
tion ^ Procession of individuals representing the men and 
at,0u?b wij° ijave been imprisoned for speaking the truth 
bow • Christianity would also have its uses. And think 

rv,„ . woni3  be a procession consisting of the
representatives of each of the Christian sects in 

8u„ au? ’  We do not believe for a moment that these 
but «bons will be acted upon by the Pageant Committee, 
p ie to 'b on t the introduction of scenes of this kind the 
ibconjj reProsentation of English Christianity will be very

Clj *
^hen'S*i'an‘*'y’ s about the worst imposture in the world, 
ate ¿b°Ver Ibere is a good idea in its teachings the Christians 
teacfa:° Very last peoplo to practise it, while all its bad 
" l0VeDgS aro carried out most punctually. Jesus said 
n°t s y°Ur enemies ”  and “ thou shalt forgive thy brother, 
are n ^en times, but seventy times seven.” These maxims 
Anq finite practicable, but they err on the better side. 

° w do the Christians observe them ? Here is a fair

case in point. A poor devil named Robert Driscoll was 
charged before Sheriff Davidson at Glasgow with stealing 
7}d. from a shop. It appears that the man was driven 
desperate by want of employment and the hunger of his 
wife and children. He admitted that he had done wrong 
and promised not to repeat the offence. But the Sheriff—  
no doubt a good Christian— was not to be mollified. He 
said that the sum stolen was small, but the crime was very 
serious, and the sentence would be three months’ imprison
ment. The humbug of this religion 1

The Rev. Principal Forsyth is about to deliver the Con
gregational Lecture on “  The Person of Christ.”  It is 
expected that the lecture will cover a period of six weeks. 
How wonderfully long-winded public speakers can be when 
treating of subjects concerning which they know absolutely 
nothing.

Mr. Runciman has been addressing a meeting of his 
constituents at Ravensthorpe and professing his unutterable 
hatred of Secular Education. We have not the slightest 
doubt, however, that the moment Secular Education is 
inevitable he will accept it with a very good grace. That is 
the way of politicians. Meanwhile, we may note Mr. Runci- 
man’s admission that “ of all the thankless tasks that any 
man could undertake, that of trying to get religious people 
to agree with one another seemed to be the greatest.”  Mr. 
Runciman ought to have the sagacity to perceive that this 
very fact makes Secular Education the “  only way ”  out of 
the difficulty.

Now let us hear Mr. Runciman in his “  Ercles ”  vein :—•
“ The compromise having failed, it was now asserted that 

the secular system was the only solution of the problem ; 
but it was not stated what was meant by secular education. 
He thought that a system which obliterated all religious and 
Scriptural influence would not be tolerated by the English 
people, and he, personally, would never be a party to exclu
ding the Bible from the schools. However a secular solution 
was viewed, it did not advance the position an inch, and it 
would handicap the teacher. A Government that attempted, 
by a secular solution or otherwise, to turn the Bible out of 
our schools would deserve a first-rate thrashing at the polls.”

Mr. Runciman is reported to be very “ clever,”  but clever
ness is not wisdom. He made a bigger mess of his Bill than 
any of his Liberal predecessors in the Education office. 
Even now he cannot remember that he is a responsible 
minister. He only recollects that he is a Nonconformist. It 
is a pity he does not also bear in mind that the proper place 
for a man who only recollects that he is a Nonconformist is 
the pulpit and not the Houso of Commons.

Two hardened criminals were guillotined lately at Albi in 
France. “  Both the condemned men,” we read, “  heard 
Mass, drank some rum, and smoked cigarettes.” Three 
forms of intoxication—alcohol, tobacco, and religion.

Rev. R. J. Campbell is getting like Voltaire’s Habbakuk—■ 
capable de tout—capable of anything. The Now Theology 
is pure sentimentalism. There is not as much logic in it as 
would satisfy a school-girl on any other subject. It is not 
surprising, therefore, that the oracle of the City Temple 
falls deeper and deeper into the sentimental morass. He 
has lately been telling a meeting of women that wives ought 
to be paid wages. He didn’t say who was to pay them, or 
where the cash was to come from ; but these are frivolous 
details to your ardent Christian reformer. Just fancy 
working men, earning from a pound to two pounds a week, 
paying their wives wages 1 Mr. Campbell is an upper 
middle-class man himself, with a large income, and it would 
be easy for him to do a bit of economical hocus-pocus and 
say to his wife, “ My dear, there’s a hundred year ; that’s 
your separate wages, to do as you please with, for tho labor 
of presiding over this household.” He doesn’t understand 
the conditions of working-class households. The great 
majority of married working-men take their wages home 
and their wives do all the spending; in many cases the 
wives give the husbands back a little pocket-money accord
ing to circumstances. In all decent working-class house
holds tho husband gets no more wages than the wife. The 
wages he earns by his work outside aro spent inside, on the 
family, and both father and mother have to scrutinise every 
penny of expenditure. When we come to tho upper class 
the case is somewhat different. There is more money to be 
spent, and Mr. Campbell says that the woman should enjoy 
her share of the family income. Poor m an! Ho doesn’t 
know what he is talking about. As incomes rise higher and 
higher the woman becomes the chief expense. Heaps of 
men do very little more with their money than mind it. 
Three-fourths of the expenditure in three-fourths of all the 
households in this country with more than £200 a year is



120 THE FREETHINKER February 21, 1909

expenditure by or on the women folk. We are not com
plaining of this ; we merely state it as a fact; and the fact 
throws a ’peculiar light on Mr. Campbell's latest “  Christian 
Socialism ”  nostrum. Finally, the reverend gentleman’s 
proposal, instead of elevating the wife, would degrade her. 
It would turn her into a hired woman, and her husband into 
her employer. We are glad to think that common sense 
and common human affection enable the vast majority of 
fathers and mothers to do better than that—without Mr. 
Campbell’s assistance. Why on earth doesn’t he stick to 
what he understands, or to what (like Divine Immanence) 
doesn’t matter whether he understands it or not ?

Mr. Campbell has been telling his City Temple congrega
tion that “ the Old Testament account of the taking of 
Jericho is substantially correct.” He says that the excava
tions have revealed the walls of Jericho, so it had walls; 
and there were houses on the walls, so Mrs. Rahab lived in 
one. Argal the story in Joshua is historical. It reminds us 
of the American gentleman who visited Mount Ararat and 
picked up a stone there. When he returned home, and took 
his Bible-class again, he placed that stone on a table, and let 
all the scholars pass before it, so that they might look at it 
and remember it for the rest of their lives. “  My dear 
children,”  he said to them, “  whenever you hear infidels 
deny the truth of that beautiful story of the Flood, you can 
tell them that you know it is true, for you have seen a stone 
brought from the very spot.”

Joshua was one of the bloodiest cut-throats in human 
annals. Mr. Campbell puts in a plea for him, however; we 
must judge him by the times in which he lived, he was 
working his way for righteousness, on the whole it was a 
good thing that he lived and fought — and butchered. 
“  Joshua and his savage hosts,” Mr. Campbell says, “  were 
a loftier type than the society they destroyed.” How does 
he know that ? We defy him to produce a scrap of real 
evidence in support of this statement. The only testimony 
he has to the wickedness of the victims is the word of their 
butchers.

Christian Socialists are going it. Mr. Philip Snowden 
writes the political page for the front of the Campbellite 
weekly, and we presume he is duly paid for his journalism. 
And this is how he buttered his patrons last week. “  The 
young men and women with religious instincts who have 
been trained in church work,” he Baid, “  I have always 
found to be the very salt of the active Socialist movement.” 
They aro the salt. The rest would stink without them. 
Such is Christian humility! But it was always a funny 
thing. Jesus himself said to his disciples, “  Ye are the salt 
of the earth,”  and we daresay they swallowed the compli
ment with a fatuous smile of appreciation.

“ What you need is deepening.”  Thus spake the Rev. 
John Hunter, D.D, He was addressing Christians. We 
agree with him.

It must not be supposed that we note all the men of God 
who die and leave fortunes. We merely note one now and 
then as the fit takes us. Having said that, we note that the 
Rev. Charles Pratt, of the Elms, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Herts, 
left £49,516. As he died at the age of 89 he kept out of 
heaven as long as he could. Not that we commit ourselves 
to the theory that he has gone to heaven. If there be any 
truth in the Gospels he has gone to “  the other place.”

Christian teachers have just been advocating the temper
ance pledge of total abstinence. They dwelt impressively 
upon its numerous benefits, but not one of them seemed to 
be aware that such a pledge is condemned in the Bible. 
The apostle Paul found serious fault with the Colossians 
(Col. ii. ‘20, 21) because they subjected themselves to such 
“ ordinances ”  as “  Handle not, nor taste, nor touch.” New 
Theologians often find it convenient to ignore the great 
Paul ; but as the Old Theologians swear by him as an 
infallible guide, their advocacy of the teetotal pledge is an 
act of inexcusable disloyalty to him, and Burely a grievous 
sin against God.

Tho Rev. Dr. Campbell Morgan, and the Rev. R. J. Camp
bell aro professional men of God, though they seriously dis
agree as to the nature and character of their Master. A 
writer in the Christian Commonwealth tells us that the Lord 
failed to convert him through the preaching of the former, 
but succeeded in doing so, after an interval of two years, 
with a sermon by the latter. This fact is tendered as a 
valuable testimonial to the New Theology.

Rev. J. Morgan Jones, of Aberdare, a prominent New 
Theologian, is of opinion that the majority of the educated 
youth of Wales, who are declared to have turned their backs 
upon the chapels and denied the religion in which they were 
nurtured, have in reality only repudiated the Old Theology 
which is dominant in nearly all the chapels. This may be 
true in a few instances, but we believe that, on further 
inquiry, Mr. Jones will discover that, in the overwhelming 
majority of cases, the unbelief acquired at the colleges is m 
reference to theology as such, and not to any particular form 
of it. Scientific knowledge discourages all supernatural 
beliefs, because the supernatural itself is scientifically non
existent. What will doubtless prove true of Wales is that 
Freethought, having once entered within her borders, will 
permeate her all the more quickly in consequence of her 
having lain so long under the heels of the sternest and rigidest 
of orthodoxies.

The Rev. J. Morgan Gibbon is an exceptionally clever man. 
He has discovered that St. Paul was a Darwinian. Then the 
great apostle must have been poking fun at his readers when 
he described the fall in Eden and the subsequent introduc
tion of death into the world, and when he spoke of the 
appearance of the Ideal Man in the middle of the evolu
tionary process. Or perhaps it was Mr. Gibbon who was 
enjoying a joke at the expense of his Memorial Hall audi
ence.

There still lives in one of the Southern States of America 
a distinguished Presbyterian minister who continues 
maintain that slavery is a Divine irstitution, and who con
demns the emancipation of the slaves by Lincoln as one ot 
the most gigantic mistakes in history. He speaks in the 
name, and by the authority of, God. And, judged by the 
Bible, he is undoubtedly right.

A Daily News reviewer, eulogising Julius Caesar, and j astly 
enough in our opinion, said that “  He forgave his enemies nj 
an age when forgiveness was unknown.”  The first half oI 
this sentence is true. Caesar was a man of astonishing 
magnanimity. But the second half of the sentence is false- 
Forgiveness was as well known, as well understood, and 
well practised, under Paganism as it was under Christianity- 
The opposite view is a partisan impertinence of Christian 
apology. ____

Mr. Rhondda Williams says that the watchword of tb® 
New Theology should be “ reality ’ ’; but surely Mr. William® 
must know that no theology, old or new, can be real. * 
best, as well as at worst, theology is a department of meta
physics, and deals with shadows, fancies, bpyotheses, dream- 
images, but never with realities. That is why it is decay1®» 
in this scientific age.

Whitefield’s Tabernacle is run by people who understand 
the art of advertising. All sorts of more or less “  distin
guished ” men and women are invited to speak there on a‘ 
sorts of more or less “ catching ” subjects. Last Sunday 
they had Mr. H. B. Irving, the actor, there to speak °® 
Abraham Lincoln. What particular qualification he has f°* 
speaking on this subject is not very obvious. Perhaps 1 
was enough that Abraham Lincoln was an American, an 
Mr. H. B. Irving has visited America. Perhaps it iyaS 
because Lincoln was killed by a mad actor, and Mr. Irvin» 
was an actor, if not mad. Anyhow, the actor paid b|S 
centenary tribute to the great President, and one thing b® 
said, as reported in the Daily Chronicle, may interest som® 
of our readers. “ Lincoln,” he said, “ did not believe in any 
creed, he did not belong to any particular form of religf°D’ 
but he was a deeply religious man. He was religious a9 
Shakespeare was religious. He did not believe in etern* 
punishment, he never joined any particular church, but b® 
felt profoundly the consciousness of that ‘ something wbi®® 
makes for righteousness.’ ”  We prefer to assume that 
Irving was trying to make Lincoln's want of “  relig10® 
palatable to the audience he was addressing. Lincoln ^ a9 
certainly not a Christian, though there does not appear to b® 
evidence enough to decide whether he was or was not a° 
unbeliever in God. For our part, we are quite pleased t0 
let tho matter stand that “  he was religious as Shakespe*10 
was religious.” For we know what Shakespeare was.

Rev. Arthur Gilbert Girdlestone, vicar of All Saiof ' 
Brixton, left £14,820. Not bad, for a preacher of “  Bless®0 
be ye poor.”

Sir Edward Wills has made what a London Liberal paPe* 
calls a “ splendid gift to Bristol." It turns out to be 
cheque for £15,000 to clear off the debt on the Bishop’s Pa*â  
How on earth is this a gift to Bristol ? Especially to 1 
shivering poor in that city this cold February.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements

Sunday, February 21, Secular Hall, Brunswick-street, Glasgow: 
at 12 H on), “ The Star of Christ in the Night of Faith at 
6’30> “  The Other Side of Death.”

February 28, Birmingham.
March 7 and 14, Queen’s Hall, London ; 21, Woolwich.

To Correspondents.

W. B anner.—Glad you have “  derived a great deal of benefit 
from the Freethinker.”

N. L e v e y . — Glad to hear the news, though too full to notice it 
this week.

W. P. B a l l .—Many thanks for cuttings.
T. T helwall hopes all Freethinkers will assist our fight against 

the Camberwell bigots.
H. T ucker.—Your good wishes are appreciated.
W. P almer.—Glad to have a veteran’s appreciation.
“ Nottingham.” —It arrived all right through Miss Yance. We 

are very sorry for the oversight. Much sorrier to hear that 
the cold weather has been so bad for your health.

H. Graham subscribes to the President’s Fund “ as a thank- 
offering for the peace of mind attained by reading the Free
thinker and, through it, kindred works.”

A. J. Y o u n g .—“ Keeping the flag flying”  is the great thing. 
Glad of your help.

^ W^vHEi,' s L ecture E ngagements.—241 High-road, Leyton.— 
ebruary 21, North London; March 7, Woolwich.

L loyd’ s L ecture E ngagements.—February 21, Wood 
“ reen ; 28, Glasgow. March 7, Manchester ; 14, Woolwich.

The President’ s H onorarium F und : Annual Subscriptions.— 
reviously acknowldeged, £110 16s. 6d. Received since.— 

J. May, 10s. Gd. ; J. E. T., 5s.; H. Wvllie. £1; John 
oumner (2nd sub ), 10s. Gd.; C. H. Wren, 5s.; P. M. Brown, 
a- Gd.; Kimberleyite, 5s.; Dr. A. J. Young, £2 2s. ; H. 

waham, 10s.; “ Nottingham,”  £3 ; T. Thelwall, 10s.; G. D., 
s. Gd.; Reginald C. Kempe £1 ; W. Banner, 2s.; F. H, O., 
a- Gd.; J. (j. Dobson, 5s.; H. Tucker, 10s.; W. Palmer, 2s. Gd.

• R oberts.— We hope the Co-operative Society will not be so 
'goted as to exclude the Freethinker at the behest of a few 

orthodox fanatics. Thanks.
■ Smith.—A good suggestion, but more difficult than you fancv 
to carry out.

^Mc\ ie .—May note it next week. Thanks.
’ Newet.—Pleased to hear Wolverhampton is more liberal.
• J. May writes : “  It is exhilarating to know that there is at 
ĉast one man on the Anti-Christian side who invariably shows 

bold front. I discovered the Freethinker just over a year 
go, and have read it regularly ever since. I have never met 
paper that I so thoroughly enjoy.

G- informs us that St. Pancras Borough Council excludes 
oth religious and anti-religious journals from its Free Library 

but r°°m' Certainly this “ works out fairly all round,” 
an r 8eema to us a paltry policy, after all. If the rule were 
PPlied to all controverted questions, there would be very few 

an?ter!,leIt on tlle reading-room tables. Suppressing all is not 4 te the same thing as tolerating all.
« T uprman.—You are in a rage about nothing. We never 

Wa man “ Jacob”  robbed and murdered because he
as an Anarchist. He appears to have been a vulgar thief 

^ and desperado.
com" M adman.—We quite agree with you in the main. The 
tio rnon'8arden English press will discuss every frivolous ques- 
rp.11 and ignore or damn all who discuss serious questions, 
cor Sa.me press may be the ruin of England yet. It is steadily 
Thru^ ‘nS her inhabitants in the interest of its own profits. 
our6 rea* "  r̂ee ”  Press °f England consists of a few papers like 

q own, which carry on an apostolate of ideas.
jj- Mr. Cohen has covered the general ground very ably in 

articles on Free Will. We shall deal specifically 
tak P°'nl3 y°u refer to before long. Meanwhile you may 
tentn • on whh. that the writer you mention is nine
w right and oqe-tenth wrong, and that in the one-tenth 

nS ho gives up all that is worth having to the enemy, and 
o that he has not fathomed the question to the bottom, and

Jo
Pcthapis never will, for want of a sufficient lead-line.

Ge,

- S umner writes ; “  I  am pleased to see you are again on the 
sin ât l' Please accept the enclosed towards building up the 

jj ewa °f war. More power to your arm 1”
frc,TEKLE'—"̂ h® argument from “  missing links ” is an argument 
tQ 111 Inect! ignorance, absolutely negative, and liable to be over- 

a*' any moment. It is not true, at least nowadays, to 
fou i a  ̂DO hnks between man and lower animals have yet been 
and a adv’se y°u to read Huxley’s Man's Place in Nature

■ Yveling’s Darwin Made Easy, both cheap books that would 
(jit .your pocket. Glad you so highly appreciated our Shore 

“  Town Hall lectures.
D ra deield .— A  good letter of yours in the Gloucestershire 

l0% We wish Freethinkers would make more use of the Press 
Eth^ can- Mr. Thomas’s lecture before the Cheltenham 
It r ■ Bociety 8eems have been very good and interesting, 
tij 8tninds us that when the Ethicists go backward for ‘ ‘ saints ” 
Y0iY ?enerally have to take Freethinkers. The statement that 
0pe aire “  recognised an Ethical Supreme ”  in the Deity is 
“ arth ° fiuaLfication. Voltaire’s Ode on the famous Lisbon 
donLt dUâ e 8hows the presence in his mind of very grave 

q j j  tS ttB to ”  6ood ”  °f the Deists.
Freoid RES “ hopes the full amount will be realised for the 
be q H 8 Honorarium Fund this year ”  and Bays “  it would 
ban« ^ Freethinkers gave their mite towards keeping the 

F. Ii er °̂  ‘ Down with Superstition ’ flying.”
■' Fiet us know if you get any answer.

T. M. B r o w n  says : “  I now realise that little progress can he 
made till superstition is dead and buried.”

R. J. H enderson.—Milder weather would be as acceptable to 
many as to yourself.

J. H. R epton.—The “  display ” you suggest would cost too much 
for our resources. We are going on with the protest meeting.

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

The N ational Secular Society's office is at 2 Newcastle-streeti 
Farringdon-street, E.C.

Be t t e r s  for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed 
to 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

Lecture N otices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon 
street, E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be 
inserted.

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

Orders for literature should be sent to the Manager of the 
Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C., 
and not to the Editor.

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

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

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

Sugar Plums.

Mr. Foote’s second audience at the Public Hall, St. 
Pancras Baths, Kentish Town, would have been a splendid 
one if he had been able to attend and lecture. Unfortunately 
he was too unwell to leave his bedroom, and a good many 
people who came_ to the meeting got to know that he was 
not lecturing before they could enter the hall, and a number 
of them went away. Even as it was, however, the audience 
was a fine one, and a considerable improvement on the pre
vious Sunday’s. MÍ3S Yance had arranged with Mr. A. B. 
Moss, at very Bhort notice, to take Mr. Foote’s place on the 
platform. Mr. Moss was in his very best form, and delivered 
an admirable lecture. He also ably replied to three critics 
afterwards, one of whom was a lady. Mr. Moss deserves 
warm thanks for taking the President’s place on the plat
form at such short notice, and congratulations on the fine 
manner in which he acquitted himself.

The following resolution was passed by the meeting on 
Sunday Dight at the close of Mr. Moss’s lecture: “  That this 
meeting of the Freethinkers of Ncrth London beg to convey 
to Mr. Foote their sympathy and regret at his indisposition, 
and hope that he will soon be restored to health to carry on 
his great work for the emancipation of mankind from the 
thraldom of superstition.”

Mr. Cohen delivers the third and last of this Kentish 
Town course of lectures this evening. He ought to have a 
large audience.

Queen’s (Minor) Hall has been engaged, under the auspices 
of the Secular Society, Ltd., for two special lectures by Mr. 
Foote on the first two Sunday evenings in March. A fuller 
announcement will appear in our next issue.

Before his evening lecture at Aberdare on Sunday 
February 7, Mr. J. T. Lloyd performed the interesting 
ceremony of “  naming ” Frank, Thomas Glyndwr, and 
Hypatia, children of Mr. and Mrs. George Garrett, and also
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Annie May, daughter of Mr. and Mrs. John Franklyn 
Garrett, all of Mountain Ash.

The next “ social ”  under the auspices of the N. S. S. 
Executive will be held at Anderton’s Hotel on Thursday 
evening, March 18. By that time the weather ought to be 
fairly favorable for a good gathering. London “ saints ” 
should make a note of the date.

The Annual Meeting of the Secular Education League will 
be held next Tuesday evening, February 23, at the New 
Reform Club, Adelphi-terrace, London, W.C. The chair will 
be tfiken promptly at 7.30. After the routine business 
addresses will be delivered by prominent members of the 
League. Mr. Foote will be present and he hopes the 
Secularist members of the League will help to make a good 
meeting. It must be understood, of course, that only those 
who have paid subscriptions will be entitled to attend.

It will be seen from the appeal to Nonconformists, printed 
on another page of this week’s Freethinker, that the Secular 
Education League is not at all idle. It is working along 
possible lines as they open up from time to time, and this is 
all it can do with its limited resources. Movements that 
have not a material interest behind them are always obliged 
tp move comparatively slowly, but the movement they do 
make, if slow, is sure ; which is the main thing, after all.

One of our esteemed American exchanges, the Searchlight, 
of Waco, Texas, reproduces Mr. Lloyd’s article on “ Watch
man, What of the Night?” from our columns. It also repro
duces Mr. Foote’s first article on the earthquake in Sicily. 
“  While thinking of this awful catastrophe,”  editor Shaw 
says, “  and wondering what I ought to say, the Freethinker 
of January 10 came, in which I found the following by its 
editor, Mr. G. W. Foote, and not believing myself capable of 
saying anything as good, I  havo concluded to pass it on to 
my readers as worthy of serious and thoughtful considera
tion.”  We believe editor Shaw puts too modest a valuation 
on himself. But that is not a common fault with editors.

Life and Opinions of Darwin.—Y.

(Continued from p. 108.)
Darw in ’s masterpiece, in the opinion of scientists, 
is the Origin of Species. But the Descent of Man is 
more important to the general public. As applied to 
other forms of life, Evolution is a profoundly inte
resting theory; as applied to man, it revolutionises 
philosophy, religion, and morals.

Tracing the development of animal organisms 
from the ascidian, Darwin passes along the line of 
fish, amphibians, reptiles, birds, marsupials, mammals, 
and finally to the simians. “  The Simiadio then 
branched off,” he says, “ into two great stems, the 
New World and the Old World monkeys ; and from 
the latter, at a remote period, Man, the wonder and 
glory of the Universe, proceeded.”

Notwithstanding that some specimens of the 
“ wonder and glory of the universe ” cannot count 
above the number of the fingers of one hand, while 
some of them live in a shocking state of bestiality, 
Darwin’s deliverance on the origin of man was 
greeted with a storm of execration. “ Fancy,” it 
was exclaimed, “ fancy recognising the monkey as 
our first cousin, and the lower animals as our distant 
relations ! Pshaw !” The protestors forget that 
there is no harm in “ coming from monkeys ” if you 
have come far enough. Some of them, perhaps, had 
a shrewd suspicion that they had not come far 
enough; and, like parvenus, they were ashamed to 
own their poor relations.

Anticipating the distastefulness of his conclusions, 
Darwin pointed out that, at any rate, we were 
descended from barbarians; and why, he inquired, 
should we shrink from owning a still lower relation
ship ?

“  He who has seen a savage in his native land will 
not feel much shame, if forced to acknowledge that the 
blood of some more humble creature flows in his veins. 
For my own part, I would as soon be descended from 
that heroic little monkey, who braved his dreaded 
enemy to save the life of his keeper, or from that old

baboon, who descending from the mountains, carried 
away in triumph his young comrade from a crowd of 
astonished dogs— as from a savage who delights to 
torture his enemies, offers up bloody sacrifices, practises 
infanticide without remorse, treats his wives like slaves, 
knows no decency, and is haunted by the grossest 
superstitions.”

A whole generation has passed since then, and 
Darwin’s views have triumphed. The clergy still 
“ hum ” and “  ha ” and shake their heads, but the 
scientific world has accepted Darwinism with prac
tical unanimity. Even Dr. Wallace, who at first 
hesitated, is now convinced. “  I fully accept Mr- 
Darwin’s conclusions,” he says, “  as to the essential 
identity of man’s bodily structure with that of the
higher mammalia, and his descent from some ances
tral form common to man and the anthropoid apes. 
The evidence of such descent appears to me to be 
overwhelming and conclusive.”

Now if Darwin’s theory of the origin of man is 
accepted we may bid good-bye to Christianity at 
once. But that is not all. The continuity of 
development implies a common nature, from the 
lowest form of life to the highest. There is no 
break from the ascidian to man, just as there is no 
break from the ovum to the child; and neither m 
the history of the race nor in the history of the 
individual is there any point at which natural causes 
cease to be adequate, and supernatural causes are 
necessary to account for the phenomena. The ten
dency of Darwinism, says Dr. Wallace, is to “  the con
clusion that man’s entire nature and all his faculties, 
whether moral, intellectual, or spiritual, have been 
derived from their rudiments in the lower animals, 
in the same manner and by the action of the saffl0 
general laws as his physical structure has be00 
derived.”

Dr. Wallace sees that this is sheer materialist, 
and casts about for something to support his spin- 
tualistic philosophy. He assumes three stages at 
which “ the spirit world” intervened. First, when 
life appeared; second, when consciousness began! 
third, when man became possessed of “  a number of 
his most characteristic and noblest faculties.” ^  
this is very ingenious, but Dr. Wallace forgets two 
things; first, that the “ stages ” he refers to &r0 
purely arbitrary, each point being approached an0 
receded from by insensible gradations; and secon0, 
that his “  spirit world ”  is not a vera causa. It l S ’  

indeed, a pure assumption ; unlike such a cause a0 
Natural Selection, which is seen to operate, an0 
which Darwin only extended over the whole rang0 
of organic existence.

With respect to his third “ stage,” Dr. Walla00 
contends that Natural Selection does not acconn 
for the mathematical, musical, and artistic faculti0S’ 
Were this true, they might still be regarded, 10 
Weismann’s phrase, as “  a bye-produot ” of b̂0 
human mind, which is so highly* developed in al 
directions. But its truth is rather assumed than 
proved. Taking the mathematical faculty, for I0' 
stance; Dr. Wallace makes the most of its recen 
developments, and the least of its early manifest^ 
tions; which iB a fallacy of exaggeration or fa*6 
emphasis. He also underrates the mathematic0, 
faculty displayed even in the rudest warfare. Tbef 
is a certain calculation of number and space 1 
every instance. It is smaller in the savage cb*0̂  
than in Napoleon, but the difference is in degree an 
not in kind ; and as the human race has always li^0 , 
in a more or less militant state, the mathemati0 
faculty would give its possessors an advantage in "*J 
struggle for existence; while, in more modern ti®0 ’ 
and in a state of complex civilisation, its posses00* 
would profit by what may be called Social Select!0̂

Dr. Wallace has discovered a mare’s nest. 
may rely upon it that the basis of beauty is util»*?’ 
in the mind of man as well as in architecture, 0 
the plumage of birds, or the coloration of lloW0r 
And we may well ask him these pertinent question ’ 
first, why did “ the spirit world ” plant the mat“ 
matical, musical, and artistio faculties in mao 
ineffectually that, even now, they are decide^ 
developed in less than one per cent, of the pop3tllft'
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tion; and, second, why are wo to suppose a divine 
or'gin for those faculties when the moral faculties, 
which are quite as imperial, may be found in many 
speoies of lower animals ?

We have already seen that Darwin remained a 
peist after rejecting Christianity. Not only in the 
fitter on Dr. Posey’s sermon, but in his Autoi u b b j  a  b e n n u u ,  u u u  m  m e t  j x - u w

. lography, Darwin discloses the fact that his belief 
Ia VPersonal God melted away after the publication 
of his masterpiece. Speaking of “ a First Cause 
aving an intelligent mind in some degree analogous 
o that  ̂ of man,” he says, “ This conclusion was 

8 rong in my mind about the time, as far as I can 
emember, when I wrote the Origin of Species; and 

18 since that time that it has very gradually, with 
any fluctuations, become weaker.” By the time 
6 Published the Descent of Man, in 1871, the change 

aas c°nspicuous. He was then able to treat religion 
i^ a ’?a*mra,bst1 that is, as one who stands outside 

and regards it with a feeling of scientific curiosity, 
fet k0 trace religion hack to the lowest

'shism, he also analysed the sentiment of worship 
a manner which must have been highly displeas

e s  to the orthodox.
“ The feeling of religious devotion is a highly complex 

one, consisting of love, complete submission to an 
exalted and mysterious superior, a strong sense of de
pendence, fear, reverence, gratitude, hope for the future, 
and perhaps other elements. No being could experience 
Bo complex an emotion until advanced in his intellectual 
and moral faculties to at least a moderately high level. 
Nevertheless, we see some distant approach to this state 
°f mind in the deep love of a dog for his master, associ- 
ftted with complete submission, some fear, and perhaps 
other feelings. The behavior of a dog when returning
0 “ is master after an absence, and, as I may add, of a 

tnonkey to his beloved keeper, is widely different from
lat towards their fellows. In the latter case the trans

ports of joy appear to he somewhat less and the sense
1 equality is shown in every action. Professor Brau 
ach goes so far as to maintain that a dog looks on his

faster as a god.”

ktent't *s. n°t very flattering, for the dog’s attach- 
whetu his master is quite independent of morality ; 
Qo her the dog belongs to Bill Sikes or John 

jj ard, he displays the same devotion.
JohnT*11 with approval the statement of Sir
theh hmbbook that “ it is not much to say that 
Cl0 omble dread of unknown evil hangs like a thick 
Be - 1 °Ver savaSe life, and embitters every pleasure." 
thQ 0 8? referred to witchcraft, bloody sacrifices, and 
fhat u >a-*8 Poisoa and hre> cautiously observing 
8titi0 ^ *8 We^ occasionally to reflect on these super- 
Efatifc1a ^°r ^hey show us what an infinite debt of 
to sci 9 We owe improvement of our reason
8hort6|nce- and onr accumulated knowledge ”—in 

> to the slow and painful civilisation of religion.

(To be continued.)
G. W . F o o t e .

Robert Burns.

“  O lyric voice, half angel and half bird,
And all a wonder and a wild desire.

^ gently the third jubilee of the birth of Robert 
®Ura8 was celebrated. He has been dead over a 
t?htury, and his fame is far wider and more secure

aWhen Pa^ ed awa? ’ Hi8 Hf8 *8 DZ r f tJ ated as an important event, and his poetry is 
. garded as a glorious contribution to the wor
W  vtnre* Admittedly Scotland’s greatest poet, he
cm ^een subjected to extreme adulation from his 
is ?k-rymen- Had he been a lesser genius than he 

praise would have exposed him o

Oliver Wendell Holmes expressed surprise that 
E i v f Cal Caledonia could take Burns to her 
For ^ht-laoed bosom without breaking her s ay 
thB „ efe was nothing of the Puritan in Burns. Un 
tian0Ô trai7, he was a Freethinker, although iChris- 

8 have striven desperately to disguise the un-

weloome fact. They conceal his heresies, or they 
lament them as part of his “  wasted life.”

Burns, like Paine and Voltaire, was a Deist. Of 
other religion, save what flowed from a mild Theism, 
he scarcely showed a trace. In truth, one can 
scarcely call it a creed. It is mainly a name for a 
particular mood of sentimentalism, the expression 
of a state of indefinite aspiration. The Holy Willies 
of orthodoxy have made the basest uses of this 
emotionalism; but Christians cannot read Burns 
without unloosening the shackles of their faith. 
Hume’s young freethinking contemporary did not 
merely express his dissent from Calvinism. He 
struck at the core of the Christian superstition. 
He saw plainly that priests trade on fear. He 
sounded a true note when he scornfully said :—

“  The fear o’ hell’s a hangman’s whip 
To haud the wretch in order.”

How he lashes the rigidly righteous :—
“  Sae pious and sae holy,

Y ’ve nought to do but mark and tell 
Your neebor’s fauts and folly.”

And again
“  Learn three-mile prayers, and half-mile graces,

Wi’ weel-spread looves, an’ lang wry faces,
Grunt up a solemn lengthened groan,
And damn a’ parties but your own ;
I ’ll warrant then ye’er nae deceiver,
A steady, sturdy, staunch believer.”

Burns never hesitated to attack the most saored 
Christian beliefs.
“  D ’yrymple mild, D ’yrymple mild, tho’ your heart’s like a child, 

And your life like the new driven snaw,
Yel that winna save ye, auld Satan must have ye,

For preaching that three’s ane an’ twa.”
The “ Merciful Great God ” of the Christians 

excites his indignation :—
“  O Thou wha in the Heavens dost dwell,

Wha, as it pleases best thysel’ ,
Sends ano to Heaven and ten to Hell,

A ’ for Thy glory,
And no for any guid or ill 
They’ve done afore Thee !”

In the vital part of his genius Burns is original. 
How his love of liberty bursts out in the chorus of 
the “  Jolly Beggars ” :—

“  A fig for those by law protected 1 
Liberty’s a glorious feast!

Courts for cowards were erected,
Churches built to please the priest."

In speaking of Burns’s poems, allusion must be 
made to the “ Cotter’s Saturday Night.” This is 
obviously less a religious poem than the remem
brance of an emotional nature recalling the old 
home of childhood. It does not represent the 
abnormal qualities of Burns’s genius. Many minor 
bards could have written this “ Cotter’s Saturday 
Night” and yet have never risen from the lower 
slopes of Parnassus.

At his best, the miracle of his art baffles criticism. 
The real Burns is not the popular Burns. When he 
is inspired he leaves the mean little parlors of 
respectability and spreads his golden wings in the 
roaring skies of reality. Then his defiance is 
audacious and infectious :—

“  The kirk and state may join, and tell 
To do such things I mauna :

The kirk and state may gae to hell 
And I ’ll go to my Anna.”

But Burns was so much alone, so early in the field 
that he could do little more than anticipate Carlyle’s 
“ Exodus from Houndsditch ” or his bitter apostrophe 
to Christ, “ Eh, man, ye’ve had your day!” But what 
he did was sufficient. The noblest quality in Burns’s 
poetry is the eternal quality of honest indignation. 
It comes always with no veil of invention. It is 
blunt, simple as daily speech, the man talking 
before us. It is the better for his being angry, 
since it needs fire to carry a written page over a 
century. Even on its weaker side, when it becomes 
a rough humorous irony, his indignation is righteous 
and moving.

It is this quality that makes his “ Jolly Beggars ” 
a poem which stands alone in literature, not only
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unmatched, but unmatchable. The beggars are 
not merely rebels. For them the laws and con
ventions of society have no existence. And so with 
Burns himself. He rises above the network of 
clerical authority like a skylark. And, like the bird, 
he may not be elegant or beautiful, but he is nothing 
if not delightful in influence and a magician in effect. 
Every Freethinker will say of him what Burns him
self said in his epitaph on his friend :—

“  With such as he, where’er he be, 
May I be saved or damned.”

M.

Richard Jefferies’ Death-Bed.

Freethinkers will be glad to know that in his 
recently-published Life of Richard Jefferies* Mr. 
Edward Thomas has treated the story of Jefferies' 
alleged “ conversion” with the contempt which it 
deserves. After stating frankly what that story 
was, and how Sir Walter Besant at first gave cur
rency to it in his Eulogy of Bichard Jefferies, but 
afterwards admitted to Mr. H. S. Salt that he had 
come to the conclusion that Jefferies’ views “ never 
changed from the time that he wrote The Story of 
My Heart,” Mr. Thomas quotes from Mr. Salt’s 
book a passage which shows the absurdity of setting 
these death-bed anecdotes against Jefferies’ pub
lished statements. The following is Mr. Thomas’s 
comment on the matter (pp. 315, 31G) :—

“ With the interpretations that come of private grief 
and affection, nobody outside the family and friends of 
the dead is concerned. But there are some narrow 
sectarians who would ignore the work of Jefferies’ 
maturity, and lay stress upon words which might be 
paralleled from the condemned cell. They strike him 
when he is down, which is a liberty hardly to be con- 
conceded to Christians, even when the opponent is a
freethinker....... The last words of anyone, distorted by
mortal pain and the circumstances of parting, cannot be 
a power, whether he dies acquiescent, or delirious, or 
fuddled by death, or with pain-wrung blasphemy on his 
lips....... ”

We trust that the bigots of the Spectator, and of 
certain other papers, who treated Mr. H. S. Salt 
with the utmost rudeness for daring to speak the 
truth about Jefferies, will note what Mr. Thomas 
Bays. Mr. Bramwell Booth, in particular, who, 
under the heading of “  Infidelity and Dishonesty,” 
published in the War Cry of May 27, 1905, some 
most offensive and insulting remarks about Mr. 
Salt, is now made to look very foolish. Mr. Booth 
actually had the impudence to suggest to Messrs. 
Longmans, as “ in harmony with the high character 
of that great firm,” that they should add to the title- 
page of The Story of My Heart the following words:— 

“ Every pretence in this book which calls in question 
the truths of the Christian faith was recanted by the 
author on his death-bed. He then sought, and declared 
that he had found, mercy at the hands of the God he 
here denied.”

Well, Mr. Bramwell Booth knows by this time what 
likelihood there is of the “  great firm ” adopting his 
proposal. And he sees in Mr. Thomas’s Life of 
Jefferies how the Salvation view of the case presents 
itself to a biographer who has told the story of 
Jefferies’ life and death with the utmost diligence 
and impartiality in a book which seems likely to say 
the final word on the subject.

The Secular Solution.

A n Appeal by Nonconformists to Nonconformists.
[While not necessarily committed to every point of view 

expressed by the signatories of this Manifesto, the Secular 
Education League issues it as a valuable contribution to the 
discussion of the principio of Secular Education.]

E ver since the passing of the Education Act of 1902 you, as 
Nonconformists, have had a burning grievance. By the pro
visions of that Act you are taxed and rated for the support

* Richard Jefferies, His Life and Work. Hutchinson & Co., 
London, 1909 ; 10s. 6d. net.

of schools where the religious teaching is contrary to your 
beliefs. You have no effective control of the expenditure of 
your money in these schools, and, though you are taxed to 
pay the salaries of all the teachers, you and your children 
are debarred by a religious test from the highest posts in the 
teaching profession, so far as these schools are concerned.

So keenly did you resent this unjust legislation that, when 
the time came for electing a new House of Commons, Non
conformist feeling throughout the country was undoubtedly 
one of the main factors among those which helped to return 
the present Government to power with a record majority. 
If anything might have been taken for granted, it was that 
within a twelvemonth at most of the General Election the 
grievance of Nonconformity would be redressed— that was 
the clear mandate with which you sent your representatives 
by hundreds to Westminster. If anyone could have pro
phesied that, after three years of Liberalism in office, the 
educational position would be still unchanged, that this 
issue would be as far from settlement as ever, that Passive 
Resistance would still remain as a thing in being, the fore
cast would have been dismissed with angry derision. Yet 
the seemingly impossible has happened in this instance. 
The Government has brought in Bill after Bill, yet in each 
instance only to meet with failure. Mr. McKenna’s Bill 
shared the fate of that of Mr. Birrell, Mr. Runciman’s that 
of Mr. McKenna’s, and that in spite of the fact that each of 
these attempts at a solution of the difficulty went further 
than its predecessor in the direction of concession to your 
opponents. “  Right o f entry ”  and “ contracting out ”  could 
hardly be accepted by you without the most serious mis
givings ; yet they were accepted, not light-heartedly, but in 
the hope and for the sake of peace. And still the desired 
end remains unattained, concessions and sacrifices have 
proved unavailing, and Nonconformity finds itself in the 
humiliating position of being no nearer a just settlement 
with a majority than with a minority in Parliament. No 
doubt you feel sore and indignant at the actual state of 
affairs; is it too much to hope that on reflection Noncon
formists will read the lesson of these three years of dis
appointment ?

That lesson, to our mind, is a plain one. Free Church
men were, in the first place, actuated by a sincere—but, a3 
the results show, mistaken—belief that a compromise could 
be come to with Anglicans, on the basis of what is called 
simple Bible-teaching. Such a plan was bound to fa'j’ 
because it overlooked the repugnance to this form of reli
gious instruction entertained by Catholics, both Roman and 
Anglican, whose attitude towards religion as a subject to be 
taught differs fundamentally from that of Protestants. 
is really this stubborn fact which has frustrated all the 
well-intended attempts at conciliation; and it should he 
obvious, after the last of a series of fiascos hardly equalled 
in political history, that future attempts along similar line3 
will be no more successful than those made in the Pa3̂ j 
Surely by this time it must be clear to all who are prepared 
to learn from experience that a solution o f the religi°uf, 
difficulty.by means o f a compromise is impossible—even 1 
Anglicanism and Nonconformity were the only factors to b0 
considered.

At this juncture, then, we venture to recall to the memory 
of Free Churchmen some truths which, in their desire for 9 
settlement of a long, embittered, and calamitous confl*0"’ 
have been too largely forgotten.

(1) Free Churchmen believe in religious equality fo r  a l' 
They must therefore recognise that the issue does not rfS. 
solely between themselves and the Established Church, b° 
that there are many others outside these particular coni' 
munions who, as citizens and ratepayers, have a right to 0 
considered. It is simply no use to legislate on the assnmP' 
tion that the community is made up of members of Christ'9 
Churches; still less can we imagine Free Churchme 
arguing that non-Christians have, as such, no claim to el0' 
mentary justice in matters affecting religious belief or d'3 
belief. Since Christians and non-Christians alike are ma0 
to contribute to the cost of education, it is surely not to 0 
tolerated that the latter should be penalised by having 1 
pay for a kind of instruction which runs counter to in0 
convictions. This is precisely the Nonconformist grievanc0; 
Is it conceivable that Nonconformists should be willing " 
inflict the same grievance upon others, simply because th°3 
others may happen to be in a minority ?

(2) Free Churchmen are such because of their fa0,
mental principle that the State has no business to me■.dH1

For this convict'09 
•ific0with the religious faith o f its members. 

they have mado immense sacrifices in the past— 3acrib-  ̂
which are the pride and glory of Nonconformity. B°t 
the interference of the State with the religious opin'0  ̂
of the citizen is not to be tolerated from the Free Chur0 
point of view, how can it be tolerable that the same 
should have power to frame and impose a form of relig'°,y 
teaching upon its citizens in the making ? And if tb0 °Du9 
proper agency for the giving of religious instruction to add
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is the Church to which they may belong, must not the same 
hold true of the religious instruction given to children ?

Some among the most consistent and widely honored 
Nonconformists of the past— men like Spurgeon, Parker, and 
Dale—held to the view which we are expressing ; and among 
those Nonconformist leaders who utter the same conviction 
to-day it may suffice to point to Dr. Robertson Nicoll and 
Mr. Alfred E. Hutton, M.P. Do you not think, after all the 
failure and disappointment o f these last three years--with 
the proved impossibility of establishing a form of religious 
teaching acceptable to all, and the obvious injustice of 
endowing some form unacceptable to any—you might yet 
once more consider the claims o f  the only policy which inflicts 
hardship on none, and which goes by the name of the Secular 
Solution ?

We have heard it often and glibly stated that, while this 
js no doubt the logical solution, “  the world is not governed 
hy logic but since it is very evident that the world, in this 
instance, declines to be governed by compromise, would it 
J!ot be as well if for once logic—which in practice means 
air-play for all and privilege for none—were given a chance ? 

u §nin, we have heard it said with constant reiteration that 
‘ the time is not ripe ”  for the Secular Solution. The 
^swer to this is that the time—as the recent vote of the 

olBh Baptists shows—is rapidly ripening, and that it 
shoves earnest men and women, as distinct from mere 

political opportunists, to hasten this process. It is urged 
s-t the Secular Solution will mean that the children will 

£tow up unacquainted with the Bible. We can only express 
surprise that such a fear should fail to excite the liveliest 

lodiguj^tion anfong the Churches, Free and Established alike, 
;ens of thousands of Sunday-schools devoted to 

y this w ork; nor can we understand why the

----------- V - U U I O M ,  1 ' i m

Wlth their tens of thousands of Sunday-schools devoted to 
Precisely v !-

28 8

-ucnons. Finally,' a great deal of prejudice against the 
ocular Solution is due to an inexact habit of speech, which 

Refuses Secular Education with Secularism. It should be 
P a>n, however, that the two things aro absolutely different, 

ecular Education meaning solely that the teaching given in 
J“ 6 Public schools and at the public expense is to be confined 
? Ocular subjects. To imagine, say, Mr. Spurgeon in favor 

? Propagating Secularism would he simply grotesque. The 
act that he strongly urged the cause of Secular Education 

save that cause from this particular misinterpreta-

Nonconformists, you have shown how great is the power 
can wield. We appeal to you, precisely because of your 

'storic principles, to wield that power effectively by throwing 
j Ur immense influence in the scale of the Secular Solution, 

so doing you will be true to your best traditions. Let the 
ate confine its activity to the secular part o f  education, 

7  } et parents and Churches show the reality o f  their 
lJiou8 beliefs by providing the religious part o f  education 

aejnselves.
al, 6 Plead, not on behalf of an abstract theory, but above 
ed °n behalf of the nation’s children, who cannot but suffer 
t, Nationally while the present state of warfare lasts. If 
la , c“ aPter of inglorious and wearing conflict is to close at 
e(j.’.atld a new chapter of justice, peace, and educational 

c>oncy ia t0 open, the Secular Solution is “  the only way,
W. J. H enderson, B.A. (Baptist),

Baptist College, Bristol.
E. E. Coleman, M.A. (Baptist),

37 Ebury-road, Sherwood-rise, Nottingham.
R- J. Campbell, M.A. (Congregational),

City Temple, London, E.C.
W arschauer, M.A., Dr Phil. (Congregational), 

Anerley-road, London, S.E.
Hugh C. IVallace (Congregational),

Anerley-road, London, S.E.
Archibald D off, M.A., D.D., LL.D. (Congregational),

9 Selborne-terrace, Bradford.
Joseph W ood (Unitarian), Birmingham.

Page H opps (Unitarian),
The Roserie, Sliepporton-on-Thames.

"• Copeland B owie (Unitarian),
Essex Hall, Essex-street, Strand, London, >V .C. 

° hn D ay T hompson (Primitive Methodist),
86 Palatine-road, Blackpool. 

eorge w . K ing (Primitive Methodist),
„  11 Summerseat-place, Bradford.

ilas K. H ocking (Free Methodist),
10 Avenue-road, Highgate, N.

c°nltll0llPlaco i n c l ,i n e d  to fall in with what is thoroughly 
alious to tl?’ °.ur heart and mind become so readily 

¡da fi° ssiblv ° beautiful and perfect, that we should do all 
Utl(10ces.__G*°th0 Preserve our susceptibility to higher

Freethought Battle not “ Over ” in Texas.

Step by step the sanctified hosts of orthodoxy have engrafted 
upon the statute laws of different States one or another of 
their pet hobbies for the purpose of strangling liberty. They 
are daily growing more brazen in their efforts. The Sunday 
law amendment in Texas is an evidence of this fact. If we 
are to counteract their sinister influences and check these 
efforts at theocratic government, then Freethinkers must 
organise for the fray, and stand shoulder to shoulder in the 
pending struggle. Ere long it may be too late. Orthodoxy 
is never satisfied with toleration. Orthodoxy insists upon a 
rule or ruin policy, and no matter which end orthodoxy 
takes, it spells ruin and suffering for the great mass of the 
people.

Consider this a call to arms 1 Not for physical conflict, 
but for a mental battle that shall put to complete rout the 
enemies of American freedom. Freethinkers first gave 
freedom to the colonies. If freedom is to remain on our soil 
then Freethinkers of the present day must renew the fight 
and keep it up until the end. Stand by the organisations 
we now have, those that are active in prosecuting the 
campaign for mental liberty. Send every engine of mental 
war to the front. Heavy artillery is needed here. Make 
every shot tell. Drive them to their hiding places by 
pointed argument and stern fact. Let the fight be open and 
fair. Keep it up until a decision is reached. The Blade 
does not fear the result.

The success of bigotry and intolerance in Texas means 
that similar attempts will follow in other States before long. 
For this reason it is our fight right now. Fanaticism must 
be swept right out of the country. Only bigotry, born of 
ignorance and nursed by insolence, will presume to dictate 
to American citizenship in matters of religion and religious 
observances.

Are there any Freethinkers who live on in fancied security 
in their freedom, and unmindful of the freedom of others ? 
Do you not realise that if this fanatical movement is not 
checked, it means a heritage of slavery and suffering for 
your children ?. Are you willing that your children should 
face such conditions that you might be permitted to live at 
least for a few short years ? Would not the battle be shorter 
and more easily won now than than to defer action until the 
enemy is safely entrenched behind breastworks of law, with 
the machinery of government at their back to enforce their 
mandates ?

Then hesitate no longer! Show your colors 1 Let the 
world know which side you are on. Give prurient politicians 
full notice of your purpose and intentions. Liberty is 
in danger. The deadly poison from the festering sore of 
religious fanaticism bids fair to infect the land. Stop it. 
You can do it if you will. Will you ?

— Blue Qrass Blade (Lexington, Kentucky.)

REMEMBER.
You come not, as aforetime, to the headstone every day,
And I, who died, I do not chide because, my friend, you play; 
Only, in playing, think of him who once was kind and dear, 
And, if you see a beauteous thing, just say, he is not here.

— From “  Ionica."

POETS.
Blessings be with them— eternal praise,
Who gave us nobler loves, and nobler cares—
The Poets, who on earth have made us heirs 
Of truth and pure delighit by heavenly lays 1

_______  — Wordsworth,

Jehovah should have created two couples of human beings 
instead of one. Adam and Eve’s sons must have had chil
dren by their sisters. An all-wise and all-good God would 
have prevented the cradle of the human race from being 
stained with incest.— Q. W. Foote.

Obituary.

W e regret to see the death of the Rev. William Stoddart, 
M.A., of Boston, recorded in the Inquirer, He was a Uni
tarian minister, and we should judge advanced at that. He 
spoke out manfully for the right of Secularists to free speech 
when Mr. Joseph Bates was arrested and imprisoned some 
months ago. The Inquirer is mistaken in calling this “ the 
prosecution of a local speaker for blasphemy.” Mr. Bates 
was threatened with such a prosecution, but the authorities 
thought better of it. We are glad to note that one of the 
funeral wreaths came from the Boston Branch of the 
National Secular Society.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.

Notices ol Leotures, eto.,must reaoh us by first post on Tuesday 
and be marked “ Lecture Notice,” if not sent on postcard.

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

N .W .): 7.30, C. Cohen, “ Christianity, the Church, and the 
Social Question.”

W ood G reen B ranch N. S. S. (Alma Hall, 335 High-road, N., 
three doors from Commerce-road): 7, J. T. Lloyd, “  Religion 
and Dreams.”

W est H am B ranch N. S. S. (Forest Gate Public (Lower) Hall, 
Woodgrange-road) : 7.30, F. A. Davies, “ The Priest and the 
Child.”  ¡Selections by the Band.

COUNTRY.
F ailsworth (Secular Sunday School, Pole-lane): 6.30, Mrs. 

Eddie, “  Yesterday, To-Day, and To-Morrow.”
G lasgow Secular Society (Hall, 110 Brunswick-street) : G. W. 

Foote, 12 noon, “ The Star of Christ in the Night of Faith” ; 
6.30, “  The Other Side of Death.”

M anchester B ranch N. S. S. (Secular Hall, Rusholme-road, 
All Saints): 6.30, Charles Stewart, “ A Plea for Vegetarianism.”

Newcastle (Rationalist Literary and Debating Society, 
Hedley’s Café, corner of Clayton and Blackett streets) : 7.30, 
G. Somerville, “ First Aid.” With demonstrations.

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

IS, I BELIEVE,

THE BEST BOOK
ON zhzs subject.

Superfine Large-paper E ditio n , 176 paget, viith Portrait and Auto
graph, bound in cloth, gilt-littered, poet free I t .  a copy.

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

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

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

Holmes's pamphlet........is an almost unexceptional statement
of the Neo-Malthusianism theory and practice........and through
out appeals to moral feeling........The speoial value of Mr.
Holmes's sorvioe to the Neo-Malthusian cause and to human 
well-being generally is just his combination in his pamphlet 
of a plain statement of the physical and moral neod for family 
limitation, with a plain aocount of the means by which it oan be 
secured, and an offer to all concerned of the requisites at the 
lowest possible prices.”

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

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

A R T H U R  R.  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 leoture for Secular or Ethical Societies on 
Freethoughfc 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 ec ich a m .

PIANOS.
Iron Frame, Full 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,
Samuel Deane, i l l  Thorpe Road, Forest Gate.

TO LECTURERS ONLY.—Send postcard for copy 
of The Lord’s Personal Testament (Modern English Transla

tion). A real eye-opener. Branch terms enclosed.—P. Ross, 
37 Chestnut-avenue, Wathamstow, London.

BUSINESS CARDS.
Short advertisements are inserted under this heading at the rate 
of 2s. per half inch and 3s. 6d. per inch. No advertisement 
under this heading can be less than 2a. or extend beyond one 

inch. Special terms for several continuous insertions.

CLOTHING.— Gents’ please send postcard for pat
terns and self-measurement forms and you win 
find quality and price that will astound you. »*0 
make our own clothing at forty eight hours peĴ 
week and pay best rate of wages. Terms cash 
with order. Geo. Jessop & Son, Ltd ., Clothing 
Manufacturers, Batley, Yorkshire.

BRIGHT Freedom of Thought in a Bright CleaB 
Home. Try Is. parcel post free. KINGFISHER 
Leeds, Cleaner Goods.
Blankleen Kreem for washing everything. P0'1' 
shes for metals, boots, grates, etc.
H. S. Wishart, Lecturer, 22 Sandhurst-avenu0» 
Leeds. Agents wanted._______________________ _

THE NEW THEOLOGY and Lay Religion. 
Outspoken Freethought Books, cloth bound, new. 
230 and 180 pp. Published at 5s. Now offered 
post free, Is. the two.—-Manager, 2 N ew castle  
street, Farringdon-street, E.C. _____

PRAYER cannot help you to become healthy 
strong. I can. If your physical condition is 1 
any way defective, or you wish to increase y°u, 
strength, consult me. I can train you quickly aB 
pleasantly. Clubs and gymnasia attended. 
to-day or call for terms.—E. GltEENWOOD-WlNE > 
70 Marquess-road, Canonbury, N.

DRAPERY, CLOTHING, AND BOOTS.— I am prepared 
send goods to any part of United Kingdom. Carr‘ "f, 
paid. Only reliable articles sent. Patterns forwarded'
C. B ourchier, Kingswinford, Staffs. ________-

HUNDRED AND TWENTY Sheets of Notepaper.—
address, Is. ; better quality, Is. 6d. Visiting cards (I ■ e$i 
ladies and gents., Is. 4d. ; gilt edged, Is. 9d. per 100. B“ ?. j s. 
cards, Memos, Billheads, 250 2s. 6d., 500 3s. 6d., £
Handbills, 250 2s., 300 3s., 1,000 4s. 60. All post ireC\ei. 
P ark (Freethinker), Printer, 70 Cambridge-street, Le'ce 
Samples free. General printing. _____ __—

ECZEMA.—My Eczema-Cura I guarantee to be a 
Give it a fair trial. Post free Is. 3d. and 2s. -^r^ortb
Paper.
S.W.

S. B urden, 30 Webb’s-road, New WandsWO

ALARM CLOCKS.—The best known long Alarm 
Repeater, 7s. post free. A Freethinker’s guaraC 
tee.—W. Brown, 8 Queen-street, Ashford,

AGENTS WANTED to sell my famous 30s. S u ^  ^ 
Measure. They are by far the best value ever °UjoTt, 
Samples and terms free. Write at once.—«L "  •
28 Church Bank, Bradford. _______

------------------- - TtroWr
LADIES COSTUME, Tailor made, in Black, Navy, Q0tk, 

or Green plain cloth, with Gibson or Long Slack ^  
30s. Self-measurement form and patterns free' 
D yson, 696 Bolton-road, Bradford._______________________ __________________________ ______ _ jffj

TWO PAIRS Pure Wool (15s.) Blankets for 21s. Two 
(15s.) Boots, Ladies or Gents., for 21s. Gents. H1® Qeô e' 
Ready Made Suit (all sizes) for 21s. Three Pair 
Sunday Trousers, to measure, for 21s. All carriage V 
H. M. W ilson, 22 Northside-terrace, Bradford.

aijh D iio i d u u a  io present to your unrisu«® --- gflito1 
Age of Reason, 6d. Design Argument Fallacies, by ,[,j 
the American Truthseeker, ljd ., per doz. 8d. ln£erB &ot, »*• 
Sermon, an oration on the Labor Question, ljd ., Pe* r<J8 f  
A beautiful Portrait of Ingersoll on postcard with "  rniB1 
Love, ljd ., per doz. 8d. All sent post free. Specif
Branches—N. L evy, 12 Hill-square, Edinburgh.W ANTED.—Employment, any capacity , ,d > : i :

ate terms. Previous experience as book-keeper aguf
theatre box-office keeper, entertainment manager ana
Age 34.—Address R., c/o the Freethinker.

• &
WAOUNG MAN (Freethinker) desires
X Architect’s assistant, or in any other suitable ^  

Willing and conscientious worker. Excellent 
Age 24.—Address S. J efferson, 6 Scarfton-road, 1” °
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T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y ,
LIMITED)

Company Limited by Guarantee.
Begiitered Office— 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, B.G, 

Chairman of Board o f Director*— Ma. G. W. FOOTE, 
Secretary— B. M. VANCE Miss),

Boolsiy was formed In 1898 to aflorä ^i^rinrcoBea^ *° »aquUition and application of funds for Secular puipose .'Pt,. » .  -IpL - _ U^ îuunnuu Ui 1UUUD LU1 UDOUIMI JIUJ.JJUBV36.
Obi ®. M0morandum of Association sets forth that the Society's 
•hoald K*16 !—^'° Promote the principle that human oonduct 
oatar ik upon natural knowledge, and not upon super-
enj  j belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 
To n 1 bought and aotion. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
D leto °m°te universal Secular Education. To promote the oom- 
*»wf_.a®0n*ar âati°n of the State, eto., eto. And to do all such 
ij0̂  1 things as are conducive to Buoh objects. Also to have, 
or be tSCaiue’ Bnd r8taia any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
Iho „^Q8a(|hed by any person, and to employ the same for any of 

tL ^ T "  01 ‘ he Society.
Ih 011abUity of members is limited to £1, in oase the Society 
U»Mit«8Ver '>a wcmn  ̂up and the assets were insufficient to cover 

Me h * moa* unlikely contingency.
.® bera Pay an entranoe fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent 

Th  ̂a^ooription of five shillings.
U, 6 Sooiety has a considerable number of members, but a muoh 
gained nu®ber is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
ii _ ~ a,mon83t those who read this announcement. All who join 
It, , "oipate In the oontrol of its business and the trusteeship of 
ti0„ tu Y 0®3, I* is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa
t e  Bo i f 0 member> as suoh, shall derive any sort of profit from 
tnv 8ty,’ e*iher by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 

Th a what0ver.
D,t s 8o8o0‘®ty's affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
hvelvn FS’ oonai3ting of not less than five and not more than 

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

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

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

The Booiety's solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Battoock 23 
Rood-lane, Fenohnrch-street, London, E.C.

A form of Befuett.—The following is a sufficient form of 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators :—" I give and 
M bequeath to the Beoular Sooiety, Limited, the Bum of £—— 
" free from Legaoy Duty, and I direot that a reoeipt signed by 
■ two members of the Board of the said Sooiety 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 of 
the faot, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, who will 
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This is not necessary, 
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or mislaid, and 
their contents have to be established by competent testimony.

footsteps of t h e  past
ESSAYS ON HUMAN EVOLUTION.

BY

A

J. M. WHEELER.
(late Sub-Editor of the “  Freethinker.”)

Ueetv7 va ûable collection of Essays, crammed with information of the highest interest to 
nought students, and fascinatingly written. Ought to be on every Freethinker’s bookshelf.

192 large pages.
REDUCED TO SIXPENCE.

THj. m  (Postage 3d.)
PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.

Undep the Ban of the London County Council.

T H E  P O P U L A R  E D I T I O N
[Revised and Enlarged)

OF

BIBLE ROMANCES
BY

G. W. FOOTE.
With a Portrait of the Author

^P tioL f^U , says:—“ Mr. G W. Foote, chairman of the Seoular Society, is well known as a man
8? latged o d iW lty;  His Bible Romances have had a large sale in the original edition. A popular, revised, a
atfieeh London V 4 the prico of 6d- has now been published by the Pioneer Press, 2 Newoastle-street, Fararngdo
{ modem on ’̂-for th° Secular Society. Thus, within the roach of almost everyone, the ripest thought of the leade 

mion are being placed from day to day.”
Large Double-Column Pages, Good Print, Good Paper

P IO N E E R  p r e s s , 2 ^ E W ^ A S T L E  S T E H E T , F A R R IN G D O N  S T R E E T , L O N D O N , E .C .
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LEWIS START,
CIGAR M E R C H A N T  AND IM PO R TER ,

LOUGHBOROUGH.
(E s t a b l is h e d  Ov e r  F if t y  Y e a r s .)

W h o l e s a l e  A g e n t  f o r  t h e  

GENUINE ROTHSCHILD CIGARS, 
as supplied to the House of Commons.

The Treasury,
Board of Education, [-Whitehall. 
Life Guards.

Midland,
North Eastern, 
Gt. Northern, I 
Gt. Central, J

Railways.

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

1 Colonias 25/- ... 13/-
2 Rothschilds ... 18/- 9/6
3 Proveedora 17/- 9/-
4 Excelsiors ... 15/6 8/-
5 Key West ... 12/6 6/6

W e can also R ecommend THE FOLLOWING B bands.
No. Brand. Per 100. Per 50.
6 Rameros ... ... 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 Order Yet?
This advertisement has undoubtedly “ caught your eye,” but 

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

The
Business Man’s 

Boot.
Real box calf, straight 
golosh, jockey back, drill 
lined, medium toe, best 
soles. Warranted all 
solid leather. Stocked 
in sizes 5, 6, 7, 8i 

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

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

L a d ie s .—Real box calf, well made and smart appearance. War
ranted all solid leather. Lace, 5s. lid . Button and Derbyi 
6s. 3d., post free. If this boot is not worth 2s. more than y°n 
pay for them, we will refund your money and pay carriag® 
both ways.

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

Box calf, leather lined. Sizes 7 and 8 
Glace lace, leather lined. Sizes 7 and 8 
Glace welted. Sizes 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 
Box calf. Substantial boot. 6, 7, and 8 

LADIES.
Glace Kid Derby. All sizes...
Glace Kid Button .......................
Glace Kid, Leather Lined, lace. All sizes.,
Box Calf Lace, Button and Derby ,,
Glace Kid Shoes, Leather Lined ,, ...
G irls’ B ox Hide School Boots, sizes 7 to 10, 2/11 ; 11 to 1, 6/6- 

ALL POST FREE. . ,
After these special lines are sold we cannot repeat at anyth' » 

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

reader on application.
When ordering enclose Postal Order and state your requirem611 . 
WHITEHOUSE &CO., BOOT FACTORS, STOURBRH)GM

10/0 usual price lift
10/6 >> io«!9/6 „  12'°
7/11 to clear.

7/6 usual price 9/JJ
6 /n  .. *
6/11 ..
5/9 
5/6

7/f7/6

DOES» TEA  
cite 'row 

INDICESTIOM?

IF  SO , it is because ord inary  tea con ta in s 
gallo-tanm c acid , the fluid that leather is 
tanned w ith.

It hardens the coa ts  o f  the stom ach , re
tarding flow  o f  gastric ju ice s , thus causing 
indigestion, bad com plexion , and w eak 
nerves. O ne natural tea on ly  is f r e e  fr o m  
t h i s  C ru d a  T a n n in ,  because it consists 
solely  o f  the tips o f selected leaves freed from  
the stalks w hich  con ta in  this in jurious 
ju ice . It is called

“ Typhoo» Tipps ”
and 1 ,0 0 0  d o c t o r s  n o w  r e c o m m e n d  i t  a s
the only digestive tea. It is pure Ceylon 
hence exqu isite  flavour, and absolutely  un
m edica ted . T he absence o f  stalks enab .es it 
to  yield 5Ü m ore  large cups per pound than 
ord inary  tea, hence econom y.

A  L A R G E  S A M P L E  P A C K E T  is sent 
F R E E , w ith  nearest agent's nam e, to every
one 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 td .,
2 5 ,  C a s t le  S t r e e t ,  B ir m in g h a m .

A N E W  (THE THIRD) EDITION
OF

FROM FICTION TO FACT.
By F. BONTE.

(Issued by the Secular Society, Limited.)

REVISED AND ENLARGED. 
SHOULD BE SCATTERED BROADCAST-

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

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newoastle-street, Farringdon-street.

MISTAKES OF MOSES
BY

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

REDUCED TO SIXPENCE,
(Postage 2|d.) c

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON,

Printed and Published by the P ionkzb Pbess, 2 Newcastle-streot, London, E .C.


