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Mightier far
Than strength of nerve or sinew, or the sway 
Of magic potent over sun and star,
Is love, though oft to agony distrest, [breast. 
And though his favorite seat be feeble woman’s

— WOEDSWORTH.

The Challenge of Secularism.—III.

St r e a t f e il d  appears to have hopes of Mr. 
atohford. I believe his hopes will be disappoint- 

ji but this is a free country, at least for Chris- 
tQ i)8' The reverend gentleman hesitates, even now, 
A. 0lass Mr. Blatchford with the Secularists.” “  I

No/
he adds, “  whether secularists pure and 

,e would acknowledge him as their colleague.” 
is that all :—

“ At this very time there is a somewhat acute differ­
ence between the editor of the Clarion and Mr. G. W. 

°ote, the editor of the Freethinker. Mr, Foote’s quick 
nd watchful eye has detected, in recent utterances of 
He Clarion, a loophole by which the Christian religion(not many years since held up to scorn by Mr. Blatch-
ord) may creep in and regain it3 lost authority. What- 

er rights socialism may claim, it has no right, in 
qj' Foote’s opinion, to be Christian ; and, until the 
thari?.n clears itself from the suspicion of holding out 

e olive leaf to any form of Christianity, it will smart 
J nea b̂ the lash of the Freethinker.”

for g6 Feverend gentleman must try to forgive me 
taiQlŷ g  that this is somewhat fantastic. Cer-

is so as far as the “ lash ” is concerned. I
gener 1 n? wise complained of Mr. Blatchford’s 
to tejj attitude towards Christianity since he began 
and di i f 18 readers that he at length understood it, 
b̂erty Ĝ eve<̂  and challenged it as an enemy of 

big Pi’ogress. I have smiled occasionally at
be th0 nif 8s f°r using the word “  religion,” as though 
fyinid ,^bt that, without a religion of some sort, he 

thaf6 • °̂° mucb like the tailless fox in the fable, 
b̂inkej. It' a^er all, a weakness into which greater 

CotQPlaiS jUn he have fallen. Where I have gravely 
Ibeoj ae<* of Mr. Blatchford is in relation to the 
^bich T P 0berniini8m. He has blundered in ways 
HiteUi bardly thought possible to a man of his 
?honĝ  nce- Ho understands the question clearly 
*Hto b° a certain point. The moment it enters 
Ms hirvf f^*°n Psychology he is lost. His sagacity 
be g0ea i / r°m that moment onwards. The farther 

p08> r orse is his confusion. He destroys the 
Dt iather h ebbic8. He throws morality away,
voider tor mabes a present of it to the enemy. I 
k Ve som ls.a ^rious mischief to a cause which I 

trfs^ bb  bo represent. And if I have not 
?'bh Jdr boal at length, as I have promised to do, 
h Ca,Use j  batchford’s blunder, it has been mainly 
nu^ight ^ anbed to eliminate the personal equation. 
¡>ck  bi8 .av® been thought that I was in haste to 

is °°k and discount his influence. Such an 
te°re Uurnra°^ive bo malicious people, who are far 
3 has rer0,U8 bhan optimists imagine ; for the 
t}P8 °f La u ^  n°b altered so very much since the 

,0cbefouoauld or of Chamfort. I have 
tens ^iuisn?1!6  ̂ until Mr. Blatchford’s book on 

a and d’ aaB ^ad a opportunity of being 
M4i Rested. Minds are calmer now than

they were when the book was in the first flush of its 
success; and what I have to say, presently, will 
stand a better chance of being listened to on its 
merits. But I was bound to let my dissent be 
known from the first; otherwise I might have laid 
myself open to another taunt—namely, that I had 
taken a very long time to find out the flaws in Mr. 
Blatchford’s presentation of Determinism. Beyond 
this, however, I do not know what can lend any 
color of justification to Canon Streatfeild’s words 
about the “ lash ” of the Freethinker being applied to 
the Clarion.

After referring to Club Life and Beynolds's News­
paper—which, by the way, is in fresh hands and 
rapidly changing its character—Canon Streatfeild 
passes on to what he evidently regards as the 
wickedest paper in England :—

“  The Freethinker, edited by Mr. G. W. Foote, Presi­
dent of the National Secular Society, from its first page 
to its last, never leaves any doubt as to its aim. That 
aim, from its inception, was, in the words of the editor, 
1 to wage relentless war against superstition in general 
and the Christian superstition in particular.’ It avows 
a bitter hatred of Christianity, and, as one reads its 
pages, one involuntarily thinks of our Lord before His 
accusers—mocked, buffeted, spat upon. From in­
decency, in the sense of obscenity, the Freethinker, so 
far as I know, is happily free; and in this respect com­
pares favorably with French journalism of similar aim. 
Short of this the Freethinker stops at nothing. In its 
ribald comments upon Scripture, its imputation of 
motives, especially of avarice, to ministers of religion, 
its bitter contempt for everything that the Christian, or 
even the theist, holds sacred, it would be impossible to 
outbid or outdo Mr. Foote; whilst his books and pam­
phlets are on a par with the worst of his work in the 
Freethinker. As an illustration of the old saying, 
corruptio optimi pessima, it may be noted that amongst 
Mr. Foote’s ablest colleagues on the editorial staff are an 
ex-Presbyterian and an ex-Baptist minister.”

Ifc will be observed that the reverend gentleman is 
fond of the word “  bitter.” Mr. Blatchford is 
“  bitter ” and I am “  bitter.” Well, I am not bitter. 
I treat Christianity with more disdain than bitter­
ness. I say little about the personality of Christ, 
because I consider it fiotitious. I am surely as free 
to speak of the legendary and mythological elements 
in the story of Christ as Canon Streatfeild is to 
speak of similar elements in the stories of heathen 
“  Saviors.” I am sorry he thinks of me as mocking, 
buffeting, and spitting upon his “  Lord.” It was 
religious people who treated Jesus in that way, and 
I have no desire to imitate them. It is pleasant, 
however, to see that Canon Streatfeild cannot bring 
himself to utter the common Christian lie about the 
“ indecency” of the Freethinker. Not that I believe 
he is fair to “  French journalism of similar aim.” 
He fails to allow, I think, for the greater freedom of 
expression so usual in French literature. The English 
mind seems bent on leaving the Bible a monopoly in 
this direction. As for my “ ribald comments upon 
Scripture,” the phrase simply means that my clerical 
critic does not like them ; for the word “  ribald ” 
strictly means the very quality from which he has 
just allowed that I am “ happily free.” With respect 
to the motives of the clergy, I have held that they 
go into the Church for a living. I speak of them in 
the bulk; of course, there are high and honorable 
exceptions. I honor a Newman as much as I despise 
those of the same profession who amass big fortunes
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in preaching the gospel of poverty and renunciation. 
It is notorious what the clergy of all the Protestant 
Churches in this country regard as a true “  call.” I 
do not accuse them of exceptional avarice. I simply 
say that their motives are, in the main, as “  worldly ” 
as those of men in other walks of life. And I say, 
besides, that they belong to a profession which has 
been the most unscrupulous in the world in up­
holding its power, privileges, and profits. Does the 
reverend gentleman deny this ? If he does, I will 
set about proving the truth of my statement. 
Finally, I beg to ask him who is the “ ex-Baptist 
minister ” amongst my “  ablest colleagues ” on the 
Freethinker ? The “  ex-Presbyterian ” is Mr. Lloyd.

The passage I have just criticised is not all that 
Canon Streatfeild has to say about the Freethinker. 
He continues in the following manner :—

“ It would be a great mistake to describe the contents 
of this publication as so much literary garbage. Large 
portions deserve no better title; on the other hand, 
many of the more serious contributions evince no little 
erudition and acumen, as well as considerable power of 
literary expression. To Mr. Foote himself it is impos­
sible to deny the two qualities which give to the Free­
thinker much of what popularity it enjoys; no one can 
doubt that he has the courage of his opinions, or that 
he has an exceedingly forcible way of expressing them.” 

In this passage the reverend gentleman’s good and 
evil genius struggle together for the mastery, and 
the result is lamentable. In his anxiety to get in 
the word “  garbage,” without committing himself 
too deeply, he places himself in a very false position. 
What are the portions of the Freethinker which may 
justly be called “ literary garbage” ? I suppose my 
clerical critic would indicate *’ Acid Drops.” But, 
as a matter of fact, the paragraphs under that head­
ing are, and always have been, written by the best 
pens on the paper. Up to May, 1898, they were all 
written by my sub-editor, Mr. J. M. Wheeler, or 
myself. Mr. Wheeler’s death at that date left me 
with a terrible burden of work. For several years I 
wrote all the “ Acid Drops” with my own hand. 
During the last two or three years I have had some 
assistance in that department from Mr. Cohen and 
Mr. Lloyd. Now I want an answer to this question. 
How is it that writers who “  evince no little erudi­
tion and acumen,” as well as “  considerable power of 
literary expression ” in their articles, become pro­
ducers of “ literary garbage ”  when they turn their 
hands to paragraphs ? There is no garbage in the 
Freethinker. I am sure of that. And I am also 
pretty sure that I understand why Canon Streat­
feild employs that term. In the first place, he 
cannot please his own side without saying some­
thing disagreeable; in the second place, the para­
graphs in “ Acid Drops ” sting, and when people are 
stung they are apt to cut capers and use expletives.

I have the courage of my opinions. Canon Sfcreat- 
foild admits that. And, if I may say so myself, the 
fact is really too patent for denial. I have been 
accused of many faults, but never of cowardice. 
Now courage is the very salt of literature as it is 
the very salt of life. The productions of genius are 
a striking proof of this. When a writer fears the 
dear long-eared public, when he thinks of what 
people will say, when he bows to the composite 
ghost at his elbow of all the critics in newspaper 
offices or elsewhere, ho will never do anything 
worthy of the world’s attention. Fear paralyses. 
Courage heightens a man’s powers. For my own 
part, and without wishing in the least to force 
myself into the company of my betters, I believe 
that whatever vividness may be in my writing is 
chiefly due to the fact that I wrote because I had 
something to say, and that I never cared a straw as 
to what anybody would think of it. I have always 
written to please myself, and I have frequently failed 
in the attempt, for I believe I am the severest critic 
of my own work. But I have always done my best 
at the time. I have never scamped a pieco of work 
in my life. I have that virtue if I have no other. 
And I may add, while I am in the confidential vein, 
that I have always respected the individuality of my 
contributors as much as my own. I should be

ashamed to “ doctor ” the articles of men like Mr. 
Cohen and Mr. Lloyd. I leave them absolute fr00- 
dom to express tbeir own views in their own way, 
and I am quite sure that they write all the better 
in consequence.

Canon Streatfeild is good enough to say that I 
have “ an exceedingly forcible way of expressing 
my opinions. Well, I am glad I make that impr08" 
sion. I detest what is called “  fine ” writing. I ^ 
not want my readers to say “ how beautiful!” * 
want them to say “ How true !” I don’t want the® 
to think of me at all. I want them to think of wbat 
I am saying. This is one of the secrets of terseness. 
You say what you have to say,—no less, and 00 
more. My style, such as it is, is therefore my off0. 
But I may take the opportunity of saying that, whb0 
I have imitated no one, and been ever myself, I hav0 
benefited by reading—really reading—the best lit®’ 
rature of all the ages. And as the best literature 13' 
finally, the literature with the most life in it, tb®“ 
has no doubt helped me to b9 “  forcible.” Can0® 
Streatfeild may, or may not, pardon me for sayi^ 
that I have got some good in that way out of tb® 
men of genius in his own Church. They are a0 
dead, of course; there are no men of genius in 11 
now, and there never will be again. But there 
once. I think Newman was the last of them,—aB“ 
he had to clear out. I remember when I was a 1®“' 
browsing without a guide in the fields of literature,* 
came quite accidentally across the “ judicious Hooker.
I opened him, read his first sentence, drew a deep 
breath, and said to myself, “ This man could writ0,
I know Taylor, Barrow, South, Leighton, and man 1 
obscurer men of genius (such as old Thomas Adam3' 
who had brains enough for anything) in the Chur0 
of England. I think Paley was a time-server, bn** 
humbly endorse Coleridge’s praise of his mascub0 
composition. I have enjoyed the whole of Syd°0' 
Smith, including his sermons, although it has be0 
said that “  his jokes were sermons ” and (v0fj 
foolishly) that “ his sermons were jokes.” As * 
Newman, I have read and re-read him for nearjj 
forty years; and when he died I wrote an arti)0  ̂
upon him in the Freethinker, which was included m 
Catholio collection of tributes to his memory. 
haps the Rev. Canon Streatfeild will understand j 
a little better now. And while I am on this sub]00 
may inform him that I know the writings of Mar 
Luther tolerably well, and that if he wishes to 
a collection of “ iiterary garbage” he will j] 
much as he wants on “ the dunghill” (as L°'f 
calls it) of the great “ Protestant Reformer.” j  

And now I desire to say that I can very 0j 
afford to laugh at orthodox insults. Defend000̂  
the faith hate what they dread. They soowl at , 
because I am not harmless. I flatter myself ,

a0“They may
t-------------  ----- ---------------  ------- I am dead, ^
out of the way; not while I am in the thick ot , t.

I have never won their praise, 
pleasanter things about me when

fight against them. I assure them I quite ,j 
stand. And I recollect a certain passage 10 
Borderers of Wordsworth, which hardly 
knows nowadays. Oswald, in that powerful tb 0 
abortive drama, says :—

I had been nourished by the sickly food 
Of popular applause. 1 now perceived 
That we are praised, only as men in us 
Do recognise some image of themselves,
An abject counterpart of what they aro,
Or the empty thing that they would wish to ho 
I felt that merit has no surer test 
Than obloquy ; that, if we wish to servo 
The world in substance, not deceived by show 
We must become obnoxious to its hate,
Or fear disguised in simulated scorn.”

serv® „yIn my own poor way, I have tried to 
world in substance. I have not been 
show. I have paid no regard to what 
speaks of as “  that bloated vanity cal 
opinion.” And I have, not incurred, but?.
The Christian world, at least, hates mo . 
it professes to scorn me, I recognise that tb 
is simulated,—it is the disguise of foar.^  j?oO '̂

(To he concluded.)

0C0f(
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Christianity and the Social Conscience.

The other week some Wesleyan Methodists held a 
conference in Wesley’s Chapel, City-road, on Unem- 
P*oyment. The Conference opened with prayer and 
ended with the Doxology. That is, after detailing 
a the misery and widespread evil that follows un- 
einployment, the meeting sung “  Praise God from 
Wa<3tn all blessings flow.” As is usnal at such 
gatherings, “  the Christian conscience,” “ the Chris- 
plan. Church,” etc., etc., was all over the place.

»stians were called upon to do this, that, and the 
th f ’ and one would have imagined from the speeohes 

at no one but Christians were alive to the evils of 
Employment, and that no one but Christians 

1 0 . ever put an end to them. All this was doubt- 
it-  ^mensely gratifying to the Christians present; 

enhanced their sense of their own importance to 
6 community, even if it was not clear in what way 
would help to solve the problem under discussion. 

r ne °f the speakers, the Rev. Harry Bisseker, 
Cl^a that it was the duty of the Christian 
thnt*0*1 oreat0 a social conscience—a sentiment 
n a reminds one of a deliverance by Ruskin. Some- 
el 6 aa  ̂ said to Ruskin that 
n r?? were the only friends 
w 6 la replied that this might be true, but if so it 
a„ . 6 very hardest thing that had ever been said
tijg them. For, said he, the clergy have been 
iv lectors of the public conscience for so long

places the 
man had.

that you are Eaying they have done their duty
pQwa y that they have failed to give to people in 
tjje a proper sense of responsibility to those around 
me /  ~n0 may repeat this of Mr. Bisseker’s state- 
ruanv ba(t the Christian Churches for
such cen*lUiaes> wielding a power and an influence 
or ¡R aS n°.°ther single institution has ever possessed 
periQdever finely to possess. And at the end of this 
anv ar)°ne °t ifcs accredited representatives, without 
ChriHt ^11̂ ?11̂  sense °f the censure he is passing on 
Chri(J â y , calmly remarks that the duty of the 
ereatilaD ^fiprch in the future will be that of 
doinfr^i8, 80cfaf conscience. Then what has it been 
does if ■ af°ng ? And what amount of confidence 

Port 1DSpire for the future ? 
need th Dfn?^ ôr overyt,0^y» the statement that we 
true a Church to create a social conscience is not 
either 1 sociai conscience is not something that can 
^eetine*3 n?a^e ,t° order or established by a mass 
facts of E ^ 80eiai conscience is one of the cardinal 
Verv uruan history ; it is, in fact, implied in the 
know h?re8.810n “ human history." For man, as we 
We talk <■ 18 an eurbodiment of what we mean when 
the comm a 80c*ai conscience. Sufficiently alive to 
the trffini °n weifare man has not always been, but
to wider1* Ŝ D8e bas b00n 0vor
only in thD rmi?re Permanent issues. It is, indeed, 
thi8 sense  ̂ 0v°iution and influence of
pr°hlem rm~. man ^eoouies an understandable 
ia°8t fatal f 8̂ Snoring of this has been one of the 
the remart f i  Christianity’s many blunders, just as 
^kurch »}>. . ^ ba8 to be created by the Christian
8°cial leadereh’^ 6 Û er 3ncapacity of the olergy for

^°e8 need Bense. does not need creating, but it 
CorUmunitv ?v.eloP*nS- At present the sense of a 
8ca'e, oniv ; . lnterest is manifested, on any general 
? hi°h aoL1! 11!  lo* 68t form. In the case of war, 
Qature, them • t0 b̂e êsa orvilisod side of human 
f a eocietv ;1S manff0sted a sense that the members 
°rtune “ 10vpcably share in the good and evil 

>°uepicu0ns] oclfty. In other directions, it is
tLabilee Proceys « !i !ent’ When’ at thG lafce Q ae6n’s 
r> 8 Peopie an r,vD’ attempt was made to give 
s ritiBh Ernnim 088?n 3n tho greatness of the 

ldier8 and Hnn bree ^ ‘ngs tuonopolised the stage. 
, 6 Empire • Vn °r8’ rePr0eenting tho brute force of 
n«jen êucieR • ^ esfptative8 of various colonies and 
ans leaders n /a  *D® extent of our acquisitions,
RP: Cuunin£r wn, “ P prominent religious sects. Force

ence, literature ° two thinS8 to tbe front- Art> > c\en commerce, wore treated as

negligible quantities. Yet, if history teaches one 
thing conclusively, it is that neither militarism nor 
religion can maintain a people in a state of efficiency, 
and that a nation is never so near its fall as when it 
counts its greatness in terms of either brute force or 
mere wealth of religious conviction. The greatness 
and decline of Rome, Venice, and Spain is never 
understood until we learn this lesson from their 
experience.

The Church has taught that people should fight 
for the State, and so far the lesson was good, if had it 
taught with equal insistence that people should think 
for the State, and work for the State, the necessity 
of fighting would not be imminent, and the evils of 
poverty would not be now what they are. “  It is 
singular, nay, portentious,” says a writer in the 
Christian World, “ that in the protest of the social 
conscience against war, the religion of the question 
should so often find itself outside the Churches.” 
The word “ religion ” is evidently dragged into this 
sentence in order to cover an ugly and inconvenient 
fact. And this is, that with the exception of the 
Society of Friends, the strongest opponents of mili­
tarism have been found among those whose sym­
pathies with Christianity were of the weakest, or 
whose opinions were actively hostile to it. No reli­
gion, not even Mohammedanism, has done so much 
to consecrate war as has Christianity, nor has any 
other religion been responsible for so many conflicts. 
Mr. Fielding Hall relates how, when the Burmese 
took up arms against the British occupancy, the 
Buddhist priests told them that no one, no matter 
how neoessary the act, could take life without paying 
the penalty in the degradation of their own natures. 
It was the Christian priests who blessed the arms of 
Christian soldiers in an unjustifiable war, just as it 
was our Christian pulpits—with a rare exception 
here and there—that sang the praises of militarism 
during our still more unjustifiable South African 
campaign.

Consciously or unconsciously matters little to the 
question; the fact remains that the influence of 
Christianity has been in the direction of a distortion 
instead of a development of the social sense. It has 
identified the welfare of society with the dominance 
of a particular creed, and often with the dominance 
of a particular sect. In this way the social sense 
has been restricted in its development and applica­
tion, and the very intensity of its application to 
sectarian affairs has caused it to often operate as a 
cause of social disruption. An extreme instanoe of 
this is found in our midst in the person of the Rev. 
R. F. Horton, who calmly suggests that all who do 
not believe in a future life should be ostracised from 
human sooiety. Without the active influence of 
Christian sectarianism, the social sense would have 
operated over the whole of its legitimate area; but by 
confining it to a sect, its development has been frus­
trated, and its application circumscribed. Nor is it 
without significance that it is only with the weaken­
ing of religious sectarian barriers that there has been 
a marked development in tbe sense of community of 
interest as the condition of social well-being.

Nor is this all. Religion has really been maintain­
ing a parasitic existence at the expense of the social 
sense. Feelings that have been claimed as religious, 
such as those connected with concern for others, are 
really socially in both their origin and expression. 
In early societies religion and the social sense work 
together with less harm than is the case later, 
because the range of religious belief is co-extensive 
with the tribe. It is at a later period when religion 
has narrower limits, when it claims the social feelings 
as its own, and interprets them in terms of its own 
supernaturalism, that the evil commences. How re­
ligion plays the parasite on tho social feelings can 
be seen if we study closely the case of conversions. 
For these nearly all occur during the years when 
young men and women are experiencing the growth 
of those organs and feelings that are properly and 
directly connected with the development of a larger 
social self. Then we see enacted on a smaller soale 
what has taken placo historically. Young people are
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tanght that these feelings are due to the striving of 
God within the soul, their expression is directed to 
this or that supernaturalism, instead of the oppor­
tunity being seized to consciously and finally relate 
them to the general well-being.

The truth is that instead of the social sense need­
ing Christianity either for its creation or develop­
ment, this end is best served when Christianity 
stands on one side, and its place is taken by sys­
tematic and rational training. As it is, the social 
conscience is compelled to operate under every 
possible disadvantage. Much of its energy has, of 
necessity, to be given to the task of humanising re­
ligion. And the result of this is seen in precisely 
such gatherings as those noted at the beginning of 
this article. The speakers at that Conference 
imagined it was their religion that led them to dis­
cuss a purely social problem. This was quite a mis­
take, and was, in reality, putting the cart before the 
horse. It is the very strength of the social con­
science that is forcing preachers of religion to 
deliberately face questions they have hitherto re­
garded as outside their province. Some take up 
such topics willingly, in virtue of their strong human 
sympathies; others because they are sufficiently 
acute to perceive the tendency of the times, and 
that, unless they modify their creed in accordance 
with the spirit of the age, they and their religion 
will soon be left far in the rear. All the various 
attempts to read modern social and secular ideas and 
theories into the New Testament represent merely 
the pressure of modern opinion on ancient religious 
beliefs.

Those who look at the matter historically are at no 
loss to trace the nature and stages of the process. 
First we get the pressure exerted on the most 
objectionable forms of religious belief. Later the 
beliefs themselves are attacked, and are surrendered 
one after the other. Finally, we have the spirit of 
the religion questioned, and then we reach the 
beginning of the end. For to-day it is not merely 
this or that teaching of Christianity that is called 
into question. It is the spirit of historic Chris­
tianity that is challenged. There is a growing con­
viction that, come what may on the other side of the 
grave, this world gives us the real sphere of human 
interest and duty. The modern social sense declines 
to regulate life by any kind of supernaturalism, and 
although the vested interests of the latter lead to a 
certain amount of modification on both sides, each 
surrender to the modern spirit only makes further 
conquest easier and more certain. r  r

The Moral Sense.

From the Secularist point of view, the subject of 
the moral sense is as clear as noonday, and needs no 
further elucidation. To an intelligent non-religious 
person nothing is more obvious than that the moral 
sense is exclusively the sense of right and wrong 
between man and man. It signifies the conscious­
ness of what ought to be, and what ought to be 
avoided, in social conduct. It is a sense more or 
less shared by all gregarious animals. Mr. Blyth, a 
friend of Darwin, “  saw Indian crows feeding two or 
three of their companions which were blind and 
Darwin himself tellB us that ho knew of “  a dog who 
never passed a cat who lay sick in a basket, and was 
a great friend of his, without giving her a few licks 
with his tongue, the surest sign of kind feeling in a 
dog.” Even wolves hunt in packs, and help one 
another in catching their prey. Prince Kropotkin 
informs us that the shores of countless lakes in the 
Russian and Siberian steppes “  are peopled with 
myriads of aquatic birds, belonging to at least a 
score of different species, all living in perfect peace 
—all protecting one another.” The baboons live in 
communities and observe rules of social conduct; 
and whenever they go out in search of food, one of 
their number invariably occupies some elovated

point and utters loud cries to warn them of any 
approaching danger. In Abyssinia, some years ago> 
a troop of them was observed crossing a valley. As 
they were ascending a mountain, they were attacked 
by dogs, and instantly those who had climbed the 
mountain rushed down again to the help of their 
brethren. Their shrieks frightened the dogs awaŷ  
Later, when all the baboons had ascended the moun­
tain, except a young one, the dogs returned to the 
attack. Seeing his danger, the little one called 
loudly for aid, when one of the largest males came 
down again, and, after much coaxing, persuaded the 
youngster to accompany him into safety. Prince 
Kropotkin, in his Mutual Aid, gives numerous 
instances of the display of the moral sense among 
animals.

It may be objected that animals are guided only 
by instinct when they render one another any 
service. That is very doubtful; but, even if 
were the case, it would only show that some animal 
instincts are highly moral, and lead to heroic action 
while others are the opposite. All we are anxious to 
maintain is that the moral sense, whether instinc­
tive or otherwise, is common to all social animal 
including man. Now, it will be readily admitted by 
all that, until we reach man, no religious elemen" 
enters into this moral sense. It arises naturally aS 
the result of associated life. If it begins as a® 
instinct, it is, at any rate, as a moral instinct that» 
begins; and it is a question whether it is not as afl 
instinct that it often exhibits itself in human W0 
also. When a man who cannot swim jumps int0 
the water to attempt the rescue of a drowning 
person, is it not unintelligent instinct that impe | 
him ? And it may be further questioned if all mora, 
action should not be more or less instinctive. 
as to the identity in nature of the moral sense 
men and in animals there can be no doubt whatever 
It is universally admitted, however, that all ani®9) 
are alike in that they are non-religious. There |9 
nothing to indicate that birds and baboons posses 
any religion or engage in Divine worship. And 76,. 
most theologians treat the moral sense in man as ■ 
it were a religious sense ; almost as if it were a g® 
of Christ to the world, and had never existed befer 
his time. “  Morality,” they say, “  is eternal and i®. 
mutable in the mind of God, and it was a part® 
Christ’s mission to reveal it to mankind.” A . 
merest tyro in the knowledge of history can be 
witness to the utter falsity of such a state®00 j 
Morality is neither eternal nor immutable. It 0 
had a beginning, and its evolution in history can 
distinctly traced. Jesus made no contribution < 
ever to the world’s moral code. This is conco0  ̂
even by some Christian writers. Mr. S. H. MeH° ' 
although convinced that Christian morals arc . 
only perfect morals, yet describes them as “ the D. 
ideals which the apostles and fathers of the C® 
tian Church built up out of the ideas set forth in 0 
Old Testament and later Jewish ethics, read in . 
light of the life and words of Jesus.”  The tr® 
however, is that whatever was new in the Cbr*8  ̂
code was not true, and whatever was true w»8 j  
new. Nor can it be truly said that Jesus infcrod® . 
a new spirit into morals, for the gospel of love 'v 
he is reported to have preached and acted had ^ 
both preached and acted many centuries befor0^  
was born. Different moral codes are only re8lS jj'8 
of specific stages in the evolution of the 
moral sense. ft|s,

Primarily, religion is not concerned with 
but with the relations between individuals and ,y 
A man may be profoundly religious while atroci0^  
immoral. That distiller was very pious ^ 
Beecher represents as remonstrating 
minister for talking about drink : “ Attond to 
own business; preach the glorious Gospel; 
the doctrines of grace. What have they to do 
liquor ? Leave that to us, and keep to o<
given mission.” Whether that was good advi0®tbi*
not, its being given by a Christian man prove8 
in his opinion, religion and morality 
different things. As a matter of fact, the
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yesterday did not exercise itself much in the 
realm of morals. It applied itself almost exclusively 

. the business of individual soul-saving. Its 
^misters were mediators between God and men; 
and the salvation they trafficked in was for the 
World to come. Hell-worthy souls received, on 
certain conditions, tickets for seats in heaven, 
lorality was always kept in the background. 
Qt the Church of to-day, at least the Protestant 

section of it, having reached the end of its days 
as a 8oul-saving agency, is beginning to take up and 

onopolise the work of social reform. After proving 
a “«mal failure on the old spiritual lines, it is now 
esolved to achieve magnificent success as a regene- 
ator of society. “ Soul-saving was but a miserable 
r̂isiness at best,'’ it says, “ and now I have found 

th t r ^ divine Lord and Master founded me 
 ̂ at I might be the savior of society. Henceforth 

^ntend to concentrate my efforts upon the creation 
t .? 80cial conscience.” Jesus Christ, we are now 
 ̂ > was a social reformer, and it is he alone, working

kj’ough his appointed agents, who is capable of 
Y n£>.In8 about the reconstruction of human life. 
jtss: * 8 added, at last the Church has rediscovered 
Pas secr0E and “  a generation will not have
phffj before it will have made a new world for our 

j dr0n to live in.”
new r 10 *-'kurch likely to he a greater success on the 
soci ]IDe8 ^ an ^ Proved to be on the old ? Can a 
Uj a C0nscience be developed by supernatural 
®3epH> ^an a Divine cause produce a human 
rea 1 Dur answer is in the negative, and our 
pjac°n8. ôr ^ are cogent and conclusive. In the first 
Jea 0’ us examine the modern conception of 
manf; ™be claim on his behalf is that he was “  God 
Betlg 6s êd *n the flesh,” that he was in some special 
ally q °r defiree a Divine Being, that either physic- 
both r 8P'^bually he rose from the dead, and is now 
Cllrigt0m5il)obenb and omnipresent as the Eternal 
burna i on the assumption that such a super-
re0r„ n Per80nage came into the world on purpose to 
l0ct th 'f6 Society> ^ow are we b° account for the 
°Pref a“ ^W0 thousand years later society is still 
d°lpe°flrn̂   ̂ What has the Eternal Christ been 
all the Ur.ln£ bbat long and weary interval ? Were 
as hi8 rniHl°ns of men who stood before their fellows 
Crites Spe,Cia.ny caDed messengers a pack of hypo- 
vl°timsa f ^ars ? Of were they the unconscious 
of tjlei °: v.aln delusions ? Whatever we may think 
slightA ^ -*8 a cerfcainby that there never was the 
between ,G,vldGnc0 °f any active connection whatever 
^ark wh K u an<d an  ̂ Eternal Christ, because the 
aocomni-1̂  38 sa*d bo have entered the world to 
Undone a and ^av0 always most at heart, is still 
rabion w-itnd ^  we are assured now that “ a gene 

1 not have passed before it [the newly
made a now

discov DOt ha
>rld  S d Chur?h of Christ] will have 
38 0asv r ° cb*ldren to live in.” Such prophesying 
easy an^ nd co0ap ; but it is as false as it is 
every oneap. In different words and forms
Cotne of ft daS lndalged in it, and nothing has ever

^aprisl^o second place, the moral sense cannot 
roots mu GtnPty dreams. Before it can grow its 
soil will n /1G<deeP down in genuine soil. Imaginary 
‘̂sPosal fR d° ’ an  ̂ judging by all the facts at our 

"-exists’ 0nf 8.uPernatural—Father, Son, and Spirit 
?bat is wl? imagination of certain people.
10 comitm  ̂t 6 80c*a  ̂ conscience has been so slow 
Produce it plD̂ e.a  ̂ °t sotting vigorously to work to 
bhe Eternò 1 niri8^ an people have been waiting for 
bsen so fQn ,m sk bo oreate it. Nothing has ever 
• odists bn demon8fcrated as the fact that God, if 
lQbo beinp n 8 ne.VGr done anything towards bringing 
inorai aensl  S0cial conscience. It is true that the 
°rne in mimi gradually evolving, but it should be 

8a.V0ral anti-PK • .a  ̂ *ts evolution is proceeding on 
38 bent ri8tian lines. The sooial conscience 

Poverty ” V \ f?n^8b other things, on conquering 
? first bPHff 0 Christianity of Christ pronounces 

pò6?ce is « I u d0 on powerty. “ The social con- 
arr8tianitv nf°r)an a:3bhetio conscience” ; but the 

I aul declares that “  God chose the

foolish things of the world that he might put to 
shame them that are wise,” and that “  God chose 
the weak things of the world that he might put to 
shame the things that are strong, and the base 
things of the world, and the things that are despised 
did God choose, yea and the things that are not, that 
he might bring to nought the things that are,” with 
the objeot “  that no flesh should glory before God.” 
Jesus knew nothing of society, took no interest in 
economic problems, never dreamed of such a thing 
as the solidarity of the race, but believed and taught 
that the present world was on the eve of its final 
dissolution, and that in the world to come he would 
reign as king over those who accepted his teaohing 
and bowed to his will. A social conscience in 
this world was not among the things he contem­
plated.

We believe in the social conscience, hut only as 
the product of social life. It will come, not in 
answer to prayer, nor by singing hymns in church 
and chapel, but as the outcome of long training and 
experience. It will come only by the method of 
evolution guided by self-conscious and enlightened 
men and women whose one passion is love of their 
kind. Jesus is reported to have said that his 
kingdom came not by observation, while in point of 
fact it has never come at all. The social conscience 
cometh not by observation, nor yet in response to a 
mere wish, but only by means of daily application to 
the supreme business of living a true and useful 
life. The moral sense signifies a right sooial atti­
tude, from which alone comes right social conduct. 
It is the lack of this that is the cause of all our 
social sufferings and sorrows. Its advent will heal 
our wounds, wipe away our tears, and fill our life 
with peace and prosperity. j  rp ^

“ The Exodus from Hounsditch.”

Christianitj has passed out of the position of 
serious drama into that of rollicking farce. The 
transformation has not only been bloodless, but it 
appears to have been wrought with the complete 
unconsciousness of the actors.

The late-lamented Archdeacon Farrar seems to 
have been one of the prime movers in this silent 
revolution. With quiet persistence, he persuaded a 
very large number of his co-religionists that hell, 
contrary to belief, was slightly less monotonous than 
heaven, and that everlasting punishment meant only 
an eternity of almighty unpleasantness. After that 
came the deluge, which has brought upon its flood 
undogmatic religionism and the rest of the blatant 
nonsense which now passes for the religion of Christ 
and Him cruoified. This dilution of dogma has had 
its disintegrating effect upon all the churches. Pain­
ful Sabbaths have been replaced by pleasant Sunday 
afternoons. String bands and soloists take the place 
of leather-lunged preachers. Labor Members of 
Parliament and other publicists threaten to oust the 
parsons from their pulpits. Even this is only the 
beginning of the end. A short time since, at Whit­
field’s Chapel, London, a well-known actor and an 
equally notorious contributor to Punch both occupied 
the pulpit in order to pronounce eulogiums upon a 
world-renowned Freethinker.

There has never been seen such a scene before, 
“  Charley’s Aunt” was sober tragedy compared with 
it. The great queue of people outside the Tabernacle 
gave the finishing farcical touch. It was magnifi­
cent, but it was not Christianity as taught for 
twenty centuries.

The Prayer Book itself has suffered. Changes 
have been suggested in the hallowed volume, and 
among other matters, the newspapers gravely inform 
us that the “  strong language ” in the Marriage 
Service will be toned down. “ Angels and ministers 
of grace defend us ! ” If this sort of thing goes on, 
the Holy Bible and the Winning Post will be the 
only publications untouched by the blue pencil of 
the censor.
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All these straws show which way the wind is 
blowing. Christianity is no longer a serious re­
ligion. It is not even comedy. It is now passing 
from farce into the region of harlequinade. And the 
sooner the man in the street realises this the better 
it will be for everybody. VERDANT Gr e e n .

Acid Drops.

General Booth takes the cake as a lusty indiscriminate 
beggar. He cadges all over the country from door to door. 
One of his Self-Denial Week begging-letters was left at our 
private address, with an envelope to receive our contribu­
tion. and an intimation that the “ Army Representatives ” 
would call for it. This was a rare joke, considering how 
the final paragraph of the appeal set forth that at least 
¿£150,000 a year was needed “ to maintain all this great 
work for the Needy and I rreligious.”

newspaper man is about as well-informed on biologic  ̂
matters as is the average reader, the task of misrepresenting 
is a fairly easy one. As a matter of fact, many of those 
responsible for the modifications in the Darwinian theory 
are more Darwinian than was Darwin himself.

One brilliant criticism of Darwin appears in the Christ*** 
Commonwealth. The writer suggests that Darwin made a 
mistake in calling his work The Origin o f Species, because 
he says, it does not explain the origin of anything. But, aS 
a matter of fact, the first portion of the title of Darwin3 
book does exactly express the scope of the work. It is a® 
explanation of the origin of species; and if the theory b? 
sound, the work is done. Probably the writer is confused 
between the origin of variations, the origin of life, and the 
origin of species—three quite distinct, although related, 
questions. The only questionable part of Darwin’s title lieS 
in the phrase “ Natural Selection.” This has misleading 
connotations, and religionists have made the most of the®' 
Curious, that while accepting what is wrong, they show 
question what is right.

“ William Booth,”  who signs this appeal, begs us to 
“ assist ” him “  cheerfully ” by “  helping the Self-Denial 
Fund.”  “ I believe you will,” he concludes, “ and God will 
reward you.” William Booth is mistaken.

We noticed last week the fact that the Daily News had 
opened its columns to a financial appeal by the Rev. R. J. 
Campbell. It has since done the same for the Rev. C. 
Silvester Horne. This gentleman wants to raise several 
hundreds a year more for Whitefield’s Tabernacle from out­
siders. He says that the Tabernacle business—we beg 
pardon, work—has never been so successful or its prospects 
so bright, but “  never has our need of help been so urgent.” 
So the whole of London and the provinces are called upon 
to contribute—in the name of the Lord and his Horne.

The Daily News is going to bo impartial for once. It 
allows the Bishop of Southwark to join in this begging- 
letter business. His lordship wants ¿£540 for three men to 
be trained at Cambridge University, ¿£200 for a promising 
young student to enter Oxford, ¿£340 for four men to be 
educated at King's College, and ¿£330 for four men who offer 
themselves for foreign service— which is presumably another 
name for missionary work. His lordship doesn’t want much, 
does he ? That ¿£1,410 would have made the first preachers 
of Christianity “ rich beyond the dreams of avarice.” But 
things have altered since then. Poor devils once preached 
to poor devils the glorious gospel of “ Blessed be ye poor.” 
Now it is preached by men who get hundreds, and even 
thousands, a year.

The offering of a grateful country to a man like Alfred 
Russel Wallace is one hundred and fifty pounds a year ; to 
an Archbishop of Canterbury it offers fifteen thousand. 
Decidedly we are a practical people.

We wero pleased to soe a longthy and straightforward 
letter in the Times from Professor Ray Lankester, apropos 
of recent misrepresentations of Darwinism and Neo-Darwin­
ism. In a long and very ill-informod article, the Times re­
ferred to the “ undormining ” of Darwinism by the work of 
Do Vries and other more recent workers, and to the assumed 
fact that the Darwinian hypothesis is losing its hold on 
men's minds. Close studonts of the subject know that this 
is quite false, and that a modification of a theory in the light 
of fuller knowledge is a very different thing from its disproof 
or its rejection. Natural Selection romains as true as over, 
and the Times’ statement that the denial of the transmission 
of acquired characters is fatal to Darwin’s theory is properly 
characterised by Professor Lankester as “  devoid of founda­
tion.” Professor Lankester also adds, apropos of the abuse 
of terms by the writer, “ The layman of scienco may well 
plead, in excuse for his misconceptions, the ambiguity of a 
technical term ; but tho writer who addresses tho public 
with the purposo of showing that the work of a great man is 
discredited cannot readily be forgiven for basing his attack 
on such want of understanding.”

The Times article was, as is usual, anonymous; but tho 
truth is that it appears to bo only ono of a series of misre­
presentations that havo been systematically disseminated 
for some months. In both London and provincial papers 
we have noticed for some time paragraphs and leaderettes 
describing the breakdown of Darwinism by recent investiga­
tions. Theso mostly bear a common impress, and appear to 
emanate from a common source, modified only by tho genius 
of the particular newspaper offico. And as the average

Mr. Rhondda Williams says that, had Darwin contin® 
to read the Bible and to pray, he would have remained 
Christian to the end. No one in his senses would ever dre»®dû

beof doubting this. The real question, however, is, Why 
Darwin stop praying ? and the answer is, Not because 
did not think about religion, but because by thinking 
it he lost his faith in it. He became an Agnostic, or, ~  . 
would say, an Atheist, not because he neglected God, b 
because the facts forced him into a disbelief in his existed ' 
Atheism is not the outcome of thoughtlessness, but of h® 
and honest reasoning.

England is a Christian country. Who can 
Just look at the facts. Here is one of them, 
named John King, aged fifty-six, living at Sheerness, - ,

He got a job at

doubt J
A labore« 

W
been out of work for several weeks. ^  c ----- e
and did a day’s work on Tuesday, February 23. Tho sa'  ̂
eveniug he died from heart failure brought about by

ln n lr  '  I ' h  nA A V  4- r\ I 1 /-v ttt n /I I lia  W llvand lack of nourishment. The poor fellow and his wife 
been subsisting on scraps of food—sometimes a P°'tato,b®sometimes a carrot—given them by neighbors. When 
got work it killed him. The jury’s verdict was 11 P°8. t 
from natural causes ” —which was true, but ironical. J 
King’s case is typical of thousands this bitter Febrn# i 
England knows it quite well, but England is busy discuss « 
Dreadnoughts. Yes, England is a Christian country.

There is another big row on amongst tbo Christian^ 
Jerusalem, and Turkish troops are guarding all the ckurrCjVSI 
and other religious establishments to prevent the  ̂
Christites from knocking them to pieces. The I 11 
Government has appointed a special Commission to 
with tho matter and restore order.

As if dealing j 
him J th is b»“1 

"details 0°°'

Dr. R. S. Storrs knows all about it 
mathematics, ho assured thoso who listened to 
God’s presence “  amid and throughout ” the creation 
immediate and constant. Then he went into deta**“ ^5 
cerning tho effects of such a presence in various Par*s,°i bj
TPrtrlrl l* flin rlooorf. nn/1 tlin nnnlr orn i1,fl

icfj
world. Both “ tho desert and tho peak aro consocra' 
it." Can any sane person tell us what is moant by 
“ immediate” presence of an invisible being? 9-“ ® 
terms are a contradiction.

QQtji 8
Another man of God professes tho samo belief lU gflu- 

universal presenco, specially his prosence in church 0 
days; but he confesses that very fow peoplo in , / tbfl
share the belief. Thon, on this point, as on most o f V s 
pew is in advance of tho pulpit; and, at last, the t>^gSof 
come when the pulpit cannot put a check on tho Pr°k. (£per 
tho pew. When tho lattor is thoroughly awako, the ^  [¡¡¡0 
shall be heard of no more. Then both pulpit and P° ’ 
God, shall bo sought for in vain.

-----  sbi<f
Tho Holy Ghost is marvellously caroful n0 ,̂, ¡̂]1 b0 

favoritism. Ho is omnipotent, of course, but ho 
allow one who possesses 
convey the impression

him to so treat his P°w
------- j  —  — j----------  that the possessor is Hl’ ' ^oir'
superior to his brethren,” or even to tho pooplo of *h ^  
How eminently considerato of him 1 It is very tr'vor( 
Christians aro not suporior to non-Christians, on tho » 
but tho truo inference is, not that tho Holy Ghost 1  ̂
wish to wound tho toolings of tho non-Christians,  ̂ ^ b1 
there is no Holy Ghost to grant any superior l>oW 
own people. ____  ,

There is no end to wild theorising about Jesus. if 
Grifllth-Jones tolls us that Jesus had a roligi°u "

»9JO
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Dot Christianity, and that he engaged in worship. That is 
. Jesus in whom many people believe and to whom they 

g've reverence, but not worship. But there is another Jesus, 
y 10 founded the Christian religion, who is himself an object 
0 worship, and whose Cross is the objective ground of sal­
vation from sin and hell. The two Jesuses have their 
ohatnpions within the Christian Church itself, and there is 
a vehement controversy between them as to which Jesus 
 ̂ be chosen and followed. Principal GrifBth-Jones is 
believer in Jesus the Christ, and having praised him as in 

every respect superior to Jesus of Nazareth, he calls upon 
j ls. hearers to make their choice. Well, while the theo- 
ogians are wrangling as to which Jesus is the worthier, we 
e content to live without either. We are not convinced, 
°tti the slender evidence offered, that Jesus of Nazareth 
sr lived ; and if there never was a Jesus of Nazareth, the 
nst °f God has not a leg to stand upon.

^ A minister bewailed the unspirituality of his young people. 
t ,1̂  n6ver felt inclined to pray, neither did they realise 
the'1 Dee  ̂°* sa'vaG°n through the sacrifice of Christ. But 
j.v 7 Were honest and upright and loved to do good. In 
h(;U1,r .rnora  ̂character he could not detect a single flaw. Yet 
Anfltl0Ve<̂  b.ey°nd Measure because they were still unsaved 1 

s.“ c  ̂ministers are surprised that thoughtful people give 
UP going to church and chapel.

opinion, but because religion is such an explosive force that 
a friendly discussion is almost impossible. But the elimina­
tion of religion from parliamentary debates does not make 
the discussions on social reform unreal; it only proves reli­
gion to be unnecessary. Political common sense finds that 
it contributes nothing of value, and so it is set on one side. 
The expression that the State should have nothing to do 
with religion really covers the belief that, from the point 
of view of the welfare of the State, religion is unnecessary.

Mr. Birrell also advised his audience not to bother about 
Jonah and the whale, but to study their own hearts. Then 
they would find a justification for their religion. It might 
be far more useful for Mr. Birrell and his hearers to study 
their stomachs or their livers. Besides, Jonah and the 
whale really does go to to the root of religious belief, looked 
at properly. Whether this particular whale swallowed this 
particular Jonah is, we admit, of comparatively small im­
portance. But the story, as a story, involves the question of 
miracle, of a particular providence, of supernaturalism ; and 
these go to the root of all religion. Settle Jonah, one way 
or another, and you have really settled all religious ques­
tions. The form in which a belief is cast matters little ; it 
is the belief itself that is all-important.

tion068»*' nover occnr to Christian divines that their exhorta- 
D0 S, about seeking and finding God are ineffably absurd ? 
a fan'' dron ever have to seek their human parents? Does 
flilio *r GVer vemaiu in hiding from his offspring until by 
lono ^  ®?arcb tbey find him, or in response to earnest and 
less w° mnUe<* Prayer he reveals himself to them ? Much 
®elf t T  a Heavenly Father refuse to reveal him-
^ith H - nhhdren until they deafened his invisible ears 
serrun tle'*r a"on' sing cries for him. Indeed, Mr. Phillips’ 
cover U <fD *̂10 USe *be ®ve sl’ ' ritnal senses for the dis- 
elon,,  ̂ i . ®°d should be welcomed by Freethinkers as an 

0<inent justification of unbelief.

^hethe ^ii . SPurr_ has been a good while considering 
haDti^t^i 6 iuvitation to the pastorate of Collins-street 
he Wm n  c IĈ ’ Alelbourne, was a true “ call.” We guessed 
the ba' ■ , d so eventually. The size of the salary was 
tefers ?lfi our calculation. We see that the Daily News 
Mr. jj] ? , Spurr as “  one of the strongest antagonists of 
been tl ° jr°rd In the Clarion controversy.” He may have 
Sackfui ef best a poor lot, but if he was the best what a 
that Mr°T'irUW>ish the rest must have been 1 The fact is 
Was Mr' ft latehford had only one real antagonist, and that 
had cas + r" Ghesterton, who apparently knew he had a 
B,nart f ‘•'-' defend, and therefore spent most of his time in 
Berious duel11“ ’ Air. Blatchford took too much as a

veraucBaip Ver*nder, late secretary of the Penge Perse- 
at the Ko °,rinanent Benefit Building Society, was sentenced 
embezzi^0, ,as*zes t° six years’ penal servitude for forgery, 
He had b > Cn*’ and falsification of the Society’s accounts, 
years, and Q1 carry’ng on these nefarious practices for many 
ProfesBe(} tn 8ums Money were missing, which he 
111 Passiua be nnablo to account for. Mr. Justice Bucknill, 
horrible con Cn̂ ebce’ sa*d that “ It was all a sad story of a 
^ a r e Z - r . , ° fcoaductfor a man like tho prisoner, who 

commi'i01̂  p,®rson—a religious light, so to speak, in his 
at this. T(. • ' We hope his lordship was not astonished
Ct!®es. 1S 80 c°Mmon an incident in the history of such

Hofi be uool ,PIeV  s°Metimes over-reaches itself. “ May 
y°u badly » . to b*s owu> and send you to join us ; we need 
Cessfm can ,rw U htr. Iveir Hardio’s message to tlio unsuc- 
tQay refer t ® at Taunton. The “ w o ” in the message 
Members of °r and ^ e’r Hardie, or merely to the other
'Vas not Go t ° h'D'hor Party. In any case, either Mr. Smith 
^erQ overcom Sv°Wn’ or ®od’ Hardie, and Mr. Smith 
kfinth and M° TT^e .Power of tho Conservative vote. Mr. 
6xceedinr,i Hardie May recover the shock, but it is 

° Pleasant for the other membor of tho trinity.
Mr.\ Birrell
Suhject thif8 8 ’n Hm House of Commons religion is 
le debates a « annoJ' ho discussed, and that this gives to 

?ann0t bo diam. at unreal form- Ho adds that religion 
fatl nnconscirmf u bocaU8° of differences of opinion. Tbero

Debates 
difference of opinion, 
cannot dobato unloss

v.uyonscirmo 1 ----  u.ucvDuiua ui upiuic
a 0 Dsually } , , . i , M o r  about the last expression, 
apparently ,.bf.caM*e theretbi ‘ n religious mattersd , is comnl  °  ‘ “ “ ‘ era ono cannot aoDato unless
tb t*16. The rn; agre°M ont— and, therefore, nothing to 

e wouse of r  a roa8°n w hy religion cannot bo debatod ' 
ommons is not that there are differences

in
differences of

To say that books on the history of the ancient Roman 
Empire, when written by Christians or for Christians, need 
carefully checking or revising, is to make a statement that 
few competent students will question. Unfortunately, 
misrepresentations on this subject have become so common, 
and so deeply rooted, that they are difficult to remove. 
Here, for example, is Canon Hensley Henson, who refers to 
Christianity coming into being “ in an epoch of despondent 
and exhausted Secularism,” with the evils of the times 
resulting from a disbelief in immortality. The statement is 
wholly untrue. Rome itself was never so religious—in the 
Christian sense of the word—as it was at the time of the 
establishment of Christianity. Quite a number of the 
Eastern religions had firmly established themselves, while 
the old domestic religion of the Romans was proportionately 
weakened. Mithraism, with its very definite belief in 
immortality, and its striking resemblance to Christianity, 
was strongly established ; so strongly, that Renan said that 
it was a choice between that and Christianity as to which 
should take supremacy. Indeed, it was the very growth of 
the ranker and more anti-social forms of religious belief 
that paved the way for the establishment of the Christian 
faith. Christianity, in fact, only represented a more con­
clusive inrush of that Eastern superstition which for many 
years had been undermining the virility of ancient Rome. 
The Secularism of the time was represented by some of the 
best of tho Roman names that have come down to us, but 
they neither became Christian nor were they able to save 
their country from the evil influence of Eastern superstition.

With one expression of Canon Henson's we agree. “ Men 
do not,”  he says, “ go to the Gospel for tho services which 
they may better hope to receive from the men of science, 
tho economists, the statesmen. For all that may beautify 
tho place of their earthly sojourn, men do not turn to 
Calvary, but to Athens, or Florence, or Rome.” This is only 
saying, in other words, what we have often said, that what­
ever may bo the value of Christianity elsewhere, it is at 
least of no earthly value. For everything useful to us here 
we depend upon scientists, economists, men of letters, and 
mon of affairs. But we spend millions of money, and 
support an army of men merely to speculate upon a subject 
which, when all is done, they can only add ever increasing 
proof of their irremovable ignorance.

Tho Stage Censorship is a disgrace to England. It really 
looks as if John Bull would stand anything. Many plays 
appealing to thoughtful intelligence have been refused an 
opportunity of public presentation, but silliness and vulgarity 
have always had an easy entrance. We once saw a private 
performance of Shelloy’s Cenci—tho greatest play written 
in English since the Elizabethan age—the Lord Chamber- 
lain having refused his license for a public performance. 
But tho latest act of the Stage Censorship fairly takes the 
cake. Tho military and conscription party are booming a 
play called An Englishman's Home, in which the most 
foolish of foolish ideas, a German invasion of England, is 
tho animating idea. This party is apparently to have a free 
field for its propaganda under the Lord Chamberlain's pro­
tection. That ridiculous official has not only refused to 
licenso a skit upon this much-puffed play, but has actually 
intimated that “  no skit ” upon it will be “  licensed for 
representation.” A nation of any spirit would squelch the 
Stago Censorship in fivo minutes.
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Sir E. P. Wills, who gave £15,000 to clear off the mort­
gage on the Bishop of Bristol’s residence, is the local con­
troller of the Imperial Tobacco Trust. We see by last 
week’s John Bull that the 6,000 or 7,000 female workers 
under this Trust are paid 3s. a week on entering at the age 
of 14-15, and 10s. a week at the age of 21. And there they 
stop. We are obliged to agree with our contemporary that 
Sir E. P. Wills had better have spent the £15,000 in “ im­
proving in some small way the position of the work-people 
in his tobacco factories.” But we don’t expect the Bishop 
to take the same view.

Bibles, that couldn’t be trusted for the real ages of the 
people whose names were inscribed on the blank front page.

Sir John Benn, who, we understand, is a Dissenter, is 
anxious to have an old prayer against bad landlords 
restored to the Prayer Book. We hope he doesn’t really 
believe that this would have any effect on the agricultural 
system of England. A little judicious practical agitation is 
worth all the prayers in the world—and more.

“ They have in Des Moines a precious aggregation of 
ministers called the Preachers’ Aid Society. The purpose 
of the Society is to cheat widows and orphans by influencing 
men with money to make wills in its favor. They did this 
in the case of a decedent named David Francis. The court 
has decided a suit for the disputed property in favor of the 
family. The Des Moines Leader and Register says : ‘ In a 
vivid word picture Judge McHenry presented old man 
Francis alone in his little home, blind, an imbecile, a reli­
gious fanatic, and of unsound mind. Gathered around him, 
the court pictured the agents of the society, preachers and 
lawyers. With their eyes on the property they brought 
undue influence to bear, played upon his vanity, told him it 
was the work of a faithful servant of the Lord, and that his 
name would go down for all time as a generous man and a 
giver to the greatest cause. And as they gathered about 
this old man and won him, their eyes were alw ays on the 
property.’ ”— Truthseeker (New York).

The Rev. T. E. Ruth, of Liverpool, understands the sub­
ject of apologetics to perfection. “ If Christ is not the 
Christ of the whole world,” he says, “ if Christ is not uni­
versal Savior and universal Sovereign, his saviorhood and 
sovereignty can have no vital meaning for me, or for any 
individual church, or for any country.”  Then, in the name 
of common sense, why doesn’t Mr. Ruth throw up his job ? 
That “ Christ is not the Christ of the whole world,”  the 
merest fool with half an eye can see in half a second. Can 
Mr. Ruth read history, and take a glance at the world of 
to-day, and honestly say that Christ has won even one-half 
of the human race ? All Mr. Ruth has to do is to bring to 
bear upon his own Savior-God the same canons of criticism 
that he employs in dealing with other Savior-Gods, and he 
will discover how they all stand or fall together.

William Rowell unfortunately lost his life in the West 
Stanley Colliery disaster. Up to November, 1907, he “ had 
spent his life in the ways of sin.” He was a notorious 
drunkard and gambler. But a little more than a year ago, 
he was completely reclaimed “ by the power of the Spirit 
of God.” Now the puzzling question is, why did “ the 
power of the Spirit of God ” allow this poor man ever to 
become an abandoned character ? Or why did “ the power 
of the Spirit of God ” hesitate so long before coming to his 
rescue ? The Methodist Times lets the cat out of the bag 
thus: “  He came into one o f our Saturday night meetings." 
That explains everything. It was human sympathy and 
love and care that wrought the glorious transformation : all 
the rest was illusion and hallucination.

Particulars of the groat earthquake which visited a remote 
part of Persia on January 23 show it to have been a more 
violent and prolonged shock than the one which destroyed 
Messina and other places in Sicily. Fower people wero 
killed because the population was so much scantier. The 
loss of life is estimated at from 5,000 to 6,000. But sixty 
villages have been wholly or partially destroyed, and 
several completely engulfed. Those who put forward the 
theory that Messina was destroyed to punish the irreligious 
section of its inhabitants, should kindly tell us the object of 
this later catastrophe.

Christmas Football seems to liavo come to stay. The 
Church party at Maidstone, however, aro trying to draw tho 
lino at Good Friday. A resolution has boon passed against 
it at a public meeting, those present pledging themselves 
“  to do all in their power to discourage tho samo ” —which 
we fancy won't bo much. We see by the report in tho 
Kent Messenger that some of these pooplo objected to Sun­
day concerts last summer and withdrew their subscriptions 
to the Athletic Ground, but their defection doesn’t appear to 
have made any serious difference

“  Bibles That Lie ” was a sub-heading that caught our 
eye in the Daily Chronicle. Wo smiled. Just as if there 
wero Bibles that didn't! But, looking into it more closely, 
wo found that our contemporary was not letting tho cat out 
of tho bag after all. The Biblos that lied wero only family

The Russian government wants Maxim Gorki, who does 
not feel inclined to leave Capri for St. Petersburg. “ They 
accuse me,”  he says, “ of holding up to ridicule the orthodox 
religion and certain of its observances.” An offence of that 
kind is punishable by three years’ imprisonment or exile 
Siberia. Gorky is not going back to Holy Russia for such a 
treat.

Messiah Campbell has said something fresh. Addressing 
a meeting of the Fabian Society, he said : “ I  don’t object 
to the King. King Edward is a very good worker in the 
State, and probably the first thing Socialists would do would 
be to raise his salary.” We begin to understand Christian 
Socialism.

Raising the King’s salary might be the first step under 
Messiah Campbell’s millennium. But surely tho second step 
would be to shift up Messiah Campbell’s own salary a hit 
He might also want a new motor-car.

Tom Paine’s Jawbone.

Last week we published a Note asking if anyone in Brigb 0 
knew of the whereabouts of the skeleton of Tom Pal  ̂
The inquiry was made on behalf of Mr. Van der Weyd®',  ̂
New York, who is preparing a series of articles for the 1a j 
Centenary, and who believed that a Mr. Bartlett, 
Brighton, knew of tho whereabouts of this skeleton. , 

This week Mr. Homewood, art dealer, of Ship-9“r̂ jf' 
Brighton, has submitted to us a letter he is sending to 
Van der Weyde in answer to the inquiry in the HeralJ 
Homewood states that in 1832 his grandfather, a wid° 
married a Mrs. Wilkinson, the widow of a Liverpool 
officer. During the time that her late husband hatl j 
office, Tom Paine’s bones in a cask were landed at LiverP ¡0 
but the British Government refused to allow them to te> , 
in this country. So that the captain of tho ship ba ^  
take them on board again; but he gave Mr. Wilkinsou^ 
jawbone as a relic. This, says Mr, Homowood, caw® 
the possession of his grandfather when ho married j 
Wilkinson. About this time his grandfather was aPP̂ -aie«. 
schoolmaster at Eglwysbach, Denbighshire, North ^  
His mother (a daughter of his grandfather by ““ jj0t 
marriage), thinking it was sacrilegious to have any P ^  
of a human body in the house, took the jawbone jj|9ge 
and reverently put it into an open grave in tho 
churchyard, whore a few moments afterwards tho 
youth was interrod according to tho sorvico of 
of England.—Brighton Herald.

THE TRIUMPHANT PENNY. aftef,;
“ My friends,” announced tho Ilydo Park pread1® ’ ff 

vain appeal for a liberal collection, “ hore is a ParauUy, 
produced two coins, a five shilling pieco and a P® 
his pocket and held them up before tho assouiblag0' & 

“ These two coins fell a-talking one day. I * *
shilling piece to the penny, ‘ Oh, you’re a poor ° .
worth sixty of you.’ , 0 ¡eBp6

‘ That may be,’ replied tho penny, ‘ but thero s 
in which I boat you oasily.’

‘ What's that ? ’ asked the five shilling piooo ^

* Why,’ replied the penny, with much com plflCon  ̂
to church far oftoner thau you do.’ ’ ’

SARCASM.
One day, whon Eve, in joyful mirth, 
Perambulated on this earth,
Sho gazed at Adam’s scant array 
Of tig-leavos—two or three, they say ,,
And said, as only woman can, *̂ 0 h1®0'
“ It's a good thing clothos don’t ma*°
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements

Sundayt March 7, Queen’s (Minor) Hall, Langham Place, 
London, W. ; at 7.30, “  The Second Death of Christ.”

March 14, Queen’s Hall, London ; 21, Woolwich.

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 stampt.

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

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

To Correspondent!.

^\T*0HEt,' s L ecture E ngagements.— 241 High-road, Leyton.— 
larch 7, Woolwich ; 14, Aherdare; 21, Forest Gate.

Lloyd’ s L ecture E ngagements.—March 7, Manchester; 
14> Woolwich.

Ttt Dp “ resident's H onorarium F und : Annual Subscriptions.— 
i r6m0n8ly a°knowldeged, £140 4s. Gd. Received since.— 
p'..W. Ives, 10s. 6 d .; Secular Educationist, 10s. Gd. ; H. M. 
5idgway, £ 1 ; W. S., 5s.; F. W. and G. G., 5s.; E . A., £2 2s.; 
T> 1ow'and, 5s.; H. Silverstein, 10s.; H. A. Lupton, 10s.;
5- M. W., 10s. 6d.; K. Wallis, 2s. Gd.; G. B. Taylor, £2 ; C. 

^aasson, 3s. Gd.
^ ‘ Mall.—Many thanks for cuttings.

'uj.,' B oyston.—W e note that you and a friend cycle thirty 
is r,eS 6a°k way to Lear a Freethought lecture whenever there 
in a*16 ^Lerdare. There is a Branch at Cardiff, but it is not 
tte ”i a'lC^Te condition. We suppose there are difficulties in

—You may he a “ sixth sense Englishman,”  but 
dnn,?.U waate any more postage stamps on us we shall put you 

^ n as wanting the first sense.
. . ^ - Y o u  mu®t have been very sanguine if you expected 
an8we°r Bussell, or any other Salvation Army officer, to 
dead Lr s4ra'Sht question in public. What he said about the 

Josa 0<̂ y 04 “  General’s ”  wife was absolutely untrue.
i& new**0*’—G âd to ^ear you Lave lately seen the Freethinker 
' ’ here Sa”en 3̂' windows, where you had not seen it before, and 
Wa ar y° u Lttle expected to see it. In answer to your inquiry 
Which6’ holding our ground in this time of depression 
R'ainlv dVlrtUa^y e<lu' valent to an increase. Of course we are 
this in deP®ndent on the good will of our friends to advertise 
lendinp'rna^a°^  \° Prom°t0 its circulation in that way. By 
°Pporti ° - » t o  others, by putting in a word for it af 
P®rsons t  ̂ar‘ses> by sending in the names and addresses ol 
8ratuit0 ° .wLorn " -e could post six consecutive weeks’ issue: 
Us real ° • ’ by ^Lese and other means our friends can rendei 
Ua an0fL8Slatanoe' half our present readers could only ge 
hQnrn»o^r reader during 1909 we should he in a very mucl proved position.

to. J>̂ c
fond of°Ktr ^ 8Sed.over to our SL°P manager. Glad you are si 

1$ ^  le freethinker, and thanks for your very good wishes
ty, ° RB Colony).— Thanks for cuttings.
^oc»qGR ^6e ParaSrapL. Thanks.

paper °cnktf ®Tt?DENT-— We are obliged to you for the news 
justice t„ p“ g;  but a few line3 of report can hardly do ful 
thinker of 1dsf ? r . J ‘ G - Frazer’s lecture; and, as he is i 
?nt'l the l » T  dls.tlnct'on, we prefer to reserve our criticisn 
futures » , ! C , re 13 published in a hook form, with othe 

E, ^ _ ’ ‘ ordmg to a literary announcement.
m°t0 thanyt°U Wi8h US “ every success.” Nothing pleases u 
your sex. tI0 ,rec0>V0 such encouragement from members o 
Jhoulq win n i*S °* '‘he highest importance that Freethough 
aSht becin« dL0rents amongst thoughtful women. The Ion 
Sytnpathv . J °  draw perceptibly nearer its end when thei 

Aicugjj _ £ and 8uPPort are enlisted.
G. Keju> To° lat0 for this week.
a p-s. w,

send
We had noticed it. But thanks.

°“?cl such m',  Bleased to hear from you, but why will yo 
‘Ling but Lect UrJ lere by Tuesday, which iB too lato for any 
• Boti... Ure Notices, except in real emergencies?

__ Tay « _____
?-Und, and°“ Lis annual subscription to the President

gots.” CanU l^S1 to. make il warm f°r the Camberw« 
t, Ct>uraging letter ^ ay or is thanked for his interesting ar 

‘ Birto,,__p '
P Nation^  r apS next week; to° late for this. 

aSiariin8d°n.Btr*Cê A® Societv’s office is at 2 Newcastle-Btre« 
 ̂ fop til

r., 2 N e w c a s t l e . tka FrsetMnter should headdress 
stTCRs B otic ’ Farrine<Jon-street, E.O. 
insert’ jF ,G ,> by11« ! ! » reacL 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdo 

Ea,? 6d’ ‘  P08‘  Taoaday. or they will not

Rrking the paB8annon*eW8Paper8 w°uld enhance the favor 1 
“  to which they wish ns to call attention.

Notices, except in real emergencies' 
rs for cuttings.

Tuesday morning is too late.

Bolrjj™_m, , 1
C. A tu ’ Thanks for cuttings 
n J “ Rtno.-—Tueorio_____ _

Sugar Plums.

Mr. Foote delivers this evening (March 7) the first of two 
special lectures at the Queen’s (Minor) Hall, under the 
auspices of the Secular Society, Ltd. No posters or hand­
bills of these lectures are being issued; we are trusting 
entirely to press advertisements and the publicity given to 
the lectures by our friends throughout London.

Mr. Foote had grand meetings in the Birmingham Town 
Hall on Sunday. It was a record afternoon audience; in 
the evening the hall was packed, and the whole proceedings 
were immensely enthusiastic. Mr. Fathers, the Branch 
president, was chairman on both occasions. A vote of 
thanks was passed to the new Lord Mayor for granting the 
use of the Town Hall again for four Sundays next winter. 
Mr. Foote observed, for his part, that it seemed a good deal 
easier in such matters to get on with a man than with a 
committee, and the big meeting, with much laughter and 
more applause, seemed to agree with the observation.

Monday morning’s Post broke through the foolish old con­
spiracy of silence against the Secularist meetings in the 
Birmingham Town Hall. Its report wasn’t much—less than 
a dozen lines—but it was a beginning, and the “ large 
meetings ” were noted.

A longer report of Mr. Foote’s afternoon lecture appeared 
in the Evening Dispatch, under the heading of “  Sir Oliver 
Lodge Criticised,” dealing with the portion of the lecture 
devoted to Sir Oliver Lodge’s religious observations on the 
earthquake at Messina.

A course of Sunday evening lectures, under the auspices 
of the Secular Society, Ltd., is taking place in March at the 
Co-operative Institute, Parson’s-hill, Woolwich. Mr. Cohen 
opens this evening (March 7) with a lecture on “ Christianity 
or Secularism ?”  He will be followed by Mr. J. T. Lloyd, 
and Mr. Foote will wind up the course on March 21. 
Admission is free to all parts of the hall. The nearest 
station to the hall is Woolwich Dockyard.

Mr. Lloyd lectures this afternoon and evening (March 7) 
in the Secular Hall, Manchester. South Lancashire 
“  saints ” generally should givo him a hearty welcome.

Advertisers in the Freethinker are once more reminded 
that Monday morning is the latest their insertions can bo 
received at our publishing office for the next issue.

The Secular Education League’s annual meeting took 
place in the large hall of the New Reform Club on Tuesday 
evening, February 23. There was a good attendance, and 
some discussion on the report presented by the Secretary, 
Mr. H. Snell, mainly relating to the question of the possible 
and impossible use of the Bible in the schools. Lord Wear- 
dale, the League’s President, who occupied the chair, 
delivered an admirable, statesmanlike address ; after which 
brief speeches wore made by Mr. George Greenwood, M.P., 
Sir Harry Cotton, M.P., Mr. Halley Stewart, M.P., and Mr. 
G. W. Foote. The general feeling was that the Secular 
Education League had done all that could be expected, and 
that it was bound to do good work in the immediate future. 
Lord Woardalo accepted the presidency for another year.

Bishop Colenso, whom the orthodox party tried in vain to 
turn out of the Church of England for writing his famous
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critical examination of the Pentateuch, was a man of fine 
character as well as keen intellect. Some of Ruskin’s 
readers will remember the noble tribute he paid Colenso. 
The good Bishop’s daughters seem to have inherited some 
of his best qualities. They have spared neither energy nor 
money in their efforts “ to save the Zulu nation from moral 
and physical destruction.” Miss Colenso and her sister 
have completely impoverished themselves in this way. No 
less than .£1,600 has been expended by them quite lately in 
connection with the present trial of Dinuzulu—about which 
we might have something warm to say if this were a 
political journal. We are glad to see that a Committee'has 
been formed to raise money to purchase an annuity for these 
two ladies. Subscriptions may be sent to the Honorary 
Treasurer of the fund, Lady Schwann, 4 Prince’s-gardens, 
London, S.W.

WORDS OF A MAN.
As for my religious sentiments, they are expressed in 

opposition to the advice and wishes of several literary 
friends, and of the publisher, who have urged me to alter 
certain passages which they do not like, and which they 
believe will provoke against me the anger of the public. 
Now, as a literary workman, I am thankful to be guided by 
the knowledge of experts, and I bow to the decisions of the 
great public, for whom alone I write, whom alone I care to 
please, and in whose broad unbiassed judgment I place im­
plicit trust. But in the matter of religion, I listen to no 
remonstrance, I acknowledge no decision save that of the 
divine monitor within me. My conscience is my adviser, 
my audience, my judge. It bade me write as I have 
written, without evasion, without disguise ; it bids me go 
on as I have begun, whatever the result may be. If, there­
fore, my religious opinions should be condemned, without a 
single exception, by every reader of the book, it will not 
make me regret having expressed them, and it will not pre­
vent me from expressing them again.— Winwood Beade, 
Preface to “  Martyrdom o f Man.”

Facing Towards the Light.

The Soul of Dominic Wildthorne is the title of one of 
Mr. Joseph Hooking’s recent novels in which pure 
and unadulterated Atheism plays a part in the climax 
of the story that is probably unprecedented in religious 
fiction—a climax that utterly ignores the authorita­
tive apostolic dictum, “  Be not unequally yoked with 
unbelievers: for what communion hath light with 
darkness ? ” It appears, according to Mr. Hocking, 
that the great Apostle was mistaken with regard to 
the fellowship of “ righteousness and iniquity,” and 
that they can, contrary to the inspired veto, have 
sweet familiar intercourse, and “ live happily ever 
after,” conformably to the usual custom of story­
book lovers. The “ darkness” with “ its face to­
wards the light ” may now become the accepted 
lover and prospective husband of a daughter of the 
Christian faith.

Briefly, the story is that of a poor boy who is 
found in a grief-stricken condition at the gates of a 
cemetery on the evening of his father’s funeral, by a 
rich Methodist and his daughter, who happen to be 
driving past on the way home. While they are 
questioning the boy they are approached by a man 
in the garb of a monk belonging to an Anglican 
order called the Community of the Incarnation, which 
has a bachelor house in the district. The priest 
agrees to give the boy food and shelter at the 
monastery in return for the performance of some 
menial duties—a post that had just become vacant. 
Ultimately, the boy becomes a fully ordained priest, 
and is entrusted by the Superior of the Order with 
the delicate mission of teaching Romish doctrines 
under the guise of Anglicanism. Becoming dissatis­
fied, however, with his false position, he decides to 
seek admission into the Romish priesthood, and join 
the true Mother Church. With this object in view 
be visits Rome with letters of introduction from a 
Jesuit priest, whose acquaintance ho had made on a 
preaching tour. But, as the best laid schemes of 
mice and men gang aft agloy, so this visit to Romo 
results in an intellectual upheaval of an extra­

ordinary kind. It opens his mind to the vast differ­
ence between the ideal and the actual of the Church 
of Rom e; and he not only discards the intention of 
entering its priesthood, but the revulsion of feeling 
is so great that he throws over all religion and 
boldly declares himself an Atheist.

It is not our purpose to deal with the artistic or 
other defects of the story, but to the student of 
mental conditions and development, such instantly 
matured views, such pronounced and clearly defined 
conclusions, appear rather as a product of the 
novelists magic wand than as the result of any 
adequate antecedent causes. Mr. Hocking’s notion 
of the nature and progress of mental changes has 
evidently been derived from the emotional phenome­
non of “ conversion” ; but the suddenness of such an 
emotional effect is not also a characteristic of intel­
lectual progress. The same evidence of superficiality 
is noticeable at the beginning of the story. When* 
as a "boy, Dominic Wildthorne enters the monastery 
to do the menial work of the establishment, he 
shows neither religious inclination nor intellectn® 
promise. But as the result of reading some boo»8 
which Father Trouville, the priest, put in his way* 
we are told that at the end of five months be devel­
oped “ a new and large conception of life.” As 8 
matter of experience, mental development is a file, 
and gradual process, and we suggest that the acq“1' 
sition of “ a new and large conception of life,” *, 
any reasonable meaning of the words, by a backwar 
boy with only the smattering of a village sobo° 
education, in the space of a few months, is a psy®“ 0 
logical improbability, not to say impossibility, f  j. 
sides, the books that a Romanising Anglican prl0, 
was likely to put in a boy’s way, would assuredly ® , 
be of the kind to effect any such result. If nien j 
progress were such a rapid process, and papal ma,̂  
festoes and religious superstitions and cerem®" 
sufficient to convert even priests into Atheists; tbe

Idclerical additions to the ranks of Freethought 
be very numerous indeed. However, without seek' 
to explain the psychological feats of the rJ°veij(j 
we accept his assurance that the hero, like 
Mother Hubbard, in her famous journey to the o ^ 
board, “ got there ” ; but, unlike her, the opening 
the intellectual cupboard revealed a wealth of et>] 
meat and satisfaction. f(j9

The final cause of his changed attitude toV?a c0 
ecclesiasticism is the Pope’s Encyclical in refer®^ 
to the Modernist movement. Some reported mu'3 . u 
in the vicinity—a minor edition of Lourdes—w 8̂ 
he personally investigates, somewhat disturbs 
faith, and leads him to meditate upon the deg^‘ j  
tion of religion. Gradually, we are told, it <daVf 
upon him that:—

“ Tho Church, according to the Pope, was a 
Juggernaut to crush out all individuality, ah 
pendent thought. It would have no mercy °n  ̂ of 
who dared to think outside tho beaten tra 
Medievalism. This was the Catholic Church- ^  ¡¡¡e 

What it had been in the past, it was still- g#d 
Dark Ages it had endeavored to punish free i n < l t t e 
reform by tho thumbscrew, the rack, tho duugo 1 
faggot. The spirit was still the same. fabk3'

The Church was nothing but a tissue of ^ oPiy
Christianity an out-worn creed ; religionny an oui-worn creeu ; rougiu“  — t0g,gSt:” 
a vague longing of the heart. Priostcraft, gt 
sacraments, prayer, faith, all wore as use ^  
thistledown. God, if there was a God, was gift 
eternal force at tho back of things, unkno^ tfl'J 
unknowable. Jesus Christ was simply a 1X1 jjved 
lived nineteen hundrod years ago—if ho over 
all. r„ .r9l)iP.'

What was the God ho had been taught to '  ^  ifv
It was a God made in tho image of man- ^jjol* 
respect tho Protestant God differs not from t, cln^. „ 
God—they aro both man-made. What was tbo

»1

It was a huge machino to create a misorablo unii^jle 
and to terrorise men into obodieuco. And all tu® ¡̂¡o 
nature,  ̂truth, history, and tho eternal longinfi 0

iti«'icn®0.laughed at its claims^
He was an atheist, or, if not an atheist, ***££&*• 

but it brought hitn no sorrow. It only meant I 
life, love. [ ft”

Let who would troublo about tho milfiu°r  ̂
ligiou, ho had broken with it for ovor.”
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And so, freed from the restraints of religion, accor­
d s  to accepted Christian tradition, he ought to 
have plunged into degradation and vice. Instead of 
which, we find him developing wide literary tastes, 
and finding a delight in the beauties of nature that 
he had never before experienced while his mind was 
bound by impossible theological dogmas. As an 
ecclesiastic covertly making love to the daughter of 
bleteher Yorke, contrary to his vows of celibacy, the 
character of Dominic Wildthorne is despicable in the 
extreme. As an Atheist, freed from the false and 
■rksorne position, he is an honorable gentleman.

While our hero is still an Auglican monk he is 
apprised by a firm of solicitors that he is the lawful 
eir to some estates in Cumberland, to which he 

succeeds in due course, changing the “ cloth ” for 
of !-uary a^Mre. As a country gentleman and man 
th R h0 seeks the hand of Maggie Yorke,

6 heroine of the story; and when he declares his 
Meflian^ i” 8 Atheism same time, the rich
hoD 0(̂ ak'8 ^ani?hter does not, as might be expected, 
fro k0r ^ n d s in horror and shrink from him as 
faith a .̂ePeF' Being assured by him that “  the old 
“ B i- chains,” had gone, she makes reply,
ajwQt faith, the true faith, will come again; it 
^ -ays ^°es t’kose " ’hose face is towards the light. 
e0 y?ur âce is towards the light, Dominic.” And 
all i’aziI?£> lovingly into the depths of his eyes, with 

Caasi'e maids yearnings, she accepts him— 
atjcism and all.
ihinlr';8 Pret<y. of course, but one cannot help 
saint ^  âa  ̂ ^ e  faith once for all delivered to the 
An th t •rnus*i h0 in a sad state of disintegration, 
is th 18 once proud and powerful creed
the h ' a^ue belief that there is “ eternal truth at 
qnite 6art things ”—a phrase that lends itself to 
¡̂delv  ̂Vanety °t_interpretation8. According to this 

“ free  ̂ reacl. religious novelist, Atheism means 
^Ottiin^TTr-^0’ and love” ; and the experience of 
exper; *C Wildthorne, has been, more or less, the 
same i *fCn those who have ascended to the
tight r>n ( e°tual position. The mental freedom and 
t°Rical°°Sf <tUenk uPon an honest acceptance of the 
lif6) c„ ln êrPrel;ation of the facts of nature and of 
religiOnn.n0i' -̂ e count0d as one of the blessings of 
has bpor! u i18 on’y after “ the millinery of religion 
tow,-- ’ .broken with for ever ”  that mn.n nrnrrrQQCouWarRo v• " ‘ u“  lul cvei that man progresses

•Hhewh 18 * m0otal stature.
ternper nf° h t0D6 ° f the story is a sign oi the altered 
tade of a  the age. It may not represent the atti- 
the ola , ® Pulpit whose business it is to keep alive 
hut if sl, V ed ai-ld Pr0j u<3ice against the unbeliever ; 
aud file nf ^autiments can be submitted to the rank 
longer bn ^®thodism, it shows that the pulpit no 
thou„hf n 8, 00 power to shape and direct the 

* C and sympathies of the pew
Jo se p h  B r y c e .

Life and Opinions of Darwin.—VII.

W,UrriX(, (Concluded from p. 140.)
a stron° • Asa Gray (May 22, 18G0), Darwin 

„j.  ̂ O0]ection to Theism very pointedly:—
and F^at I cannot seo as plainly as others do,
beneficencrf °U , w(sh t° d°> evidence of design and 
‘nach mificr°n- & * 8’d°8 of us. There seems to mo too 
^at a bon y« m wurld- I cannot persuade myself 
desigugdi n c?n!! and omnipotent God would have 
'ntention o fr?, ea tbe ichneumonidie with the express 
®aterpinar nt,10,lr fecdiog within the living bodies of 
believinK th;u T a‘  a cat should play with mice. Not 
ey® Was Sf e no necessity in the belief that the
®annot anvhn™ k deslSucd- On tho other hand, I 
diverse, arif3 e . c°otoutod to viow this wonderful 

plndo that ev<il .?ieF,a'ly nature of man, and to con- 
jncliQecj to ]oni?, ,unfi *8 th° result of bruto force. I am 
aws. With tlm i . everything as resulting from dosigued 
°rking 0f , emails, whether good or bad, left to tho""«ting of TO, whether good or bad, left to tho

, , on at all may call chance. Not that this
a°le subject : ** 108 lne‘  ̂ t®°l mo8t deeply that tho 

8 00 profound for the humau intellect.”

The latter part of this extract about “ designed 
laws ” is modified by a subsequent letter, already 
quoted, to the same correspondent. The first part 
is the one to be dwelt upon in the present connec­
tion.

Dealing with the same subject sixteen years later 
in his Autobiography, Darwin gives his opinion that 
happiness, on the whole, predominates over misery, 
although he admits that this “ would be very difficult 
to prove.” He then faces the Theistio aspect of the 
question

“ That there is much suffering in the world no one 
disputes. Some have attempted to explain this with 
reference to man by imagining that it serves for his 
moral improvement. But the number of men in the 
world is as nothing compared with that of all other 
sentient beings, and they often suffer greatly without 
any moral improvement. This very old argument from 
the existence of suffering against the existence of an 
intelligent First Cause seems to me a strong one.” 

Darwin is perfectly conscious that he is advancing 
no new argument against Theism. An age of micro­
scopical science was, indeed, necessary before the 
internal parasites of caterpillars could he instanced ; 
not to mention the thirty species of parasites that 
prey on the human organism. But such larger para­
sites as fleas and lice have always been obvious, and 
the theologians have been constantly asked why 
Almighty Goodness prompted Almighty Wisdom to 
provide humanity with such a sumptuous stock of 
these nuisances. It may also observed that while 
cholera, fever, and other germs are modern dis­
coveries, such things as tumors, cancers, and leprosy 
have always attracted attention, and they are more 
telling instances of malignant “ design”  than the 
iohneumonidaj in caterpillars, as they immediately 
affect the gentlemen who carry on the discussion.

Darwinism does, however, present the problem of 
evil in a new light. It shows us that evil is not on 
the surface of things, but is part of their very 
texture. Those who complacently dwell on the 
survival of the fittest, and the forward march to 
perfection, conveniently forget that the survival of 
the fittest is the result. Natural Selection is the 
process. And if we look at this more closely, we dis­
cover that Natural Selection and the survival of the 
fittest are the same thing, the real process being the 
elimination of the unfit. Those who survive would 
have lived in any case; what has happened is that 
all the rest have been crushed out of existence. 
Suppose, for instance (to take a case of artificial 
selection), a farmer castrates nineteen bulls and 
breeds from the twentieth ; it makes a great differ­
ence to the result, but clearly the whole of the process 
is the elimination of the nineteen. Similarly, in 
Natural Selection, all organic variations are alike 
spawned forth by Nature; the fit are produced and 
perpetuated, while the unfit are produced and exter­
minated. And how exterminated ? Not by the swift 
hand of a skilful executioner, but by countless varieties 
of torture, some of which display an infernal ingenuity 
that might abash the deftest Inquisitor. Every 
disease known to us is simply one of Nature's devices 
for eliminating her unsuitable offspring, and a cat’s 
playing with a mouse is nothing to the prolonged sport 
of Nature in killing the victims of her own infinite lust 
of procreation. Place a Deity behind this process, 
and you create a greater and viler Devil than any theo­
logy of the past was capable of inventing. Accept 
it as the work of blind forces, and you may become 
a Pessimist if you are disgusted with the entire 
business; or an Optimist if you are healthy, pros­
perous, .and callous; or a Meliorist if you think evo­
lution tends to progress, and that your own efforts 
may brighten the lot of your fellows.

Darwin put the case too mildly in his first great 
work.

“ When wo reflect on this struggle, wo may console 
ourselves with tho full belief, that no fear is felt, that 
death is generally prompt, and that the vigorous, the 
healthy and the happy survive and multiply.” 

Professor Huxley, in his vigorous and uncompro­
mising fashion, has put the case with greater force 

! and accuracy
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“ From the point of view of the moralist the animal 
world is on about the same level as a gladiator’s show. 
The creatures are fairly well treated, and set to fight— 
whereby the strongest, the swiftest and cunningest live 
to fight another day. The spectator has no need to 
tnrn his thumbs down, as no quarter is given. He must 
admit that the skill and training displayed are won­
derful. But he must shut his eyes if he would not see 
that more or less enduring suffering is the meed of both 
vanquished and victor.”

Dr. Wallace, on the other hand, argues that the 
“ torments” and “ miseries” of the lower animals 
are imaginary, and that “ the amount of actual 
suffering caused by the struggle for existence among 
animals is altogether insignificant.” They live mer­
rily, have no apprehensions, and die violent deaths 
which are “  painless and easy.” Really the picture is 
idyllic! But Dr. Wallace’s optimism is far from 
exhausted. He tells us that “ their actual flight 
from an enemy ” is an “  enjoyable exercise ” of their 
powers. This reminds one of the old fox-hunter 
who, on being taxed with enjoying a cruel sport, 
replied: “ Why, the men like it, the horses like it, 
the dogs like it, and, demme, the fox likes it too.” 

Darwin was, of course, a naturalist in ethics, 
holding that morality is founded on sympathy and 
the social instincts. There is no more solid and 
satisfactory account of the genesis and development 
of conscience than is to be found in the chapter on 
“ The Moral Sense ” in the Descant of Man. I do not 
think, however, that he had given much attention to 
the relations between morality and religion, but what 
he says is of course entitled to respect.

“  With the more civilised races,” he declares, “  the 
conviction of the existence of an all-seeing Deity 
has had a potent influence on the advaoce of 
morality.” He speaks of “ the ennobling belief in 
the existence of an Omnipotent God,” and again of 
“ the grand idea of a God hating sin and loving 
righteousness.” These are casual opinions, never in 
any case elaborated, so that we cannot tell on what 
grounds Darwin held them. One would have liked 
to hear his opinion as to how many people were 
habitually swayed by this “ grand idea ” of God.

“  My views are not at all necessarily atheistical,” 
wrote Darwin in 1860 to Dr. Asa Gray. In the same 
strain he wrote to Mr. Fordyce in 1879:—

“ What my own views may be is a question of no 
consequence to anyone but myself. But, as you ask, I
may state that my judgment often fluctuates.......In my
most extreme fluctuations I have never been an Atheist 
in the sense of denying the existence of a God. I think 
that generally (and more and more as I grow older), but 
not always, that an Agnostic would be the more correct 
description of my state of mind.”

Similarly, he closes a lengthy passage of his Auto­
biography—“  The mystery of the beginning of all 
things is insoluble by us; and I for one must be 
content to remain an Agnostic.”

Let us here recur to the conversation between 
Darwin and Dr. Büchner, reported by Dr. Aveling. 
Darwin “  held the opinion that the Atheist was a 
a denier of God,” and this is borne out by the extract 
just given from his letter to Mr. Fordyce. His two 
guests explained to him that the Greek prefix a was 
privative not negative, and that an Atheist was 
Bimply a person without God. Darwin agreed with 
them on every point, and said finally, “ I am with you 
in thought, but I should prefer the word Agnostic to 
the word Atheist.” They suggested that Agnostic 
was Atheist “  writ respectable,” and Atheist was 
Agnostic “ writ aggressive.” At which he smiled, 
and asked, “ Why Bhould you be so aggressive? Is 
anything gained by trying to force these new ideas 
upon the mass of mankind ? It is all very well for 
educated, cultured, thoughtful people; but are the 
masses yet ripe for it ?”

Mr. Francis Darwin does not dispute this report.
“ My father’s replios implied his preference for the 

unaggressive attitude of an Agnostic. Dr. Aveling 
seems to regard the absonco of aggressiveness in my 
father’s viows as distinguishing them in an unessential 
manner from his own. But, in my judgment, it is pro-

cisely differences of this kind which distinguish him 80 
completely from the class of thinkers to which Dr< 
Aveling belongs.”

This is amusing but: not convincing; indeed, » 
gives up the whole point at issue. Mr. Francis 
Darwin simply confirms all that Dr. Aveling said' 
The great naturalist was not aggressive, so he pre' 
ferred Agnostic to Atheist; but as both mean exactly 
the same, essentially, the difference is not one of 
principle, but one of policy and temperament 
Darwin prided himself on having “ done some ser' 
vice in aiding to overthrow the dogma of separat® 
creations.” Had he gone more into the world, a®1* 
seen the evil effects of other dogmas, he might hav® 
sympathised more with the aggressive attitude cf 
those who challenge Theology in toto as the historic 
enemy of liberty and progress. This at least 19 
certain, that Charles Darwin, the supreme biolog16“ 
of his age, and the greatest scientific intellect sine® 
Newton, was an Atheist in the only proper sense 0 
the word; the sense supported by etymology, 
sense accepted by those who bear the name.

G. W . F oote-

Christian Science Murders.

B y  A u st in  B ie b b o w e k .
Sh o u ld  Christian Science healers have the 
rights that medical practitioners have ? They ar" 
recognised as humbugs by the whole medical Pra 
fession. They have not yet cured or helped 
body in the opinion of scientists, or of those 'f 
are accustomed to examine evidence. Their pre.,. 
sion at cures is not different from that of 
healers, chief of which are the Mormons. 
we to make an exception of them in requiring Pe­
titioners to undergo a scientific examination ? *. a, 
prey on the health of the public, especially of c ^ 
dren. They have been the cause of many death®  ̂
not calling competent physicians. They may he* ^ 
that their incantations work physical cures, but 
rest of the world does not believe any such t®1̂  
We require an examination for the lawyer, {ot 0  
apothecary, and for others who deal in a som® u 
way with the rights of their fellows, and B. 0  
we not require such an examination of Chfl9 
Scientists ?

Too much humbng under the name of i 
foisted on the public. Religion seems 
covering for all unscientific procedures. In no 0 
branch of activity is there such laxity, 
think they can get favors by claiming to 
religion. The Christian Scientists do not {6- 
to have a knowledge of medicine, they rather 
ciate it. Their “  oures ” are in defiance of p1® of 
science, or at least without it. The pretension^ 
Christian Soience have often been exposed, ^  
while others know the falseness of its clain1 • „j 
dupes themselves do not know it. They Pr , ii

processes recommen ^

¡8

ii^l 
0 °*,

to be affected by the
Science and Health, a book

tW
... ....... ...... .. ........ , ______ of nonsense,
question is whether the rest of the world sho * 
compelled to act as if they believed it. Wo 11 
tender to humbugs on religious grounds, 
think they must be silent on this subject, 
legislators who are mostly politicians, and vV,l̂ j)ris' 
votes of religionists. Thore is no reason wby 0t^  
tian Science should be treated differently fr® 
false pretensions. That it is merely a 
believe who have a knowledge of soience. . 
religions can produce testimonials as nuffer 
the Christian Scientists. All who get well a V® 
posed to bo cured by the remedies appl*° 
know not what cures in many cases.

d9

If nat«rcbrp
left alone there would probably bo ouros, M
tian Science may leave its victims alono toû 0in\ 
do some systems of medicine. All alike ea® &0̂ it■J
medical science as making mistakos 
practitioner claims that all aro healed 
appliances. The science of modioino is an

by;*
une®
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0n6, which accounts for the numerous quacks that 
have cure-alls. Many claim that religion heals 
whether applied according to the tenets of Christian 
Science or any other faith. The absence of alcoholic 
drinks, tobacco, tea, or coffee is sometimes thought 
to cure. The taking of no medicine has likewise 
hhia effect in many minds. Diet, bathing, and other 
remedies are supposed to have good effects. There 
re nothing that, in the opinion of somebody, does not 
CQre ; and because some have made a religion of 
Particular cures, is no reason why they should be 
favored.

It is the duty of the health officers to protect the 
health of the people, whether by sanitation or by 
“censing the proper class. If Christian Science 
healers want to follow their occupation they Bhould 
qualify themselves by a course in medicine. Igno­
ramuses should not be allowed to prey on the public 
health any more than on the rights of the people ; 
??d if a religion sanctions the stupidity of the healer 
he religion should be condemned.

— Trutliseeker (New York).

Now, if Christianity and all other religions were blotted 
°at, no “ great darkness ” need ensue, for human society 
^°uld remain almost exactly as it is, regulating itself—as
1 does now—according to its knowledge and its needs. 1
deeded a religion—a creed by which to express its highest 
aspirations for human betterment—it could soon evolve one, 
but it is difficult to believe that in our day even the body ot 
orthodox preachers would formulate such a barbarous creed 

that which involves the eternal torment of the vast 
Majority of mankind—a creed which would have dis­
appeared ages ago had it not been for its supposed super- 
atural origin. For it is man himself who makes his own 

*e igion. The fashion of ascribing a supernatural origin to a 
'®uffion was adopted to give it weight and authority with 
i, uncultivated. This is clearly shown in the case of 

ormonism, and it was anciently practised to gain t 10 
respect and obedience of semi-barbarous and ignorant 
Pe°ples. So the “ plucking ” of the sun from tho firmament 
rS,n?t quite analogous to the extinguishing of the “ light of 
, unstianity, which does not shine on one-fourth part of man- 

n •' Sir R. D. Hanson.

resident Roosevelt’s prompt defence of Taft’s right to a 
t h t h o u g h  it be that of an Unitarian, has given, as 
4.1 Kristian Register shows, tho chance for an apt retort

t*__si • - •-BU7 8Vl?h0CS r M g te tU W e t phra8.■mrt reminds tho President of th  ̂ -  before ho wai
has ever written—the one wri rphomas Paine, th<

r̂esident, in which he character« d n0 more, tin
uran who said, “ I believe in ° n° , reli«ion,” etc., as 11' ^°rld is my country, to do good is y 
Mthy little Atheist .’’—Unify (Chicago).

. ior as soon as we have clearly the groat
and action form only a small r. partaking n

eternal life of mankind, aud that it is omy 3 and as ma;
mo latter that the individual man tea, S' (IQod n0 longei
°Pe, lives forever,—striving for the g imcessity of ou

®;Ppears a duty hard of fulfilment, bu tbo moro w<
?ature which we are the less able And in trutl
“aye recognised the true essence °{ . r j f ' t h e  great sourct 
t is the Bentiment of such a relation - fear 0f eterua
£ all noble and good efforts. Neit a , l P i n e s s ,  can really 

damnation, nor the hope of individual hapi ^ bigber exist
etve as truly saving ideas to raise ma • deration that eacl

ii ’ evon 'when we leave out of co ,uiear dogmatisn 
these two fundamental doctrines of *be ievor of it*eally places only a refined selfishness ethics.—J, Uleeh. ________

When Reason’s voice,
Rond as the voice of nature, Bball have wa 
The nations; and mankind perceive _
Is discord, war, and misery ; that vi 
Is peace, and happiness aud •
When man’s maturer nature shall1 1 . ¡.laroThe playthings of its c h ild h o o d ;-k m g ly  ̂ ar 
Will lose its power to dazzle; its authority 
Will silently pass by ; tho gorgeous 
Shall stand unnoticed in tho regal ia , ,
Past falling to decay ; whilst falsehood s trade 
Shall be as hateful and unprofitable 
A.s that of truth 5» ” —is now. — Shelley.

Humanitarian Proverbs.

B y Singleton  W. D avis .
T he “ Providence ”  that is to be trusted is well-directed 
labor.

The “ Devil ” that is to be feared is ignorance of the rela­
tion of effect to cause.

The “ Ghost ”  that comes to men as a “ comforter ”  is the 
ghost of ancient error which lulls their intellect into the 
hypnotic spell of contentment with primitive ideals and 
practices and puts to sleep the desire for mental advance­
ment.

The “ Savior of the World ” is he who devises and pro­
pagates means whereby mankind may be relieved from 
suffering, physical and mental, and supplied with health and 
happiness.

The “ Heaven ” that is realisable and worthy to be sought 
for, is not far away above our heads in another world after 
death, but within our minds, right here in this world and in 
this life.

The “ Hell ” that is to be shunned and “ saved from ” is 
not a literal lake of fire and brimstone below us into which 
the physical body may descend after death to be eternally 
“ consumed,” but a mental condition of suffering here and 
now caused by wrong-doing.

The “ Wrong doing ” which causes the sufferings of a real 
“ hell ” are simply acts not adapted to securing human 
welfare, individual and social.

Right and Wrong are terms not designating positive evil 
entities, but relative acts which are right or wrong because 
they cause, on the one hand, human welfare, and on the 
other human woe.

In nature there is nothing that is either positively “ good ” 
or positively “ evil things are only relatively good or evil, 
accordingly as they offect human life beneficially or detri­
mentally.—Humanitarian Review, Los Angeles, Cal.

THE WORTH OF A WOMAN.
Whatever the wage of the world may be 

At the close of the toiling day,
For a task too slight for the world to see,

As it measures men’s work for pay.
He is rich in the tribute of rarer lands 

That reckon world’s wage above—
In the touch of a woman who understands—

In the thought of a woman’s love.
— Charlotte Louise Rudyard.

Question with firm speech all institutions, observances, 
customs.—Horace Greeley.

National Secular Society.

R eport of Monthly E xecutive Meeting held on F eb. 25 
T he President, Mr. G. W. Foote, in the chair. There were 
Also present: Messrs. A. Allison, J. Barry, E. Bowman, 
W. H. Baker, S. Bloomfield, C. Cohen, T. Gorniot, J. T. 
Lloyd, W. Leat, J. Marshall, Dr. R. T. Nichols, J. Neate, C. 
Quinton, R. Rossetti, V. Roger, F. Schaffer, S. Samuels, H. 
Silverstien, T. J. Thurlow, F. Wood, and tho Secretary.

Minutes of previous meeting were read and confirmed. 
Cash statement received and adopted.

The President read correspondence from Liverpool, and 
made a statement. This was accepted, and it was formally 
moved that the matter be left to him to conclude.

Tho mooting to be held as a protest against the exclusion 
of tho Freethinker from the Camberwell Public Libraries 
was reported, and several members volunteered to act as 
stewards. The Secretary was instructed to send out the 
usual circular to Branches re the Annual Conference, and 
tho meeting adjourned.

E. M. Vance, General Secretary.

Obituary.

On Saturday last, in Lincoln, Constance Violet, the 
8ovontoon-yoar-old daughter of Mr. and Mrs. Mann, was 
laid to rost. She had died suddenly, from consumption, 
after boaring bravely aud uncomplainingly a long illness. 
Mr. H. S. Wishart, of Leeds, read a Secular Service at the 
gravo. at which there wero many watching the first Froo- 
thought burial in Lincoln.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.

Notices of Lectures, eto., must reaoh us by first post on Tuesday 
and be marked “  Leoture Notice,” if not sent on postoard.

LONDON.
Queen’ s (M inor) H all (Langham-place, W .) : 7.30, G . W . 

Foote, “  The Second Death of Christ.”
W ood G reen B ranch N. 8. S. (Alma Hall, 335 High-road, N., 

three doors from Commerce-road): 7, F . Jay, ‘ ‘ Christianity, 
Secularism, and Socialism.”  Songs by Mr. Barry Lindon.

W oolwich (Co-operative Institute): 7.30, C. Cohen, “  Chris 
tianity or Secularism : Which ?”

COUNTRY.
E dinuurgh Secular Society (Rooms, 12 Hill-square): G.30, A. 

Paul, “  Gospel Absurdities.”
F ailsworth (Secular Sunday School, Pole-lane) : 6.30, Mr. 

Chadderton on *• English Part-Songs and Glees.”  Concert by 
Oldham Clarion Yocal Union.

G lasgow Secular Society (Hall, 110 Brunswick-street): Joseph 
McCabe, 12 noon, “ The Humanism of Shakespeare” ; 6.30, 
“  The Centenary of Charles Darwin.”

M anchester B ranch N. S. S. (Secular Hall, Rusholme-road, 
All Saints): J. T . Lloyd, 3, “ The Darwin Centenary” ; 6.30, 
“  God, Man, and the Devil.” Tea at 5.

N ewcastle (Rationalist Literary and Debating Society, 
Hedley’s Café, corner of Clayton and Blackett streets) : 7.30, 
Councillor Johnston, “  The Bottom D og.”

South S hields B ranch N. S. S. (above Tram Hotel, Market­
place) : 7, Proposed Lectures.

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

ZB, I BELIEVE,

THE BEST BOOK
oh this subject.

fiti per fine Large-paper Edition, 176 pa get, with Portrait and Auto­
graph, bound in cloth, gill-lettered, poet free It. a copy.

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

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

tribution, post free for one shilling.
The National Reformer of September 4, 1892, Bays : "  Mr.

Holmes's pamphlet........is an almost unexceptional statement
of the Neo-Malthusianism theory and praotioe........and through­
out appeals to moral feeling........The speoial value of Mr.
Holmes's service to the Neo-Malthnsian cause and to human 
well-being generally is just hi3 combination in his pamphlet 
of a plain statement of the physical and moral need for family 
limitation, with a plain aooount of the means by whioh it can be 
secared, and an offer to all concerned of the requisites at the 
lowest possible prioes.”

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

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

PIANOS.
Iron Frame, Foil Trichord, Check Action Tianos, 

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.
Sa m u e l  D e a n e , 111 T h o rpe  R o ad , F o r e st  Ga t e .

THE New Theology and Lay Religion. Two Out­
spoken Freethonght Books, cioth bound, new. 230 and 

180 pp. Published at 5s. Now offered, post free, Is. the two.— 
Manager, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

YOUNG LADY (Socialist-Freethinker) with sixteen
years experience general office work (in London), book­

keeping. shorthand, typewriting, etc., seeks re-engagement or 
secretarial post.—Address, H. M. C., 17 Portland-place, Bath.

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

inch. Special terms for several continuous insertions.

■will
We

CLOTHING.—Gents’ please send postcard for 
terns and self-measurement forms and you 
find quality and price that will astound you. 
make our own clothing at forty eight hours pê 
week and pay best rate of wages. Terms cas 
with order. Ge o . Je s s o p  & SON, L t d ., Clothing 
Manufacturers, Batley, Yorkshire.______________

BRIGHT Freedom of Thought in a Bright Clea® 
Home. Try Is. parcel post free. KiNGFisBE i 
Leeds, Cleaner Goods. ..
B l a n k l e e n  K r e e m  for washing everything. Efl1' 
shes for metals, boots, grates, etc.
H. S. W is h a r t , Lecturer, 22 Sandhurst-avenfl > 
Leeds. Agents wanted. _____

BRIMSTONE BALLADS, by J. L. Mackenzie, with u>tr0' 
duction by G. W. Foote, Is. Elements o f Social ScOn̂ ' 
by the late Dr. G. R. Drysdale ; 670 pp., cloth,^ * 
People's History o f the Aristocracy, by George S ta n d flV  
174 pp. in wrapper, Is. An Atheist at Church, by Oeo e 
Standring; 44 pp. in wrapper, 4d.—G. Standring, 7 aD 
Finabury-street, London, E.C.________________  ___ -

SUPERIOR Photograph Enlargement, from any dist'D̂  
copy, size 20 in. by 16 in., mounted, and finished

Cabi­
nets, 10s. 6d. per doz. Post Cards, 3s. per doz. 
faction guaranteed. Glad to receive inquiries.—H. I®' 
Crow Well Studio, Barnsley.________________________

DRAPERY, CLOTHING, AND BOOTS.— I am prepd*^ 
send goods to any part of United Kingdom. Carr “ 
paid. Only reliable articles sent. Patterns forwarde 
O. B ou rch ier , Kingswinford, Staffs.

black and white; packed safely and carriage paid, 103, 
Size 15 in. by 12 in., same finish as above, 6s. 6d.

HUNDRED AND TW EN TY Sheets of Notepaper.— 
address, I s . ; better quality, Is. 6d. Visiting cards (b0 
ladies and gents.. Is. 4d. ; gilt edged, Is. 9d. per 100. 
cards, Memos, Billheads, 250 2s. 0d., 500 3s. 6d., L ”u £ 
Handbills, 250 2s., 300 3s., 1,000 4s. Od. All post f « V ,  
P arr (Freethinker), Printer, 70 Cambridge-street, LelC 
Samples free. General printing.

------------------------------------------------------------------- côECZEMA.—My Eczema-Cura I guarantee to be a .¡0e
Give it a fair trial. Post free Is. 3d. and 2s. •S“ *8 Jb 
Paper. S. B urden , 30 Webb’s-road, New Wandsff 
S.W. ^

AN AD VERTISEM EN T for the Ladies’ “ W o r t h ”  C lo^ t- 
plain-faced cloth made from pure wool, fast dye and ^  
table, in 60 different shades. The finest cloth ever Pr°r(ji 5® 
for High-class Costumes. My price is 3s. l id . per ’ifNed  
inches wide. Direct from, the Warehouse. The ordinary0 ^¡f, 
price is 4s. l id . per yard. Send for patterns to-day.—A- 
696 Bolton-road, Bradford.

BOOTS GIVEN A W A Y .—To every purchaser of a Pair, atbe(! 
special Box Calf 8s. 6d. Gents. Boots, warranted »3 \erbs’ 
I will give a second pair, free of cost, when such custon ^ io, 
persuaded 8 friends to send for a pair each. All sizes, celt 
in stock. Carriage paid. Money returned and you ca c®1 
the boots if not satisfied.— H. M. W ilson , 22 Northside-t 
Bradford.

THE ONLY WAY” to get the very finest value 1 pje* 
Gents. Lounge Suits to measure is to write for aa yr 
and self-measurement form to J. W. G ott , 28 CM 
bank, Bradford. ____S

CYCLES, Motors, or any Accessories. Try W. E. KeB 
1 West Derby Village, Liverpool. Cycles from £&4 ̂  
built to suit any requirements, list, and sped»0 
Tel. 376 Anfield.FLOWERS freethougB'1

B y G. W . FOOTE.
First Series, doth - 
Second Series, doth

2s. 6d. 
2s. 6d.

Contains uoores of entertaining and informing 
Articles on a great variety of Freethonght topics.

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon .street
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LEWIS START,
CIGAR m e r c h a n t  a nd  i m p o r t e r ,

LOUGHBOROUGH.
(Esta b l ish e d  Ov e r  F if t y  Y e a r s .)

"Wh o l e sa l e  A g en t  fo r  th e  
GENUINE ROTHSCHILD CIGARS, 

as supplied to the House of Commons.
Treasury \ Midland, )

'  Gt. Central, J

No.
R othsceild ’ s

Brand.
Own M ake. 

Per 100. Per 50.
1o * Colonias 25/- 13/-

9/6D Rothschilds ... 18/-O
A Proveedora 17/- 9/-
K Excelsiors ... 15/6 8/-o Key West ... 12/6 6/6

AVe
No.
6
7
8 
910

can also R ecommend the following B bands.
Brand. Per 100. Per 50.

Rameros 16/- 8/6
Santos ... 21/- • 11/-
Optifolia ... 23/- 12/-
Telmas _. 24/- 12/6
Moras 30/- 15/6

¡̂1 the above Cigars are British viade and of excellent quality.
®Wld you favor us with a trial and the flavor, shape or size 
0 suit your requirements, we shall be pleased to exchange them 

and pay carriage both ways.

Che,
Terms, cash with order.

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

stations 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 confident 
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, 8, 9, 

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

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

LAD IES.—Real box calf, well made and smart appearance. War­
ranted all solid leather. Lace, 5s. l id . Button and Derby, 
6s. 3d., post free. I f  this boot is not worth 2s. more than you 
pay for them, we will refund your money and pay carriage 
both ways.

Catalogue sent post free on application.

What Freethinkers say of our Boots.
Ref. No.

2005. “  We are very well pleased with the boots sent.”
2016. “  Pleased with the boots. Forward another pair.”
2023. “  Received parcel safe. Highly satisfied.”
2039. “  Received boots and am highly satisfied. Cannot get

anything like them here for the money.”
2051. “  Boots received. Delighted with them.”
2052. “  Very well pleased with shoes.”
2063. “  Boots fit very well and am greatly pleased with them.”
2058. “  Ladies hoots give great satisfaction.”

When ordering please enclose postal order and state 
your requirements.

W HITEHOUSE & CO., BOOT FACTORS, STOURBRIDGE.

IF  SO , it is because ord inary  tea  con ta in s 
gallo-tannic 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 ices , thus causing 
indigestion, bad com plexion , and w eak  
nerves. O ne natural tea only is f r e e  fr o m  
t h is  C r u d e  T a n n in ,  because it con sists 
solely  o f the tips o f  selected  leaves freed  from  
the stalks w hich  con ta in  this in jurious 
Juice. It  is  ca lled

“ Typlioo=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 exquisite  flavour, and absolutely  un- 
m edica ted . T he absence  o f  sta lks enables it 
to  yield 50 m ore large cups per pound than 
ordinary tea, hence econ om y. _  .

A  L A R G E  S A M P L E  P A C K E T  is sent 
* “ E E , w ith  nearest agent's nam e, to  every­
one w ho w rites fo r  it,enclosing  2d. fo r  postage 

y JTH E T Y P H O O  T E A  C O .. L td ..

A NEW  (THE THIRD) EDITION
OF

FROM FICTION TO FACT.
By F. BONTE.

(Issued hy the Secular Society, Limited.)

REVISED AND ENLARGED. 
SHOULD BE SCATTERED BROADCAST.

SIXTY-FOUR PAGES.
PRICE ONE PENNY,

T h e  P i o n e k b  P b e b s , 2 Newcastle-streot, Farringdon-atreet, E .

iniscences o f Charles Bradlaugh
BY

Themo G. W. FOOTE.
the. S S . < thin? ever written about Bradlaugh. Mr. Foote’s personal recollections of 

of death * ĉonoc âst ”  during many exciting years, with a page on his attitude in the presence 
t } » .  ' an<I an account of his last appearance as President of the National Secular Society.

bLISHED AT SIXPENCE, REDUCED TO TWOPENCE.
(Postage Halfpenny.)

B plONEEE PRES8, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARKINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.
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TWO SPECIAL LECTURES
BY

Mr. G. W. FOOTE.
Under the auspices of the Secular Society, Limited.

AT THE

QUEEN’S (MINOR) HALL,
LÄNGHAM PLACE, LONDON, W.

SUNDAY, March 7 : -  “ THE SECOND DEATH OF CHRIST,”
SUNDAY, March 14:- (

“ BERNARD SHAW AMONG THE PROPHETS-’

Doors open at 7. Chair taken at 7.30. Front Seats, Is. Second Seats, 6̂
__________________________

FOOTSTEPS OF THE PAST
ESSAYS ON HUMAN EVOLUTION.

BY

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

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

192 large pages.
REDUCED TO SIXPENCE.

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

Under the Ban of the London County Council*
TH 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

Reynolds's Newspaper says:— “ Mr. G W. Footo, chairman of tho Secular Sooiety, iB well known as a rn#api3 
exceptional ability. His Bible Romances have had a large sale in tho original edition. A popular, revised, * 
enlarged edition, at the price of 6d., Tas now been published by the Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farring“ 
street, London, for the Secular Society. Thus, within the reach of almost everyone, the ripest thonght of the l°atl 
of modern opinion are being placed from day to day.”

144 Large Double-Column Pages, Good Print, Good Paper

S I X P E N C E  — N E T
THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON,

Printed and Published by the P ioneeb P bess, 2 Newoastle-streot, London, E .C .


