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All philosophy must be loved and lived. Think about

wing.—Goethe.

A Few Questions.

Someone has been good enough to send me a couple
af pamphlets of a somewhat unusual description.
I-hey form numbers one and two of a series written
?? aMr. W. Starkey, who, whatever else he may he,
'8not deficient in a sense of his own abilities. ~The
®RNeBis entitled the Reconciler, and since_receiving
.» - paibgiliets 1 have seen them advertised, with
;?e announcement that they will answer every objec-
lon that can he put by Freethinker or Atheist. The
Ko is e compreRensive 8Ae, and e auther is
feel t 6~ *nd idme hang heavy on his hands. |
meet-00' ~at a man wb° sets out with the object of
t}jin,InS every objection to Christianity that a Free-
awv 6r m*8bt raise would not wish his work to be in
brot"en8 incomplete. It is, therefore, in a spirit of
tw 6l ~c°-°peration that | suggest a few questions
P&E'nctler be dealt with in future numbers of the

an’ *sar conciII!]ation necessary ?
the a way of reconciling themselves one “to
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°i “mystery,” which _is l_’eall¥ aP  Other truths; it
pne truth will reconcile itself to a labored
18only a pseudo-truth or a lie that it is nOt
econcirl]iati.on with t&'uth, and t Ltion of hos-
pace that Is secured, but a mere
tihties, e].- arc both
lumbers one and two of the one to ask,
concerned with the Bible, which lea tbat we
~by was any revelation necessary has been
bnow in any of the physical BCe" “®lation. All
achieved without the assistance ot - human
°nr numerous inventions are due e consti-
oapacity. Man, unaided, could discove the ealtb
taents of distant stars, measure an . °bjs service
be Btands on, discover and harnes Of the

obscure natural forces, plumb tne Pmountains.
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~pat he could not discover with teii the
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or worse. The people who depended upon it for
their knowledge in astronomy were at fault. Those
who went to it for information on geology were in
error. Its history had to be corrected by knowledge
acquired from other sources. People went to it for
instruction in morals, and the result was witch-
burning, heresy-hunting, and a general distortion of
man’s moral vision. Really this revelation has mis-
directed men in every direction where misdirection
was possible; while to-day it is only held to bo
accurate on subjects concerning which proof or dis-
proof is in the nature of the case impossible.

Mr. Starkey would reply that this was due to
man’s misreading of revelation. But the first duty
of arevelation is that it shall reveal. It must be
given in such a manner that those for whose benefit
it is given will understand its meaning. A deliver-
ance that contains a message so elaborately hidden
that after many centuries of study no one can be
quite sure tbey have discovered it, is not a revelation
—it is more like a cryptogram. A sign-post on a
country road that every traveller reads differently
would not be fulfilling its legitimate function; and
a revelation that gives a different message to each
is one that the world might get on very well without.

Now for one or two other queries. The belief in
religion, it is said, is universal. Personally, I believe
itis; it is only in accordance with the theory of
evolution that it should be so. | believe that so
soon as humanity is capable of reasoning it elabo-
rates a religion, and, provided it continues to reason
on the matter, it ultimately gets rid of it again.
But is the universality of religions belief an argu-
ment for its validity ? Is it not, on the contrary, an
argument against its truth? The belief in God and
a future life are, we are often assured, of the most
abstruse character. Granted; but is it likely that
savages should so universally have reached the truth
on questions of this description, while on other
guestions—questions of a much simpler character—
they were so universally in error? Savages are in
error in their ideas concerning the nature and causes
of all those natural events concerning which know-
ledge is at least obtainable. They were, it seems,
absolutely right on the one subject on which know-
ledge is unobtainable.

My next question is to aBk how comes it that,
notwithstanding the antiquity and widespread nature
of the belief in a deity and in a future life, no one
has ever yet brought forward a generally acknow-
ledged fact in support of either? The search for
the philosopher’s stone or for the elixir of life is as
nothing compared with the attention paid to the belief
in God and a future life. For at least two thousand
years writers and speakers have taxed their ingenuity
to the utmost to find evidence in their support. But,
in spite of this, no one has ever discovered a single
acknowledged fact in support of either belief, no one
has ever produced even an argument that would
command a general assent. Both remain pure
speculations. Why is this so? Why is it that, in
spite of all the ingenuity expended on these beliefs,
they remain absolutely unrelated to the positive
knowledge we possess ?

Next as to miracles. Miracles, says the Christian,
do not happen now; they did occur once, but that
time has passed. But is there not as great a neces-
sity now for miracles than ever existed ? The world
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is still, religiously, desperately wicked. Unbelief
grows instead of diminishing, and a single strong,
able-bodied miracle would do more to secure con-
viction than any number of lectures or pamphlets.
And why believe that miracles did once occur?
Does not a study of the facts show that the belief
in miracles always co-exists with ignorance of the
principle of natural causation? As one grows the
other declines. Does not this make miracles a sub-
jective instead of an objective phenomena ? They
are not subjects of historical investigation, but of
psychological study. Given a certain undeveloped
state of mind, and the belief in miracle is a neces-
sary result. Allow for further mental development,
and belief in the miraculous becomes an impossi-
bility. And if miracle goes, what becomes of the
belief in a particular providence, without which
religion is of little value to anybody ?

When Mr. Starkey has dealt with these questions,
he may next grapple with a group concerning the
relation of Christianity to civilisation. . Why is it
that before its advance the ancient civilisations
perished ? Admitting pagan civilisation was decay-
ing when Christianity appeared, what did Chris-
tianity do to check the decay ? Why was it that
all that was good in the old civilisations perished,
and that civilisation received the strongest checks
in just those countries where Christianity was least
guestioned ? Or, again, is it not a fact that wherever
any form of Christianity has exerted supreme power
deplorable results have followed ? Protestants assert
this of Catholics, Catholics assert it of Protestants,
Dissenters of Episcopalians, and Episcopalians of
Dissenters. May it not be that they are all correct
on this point, and that it always needs a strongly
developed secular power to keep Christian aggressive-
ness in cheek? Certainly the most progressive
nations in the world are those in which Christian
teachings are most questioned, while the least pro-
gressive are those in which Christian beliefs are held
in the most unquestioning manner.

Finally, a couple of questions on morals. What is
the relation of religion to morality ? Does it stand
in the relation of cause and effect? Surely not.
People belonging to different religious creeds, with
nothing in common save calling themselves re-
ligious, show a surprising uniformity of conduct.
The same fundamental virtues and vices are every-
where displayed; and if people belonging to one
religion have a greater development of one par-
ticular virtue than the followers of another religion,
it is just as likely that they have some particular
vice more developed likewise. And those who are
outside of all religion are at least not worse, even
though we grant they are not better, than their
religious fellow citizens. And both sets of facts are
fatal to the belief that morality is based on religion.

Or is it to be said that while morality is in origin
independent of religion, it is dependent upon re-
ligious conviction for driving power ? That re-
ligious conviction, in common with conviction in
general, incites to action, no one will deny. But
that religious conviction acts as a specifically moral
incentive no one, who properly considers the subject,
will affirm.  First of all there is the indisputable
fact that religious conviction has never, in the whole
of human history, been found to be inconsistent with
the greatest cruelty and barbarity. When wo read or
hear of cruel customs among uncivilised people, it is
not always borne in mind that these customs have
their roots in religious conviotion. Savages, in their
natural state, are not, on the whole, unkindly folk,
and when we find brutal customs among them we are
fairly safe in looking for their association with re-
ligious beliefs. And when in the normal course
of things the development of the social and
sympathetic feelings make for the abolition of such
customs, it is religion that operates to keep them
alive longer than would otherwise be the case. So,
too, in more civilised life, cases in which religion
enters almost invariably display greater brutality
than is evident in cases where it is absent. In
ordinary warfare, for example, one roads of many
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instances where the soldiers of either side, during ®
truce, or in the pause between battles, fraternising.
But whoever heard of such a case in any war where
religious conviction played a strong part? So, also,
in the thirty years’ war, or in the wars in Ireland
during the seventeenth century, it may be held that
in each case religious conviction caused men to fight
with the utmost determination ; but it is also true
that it added a brutality that would not otherwiss
have been present. “ How these Christians love one
another” has for long been a stock comment upon
the malignity of Christian feeling towards sectarian
rivals, and although of late years there has been
some weakening in this direction, religion still giv(s
birth to a much greater degree of ill feeling ad
active malevolence than anything else we know of.
Here, then, are a few questions for Mr. Starkey to
deal with in future issues of the Beconcilcr. They
are not by any means exhaustive, although they
may, fairly faced, exhaust Mr. Starkey’'s powers of
reconciliation. And when he has dealt with the®, *
he ever does, | shall not be at all averse to supply*0®
him with a few more. c CohbN.

Some Common Mistakes.

IT is customary, in certain quarters, to speak O
Christianity and civilisation as if they were sy°®
nymous terms. The two are represented as be*0»
not merely spatially coterminous, but also practical}
identical. Very often do Christian ministers exola*®
“ Civilisation is an irrefutable demonstration of *0
divinity of our religion.” To everyone who thir**
this is a self-evident mistake. The connect*0
between civilisation and religion is the slightest co™
ceivable. It would be more correct to say that **
civilisation of Europe has invariably been in adyanc
of its religion, or that it has developed in spit0 ®
Christianity. There are many divines who go tO
length of conceding that our existing civilisation
not Christian, or, as the President of the Wesley8®
Conference puts it, that “ a truly Christian civil*3
tion ” is a thing of the future, the indispensable c°
ditions of which the Churches are exhorted to crea
Now, if Christianity and civilisation are convert*
terms, the latter cannot be described as a
blessing unless it is admitted that the forme* 0
been a colossal failure. On the other hand, if
present civilisation of Christendom is not Christ*
what has Christianity been doing during the *8
nineteen hundred years ? And if Christianity
failed to produce its own civilisation in the
what guarantee is there that it will do so * ~
future ? It is a demonstrable fact that the Cb°
has never yet initiated any social reforms ; but*t ~
always been particularly fond of annexing s°]0
movements when they were sufficiently powerf** g
be a menace to its predominance, and of afterwa
glorying in them as if they wore of its own °rl”fluy
tion. As a matter of fact, the Church has gOoerf fij
been an obstacle against which civilisation has A
to contend ; and it has never ceased to be an obs
until discretion became the better part of valor- g
At the present time the Protestant Gh~C
posing as a Divinely-appointed agent of civil*88"
Having just discovered that Socialism has beco

“

real*0 .
that it must either absorb Socialism, or bo
by it; and in either case, absorption would 0

annihilation. “ This movement makes demands

us,” Bay the preaohors, “ and these demands wo ~
closely examine.” But this is a delusionn°ra*ie
preachers. The social movement of the ago ~g*

no demands upon them, did not oven recognj80
or their doings. It was they who laid their
upon and appropriated the movement in the
prolonging their own existence, not the n*0' i
that appealed to them for succoring sympal o
affiliation. And yet, judging by the uttora ™ jeff
the pulpit and the roligious press one wool

Oof
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infer that had there been no Church there would

aave been no social movement. The truth is, how-

that whether Socialism be a good or a bad
"bing, it is certainly not a Christian product. What
~nristianity has always aimed at setting up is the
kingdom of God, not the Brotherhood of Man, a
Oivine Monarchy, not a Human Democracy.

We are told by the Methodist Times that the present
°utlook “ kindles enthusiasm in sympathetic hearts,
and especially among the vast body of Christian
Workers who are brought face to face with the
aPPalling problems of unemployment and destitution,
Odeal with the underlying causes of social misery
and wrong, instead of with its mere symptoms and

sets, to substitute righteousness for charity  but
p,Is. is the enthusiasm of humanity, not of the
kriBtian creed. In the New Testament rigbteous-
ess a|ld charity are equally extolled, and it never
ocnrred either to Jesus or to any of his apostles

at the one was inconsistent with the other. The
cntral “ point” in the Christian teaching is the

Redness of poverty; and the poor exist for the
~Purpose of affording the rich a glorious oppor-
at ? °i winning a high place in heaven by doling
th parity to them. Throughout its history hitherto
rath Wk "Nas d°alt with “ symptoms and eifects ”
evt™ ™ an wrth “ underlying causes,” with the iu-
ice i ' resu™ that society is further away from its
vooa bo-day than it was before Christianity
waa first introduced.

st f~ et°dist Times expresses a great truth when
diff 8 ,,8~at “ ultimately the escape from all these
Peoul ” 8 Can on”™ ~  the mora”™ worbb of the
rect d’ =an™ ~at “ rucidental mistakes may be cor-

acts '~ sncfi b0 made, provided the national char-
@/ offers no vital deterioration.” But our

«n eDP°rary is mistaken when it affirms that the
adeora Wortb ” of the people is dependent on “ the
Qten~a’y ob religious inspiration.” That is an
an ~.Sroundless and unverifiable assertion. It

HO oprious fact that high religious inspiration and
a3  worth have never been related to each other
fQmalB® and effect. It is incontestable that the
aRht 188 ofteQ flourished exceedingly in the well-
i8Qni absence of the latter. Benvenuto Cellini
of 0De among thousands of historical examples
one afe truth of this statement. Almost every
Brvy, 1 08 fias come across scores, if not hundreds of

-

T'rlrgg }%/?"er °f the leading artiole in the Methodist
long as ?5,Marcfi d has a high opinion of science as
®aat th f< P3within limits. He goes so far as to
of theoi a . “ bhe scientific objection to the intrusion
exact in filCx* anfi metaphysical assumptions, where
but We' esbigation is required, is certainly justified”;
Peted ifarf ~ame<i that “ when science has com-
ieNiewed8' cfir*mab0 bask all its results must bo
Ihu8the ? the Ilght of splrltual consmousness

ale— .. bhe %W

-uiess the d| n&so th IQH% @%e omler

*WeBto the “ spiritual consciouenos proudly
stand eternally condemned, be ~ flatiy

dedines to he thus hound and P "heoiogy. The

tefuses to say “By your leave  {rOID which his
sciertist is in search of ;eductions.

~ectrineB are but bo many legiti » observations
Equally unreliable are this wx m .. These
On “political and economical Pr tlbut mankind

Principles, he tells us, are import-' uticjanand
&oould not be med by them. ~ | I(useful ho-
;@& economist are “ ractions e> Poor
ions of the imagination, and refined com:
SinBs, how they will appreciate ar0
Phent, and humbly take a hack 8. 'ion8 Of the
(b even real ghosts, but simpy ROvernod by
,» Infi- The only real man is ho epiritual
gtl%al m|1r|1V% 'ﬂwen the vvnter Proceeds
0

the Proert”ai*na*e r°fig'°n in thought or practice iro
aad ecouos3 mank'udi and thoro arc left politic
nunds T? 10 risks which may well staggor cautioi

° alternative is then either Blowly to peris
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by decay, and by fear to grapple with the wrong, or to
be ruined by the catastrophes of unwise and self-willed
change. Let the Christian religion fail in its influence
or in its progressive sympathies, and one or other of
these evils will be upon us.”

That is an ingenious way of wrongly stating the
case. The lessons of the past are completely lost
upon this writer. The present prevalence of “ social
wrong” is chiefly due to the influence of the Chris-
tian religion, or to its lack of interest in the pro-
blems of the life that now is. Now that the masses
of the people have lost faith in the life that is to
come, and are beginning to concentrate their atten-
tion upon this world and its multifarious affairs, the
Church is awaking to the fact that unless she comes
down from the clouds and concerns herself with the
guestions which are agitating the crowds, she is
doomed to extinction; and in her desperation she
cries out: “ Hands off these delicate and difficult
matters. You will only muddle them more and
more by meddling with them. | alone am com-
petent to tackle and satisfactorily settle them.
Come, then, one and all, under my protective wing,
and put your entire trust in my heaven-given and
infallible wisdom.”

The writer woefully misrepresents the past. He
seem3 to be under the impression that Christianity
is the only religion in which brotherly love is in-
sisted upon. That brotherly love has never flourished
under Christianity is a fact whioh no one can deny,
and no section of the round world is farther away
from that noble virtue to-day than Christendom.
Bat this writer deliberately misreads history. “ The
Christian religion,” he says, “ however hindered by
the shortcomings and sins of its representatives, has
not failed humanity in the past.” But to the great
bulk of humanity the Christian religion has never
been made known ; and what benefit did it ever con-
fer upon those who were compelled to adopt and pro-
fess it, or be killed by the sword ? It was but a gall-
ing joke ruthlessly thrust upon unwilling shoulders.
Then our writer adds: “ It gave the elements of
civilisation to the struggling races, out of which our
modern Christendom has been evolved.” But itis a
mistake to imagine that the *“ struggling races”
referred to were ethically barren when they were
driven, at the point of the bayonet, into the fellow-
ship of the Church. They were the very opposite of
barren. They were rich in noble qualities which
Christianity did not possess until it appropriated
them from those strong northerners. Their advent
was an unspeakable gain to the Church, and gave
birth to modern Europe. Christianity triumphed in
the first instance by suppressing and superseding
Hellenism, and it continued victorious by standing
still and keeping its eyes shut. When those “ strug-
gling races ” were forced in, Christianity secured a
new lease of life ; but it received, at the same time,
its death-warrant. During the Middle Ages, Hellen-
ism, though crushed beneath the iron heel of the
Papacy, was not dead. The entrance of Tentonism
was the means of reinstating “ fugitive and exiled
Greece.” Teutonic chivalry and Greek culture em-
braced each other on the floor of the Church, and
out of that union came modern Europe with its love
of learning and devotion to science and search for
truth. Out of it eventually, and not out of the
Methodist Revival, came “ our vast .enterprises of
philanthropy,” which the Church falsely calls her
own.

The “ spiritual consciousness”
already steadily passing away. *“ Religious inspira-
tion” is claimed by an ever-dwindling company.
And while the official champions of the dying super-
stition are doing their utmost to prolong its life,
they cannot be blind to the fact that they are fight-
ing for a lost cause. But while the faith is expiring,
the true and safe guides of humanity—instructed
reason, trained intelligence, and the social conscience
—are gradually taking hold of the reins of life.
Herein is tho grand hope of the world.

J. T. Lioyd.

is doomed. It is
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The Challenge of Secularism.—IY.

Canon Streatfeild has still more to say about the
Freethinker. He indulges in a retrospect of its
career, which is evidently based upon a plentiful
lack of knowledge. This is what he tells his Chris-
tian readers of the past of the most shocking of
“infidel ” publications:—

“ The Freethinker was started in 1881, and almost
immediately began issuing its notorious eomio Bible
sketches, which cost Mr. Foote not only a term of im-
prisonment, but also the countenance of some of the
most influential supporters of Secularism. Holyoake
himself refused to be associated with colleagues who so
grossly outraged the laws of courtesy, and treated things
held sacred by an overwhelming majority of their
countrymen with a ribaldry and profanity that shocked
agnostic and atheist alike. Mr. Joseph McCabe (him-
self quite as far removed from Christian orthodoxy as
Mr. Foote) has recently described these sketches as
1coarse, vulgar, and scurrilous to a lamentable extent.’
These comic sketches were recommenced on Mr. Foote's
release from prison and consequent resumption of editor-
ship, but were soon discontinued; and this, without
doubt, because they were too gross even for the average
reader of the Freethinker. Unfortunately, no improve-
ment in the letterpress either accompanied or followed
the discontinuance of the sketches. It is not easy to
arrive at any certain estimate of the weekly circulation
of this paper, but it is, | believe, rather under than
over ten thousand. It is sad enough that there should
be a demand, even to that extent, for literature of such
quality.”

My clerical critic has accepted the legend that the
Comic Bible Sketches were the sole ground on which
I was prosecuted for “ blasphemy.” The fact is that
letter-press, as well as illustrations, figured in my two
indictments ; for | was twice prosecuted for “ blas-
phemy,” and actually stood three trials in less than
two months. Judge North, before whom | was tried
the first time, on the second indictment—the first
having been removed by certiorari to the Court of
Queen’'s Bench—savagely criticised an extremely
well-written “ skit” by my sub-editor, Joseph
Mazzini Wheeler, who put Matthew, Mark, Luke,
and John into the dock on a charge precisely similar
to the one | had to answer. It suits the Christians
to forget all that now. They put the letter-press
out of sight and concentrate attention on the
piotures. People are thus led to believe that | was
perfectly free to write what | liked, and that | got
into trouble simply because of my *“ shocking”
caricatures. It was not, then, the sketches, and
the sketches alone, that “ cost me a term of im-
prisonment.” Neither did they cost me *“the
countenance of some of the most influential sup-
porters of Secularism.” Holyoake is the only one
mentioned. He did, indeed, behave very badly.
But | did not lose his countenance, for | did not
possess it. He had for some time been practically
in retirement as far as the Freethought movement
was concerned. He did not “ refuse to be asso-
ciated ” with me, for he was not invited to do so.
What happened was this. While | was in prison,
under Judge North’s sentence of twelve months, a
memorial to the Home Office for my release was got
up by Dr. Aveling and a distinguished psychologist
who did not wish to bo identified. All sorts of emi-
nent persons were asked to sign it. Many of them did
so. Amongst them were Mr. Herbert Spencer, Pro-
fessor Romanes, Dr. Charlton Bastian, Dr. H. Mauds-
ley, Mr. Frederic Harrison, Dr. Francis Galton, Mr.
Leslie Stephen, Professor Tyndall, Professor Beesley,
Professor H. S. Foxwell, Professor Adamson, Mr. J.
Cotter Morison, Dr. Jonathan Hutchinson, Dr. E. B.
Tylor, Mr. Edward Clodd, Professor Ray Lankaster,
Rev. J. Llewellyn Davies, Rev. Dr. Abbot, Rev. A.
Aingor, Rev. Stopford A. Brooke, Rev. Dr. Fairbairn,
Rev. J. G. Rogers, Rov. Charles Beard, Rev. Dr.
Crosskey, and the then editors of tho Daily News,
Spectator, Academy, Manchester Examiner, and Liver-
pool Daily Post. Holyoake was asked to sign, and ho
refused. He, who had been imprisoned under the
blasphemy laws for what tho judge callod an
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indecent ” attack on religion, called mine a policy
of “ outrage.” He sneeringly referred to me ad
my two fellow prisoners as “ Foote and Co.”
facetiously suggested that he might sign the
memorial if | asked him to do so myself; as though
I were in a position to ask him, or as though 1
would ask him, or anyone else, if 1 had been able
do so. Universal indignation was expressed
Holyoake's conduct. Soon after my release frO®
prison | heard what | never expected to hear, ad
never wished to hear. A demonstration against tro
Blasphemy Laws was held in St. James's Hal*
some three thousand people were present, the pa’e
was packed, and hundreds were unable to gdD
admittance; and when the name of Holyoake wes
mentioned a hiss—a fierce, bitter, indignant hiss-'
ran through that vast assembly. Everybody wb®
was anybody in the Freethought movement was on
the platform. Holyoake alone was absent, and Hhs
name was soundly hissed. And in these cirouffl
stances | must be allowed to smile at the statemQ0"'
that | had lost his countenance. .
“ Ribaldry ” and “ profanity ” are words of sc*l
various meaning, that | decline to discuss the®
They were flung at Voltaire, they were flung 8
Paine, they were flung at Bradlaugh, they

flung at Ingersoll—and why should I mind ﬂ'e(r?
being flung at me? But when 1| read thaist
“ shocked agnostic and atheist alike,” | 1l

tell the reverend gentleman—plainly and decisive’™
and with more good-temper than he has any reas"®
to expect—that he is mistaken. He appears to re]
upon the testimony of Mr. Joseph McCabe, of who®
I will say no more (at present) than this, that b
was a Catholic at that time and for many year
afterwards, that he had no personal knowledge 0
the internal affairs of the Freethought party
1881-1683, and that he is merely Holyoake’'s par,
in all such matters as the present. Twelve moo"
ago | had to correct Mr. Joseph McCabe on m&
points. Another battle was then raging.
common law of “ blasphemy” was invoked agai®
Mr. Harry Boulter. | was where my name, my
ditions, and my position called me—in the fro®"
the fight. 1 had the support of every leading 5*
thinker in England. It was recognised that
application of the *“ blasphemy” laws was tl(:) b
resisted, and that no other duty lay before ree-
thinkers when the enemy opened the attack,
where was Mr. Joseph McCabe? Breathing flrea”
slaughter under the table. He bade the FreethoQg"™
world see what a big fight he would make when ~
enemy took his advice and as to when, where, 8 e
against whom they should declare war. MeanW
he had nothing but abuse for those whose cour
was ready for the occasion. Mr. Joseph McCabe
alone then. He could not find a single supp0?
Why should | trouble about him now? | raO$i
choose to ask Canon Streatfeild whether he kb~
of the long and careful artioles I wrote on ®
topics in the early part of last year. If H %),
know of them, his present attitude is hardly cr0
able. If he does not know of them, | invite hi
read them at once. , 1,68
It is true that I resumed tho Comic Bible S$»0;.
the very first week after my reledse from Pr,
That was my answer to the bigots, | meantto&”
them that I was not to bo terrified. 1 oarly .
nothing else just then. 1 flung my glov® th T!E?'
faces the moment my hands were free, @ ’g«
nob true that they were “ soon discontinued, ' ")
less, if possible, that they were discontinued b0
they were “ too gross ” for my own readers.
were continued for a long time, in ordinary D®,
and in Christmas numbers. | have already skl N
they were dropped “ because wo had worked bh0 ¢
book out." Canon Streatfoild says that thin
the face of it, absurd.” 1 reply that tho ahO »
lies with himself. He should bo able to sQui,l0
there is a limit to successful caricature of 210 0Ga
The effectiveness of a caricature largely depO®”gi*
the readers’ familiarity with tho original. 'I*1
known features of the Biblo get used up jn
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you must then introduce the far-fetched, the recon-
dite—in brief, yon have to resort to subtleties, and
you soon lose your popular appeal. Nor is that all.
| explained, twelve months ago, why | went in for
those Bible Sketches and other “ objectionable”
features of the old Freethinker policy. It was the
abominable treatment of Bradlangh by the Christians
‘aside and outside the House of Commons that made

so determined. | was not prepared for it—it
shocked me—it turned the current of my life. | was
young and full of vigor, | had a pen and a tongue, and
I cried to the Christians “ Have at you!” | meant
to annoy them, | meant to incense them, and | was
prepared to take the consequences. | knew that
they hated and dreaded ridicule above all things, and
or that reason | gave them plenty of it. What does
Canon Streatfeild, what does Mr. Joseph McCabe,
snow of these things? | was in the fight. | am
8lad even now, glad with all my heart, that my blade
“ent into a thousand breasts before the enemy bore
'no down by sheer weight of numbers. And | am
Snd to believe that, although they took a year of
Joy life away, | have probably taken away as much
Iw ££e of their creed.

" hen my clerical critic talks of “the laws of
ponrtesy’’ having been “ grossly outraged” in this
journal, 1 beg to remind him, or to inform him, as

6 case may be, that neither I nor my contributors

nxe ever attacked individuals. We have fought
nder the rules of civilised warfare. No doubt wo
ave shown little respect for some things “ held
ocred ” by our countrymen. But is it not ridiculous
{,‘nnggt on the part of Christians to demand of us
Jeepett | for .hat « ao .ot and

Christians have a most egotistic

Jheir beliefs as property ; if you
they treat you as though you wo P that this is
assets. It is time to tell them P 'y “ eas; and

sheer nonsense. There is no PrOP°, y bis ;acas re-

their beliefs
dpn)\VGciating their

IEa man cannot bear to see oi sociology)
"orselessly criticised—whether P _ Of contro-
& religion—he should avoid ° Kkin« to mako
~rsy altogether, instead o - re Of other

h's personal susceptibilities th ething more
ERRISEIRP R BRTy ABAERRat to O R fRlRy
and pernicious ideas; the Chris .ers.  "Was

hberties, our persons, and our pradlaugh was
nothing « sacred” assailed xvhe CommonB simply

thrown out of the Honse o When 1 saw
because he was an avowed At e  pa\ace Yard, |
h'm pale, panting, and dishevelle , a:08ftat a
8awsomething in comparison wit insigni-

Jowish story or a Christian dogma sank into m

loanee. . . kis article
u*,conce've>from certain passages m “ment,
AR TSR PRSI E ashamed fom  ERFISHANS
6 the following PasaaSe>£or mS ~  mcod that the

" Approaching the subject as one hound up
m\dfare and true ‘progress of the speak strongly
with Christianity, I have not hesita the same

of the aims and views of the seenar _ jmpres-
htre, the last thing | wish to do is 0 are re9on-
gon, still widely prevailing, that tho. docbtful,
sible for this movement are necessariy  advocates of

if not dangerous, moral character. - 1  (E tho very

R A, on e ey 7 gy ety
believe to be truth and duty.
. AQQfeBBi°n like thiBdoes the reverendgentleman

. bhe necessity for making '
~bis Church and his religion. ~ ¢ "
P% the pharisee. « 1 am holier than tbou

tians still
. Ot;

~°ry to every dissident. Their a i_u 'SiSSt:aISI
el 05 fgugrgipsauely absuid.  or go
mt the dissidents in their own looali-

~haries6™n & ay especially through their mis-
jjlost rid;a over the world. They welcome the

sdeathen " Ygng- accounts of the immorality of
nB, ' °f thn™ W8, ~bey are bigots in the worst
Sns Who i°r™ “bey cannot understand how

0 not see eye to eye with them in
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matters of religious opinion can be possessed of a
single moral virtue.

It is amusing to hear Canon Streatfeild say that
“ The Christian Evidence Society does a noble
work." He must be speaking from hearsay, for that
Society has cultivated insult as a fine art, and has
lived on the systematic slander of every leading
Secularist. If the reverend gentleman doubts this
let him listen (incognito) to the Society’s outdoor
speakers.

Canon Streatfeild’s remarks on the Rationalist
Press Association | leave its representatives to deal
with. One point, however, | think it well to refer
to. The reverend gentleman says :—

“ It is notorious that there is a somewhat acute
difference amongst ‘ Freethinkers ' in regard to the laws
against blasphemy. Those, speaking roughly, represen.
ted by the National Secular Society, would have them
completely repealed, and will make every effort in that
direction; those, on the other hand, again speaking
generally, represented by the Rationalist Press Associa-
tion would retain them as being calculated, without
unduly restraining the propagation of free-thought, to
secure moderation, decency, and courtesy in its ex-
pression.”

This is what comes of allowing Mr. Joseph
McCabe to speak without a mandate from the Asso-
ciation. Rationalists are supposed to be in favor of
retaining the Blasphemy Laws as a discipline in con-
troversy for Freethinkers. A meaner and more
contemptible attitude is scarcely to be conceived.
I do not say that it is the attitude of Rationalists.
I only say that their dubious policy and unfortunate
utterances have led Canon Streatfeild to think so.

From the pages that Canon Streatfeild devotes to
Freethought in Europe | quote the following:—=

“ The frankly agnostic attitude (to say nothing more)
of the French Government, has done much to deliver
the people into the hands of the secularists, who hold a
menacingly strong position, especially in the urban
population. It has been stated on good authority that
eight millions of the French people are professed
atheists. The secularist propaganda in Paris and other
large towns is both active and unscrupulous. Anti-
clerical and atheistic literature abounds, some of it
polluted by obscenity and lewdness, from which English
free-thought publications are happily free.”

The last sentence puzzles me. | should like to
know what papers are referred to. There is no
“ obscenity ” or “lewdness” in the Freethought
journals I receive from France.

But | must draw to a close. The vital point of
Canon Streatfeild’s article lies in a single sentence.
“The Church,” ho says, “is face to face with a
determined enemy, an enemy, moreover, which, it
cannot be denied, is gaining ground.” He argues
that “ it ought to be confronted more strenuously
and systematically than hitherto.” He calls upon
the Churches to unite in a crusade against Secular-

ism. | fear they will not respond, but | wish they
would. The open enemies of Secularism are its
helpers. They brace it, they strengthen it, they

confirm it; they draw attention to its principles,
they extend the scope of its propaganda, they stimu-
late its missionary spirit, they drive it forward con-
quering and to conquer. And therefore | wish every
success to Canon Screatfoild’s appeal.

G. W. Foote.

What right has any person to assert audaciously that he
knows what no living individual can of possibility know ?
The credulous believer iq statements supposed to have been
made by those who are said to have lived in times when
scientific discoveries were non-existent and astronomical
research had not even commenced among people who sup-
posed the Earth to be flat, and the “ Heavens ” a surface of
a similar description situated at some distance above the
Earth, says, with satisfied assurance, “ | know.” The deep
thinker and profound student, whose life has been spent in
efforts to unravel tho mysteries of Nature and the marvels
of science, who has devoted his energies to searching out
the problems of the Univorso, says, with modest humility,
“ 1 do not know anything; | only believe what is consistent
with common sense and the comprehension of my reasoning
faculties.”—Libertas.
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Acid Drops.

They have a dinner-hour service at Messrs. Armstrong,
Whitworth's works, Openshaw, and it was taken by Bishop
Welldon, Dean of Manchester, on March 3. This gentleman
addressed over a thousand of the hands as “ Fellow working
men.” And they listened to him respectfully instead of
laughing him out of the place. Which shows what manhood
is left in them, and what an easy game the clerical confi-
dence-trick is in this country. The well-fed, well-clothed,
well-housed man of God proceeded to boast of his size, and
incidentally to prove that his profession is still A 1 at the
art which, according to Revelation xxi. 8, helps to fill the
bottomless pit. We recollect that in his younger days Mr.
Bernard Shaw described himself as “ a fluent liar,” but he
is not in the running with Bishop Welldon. Besides, the
great “ G. B. S.” only lied for fun, whereas the Dean of
Manchester lies for a living. He actually had the face to
talk in this way:—

“ 1 once heard a little Atheistic lecturer denying that there
was a God, and he went on to call upon God, If there was a
God, to strike him down. Well, the Almighty did not take
any notice of that challenge, hut there stepped out of the
throng of his hearers a great stalwart man, as big as | am,
and said, ‘ You don’t need to call upon the Almighty to knock
you down: his humble servant will do that,” and he shook
his fist at the little lecturer, who turned tail ”
It is amazing—or rather it would be if we didn't know his
species so well—to see Bishop Welldon relating this frowsy
“ chestnut ” as a fact of his own experience. We beg to tell
him that he never heard an Atheistic lecturer deny that
there is “ a God,” and that he never heard an Atheistic lec-
turer call upon God to strike him down. This yarn has
been told of all sorts of Freethought advocates during the
last hundred years. Bradlaugh once prosecuted a pious liar
who told it of him, and made the fellow eat his words.
There is only one thing for Bishop Welldon to do now. He
must accept the reputation of a “ fluent liar ” or state when
and where the incident he relates occurred—and what was
the lecturer’'s name. Atheistic lecturers were never very
numerous, they are all easily traceable, and if this reverend
servant of Christ objects to being considered “ a fluent liar ”
he has the remedy in his own hands.

Bishop Welldon’s little decorations ot the ancient “ chest-
nut ” are characteristic of himBelf and his creed. It is so
natural for a big Christian to threaten someone very much
smaller than himself. It i3 so natural, too, for a Christian
to interfere with other people’s business—especially in the
name of God.

The Bishop of Bath and Wells has solemnly expelled
Smyth-Pigott from the Church of England. He is no
longer a priest of that body. But does that really dispose
of his priestly claims? When he was ordained he “ received
the Holy Ghost.” Hew does anybody know that he is not
full of the Holy Ghost still? There is no guarantee that
the upper powers endorse the Bishop’s action. Even if
they do, what difference will it make to the Messiah of the
Agapemone ? He lives on in clover with his dupes, and
occasionally calls in the registrar to enter up details of a
new baby obtained by him in concert with a femalo dovoteo.
Smyth-Pigott smiles. He has the best of the joke. And his
motto is still The Lord with us.”

In a leader on this affair the Daily News regrets that
“ there seems to bo no limit to human credulity.” This is
true. The pious piffle in the Daily News is a proof of it.

A boy of twelve has been sentenced to five years in a
reformatory for picking up threepenny-worth of coal from a
disused tip of the Main Colliery Company. A younger
brother was fined 20s. for the same offence. The boy of
twelvo was already a breadwinner, helping his mother, a
widow with eight children, by selling newspapers. Evi-
dently this is a Christian country.

Tho Churches are advancing. The other day a clorgyman
confessed his ignorance of things usually regarded as fun-
damental and vital. When asked if he believed in the
Divinity of Christ, he answered that ho did not know what
tho term signified. Yet ho was installed as pastor of a large
Congregational Church.

Who are J. & W. Langley, dating from 6 Colonial-avenuo,
Minories, London, E. ? Wo have a circular of theirs lying
before us, bearing no date, offering to supply six volumes,
bearing no title, by “ an eminent Biblo student” at lIs. fid.
and lIs. 8d. each. Those books have “ proved beneficial to
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ourselves personally,” and J. & W. Langley seem anxious
extend the benefit (in a business way) to others. They Lge
to be “ favored with the privilege of supplying you with a
copy.” Of the questions dealt with in these volumes, tre
seventh and last is “ What Does God Intend to Do?” BO
certainly ought to do something, considering the uses J.
Langley are making of his name.

Mr. C. F. G. Masterman, M.P., has been talking at White-
field’'s Tabernacle, which is one of the principal centres d
gaseous rhetoric in London. The reverend gentleman—
beg pardon, the gentleman who ought to have been s
reverend—said that “ it was in the cultivation of the spir*
of the Christian message to the poor that he saw any hope-
We dare say this was very well received and even loudly
applauded. The people who go to Whitefield's like listening
to that sort of thing. No doubt it sounds very “ hopeful
to them. But what hope will it bring to the poor?
history of nearly two thousand years—with the poor as po°r
as ever at the finish—show its real value.

N Rice Christians” are a well-known description **
“ heathen ” converts in more than one part of Asia. The®
converts remain Christians while the missionaries PraC
tically keep them. Something of the same sort appears
be going on amongst the natives in South Africa. Oneo
cur readers out there sends us a clipping from the Ea
London Daily Dispatch (Cape Colony) of January 20. "
trader at a place called Tolso, a small magistracy in Giijpa
land East, received the following letter from a native, andi
is so good that wo reproduce it in its entirety:—

“ Sir My Lord,—I went into your town most especially®
speak with you and ask your humble assistance in the way “
helping me to marriage by letting me have goods for ere
against me, not for a long time as | could pay in 9 norwl'
but my good sir | did not speak to you as I saw yon 'W
troubled by not being well. So | went home, and I went
sleep and in the night | am sure my Great Father the ho
most High came to my assistance. | had a dream in win
be urged me to get up and write to you begging you tosup,r
me with my wants to hasten my marriage as my own de®
girl’'s people say that | am to be in a hurry becauso there
another young man with cash enough to pay for the Cf
goods at once.  Sir you can feel that | am in a great SU® j
mumh &B A caonatl ellow armtiier ijiedi @itake away ff]
who is educated like myself up to standard 4, the g°° *
want are not much, a bed for two, two blankets, sugar, rj
suit of wedding clothes and boots. Waiting Sir your reply
make me happy,—I am, Sir, Your ever friend.”

Using the name of the Lord to get what you want is aDdd
trick with lots of white Christians, and we are not surprl
that the colored ones pick it up quickly.

Tho Christian World says that 1Education is far
.mportant a mattor to be left in the —r- -4
and paid officials, with their fondness for cut and " g
methods.” We agree; and would also add that it iS |
important to be left under tho control, or even domm
influence, of Christian sects, each one of whom is ng »
for a sectarian advantage. This is an aspoct of the Wa
left out of sight by tho editor of tho C. W.

The editor goes on to remark that in tho present
Free Churchmen are not tho aggressors ; they aro nS.'"d
on tho defensive against tho aggressions of tho Establ*»
Church. This, however, {3 quite misleading. Free CoQ "
men became aggressors on tho educational welfaro 0
nation when they set up tho Bill of 1870. They have
tained that attitudo ever since, and officially mam ™"
still. Their defenco now consists solely in maintainl 8 »
advantage over other Christians and tho non-Christia™ »
tion of the community. To that eextent tlioy are 0
defensive. So, too, would bo a burglar who, having ti®
pleted a successful raid, dofended his plunder frO
aggressive action of tho householder or a policeman.

thd
In the Methodist Leader, tho Rov. B. Mooro o>
there aro in tho Free Churches three currents of gt

There is “ a persecuting soction, which simply 1™ Buy
roplaco tho tyranny of dcnominationalism by the tym e.
undenominationalism, and to impose upon others tu ‘ga
vanco from which we suffer ourselves.” Next the “Yle
compromising section, genuinely anxious to rotl,in*§Cad"
Biblo teaching. Lastly, a soction “ which stands by te
sound, Free Church principle of secular education phit)
State, leaving religious education, including Hni~cCordiO™
teaching, to bo provided by parents and churches, a  flit
to their own arrangements and at their own cofm .%jcS
only section that makes any headway is the last. (gonO
aro ours, and wo note tho statement as a gratifylu>

tho growth of a ljeajthy opinion on this subject.
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Mr. H. C. Hughes, an educational worker of some repute,
hes raised a strong protest against the repetition of the
Ten Commandments in certain schools. He holds they are
deficient in both their moral and filial aspect. They do not
condemn slavery, drinking, or gambling, and are deficient in
teachings bearing on philanthropy and general humanity.
Me have said the same thing ourselves for years, and are
therefore pleased to find cur opinion endorsed.

in addition to agitating for votes, the Suffragettes, or that
section of the movement that is religiously inclined, is now
agitating for the right of election to the Wesleyan Methodist
Conference. Some years ago this question was raised, but
the Conference declined to permit such an anti-Christian
arrangement. The present agitation may be more suc-
ceasfnl, although there is still the whole of the spirit and
teaching of the Bible, the New Testament, and Christian
Practice against placing women on an equality with men.
“till, if opinion is only strong enough, we have no doubt
~hatever that Christian leaders will be able to interpret the
“Blessed Book” in a new direction. In justice to Hie
Wesleyan and other Churches, it ought to bo pointed out
that they have always recognised the importance of women.

hen it was a question of making collections, embroidering
p'Ppers, delivering tracts, or doing the general drudgery, the
Churches have cheerfully recognised and utilised the value
°f women. It is when it came to occupying prominent, and

Profitable, positions that the inferiority of the sex was
listed on.

B r- M. T. Grenfell says that God never intended his
Qod™ = fo bave *ori8 faces. Not being so conversant with
¢ fa Mentions as Dr. Grenfell seems to be, we can only
tec °iS °Wr *8ncranco on tho matter. Still, if religious
hohf ware £0 be trusted, most of tho people the Lord has
fa oabed with have been more distinguished for their long
outitl n for anything else. Joyousness has never been an
8 anding feature of the typical Christian make-up.

Dr trar®Phased to see Mr. R. J. Campbell, in a review of
in* actings’ Encyclopedia of Religion and Ethics, point-
Yiuut *Bat the article on Agnosticism should have been
gnitoen by someone other than a Christian minister. We
legf ,a8ree with him. The number of writers of acknow-
larget ab.""% who call themselves Agnostics is sufficiently
bell ° £be editor a wide range of choice. Mr. Camp-
subjePtrtinently asks, “ Is it the work of a writer on this
mey k *?erely to prepare a brief against it, ably though it
givea doBe Tt should be the aim of an encyclopaedia to
the mp°,gn”™  exposition of a subject, leaving, as is possible,
before?ers bo form a judgment upon the matter placed
~bich « BE This, however, is not the Christian method,

atv, Wi0 see bkat only one view of a question appears,
a“ bne Christian view.

M o
trotg- atnPboll himself, by tho way, might exercise a little

BeftuonTe 'n sorne directions. In the course of a recent
been f bebad occasion to point out that religion has seldom

letaarktl 'nconsisbent with cruelty. Ho then went on to
they {g "Ben tho Spaniards conquered South America
anextGl a rebgion encouraging human sacrifice to such
Sad vict- was no uncommon thing for fifty thou-

S @thn”jo be offered at once to appease the supposed
/% pr ®Rods.” Now it does appear that human sacrifice
tineVV q,lae™in South America. But fifty thousand at one
seems incredible on the face of it. To

PtactiSQ0e many of the South American tribes did not
Atitute f-mn sacrifice at all. Tho Maya religion was
~ag O (. *t Tho worship of tho great god Quetzalcoatl
?biefly /Bute a bloodless character. Human sacrifice was
i@ ilonoT;rted witb tbo worship of the Mexican deity,
Joe cerem m ®ut anyone need only consider how long
)ah®'each °nial slangbtcr of fifty thousand persons would
V? & how°nk °f mn8t bo killed in a special mannor,
. t, what atwurd such a statement is. We may also note
v'bb *elifj Cver bhe extent of tho practice, it was associated
botDe that>’q  An<E "be practice may bo found much nearer

°nth America—in the Bible, for example.

Qutehf God, says the Rev. A. .«°yd'T”jnaically
thol,al Importance.  Well, we beg to differ. thinK'
enlhi of God b of very little importance. (io(j o1

i ¢ividua

Sot = far as one can see whether one belie
otfie s noperceptible difference cither to the ind

angs ”ers- A man can be as honest, as trut > aaju

bo Gkry %ay as noblo without tho belief h knowledge
« The belief adds nothing to our knowffilig"
;\(& .re’ and is not oven a sure help m 1un t mc
ol How then can it be of “ all importance
olaim to importance it must bo sliov
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belief in God is vital to the right ordering of life, which is
exactly what no one has yet been able to do. The truth is,
that people have got so in the habit of talking of this par-
ticular belief as though it really was of profound importance
—professional preachers, for obvious reasons, and others by
force of example—that the statement passes without exami-
nation. The importance attaching to the belief in God is
extrinsic, not intrinsic. It has become associated with
various institutions, and there is a tremendous fund of
human energy expended in association therewith. From
this point of view it becomes of importance to settle, if we
can, how far the belief is solidly based. From another point
of view, the subject has a purely speculative value, no
greater than that attaching to the question of whether
Mars sustains animal life or whether the Moon carries an
atmosphere.

The Rev. A. B. Boyd-Carpenter, M.A., lecturing on God to
a congregation in St. Olave’s Church, London, said : “ | take
it that to-day we are all agreed that there is a God.” That
may have been true of the people addressed by the reverend
gentleman. Atheists are not in the habit of omitting their
lunch on a Thursday to hear a professional discourse on the
Deity. But if Mr. Boyd-Carpenter’'s “ we all ” embraced all
British people, or the entire population of the globe, then the
man of God uttered what he knew to be false. There are
many thousands in London alone who do not believe that
there is a God. If Mr. Boyd-Carpenter does not know this,
he must be ignorant indeed.

Dr. Robertson Nicoll says that “ abysmal depths of per-
sonality lie hidden in man,” and asks, “ who can fathom the
personality of God ?” But Dr. Nicoll ignores several prior
questions, such as, Who can tell us that there is a God ?
And if there is, who knows that it or he is a person? No
divine can answer either of these questions except in the
negative. And yet Dr. Nicoll writes a long article dealing
in the most positive style with God’'s nature, God’'s judg-
ments, God’s deep things, and God’s Spirit. It is a charac-
teristic of theologians of every school that they exhibit the
cocksureness of absolute ignorance.

Preaching before the Hampshire Free Church Federation,
the Rev. John Wills bore this witness :—

“ For God has other words for other worlds,
But for this world the word of God is Christ.”

Had that witness been true, God would have stood con-
demned as the vilest criminal in bis own universe. With-
out this word of God every man is said to be lost forever; and
yet there are to-day fully 1,000,000,000 people who have
never heard it. If the Rev. Mr. Wills reflected a little, he
would see how utterly absurd and how frightfully dishonor-
ing to the God of love his witness is. If he cannot be just
to his Master he would be wise to quit his alleged service.

Rev. Charles Stelzie, called an “ Apostle of Labor,” lives
in America (the U.S.A. portion of it), when he is at home.
At present he is very much abroad. He is making a tour of
Europe to study social and economical conditions among the
working classes—which he might just as well have studied,
and to more purpose, in his own country. It appears that
this “ Apostle of Labor" is tho Superintendent of tho
Department of Church and Labor of Homo Missions of tbo
Presbyterian Church, the object of which organisation is
“ to interpret the Church to working men, and to interpret
working men to the Church.” The reverend gentleman
himself was once a journeyman mechanic. His great soul
brooded over the question whether he should become a
Labor agitator or a preacher. With true Yankee astuteness
he decided for the ministry. Jobs in that line are better
paid, less trying, and less precarious than Labor agitation.
But the reverend gentleman's great soul still urged him
onward. For six years he has bossed the Church-and-
Labor movement, and what i3 the result? “ To-day,” he
says proudly, “ nearly all the leading Labor men are on my
side.” Prodigious 1 The “ Apostle of Labor ” wants little
assistance in blowing his own trumpet.

“ Capture the ChurcLes for Socialism,” cries the Rev.
Stewart Hoadlam. What he and his friends really mean is,
“ Capture Socialism for tho Churches.”

“ God Almighty must have gone bankrupt to send round
tho hat to the devil for subscriptions.” So said the Rev.
F. B. Meyer at Liverpool, with reference to theatricals and
whist-drives to raiso tho wind for religious purposes. The
first half of tho reverend gentleman’s observation seems
certainly to bo true.
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The Labor Leader ought to be thoroughly ashamed of
itself. In its issue for March 5 it reproduced what it called
an “ exquisite article ” from the Atlantic Monthly, in which
there is a reference to “ Renan and Ingersoll, who toiled in
search of truth like soldiers detached from their commands
and stumbling down darkening roads.” Heine is referred to
as “ the apostate Jew.” And all three of them are classed
amongst “ the world’s greatest sinners.” This “ exquisite
article” of a Yankee scribe, whose name is not given, is
passed on by the pious gentleman who edits the Labor
Leader to his readers. Some of those readers know what
insolent nonsense the “ exquisite article” is. But a good
many of them probably need to be informed that Heine was
one of the finest of modern poets and soldiers in the war of
the liberation of humanity, and that Kenan and Ingersoll,
besides being men of genius, were men of the sweetest and
purest character. Why are so many little Christian scribes
belonging to the Socialist party in England allowed to fling
dirty ink at their intellectual and moral betters ?

The Oxford undergraduates who broke up Mr. Keir
Hardie's meeting were guilty of the most vulgar hooligan-
Persons who try to prevent the expression of views

ism.
from which they happen to dissent are criminals. They
attack the most vital interest of civilisation. And there

must be something radically wrong with what is too often,
we fear, ironically called the higher education, when uni-
versity students are so prone to rowdyism. They ought to
be better-mannered than people less advantageously placed
in the world, but they are too frequently worse. Medical
students have an especially bad reputation—and divinity
students have the worst of all. Which “ gives one furiously
to think "—as the French say.

Dr. Clifford has been sued again for the “ sectarian ”
portion of the Education rate. Of course there will be no
“ sectarian ” portion of the Education rate when Dr. Clifford
and his friends control the religious teaching in the elemen-
tary schools. The reverend gentleman “ wished the magis-
trates would send him to prison,” but it was a safe wish, as
he knew they couldn’t do it. They made the usual order.
We understand that Dr. Clifford’s furniture now belongs to
his wife,—which is a good old arrangement, and the dis-
traint will be made upon her goods, and that saves him from
paying. What a farce 1

How eminently touchy men of God are. The Rev. Khondda
Williams has withdrawn from his engagement to preach in
connection with the Free Church Council meetings at
Swansea, because the chapel to which he was assigned was
too insignificant and unknown. He had never heard or seen
the name of it in his life before. How amazingly beautiful
Christian humility is in practice, to be sure.

The British Congregationalist regrets that “ thoughtful-
ness and spiritual passion are so seldom found together in
pulpit work.” Tho fact that they are so seldom found
together is the pulpit’'s one redeeming virtue. The real
thinker, being of necessity an unbeliever, naturally never
enters the pulpit. A preacher has no right to reason, or to
think, his one business being to proclaim his beliefs, and
urge his hearers to share them with him. He may be
hysterically sentimental, he may be intoxicated with emo-
tionalism ; but a bold, independent, honest thinker he can-
not be. A preacher of the Gospel and a thinker have never

met in one person.

A correspondent of ours, Mr. W. W. Strickland, in an anti-
pious tract he has lately issued, prints a verso of a Christian
hymn as ho has heard it sung by tho refined and erudite
disciples of the Nazarene. Here it is :—

“ Oh ! 'appy band of brothers,
As onward we do tread.
With Christ 'oohis hour capt'in,
With Christ 'oo his hour red.”
These noble songsters want to convert tho rest of the world,
including tho Chinamen and Japs, to their own likeness.
Our readers know how much wo hopo they will succeed.

Tho Lord Mayor of Liverpool occupied the chair at the
annual meeting of the Sunday School Union, and one of the
speakers was the Rov. J. Williams Butcher. This gentleman
said that “ Britain’s supremacy rested not upon armaments
or commerce, but upon tho character of its citizens, which
was to bo determined on tho principles of true religion and
loyal obedience to tho tcnching of Jesus.” This statement
was greeted with applauso. Bat just imagino a member of
the Houso of Commons talking in that way when Mr.
Haldano'B “ Territorial” scheme and tho Navy estimates aro
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under discussioni It is only at irresponsible religious
gatherings that foolish Christians can utter such drivel.

The Christian Commonwealth continues at its old tricks.
In a descriptive report of Mr. Keir Hardie's recent lectures*
the City Temple it burst forth in this fashion . —

“ A magnificent idealism ran throughout Mr. KeirHardie8
speech. The bitterest opponents of Socialism could not
complained that this was materialism or atheism. W**
could be more beautiful or spiritual?”

The notion these people have of themselves 1 All te
“ beauty ” and “ spirituality ” belong to them. When they
don't go in for exclusive salvation they go in for exclusive
virtue. This is the spirit that has made Christianity bated
by outsiders all over the world. And before we drop tre
subject we may inform our pious and pharisaic contemporary
that Mr. Keir Hardie owes more to his dead father ad
mother—who were both atheists—than he could ever repay.

The same number of the Christian Commonwealth con
tains a “ literary ” article by J. M. Wilson. This gentlenWi
finds that Swinburne, Tennyson, Browning, etc., are &L
played out. He introduces us to a new poet who is ap]
played in. And who is it? Miss E. Nesbit (Mrs. HubQ
Bland). Well, well! But what can you expect fro® 8
paper that regards Mr. Campbell’s sermons as literature ?

Father Vaughan is a very restless gentleman. He b8
just drawn up a series of thirty-six tabloaux illustrating**
life of Christ which are going to be modelled in wax by “Ir
Louis Tussaud, and will no doubt prove a serious rival
the Chamber of Horrors, especially as there is to be a 1™
cifixion” and a “ Resurrection.” At the other end tbs
will be an “ Annunciation” and a “ Visitation.” But
hope these will not be executed too literally, or there "
be work for the police. Perhaps we ought to suggest tf
Mr. Louis Tussaud should get some wax models of sir<l
scenes in the story of Isis and Horus, in Egypt, thousan
of years before the Christian era. Parallel tabloaux
be most instructive to the genoral public.

The Bishop of Durham, who has a wonderful Soapy-"
look in his photographs, preached a sermon at the Couy,
of St. Andrew, Stanley, which was crowded with
people living round the scene of the late disaster,
assured them, in spite of the disaster, with its shocking
of life, that “ God is love.” The Bishop knows it “Yoinaio
own experience,—which wo can well believe. Ho
assured them that the West Stanley disaster was “ **JL&
occasion in which God's eternal love was saying: ' 1 9
me a little longer, and you shall see the break of o*
day through the darkness.” Of course it is the clergy (
want to be trusted a little longer ; that is, until their
die. And men take thousands a year for talking t>>
stuff. The Bishop of Durham gets T8000. And tbemj ~
people listened to him, instoad of hissing him outo
place. Wo are sorry for them—and a bit ashamed.

N

Rev. Father James Hughes has boon loctunng aI‘ J'am
pool on “ The Future of Religion in England.” Ho 2"
up by saying that the groat strugglo of tho futuro wo te
between *“ Infidelity” and Catholicism. Wo fIn*° g
with him. Wo have said it for any numbor of yea '’
Bradlaugh said it before us.

Qoi*

In a prayer mado to order a would-be saint says"®"
“ It hath ploased our Father to bid us pray, as if *I08 J
nothing, as if ho would boar tho talo of want and Pa
sorrow from our own lips.” Docs God like being  ./rob-
in tho third person? Doos ho enjoy listening to d® jOiii
lies about himself? Does it givo him pleasure JfifL
“ We cry unto thoo hour by hour, yea, moment by 1”ere 8
for thoro is no cessation to our want" ? If thore®
Gad, tho perpetual and silly prattlp of thoso w
sel i : %EM@W;E ity
know a moment's peaco.

. o
A South London placo of worship had an il 0]
outsido for last Sunday. Tho subject of tho /LiSw#
Us there a Hell?” And tho next lino was
Invited.”

ii
England boasts of being tho most Christian co®Dii?
tho world, Sho also boasts of a now gun that ~»
boll" at eighteen miles. Ahd sho CONCOrS
“ heathen ’ sinilo at her. .
Qofif

The Salvation Army boasts that it prcachos t1
thirty-ono languages. Woll, it isn’'t truo in any O
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Hr. Foote’s Engagements

Suday, March 14, Queen’s (Minor) Hall, Langham Place,
London, W .; at 7.30, “ Bernard Shaw Among the Prophets.”

March 21, Woolwich.

To Correspondents.

9. Cohen's Lecture E ngagements.— 241 High-road, Leyton.
March 14, Aberdare; 21, Forest Gate.

L T. Lioyd's Lecture Engagements.—MarCh 14, Woolwich y
28, Holloway ; April 4, Forest Gate ; 25, Greenwich.

The President's Honorarium Fund: Annual Subscriptions.—
Previously acknowldeged, £147 19s. Received since.—
K. Wood, 5s.; D. J. D., £2.

E. Pego.—Pleased to hear that Mr. Lloyd had fairly good
audiences at Manchester “ in spite of the atrocious weather,
and that his evening lecture was much applauded. Sorry you
have beenill. Mr. Foote is steadily at work, but hoping for

tter weather.

D., sending subscription to the President’s Fund, says .

'As to advt. in Freethinker, we en(J:oy Typhoo Tea, and are
highly pleased with Whitehouse and Co.’s boots.”

"m Wirson (Liverpool), who sends the Freethinker weekly to his
son at Detroit, Michican, informs us that it is “ placed on the
table for reading, at the Mechanics’ Union Hall in that town,
and is eagerly sought for by the members.”

w. Bent.—Glad, though not surprised, to hear that several
Members of the small West Stanley N. S. S. Branch volun-
teered for rescue work ; also that the disaster has played havoc
with the local belief in a benevolent God.
<P. Ball.—Many thanks for cuttings.

T- E. E1tis—Too late for this week ; in our next.

%H 'aisp's@Sg%es t;()E%I.’agraphs. Shall be glad to hear from yon

M. (Glasgow).—It was a quotation from our Bible Romances.

' E. Pace.—Our shop manager has attended to your request
Glad you find our reply to Canon Streatfeild so interesting.

*H Rosetti—We wish the West Ham Branch all success.

rFAO that the Blrmlngiham Gazette also reported
Mr. Foote's lecture in the Town H Thanks for cuttings.

» *E. Harrap.— See our comments. Thanks.

*Holboron—See “ Acid Drops.” Thanks.
‘A . Witson Writes us from Johannesburg: ‘‘ Quite recently !
cave become a reader of the Freethinker, and thinkit is G reat.’

"«'°|'|ET:%t'%"ﬂTh§r_1f(ls for cutting.

— »luricKs must reach 2 Newest
m%e&deC by first post Tuesday, they will not

°»BtR8 for literature Bhould be sent to the Manager of H
Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, u.G
«Rd not to the Editor. vil .,

~freethinker will be forwarded direot from the publish«

dpost free, at the following rates, prepaid:—One yea
j half year, 5s. 3d.; threo months, 2s. 8d.

Sugar Plums.

--Tgﬁ — weather thinned M~ ote’'B

& __Sunday evening at Queen s ( Rowovor ;
good gathering in tho circnmBta of ladies,

audience, which included a fin° Pr I . ~tNO weather

' et] appreciative. It is to bo hope e when Mr.
AR SRl ke e larsh ) (Bomard Shaw
Amongst the Prophets." n

Ioo

We have received no report from
Cohen lectured on Sunday evening.

therefore, that Mr. Lloyd delivers_tho sec
goﬁ Is evenljna?March Li)

nonly announce,
A Of that cours
tQ beat of a

g%vglis  AURISEIUrES, /e rnonn @aua nésoning|

st Ham. Br

G
€ give ‘thordaro. South Wales
'Paﬁ P05
Mr. W. J. Itan?soy is tho lecturor,

m a hoe reception.
Mﬁ% Qrc%aﬂ)s a% th &ores’t mtﬁuoaﬂy
a
M Copon, 1¥1°* 11 .vb\“b0
Iecturers untll l¥1e end of April.” “There vyPn
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instrumental mnsio for half an hour before each
Admission is free.

lecture.

The South London Press gave a two-column report of the
Dulwich Baths meeting of protest against the exclusion of
the Freethinker from the Camberwell Free Libraries. It
admits that the meeting was “ well attended "—which was
a great deal on such a night. The report of the meeting is
followed by a report of the next nights’ discussion on the
Camberwell Borough Council. Councillor Moss moved that
the report of the Libraries Committee be not received. He
declared that no complaint against the Freethinker had been
received from any ratepayer in the borough. Councillor
Scott, who moved its exclusion, had never read it, and acted
in ignorance of the character of its contents. The action
of the Libraries Committee was an insult to himself, as the
introducer of the paper, and an insult to every freethinking
ratepayer. Councillor Shrimpton seconded. He thought it
wrong that the organ of any shade of opinion should be sup-
pressed. Alderman Hearson supported. But the mechanical
majority was used again, and Councillor Moss’s motion was
defeated. This is how the so-called Moderates act. They
don’'t see—they haven't the sense to see—that they are
inviting reprisals when a different-colored majority appears
upon the scene, as it is sure to in time. For the present,
we have to thank Councillor Moss and those who spoke
and voted with him.

A good and favorable account of the Camberwell protest
meeting appeared in the Dulwich, Peckham, and Camberwell
Post. Our contemporary remarks that “ in spite of the snow
and the cold a large number assembled at the Dulwich
Baths.” The summary report of the speeches is ably done.
It is noted that the man who moved the amendment “ made
a very feeble case.” and that “ four hands only went up
against the resolution.” Mr. Cohen’s is described as “ quite
a wonderful speech ” for its epigrams at the expense of the
Freethinker'8calumniators. Mr. Foote is described as “ a
speaker of power.” “ He did not look a very dangerous
individual,” the report adds, “ but, in a massive frame, wore
the appearance of mildness and gentleness.” We are glad to
hear it. For the men who make a big fight for principles,
as distinct from self-interest, never go about with a bravo’s
look on their faces. Even on the purely physical side, it is
a curious thing (to many people) that fighting-men are
generally good tempered. Several persons, during Mr.'
Foote's career, have made the fatal mistake of interpreting
his “ mildness and gentleness ” as weakness, and have been
undeceived—too late for themselves.

All the speakers who lived at a distance had a bad time
in getting home after the Dulwich Baths meeting, for London
was in the power of the blizzard. Mr. Cohen had the dregs
of a nasty cold hanging about him, and he had a long way
to go. Mr. Lloyd was out of it, being prevented from
attending by a last-moment engagement in Scotland. Tra-
velling back from tho north in the blizzard he caught a
chill and bronchitis pounced upon him. Mr. Foote hurried
off from the meeting after his speech, in order to catch his
last train home from Fenchurch-street Station. He wanted
very much to get home to his wife who was ill in bed. Had
he caught the train he would have been home by half-past
eleven. But he didn't catch it, after all; and had to go
milos through tho snowstorm to obtain a night's shelter at a
friend's. It did him no good, of course; but he got to work
as usual the next day.

Mr. Councillor Moss pat another notice of motion on tho
Camborwell Borough Council agenda :—

“ That, in view of the fact that it was on account of an
alleged objectionable line in a so-called poem that appeared
in the Daily Chronicle on December 24 last, that the Free-
thinker was excluded from all our Libraries, the Libraries
Committee he asked to take into consideration the question
of excluding the Daily Chronicle from all our Libraries at the
earliest possible date.”

This is a flat challenge, and all but hypocrites would accept
it; but we suppose it will be answered by the mechanical
majority in the good old way. Mr. Moss will then, perhaps,
have to move tho exclusion of the Bible from all the
Libraries. There aro things in that holy volume which the
Freethinker would not print for any consideration; things
that American courts have held to be obscene when printed
anywhoro except inside tho Bible.

“ Arloy Lano,” who writes the “ Pulpit and Pew ” in tho
Birmingham Weekly Mercury, devoted his two columns in
last week’s issue to Mr. Foote's afternoon meeting in the
Town Hall. The descriptive report is hnmorons and sym-
pathetic. Tho writer begins by poking fun at the orthodox
tract distributor outside, who, being asked “ What's on?”



170

replied that “ The Devil has sent a missionary from Hell.”
Whereupon the writer remarks that “ it was sweet to hear
the old name of the infernal regions.” *“ Now,” he adds,
“ one never hears of Hell. As Mr. G. W. Foote observed,
if you tell a man to go to------ 1 he understands. Tell him
to go to Hades—the new revised-version word—and he thinks
you're inviting him to Brighton.” The tract distributor
remarked that the Freethinker was not allowed to be sold
in the Town Hall, and “ you may guess what the paper is.”
“ Or,” the reporter suggested, “ the people who forbid it.
Because it seems to me illogical to allow the editor to speak
in the Town Hall, and to say the very same things that he
writes. And not only the editor, but also Mr. Cohen and
Mr. Lloyd, his coadjutors on the Freethinker, who come
every few months and speak to large audiences, and who do
not disguise their opinions.”

Tid-bits are given by 1Arley Lane” from Mr. Foote's
lecture on “ God’s ‘Message to Messina.” With regard to
the band, he admits that it played “ splendidly, brilliantly.”
With regard to the lecturer, he says: “ There could be
no doubt as to the popularity of Mr. G. W. Foote,
who was received as though he were a conqueror, or
a bishop, or a music-hall artist, or a prize-fighter,
or Mr. Joseph Chamberlain, or any other hero of the
populace. The burst of applause was hearty and spon-
taneous, and a curious comment on the opinion of the
tract-distributor outside.” “ Here,” he adds,lwere at least
a thousand people on a bitterly cold afternoon, hanging on
the lips of the said Mr. G. W. Foote, who, as he himself
stated, has been imprisoned for uttering his opinions. Look-
ing round at the mass of faces, nearly all of middle-aged and
young men, | remembered the empty Wesleyan Churches of
Smethwick and West Bromwich, with their sprinkling of
young women and children, thinly scattered to make up a
show, and wondered what on earth we were coming to.”
“ Arley Lane” says that, bearing in mind the tract-
distributor’'s statement that Mr. Foote was a missionary
from Hell, he expected to smell brimstone, but was dis-
appointed ; there was no trace of it, either in the hall or in
the anteroom, where a number of atheists were gathered
round a big fire, probably “ with the object of becoming
acclimatised.”

The Camberwell Protest Meeting.

The public meeting called to protest against the
throwing out of the Freethinker from the Public
Libraries under the Camberwell Borough Council
was duly held in the great hall of the Dulwich Baths
on Tuesday evening, March 2. There had been
considerable difficulty in advertising the meeting,
for the Borough of Camberwell covers an immense
area, and the Dulwich portion of it is far from
central. Moreover, the weather was anything but
propitious; in fact, while the meeting was in
progress, the great snowstorm began which stopped
nearly all the street traffic in London. In the cir-
cumstances, therefore, although the hall was not
full, the meeting was quite large enough to be con-
sidered a capital success. And the press was well
represented at the reporters’ table.

Mr. A. B. Moss, one of the Camberwell Borough
Councillors, presided, and started the ball with an
excellent speech. It was grave and gay by turns,
and heartily applauded. Mr. Moss gave a brief
history of the matter before the meeting, and then
pleaded for equal justice for all journals, including
the Freethinker, which was very far from being such
a journal as its enemies represented. One of the
most active Councillors in getting the Freethinker
excluded from the Free Library reading-rooms, Mr.
Councillor Scott—*“ who was a publican by trade, a
Christian by profession, and a sinner by heredity "—
confessed that he had never read the journal which
he was so ready to give a bad character. There
were other hostile Councillors who knew just as
much about it. These men were simply bigots ,and
it was only their official position that made them
worth a moment’s attention. Mr. Moss explained
his own position, and how he had stood up for the
Freethinker at the Council meetings. lie intended to
fight the battle further on the Council, and would
move the exclusion of the religious papers, and evon
tho Bible itself, which was a party book and con-
tained—what the Freethinker did not- BOino remark-
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ably warm and blue passages. Mr. Moss wound mp
with a fine peroration which was loudly cheered.

Mr. Alderman Hearson was called upon to move
the following resolution :(—

“ That this meeting of the ratepayers of Camberwt1,
held at the Dulwich Baths on Tuesday, March 2, em
phatically condemns the narrow-minded action of tre
Camberwell Borough Council in excluding the Free-
thinker from the tables of all the Public Libraries, ad
calls upon the members to reconsider their action in tre
light of the principle that the organs of all forms of
opinion should enjoy equal rights at the hands of tre
public authorities.”

This resolution seemed to hit the taste of the
meeting exactly. Mr. Alderman Hearson’s speech,
a very homely and straightforward one, was also to
the taste of the meeting. Mr. Councillor Brookes
seconded the motion. He spoke as a Christian. Ee
said he was ashamed of his Christian colleagues on
the Council who wanted to shield their religion from
criticism; and he would be ashamed of Christianity
too if it could not afford to give fair play to its
opponents. Incidentally, he mentioned that he hed
been reading the Freethinker since the row over a
began; and the statement tiokled the audience
immensely. Mr. Councillor Ayres, who supported
the motion, said that he also had been reading the
Freethinker since its enemies drew his attention to
it; and again tho audience enjoyed the joke.

Mr. Moss then said some nice things about the
Freethinker, its editor, and its chief contributors, ad
called on Mr. Foote to speak in support of the
motion before the meeting. Mr. Foote had a grO0’
reception. He let himself go for nearly twenty
minutes, and worked the audience up to a high state
of enthusiasm. The applause as he sat down wa9
worth hearing. Mr. Cohen followed with a welL
reasoned, clever speech that was greatly enjoyed and
loudly cheered. The Chairman then said he wool
put the resolution unless someone had an amenC
ment to submit. Thereupon a foolish christiao
Evidence man named Woodward got up and movO
an amendment:—

“ That the Freethinker is not a fit and proper journal
to lie upon tho tables of tho Camberwell Libraries.

As far as his foolish speech in support of this amend
ment was intelligible, it appeared that the *a _
Joseph Symes once wrote something in the Ffee
thinker about Jesus Christ that was very shocking
to this gentleman “ as a Christian who loved

Savior.” Another Christian Evidence man, ",

notorious Noah Bailey, formally seconded the am0*
ment. Mr. Moss then put tho amendment to "
meeting, and it turned out that each of the t
Christian Evidence men had a friend PreseV
Four hands, all told, wore held up for the atnen
ment. Everybody else voted for the resolntiO’
which was declared to be “ carried by an overwbQ
iog majority.” Such was the result in a perfe0 '
open meeting. The enemies of the Freethinker h»
fair chance of going for it, but they deolined
opportunity. They preferred using their mechani
majority on the Borough Council. They know " ~
would be beaten ignominiously in free and °P
debate at a public meeting. ,H#
Mr. F. A. Davies, in a vigorous speech,'prop0S0j
vote of thanks to the chairman. This was oar,
by acclamation, and tho proceedings closed.
meeting was a triumph for tho cause of free spQ0

God and the Earthquake,

By J. P. Bland.
A Lecture delivered at the Paine Memorial Hall, Bost™".

ltaly has recently oxporioncod ono of fvor
fearful and fatal calamities that our world th0
seen—a calamity which has not only awakenO »
beneficent sympathy of all Christendom, but " . ed
has also most notably challenged its faith, POl -pn
its moral sense, perplexed its mind, and left 1
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state of general confusion. And it is to Chris-
tendom'8 answer to this challenge of its faith, to
the workings of its moral sense and the gropings
its mind, under the blow which has, for the
{pment, staggered it, that | wish to call your atten-
ion.

And | cannot begin better than by reminding you
that this catastrophe neither morally perturbs nor
Mentally perplexes the Freethinker. That it presents
to him no difficulties whatever like those which it
presents to the Christian believer. That he sees in
it simply one of those natural and necessary phe-
nomena that have been going on hero with more or
oss regularity ever since the forming of our earth’s
erost. To him it simply means a subsidence of
Matter beneath the earth’'s surface, followed by a
B]b8idence of the soil that rested upon it, together
~'th a pjjo subsidence of whatever rested upon this
?il- Now the matter which thus subsided, like all
IQrganio matter, has neither intelligence nor moral
Berse as we understand and experience these things,
°risit, in so far as we know or believe, within the
goiding and controlling grasp of any supreme being
to is thus endowed. Consequently, as a moral and
problem it touch us not, and, as Hamlet said

the galled king, “ our withers are unwrung.”
Wot so, however, with the Christian of every name
Ration. To him nature is but the manifestation
he presence and power of God; and of a god
on° on” thinks, feels, sees, and hears, but of
1 6a'8& who cgnstantly discriminates in his oease-
8doings, an(j wjjQ can kO move(j thu8 ¢iscri-
nate—a god, as the Bible tells us, whose *“ tender
faiiClos are over all his works,” who, “ like as a
him"t ~ieth ~is children, pitieth them that fear
I and who ever keeps those “ in perfect peace ”
~inds “ are stayed on him ”; who covers his
them U his wings so that no evil can befall
Jen ’ 80 that they shall not be afraid of the pesti-
ti0 6 "hat walketh in darkness, nor of the destrue-
thoi that wasteth at noon-day. That though a
thei8aa® hy their side, and ten thousand at
themr'~ t hand, yet shall no evil come nigh unto
fO r vD™ n° PlaSue near their dwelling-place;
thent3f 88 ~ ven>too, his angels charge concerning
eihip’ to keep them in all their ways. Jesus, if pos-
i8 BQ ®°es oven farther still. He tolls us that God
~ho ~X0eedi?gly interested in the welfare of those
hairs °tEeVe *h ~Nat acfcually counts the very
they »1 , are on their heads. That whatsoever
them wvr aS™ ~°r ~a”h believing, God will give
faitht >67e”8us adso “at ~ takes but very little
if am® about some very great results. That

might D aad taith as a grain of mustard seed he
thou ca” 0 a mountain>He thou removed, and be
Ower th8 1Ck° sea>and ™ would be done. More-
of the f888ame scriptures teem with illustrations
N'taess™ k presence and powor of God, as
the mil- i Aaron’8r°d, the ten plagues of Egypt,
8tandin~C..ou8 filing of the walls of Jericho, tho
Aalon H i °t,hoth sun and moon over Gibeon and
of tho*t>16 xeeping alive of Jonah inside tho whale,
fiery fQr ree Hebrew children in the rqgidst of tho
When0” 6’ and scoros of kindred happenings,
like the r aeret°re, there happens a great calamity
tocomnW ~, oarthquako, one which clearly seems
aid chur u? knock the stuffing out of this popular
ingly ¢ 'taught conception of God, it is exceed-
seekg  re8tmg to note how the Christian Church
aQswerahilfee™ and.t° explain this apparently un-
Hrly teach conkradiction of so much that it regu-
ta680 attend 8l'an™8 tor. And it is to some of
~°Ur attentio exPlanations that | will now call

iteration "f ~.eSiu with the Pope, and with a con-
fa6 teacher« -1IS/>ar8e this matter ; since, of all
rn whom fln Christendom, the Pope is the one
?xPlanatorv Wor*d has a right to claim some
p6 "8 Go(ps Orances. For the Pope claims that
°d'8 viceecr60!0 and. on*y eai'thly representative,

Sorn8or> and fh  ~Hrist’a vicar, tho Holﬁ Virgin's
‘Itary ex . . 6 °no unique man who has got a

‘usive here for the whole God family.
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Moreover, this dire event happened in the Pope’s

native land, and to the people of his faith and

flock; people whom, if his faith is true, God is

under the most special and particular obligation to

protect and bless. Worse still, it struck his pre-

lates, priests, monks, and nuns; cathedrals and

churches, Christ's body and blood, relics and images,

the holy water and holy vessels; all, all—as the

blunt would say—have gone down to hell together.

Now all these things put this matter up to the Pope,

and they put it up to him as no like matter has ever

been put up to his predecessors. What, then, has he

had to say in explanation ? Nothing; absolutely

nothing at all. But while he has had nothing what-

ever to say in explanation of this dire event, he has,

since its occurrence, spoken very clearly indeed upon

another and quite different matter. He has told us

that on Christmas night, while in his oratory, just

three days before this fearful horror, the Virgin

Mary, the mother of God, appeared to him and told

him that she approved of his course in France.

That is the limit. Even a pope could not exceed

that. That the mother of God, the queen of heaven's
divine court, the one and only woman deep-know-

ledged in the counsels and purposes of the Almighty,

should tell the Pope on Christmas night, but three

days before this blow, that she approved of his course

in France, and that she should forget to tell him that
in near-by Messina and Reggio there was danger—e
great danger—and that in a few days the earth

would sink there, and to urge him to tell the people

to flee at once to some place of safety. That would
have gone far, very far indeed, toward the proving
of his divine claims; while what he has said simply
reveals him as an extremely ignorant and super-
stitious dupe—that or something worse.

But while the Pope has been explanatorily silent
on this event, not so his subordinates, and where
the sun has not dared to move, the satellites have
rushed in. | will take our Archbishop as an illustra-
tion. And in speaking of him | wish it to be under-
stood that | am speaking of him as a religious
teacher and not as a man; for, as a man, he is all
right, and he would be all right in every way if he
would only let religion alone, which he won’'t. What,
then, has our good Archbishop had to say about this
earthquake ? | will read it to you: “ It was a mys-
terious visitation of God. He could have averted it
if he wished. Since he has ordained that it be so,
we must turn to the consolations that are offered
in our religion. Faith and religion only can explain
the mysteries of life.” Well, that is all very familiar
to us and we have heard it from Christian sources
ever since our boyhood days ; but how does it appear
when viewed by the light of reason? Let us see'!
Take the opening sentence, “ It was a mysterious
visitation of God.” But was it? Could God, as the
Archbishop conceives him, ever have made a visit of
that sort ? | do not see how it could be possible, for
God, as our prelate conceives him, is a God of love,
of goodness, of mercy, and infinite compassion. He
is man’s kind and guarding father, and for him thus
to come and ruthlessly, brutally destroy his defence-
less own, is more than man’s enlightened reason can
believe. No! | say to our archbishop, as | say to
the millions of others who believe with him in
regard to this and kindred happenings, that all
explanations of this kind do not explain, but they
rather need to be explained; and that it is utterly
impossible to reconcile the doctrine of a good god
with the fact of a bad, suffering, and sorrow-stricken
world. Take tho next sentence, “ He [God] could
have averted it if he wished." The language here is
certainly badly chosen, for since he has just told us
that God, by his visitation, did this fearful act, to
say that ho could have averted it if he wished, is to
imply that it was done by some powor other than
that of God, and the word which ought to have been
used in order to have tho thought harmonise with
that which went before it, is not “ averted " but
“avoided.” In either case, however, the matter is
only made worse; for a god who could either have
averted or avoided the doing of a horror of this kind,
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and failed to do so, belongs to the dungeon’s cell,
and not to the deity’s throne. His third sentence
adds still more to the horrors that he has already
piled upon God’'s head, and confounds still more the
existing confusion. Listen: “ Since he has ordained
that it be so, we must turn to the consolations that
are offered in our religion.” Now here is a typical
theological salad for you, a regular religious epot-
pourri. Let us examine it. First we are told that
this earthquake was a visitation of God; then we
are informed that it was an event which God could
have averted if he wished, and as if it was not God’s
direct work at all; and now we are distinctly told
that God had positively ordained it. Now we may
make our choice from these three differing and more
or less contradictory explanations; but it is not in
the power of human reason to reconcile them. The
Archbishop has apparently spoken first, and done his
thinking, if at all, afterwards. But what kind of a
god must he be who has “ ordained ” a calamity of
this kind ?—who has thus ruthlessly smitten myriads
of his poor and defenceless creatures ? And why
has he specially smitten them ? We can conceive
of no reason except that he was displeased with
them; and, if so, why then should the Archbishop order
collections throughout his diocese for their aid?
Who is man that he should seek to bless those
whom God has cursed, and thus strive to thwart the
ordaining of the Almighty ? By what reasonable
right did the Archbishop celebrate his gorgeous
pontifical mass for the repose of the souls of those
whom his God has purposely killed ? To questions
of this sort there are, and there can be, no satisfac-
tory answers. Then, too, there is his little opera
booffe suggestion of the *“ consolations that are
offered in our religion.” That caps the climax.
Consolations to be found in worshiping a God who
has just “ ordained ” that between one and two
hundred thousand of averagely good people should
he pitilessly crushed, burnt, and starved to death,
and who to-morrow may ordain the destruction of
as many more. Oh no! his Grace must excuse us.
A human man might want to kick a god of that sort;
but only a fool or a brute could think of worshiping
him, or of looking to him for consolation. The last
sentence of our prelate reads like an idle jest. |
will repeat it: “ Faith and religion only can explain
the mysteries of life.” That shows the Archbishop
to be completely at sea on this matter, and to be
dead wrong in reckoning. What he ought to have
said is that faith and religion create the mysteries of
life, not that they in the slightest degree explain
them.

I now turn from the consideration of these ex-
planatory views from the Catholic pulpit to that of
some of those that have beon given from the Pro-
testant orthodox pulpit. Now this branch of the
Christian pulpit has been very reticent indeed on
this matter, and some of those who have professedly
dwelt on this explanatory phase of the subject have
clearly avoided all treatment of it. Thus one of our
well-known Boston clergy announced “ God and the
Earthquake ” as his subject for last Sunday; he was
somewhat fully reported in our last Monday’s dailies,
and under the heading of “ God and the Earthquake,”
but not one word had ho said about God, and had
only spoken on the generous sympathy which this
disaster had caused in man. A prominent Methodist
preacher, however, not only announced the subject,
but really tried to explainingly treat it, and put out,
of course, some rather rank stuff. In the first place,
he opens by telling us that “ God is not directly re-
sponsible for those calamities,” but “ that the free-
dom of man introduces a secondary cause, and makes
man responsible for his violation of divine laws
and that man shows this violation by taking this
risk, and settling in dangerous localities. Ho also
declares that volcanic eruptions are necessary to
prevent a wholesale explosion, that might shatter
the whole earth. Now verily this is the man, and
wisdom shall die with him 1 God, ho says, did not
directly cause this and kindred calamities, and ho
thus flatly contradicts the Archbishop, who has told
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us that God positively “ ordained ” it. But to tre
man who stands outside of these theological guess-
ings and casuistries, it matters little or nothing
whether he is told that God did this thing directly
or indirectly; and the only things that really o
matter with regard to God and this sore ill are, first,
why did God do it, assuming that there is a God,
and, next, how could he do it if he be good? n
these two points our Methodist brother gives usm
light; and his attempt to shift the responsibility for
the ills of this occurrence from God to man, upn
the ground that man, in settling there, had violated
God’s law, is wholly futile, since God had given ro
law on this matter; had posted no sign on this
dangerous place, telling man that it was dangerous;
while to say that this disaster may have been neces-
sary in order to prevent some greater one which
might shatter the whole earth, is either to assume a
fool of a God who has placed man here before he hes
prepared the earth to receive him; or an impotenta
inhuman God, one who either can't make the earth
physically safe for man, or who won't.

I will now call your attention to just one more of
these orthodox explanations, and will first read
you the passage on which | shall comment, it being
from our leading Boston daily: “ The Rev. Dr. Lymg0
Abbott opines that the spiritual benefit of the earth-
quake will outweigh all the physical suffering. Tha
is the consensus of the Sunday pulpits on the afff°
subject.” Now we here strike another vein alto-
gether. All whom wo have thus far noticed baw
frankly admitted that this event was an evil and 8
very great one, but this doctor of divinity here bulﬁs
in and tells us that in his opuwoion it is ooty upon the
whole, an evil, but agood. If so, then what we ree ,
of course, is more earthquakes of the same destm’
tive sort, and the obvious duty of the Church is
get down upon its knees to thank God for this gr&
“ spiritual benefit,” and to implore him to qoi®M
send us some more quakes of the same kind. »
what possible spiritual benefit can this divine ba
in mind? A spiritual benefit commonly ai
what the Church calls a growth in grace, in sain
ness, or in any godly excellency; but really, wb8
there in this calamity to cause any of these? 'v’j
the very daily which reports this strange opin»2
Dr. Abbott reports that in this earthquake
many have ceased to pray, have lost all pious bop’
and have sullenly resigned themselves to an n
which has temporarily shattered their roligions a
and left them hopelessly dazed. . Nis

I can see but one clear possible benefit 10
terriblo evil, and that is that it has compelled,®
sands, who have passively believed in rellS s
matters to now actually think; and whoever, »
stimulated, will think clearly, think straight, j
think the matter through to its logical end, ~
man or woman will then have done, once and f° ¢f
not only with Christianity’s God, but with ah 0
gods. . jgof
Let us now ponder a little on what our friC .
the Liboral Christian body havo said on this su
and | cannot do better than bring to your &®
tho sermon preached here by tho most excell
scholarly minister who now preaches in tho P
once filled by the saintly Channing. Ho bog ©
practically telling ns that God had nothing
Witk i; thit“ God WeS bu dibke to do) with 1
ho has to do with the hurricano that smites
at sea, or the fire that sweeps away the
Now, be very freely talks in this way, asif . . , (s
to think that by so doing ho was oxpltlldl ja pot
matter; while, as a matter of simple fact, ' pgo0{
explaining tho matter at all; but is reallyea o*flOr
attention to a number of othor very oonstan
rences hero that don't in tho least oxplain tb  ~ for
quake, but that like tho oarthquako, ory .nteoOe
explanation from all who boliovo in the °XB ofOs®

N

a good god.  Now this Christian minist™jof biBl o
to so believe, consequently, tho only way A j0»*l
squarely meet tho difficulty which this  jeco’c\r

prominently raises, is to Bock to dircc y g00d a
this bad event with tho sovereignty 0
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supremo ruler. He tells us that we see in this
calamity “ the evidence of a natural law at work.
Just so ; but his faith leads him to believe that God
uiade this natural law, and consequently God, and
unt the law, is primarily responsible.

He further tells us that “ nature is unmoral; she
knows not vice nor virtue.” But if nature, which
God has made, “ is unmoral and knows not vice nor
virtue,” must not God who made he be unmoral also,
und does he discriminate between vice and virtue ?

common and general error made by this divine,
stud by the excellent body of Christians 'to which he
belongs, consists in the fact that they have neither
wholly freed themselves from religious superstition
on the one hand, nor have they accepted the teach-
e?]Sand implications of established science on the
other consequently an event of this kind raises in
them 5 mental voniwsion and comiradicoriness whigh
they do not seem to have either the intelligence to
perceive, or the ability to overcome.

The last utterance on this subject to which | Bhall
call your attention is that of the usually clear-
headed and always kind-hearted rabbi who ministers
to the liberal Jews here. This preacher has given
agather notable interpretation of the earthquake as
jtisrelated to God, and one of somewhat unusual
mterest. “ God,” he tells us, “ is a being of infinite
sympathy, compassion and love, who is not all-
MRRL I but is subject to his own laws, and hence
Brpif resPonsible for and could not prevent the
rnud /A»stno pree swafimthe Vvoxdd .inis Agubdthis f
rabbi has a positiveness and certainty about him in
dedl with this matter, a 1rigor and vigor " as
Matthew Arnold \ould have said, that is certainly
very refreshing, and that compels one to “ sit up.

Let me give you a few of his remarks in illustra-

tion. “ I cannot accept the statement that God. is
all-good and all-powerful. If he is one he is not the
other.” « This event does not attack the beneficence

God. It merely attacks the all-powerfulness of
God." «Piainiy he was powerless to prevent this
disaster. If we can attribute feeling to such a

taing, | would rather think of him as suffering
inf.illaite pain because of the woes of his helpless
children.

Plainly our friend has made his god to order, and
has not made him well. For a god shorn of omni-
potence is no god at all; while one who creates laws
that are more potent than himself, and that take
Ir’m him his governing power is one who may be
~cve or less imperfectly denoted by words, but can-

be construed in thought. Moreover, was not
r 18god of our friend, whom he practically tolls us
wes originally omnipotent, hut who has surrendered
cm omnipotence to his self-created laws; was not
18god, I say, originally omniscient, and is he not
1? still ? and, if so, then he is clearly responsible for
fee evil results that flow from the operation of the
, WBthat he has created, since these results mus
ave been foreseen by him when he set these laws
. ,action. And where, too, did this rabbi ge is
“formation to the effect that God “ is a being of
in fwte Bympathy, compassion and love, and ~
he whole universe does ho find any ven ica
18xh astatement ? The whole of this gentleman s
aae may he fairly summed up by saying that ho has
5? “ god who is all goodness, but because ho has

£ ,at* laws that art of badness, and
“ccause these laws are g r
uu show to v
ad that being ob the.foodoe”~th”™ 2 b6

teach%ri,show bo Sr%’al\f\{/e eﬂﬂgy)f(nows or can know

th
—mis good god of his_exists a fiviity from all
J™Mhat ablessed relief it is to 6 to igno-
taese gods of men, and to leavo rBtition that
fance which createa thcm and the sup ~ ana
clieves in them; to walk by pretend to

ollow nature’s loading; to no °of flhould not
believe that which wo really ca happens, if
elieve; and to bo able to say, " t awakoner
~e have only done our best, gf”~, “ decrees. X

“dsilencer of us all, wo bow to”~Y”™ ™ oW York).
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To Robert Burns.

On the Third Jubilee of the Poet's Birth.

Auld Reekie’s scholars, fops and wits,
Admired and patronised thy work,
Then pulled thy character to bits
Because of that low stool at kirk ;
They loved the virtues, hated shames,
And left us—idle empty names.

Some little things still pat thy back
That they in thy renown may share;

They tell us what thy art doth lack,
And gauge thy merit to a hair,

And gently blame thy evil life,

Thy friends, thy folly, and thy wife.

Yet, spite of calumny, we know

That with thy pen—the poet’'s plough—
Thy work was done in heart’s full glow

As ne’er man since has quite known how ;
Thy lyrics ring out, true as steel;
Thy satire even brutes can feel.

Thy song shall render good for ill,
Shall keep the name of Ayrshire green
When all thy race are gone—until
It is as though they had not been.
The stranger in thy land shall see
And know but one, and that one, thee.

Hail, master-minstrel, lyric-lord 1
With thee we sorrow and rejoice,

The songs that loving hearts accord
Are world-wide echoes of thy voice,

As kindly welcome even now

As when first heard behind the plough.

There is no virtue born of words,

No out-worn faith can save or slay ;
But heaven is open to the birds

That chant angelic roundelay.
Rest thee, sweet singer. It is just!
Thy genius lives, thy faults are dust.

Verdant Green,

The Capital Punishment Question.

The following resolution has been passed by the Criminal
Law and Prison Reform Committee of the Humanitarian
Loaguo:—
“ That this Committee desires to give its entire support to
Mr. George Greenwood’'s Law of Murder Bill; and while
approving of its general aim, viz., to discriminate between
the crimes of various degree now classed as * murder,”
especially welcomes the provision made in the Bill for putting
an end to the passing of the death sentence in those cases of
infanticide where there is no intention of carrying the
present law into effect.”

Progress is Secular not Christian. The true Christian
ages were “the Dark Ages” when men lay prone at the
foot of the altar and the throne. The light of Arabian
science flashing upon Europe was the daybreak of our
modern ora. The infidel Mohammedans had homes of
science and seats of learning when the Christian prayed
and hymned in mental darkness, and the Mosque had its
school when the Church had none. Science lifted her head
in Christendom, and the Church crushed her down. It
made Galileo recant what everybody now knows to be true ;
it burnt Bruno at the stako; it plucked out the tongue of
Vanini before reducing his body to ashes. It fought against
reason with the ferocity of a tiger. It revelled for ages in
blood. It broke men on the wheel even in the days of Vol*
taire. The world grew pale and breathless at its crimes.
But that stupendous genius, the greatest Freethinker of
Franco and of tho world, challenged its pretensions and im-
peached it at the bar of humanity. And the peoples have
gathered round tho tribunal, marvelling at the great indict-
ment, and still rnoro at tho weak defence.— 0. \V. Foote.

Change is in the air ; it insist? on roopening all questions
and asking all institutions, howovor venerable, by what
right tlioy exist, and whother they are in harmony with tho
real or supposod rights of mankind.—Huxley.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, eto.

Notioea of Lectures, eto., must reach na by firat poat on Tuesday
and be marked “ Leoture Notice,” if not aent on postcard.

LONDON.

Queen’s (Minor) Hant (Langham-place, W.): 7.30, G. W.
Foote, “ Bernard Shaw among the Prophets.”

W est Ham Branch N. S. S. (Lower Hall), Woodgrange-road) :
7.30, W. J. Kamsey, “ Now the Birth of Jesus was on this wise.”
Selections by the Band before leoture.

W ootwich (Co-operative Institute): 7.30, J. T. Lloyd, “ God,
Man, and the Devil.”

COUNTRY.

Abebdare Branch N. S. S. (New Public Hall) : C. Cohen, 2.15,
“ Science. Faith, and God.” A criticism of Sir Oliver Lodge ;
6.15, “ The Meaning and Benefits of Unbelief.”

E dinburgh Secular Society (Rooms, 12 Hill-square): 6.30, J.
Hutcheon, “ Chemistry and Physics: the Problems they deal
with.”

Faitsworth (Secular Sunday School, Pole-lane): 6.30, Concert
by Councillor F. B. Grundy’s Concert Party.

G lasgow Secular Society (Hall, 110 Brunswick-street) : Mrs.
H. Bradlaugh-Bonner, 12 noon, “ The Book of Christian Science.”
6.30, “ The Thomas Paine Centenary.”

Glasgow Green . 3, Debate between Mr. Grant and N. Levy,
“ Did Jesus Christ of the Four Gospels ever Live ?”

Manchester Branch N. S. S. (Secular Hall, Rusholme-road,
All Saints) : 6.30, “ Sidney Wollen, “ The Bishop’s Message to
the Masses.”

Newcastie (Rationalist Literary and Debating Society,
Hedley's Café, corner of Clayton and Blackett streets) : 7.30,
T. H. Elstob, “ On Being Alive.”

TRUE MORALITY;

Or, The Theory and Practice of Neo-Malthusianism,
1B, I BXLIXT1,

THE BEST BOOK

OS THIS SUBJECT.

Superfine Large-paper Edition, 176 page», with Portrait and Auto-
graph, bound in cloth, gilt-lettered, poitfree It. a copy.

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

The National Reformer of September 4, 1892, says: mMr.
Holmes's pamphlet...... is an almost unexceptional statement
of the Neo-Malthusianism theory and praotice...... and through-
out appeals to moral feeling...... The speoial value of Mr.
Holmes's servioe to the Neo-Malthusian cause and to human
well-being generally is just his combination in his pamphlet
of aplain statement of the pbyaioal and moral need for family
limitation, with a plain acoount of the means by which it can be
mecared, and an offer to all oonoerned of the requisites at the
lowest possible prioes.”

The Council 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.

Foil Trichord, Check Action Pianos,
Walnnt or Rosewood.
CASH OR RASY TERMS.

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

Liberal discount for cash.
Samuel Deane, ill Thorpe Road, Forest Gate.

Iron Frame,

THE New Theology and Lay Religion. Two Out-
spoken Freethought Books, cloth bound, new. 230 and
180 pp. Published at 5s. Now offered, post free, Is. the two.—
M anaoer, 2 Ncwcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

FLOWERS of FREETHOUGHT

By G. W. FOOTE.

First Series, doth - - - -2s. 6d.
Second Series, doth - - -2s. 6d.

Contains soores of entertaining and informing Essays and
rticlcs on a great varioty of Freethought topics.

Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastlo-streot, Farringdon-street, E.C.
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BUSINESS CARDS.

Short advertisements are inserted under this heading at the rae
of 2s. per half inch and 3s. 6d. per inch. No adwvertisenent

under this heading can be less than 2s. or extend beyond ae
inch. Special terms for several continuous insertions.

CLOTHING.—Gents’ please send postcard for pgj
terns and self-measurement forms and you ‘(‘k‘
find quality and price that will astound you. €
make our own clothing at forty eight hours pe
week and pay best rate of wages. Terms cs*l
with order. Geo. Jessop & Son, Ltd., Clotbmi!
Manufacturers, Batley, Yorkshire.

BRIGHT Freedom of Thought in a Bright CleD
Homo. Try Is. parcel post free. KINGFISHER
Leeds, Cleaner Goods.

Blankleen Kreem for washing everything. P°lt

shes for metals, boots, grates, etc.
H. S. Wishart, Lecturer, 22 Sandhurst-avenoe>

Leeds. Agents wanted.

BRIMSTONE BALLADS, by J. L. Mackenzie, with intro-
duction by G. W. Foote, Is. Elements of Social Scier@
by the late Dr. G. R. Drysdale ; 670 pp,, cloth,
People's History of the Aristocracy, by George Stanching'
174 pp. in wrapper, Is. An Atheist at Church, by Ged®
Standring; 44 pp. in wrapper, 4d.—G. Standring, 7 &l
Finsbury-street, London, E.C.

SUPERIOR Photograph Enlargement, from any disti®
copy, size 20 in. by 16 in., mounted, and finished™
black and white; packed safely and carriage paid, 103
Size 15 in. by 12 in,, same finish as above, 6s. 6d.
nets, 10s. 6d. per doz. Post Cards, 8s. per doz.
faction guaranteed. Glad to receive inquiries.—H.
Crow Well Studio, Barnsley.

sati8

CYCLES FOR FREETHINKERS.—I am Agent f
“ Ariel,” “ B.S.A.,” “ Eadie,” “ Fleet,” “ Star,’élggl
from £5 5a. Accessories by the best m
Bradbury Sewing Machines. All Kinds of bitw
carriages. Lists free to intending purchase™

Please send cash with order, note, to

Lewis, Cycle Agent, Wilmslow, Manchester™”,

BEDSTEADS AND BEDDING.—Write for ~
Lists. Carriage paid to any part.—C. E.
CHIER, Kingswinford, Staffs.

HUNDRED AND TWENTY Sheets of Notepaper.—
address, Is. ; better quality, Is. Cd. Visiting cards
ladies and gents.. Is. 4d. ; gilt edged, Is. 9d. per 100. Bg“ ijj,
cards, Memos, Billheads, 250 2s. Gd.,, 500 3s. Gd,, L" A
Handbills, 250 2s., 300 3s., 1,000 4s. Cd. All post he%f,
Parb (Freethinker), Printer, 70 Cambridge-street, LdC
Samples free. General printing.

ECZEMA.—My Eczemo-Cura | guarantee to bo a
Give it a fair trial. Post free Ib 3d. and 2s. ™ .yj-
Paper.—S. Burden, Chemist and Pharmacist 30 “
road, New Wandsworth, S.W.

CYCLES, Motors, or any Accessories. Try W. E. Kb®"

1 West Derby Village, Liverpool. Cycles from 4# * .Gt
built to suit any requirements, list, and specmc
Tel. 376 Anficld.

REMNANTS for Girls Dresses, all colors and long*T Lfi.
yards for 10s. Gd. or 80 yards for 21s., all doublo
Stato lengths and colors most suitablo. Satisfaction g
teed.— H. M. W irson, 22 Northsido-terraco, Bradfol

30s. Cash with order is the prico of a roally good A @
Well-cut, Well-trimmed, and Well-mado Gents. Aji>
Suit to measure. Samplos and solf-moasurenicu
free.—J. W. Gott, 28 Church-bank, Bradford.

DIRECT from the Warehouse. Splendid selection ® "je.
class Ladies Costume Materials, 2s. 6d. yd., 00 U "eg,i
Patterns free. Famous “ Worth ” Cloth for Cos* i,
3s. lid. per yard.—A. Dyson, 090 Bolton-road, “r
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SOCIETY,

LIMITED)

Company Limited by Guarantee
Begittered Office— 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, B.O.

Chairman of Board of Dire

Secretary—E. M.

1Jis Booiety was formed In 1898 to afford legal security to the
»ogaiaiHon and application ol funds {or Beoular purposes.

fho Memorandum ol Aaaooiation seta forth that the Sooiety a
ybjeota are To promote the prinoiple that human condnot
thoald be baeed upon natural knowledge, and not upon Buper-
“«oral belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper
*ni of aIIthought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry.

Promote universal Seoular Education. To promote the com-
Foke Beoalarioation of the State, eto., etc. And to do all Bnen
ftwfui things as are oondnoive to such objects. Also to
“0l4, receive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised,
J*bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of
»oe purposes of the Booiety.

The liability of members is limited to £1, in oase the Bomety
"bould ever be wound up and the assets were inauffioiont to cover
abilitiess—a moat unlikely oontingenoy.

Members pay an entrance fee of tan shillings, and a subsequent

8aorlption of five shillings.

The Booiety has a considerable number of members, but a muon
‘»rger number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will bo
gained amongst those who read this announcement. All who join
, Participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of
1. maouroes. It is expressly provided in the ArtioleB of A sbooib-
2™ “gxno member, as auch, shall derive any Bort of profit from
. GSooiety either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in

i, Whadever.
hital_Soola'y'a affairs are managed by an eleoted Board of
thMsH??' consisting of not leas than five and not more than
members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) eaoh year,

LEWIS START,

c'Gar merchant and importer

LOUGHBOROUGH.

(Established Over Fifty Years.)

W holesale Agent for the

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

Brd s

i Midland,

North Eastern,

LIfo GuarddUCation' f Whitehall. Gt. Northern, Railways.
Gt. Central,
No. Rothschild’'s Own M ake
1 Brand. Per 100. Per 50.
2 Colonias 25/- 13/-
3 Rothschilds 18/- 9/6
4 Provecdora 17/- 9/-
Excelsiors ... 15/6 8/-
Key West ... 12/6 6/6
We
No. FOLLOMNG Biunds.
6 Brand. Per 100. Per 50.
7 Rameroa 16/- 8/6
8 Pantos A -
g 21/ 11/
9 Optifolia 23/- 12/-
10 Telmaa 24/- 12/6
30/- 15/6
..... uw.r. are maXk « 1 o J,

and pay carriage both ways.
2ermsyeash witrvidef =

®r~ers should be crossed “ Lloyd’s Bai
ough.” All parcels are sent carriage paid.

for Imported Cigars on receipt of brand and size.

G]a'lues
Eoughhr
Qaotuti

ctors—Ms, G. W. FOOTS,

VANCE Miss),

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

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

The Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Battcock 23
Rood-lane, Fenohurch-street, London, E.O.

A Form of Bejuett.—The following is a sufficient form of
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators:—*“ | give and
" bequeath to the Beoular Booiety, Limited, the sum of £——
" free from Legaoy Duty, and | direot that a receipt Bigned by
" two members of the Beard of the Baid Society and the Secretary
" thereof shall be a good discharge to my Exeoutors for the
" said Legaoy.”

Friends of the Society who have remembored it in their willB,
or who intend to do so, should formally notify the Secretary of
the faot, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, who will
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This is not neoeBsary,
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or mislaid, and
their oontents have to be established by competent testimony.

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.
T\e have now decided to

supply lace and Derby
pattern same price.

8s. 6d., post free.

LADIES.—Real box calf, well made and smart appearance. War-
ranted all solid leuther. Lace, 5s. lid. Button and Derby,
6s. 3d., poBt free. If 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.”

201G. “ 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.”

2068. *“ Boots fit very well and am greatly pleased with them.”

2058. “ Ladies boots give great satisfaction.”

When ordering please enclose postal order and state
your requirements.

WnIiTENOUSE A CO., BOOT FACTORS, STOURBRIDGE.
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A SPECIAL LECTURE
Mr. G W. FOOTE.

Under the auspices of the Secular Society, Limited.

AT THE

QUEEN’S (MINOR) HALL,

LANGHAM PLACE, LONDON, W.

SUNDAY, March 14

“BERNARD SHAW AMONG THE PROPHETS.”

Doors open at 7. Chair taken at 7.30. Front Seats, Is. Second Seats, fc'ijj

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 Btudents, and fascinatingly written. Ought to be on every Freethinker's booksbe

192 large pages.
REDUCED TO SIXPENCE.

(Postage 3d.)
THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDONA™J"®

Under the Ban of the London County Council*

THE POPULAR EDITION
(Revised and Enlarged)

"BIBLE ROI\/IANCES”

G W FOOTE

With a Portrait of the Author

Reynold»'» Newtpaper sayB:—‘“Mr. G W. Foote, chairman of the Secular Society, is well known as » , fird
exceptional ability. His Bible Romance» have had a large sale in the original edition. A popular, revise Sfip.
enlarged edition, at tho price of 6d., has now been published by tho Pioneer Press, 2 Nowcastlo-stroet, Irarrl. °;eS
street, London, for the Secular Society. Thus, within the roach of almost evoryono, tho ripest thought of tho
of modern opinion aro being placed from day to day.”

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

SIXPENCE—NET #

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

Printed and Pablisbod by tho Pioseeb bess, 2 Ncwcastlo-strcot, London, E.O.



