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Only Jig ivJiq thinks is free and independent.
—Feuebbach.

“ The Ineffable Tom Paine.”
It
^eath8 n°  ̂ exPecte(I that the centenary of the 
■̂th Thomas Paine would be allowed to pass 

01 disPlay °I Christian charity from some 
in„ ar; The religious press has, generally speak- 
of th rjD̂ a'ne  ̂a dI8Creeti silence. Even the organs 
On Theology have pursued the same policy.
d6f„ De °ne side, it was doubtless felt that the 
°n ^  a °̂n of Thomas Paine had had its day; and, 
the f6 U^er side, that it would never do to confess 

Pin&<̂  ^ at anticipated most of what is nowtrying 
teat b to pass as “  liberal ” Christianity. But a pro-
Jolv a®a*nst the Paine celebrations appears in the 
&lacr Durnber of that good old Tory periodical, 
W « « * .  Magazine. The writer of “ Musings 
his ii?“ Method ” has taken the matter in hand; 
Hietj1̂ U8‘ng3 in this case being not without 
Ujem d’ but deliberately calculated to blacken the 

Thi^ °t.tbe great Republican and Freethinker. 
tefer 8 Wfiter’s point of view is very simple. He 
fetGrr. } °  “ the ineffable Tom Paine ” as Carlyle 
Pain0 1 80 “ the unspeakable Turk.” He says that 
that h “ the instincts of the true cannibal”— 
U°thine ^ as “ °t those who know nothing and learn 
el0qn  ̂ that he had “ nothing more than a glib 
tryjn dCe to help him ”—that he spent his life in 
“ did a 0 do injury to his native land—and that he 
to hjo v̂.ast deal of harm ” before death put an end 

Rowmischi?f-
the Ri al| this merely means that Thomas Paine and 
blent w'fK 00î  writer are not in intellectual agrce- 

ea°b other. Such is the most charitable 
But there are indications that the

bud thafa^!-a^ er ab> be simply arguing from a brief, 
bontrad- * *8 em°tion is simulated. He certainly 
S T i t » - « .  as insincere people are apt to do. 
^aine r, 8 rede°tion might have shown him that if 
.̂aebee'’°kSe88ed “ nothing more than a glib elo- 

■^SDlarl- C0ldd n°t have been “  the master of a
-'-ugR  ̂ energetio style.” The “  glib eloquence ” 

The p rather to the critio than to the original.
sages he quotes from Thomas Paine are in 

bag vj° °°ntrast to his own crude composition, which 
ioint. g0r without elegance, and passion without

b0t
UL examine a few of this writer’s charges

an bst Paine.Ptl - - “ *c n e  says tnat fam e -iougnc witn 
or e.rBetio pen for the enemies of England, rebel 
P a iS gQ’” But is not this the veriest nonsense ? 
ton i Su8bt for Amerioan freedom just as Washing- 
jecta £r8°n, and Franklin did. They were all sub
t ly  King George before the War of Independence;

ere 8-11 citizens of the United States after- 
bgainJf Paine defended the French Revolution 
iatio“ Burke’s attack. At that moment the 
®̂ac0f,.) abween France and Groat Britain \ 

that tb ' K was after the execution of Louis AVI.
ao 8 c°alesoed monarchies of Europe declared 

ar6e n ^8t the Prenoh Republic. Moreover, a very 
*be pAu. of the Rights of Man was concerned with 
fbrth w cal and sooial condition of England, and set 

1 l6^tln°iples and projects of reform whioh have

re-
were

gradually been wrought into the ' texture of its 
government and society.

It is nonsense also to say that when Paine returned 
to England from America he “  escaped the gallows 
only by the customary forbearance of Englishmen.” 
He was in no more danger than any other subject of 
King George’s who had fought for American Inde
pendence. It is likewise nonsense to say that Paine 

| in 1792 “  escaped from England, where a tardy justice 
! had at last pursued him.” One might imagine that 
the “  tardy justice ” related to his actions in America; 
whereas the truth is that Paine was “ pursued” for 
the authorship of the Rights of Man in England, and 
might have been transported or hung if he had not 
accepted an invitation to sit in the new French Con
vention.

The Blackwood writer disgraces both himself and 
the magazine by saying on the authority of “ an 
agent of the British Government ” that Paine, in 
his “ flight ” from England, presented “  the very 
picture of a journeyman tailor who has been drunk 
and playing at nine-pins for the three first days of 
the week, and is returning to his work on Thursday.” 
This description is not witty,—it is senseless; the 
words convey no “  picture ” to the reader’s mind,— 
they are the verbiage of ineffective malice. And 
just look at the spirit displayed by the writer who 
adopts it. The British Government tried to oompass 
Paine’s death for defending Republicanism; having 
failed to do this, it paid one of its own hirelings £500 
to write a libellous Life of him under a false name; 
and more than a hundred years afterwards this scoun
drel’s libels are retailed as the voice of impartial his
tory.

Paine’s friends have praised him for “ advocating 
the reprieve of Louis XVI.,” but this writer says that 
“ the claim cannot be admitted.” And what reason 
does he give ? He argues that Paine had “ attacked 
kings for the mere fact of their kingship.” But this 
is only saying, in effeot, that he was on principle a 
Republican. Paine acted nobly on that occasion. 
He begged the Convention to kill the king but spare 
the man. He besought the Republic not to imitate 
the bad example of Monarchy. He implored it not 
to stain itself with blood. He wa3 not listened to. 
Extreme counsels prevailed. Louis was executed, 
and Paine nearly lost his own life by pleading for 
humanity.

Nothing that Paine “ foresaw has come to pass.” 
Indeed ! Not the United States of America ? Not 
the French Republic? Not an understanding 
between Great Britain, America, and France ? Not 
the abolition of negro slavery in the midst of civil 
war? Not the freedom of the press? Not the 
extension of the suffrage to the people ? Not the 
increase of death duties ? Not the tapping of the 
unearned increment ? Not the progressive taxation 
of wealth ? Not old-age pensions for the poor ?

It is made a reproach to Paine that he attacked 
“  the literal interpretation of the Bible.” Of course 
he did. It was more than a hundred years ago. And 
he was answered by those who defended the literal 
interpretation of the Bible. Paine and his opponents 
took the Bible to mean what it says. And the fact 
that the Bible now means anything except what it 
says is a proof that Paine’s attack has completely
ttiam p h ed - G. W . F o o te .
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Religion and the Struggle for Existence,—I.

To say that the enunciation of the principle of the 
struggle for existence was one of the most fruitful 
products of modern thought is to repeat something 
that is now almost a cant phrase. Unlike many cant 
phrases, however, it happens to be profoundly true. 
Not even the law of gravitation had a more profound 
influence upon thought than the principle of Natural 
Selection, And, unlike the law of gravitation, the 
principle of Natural Selection is one that defies dis
belief once it is properly stated and clearly under
stood. There is nothing in the nature of the human 
intelligence that makes the rejection of the law of 
gravitation impossible. Whether atoms of matter 
do attract one another in the manner described by 
Newton's famous formula is purely a question of 
proof. It may or may not be so. But once it is 
understood what Natural Selection means, dissent is 
impossible. People talk of the proofs of Natural 
Selection ! The thing is proven when it is stated. 
To say that a particular form of life survives, and to 
say that it survives because it is the fittest, are, 
properly understood, identical statements. For the 
only proof of its fitness is its survival. It survives 
because it is fittest; it is fittest because it survives. 
There may be discussion as to the adequacy of 
Natural Selection to do this or that. There can be 
no question of its truth. That is self-evident.

The bearing of this principle was quickly seen 
by both friends and enemies. In the first place 
it struck obviously at those explanations of the 
origin of the world, beginning with its fauna 
and flora, which were identified with the current 
religion. What Spencer called the carpenter 
theory of creation was put hopelessly out of court 
by the hypothesis that variation and survival were 
the really active forces in nature. Instead of 
admiring the ingenuity of a mechanician designing 
tho inhabitants of a colossal Noah’s ark, we had to 
work out all the details of a single, self-adjusting 
principle. Instead of applauding the goodness of a 
deity whose care for animate life was evidenced by 
the adaptation of organism to environment, we were 
taught to see how a Nemesis waits upon all mal- 
adaptation, and that each case of adaptation is a 
register of myriads of failures that preceded it. The 
theory left God with nothing to do. The statement 
made some half century since, that evolution turned 
God out of his own universe was only incorrect so 
far as it assumed the ownership of the universe by 
Deity. If he existed, it certainly turned him out. 
True, it was said that tho theory left it an open 
question whether thero might not bo a God behind 
the evolutionary process. But a God who is merely 
behind things, a God who, so far as man is imme
diately concerned, does absolutely nothing, is not 
likely to trouble mankind for long.

One influence of evolution on religion was seen in 
the production of essays and sermons dealing with 
what was called the preparation in history for Chris
tianity. These productions took, on the purely intel
lectual side, the religious ideas existing before 
Christianity, and argued that inasmuch as they 
resembled in some respects doctrines afterwards 
known as Christian, this was an evolutionary deity's 
way of preparing tho world for Christianity itself, 
much as the eye in its present form is preceded by 
less perfect organs of vision. On the historical side 
it was argued that the widespread Roman Empire, 
tho growth of one language as a vehicle of literary 
communication, tho development of means of com
munication and transit in tho empire, and the feeling 
of a common citizenship, was God’s method of pre
paring the way for the conquest of Christianity. Of 
course, this was reading things baokwards; but reli
gious reasoning always proceeds in this manner. 
Scientifically, these people were unconsciously ex
plaining tho origin and development of Christianity. 
They were showing that the ideas and beliefs known 
as Christian were blends of religious beliefs current 
long before Christianity, as such, existed, and that

the triumph of Christianity was a sociological p 
nomenon no more demanding a supernatural e*P[ . 
nation than does the development of the Bn11 
Empire.

Certain of the more acute champions of Christi;
danity soon based an argument in favor of their cr0' 

on Natural Selection itself. Wo admit, they 
the principle that it is the fittest which survives, " 
we are faced by the indisputable faot that Christia0l.j 
has survived all those Pagan religions with which 
was once in conflict. Its survival, therefore, ' “rtl 
fitness; at least, it was fitter to survive than otherX IU U C O O  ) HIU IOUIOU j XU YY HU UUUUJL VU u u i .  f  i  Y w v —- W
creeds, otherwise it would have disappeared )0 “ 
since. The evolutionist is, therefore, on the bo 
of a dilemma. Either he must disown his own P?O I  Hj U I ie ilL U U c b . IlilbJL ItJr LIU I l i u a u  U I U U W U  L llO  YY— *. , ,•

sophy, or he must admit the superiority of Chris 
anity. _ 0O

Tho issue is not so simple, nor is the victory 
decisive as these controversialists imagined. 1]L 
first place, there is some confusion of torms. 
they speak of “  fittest ” they really mean 
But the two terms are not identical. tt
implies a moral superiority; while “ fittest * j 
bare statement of fact without any necessarily ct 
implications whatever. That Christianity—;°j; 
accurate, the synthesis of pre-Christian belief0  ̂
came to be called Christianity—survived is a ^  
but its survival was no more a proof of its 8r®.j at 
worth than the growth of the consumption bad 
the expense of the human organism is proof 0 g[ 
greater human value. It was the disintegrafc.10 
the old Roman civil life that gave Christiani y^er 
chance. It survived, not because there was no ^ 0 
ethical teaching in the field, but because 1 ¡j 
better suited to the mass of the people to w ¡r 
appealed, to the few who wished to utilise it f°r ^gr0 
own ends, and because the sooial conditions 
favorable to its growth. rvi?eS

In the next place, the Christianity that su 
to-day is not the Christianity that survive tb0 
fifteen centuries since. Apologists pretend t gj8i 
two are identical, but this is a mere oontro 
trick. Not only have various dootrines bee ^ 0\e 
siderably modified and others rejeoted, but t 0 ¡ ŝ
religious atmosphere has changed. What n ¡0 
become af the belief in demoniacal possess 
witchcraft, or cures by relics or mirac1® ¡^¡ao9 
many of the questions that then divided C ^
into warring camps survive now ? _ H ° 8 __eVeD '. 
questions would now sound to Christian0 
they understood them—like matters tha aOOtb0r

isto another religion altogether, if not to au.g to 
world. As a matter of fact, if worthing 
depend upon survival, the verdict agains , tb0 
anity is clear. All that has really BnrV1 i,er 0 
centuries is the name and a certain ? l̂ crjptiolJ.' 
qualities of a not altogether admirable de ^  jjOf 
But as a body of doctrines or beliefs wo 
faced to-day with the Christianity of t  ̂ ^  tb0 
century, of the fourteenth century, orfeVfvilisatl'0a 
eighteenth century. The pressure of c b00 
would not bo denied, and its influonco  ̂ «tri01 
shown clearly enough in tho continoon ^ 0tdfí 
ming ” of Christian teaching to meet con ^
culture. . 0(¡¡on0) ,0

But in spite of modifications and rel . „g ba' 
must be admitted that Christian teac \eO&iDe

often. f°Vfe»t0-shown some decreePeriods, and tht, 1 • P0rsi8tence, omo*. 
of Christian historv ° 8r vie'v an important 
of the organism if/'it Llfo> wh®ther it be a q° e3- 
f/on of adaptation^ °r °f ideas>is always 
life there is «nr»! to onvironment. Bat>a ¡p- 
taiaed environm entth'ng aa an artii|cirPis ***** 
m'ght otb erw T eZ i ° /der to giv0 **?80 dm out, a lease of hf0- eoimignt otherwise die out, a lease u* ' fl giy°g s¡d0 
positive side a system of education^ negat'laeO0e’

elaborato coremonials, and on ^h0 
thè careful exclusion of knowlodge and of
with

calculated to shaken ° l KDovvjoukc —~aH so many offer! D t ° Boourityof certain °Plu‘~viro**
™cnt favorabl/t tocreato and maintain an eo ^
policy i8 nofc Co 0 Particular set of beh^ ‘c0plfie',
tion with relir/in to r°iigion, but it 19 10 gt 

eJlg,on ^at wo see it  in its old
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hi8(. .Gvi1 aspect. And it is a simple statement of 
eiJer r-lc that by far the larger portion of the 
Creat'IeS Christian Church has been spent in
ty0u|in| an env'ronment without which Christianity 
the aave passed away with the disappearance of 
edncCf“ dition8 that gave it birth. The control of 
8°ie Y°n by the Churches, the tabooing of certain 
Press' ° and ethical and social teaching, the sup- 
the '°n heresy and Freethought, the guarding of 
jrotlJY.OUng both in the home and in the school 
¡̂th ln^uences that would disturb their religious 

orga’ - are ab examples of the means by which 
virru^e<* Christianity has striven to create an en-

It i enf; favorable to itself.
Chnrcu hhis that has always placed the Christian 
W in f-S *n opposition to progressive thought. 
ptogre° lvely it realised that every new idea, every 
enVir 8sive movement was a disruptive force in the 
fi°cia] ntnent it sought to maintain. Every change— 
tion in* ôrah or intellectual—represented a modiiica- 
tated a ^  env*ronmoni' which, if it persisted, necessi- 
¡Dg, j ̂ responding modification of Christian teach- 
of many directions, and for considerable periods 
eff0rtg _e> tbe Churches were successful in their 
Way, w’. “at in the end the teaching has had to give 
a seVie1 ** resu^ that Christian history represents 
Wes a l08ing engagements with developmental 
resmt’ W ruotion and wasted energy being the only 
Christ-;„ , could be placed to the credit of the

s i t “" Mth-
not ar,r ’ loon, as Christianity has survived, it does 
°Ver Cq ° ^ at it survived because of its superiority 
^ p e t i f ^ W  f°rnis. There has, indeed, been no 
aQirua]s lon w°rth speaking about. A group of 
anitua]8 with other groups, individual

of ® .f'fng against climate or difficulties in the 
Natural j lnP> fo°b, survive because of some genuine 
Weujg 8 vantage. In the contest of ideas and 
°r the tini a*D ^hem survive because they are, 

n°tary ini n 8̂  êas »̂ more in harmony with contem- 
^ristianifmotual conditions. But the survival of 
^°88e88in  ̂Was ^ne enf‘irely to the aocident of its 
n.eaPon8 ^,bQWer enough to crush its enemies with 

early o Were really alien to the contest. In 
foruo^/i8 criticisms of cultured pagans were

¡Woninc } ^  adequate replies or by superior
tk̂ hlessiv hy the oivil power of the Church 
J1.6 W W BtamPing 0UP their writing. A little later 
“'ll qj0 n and the stake served the same purpose 

P-tl80hrnenf 6aecPually. And, later still, legal im- 
fpla,hifcy to s and 80cfof boycott has enabled Chris- 
ofW by eeure a Pa88mg victory over its enemies. 
J ^atura] Y leas°nable application of the principle
dg°Vea nothin êĈ °n’ 8urv*vaf Christianity i al except how great an bvil the acci- 
Ĵ bda, i’“a8888ion of power may bo in unscrupulous 
W t clear] there is one thing more than another 
, '̂VQrthi,  ̂aem°nstrato8 its intellectual and moral 
W  ig KnG88’ t̂ is that, in spite of all that has been, 
Wmine f1Dg d°ne, Christian belief represents a 

b IOrce in the life of civilised mankind.

(To be concluded.)
C. Co h e n .

A Desperate Theodicy.
, ____^

belief in God as maker and ruler of 
K'bcate u Bt af°se it has been found necessary to 
hg-t® the be a^a*.nsP the critioisms of tho intellect, 
is .i1 an offiJ\nni°8, nntil now, every theologian has 
perfaiver8aii’a Pr°teotor of the Supreme Being. It 
f®ct Ct.’ ana f£ cknowfodgod that tho world is not 
Bay ^th ty.  ̂18 problem is how to reconcile this 
O r .  rp? alleged perfection of its creator and 
(Uv-Wcl q ne isubtlest minds of the ages have been 
„3*8  „ 3  thi _____— —  ¡T ablest,,n -«* this gigantic riddle, iastify their

U o £ -ot to-day are endeavoring might and
âiu TQ.by working away at it T)liodicde in

tllo’: Wbnitz published his ia ^ at faith an 
,ln tePly to Bayle’a contention tna

reason are utterly irreconcilable. Leibnitz wrote 
that ingenious work in defence of the belief in the 
justice and goodness of the Deity, and from his 
standpoint as a believer the only philosophical con
clusion to which he could come was that this is the 
best of all possible worlds. He maintained that the 
Universe is essentially harmonious, and that by 
means of it God realises his end—namely, the mani
festation and communication of his own perfection. 
But Leibnitz had to face the faot that this best of 
all possible worlds was full of evil. Here was a 
serious difficulty, and in his attempt to deal with it 
Leibnitz divided evil into three kinds. Firstly, there 
was metaphysical evil, or imperfection, which God 
unconditionally willed as essential to created beings; 
secondly, physical evil, which was conditionally willed 
as punishment, or as a means to greater good; and 
thirdly, moral evil, which was not willed, but merely 
permitted. The reason why moral evil was per
mitted was that it had been foreseen that a world 
with evil would be much better than any other 
possible world. On this point Leibnitz was not at 
all clear and convincing. Sometimes he spoke of 
evil as simply a set-off to the good in the world, 
whioh it caused to shine all the more brightly by 
contrast. At other times he confused moral with 
metaphysical evil, holding that it had only a negative 
existence. Evil actions, he taught, must be referred 
to men alone, only the power of action, which is good, 
being from God.

Leibnitz reasoned in a fatal circle; and it is no 
wonder that Kant published a paper in 1791 entitled 
On the Failure of all Philosophical Attempts in Theodicy. 
It is well known that Leibnitz must take rank with 
the most original and brilliant thinkers the world has 
seen, and yet his essay in Theodicy is admitted by all 
to have been a signal failure. So great a man failed 
simply because the task which he undertook to per
form was an impossible one. Indeed, all vindications 
of God are bound to prove both futile and absurd. 
We will take a present-day instance. The Kev. Dr. 
David Smith, of Blairgowrie, Scotland, has a great 
reputation as a theologian of wide learning and deep 
insight, to whom thousands of perplexed and waver
ing Christians look for the due confirmation and 
intensification of their threatened faith in God and 
the Gospel. He has written a striking work on the 
life of Jesus, called The Days of His Flesh, which is 
regarded by many as a priceless treasure ; and he 
is allotted a column in the British Weekly, in which 
he endeavors to meet the objections and solve the 
difficulties laid before him, week by week, by anxious 
inquirers or incipient doubters. As a rule, Dr. Smith 
writes lucidly and sensibly, especially on purely moral 
questions. But on July 1 his column was devoted to 
a discussion of God’s relation to the suffering and 
cruelty so prevalent in the world ; and it would be too 
much to expect that he should sucoeed where a much 
greater man completely failed.

The problem set before Dr. Smith was this : “ Was 
God aware, before he oreated this world, of all the 
fearful things that would happen ? Did he endow 
tho cat and the tiger with the nature they possess— 
with such fiendish appliances for torturing other
creatures?.......I am sure this kind of thing stops a
great number of people from believing in a God of 
love, and makes them Atheists.” Dr. Smith begins 
his reply by throwing the Bible overboard :—

“ According to the teaching of the Scriptures, all this 
horror is the consequence of sin, and. in Pascal’s phrase, 
< testifies of a lost God.’ All Nature, animate and in
animate, shares man’s curse (Gen. iii. 17, 18), and is 
groaning and travailing in pain together with him, and 
crying with him for deliverance (Rom. viii. 19-23). 
This, howovor, is very far from being a solution of tho 
problem.”

What prevents the Biblical explanation from being a 
solution of tho problem is the simple fact that it 
flatly contradicts tho testimony of Science. “ Fossil 
remains prove that long ere the appearance upon it 
of the present race of man this earth was the abode 
of ravenous and destructive monsters, more terrible 
than any now existent.” Therefore “ cruelty is not
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limited to the sphere of human influence : it ranges 
where human sin has never reached.” “ The pro
blem,” Dr. Smith informs his correspondent, “ is 
even more terrible than your statement of it makes 
out.”

It is not often that an orthodox divine openly 
admits that the Biblical account of the horrible 
cruelties and evils of the world cannot be accepted ; 
but in candidly making such a concession Dr. Smith 
unwittingly presents us with an illustration of how 
the Higher Criticism is gradually undermining the 
foundations of theology. Having thus rejected the 
teaching of the Scriptures on the subject, how does 
our divine dispose of his inquirer’s difficulty? He 
candidly confesses that he cannot solve it. All he 
pretends to be able to do is to place before us “ some 
considerations which seem to be helpful towards a 
solution.” There are three such considerations, 
which we will now carefully examine.

The first consideration is anything but flattering 
to the Deity. Long before man appeared on it an 
awful curse rested upon the earth. Probably for 
millions of years it had been the scene of indescrib
ably horrible atrocities. “ Our planet,” says Dr. 
Smith, “ is incalculably older than our race, and there 
is no telling what earlier races may have inhabited 
it, or what previous and more terrible tragedies may 
have been enacted upon it.” Poor God, how he must 
wince as he peruses such a scathing reflection upon 
his moral character. But the worst and cruellest is 
yet to come. The Universe proved one too many for 
its Creator—a machine over which the omnipotent 
machinist had no control. Omnipotence itself stood 
aghast at the results of his own oreativeness. Gene
ration followed generation, and race succeeded race, 
and the prospect grew blacker as millenniums rolled 
away. Then a bright idea occurred to the Deity. 
Could he not create a new and superior race which 
would help him to restore peace and order and hap
piness throughout the length and breadth of his 
domains ? “ Perhaps God created our race to be his
fellow-workers in the redemption of the world, 
bearing vicariously the curse which rested on it.” 
If that was the Divine purpose in the creation of 
man, how frightfully it must have been frustrated by 
man’s subsequent sin and fall and disinheritance. 
The last race was a greater disappointment than any 
of its predecessors had ever been, and God must 
have been broken-hearted as he sat on his phantom 
throne, thinking about it all.

Such are the implications of the first considera
tion ; and we shall see that those of the second are 
no better. It is quite impossible to understand how 
an intelligent person could for a second entertain the 
notion that God’s character might be cleared by 
throwing the blame for all that is wrong in the Uni
verse upon the back of second causes. And yet that 
is what is attempted by Dr. Smith’s second con
sideration :—

“  Is it true that God endowed savage animals with 
those 1 fiendish appliances for torturing other creatures ’ ? 
According to the evolutionary doctrine, organic pecu
liarities are developments induced by the pressure of
the environment....... The tiger’s fangs and claws aronot
original, but acquired. They are not endowments of 
the Creator, but evolutions of its own savagery.”

If there be a God, he is as responsible for the 
environment as for the species upon which it presses; 
for the outcome of the evolutionary process as for 
the original forms that have been modified by it. 
Dr. Smith says that “ the tiger’s fangs and claws are 
not endowments of the Creator, but evolutions of 
its own savagery but whose endowment was the 
savagery that preceded and made possible the fangs 
and claws ? If there be a God who is responsible 
for anything, it is he whom we must hold account
able for everything, for the “  evolutions of savagery,” 
as well as for the original endowments.

The third consideration is worthy of its fore
runners, for it is nothing but a miserable begging of 
the whole question. In his hurry to finish the 
article, the reverend writer must have forgotten 
what he had said in the earlier portions of it. There
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he assured us that the most terrible trage^109 j 
been enacted long before the appearance of EDa°!I ¿fie 
that the fangs and claws of the tiger were 
evolutions of its own savagery,” but here he ^  
that “ animals are savage because their (eu ^  
masters are stupid or brutal.” That is to 80 
cat is savage and tortures a mouse or a bj 
frightfully before killing it outright, becaus ,̂^
master or mistress is stupid or brutal, and tb®
tears its viotims to pieces because men do a°,
come God’s love and obey his law. Because t
partridge and the hare on the estate of the
Joshua Geddes, were so delightfully tame, our u ^
absurdly concludes that “ suffering is contra U
the w ill and purpose of God.” Dr. Smith a 8 ^
forms us that his dog no longer pounces bP°a
strangles rabbits, because long ago he disc
that his master disapproved of such murdero
duct; and the inference is that Dr. Smith 6 ^
his disapproval because he welcomed God's lov m  

■ ■■ - - ....................obeyed his law. The truth, however, 
reverend gentleman’s influence over his 
not to his piety, but to his humanity, which ^  
shared by men and women who do not believe 
God’s love and law. Indeed, the result o£ l of
i n f i a  f.Vta n lim in n .f.in n  f.n KniYlG ^  . i'.to some 

Deity of Cbn01

wild09*
proves that
the

ftC

interference is the elimination, 
the blunders committed by the 
belief.

Surely, Dr. Smith’s theodicy is 
most reckless ever known, which 
vindication of an alleged just and 
entirely hopeless task. If such a - g 
believe he would be his own vindication, beca 
and all his works would be in perfect harmony'

J. T.

ti»°

£ood G0dJ  
If such a God exis

The Narratives in Genesis—YI-

T h e  St o e y  o f  Ca in  a n d  A b e l .
(Continued from p. 444.) en

This story, like that of “ the Fall,” is from 
of the Yahvist writer ; hut, as we shall see,1 wr*t0j 
to have been unknown to the later PriestW ¿¡tU® 
According to the story, Adam and Eve, 80 sot5 
after leaving Eden, became parents of the tb0S<! 
whom they named Cain and Abel. Whe jjjjef 
lads had grown up, Cain, the elder, became ^¡[e 
of the ground, and Abel a keeper of sheep- 0f tb® 
thus employed, “ in process of tim e” earCi ” ; t 1) 
brothers “ brought an offering unto ¡Dgs,
how they came to think of bringing . 1 the03’ v 
learnt that Yahveh would care to receive ^  tlj‘ 
not stated. Neither does it appear that eit 
brothers knew what kind of offerings the g  ̂ 0 «  
he graciously pleased to aocept. However, jji» 
did not know, the writer of the story did; jfl H*’ 
days the sacrifice of a certain class of anl c* 
in full swing. Bearing this fact in min > O' 
easily predict what was likely to bapp6 ' 0[ 
brought as an offering some of “ the ir 0[ “ t . 
ground” ; Abel brought as an offering . nt
firstlings of his flock," and he did not fO^ oh1'

Í*fat thereof.” Most mysteriously, the latt® 
was in exact accordance with the f®‘ ‘0 
mands given nearly three thousand years a ^
death :— , te

Dent. xv. 19.— All the firstling males tba a0to
thy herd and of thy flock thon shalt sand1 y j 
god Yahveh.”  t th> ",

Lev. i. 10, 12.— “ And if his oblation be ^
....... he shall cut it into its pieces, with it3 0»
fat: and the priest Bhall lay them ¡n 0 -
w °°d,” etc. heee

Abel apparently knew by intuition that fi0t, ^  
mands would afterwards be given ; if be $ e ^ 
writer of the story knew—which comes 0fft
thing. When the god Yahveh beheld the t .
“  he had respect unto Abel and to his oJĴ 
unto Cain and to his offering he had B° ' 
This preference seems rather hard up°D
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êith  ̂ ^ron8bt the best his garden conld produce. 
c°tarn°r 18 reason assigned for the rejection. In 
°£fetj 0n fairness the god should have accepted both 
that J*8’ and ^ e n  have given Cain a hint privately 
Thia ° Pr0f0rred a sacrifice that contained blood. 
crim0* ° ^  have prevented the commission of the 
ieject' god knew •would follow from his
waa fin ? ain. on seeing his offering contemned, 
day ,ed w>th jealousy against his brother, and one 
W  aen ^ e  two wore in the field together, he slew

asked°p  ̂afterwards, the God Yahveh appeared and 
«hswr* aJa wt*ere was his brother. Cain, still angry,
Yahvew  " * know not. Am I my brother’s keeper ?” 
not at i?°k no notice of this insolent reply ; he was 
CotomiH S0nsitive, and, considering that Cain had 
ably ) . the greatest of all crimes, he was remark
in g  8od> wisdom, inflicted a
the tQ,1 t0r punishment on the murderer than on 
a trivial erer'8 parents, who had only been guilty of 
Uaoai m disobedience : bub that was the Lord’s
first on 6taod °t administering chastisement. Yahveh 
î bop j r8ed ^ e  ground, so that Cain might have more 
0toulfi ] ai^^'ng> and then deoreed that the fratricide 
Wander ea.Te borne and become “ a fugitive and a 
the Kt.er °n the earth. The god had already cursed 
agaixTo "n 1-011 Adam’s account, he now cursed it 
^ctecfth n'8’ ^be first curse had evidently not 
Cain ex , . earth much. Upon hearing his sentence 
f3,11 bear i”lme<̂  " punishment is greater than I 
"Mine • • 0r’ acc°rding to another version, he said: 
ïhe e e n f t Î ï  is greater than can be forgiven !” 
B&tne- bbe two exclamations is not quite the
Certai'u • ^ a t *8 a m0re detail. What is more 
D̂8>tivo 1S’ ^bat Cain further said : “ I shall be a 

Ct>toe to ana a wanderer in the earth ; and it shall 
^e." TPass. that whosoever findeth me shall slay 
two 6 f0ar here expressed is astonishing. Only 
at bhig tian boiugs, besides himself, were in the world 
b̂otQ ni®~-his father and his mother—neither of 

Seein„ °a*d seek to harm him. One cannot help 
3Worî  j writer of the story had in his mind 
toot, » 8°uie measure inhabited ; he could not, in
i,akitanf^6lVe °b a world or a country without in- bhir,„^t8» and,ta’Dgs in fuD8’ 8brange to say, the god Yahveh saw 
a,1<3er hi 110 8ame light, and so placed the murderer 
j%eth q8 • Pr°b0ction. Yahveh said : “  Whosoever

fiafiin ®be god also “  set a sign upon Cain, lest any 
, m 8bould slay him.” (In A. V. “ sign ” 

W £ ed “  mark.” )
the eartKVas the “ 8ign ”  that could deter men, when 
i^bere 8 became more populated, from slaying Cain? 
bitaSp,PWas this sign? Was it something onto, R — • or

vengeance shall be taken on him seven

Cain
'*bateve a- ^a*r boms, for instance, or a tail ? 

the “ V- ^ Was> bow were men to know the meaning 
, 8lgU ’ Unless Cain chose fn fioll them 9 The^bole unless Cain chose to tell them ?

*>'in, coniH aPP°ars to be perfect nonsense. How 
3t*y possiKi K0<1 take vengeance “ sevenfold” on 
"Qe bfe to i slay°r of Cain ? The slayer had only 
to!? Seance086’ Did tho g°d intend to include in his 
oflaQ case man’s wife and family ? Looking
¡I .wot»en of Achan (Josh vii. 24) and the multitude 
J*ty (JQ8, and .children slaughtered by order of this 
e?to that x’> xi-: Num. xxxi., eto.) it would

"'■be Ho'lp0cb was his intention.
> i ea8eritence to °ut. on Cain, mild as it was, was not 

kt° was never a fugitive, there being
la:

wJJWivi
..— — “  I'him to justioo and ui r seek him out and bring « ¿ welb in the

f 1; «  no .imply S L . .  The word'tUa®* Nod 0Q the east of Ld0 having
Wen so ? eans “ wandering”; 80 , ’wenb ana lived 
'n th fenced to be a “ wanderer, ronnV,
V ®  W  of <• wandering”  r'iv” aSi- a r"-3

n„ 0.ae to 
b'̂ iahment. E 

‘j1 oj Uod o

Qa"  means ‘ _ „,,-,0h
'^ 8ent0nced 1 „  ^his looks very tbe
be land of “ wandering- remarkable —
8 a made up story;, but This reads,

ment that immediately conceived, and
. " - .a  0 .,»  k«ow w . c“ a, S I  =*•>

Enoch: and ho budded a ® ̂ _ Enocb l lV 
£ the city, after tho name o • „  a little too

tas  ̂%  8acred writer has been 8 her0 CaW 8 ^  
tan-' kle does not stop to to only onC
at8e botn. According tq at°r?’

was in existence at this time—Cain’s own mother—- 
and nothing is said of Eve giving birth to any more 
ohildren until about a century after Cain had left 
home. Whence, then, did Cain get his wife ? It 
seems perfectly clear that the writer of the story 
assumed, as a matter of course, that Cain took a 
wife from one of the families of the people of the 
land where he went to live. From this point of view 
we can understand why Cain feared that men might 
kill him when they came to know the crime he had 
committed; but from no other. But for a statement 
in the next chapter, it might be inferred that Cain 
took a sister with him to the land of Nod; but this 
statement precludes such a proceeding. We turn, 
then, to chapter v., a document composed by the 
Priestly writer, who appears never to have heard of 
the affair of Cain and Abel. In this chapter the 
writer professes to give the descendants of Adam in 
a direct line down to Noah, the hero of the Deluge. 
He commences as follows :—

Gen. v. 1-8.— “  This is the book of tho generation of
Adam....... and Adam lived an hundred and thirty years,
and begat a son in his own likeness, after his image, and 
called his name Seth : and the days of Adam after ho 
begat Seth were eight hundred years: and ho begat 
sons and daughters. And all the days that Adam lived 
were nine hundred and thirty years : and he died. And 
Seth lived an hundred and five years, and begat Enoch : 
and Seth lived after he begat Enoch eight hundred and 
seven years, and begat sons and daughters : and all the 
days of Seth were nine hundred and twelve years: and 
he died.”

Thus, according to the Priestly writer, who evidently 
traced the descent through the reputed eldest sons, 
Adam’s first son was Seth, born when he was 130 
years of age, the birth of other sons or daughters 
being barely noticed. Moreover, the statement that 
the son was begotten in the likeness and image of 
the father is only made once—in the case of the first 
son born—the likeness in all the other oases being 
taken for granted. It seems perfectly clear, theD, 
that the Priestly writer believed Seth to be the first 
son born to Adam and Eve, and that he had never 
heard the story of Cain and Abel—or, if he had, gave 
no credence to it.

Returning to the Yahvist narrative, it is obvious 
that if the land of Nod was an inhabited country, 
there could be no difficulty in Cain getting a wife, or 
in the wife giving birth to a son Enoch. The pro
blem then would be, as to where the inhabitants of 
Nod came from. This, the inspired writer might 
say, did not concern him ; he did not trouble himself 
about mere matters of detail. The writer, however, 
goes on to say that Cain built a city, and called io 
after the name of his eon—Enoch. This is another 
of the writer’s remarkable statements. That one 
man unaided, or even with the assistance of a son, 
should be able to build a city, is simply incredible. 
One would think that a log-hnt would amply suffice 
for all his needs. But even the rudest building of 
this humble class would be beyond the power of a 
man with no other tools than a stick torn from a 
tree and a large stone. And while on this subject I 
may add that the writer’s earlier statement as to the 
occupation of Cain—“ tiller of the ground ”—is not in 
accordance with fact. Land could not be “  tilled ” 
without implements for digging or turning up the 
earth, and there were certainly no such implements 
in the earliest days of primitive man: neither was 
there such a luxury as a log-hut. If the writer had 
said that Cain discovered and occupied a oave in the 
country to which he had gone, and that he lived on 
any fruit he was able to get, with an occasional 
rabbit or pheasant which he managed to kill, this 
would have been noarer the truth. But to say that 
a solitary, tool-le6s man, at this period of the world’s 
history, actually built “ a city,” is really astounding. 
The Yahviatic writer knew no more of the past 
history of man than did his Priestly brother of tho 
stellar universe. Ages must have elapsed, during 
which countless generations of families lived and 
died in scattered and isolated places in various parts 
of the earth, before the idea of building what is called 
a city could have arisen.
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The Yahvist writer next gives a list of the descen
dants of Cain, which is not absorbingly interesting. 
Still, it serves to illustrate his powers of invention. 
“ And unto Enoch was born Irad, and Irad begat 
Mehujael, and Mehujael begat Methushael, and 
Methushael begat Lamech.” The last named des
cendant had two wives who bore him three sons— 
Jabal, Jubal, and Tubai-cain—all three being many 
ages in advance of their time. Of these three men 
the writer says :—

“  Jabal : he was the father of such as dwell in tents 
and have cattle.”

"  Jubal : he was the father of all such as handle the 
harp and organ.”

“  Tubal-cain, the forger of every cutting instrument 
of brass and iron.”

Thus, in the seventh generation from the first pri
mitive man, the human race had reached the stage 
of civilisation that distinguished the writer’s time. 
To fully appreciate this writer’s statements we must 
bear in mind that the archæological remains of far 
distant times have furnished us with evidence of the 
nature of the implements and utensils used by ancient 
man during three very long periods in the world’s 
history—the Stone age, the Bronze age, and the Iron 
age—the first two of which carry us back to pre
historic times. During the earliest of these periods 
the process of working of metals was unknown, the 
implements used by the men of this era—chisels, 
axes, knives, hammers, etc.—being of stone (mostly 
flint) and of bone and horn. In the seventh genera
tion from the first man this age can scarcely be said 
to have commenced ; yet, according to the sacred 
writer, man at this early time could manufacture 
material for tents, could make instruments of music, 
and could forge all kinds of cutting tools and weapons 
in bronze and iron. Obviously, this portion of the 
narrative was written in moments when the writer 
was not fully inspired.

The story of Cain and Abel does not appear to 
have been known to the writers of the other books 
of the Old Testament. It is not once mentioned, or 
even alluded to, by any of them, though there were 
plenty of occasions when the character, conduct, or 
offerings of the brothers might have been referred 
to as a warning, or illustration, or a historical fact. 
Dad these writers known of Cain and his crime, we 
should probably see tho wicked spoken of as “ chil
dren of Cain ” or “ sons of Cain” instead of “ sons 
of Belial” ; but neithor of the brothers is once 
referred to. Such a conspiracy of silence stamps 
the whole narrative as a late fiction.

A b r a c a d a b r a .
(To be continued.)

The Humane Heview (quarterly) is always good, and tho 
new (July) number is especially good. It opens with a very 
spirited article by Carl Heath on “  Thomas Paine.”  This 
article does justico to Paine’s character and achievements. 
It is extremely eulogistic, yet tho eulogy is discriminating. 
We wish it could bo widely road by the general public. Carl 
Heath, wo are glad to sco noticos, and brands, ox-Prosident 
Roosovclt’s description of I’aino as a "  dirty littlo Athoist,” 
which he says contains “  threo words and throo falsehoods, 
as has been pointed out by Mr. G. W. Footo.”  Another 
excellent articlo is M. Littlo’s “ Religion of SufToring,”  which 
has words of praise for Jesus personally, but regards tho 
modern world as lying in tho shadow of his Cross. Tho 
notion that his sufferings are our atonomeut has mado us 
“  in all things reckon for our salvation on blood." Mr. H. S. 
Salt’s articlo, “  Sorno Thoughts on Lucretius,"  is written with 
scholarship, intellect, and graco. Ho holds that Lucretius 
is “ a modern of tho moderns ”  in his “  passionate fidelity to 
tho human race ” and indeed “  to all sentient and suffering 
life,”  and in his “  hatred of all tho superstitions and tyran
nies that cnslavo it.” Wo suppose it is Mr. Salt also who 
writes “  A Lost ^eador ” — a very able and suggestive articlo 
on the passing of Swinburne, in which it is admitted that 
“  in one point Swinburno seems to have remained constant 
to the end— and all honor to him for i t !— namely, in bis 
sympathies with free-thought.”

Àoid Drops.

The Bishop of Salisbury treats Jesus Christ as a. very old■
fashioned and quite out-of-date personage. Jesus Christ
taught that evil was not to be resisted. “  If one smite tt>e® 
on the one cheek,”  he said, “ turn unto him the other a8 • 
But the Bishop of Salisbury will havo none of this. Spe1'1̂  
at the meeting of the Upper House in tho Convocation 
Canterbury, he praised the patriotism of the German pooj ,i 
which he said was due to “  compulsory military 8®rV1ffa9 
He was also of opinion that compulsory military service ^ 
“ a political and social necessity”  in this country a>s?' 
the nation were to keep peace with Germany.”  Such is  ̂
upshot of the two thousand years’ history of the_ >̂rlDgeCt: 
Peace. A bishop of that holy religion says in e. 3S, 
1 Never mind Jesus Christ. Let us go on with the buiu aCe, 

We have got to raco Germany and win at tho goal. ^  
did you say ? Oh, yes 1 That’s all right in its way- ,^  
the Lord Jesus Christ didn't understand the twe ^  
century. Every man must bo a soldier. That is tho fe 
for to-day.”

The Bishop of Salisbury is a priest of theVI VUHOUUIJ ID C V v«. -    Jj

Christ. “  What the devil does ho do in that galley? ^
his proper place outside? Well, yes— and no. i «  oace
quote Jesus Christ’s saying that ho camo not to scn< 
but a sword, and that any of his disciples who hadu ^  
those fighting tools should sell his clothes aud ("^¡ati- 
Which shows what a beautifully consistent thing 
anity is, and how useful it is whon you want to hu 
body with it, or to live on it. _

triotisBJ
“  With religion,” tho King said at Liverpool, “ Pa q'he 

goes hand in hand.”  What sort of patriot^sui a0idiers-
tlJ's

gUDO u a u u  i u  JLlOiUU. "  IHIU OULU V i  Jty*-------- t ^
patriotism that makes callow boys play at being v̂or!d’ 
Tho patriotism that snarls at every competitor in t 
----- <•------  'm,„ — l ooks upon every ̂  0fgreat race. Tho patriotism that

Tho Patriotisio
nation’s strength as our own woakness 
Jingo brag and bounce. The patriotism of Iiecto' 
exploitation all over the “ heathen ” world. The P ^  
of a hundred millions a year on war. This is “ 
patriotism that goos oxcelloutly woll with 0
that it is King Edward’s patriotism. Wo dou’t̂  j ' ' a a g 
for a minute. Like Omar Khayyam's Allah, 11 he^

it0 Not 
tha*
r 00a

follow.”  But ho has to burn a candlo to the

. . .  -. be2inni»g
Evidently a largo section of tho public i jiay°r' j 

think that tho less religion tho bettor. Die -j0ru -

ttjo ^Church * ofUEmW Arc,ibisIjops. Bishops
“ Much had been ”, aU< at *he Munsiou House, sa'“ ., ¡¡0
might make °  bri« hton ««vices, hut >
Those who gav“  t E *  wo'.ld bo f«  8hortô / S ‘people.”  Wn nn 7 «“ ortor sorvicos woro drawing the [

6 understand that tho King hiwBoll is f°nd
merciful sermons.

aga'B -
Tho Athanasian Creed has boon up for Sou‘ u“'ej|-

the Convocation of Canterbury. The Bis and ^
ton said that tho groat majority of tl10U" ve added ^  
educated inon objected to it. Ho I!11? '1 „itcn’eth°B’ nce8'' 
tho samo men objoctod to Christiani y cou8ClBBjaoy 
Archdeacon of Dorset said that it “ grated o thatÎ1 1VUUUUVVU VI M-/KJL OUU OlUU VUUU »» n nO[(l
of many. But tho Archdeacon of Sudbury ^  gong of *or many, uus m o Arcnueacou u, - - -  . ;  j
of them had a deep affection for this o r)¡8believ0,-ft,ioiii| 
Chnrch." Wo boliovo this is truo. ' 0f rol>0 ^

always popular with that typ ^  ^ ^was
Church.
damned rw t»o ounaja j/vj/m**»- liuPIOt'*’ <1
Tho bulk of tho clergy, howovor, aro ■ they
know when thoir interests aro threatoue > the ¡pi 
want to seo their Church left high and ' y ^  “ ,, ,̂aii» 
cation passed a resolution for o x c 11 i:on cis^s°sboat 
clauses” — commonly callod tho “ damn pjigb. coalii1)i’ 
referred it to a committco to soo h“ 'v' . tjaUity ‘ s 
done. Poor old Athanasiau Crood I L 
up and perishing bit by bit. tjco ° .i

’Co<

We sco that Mr. Horatio Bottoiuloy, Tjon of fJ®5 
question to tho Prime Minister on this ‘1 ¡#n Cr°° ^cte ’
of, or partially suppressing, the A‘ l!“ “k is Par 
Bottomloy contends that tho l’rayor > altora ‘ Wiabth$ 
and vi. of Edward vi., chap, h and |b“ liaB,ont. \ oiot0j ee- 
mado in it without tho couseut of 1 „.bother eS e».. • vf.-r,i«tor "  . hoCO1“, c#"therefore, to ask tho I’rimo Minister y P°“ nDt

¡tiou of tho Convocation of Lau pflrliamB tn P 
tivo, an opportunity would bo â 0f ' 1Y 1 nfttely., 

ih r  and ratify tho samo. Unto**i -yrlllb
this week boforo Mr. Bottomloy’s quc' q. 0

-----7 „lory ot 000 1 be
Talking about Bishops, thoro is_ “ ^ ngin<»r*

Burgo’s now Adventures o f  a ^ tVl

t0>  
A•



JDLY 18, 1909 3HH FBHHTHIHKHB 455

joverend father in God had been staying a few days with his 
^other's fam ily; he was what Kipling would call an absent- 
bunded beggar, and “ on leaving he kissed the housemaidandgave five shillings to his niece,”

was the will of God. People might be tempted to wonder if 
there was any will of God at all. So the moro wary clergy 
blanketed Lord Robert Cecil, and the “  will of God ”  part of 
the resolution was struck out.

fte th ^Urg0 tells another story of a rector who, at one of 
bet r̂ee Greetings of a confirmation class, said : “  Tho week 
Flf0? i a8t we took 1 tho World,’ last week wo spoke of 1 the 

sn> and this week wo go to 1 the Devil.’ ”

ŝ av*Dg to remove a cemetery in order to build a railway 
as t°a’ at Sydney, Mr. Burge consulted friends of the dead 

^bere the bodies should be re-interred. A Baptist 
tho c a * kur‘e<i his Baptist father in tho Baptist section of 
ho d0uietry. had since become a promiuout Anglican, and 
A.n„ij0Silrê  his father’s remains to bo promoted to the 
tetni;«an <laartor in the now burying ground. Tho paternal 

8 offered no objection.

£ol!owinS piece of nows is taken from the Ceylon 
„ "ber, May 17, 1909:—

JSTDBBtso D ivine S ervice on B oari> H .M .S . ‘ H yacintu.' 
Asht're<3 ,men and a boy were charged to-day by Inspector 
Slade'f ' ££ari>or Police) at tho instance of Rear-Admiral 
B M c fi vol? ntarily causing disturbance to the crew of 
diviii •v.uc*,l£b whilo they were lawfully (sic) engaged in 
eever6 8erv' ce on board at 11-12 a.m. yesterday. Accused 
Usual offence and said they wero singing as
was a- ■ 1 Polling past the vessel, and did not know there 
bov ¡V1.ne service on board. They were fined lid each. The 
acaj?.mg under sixteen

They were fined Jid each. 
years, was given Jive cuts with

; uls is how tho British philistine goes 'about tho world 
Pfact181ng religiou9 toloration. Three men fined, and a boy 
“„h-cted to the degradation of flogging, for singing as 

% al in rowing past a British battleship. How on e 
iv they to know that “ divine service” was going on m
, 0 ship’s belly ? If natives are to bo punished in this way 
J  8Uc.h an offence they ought to have a proper opportunity 
" h“ A- conspicuous notice should be put up- 
add°- . ° n Board-" Many white Christians would liko to 

1 Pass along quietly, damned niggers.”

b̂is

How
, ol
, *h< 
«öifo,

old 1 ° f 9 08P°* Pays • Gipsy Smith has at his homo 
ttas~ b'fo which his father usod when ho followed his 

a roving gipsy. “  And now,” says tho Gipsy, 
andrc;turn from a great campaign I pick up tho old

ĥen i 
ttife nn uUq on», 1 o ------ ---------o~  — tr---------- r ---------  -

D°d 1 worn? • myaelf’ ‘ If it wore nob for Gie grace of 
s at ¡s d still bo using this as a wandering gipsy.’ ”
a0̂  > it has ° ^ true. Preaching led his Master to his 

a well.o51Ven ®*Psy Smith plenty of popular applause 
lifarks the diffit?,'11*10̂  c°mfortablo homo. That old knife8,

J ^ o  Da% Chronicle remarks that * ^ 2 ^ “
o the great prize-fighting centre. whoso rcPut >

aaoe famous. One of them was Bc"  - ” bo was convert l as * orid-wide. I“  the Lord's good time
d became a preacher of tho gospe • being told tha

‘‘ "Wot’a Atheists?’ he ttskcd persuasion- ®̂ntea,
Satbermg of men he saw were o ,t they, b° ,vot’stovW- ‘ Don’t believe in no G od, don ̂  ^  them bere, bold my coat, I ’U damne -

n v,oU” ’ nRintt swoar-words
like ̂ 7 P °ra ry  is getting on. V aU£fat 0f tho pit ?'•uat 1 Has our contouiporary

bavo had a discussiou at_tho Cb“  ftt a 
of °n what is “ tho will of God. ^ bicb  opened
PliersReprJesentativo Church Council, Robert Cecily
t>ioL S and then got to business. (Byjnau, and ,i,at 
W  u r m a n ,  but not an ordaiuod n rosolutiou
C r ^ 6̂  ̂ th  tho Holy Ghost, m ovo^ a ^  au0wod hy
the ^'tb a docoasod wife s si»1» \ „ contrary
VnuTrf the land or not) was wrong and ^  tb0 an 
bog.J Qod" Chancellor Smith ROC0Û r ’tbat tho P«nc\Pa 
5orHQ' are houud to say, h°w0 ’ ju tho discuss1 • 
C v > « d  took no part whatever uitoly decided 
by f e , t h e  “ will of God ’’ could only _ q{ u8) B00 " ’hat
tight nd himself. We caunot, for th jBj0nists, b&*°
S(:tUe snn,Umbet of Anglicans, or °GR'C 0f piety is Pr
V*W l V  question. But tho ‘®Pud®n<?nd Lord Hobort 
CseSlv’ "  oil» the discussion went ' wary clergy, "

tb„ °ti°n was opposed by the n> „»marriage " ’'t'1 diceas,.i a'?bwardness of doclatiug 11^  CL*110'8 -

crenco Jesus aud his Cross have mado iu his

tv, •*«  ̂ fiitjf « vjviuiiu^ utJUiw uinuiu^u mvu —
°f llirn1- Was against tho will of God, when, as 

t, a  ̂ Church i lnH',ani observed, tho “ wholo of tho 
°ukl t,f>CUa,it!d vvif aV*Ug out England, did allow marriage 

Ver d° t o ° S K'H,t°r under certain conditions." It 
8<Jt Church agaiust Church as to what

The resolution as finally carried set forth that marriage 
with a deceased wife’s sister was “  contrary to the principles 
implied in Holy Scripture.” Apparently, then, you may run 
contrary to the principles of Holy Scripture without running 
contrary to the will of God. Which, as Mr. Euclid says, is 
absurd. Unless, indeed, the Bible is not the Word of God— 
as a vast crowd of people are coming to believe.

The following item of news is cabled over from New 
York by the special correspondent of the Daily Chronicle 
(July 9) :—

“  The Salvation Army have introduced an innovation at 
Atlantic City, one of New Jersey’s famous seaside resorts. 
For years the Salvationists have held services on the beach, 
but this year they have obtained permission of the autho
rities for those who frequent their services to wear bathing 
costume indoors. By this means they hope to obtain greater 
crowds of listeners among the thousands who bathe on the 
eandsr They have rented the Beach Theatre, just off the 
three-mile broad walk, and hold services there practically all 
day. Sections have boen arranged in the theatre for bathers 
whose costumes are dry and others whose are wet. It has 
bocome quite the fad for whole troops of bathers to come ont 
of the water and attend the Salvationists’ services jnst as 
they are, without waiting to change.”

Who knows what we may see in time ? It is not such a vast 
step from a bathing suit to the costume of the Adamites, 
Anabaptists, and other Christian sects, who emulated the 
primitive simplicity of Eden.

MrB. Besant has been talking very big at St. James’s Hall. 
“  Theosophy,”  she said, “  has to try to breathe into tho artist 
the idea of the splendor of his calling, the divinity of his 
power.”  Fancy all the great artists waiting for Theosophy 
to blow thorn out in this w ay ! Happily genius always has 
its own inspiration, without having to depend upon oriental 
moonshine. We note, also, that Mrs. Besant has boen 
talking about inspiration, tbc last stage of which is that 
“  where the inspirer takes actual possession of tho body of 
tho inspired." Well, there are plenty of cases of such in
spiration in lunatic asylums, where plain John Smith affects 
to be William Shakespeare, or even Jesus Christ—and some
times God Almighty.

Mr. Albert Dawson, the editor of tbe Campbellite or New 
Thoology organ, is an enterprising man. His show includes 
Socialism, Spiritualism, Theosophy, Woman Suffrage, and 
other things. His policy is to patronise anything that has a 
“  draw ” in it, and thus float on a tide of prosperity to tho 
harbor of a good paying success. Ho is undoubtedly a clever 
gentleman— in his way. Describing tho Suffragette attack
ou Inspector Jarvis, he says that “ Mrs. Saul Solomon was 
in some way responsible for his hat finding its way to tho 
ground.” If this gentleman wore describing a domestic 
murdor, for instance, he would probably say that the hus
band was somehow responsible for tho wife's throat showing 
a solution of continuity. Bat why on earth isn’t ho clever 
enough to alter his silly standing announcement of an 
“  exclusive article ”  every week by Mr. Philip Snowden, 
M.P. ? Wo have told him before that an “  exclusive articlo” 
is downright nonsense. What is meant is that Mr. Snowdon 
contributes an article every week exclusively to Mr. Dawson’s 
paper. ____

It may bo well to have respect for God, and his bosom 
frioud, tho Rov. R. J. Campbell. But it is certainly well, 
also, to have respect for the English language. And thero 
would bo no harm dono if a little could bo sparod for common 
sense. ____

Wo are indebted to tho Christian Commonwealth for tho 
nows that Mrs. Pankhurst, before heading the last Suffra- 
getto raid on tho House of Commons, exclaimed : “  At such 
times as these we feel thcro are only two realities—tho soul 
aud God.”  Tho lady overlooked a third reality— Inspector 
Jarvis. ____

Wo aro also indebted to the Christian Commonwealth for 
tho information that “ a boy who sticks a pin into another 
boy gives promise of being a finer man than ho who sings 
domurely: ‘ I want to bo an angel, and with the angels 
stand.’ ”  Wo suppose it is the boy who has the pin stuck 
iuto him who is graduating for an early place amongst tho 
angols. ____

Wo 800 a notice of a lecture by an art critic on “  Tho New 
Thoology in Art.”  This must bo rather a barren topic. 
.. Art in tho Now Thoology ”  would be moro fruitful. Some



456 THE FREETHINKER July 18, 1909

people might think “  art ” a less accurate term than “  artful
ness,” but they sometimes mean the same thing.

Mr. Gladstone approves of “  blasphemy ” prosecutions, on 
the one side; he also approves of Roman Catholic proces
sions through the public streets, on the other side, and does 
not care if they break the law in doing so by carrying the 
Host, which is, further, a direct religious challenge to every 
spectator. But tbo right honorable gentleman is very care
ful that the Anti-Yivisectors shall not wound the suscepti
bilities of the medical profession. In reply to questions by 
Lord R. Cecil and Mr. Walter Guinness in the House of 
Commons, Mr. Gladstone said that the processions of Anti- 
Vivisectors on July 10 and 24 would be orderly, and the 
police had taken assurances that “ provocative banners ” 
would not be carried. Our brave Homo Secretary takes 
assurances from the weak ; the strong may do as they like.

The Anti-Socialist rejoices over “  the example made of 
the Socialist Boulter, who was sentenced at the Old Bailey 
to a month’s imprisonment for blasphemous and obscene 
language.”  We do not understand what Boulter’s Socialism 
has to do with the matter. The mention of it is no doubt 
intended to raise an extra prejudice against him in the 
minds of our contemporary's readers. The name motive 
explains the introduction of the word “  obscene.”  That 
word did not appear in Boulter’s indictment. It was not 
mentioned during his trial. Mr. Justice Darling employed 
it, but shielded himself by not letting the public know the 
actual words that Boulter used, and thus preventing it from 
forming an independent judgment. We are not concerned 
to defend Boulter's use of the English language, but we do 
decidedly say that to prosecute a man for “  blasphemy ” and 
afterwards declare that you put him in prison for “ obscenity ” 
is disgraceful hypocrisy.

Mr. Justice Darling was only sentencing Boulter, who was 
tried sixteen months previous by Mr. Justice Phillimore. 
The Anti-Socialist is mistaken, therefore, in supposing that 
at future “  blasphemy ” trials the “  offensive passages will 
not be permitted to bo road aloud in court.” They must bo 
read aloud in court at the trial.

This mixture of ignorance and malice is followed by a 
cheap sneer at Mrs. Bradlaugh Bonner who was “ advertised 
to speak on the same platform as Boulter at a Secularist 
meeting in June.”  We do not dispute the statement. We 
merely ask when and whero that meeting took place. Mrs. 
Bonner may have been “ speaking not so very long ago at 
Heath Street Hampstead Baptist Church (sic),'’ but it 
puzzles us to understand how this could bo an imputation on 
her or od the church. We believe Mrs. Bonner is not a 
Socialist. Even if she were, Anti-Socialists ought not to 
attack her with the odium theologicum. And if our con
temporary means to fight Socialism in that way the sooner it 
is dead the better. Socialism is right or wrong, true or false, 
sound or unsound; and the discussion of which it is should 
bo carried on with intelligence, fairplay, and good temper.

Professor J. M. Asher, of Now York, being interviewed 
over here by tho Jewish Chronicle, says that 90 per cent, of 
the million Jows in that city aro likely to be lost to Judaism. 
Not moro than 10 per cent, of tho Jewish children thero aro 
in receipt of religious instruction of any kind. Education is 
secular, and religious instruction has to bo provided outsido, 
aud this is not dono. From other causes, too, religious 
interest is waning. It seems that a desperato effort is to be 
made to remedy this shocking state of things, and tho true- 
blue friends of Judaism are looking round for a pious 
millionaire.

Rev. J. Thornton, tho poor British Chaplain at Barcelona, 
has to exist on JCU50 a year, and to put up with something 
less than a two months’ holiday. Ho really does not appear 
to bo appreciated at his truo valuo. Thirty-ouo pooplo 
attended divine service under him tho otlior Sunday, and ho 
had to complain that thoy only contributed 14 pesetas 
(about 11s.) to tho “ plate." _

All tho Christian organs find that thoy must live on other 
things than Christianity. The Christian World, for instanco, 
devoted its front page last week to Mr. Keir Hardio and 
Charles II., tho Budget, and Woman Suffrage; and the next 
page to Financial Prospects, Four By-Elections, tho N. L. F. 
Conference, Stato Pensions, Murders at tho Institute, tho 
German Political Crisis, and tho Persian Crisis. Religion is 
represented by a final loaderotte on tho Calvin Celebrations.

Writing on John Calvin, tho Christian World  refers to his 
“  seeming crueltios ” — amongst which was tho murder of

Servetus. Well, if burning a man alive, with green wood to 
prolong his agony, is a seeming cruelty, what would an actua 
cruelty be ?

The Bishops have presented a petition against the Book' 
makers. We suggest that the Bookmakers should presenta 
petition against the Bishops. We should be happy to draff 
it up for them. It would show that gambling operations af0 
countenanced in the Bible, and that the Bishops get a l°j 
more money out of the public than Bookmakers do—000 
tell a lot more lies in doing it.

“ You could see glory shining out of his very eyos." 
said Mrs. Edmonstone, the mother of Alexander Edm° 
stone, who was executed at Perth Prison for the cold-bl000 
murder of a youth of fifteen, with the sordid motive 
robbery. She saw him in his coll the day bofore his exo 
tion. He was quite happy. And the mother’s words exp*®  ̂
all the rest. The murdered boy was quite forgotten—  ̂
usual on these occasions. Such is the sublime influence 
Christianity even on tho criminal mind.

“  His Majesty kissed the Cross and was sprinkiod « ¡ j
Holy Water.” This tomfoolery is reported of the Cz0*^  
Poltava. Fancy a man like that at the head of a
and fifty million people! It is enough to make one

The Christian Conscience is a wonderful thing, ^u ^  
was observed by moro than a hundred churches in Lon ^  
to say nothing of the provinces—as a day of Pra  ̂ j to 
Russia. God was asked to soften the Czar’s heart, a a 
soften the hard fate of his political prisoners. Russia ^ 
big and powerful country, and tho Christian Conscienc0^jy, 
not do more (in England) than appeal to tho Aimo ^  
Belgium, howover, is a very small country, and 0Uj ^pro- 
morning the newspapers published a manifesto by the' Lg, 
sentatives of the Christian Conscience in all tho Cn 
denouncing the Congo horrors, and calling, not upo ^  
but upon the British Government, to take active stops 
an end to them.

• i
Thomas Baker has queer ideas of God. We a” m'gage4 

thoy are orthodox, but still thoy aro queer. He was 
on the Newport Dock Extension, and ho left work ^ 0ps- 
hour before the catastroplio occurred. A feeling of g „ off 
ness camo over him, and he told tho ganger ho ^  th° 
home.” Ho was asked at tho inquest on tho victim ^  ¡j0 
disaster what made him go up out of the tronc > jjt. 
replied that it must have been God who warned 1 
John Ward, M.P., who askod him tho question, n^ .^rii00 
asked him another ; namoly, “  Why do you think Go 
you without warning anyone else ?"

Christ Church, Burton-on-Trent, publishes a 3 #  
Visitor. We suppose it is conducted by the ni prio^ 
who does duty in that establishment. It is a P?0 is 1 
little thing of four pages, and the intellect it U'SP  ̂
keeping with its appearance. A considerable P oo0 
space in the July number is devoted to a don fttds 9 
“  tho Theatre,”  which the reverend editor cloar y _ go10.
a very dangerous rival to his own business. He quotes ^  
Christian writers to tho effect that tho thoatro is ® ®'“  poM  
iniquity \et, curiously enough, parsons got into the P 
courts far more frequently than actors. But the ̂  

'best flight of imagination rolatos to kbfi ¿pd 
Ho says that tho greatest of poets “ indulges in prof*m  ua 
indeconcy to such an oxtont as to rendor his pl»y 
form in which ho loft thorn altogether unfit f°* * 
perusal.”  Surely tho reverend editor has fallen ° *-■

“ S i  roal‘y  bo thinking, not of Shakes^  ̂  
the Bible. That holy volume contains soino of t . 0 po 

heat things over printed. Shakospoaro cracks a J ,rCsslfstato of

piti

in \ \

i <bn*

and then, but the Biblo runs about in 
nudity.

Cbr>9.f i <
ThoRov. Silvostor Hom o admits that “  nn tb0 p f 9 

can offer to tho nations a Gospel that will P b00? .^ ^  
nation, refine tho intellect, aud lay a clonm prI „tie9 
the very fount of passion—envy aud batro e fte

vainestvery
Christian ideal of brotliorliood is tho val“flüj^e st0*0’ j¡jo 
mirago that over concealed from pilgrim eyes 0 W 'gâ  
desert of arid fact aud roality." Woll, u<̂ .oSpol 
is audacious enough to maintain that l . i s  d ocl^ e fi»*  t,
Christianifev has  dann thn work which it it * -aW \

passion—envy 
of brothorhood is « - C i f S

i
j

Christianity has douo the work which it ,9_ it,|0“
of doing, aud which wo assort it cannot d?> ij0cjd " 
follows that tho “  Christian idoal of brot J  ̂
exactly to tho description of it suppl* .. jg tb 
gontloman. In other words, Christian* J 
social failuro tho world has ever soon.

tb0
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Hr. Foote’s Engagements

(Lecturing suspended during the Summer.)

To Correspondents.

■ere-Boh1? ? }5', acknowledged, £225 17s. 6d. Received since.— 
R. ij ” 4'rton and Friends, Dundee (quarterly) £1 17s. Gd. ;

s H onorarium F und : Annual Subscriptions.—

n ■ R- and G. P 5a
J. M. M l C,para8raPh

with tv, Sure>y fhe Liverpool “ saints ”  are capable of dealing 
Staffo j&4 s4u® *n the Liverpool Magazine. The Mr. E. G. 
nlwava if6̂ rre<̂  4o *8 a Per8on °f peculiar courage. He is 
an onD a, s'.nR Secularists behind their backs, but when he has 
on ({;f0r . *?ity of facing them he does not show a very coming- 
P0ot„ P0,ltion. He lurked at the back of the hall when Mr. 
"saints'”  *e?tur'n.8 in Liverpool last winter, but one of the 
disctl8„: spied him and called upon him to stand up (it was
deaounp0t) / llne4-and 0PP0se the N. S. S. President, whom ho 
slaver ” v j ° 8'ihly in his absence. But the valiant “ infidel 

T, not rise to the occasion.
au8wpSr fiLE‘ overlooked your letter last week, but we
Pfobabl U ano^ er correspondent on the same question, as you 
Bardie/ a,aw- We imagine that Forward is run by the 
father o’ ^on’ t love us for keeping alive the fact that their 

R. j_ ncl mother were good Secularists.
J. M, Rave noticed it. Thanks,

at thia°offiT’ Cotters or other things addressed to Mr. Cohen 
be Passed C° Wonld not pass through our own hands, but would 
'nteresina°n 4o h>m by the shop manager. Pleased to see you 

Riia p lA m suoh questions.
debt i8 / ; r I’er,haPa y°u will explain why imprisonment for 

BiAlilB̂ s8erved en‘ irdy for the poor. P
fIethodiat0' ! / ; ~ P'ea8ed to hear from one who was “  once a 
?ote you ocaR hut now, thank goodness, an Atheist.”  We 
'^Possible ?Prec*ation of our “ life and work,”  and that “ it is 

T, '̂Teethinf.er n° say how ” you 11 look forward every week to the 
S. S.—ti Thanks for the cutting. Seo “ Acid Drops.”

‘n two volif̂ ff18011'8 (“ D .V .’s ”) complete poems are published 
ct°ss-road V1 es ,at 12s. 6d. by Bertram Dobell, 77 Charing- 
y°,lanie at'i ° ? f 0n’ W.C. Mr. Dobell publishes in a very neat 
yight, f0i] 8' ,,d- Thomson’s masterpiece. The City of Dreadful 
'"eluding i an 0Xtiemely good selection of other poems, 

0 *? l°nRest and finest narrative poem, Weddah anil 
j  y°u prefer <tn‘ ^ ou could order through the Pioneer Press if

1Ppreciatif.f,Nao,N vvrites: “ May I bo allowed to express my 
"'euths and t y°ar paper ? I have taken it about eight 
a teal help * wou*d not like to do without it now. It has been 
:i*ry« s t 0 “ e; 1 i ive in a small country town, where 

 ̂v*ry lonely >»Very * * and ‘ respectable,’ and at times I feel

" Acid Drops.”
ffal or apnf ' / 4 ,’a inipossible for us 
?"ch wo ‘nterference with frt

to deal with all cases of 
freedom of speech, however

parting Un/  4 J '̂ah to. Our special concern is with cases 
d "abledon 6F v“e Blasphemy Laws. Mr. A. H. Johnson, at 
5*Claliat lea(l°Ufi lt 4o he able to get help and advice from

PDv, V GTS and nrrttl man 11 nn n \ \ T a w a !  oaa Ii attt f lv AD 86 can be and ° rganisations. We do not see how the
‘ ^ siul wr Pened nOW'

f̂fyh given^L ' ' Freethinkers of the present day are too 
t0 t'vVhriatian or8at that they owe the liberty to express their 

,ak  there h" 1,’®"8 40 men °I y°ur stamp. I am inclined 
Oui . Wasn’t tr, i d 4)6 more blasphemy prosecutions if G. W. 
cau y Pat a Fr ,.4alion into account. If the bigots could just 

Rn, 80 them tv, cethmkor in gaol, without the trouble you would 
W°Uld soon got rid of a lot.”

Thode® honinn11 ia a11 very well for you to write from Bonnie 
her« has been We are “ benefiting by the fine weather.”  
. e. Uiu n precious little of that sort of woather down-*•116 nearp * *1-- 44tl'10 01 0IJU*U BUIU Ui >v UU.IUU1 xaxswi

Of b i6aring 416 P°le the hotter it is nowadays. People
to «p y 1 We ar l °at8 aa wo write—and it is noarly the middle 
heat tlle "an a ,e. keeping tolerably well, however, and hoping

Wish 1-. y  —es. aiiain before we die.” For the rest, thanks and 
W. P naTREoa—Yn0. ■nl __jr , ou grasp the essence of the

Stijf R°b__.Mo°. °bhged for useful cuttings.
R p ’ 4he mention ,44l° Liberal papers are Chapel papers. 

iup°c’r°a._m  , 01 the Freethinker is an advertisement.■8> ^ - ad^Ofia •“ »s aumber^°ar 4rom tt roader of this journal ever

deligj Rltilg Ra *Vn0'yledt’ment ia r'ght 
/»i0tWar,i.1 Paper f / . ' ” I have been a regular reador of your 
'^S.) j a to ita a more than a year, and I find myself looking 

to ljeVlNE W11/  arance more eagerly week by week.”
r̂oijj ■.Ig8.0N’ ® Market-street, Dowsbury, will bo glad 

J Strict" branch / U'A8 ” willing to co-operate in forming an 
‘ CaicK * ^ 4be Dewsbury, Batloy, and Spoil Valley

''"dor thGt4l°Ught8 !ru4h m what you say, but you forget that 
e ^la8nbof ar4y cannot choose who shall bo attacked Pnemy Laws.

G. F. H. M cClcskey and H. T ucker.—Glad you see “  the logio 
of our position.” That is the main point. For the rest, any
body can do his duty when it is agreeable. It is the disagree
able duty that tests one.

T he N ational Secular S ociety’s office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 
Farringdon-street E.C.

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

Letters for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed 
to 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street,E.C.

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

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

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

P ersons rem ittin g for literature by stam ps are sp ecia lly  requested 
to Bend halfpenny ttampi.

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

Scale of A dvertisements : Thirty words, Is. 6d . ; every suo- 
oeeding ten wordB, 6d. Ditplayed Advertitementt:—One inob, 
4s. 6d . ; half column, £1 2s. 6d. ; column, £2 5s. Speoial 
terms for repetitions.

The “ Blasphemy ” Defence Fund.

H. M. Ridgway, 10s.; F. A. Matthews, 103.; F. W. Hicks, 
2s. 6 d .; Veronica, Is .; T. Warwick, 2s. 6d .; W. Dodd, 5s.; 
R. Daniel, 2 s .; J. H. Gartrell, 10s.; Four Dane Hill Free
thinkers, 4 s .; F. Bonte, £ 1 ; W. Cromack, 2s. 6 d .; Harry 
WhiteiDg, I s . ; Alex Smart, I s . ; J. Chick, 2s. 6 d .; G. F. H. 
McClnskey and H, Tucker, 7s. 6d.

Sugar Plums.

The National Secular Society’s Executive, at its last 
meeting, requested the President to make a brief publio 
statement with respect to the Society's action in the matter 
of the recent prosecution for “ blasphemy.” The Executive 
desires to emphasise the fact that the Society has been 
acting entirely on principle in doing its utmost to resist an 
application of the Blasphemy Laws. Mr. Boulter is not, and 
never has been, a member of the N. S. S. The Society is 
not in any way responsible for his advocacy ; neither has it 
been in any way defending his particular methods of criti
cising Christianity and the Bible. To prosecute him for 
nsino “ vulgar ” or “ improper ”  language in a place of public 
resort might have been justified in the interest of public 
peace and order. On that point the Executive is not called 
upon to express a definite opinion. But to prosecute him, 
as a Freethinker, for attacking Christianity in a blasphemous 
way, was an act of religious persecution; and all the fine 
namos in the world cannot disguise the fact. For it is 
obvious that, under the Blasphemy Laws, it is only Free
thinkers who are liable to penalties for “  violent ” or 
“ shocking ”  language. Christians may be as “ violent "  and 
“  shocking ” as they please. This is grossly unfair, and to 
tolerato it is abject weakness.

Having made that point perfectly clear, however, the 
N. S. S. Executive conceivos that it has a right to say 
something more. Mr. Boulter has had all the assistance 
it could givo in defending himself against a 11 blasphemy ” 
prosecution. No trouble, and no expense, has been spared. 
But now that the case is over, a new situation presents 
itself. It would have been bad form to offer any criticism 
while Mr. Boulter was doing his month’s imprisonment. 
Ho is now a free man, and in no sort of danger, except what 
ho creates himself. He understands now what imprison
ment is; ho also understands how the common law of blas
phemy is likely to bo applied. There is no compulsion upon 
him to use coarse expressions or to sail too near the wind. 
We do not moan that he is bound to speak so that no Chris
tian could possibly complain of his expressions. There aro 
many Christians who will complain of any expressions that 
aro not flattering to their faith. What we mean is, that ho 
ought to speak so ns to command the respect of the general 
body of Freethinkers. If ho does this, it will bo very diffi
cult to prosecute him again successfully. If he does not, bo 
will mako it difficult for others to assist him with any chance 
of buccobs. Tho Froethought party, while ready to dofond 
the right of froo speech, may tiro of prosocutions that could 
easily bo avoided,—and avoided without sacrifice of principle 
or loss of dignity.
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The Parables.

The Parables of the New Testament may be profit
ably studied by the psychologist and by the 
sociologist, for they express the views that are uni
versally held in the lowest grades of society; and 
they give us proof (if any be needed) that the philo
sophy of the criminal and pauper classes two 
thousand years ago was exactly the same as we find 
among the thieves and beggars of the present day. 
It is only natural that this should be so, for robbery 
and beggary are the same in all ages, and must be 
animated by the same principles and governed by 
the same ideas. Thieving and begging are merely 
different forms of the same thing ; the object of both 
being to obtain the property of others without giving 
anything in exchange; and the precepts of the 
Gospel are continually directed to this end. Thus 
we are exhorted “ if any man take away thy coat, 
let him have thy cloke also.” A professional thief 
could not have expressed it better. We are further 
enjoined “  give to him that asketh of thee, and from 
him that would borrow of thee turn not away for 
if the beggar could only get such an idea accepted 
and acted upon by the industrious and wealth-pro
ducing classes of society, the earth would soon become 
a pauper’s paradise.

Prom an ethical point of view, the beggar stands 
on a lower level than the thief; for robbery demands 
sundry moral qualities, such as courage, adroitness, 
and skill, which are not called out by the trade of 
beggary. Students of crime have often expressed 
astonishment at the ability displayed by the criminal, 
and have remarked that if the thief had only directed 
his obvious talents to some honest calling, he could 
not have failed to make his mark in the world. Yet, 
when age creeps on, and his hand has lost its cunning 
and his brain its alertness, the thief descends into 
the sneaking beggar, and becomes a living illustra
tion of our thesis that the mendicant is the more 
degraded of the two. The same truth is recognised 
in fiction. There are no romances about successful 
beggars; but there are many about successful pirates, 
brigands, and highwaymen. The mendicant is every
where regarded as the most despicable of persons, 
and therefore it is quite in accordance with the 
debased moral tone of the Gospels to find that they 
everywhere adopt the beggar’s standpoint in their 
views of the affairs of life.

It must not be supposed, however, that the beggar 
is in any way opposed to the thief. On the contrary, 
he rather admires him, as being a bold person 
engaged in a laudable endeavor to adjust the pre
vailing inequalities in the distribution of riches. 
Thus it is significant that the Sermon on the Mount, 
in discussing the commandments, carefully refrains 
from any mention of the precept “  Thou shalt not 
steal.” In other passages robbery is regarded as 
part of the heaven-sent constitution and course of 
nature. Treasures on earth have the drawback that 
they aro liable to be destroyed by rust, or eaten by 
moth, or appropriated by robbers; and when the 
man goes down from Jerusalem to Jericho, he falls 
among thieves, much as he might have experienced 
any other natural accident, and not a word is said 
in condemnation of the footpads, or any attempt 
made for their apprehension.

The pauper is quite as greedy of money as the 
thief, and equally envious of its possessor; but 
neither of them have any idea of its value. The 
lower classes seem incapable of realising the meaning 
df any considerable sum, just as savages are incapable 
of counting above a given number. Such people will 
chatter about a hundred pounds, or a thousand 
dollars, in a way which betrays that they have never 
seen such a sum, and would never know what to do 
with it if they had. The same vaguenoss prevailed 
among the Evangelists, more especially Matthew, 
whose imagination ran chiefly upon “ talents ” ; much 
as the British pauper will babble about millions. 
We must not forget that money was far more valuable 
in antiquity than it is now ; that is to say it had a

greater purchasing power, so that the Gospel fignr  ̂
are really much larger than they seem when express 
in modern currency. The standard coins of t 
age were the Roman denarius and the Greek draco® ’ 
which may practically be taken as identical in va • 
Prom surviving specimens they were silver c® 
having a mean weight of sixty grains. The tal 
was G,000 denarii, or £187 10s. in English money- 

What then are we to say to Matt, xviii. 23 ? ,g 
are told of a king who calls to account one of 
slaves, who owes him the enormous sum of . 
talents, or £1,875,000 sterling. Is it conceivable * 
a mere slave could possess any such sum ? 
slave being unable to pay, the king orders him t° ¡8 
sold, together with his wife and family, and all 
property, in order to discharge the debt. As, h 
ever, the man, and probably his wife and fa® A 
were already the king’s slaves, the monarch , 
simply be exchanging his own property into re 
money, and would be no richer than he was 
while, as the slave had just confessed that

bef°rei 
he ba“

not sufficient to pay the debt, it was quite iisele8® 
sell his property in order to discharge it. The w 
story is a grotesque absurdity, and could only a j 
been framed by one who had no idea whatevert 
large sums of money, nor any clear notion ot u 
effect of a commercial transaction. But a gr0 
surprise is to follow. The Blave having beggecl̂ .̂ y 
mercy, the king, with that magnificent gene®» 
which is only to be found in fiction, graciously can ^  
the whole debt of two millions sterling. ®v0Il rer 
English Chancellor of the Exchequer would n 
do that.

This shows us another side of the pauper ®‘
He looks upon borrowing as a variant form of begs  ̂
or stealing. The honest man, if he has borro 
anything, will take extreme care of it, and will su  ̂
to any loss or inconvenience in order to resto . 
safe and sound to its owner. But the 
beggar would regard the honest man as a fool- { 
the pauper borrows anything he has no idea wha ^  
of giving it back again. He considers it the b°u ûra 
duty of the owner to cancel the debt, and thus , 
it into a free gift. This species of dishonesty 800 , ¡j 
so natural to the Evangelists that they introduc^ ^  
into the Lord’s Prayer, “  Forgive us our debts, â Bl 
also have forgiven our debtors.” In other g. 
“  We have allowed ourselves to be defrauded, 
fore let us defraud thee.” ,

This same doctrine of the forgiveness of u°b. 
other moral obligations is further enforced ® 
well-known parable of the Prodigal Son. Afp 0. 
prodigal had run away with part of the fa®1 
party, and squandered it upon harlots, he  ̂
back again ; and instead of being called to ac j 
or asked how he proposes to repay, he is ^ 0P , 
by his fond and foolish father and decked cbe®P 
best robe. We do not realise in these days of 
clothing the value of the best robe, though the 
tive reader of the Bible will soon learn, if h0. .«.ru i v o  l o a u o i  u i  u i i u  jljiuiu w i n  c s u u n  i D a a « >  —  *

for it, the extreme scaroity and costliness °
ments at that period. A ring is placed 
prodigal’s finger (an unnecessary piece of ,°a0 \ei- 
tion), and, to crown all, the fatted calf 10 
Travellers tell us that even now in Syria it 
rare for the natives to eat flesh meat. u a6 »0 
special occasions a sheep may be slaughter0 ^ » 
extraordinary treat; but in this parable i t 1 i» 
sheep, but the much more valuable calf ^ ¡fi 
devoted in order to welcome back the 8Pe0“„

'  V ;
invited to the feast, but comes in aocidenta ’^rf 
finds the merrymaking in full swing ; and he 
naturally, highly indignant at all this expen80 b^l 
incurred for the worthless prodigal, whoreas ^  got'f 
self has never had even a tough and tastel 
given him to feast his friends upon.

To show the curious perspective of the 0* 
mind, we have, side by side with this, the 
the woman who possessed ten drachmas oi „  ft0, 
and had lost one. She therefore calls 
neighbors to rejoice with her, because Bbe ha.

rascal. The honest hardworking brother, ^  „ 
stopped at home to look after the family, is 11 -n0

» » <

flP
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again. It need hardly be said that there is a signi
fiant difference between tho returned prodigal and 
6 recovered denarius. The piece of money was the 

p value when it was found as when it was lost. 
u" what shall we say of the Prodigal Son ? He 
8,8 made the discovery that it is easy to borrow 
fotn hia relations and squander their property upon 
Cl°UB pleasures ; and we all know what happens in 
.ck fiaaes. The prodigal comes back as often as his 
atlV6B will endure him; and not only is he a 

c a - n °n ^ Gm> but te  takes every opportunity of 
a off their property by begging or stealing,
. « P e n d i n g  it in debauchery, until the whole 
the • *8 ru'ne<̂  His father and brother suffer all 
withtm8*0rtUnes entailed by the prodigal’s misdeeds, 
Pro GUti sharing in any of the gratification that the 
Thn ma  ̂derive fr° m the society of his harlots, 
silv 8 woman who recovered her tenth piece of 
fa had her wealth restored again, while the 
itJ /  ^hat welcomed back its prodigal only laid

open to further disgrace and further losses. 
hi8V he. P,r°digal Son we have the man who wasted 
pai, ataily’s substance in riotous living. In the
to LU0 ocewara wo are lncruaueei
6Qba? ° ^ er rascal, who had wasted his master’s 
cuq8 ■ Ce ’ an  ̂khe Evangelist goes on to relate the
pr .'?S scheme by which this steward proposed to 
fhath ^°r k*8 own fator0- He admitted to himself 
8o , ho was too lazy to work and disinclined to beg, 
pl0 0 entered into a conspiracy to defraud his em- 
v,eyer’ •'•ho details are not stated very clearly, but 
pro rf  apparently to understand that tho master’s 
^hioh u Was farmed on the metairie system, by 
crQD "he lord received a certain proportion of the 
thig ^eeordingly, the steward took advantage of 
each arrangfiment, and altered the deeds, so that 
deiiy Gnan'i had a less quantity of corn, oil, eto., to 

er fhan he had bargained for under the lease, 
jfist r on'y waa fho landlord defrauded of his 
Parti ° f ’ )̂u'i f'h® tenants had lent themselves to be 
to b08a "° a crime, and thereby laid themselves open 
c0QidInS blackmailed by the discharged steward, who 
of hi B° round and live upon them on the strength 
c< W ? ? iIty knowledge of the fraud which had been 

It j uPon his late master. 
exPecf 8,omet‘rnes supposed that the unjust steward 
of ^  00 ^ a t  the tenants would maintain him out 
them re gratitude for the service he had rendered 
^ho a .  ̂ such a view can only be held by those 
Uatorore ' i’ n°rant of the workings of the pauper 
him k’ , .he pauper expects other people to assist 
a,8sigi is quite a different matter for him to
is give° • 6rS’ ^t10 Evangelist’s view of the question 

4 Cen. t h e  parable of the Bich Man and Lazarus, 
^ho WT ain wealthy man had a beggar at his gate, 
h^u’s fa8i maintained by the scraps from the rich 
0sele88 ahie- We are not told why Dives kept the 
°at°Qtnf^aP>ah°nd. It may have been a piece of 
of th6 ivpn s'miiar to that practised by the prelates 
hlthy q- Ages, who loved to have a crowd of
h* o / a e T 80* beggars at the doors of their palaces 
h°od. advertise their charity to the neighbor- 
care,’ rp he Evangelist elaborates the picture with 
atage8 he beggar was a frightful object, in the last 
t0HQin ot ieprosy. His body had broken out into 
¡̂ eOcli ,n'Ce.ra that discharged a footid matter, the 
distrmt0 m^!°h attracted all the pariah dogs of the 
''fhoig * -Phis disgusting object was a danger to the 
taere w mtnunity, for such leprosy is contagious, and 
?Pf6ad • 88 n° knowing where tho contagion might 
f^gar’ n811̂  ^he mere existence of the noisome 
he Worĵ levenfied some better man from living in 

?0<Ied bj ’ However, in the course of time Lazarus 
0^ 9 aseless life, and was carried into “ Abra- 
hfi, We off rQ‘” Although this phrase is a familiar 

ĥ iur» (-v Q ' ose sight of its true meaning, notwith- 
tt6 ^Ust . Weil‘known passage in John xiii. 28. 
cp  habit *e®e®her that the ancients were not in 
e ltle<l at f 18'Hing upon chairs, as we d o ; they re
peats nr a *.•’ an(  ̂when tho place was crowded the 
ce- t0iore , ally 'ay on one another’s breasts. 

lved into \ en we are told that Lazarus was re- 
Abraham’  ̂ bosom, we are to understand

that he was received as the ohief guest at Abra
ham’s banquet, and was given the place of honor— 
next to the patriarch. In the meantime Dives also 
died, and found himself in Hades suffering an intoler
able thirst. As, therefore, the positions of the two 
were now reversed—Lazarus feasting at Abraham’s 
table and Dives being in want—it was the proper 
thing for Lazarus to requite the generosity of Dives 
by relieving him. But what does he do? Nothing! 
Although Lazarus had subsisted on the morsels from 
the rich man’s table in this world, yet in the next he 
will not give a drop of cold water to alleviate 
another’s misery. Thus people who complain of the 
“ ingratitude of the poor” may at least have the 
consolation of knowing that the same ingratitude was 
characteristic of the same poor in the time of the 
Evangelists.

In the foregoing parable the rich man and Lazarus 
are placed side by side in a kind of natural associa
tion ; it being the constant idea of the begging 
fraternity that the “  rich ” exist for tho sole purpose 
of supporting the “  poor ” in idleness, selfishness, 
laziness, and vice. By the “  rich ” the thief and the 
vagabond mean everyone who has, through fortune, 
or through his own exertions, raised himself above 
actual destitution. If the pauper be asked how the 
wealthy obtained their riches, his answer will show 
that he has no idea whatever of obtaining property 
except by begging, swindling, or stealing. Honest 
industry is a thing entirely beyond his comprehen
sion. There are two parables from which we may 
gather the evangelists’ ideas of “ trading.” Unfor
tunately we are not told what they traded in. 
Probably the writers of the Gospels were afraid their 
readers might get rich too quickly if they knew. 
Matthew’s story is, of course, about talents. He had 
a constitutional difficulty in thinking of any sum less 
than a talent. He relates that there was a certain 
man who had ready money capital to the extent of 
about £1,500 (a very considerable sum in those days). 
He distributed this among his slaves, and went 
abroad. We are not told how long he was away, nor 
whether the slaves were expected to earn their own 
livelihood during their trading; but at any rate on 
his return two of them had managed to double their 
money; or make a profit of one hundred per cent. 
The evangelist Luke is much more moderate in his 
money affairs. His wealth of imagination, or imagi
nation of wealth, was more under control; and in 
his version of the story the talents are reduced to 
mince. A mina was a hundred denarii, or about 
£8 2s. 6d. A certain well-born man (anthropos tis 
eugenes) was called to receive a kingdom; and before 
starting he gave each of his ten slaves a mina apiece. 
We have had no experience ourselves in receiving 
kingdoms, so cannot say how long the operation 
would take; but, judging from the story.it did not 
occupy much of his time. On his return ho called 
the slaves to acoount, and the first one had multi
plied his capital by ten. He had gained a thousand 
per cent. A second had gained five hundred per 
cent. After such an exhibition of the financial 
ability of that household, we can sympathise with 
tho annoyance of the well-born man when he found 
that the last of the slaves, being a lazy rascal, had 
contented himself with wrapping his hundred denarii 
in a cloth, and taking care of them.

Just as traders can make fabulous profits at will, 
so the Evangelist imagines that employers can pay 
any wages they choose. We have the story of a man 
who owned a vineyard. It never struck the gospel 
writer that tho object of owning a vineyard was to 
grow grapes and make wine. If the expenses of 
growing tho grapes and pressing them is greater 
than the value of tho wine, the business is a failure, 
and will speedily end in bankruptcy. But such sordid 
calculations have no weight in the pauper mind. He 
only realises that tho farmer is somebody with money 
to hand round. So this particular farmer is repre
sented as going out at daybreak and engaging 
laborers to work in the vineyard at a denarius a day. 
Tho pay seems very high for that age and country; 
but it may have been tho vintage, when the work
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was heavy and labor scarce. At any rate, the farmer 
engaged other laborers at various hours, but when 
pay-time came he gave each of them a denarius, 
quite irrespective of whether they had worked the 
whole day or only a small part of it. From the 
industrial point of view, the conduct of the farmer 
was absurd; but the story is sufficient to show the 
workings of the pauper mind. The thief or the 
beggar is quite unable to understand the object of 
honest industry. If by any chance he is compelled 
to do any kind of work, he is firmly convinced that it 
is only a disagreeable burden put upon him by miserly 
people, who wish to throw difficulties in the way of 
obtaining alms from them ; and there is nothing the 
mendicant hates so much as miserliness—in other 
people. The Evangelist is continually exhorting us 
not to lay up treasures upon earth where they will 
decay, and we are requested to consider the foolish
ness of a certain rich man who had had a good har
vest, and began to think of building bigger barns to 
put it in, not knowing that he was fated to die that 
very night, and leave all his harvest uneaten. This 
is precisely the improvident idea that travellers re
mark among savages. When the savage finds him 
self in possession of a good store of food, his only 
idea is to gorge himself to bursting point, with the 
result that he quickly passes to the other extreme of 
starvation. The pauper is merely the savage who 
has survived into a civilised community, and we may 
trace in him all the weaknesses and vices of his savage 
ancestry. Not the least remarkable of these are his 
improvidence and wastefulness, and his impatience of 
frugality in others ; for the pauper never reflects that 
if other people do not gather and save there will be 
nothing in the world to beg or to steal; and the 
beggar and thief will be the first to starve, because 
they produce nothing, and can only exist by preying
on the fruits of others’ industry.

C h i l p e r i c .

Boulter’s Blasphemy.

Thebe is nothing easier, in the discussion of a 
blasphemy prosecution, than to appeal to mob- 
prejudice,—and there is nothing more subversive 
of truth and justice.

One has become accustomed, in the columns of 
John Bull, to the breezy expression of sane and un
conventional views without too tender a regard for 
orthodox opinion.

It is with some measure of surprise and regret, 
therefore, that one finds its usually sensible and 
original contributor, Mr. Theodore Dahle, voioing 
the canting views of pious bigots.

As one who has listened to the somewhat florid 
oratory of Harry Boulter, I am bound to agree with 
Mr. Dahle as to its intemperate nature. Unfortu
nately, it was not always above suspicion in other 
respects.

Had Boulter been prosecuted on the charge of 
indecent language, it would have been a different 
matter altogether. But we must remember that he 
was charged with blasphemy, which, on the face 
of it, is an impossible crime to an Atheist. To blas
pheme, one must at least believe in the existence of 
the God whom one denounces. An Atheist merely 
ridicules an idea.

When a missionary condemns heathen gods as 
senseless idolatry, he is, from the heathen’s stand
point, committing blasphemy; but from the mis
sionary’s point of view it is nothing of the sort.

Blasphemy is merely a case of geographical pre
judice. The impiety for which Socrates was con
demned to drink hemlock he would have committed 
with impunity in England to-day. Here the Bible 
deity alone is sacred ; but to the Atheist the Chris
tian Savior is only a Jew, and what is worse—or 
better—a dead Jew. Mr. Dahle attempts to parallel 
the case with criminal libel, but no such analogy 
really exists.

When I libel my fellow citizen I am libelling one who 
lives under, and pays for, the protection of the State,

and is therefore entitled, either by nationality or by 
virtue of the payment of taxes, to the services of î 3 
Courts of Justice; but when I libel a god the case 
is on a different footing.

Gods are not taxpayers, nor have any to ®y 
knowledge taken out nationalisation papers, and are 
therefore not entitled to the protection of the State-

A deity is suppositious—correct or otherwise—aDQ 
ideas can have no olaim to sovereignty in the intel
lectual world. All have a right to express tbeir 
opinion of an idea; and it is simply monstrous f°r 
the majority to imprison a man for controverting a 
popular opinion. The law which enables them to 0° 
so is a remnant of ecclesiastical supremacy, spiritual 
and temporal, and as such it should be relegated to 
the limbo of forgotten absurdities. It is a ®ere 
trade protection act of parsons, and a disgrace to too 
Statute Book. When we read history we are shocke 
at the tortures and atrocities perpetrated in 
name of religion by the Inquisition for heresie3 
which to day form part of the orthodox creed ; 
are revolted by thoughts of the burnings at SmjtO' 
field and elsewhere for what we should to-day consid6 
to be old-fashioned ideas; yet history teaches u 
nothing!

Onr Galileos, our Brunos, our Thomas Paines, ar 
still subject to odium and persecution. .

We still boycott a man like G. W. Foote, one 
the bravest soldiers in the army of liberty and hums 
emancipation, because he speaks out truths—aD 
speaks them brilliantly—upon which all the ¡nte 
lectual giants of the age agree. ,

The Blasphemy Law is a continual menace to su 
men as this—to Mr. Foote it is the instrument wm 
struck him silent for twelve dreary months in H 
loway Castle—and it is a dastardly weapon in 1 
hands of cowards, bigots, and retrograde priests.

A l f r e d  GEBMANr.

Correspondence.

A NONCONFORMIST ORACLE.
TO THE EDITOR OF “  THE FREETHINKER." {

Sir,— May I suggest that you over-rato the influence 
that universal provider of religious sensationalism, 
British Weekly? During the last fifteen years its 
ance as a journal even among religious circles has ¡,1a 
declined. The editor poses as a mentor on every c?n̂ ^0tch' 
subject, with the result that the paper is an amazingD ¡,8 
potch. It is, of course, impossible for any iodividua ^ at 
a specialist or expert in twenty different subjects, bu 
is what the British Weekly affects. I have just sf c;je 
issue, and it is a formidable conglomeration. gCli&- 
the subjects discussed is to bring to your notice tho 
mings of half-a-dozen cyclopaedias thrown togetho (j i” 
hazard. We have the following diverse subjects “
I hope tho readers aro “  treated ” too :— qnCiiU18 ,

Ilistory of Methodism and Calvinism,—The new o 13udf?et’ 
—Thin story of the Annie Swan type.—Articles °n. ej jetll0<*’ 
the Liberal cave, Lord Rosebery’s speech, Primitive after_ 
ism, “ Gipsy ” Smith.—Hymn and Prayer for 8un 
noon.—Answers to perplexed inquirers by Itev. Dr.® q cô '. 
“ British Table Talk”  (oh, thou shade of Hazday-Bc °̂° 
prising paragraphs on Lectures and Sermons, Sun 
Campaign in South Africa, College work, Canachan^jcli6 
terianism, etc., etc.—Hash of local news from tn® jjgs&y3' 
in Scotland and Ireland.—Serial Story.—-_Bibl®.ngjett®, 
Sermons and Sermonettes.—Correspondence, mom . lgS- ' 
on “  Meredith’s Optimism” (!) and “  The Reviva jerenoB“̂  
(Is it necessary to explain that the latter has no i°
Darwin’s great work ?).—There are also t°P'®Lot\d.” ,3  
under “  Church and Fireside,” “  The Woman’s 
Religious visit to Germany, Current Chat, the L '• 1 
Claudius Cloa, Rambling Remarks, A Ministerial 8i 0» 
(why “ A ” ?), Christian Endeavor, Hatches,
Despatches, Problem and Puzzle competition ,
Column, and numerous advertisements.

And this wonderful collection of tho pearls of wis ^ink®1 
be had at the popular price of one penny ! * ^
not debarred as purchasers. iin®D<;.0 (<3

It is really amueing to see how artfully the Pr0^0(j ck’.^i 
given in this indigestible concoction to the name® clet'jjjs 
of clergymen. One can almost see the hands of 
editor behind the scenes working tho wires tjja o;ltc<l 
puppets dance. The layman gets his pill well 
sugar, and joins in tho ecclesiastical jing-a-ring w
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complacency. But the humor 1 The scintillating wit o£ the 
• W. l Care has to be taken not to make it too strong for 
unday, and that may be a reason why chestnuts have to be

served op so often. This week we are told with a due

in its declining days, 
over it. It is now very

taount of circumstantial Christian gaiety— which is really 
earful and a wonderful thing—of an old man who went to 
e vestry to thank the clergyman for his sermon, which had 

etnforted him in his loss. The cleric assumed, in view of 
■s sermon, that it was his wife the old man had lost; but 
at worthy, as he was departing, made it clear that it was 

18 old mare 1 Some critics may be disposed to hint that 
at may have been the old man’s term of endearment for 

k'? missis. In any event, it is kind of the British Weekly to 
¡Dln8 back to us what we remember to have heard in vary- 
aiwi rms 111 *he early days of childhood, when we paddled 
sto *n “ Cool Siloam’s shady rill.” It is a lovely
re ^  ^as done so much service that it ought to

eive some rest and leisure in its declining days. It 
npSer7es The moss has grown 

ar the hither brink of “ Cold Jordan.”
^ he Rev. David Smith, D.D., is a beautiful contortionist, 
tion  ̂Mme for contemplating his mental involutions, evolu- 
Perf8’ an  ̂re™ lu« ons is after you have been at an acrobatic 
g .°r£Qance. The acrobats will prepare your mind for Dr. 
&Dn i  ̂ do no  ̂ know any perplexed believers who have 
b o w ) '  orac ê> and consequently am unable to say
said ■ answers ” are received. But I think it may he 
Mr o ■ by Mie inquiries and answers themselves, that 
e ’ btQ*̂ b need not be regarded as a particularly dangerous 
tlji *?y °f Freetliought. Indeed, in some respects, Free- 
Ver rna^ bave reason to be grateful for him. He offers 
^oulj , reBt explanations to perplexed believers that they 

a , bave received seventy years ago.
Arin' ^hose illuminating “ Problems of Conduct ” 1 An 
S0luJf Swanny book is offered to the sender of the best 
Bitni,‘°b every week. Punch started some illustrations of 
tastefProblems, but the B. W. was the initiator of this 
a j ul ’ dea, and Punch could not keep it up for more than 

^ eebs. Still the B. W. competitions go on, and this 
affiri ,o “  prize ”  goes to a parson for answering in the 
cap ! lattVe *be question whether a doctor and his wife should 
been an°l)ber doctor and his wife, the latter lady having 

a barmaid 1 We are getting on. Simple Sandy.

“ VICARIOUS SUFFERING.”
TO THE EDITOR OF “  THE FREETHINKER.

ClatK,'~'^be interesting article of July 4 by Mr. John S. 
SufW S? ely turns on the old question of “  Vicarious 
Hame ”  ^ r’ ^ ark0 quotes from the poet Shelley, “  The
addir, 01 bas fenced about all crime with holiness,” 
WoniASn88estively it “  is terribly true.” Quite so ; but ono 
law w ^ Mr. J. Clarke would inform us if one natural
anq io« ■ susPended even for a day by closing churches 
pain anfl1'11̂  ^ 6 *̂ osPe ŝ- The plain truth would seem that 
lace, 11 8u®ering did not thwart the progress of the human

¡̂ons Clarke complains of the “  murderous impreca-
■vvero C00t Psalmist. Well, considering the ICO Psalms 
Blltprispfl1*>08ê  centuries prior to the Cross, ono would feel 
Surrounn any rnore merciful views maintained by a king 

The v et* ^  hostile tribes or treacherous sons, 
are, t0 errors—if errors they are—in the Old Testament
gery Wo jq ^ e  best proofs of the truth of the Bible. For
&s SainH1" ’ no doubt, represent every utterance of a Hebrew 
V S  *ot so. Elijah, Peter, even philosophic Paul 

We f aa human as ourselves.
uy allow “  priestcraft,” as such, has been a very

b igk tW  eas'ug, but if Mr. Clarke will read the late Bishop 
8̂,8 ever -°a *be question he will find that no “  priesthood ” 

Caution An‘ en^ed either by Christ himself or by Paul. No 
all, ev a " Pr*0st”  is to bo found in the New Testament 

f *‘bm enCê i 111 *bo sense that all converts are “  priests,” 
R0tQ Ponuf ■Wornen- This view, wo fear, is nowadays far 
¡We, r „ .,ar 111 certain quarters, but it is supported by Dr. 
Xy te8Pon b'lgbtfoot, the present Bishop of Durham, all 

leaders of modern Nonconformity, and by
G eo. H. P. B arlow .

wv**1 °1 oRj 111611 are Mie more humbly will they submit to 
0 teaM. 618 : *bey do not disdain tho simplicity of those

k °  W ei of : *boy are willing to lower themselves to 
ahy thin,, 160 husbandmen, of poor women, of children, 

j cape the \ are known to the simple and unlearned which 
a^Portant tr u t l^ 6^ 6 *'*i0 wiae’ * have learnt more
JaC s  q^0 are
1 down*8’ ^‘e*‘ no man therefore boast of his wisdom

plicity i

Portan  ̂ t Knowl0dge o:
{Bat*0U whorÛ 1 boyond comparison from men of humble 

are not named in tho schools than from all the

°u the lowly.— Roger Bacon.

The Death of George Meredith.

T he Master pass’d away :
Death set her arms about him, and ho stepp’d 

Out of the fight, and slept;
His head lies pillow’d now upon her breast,
And he who wrought so greatly in his day,
Who with all error waged a noble strife,
Who never sheath’d his sword, nor sought for rest, 

Has yielded up his life.

Mourn not for such an end 
To such a man : although perchance his heart 

From life were loth to part,
His mighty spirit knew no taint of fear:
Death seem'd to him as a beloved friend 
Calling a child to rest from pleasant play ;
Too early comes the summons, yet most dear 

The voice that calls away.

But rouse your fiercest ire 
For those who mutter’d spells he scorn’d to trust 

Above the Master’s dust:
The crafty crew, they fear’d the scathing pen 
That on their kind pour’d words of living fire ;
But when his lips were hush’d, his fingers still, 
Upon his coffin'd clay these coward men 

Were bold to work their will.

In life they could not daunt 
His mind with terrors of a ghostly world,

Idly their threats were hurl’d :
But, as foul vultures feed upon the dead,
Or vampires love the midnight graves to haunt, 
They wrought on him in death what he abhorr’d, 
Chanted and mouth’d and mumbled o’er his head— 

And no protest was pour’d.

When shall the world arise,
Arm’d for the truth, and strong in reason's might, 

These cunning foes to fight ?
Shall we speak falsity for fear or ruth,
Or even by silence give assent to lies ?
Up with the flag, flash out tho trenchant blade,
And till we conquer in the cause of truth 

Let not the fight bo stay’d !
Chester K eith.

The Priest and the Past.

Away with childish creeds of old,
Let man face life and death as man 

The knell of superstition has tolled,
The best age comes since the world began.

What fools we’ve been to accept the priest,
To believe for the sake of believing, till 

The truth is, of all things, the last and loast;
Till truth is nothing, and faith is will.

We build him churches at vast expense,
Worship, obey him, forgive his crimes,

Feed and clothe him, and bo his defence,
And sing his praises in glowing rhymes.

And what is it all about, this fuss ?
What has he done for his fellow men ?

Made each of us fearful, credulous,
Of some dream-city a citizen.

And wo have forsaken life’s real things,
To follow a will-o’ -the-wisp afar :

The memory of it, how it stings!
Our wasted lives wo bring to the bar.

Away with the childish creeds of old,
Let man face life and death as man.

A brighter future has unrolled,
Priestless and un-Christian:

An age of duty, nobly bold,
Christless, cosmopolitan.

J ulian St. Orey.

To bo able to distinguish the movement which covetous
ness causes from that brought about by principle, to combat 
the one and second the other, is the genius and the virtue of 
great revolutionists.— Victor Hugo.
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SUNDÄY E/ECTBKB NOTICES, efee.
Notices of Lectures, etc., must reach us by first post on Tuesday 

and be marked “ Lecture Notice” if not sent on postcard.
LONDON.
O utdoor.

B ethnal Green B ranch N. S. S. (Victoria Bark, near the 
Fountain) : 3.15 and 6.15, G. A. Aldred, a Lecture.

Camberwell B ranch N. S. S. (Brockwell Park) : 3.15 and G, 
W. J. Bamsey, Lectures.

K inosland B ranch N. 8. S. (Ridley-road). 11.30, Miss K. 
Kough, “  Women of the Bible.”

N orth L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Parliament Hill, Hampstead): 
3.30 and G.30, C. Cohen, Lectures.

W est L ondon B ranch N. B. S. (Marble Arch, Hyde Park): 
11.30, H. B. Samuels, “  Why I am an Atheist.”

W est H am B ranch N. S. S. (Outside Maryland Point Station, 
Stratford): 7, R. H. Rosetti, “ Jesus Christ, the Unknown Jew 
Boy.”

W ood Green B ranch N. 8. S. (Spouters’ Corner) : 11.30, Mr. 
Rowney, “  The Supposed Resurrection of Christ.”

W oolwich B ranch N. S. S. (Beresford-square) : 11.30, Howell 
Smith, B.A., a Lecture.

COUNTRY.
L iverpool B ranch N. S. S. (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square):

7, H. Percy Ward, “  Aked and Rockefeller.”
O utdoor.

B ristol B ranch N. S. S. (DurdhamDowns): 7.30, B. G. Brown, 
“  Life, Death, and Immortality.”

L iverpool B ranch N. S. S. (Edge-hill Lamp): Wednesday, 
July 21, at 8, H. Percy Ward, a Lecture.

W igan B ranch N. S. S. (Market-square) : Monday, July 19, at
8, H. Percy Ward, a Lecture.

AN

OFFER TO FREETHINKERS'

CUTLERY SET.
Complete, 54 Pieces, 26s. 6d.

Sheffield make, guaranteed to  wear vvhite 
throughout. Carriage paid and money 

returned if not approved of. 
JEW ELLERY OF EVERY DESCRIPTION.

S P E C I A L  TERMS TO F E E E T i l
GEORGE ENGLISH & CO.,

52a HIGH HQLBORN LONDON, W.C-

BUSINESS CARDS. „
Short advertisements are inserted under this heading at t;'ie nt 
of 2s. per half inch and 3s. Gd. per inch. No advertise ^  
under this heading can be less than 2s. or extend beyon 

inch. Special terms for several continuous insertions.

TRUE MORALITY s
Or, The Theory and Practice of Heo-Maltkusianiam,IB, I BKLIKV1,

T H E  B E S T  BOOK
0 »  THIS SUBJECT.

Superfine Large-paper Edition, 176 page/, with Portrait and Auto
graph, hound in cloth, gilt-lettered, post free It, a copy.

CITY GENTLEMAN (Freethinker) receives few
guests in his private house. Bath, piano, garden, ^  
dinner. Moderate. Three minutes Willesdon Junctio 
5 Caple-road, Harlesden.

GORLESTON.—Freehold House, six room s; water, 
throughout; sanitary arrangements up-to-date; centra 
sea and station. Rental ¿£15 clear. Suit party rotl ° 
¿£235 (or near offer).— V a u g h a n , 3 Palmer-road.

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

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

tribution, pest free for one shilling.
The National Reformer of September <t, 1892, says; "M r.

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

The Oounoil of the Malthusian Loaguo, 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.

N a tu ra l Religion
OB

T H E  S E C R E T  OF A L L  T H E  CREEDS.
BY

F. J. B.

Being an abbreviated rendering in English of the great work of 
Dupuis, L’ Originc de tous les Cultes, first published in 1794, from 
which Robert Taylor, Logan Mitchell, and other astro-mythical 
exponents of Christianity have so largely drawn. This little book 
thoroughly explains the astronomical origin of Christianity, in a 
manner which everyone may easily understand. It will be of 
the deepest interest to Freethinkers and an astonishing eye- 
opener to orthodox Christians. Its value is enbanoed by the 
inclusion of three important plates from Dupuis, reproduced (with 

difficulty) on India paper, which will not break with folding.

Bound in Cloth. Pi’ice Tw o Shillings.
Postage Twopence Extra.

USE 251bs. of Gott’s Free Clothing Tea,
And a very nice Costume or Suit you’ll get iteo. 
Price 2s. 6d. Try a sample pound, post free.

— J. W. Gott, 28 Church-bank, Bradford.
THE SOCIALIST PLAN for getting rid of the Fleas2s.the body of Human Labor is fully explained in my ~at0ps, 

Parcel of Pamphlets, which I offer for 18 penny s 
post free.— A. Dyson, 69G Bolton-road, Bradford.

THE HIGHEST is my only standard of work puti ***--^e& 
27s. 6d. All-Wool Suits to Measure, which 
unapproachable in value. Patterns free.—H. M.
22 Nortliside-terrace, Bradford. ^

THOUSANDS of Freethinkers, in all, have tded d>8' 
Suits to Measure. I have yet to hear of the hi  ̂ 1 
satisfied customer. Would you like to see the samP .jotil• 
will send them free.— J. W. Gott, 28 Church-bank, Br

. rc®&r
"W e have received from the Pioneer Press a copy 9* ctepl’61!’ 

able hook, entitled Ralph Cricklewood, by Stephen Fitz  ̂cIefi>̂ 0 
It gives a very vivid account of the mental evolution ° reiigi°u 
man, who is convinced by study that many of his f°rme • „g i'
beliefs are not founded on fact. We think we aro h® au* 
secret in saying this is the actual experience of 1J peli  ̂w 
Persons of all shades of religious belief, and no relig10 j of 1 
all, may derive much intellectual benefit from a Per 
book.” —John Bull.

Ralph Cricklewood,
rwentieth Century Critical and Ratl 

Expose of Christian Mythology-
(In the F orm op a N ovel.) ^

y STEPHEN F IT Z -S T E P # ^ '
A Well-Wisher of the Human Famuli‘

£j(J,
B8 pages, cloth. Pxuce 3s.

Post Free.

ioneer P ress. 2 Newcastle ■n _ .«treet
T he Pioneer Press, 2 Newoastle-street, Farringdon-stroet, E.C.
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THE SECULAR SOCIETY,
LIMITED

Company LimitedI by Guarantee

Registered Off.se~2  NEWCASTLE STRBRT, LONDON, H.O, 

Chairman o f Board o f  Directora— Mb . G. W, FOOTH 

Secretary— E M, VANCE Miss).

was o.'med in 1898 lo afford legal aeourity to the 
1'ho M°a and ®PPhoation of funds for Seonlar purposes.

0*)jeot 5®orandum oI Association sets forth that the Society'B

8aij 0. “ "“ «I, ana that human welfare in this world is the propor 
lo  pt a * thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry, 
plain r o t e  universal Secular Education. To promote the com- 
UW(aj °°ularieation of the State, eto., etc. And to do all such 
hold , 8® os are oonduoive to suoh objects. Also to have, 
Of bean°8 i 6’ an<* reta*n any ®ums of money paid, given, devised, 
the by any person, and to employ the earns for any of

The Fla,la 01 tha Society.
bouid “ “'“ ‘ y of members is limited to XI, in case the Society 

«UbiUtieVOe woun  ̂up and the assets wero insufficient to oover 
M 8a' a most unlikely contingency, 

yoatlv u8 ^ay an eotranoe fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent 
The n 1aoription of five shillings. 

l»tf!a H°oiety has a considerable number of members, but a muoh 
(Wned ntlrober is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
It partia.rnon8st those who read this announcement. All who join 
its f in the control of its business and tbe trusteeship of
Hon tha/068’ **ia osPreaaly provided in the Articles of Associa
te  Bn„i F° member, as snoh, shall derive any Bort of profit from

,y,’ elther by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 
« " b a t v e r .

‘ y,a affaira are managed by an elected Board of 
twelve rn’ oonaiating of not less than five and not more than 

0tubers, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year

but are capable of re-olootlan. An Annual Gsnera Meeting cf
members must be held in London, to reoelve the Report, ehct 
new Directors, and transaot any other business that may arises.

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

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

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a sufficient form of 
bequest for insertion in ths wills of testators:—M I give and
* bequeath to the Secular Sooiety, Limited, the sum of £ ------
" free from Legacy Duty, and I direot that a reoeipt signed by 
" two members of the Board of the said Society and the Secretary 
" thereof Bhall be a good discharge to my Executors for the 
" said Legacy.”

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

Undep th e  Ban o f th e  London C ounty Council.
T H E  P O P U L A R  E D I T I O N

[Revised and Enlarged)
OF

BIBLE ROMANCES”u

BY

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

• W ,  Newspaper says:— “ Mr. G W. Footo, chairman of the Seonlar Sooiety, is well known as a man of
0tlUrc,Q5Qa .ability, His Bible Romances have had a large sale in the original edition. A popular, revised, and 
Street j  e“ ***on> at the price of 6d., has now been published by tho Pioneer Tress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
of tuoj ^̂ hdon, for the Socular Society. Thus, within tho reach of almost everyone, the ripest thought of tho loadors 

etn °pinion are being placed from day to day.”

14$ Large Double-Column Pages, Good Print, Good Paper

S I X P E N C E — N E T
E Pio n e e r  p r e s s , 2 Ne w c a s t l e  s t r e e t , f a r r in g d o n  s t r e e t , Lo n d o n , e .c .

------------------------------------------

nehnmiscences of Charles Bradlaugh
BY

5? oo8t G. W. FCOTE.
Mr. Foote’s personal recollections ofgreat .J^imate thing ever written about Bradlaugh.

°f death ' Icon°clast ” during many exciting years, with a page on his attitude in the presence 
1*11 an  ̂ an account of his last appearance as President of the National Secular Society.

Wished at sixpence , reduced to twopence,
(Postage Halfpenny.)

^ONEER p r e s s , 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.
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A LIBERAL OFFER NOTHING LIKE IT.
Greatest Popular Family Reference Book and Sexology—Almost Given Away. A Million

at 3 and 4 dollars—Now Try it Yourself.
Insure Your Life—You Die to W in; Buy this Book, You Learn to Live.

Ignorance kills—knowledge saves—be wise in time. Men weaken, sicken, die"

sold

■iiol
knowing how to live. “ Habits that enslave”  wreck thousands—young ft. r:es, 
Fathers fail, mothers are “ bed ridden,” babies die. Family feuds, marital nnse 

divorces—even murders—All can be avoided by self-knowledge, self-control.
You can discount heaven—dodge hell—here and now, by reading and apply*0®' ¡¡¡l 
wisdom of this one book of 1,200 pages, 400 illustrations, 80 lithographs on 18 anal0"1 

color ¡dates, and over 250 prescriptions,
OF COURSE YOU WANT TO KNOW WHAT EVERYONE OUGHT TO

T he Y oung—How to choose the best to marry.
T he M arried—Hew to be happy in marriage.
T he F ond P arent—How to have prize babies.
T he M other—How to have them without pain.
T he Childless—How to be fruitful and multiply.
T he Curious—How they “  growed ”  from germ-cell.
T he H ealthy—How to enjoy life and keep well.
T he I nvalid—How to brace up and keep well.

tell9.

Whatever you’d ask a doctor you find herein, or (if not, Dr. F. xvill answer your inquiry free, any time). »
Dr. Foote’s books have been the popular instructors of the masses in America for fifty years (often re-written, ¡9
and always kept up-to-date). For twenty years they have sold largely (from London) to all countries where Eng ^  
spoken, and everywhere highly praised. Last editions are best, largest, and most for the price. You may save tn 
by not buying, and you may lose your life (or your wife or child) by not knowing some of the vitally important truths

Most Grateful Testimonials From Everywhere.
Gudivoda, India : “ It is a store of medical knowledge in plainest 

language, and every reader of English would be benefited 
by it.”— W. L. N.

Triplicane, India : “  I have gone through the book many times, 
and not only benefited myself but many friends also.”—
G. W. T.

Panderma, Turkey : “ I can avow frankly there ia raFFû tiii9t)' 
found such an interesting book as yours.” —K. H- ^  v "'l*ole 

Calgary, Can. : 44 The information therein has changed my
idea of life—to be nobler and happier.*’—D. N. -̂* . price* 

Laverton, W. Aust. : 441 consider it worth ten times 11 
I have benefited much by it.” —R. M. . ,yi 1 cilli

Somewhat Abridged Editions (800 pp. each) can be had in German, Swedish, Finnish, or Spa*1

Price EIGHT SHILLINGS by Mail to any Address.

O R D E R  OF T H E  P I O N E E R  P R E S S ,
2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C.

Single Suits
AT

Wholesale Prices.

Advertising is no good unless backed up by 
good value for money.

GEO. JESSOP & SON, LTD.,
realise this, and as many readers 
of the “ Freethinker” have already 
proved, they more than fulfil what 

they claim to do.

Send Postcard for
Patterns and Self-measurement Form.

GEO. JESSOP & SON, LTD.,
Clothing Manufacturers, 

B A T L E Y ,  Y O R K S H I R E .

Please mention this paper.

5s. b o o t s . 5s-
Post free.

post
$to$

We have just secured a Manufacturers
1 are 1 »> at *heof Ladies’ and Girls’ footwear, which we)ja^  

to offer readers of the “ Freethinker ^  
exceptional figure of 5s. per pair» P

D escription.
200 pairs Ladies’ Black Glaco Kid Boots, Laoo. 
500 „  Black Box Calf Boots, Laco and Button.
100 ,, Glace Six Bar Shoos.
150 ,, Tan Glaco Six Bar Shoes.

Sizes 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7.

50

100

pa,tto*> vf'1"
Girls’ Black Glaco Kid High Leg D°ots’ „¡u

Patent Cap. jjtico*
Girls’ Black Glaco Kid High Leg ®00 

Cap.
Sizes 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, *3< and ^

EVERY PAIR FIVE

Please note these goods ar0 q \1*  
Perfect, Unsoiled, and First Cla®

bid A6^ fAs there is sure to  be a DIBt(J.d w  
for these bargains send

and so avoid disapp01n t^ e fit-

WHITEHOUSE A CO., BOOT FACTORS' ^

Printed and Published by tho P ionier P eers, 2 Nowcaatlo-stroot, London, E.O.


