
TH E

Freethinker
VoL. XXIX.—NO. 82

Edited by G. W . FOOTE.

Sunday, August 8, 1909 Price Twopence

Pear is the father of lies.— INGERSOLL.

Freethought and the Law.—II.

bo Lof gj1 Coleridge's statement of the Common Law
bad one immense advantage for Free- 

j j j  e,r8' which I shall deal with presently. But it 
8abtl .e Us r̂om danger. It exposed us to a more 
the escaped the rocks only to fall into
pheQl .P°°I. For as the law now stands, Blas- 
ao ^ 'ng in the manner and not in the matter of 
do jB tacJ.°n Christianity, all the prosecution has to 
“ 0hSc 0 ,°8 about such words as “ indecent ” and
book ene’ —then to pat selected passages from a 
band^ Pa™Pblet, an article, or a lecture, into the 
like that o» 6 and sa  ̂"  Gentlemen, how do you 
Very , It they happen to bo Christians, as is 
n°£ llke°'fa^̂ e’ ^ *s a mbh°n to one that they will 
lUstiVv fk ’ a? d bhat fact is apparently sufficient to 
Pberny” . m *n boding the defendant guilty of “ bias- 
t i t le s  f i fnd bbeir finding him guilty of blasphemy 
tWelVe a0 judge to give him anything up to (say) 
^r00thi i011̂ 8’ imprisonment. Under such a law a 
of butck i6r *s very roach like a sheep in the hands 
the0harers' How can he defend himself against 
bilitieg that he has outraged Christian suscepti- 
to ,j0 to a certain sense, that is what he intended 
difficult f Qcb -a vaSU0 indictment makes it more 
thetn to f °  j b!m to defend himself, and easier for 

jvnd bim guilty. If the crime were in the 
'btoleranf6/  Wou'd have to be openly bigoted and 

‘•nam . bnd b*m goilty ; but as the crime is in 
t°lerant c?).tbey  can be privately bigoted and in- 
‘boy are de Pablicly flattering themselves that 
^ e cti " 0nd8 °f free disoussion. They are only 
H i never f 6 " decencies of controversy.” And they 
CQlltrovers 1?ub̂ e to consider why the “  decenoios of 
f€°cial aa  ̂ are not enforoed by law in political and 

êcencies f as *n religious discussion, or why the 
Froetl- conIrov0rsy ” are only to be enforced 

“W  relin- brokers, and not upon Christians and 
. td o n igl0nist8.
be Bla8nk°N orlo°b the fact that the latest victim of 

jv S°Ouientemy Laws offered only one month’s im- 
r *gbt ke A and t aor quite ready to admit that this 
g alty in f ° bmit of any other “ blasphemer’s ” 
"be of rJQ 8t at presen't. But would it bo so in 
J . are a l* tl0n. ? Whilo the Blasphemy Laws oxisu 
toteQt of ji *o danger, and we can never toll the 
Hi°btb in ’ The worst “  blasphemer ” may get a 
t ay get 8i x qn,iefc time ; a moderate “  blasphomer ” 
a rarunn^ twelve months when bigotry happens
00 fiant— jin U k „ „ ________ <• k„;r,rr mmrv nnw

u in o • urau ”  UlUbpiiUiuui.
to k 8etsiv qn.lefc time; a moderate “ blasphomer 
ans rarunanf twolve months when bigotry happer 
per then, n ~~aa ifc bas a way of being every now 
HiB8ecatinrr i ° r 8aiety lies in tho destruction of theserperZ l nes in tno aesuruetiuu ui mooi
thr̂ t bang. avT8, . They are like the rod of chastise 
tha?'V’t awav • ind the door. Christians will not 
U k they P  ln repontance and disgust. They say 
c4n g*ag Un n°t wish to use it, but they liko to see 
¡pu t  I\ It gratifies them to know that they 

H i  taif10 whenever thoy are in a bad temper. 
Ho bt arriv° 11 down again when tho psychological 

Jtn thev n08’ and woe botido tho Freethinker on 
to an̂ bst get riPiy it- Thoy aro not to bo trusted. 

1 h H  On f rod out of their custody. That is 
46<j st g0t the Blasphemy Laws abolishod.

We can never breathe freely till then. Those who 
can breathe freely, if there are such, are simply 
those who feel that they are in no danger them
selves, and have not sympathy, imagination, and 
courage enough to care for the danger of others.

A disposition has been shown by some so-called 
.Rationalists, who in this follow the contemptible 
example of the Unitarians, to tolerate the Blasphemy 
Laws as a check on the exuberance of more forward 
sceptics. A meaner attitude than this it is difficult 
to conceive. It has not a single redeeming virtue. 
One may understand a cultured and practised con
troversialist advising a less literate and raw beginner 
to mend his manners, with a view to becoming more 
persuasive ; but to connive at his being handed over 
to the common enemy, whose “ feelings ”  they say he 
has “ outraged,” so that they may try him, sentence 
him, and punish him, is a proceeding which one 
would have to ransack the dictionary for proper 
words to describe.

Those whose attitude I am condemning may tell 
me that they are opposed to the use of “  indecent ’ ’ 
language by Freethought speakers. So am I. But 
I am opposed to the use of “ indecent ”  language by 
any speakers. I do not see why Freethought speakers 
should be singled out as if they were the only ones 
who could be guilty of this offence. Moreover, I say 
that the word “ indecent” should be strictly defined 
if it is to denote a crime. A lady whose dress is cut 
half-an-inch lower than the ladies’ dresses to the 
right and left of her is called “ indecent.” A man 
who picks his teeth with a fork is called “ indecent.” 
One who eats with his knife is called “  indecent.” 
The word is used to describe all sorts of actions that 
are simply indecorous. We want something more 
definite in a criminal prosecution. Nor is that all.
I object to Freethinkers being prosecuted for “ in
decent ” language under cover of the Blasphemy 
Laws. If a law against “ indecent” language is 
necessary, let it be clear and simple, and let it apply 
to all who write and speak in public, whatever sub
jects thoy deal with. While it is enforced only in 
religious discussions, and is applied only to Free- 
thinkers, I say it is nothing but hypocritical persecu
tion, and that those who “ do not see it ’ ’ are wilfully 
or judicially blind.

II.
With regard to “ ridicule,” it is utter nonsense to 

deolare that Christianity may be attacked in every 
way but that. Ridicule cannot be accounted a orime 
unless its subject is above criticism. Faith may 
punish ridicule, but not Reason. Ridicule is a form 
of reason. It is what logicians call the reductio ad 
absurdum. Ridicule is no crime in science, philo
sophy, politics, or social life. Why ? Because all 
those subjects may be freely discussed. And if you 
say that religion, too, may be freely discussed, you 
cannot make ridicule a crime in that either.

Besides, what is “  ridicule ” ? A smile is ridicule 
to a hyper-sensitive person,—and a smile easily 
passes into a laugh. We might say, metaphorically, 
that ridicule is a smile or a laugh in words. How 
broad a smile, then, and how loud a laugh, is per
missible? Would any sensible man—anyone but a 
dull pedant or a pompous fool—undertako to decide 
such a question ? One can only shudder at the 
fatuity of leaving such a question to juries, judges, 
and—policemen.
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I venture to quote in this connection a passage 
from an anonymous article (really written by John 
Stuart Mill) in the Westminster Review of July, 1824. 
Richard Carlile was then in Dorchester Gaol for pub
lishing Paine’s Age of Reason. William Campion, 
John Clarke, William Haley, and T. R. Perry, were 
in Newgate for three years each for the same crime; 
R. Hassell and W. Tunbridge for two years each; 
and William Cochrane and John Christopher for six 
months each. James Affleck was in prison for three 
months at Edinburgh. James Watson, H. Boyle, 
and Joseph Rhodes, had just been released after 
serving sentences of twelve months, eighteen months, 
and two years respectively. Carlile’s wife and sister 
had recently suffered imprisonment for two years 
each. Those were the times! And there were 
finicking Rationalists, or whatever they called them
selves, even then who affirmed that all these per
secuted men and women were only in trouble for 
“  indecent ” publications or “ ridiculing ” the solem
nities of religion; although the lineal descendants of 
those superfine sceptics do not mind publishing now, 
and even with quite a jubilant flourish, the very 
writings which all those brave pioneers were im
prisoned for circulating. For circumstances alter 
cases, and—the danger is past. But young John 
Stuart Mill (he was then only eighteen) was made 
of different stuff. He spoke out boldly against the 
Blasphemy Laws. He particularly objected to con
troversialists being punished because they lacked 
the polish, and the masterly irony, of a Gibbon or a 
Hume. The following passage is as pertinent now 
as it was eighty-five years ago:—

“  To declare that an act is legal, but with proviso 
that it bo performed in a gentle and decorous manner, 
is opening a wide door for arbitrary discretion on the 
one part, and dissatisfaction on the other. The diffi
culty is greatly increased when the act itself is offen
sive to those who sit in judgment upon the manner of 
its performance. If the proposition that Christianity is 
untrue may bo legally conveyed to the mind, what can 
bo more absurd than to say that to express that pro
position by certain undefined and undefinable selection 
of terms shall constitute a crime.”

That passage hits the central absurdity and 
dastardliness of the Blasphemy Laws. And I cannot 
help saying, at this point, that although I have not 
the slightest desire in a general way to sit in the 
House of Commons, I should very much like to be 
there for just one day, in order that I might bo able 
to tell the Christians in that assembly how absurd 
and how dastardly thoir Blasphemy Laws are. I say 
their Blasphemy Laws, because their Christian fore
fathers originated them and they maintain them. 
And if they ask mo how I know this, I reply that 
when Charles Bradlaugh brought in a straight Bill 
to repeal those infamous laws, only forty-five members 
of the House of Commons—and that number included 
non-Christians—followed him into the “ Ays”  lobby 
on the final division. Not even his powerful influ
ence and persuasiveness could induce more of them 
than a paltry forty-five to vote for placing Free
thinkers and Christians on the same level of justice 
as English citizens.

III.
The ground on which I stand, on which I have 

always stood, and on which I trust I shall be found 
to the very end, was admirably indicated by Buckle 
in his splendid vindication of freedom of thought 
and speech in connection with the Pooley case 
in 1867. “  Every man,” Buckle said, “  has an
absolute and irrefragable right to treat any doc
trine as ho thinks proper, either to argue against 
it, or to ridicule it." As long as peoplo are not 
compelled to read or hear they have no right to 
complain. They cannot claim a vested interest 
in ideas, and demand that the views which have 
the honor of their adoption shall be reverenced 
and privileged. I, for one, have never admitted 
their claim, and I never will. I shall continue 
to treat it with the scorn and contempt it deserves.

Bishop Hinds, of Norwich, who was a remarkably 
rare sort of a Christian, being a believer in absolute

freedom of discussion, called the Blasphemy La^8 
“ persecuting statutes, fit only to bind demons.” “ *°
enforce them,” said Professor Hunter, at the tin® of
my prosecution, “  is to invoke all that is just 
honorable in public opinion to demand their destn®' 
tion.” He did not foresee that the invocation wont 
elicit such a miserable response. Christians bav® 
taken the latest “  blasphemy ”  prosecution very 
quietly. Papers like the Christian World, the ChrlS' 
tian Commonwealth, and the British Weekly, have 1® 
it pass without notice. The orthodox world is> 
many respects, far more cowardly than it was 1 
1883. Several influential Nonconformists, and so® 
influential Churchmen, protested against my 
prisonment. But what Christian has opened ® 
mouth against the Blasphemy Laws during ta® 
recent revival? Even tho Freethinkers in ,fl 
Houso of Commons have been dumb dogs. I Bâ  
always said that the Freethought party must exp® 
no service from Freethinkers who go to parlian®theyput phenomenal men like Bradlaugh aside; -  ̂
belong to no categories and conform to no g®1® ‘.g 
laws. I speak of ordinary mon, and I say that 1 
foolish to expect them to pursue a successful caic 
as politicians and at the same time to ee.
their heterodoxy by fighting for tho rights of .

• not one ^
which intellectual integrity flourishes. “ 1° .  . 
sir,” an election agent says in one of George jjere-
dith’s novels, “  Politics, sir, is climbing the grea0j 
pole; mutton or no mutton, there’s grease 
certain.”  ,

My conclusion is, and it is not a now one, tba ^ 
Freethought party will got very little help , aDy 
Christians of any kind, or from “  public men ’ 0 y 
description, in their fight against the Blaspl®^ 
Laws. They will have to rely upon themselves, 
in view of this fact I hold—and this is not a ja8. 
opinion either—that the only way to kill the y 
phemy Laws is to accept the bigots’ challenge e^ at 
time they throw it down. Those who compla1B 
the battle thus entered into is not tho one th®^^ 
would choose for ourselves are simply wasting fcj0. 
breath. We never can choose the ground of B ^  
that is always ohosen by tho enemy ; our only c 
is to fight or not to fight. If we do not fig 
connive at the continuance of laws which insB flud 
oppress us. If we fight, we give the bigots tron 
expense; we rally a certain amount of public op 
to our side ; and we help to abolish those odi°l ^ 0tB 
by frustrating their application. When the .¡„g 
find that the attempt to enforce their old Pers foeA 
laws is unprofitable, when the cost is grea.-0̂ joi 
the gain, when the imprisonment of the ' 
too small to satisfy Christian malice or co J.gfccb®1 
for the investment of money and effort,their'  ac- 
laws will fall into desuetude and thus beco ¡¡¡¡eft 
tically obsolete. The rule of decay in sn>,unrcb> ^  
was excellently stated by Ingersoll. 0 aS0 ^
said, never left off burning people alive be ,0 flliv® 
was ashamed of i t ; she left off burning P ^jec^ 
when there were too many peoplo who 0 Ĵ 0 pet 
being burnt alive. And thus wo covao atte®P
rock conclusion that, besides opposing e' ° Z  way *L 
to enforce the Blasphemy Laws, tbo_0 
destroy them is to go on making Freetbin' ^  peify
there are too many of us to ho persecute _fj0t
cution will cease. Not till then. I r0Pe 
then.

IV. ,) cns® \
recent “  blaspbe®^reftt0̂  

that tho liberty of Freethinkers is sti stei c[]r 
pointod out when Mr. Boulter was a e e
blasphemy” prosecutions had nearly .0g b 

ceoded. It is true that of tho tbreo J 
whom I defended myself in tho spring arge^. $0 
did not agree to a verdict, and were dis &e aK^. 
the scoundrels who prosecuted me ml yoODd

A

The upshot of

same, for'ono*"’ —"as a s e l e c t e d ^ affree> and I  was m*-- and tbo “ n i l ’ 1 Jin°w, bat it did the . ¡v
dowS what is nn, horiticB ” generally «
P u tty  certain ?h n °T ry to their own ends. I  b0 ’ thoroforo, that Mr. Boulter ^
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oaDJ*Ĉ ed' “  authorities ” held too many trump
,s ao \ose the game. While it is possible to get 

no pVe fools, and time-servers in a jury-box
saf /^ k in k e r  who may be prosecuted is safe. Our 
at f   ̂¿8 °n^  assured when we can rely on finding 
"*• eas‘  on0 Freethinker on the jury. One will do.

The twelfth man isTh]j] ^ ry fflnst be unanimous.
in onfu ff>niob. There is no grip without it. And
thin °  ca80s a disagreement is, practically, the same 

g g as an acquittal.
ftat ^ recenk “  blasphemy ” prosecution shows 
°nr f°U j liberty *8 still threatened, it also shows that 
bQt if • 8 are perfectly Becure. This is a paradox, 

Ik 18 . rne>—as I shall proceed to show, 
the ser° J8 a cerf ftin poetical justice in the fact that 
SocJet ° • ar par.fcy *n Gen0ral, and the National Secular 
valoabI In parf*cular> have incidentally gained a very 
Mr. Bn e,5e ârn for a hoavy expenditure in defending 
that h e ^ — °U ^r n̂c[V̂ c > f°r it must bo remembered
the Socief18 n,ot’ .an  ̂_n0ver had been, a member oi;

^need not expatiate. The party’s gain is

which I have the honor to be Presi 
*bat nni F‘-Boulter has gained something too, but oi
lfv»̂  I 1100(1 nnf, OYnof.in.fo fPf*o novf.TT’o rrnin i
C°Qngep - By engaging the services of distinguished 
it haa f, he *rial> we gave it an importance which 
'Qatead °f erw\80 lacked. Mr. Justice Phillimore, 
fQdol£rjn° £ .ubhering a few severe words, and perhaps 
“ ob8een  ̂,1,n b̂e Can  ̂expressions of “  indecent ”  and 
had bep6’ aS m*Bht have done if the prisoner 
Careful sn *0Bj ho himself, was obliged to deliver a 
to maKfi u“ ming-up, and in doing so he was obliged 
of BlaR,  ̂ deliberate statement of the Common Law 
a*thoueh Precisely what I foresaw happened
v'8ers in tjTa<̂  n°h hhe concurrence of our legal ad- 
V‘eW thnf r GXPectation. They rather favored the 
?.erely a Coleridge’s judgment in 1883 was
a’8torv , genial and unimportant episode in the 

import + Blasphemy Laws. I held that it was 
aod juden? 4 ^h0 Common Law consists of cases 
^8,s it nn and ^ consists of nothing else. How 
°a b>s ind8,S1-j e b̂en» f  asked, for any single judge, 
V^e’a inj Vldnad resPonsibility, to upset Lord Cole- 
f Qstice n and h° tell a jury that a Lord Chief
â e and . e.ment of the law of “  blasphemy ” was 

*1°i]ting nr “ diculous ? Mr. Justice Phillimore did 
? eht (hia l j  K*nd- hie held Lord Coleridge’s judg- 
,°rth) in h i ^ 9̂  published it himself in pamphlet 
a readinrr f band> and began his charge to the jury 
18  ̂sat nn J°i? ^ Common Law of Blasphemy. 
/ lc>tQpb fn w l8h0ned, I felt that this was a great 
J;ao that if breethought. Paradox as it was, it was 
s.ere ab80]nf0ar liberty was still in danger our funds 
j °°d—,a r 0iy secure. Lord Coleridge’s judgment 
' fse 0f  ̂ lrr0iy a® the rock of Gibraltar. After a 
0 atter 0f 0nty-six years it had been accepted as a 
rQeSti0ll , °mr8e‘ Thenceforth it nonld never be

u' Thisonlv"BK xai?  Was a glorious gain. How glorious 
e. ow by going back along tho Btream of

itw ter rny rnl V'
years ■ 8,80 from prison in 1884 I was for

m ln0e88antly active, editing my paper, 
W 1*18 a iaUCh of its contents with my own pen, 

ap rge number of books and pamphlets, 
r ie 0« Ov’0r. hhe country, and even doing a fair 

teR; eader JIa V10al work. Charles Bradlaugh was 
the , 0hh tho leadership to him. But he 

V * 1S and ; leadership in 1890, through broken
ab(l Ti8bip, b 't  1891 be died' 1 di(J not 8eek tbe heai h acceof.̂ 1. Bradlaugh nominated me himself, 

bay ai,;,.,tbe Post, and have filled it to the 
lifg 00r of o ^ e,V0r since. Bradlaugh was still a 

’ abd i , r society during the last year of his 
tie J*s alwavn f? V0ra,l conversations with him (for 

°f orn’r,! md and obligiug) on Party affairs, 
‘he jv.t? for fP “ 10n that we could not obtain legal 
?? h6 ^Phem-tf r and ProPerty without the repeal of 
‘hae9 a if; ljaws> and I bowed to his judgment, 
^hea ?ore l«1̂ ’ 8trong brain and know a hundred 
n 8atfi i  ^as i'Vf4̂ ban * did. But after his death, 

f ineQ 0ia alone, I began to see that the 
to be j r̂0 not infallible. They leave some- 

covered even by their inferiors. It

dawned upon me that Lord Coleridge’s judgment at 
my trial opened a new epoch' He had laid it down 
that the fundamentals of religion might be attacked 
without committing a crime. Was it not possible to 
frustrate the disabling effect of the Blasphemy Laws 
by means of an Incorporated Society, whose Memo
randum of Association should fall within the limits 
of Lord Coleridge’s judgment ? I brooded over tho 
idea for a long time, and at last I saw, or thought I 
saw, the possibility of doing the thing. I sketched 
out my plan slowly and carefully, first drafting the 
Memorandum of Association, and then the main 
provisions of the Articles, which were designed to 
secure all the advantages, without any of the dis
advantages, of a Trust. Then I sought legal assist
ance, but solicitor and counsel were both against me, 
and so was Professor Hunter, tho great jorisprudist, 
whom Bradlaugh had advised me to consult. Their 
heads were as good as mine—Professor Hunter’s a 
good deal better ; but they had not given the subject 
the attention that I had, and I did not despair of 
converting them to my opinion. I did convert them 
all,—and the result was the Secular Society, Limited, 
which I registered in 1898, a year or so after the 
Memorandum and Articles had been printed.

Some people—I am sorry to say that the late 
George Jacob Holyoake was one of them—were 
always talking about “ constructive ” Secularism, 
without ever constructing anything. It was left to 
me, the leader of militant (some call it “ vulgar ” ) 
Freethought, to do this bit of constructive work. 
Everybody said it was impossible. Some critics 
were not very polite in expressing their hostility. 
I had plenty of other trouble at the time, as some of 
my old friends will recollect, and I was in a position 
of great loneliness; but I had been in greater loneli
ness in Holloway Gaol, and in the darkness of inter
minable winter nights in the solitude of my prison 
cell I had learnt the sternest lesson of self-reliance. 
My dear old friend and colleague, Joseph Mazzini 
Wheeler, who did not live to sign the Memorandum 
and Articles, as was intended, was walking homeward 
with me one Wednesday morning after we had seen 
the Freethinker through the press. We had reached 
Holborn (I could almost point out the spot), and he 
was mentioning some extra impertinences at which I 
only smiled, when he suddenly stopped, and putting 
both his hands on my shoulders, and looking me in 
the eyes, exclaimed: “ George, I admire you more 
than ever. You seem to me like the captain of a 
ship in a storm ; passengers and crew are spitting in 
your face, and you hold on steadily to the wheel.” 
It was a superb compliment,—more than the truth, 
but not without truth. All I could say was, “ Dear 
Joe 1” And his eyes filled with tears. I can sec 
them now. Not for a moment have I ceased to love 
that heart of gold.

I fear I have been betrayed into what some may 
call a weaknoss. But I am human, and I do not 
wish to bo otherwise; and there are times when a 
touch of nature is better than a thousand argu
ments.

VI.
Well, the Secular Society, Limited, was established, 

and it has been the financial salvation of the Secular 
movement ever since. It has even been copied, and 
imitation is the sincerest form of flattery. “ All can 
grow the flower for all have got the seed." Not 
that I complain of this. I am glad to know that my 
unpatented plans are useful to other “  advanced ” 
movements.

Hostile criticism of the Secular Society, Limited, 
ias been silenced by the course of events. But there 
is an indireot, or allusive, criticism of it in tho 
second volume of Holyoake’s Bygones Worth Remem
bering, published as late as 1905, which is calculated 
to mislead the unwary. In a spirited chapter on 
“ Penal Christianity ”  the veteran Secularist de
nounced the Christians for their mean treatment of 
Freethinkers. They persecuted Freethinkers and 
they robbed them. “  No higher criticism,” Holyoake 
said “ can condemn Christianity, as it is self-con* 
demnod by resting on predatoriness. No person who
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does not stand on the Christian side can leave pro
perty for promoting his views, as a Christian can for 
promoting his.”  Following this mistaken utterance, 
came a reproduction of the Liberty of Bequest Bill, 
which Holyoake busied himself about, although it 
never came to anything. Even in 1905 he regarded 
this Bill as necessary before property could be held 
legally for Freethought purposes. I had already told 
him that he was mistaken, and I suppose he felt 
that he ought to say something in justification of 
his own view. And this is what he said:—

“  A theory has been started that by registering an 
association, under the Friendly Societies Act, it would 
legalise its proceedings and eventually repeal all the 
laws confiscating bequests. No case of this kind has 
come before the higher courts. To do the Government 
justice, I  know no case in which the Crown has inter
fered to confiscate a bequest on the ground of heresy in 
use. Members of families, legally entitled to the pro
perty of a testator, may claim the money and get it. 
If the family enters no claim the bequest takes effect. 
In the meantime the state of the law prevents testators 
leaving property for the maintenance of their opinions.”

Now this is absolutely and hopelessly wrong. It 
shows that Holyoake could not, or would not, see the 
real facts of the case. And it is really very curious 
that when he wrote that passage he was actually 
Chairman of an Association formed on the model of 
the Secular Society, Limited,—an Association which 
was inviting sympathisers to remember it in their 
wills, and telling them that this could be done with 
perfeot security.

Holyoake started this criticism absurdly. I did 
not register a Sooiety that was to legalise illegal 
proceedings. That would have been idiotic. I started 
a Society with perfectly legal objects. It was to do 
precisely what Lord Coleridge had declared that 
every Englishman had a legal right to do. But I 
never could get Holyoake to see this. When I put 
it right under his nose he looked another way. I do 
not know whether his age was the explanation, or 
whether he was nettled at my having “ stolen a 
march ’’ upon him. But I had not stolen a march 
upon him. I waited for years to see what his Liberty 
of Bequest Committee would do. I should have 
been glad if the veteran had been able to associate 
his name with a successful effort in the direction he 
contemplated. I saw no reason, however, for waiting 
indefinitely; and when it was obvious that his pro
ject had missed fire I proceeded, as I had a right to 
proceed, on my own lines.

All that Holyoake said about the members of tes
tators’ families upsetting bequests to such an incor
poration as the Secular Society, Limited, is founded 
upon ignorance of the law. It was not right for him 
to say it. He know that I denied that a bequest to 
the Society could bo challenged in that way. But 
he took no notice. Ho simply went on repeating his 
blunder. His last sentence, indeed, was quite gro
tesque. The statement that Freethought testators 
could not leave property for the maintenance of their 
opinions was made in the very face of the fact that 
they had done it, again and again, through the Secular 
Society, Limited.

This, then, is what I have to say in conclusion. 
The Blasphemy Laws still exist. They have been 
revived, and they are operative. Tho liborty of 
Freethinkers is still in danger. But tho Statute 
may bo ignored, and the Common Law has changed. 
Lord Coloridgo in 1888, and Mr. Justice Phillimoro 
in 1908, have laid it down that tho fundamentals of 
Christianity may bo attackod. Freethinkers must, 
if Christians must not, respect the “ decencies of 
controversy.” But this concerns tho manner and not 
tho matter of the attack. Consequently, although 
tho Common Law of Blasphemy may be invoked to 
send obnoxious Freethinkers to prison, it cannot be 
invoked to prevent Freethinkers from leaving pro
perty for tho maintonanoo of their opinions.

Lord Coloridgo’s judgment stands as firm as 
Qibraltar. And on that rock tho Secular Society, 
Limited, is built. _ _  _

Q. W. Foote.

Woman Suffrage at the Methodist 
Conference.

F i f t e e n  years ago a proposal to admit wome“ a 
delegates was brought before the Methodist 
ference at Birmingham. The proposal was bo® 
marily sat upon. A year later the same proposing 
was made to the Conference at Plymouth, and 
spite of its being supported by so prominent 
Methodist as the late Hugh Price Hughes, it ^

theagain rejected. The suggestion that women sb°a.
be allowed to enter the Conference doors as 
equal of men was scouted as unsoriptural, rê o 
tionary, etc., and they were, so far as the Metb? 
Conference was concerned, relegated to the p°8' .g. 
of inferiority and subjection assigned them byb 
tian tradition and teaching. This year the b* 
proposal was brought before the Conference si  ̂
at Lincoln, and, marvellous to relate, was carrje • ^  
body of Christian ministers and delegates dec ^  
that women might be admitted to attend 
equality with men, without impairing the m°.̂ jo0s 
of the attendant males, or weakening their re ig 
efficiency. A wonderful advance! and an indl ¡8. 
of what dare-devil reformers are developed by u 
tian influences. . rflgo-

One purpose, at least, has been served by tm ^  
lution of the Conference. It has enable flg 
Methodist Times to publish a leading article w 1 ’ve0 
an example of unctuous self-righteousness, jjje 
all the publicity that it is possible to tb0
Methodist Times is probably correct in ca l1 
passing of this resolution one of the most i 
able in the transactions of tho Conferenc^.^^. 
remarkable character is, however, due to ?° 0i#l.
tions not altogether flattering to Christians in b 
Looked at historically, it is remarkable on 7 , tb®
sense that it would have been remarkable 0rjo»
slave-owners of the Southern States o ooc0

if tbe-iebe‘3
of

voluntarily liberated their slaves, or u 
famous Barbary pirates had suddenly r0 ^ 0S 
their calling and settled down to lead vro&f 
peaceable citizens. In other words, glV1 oJJ tbe 
the right to attend a Methodist C o n fe r 0»  o
same conditions as men is romarkab o ¡gti® 
account o f  tho right being conceded lD¡r/Vavo 
assembly. In other assemblies it wou i0i In 
remarkable had any distinction been >
Christian gathering the non-assertion rfl0orde .
feriority of woman is a fact worthy of °nSta»c0 * 
Why it has not been asserted, is a c ir c u  ^
calls for explanation. . we reB°oei

As I have said, a few years ago this o
tion was indignantly, piously, r°i.oC,°0o, 
not on special grounds regret its r e je c  > oatsid0 ^  
known as the Woman Movement 
Churches, it developed outside tho ^ve 
principal and most strenuous advoca 0 0oBf00 hi 
been Freethinkers, and had the Motbo wo0‘ ,¡¿a
accepted tho proposal fifteen years ag ^ 0 ag>t0 ftgi- 
this time have claimed to bo a pioneer 0f to ^  
As it is, one of tho most striking I0(l tb0 
tation is that no appoal has boon nift 
tures—by its friends, at least—and . 0n r0 it9ii>j
been made that tho movement 10 orjtical 0 jgg9 
grounds. And this, in piously hyp . f0r t o0 
is also worth noting. Tho m° ve" v0Bt ifc0 :\e erf, 
and political equality of tho S0X08, flro fl01, of 
assisted by religion; tho men—'v ^ en ta  
neously represented as tho I®BB . 0„t tbf ¡t b , 
two sexes—displaying tho B0nf‘ u0rti»ftCl,.ci»l 
exhibiting tho logic, until by shoci p̂  80j gi0̂  
made itself something of a iOIfCUo coor00, "

VJ

political world. Those whom th0 e0 * t gt0 
had compelled to submit to ' inaj 0 a r00 0l 
writers, speakers, and teachers, v()t0. >■ t0
against womon boing pornuttoi0 ftDt 
boing, probably, that to voto j, uBd0 .0 v> J  
direct powor obvious to tho mC‘l , bet0\,t tb8hV  
Keener wits would have soon ‘ jfl le ^  
other cases, the indirect P°'v0,voBion * 
effective, and that permitting
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forbidding them to vote is indeed straining at a gnat 
swallowing a camel.
few years since the Churches in this country 

covered the social question, and, like a hen hailing 
¡ne arrival of its first egg as a unique event 

natural history annals, they began to preach as 
b 0u8h the need for social reform had never before 

^°iced. Ignoring the fact that the social ques- 
infl11 always been with us, and that the net 
a Qence of centuries of Christianity had been to 
the6n̂ aa ê f>mvity, they claimed for Christianity 
AndS°̂ e and exc Û8'V0 Power to solve social problems, 
soci ^ oman question is part of the larger
dev l <tues^ 0D> it has naturally happened that the 
rean ° j^3ent interest in the one has led to a cor- 
T i n - g growth in the other. The Methodist 
tcelin 18 ^°0<̂  enoneh remark that the altered 
°han P10 Methodist Conference reflects the 
Prope d a^ ^ u<̂ e °f the nation as a whole; but it 
thee yaddsthat the revolution in the opinion of 
large °D̂ rence *8 greater than in the community at 
Wohjg . u°h greater; for while the subordination of 
When community is largely unconscious, and
wise I  “ . reauit of historical causes, while in no
'i'Oati 8SeD̂ a  ̂ bbe structure of society, the subor- 
berate°n w?men in the Christian Churches is deli- 
uQtniJ  conscious, and an expression of direct and 
this . a^ e teaching. No religion has ever taught 
Vanity1n°i^ e more emphatically than has Chris- 
etainenVan •D0 re^8i°n could quote a longer array of 
and n n i u ^ ers against the equalisation of the legal 

Not tll« *  status of the sexes.
On the a8 Methodist Times would admit this; 
^hat ifC?ntrary» with the usual readiness to forget 
the "  -18 nofc — - -L- "Conf ° DOt Pr°ûtable to remember, it speaks 

, 6rence resolution as proving that—
of

1 the underlying and 
Church has been 
limitations 
Testament 
been the

which
times.

permanent ideal of tho Christian 
disentangled from the temporary 
restricted its realisation in New 
Tho emancipation of woman has

shon's"!“ work of Christ, and the Christian Church 
tv,;0 d be the firstthi» great fact. 

° Qe feels

to welcome and take advantage of

the MethodistT ~  reels inclined to compliment * ag0> Tbe 
writer on the effrontery of th P knowleage 

liter may, of course, have a g q£ Christianity,
V an 1 of the subterranean heaut baVeboen,
i k ’ ^hatever its “ underlying \ , boen that womani a®xpreseed teaching has constantly n aiways
L to-°re or 1088 a possession of the male, a the
W ~do«-. And tho proof of this is se<^Christian

wherever tho influence n laW ifc 18
can be traced in modern  ̂tjbe growing 

tro;*‘y the direction of restnctioi • received
In l ° m ot women in the old R ^ . ^ f f i s t i a n i t y .¿ abruPt set hack with the conquest of nnd
e v l 8.ocial and legal freedom was swept a y. 
5 3 . *  r0liSioa8 »a ttor .. insteadLcrf JJg 8he 
h6p. °n held by woman in tho 1 B ver 0f water
ib t? 0 a mere hewer of wood an ¡nbuenoe of

OWstian ChürchoB. Tho e « '  ' “ mon „ „  
n J l8tlan teaching on the position a profe880r
V w *  1in?it0d t0 Christian countr ̂  n(jt boai.
tatn f  ’ 111 bl8 Christianity and Is  ’. . - w om en• “ »0. ascriho rr-ifi
ti,

u ascribe r/"'*a‘ *antty ana isiam, uuoa u 
Q • atUrned h0 nn8atisfaotory position of 

l0fluenCGH n countries as largely due to Chris 
“ Th0 - ; Ho says;—

Wc*~“u soc'al position of tho wo • COBipared
■vyui80,.111 the traditional Mohamme bo a8cribed to
thn • „ imran that the change can J Mobawmo-^  mauence ot the civiUsati0U8 winch tho^croatQro o£

encountered. Tho idoa of woman a but
noted iu « »  “ c" " ‘  “

so much

n,*h,
S\v

jPet

Qotity of in Christian dross and with thop .  .  — w u u o u i n u  u i u o o  m i«
nristiau hostility to marriago.

^0stam'V abont tho tomporary limitations of 
v ent times is a form of apology often 

it is quitoa 0 y fa ir . itfl character.-- id quite Christian i G g h  tho New
6atarnUyt.ta'r'mmded roador to g ncbings on the

ï08ition ,ind to conclude tbftt \ 0[ a roeroly tonv pQta,t° a°d function of women \’. a8 that man was 
hot ¿ a bara0ter. St. Paul’s teaching {or mftD,

00 for woman, but woman w»»

that man is the head of the woman as Christ is the 
head of the Church, that wives are to obey their 
husbands as Sara obeyed Abraham, are either true of, 
and applicable to, all times, or they are wholly false 
and mischievous. That women are to keep silence 
in the Church, that they are not to be permitted to 
teach, are, again, obviously teachings that were 
intended to apply to women at all times. And the 
proof of the correctness of this assumption is that 
the Christian Church gave them this interpretation, 
and continued to give them this interpretation, until 
modern thought became powerful enough to make 
Christians ashamed of suoh teachings, although it 
was not strong enough to inspire them with the 
courage to throw them altogether overboard. And 
so, with that moral insincerity characteristic of a 
Christian training, they go on claiming, on the one 
hand, that New Testament teaching was for a special 
people and a special set of circumstances, and, on 
the other, that it is a moral guide for all times and 
all peoples.

Unctuous to the last, the Methodist Times concludes 
that with the woman question, “  as in other concerns, 
we believe that the Christian Church should not only 
lead, but also prepare, the way for the State.” And 
the implication is that it has done so, and in thus 
acting is carrying out its legitimate work. Nothing, 
however, could be wider of the truth. The function 
of the Church in all ages has not been to lead the 
way, but to apologise for, and support, every interest 
that was wealthy enough to purchase advocacy or 
powerful enough to make its support worth having. 
The crusade against slavery, against child labor, the 
struggle for the right of combination among working 
men, the fight for a democratic franchise, for the 
equality of the sexes, and for a free press, all grew to 
maturity without the least assistance from the 
Churches—often in the teeth of their opposition. 
The very conception of the modern state is alien to 
Christianity. Only when movements have vindi
cated their vitality, and shown themselves strong 
enough to stand alone, do the Churches step in and 
seek to control forces they can no longer hope to 
crush. The whole policy of the Churches has been a 
narrow-minded opportunism in sociology, in politics, 
and in intellectual matters. That this policy has not 
been discarded the Methodist Times article bears 
ample testimony. COHEN.

What is Superstition?

Su p e r s t it io n  is one of the words which it is most 
difficult, intelligently, to define. The dictionaries 
supply us with four or five definitions of it. Accord
ing to some lexicographers, superstition is “  that 
which remains when its companions are dead.” 
“  Superstition," say others, “ springs from religious 
feeling, misdirected or unenlightened.” Others 
assure us that it means “ the worship of a false god 
or gods,” while others still describe it as “  fear of the 
gods, or excessive veneration.” In some languages the 
parallel word signifies “ useless belief”  or “ credulous 
religion.” What a man understands by superstition 
depends very largely upon his attitude to the super
natural. In the estimation of scientific people the 
belief in extraordinary events, such as virgin births 
and resurrections, or in charms, omens, and prognos
tics is unfounded and superstitious. To Protestants, 
the celobration of Mass, praying to the Virgin Mary, 
and praying for the dead, are highly superstitious 
practices. Generally speaking, every religious person 
regards all beliefs not held by himself as so many 
superstitions. One popular writer charges the 
Churoh of tho past with having “  preferred the 
wonderful to the plain statement,” and at one time 
with having “  mado salvation depend on believing 
what was false.”

Let ns now consider this whole matter from the 
standpoint of non-supernaturalists. To these there 
are no degrees in superstition. All supernatural 
beliefs are equally superstitious. Theologians are
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often exhorted to make their theology rational; bnt 
the strength of theology lies in the fact that it is not 
rational. A rational theology would be a contradic
tion in terms. To say that “  theology has at last 
entered, with the other sciences, into the realm of 
observation and experiment,” and that “  its authority 
henceforth will be founded, not upon the ipse dixit of 
popes or of councils, but on the verdicts of trained 
research ” is to utter sheer nonsense, because theo
logy treats of subjects which, by their very nature, 
elude all observation and experiment, and cannot be 
subjected to any “ trained research.” It is needless 
to state that Deity is not an object of observation 
and experiment. Your most “  trained research ” 
cannot be brought to bear upon the Holy Ghost. 
Take the following passage from a recent deliverance 
by Professor Peake :—

“ Wc might, of course, ask whether each of the 
persons in the Trinity possessed, in virtue of his intrinsic 
being, each of the attributes which belong to God con
sidered as a unity. We ought, perhaps, not rashly to 
assume that omniscience is a quality possessed by each 
of the persons of the Godhead in his own right. Of 
course, in virtue of the mutual indwelling and perfect 
communion of life which exists in the circle of the 
Godhead, the omniscience of the Father would be 
shared by the Son and Spirit ” (Christianity : its Nature 
and its Truth, p. 256).

By what conceivable process could the truth or false
hood of that extract be experimentally established ? 
How could “  trained research ” get at it at all ? The 
doctrine of the Trinity belongs to a sphere concerning 
which no information is obtainable for love or money. 
It is very true that “  all over the world are to be 
found men who, inspired with the passion for know
ledge, sit at the extreme of the known and wrestle 
with Nature for yet more of her unknown,” but it is 
also true that the men who do that are scientists, 
not theologians. The scientific method is only of 
service in the study of Nature ; it is of no avail 
whatever in dealing with Nature’s alleged Maker and 
Ruler. Indeed, it is an undeniable fact that in pro
portion as the scientific method is employed theology 
becomes discredited.

The mischief with theologians is that one never 
knows where to find them. What they pretend to 
he supremely anxious to find is the truth, “ the truth 
about life, about themselves, about the spiritual 
realities.” Now, the truth about life and about 
ourselves has nothing to do with theology. It can 
be discovered only by “ trained research,” by “  obser
vation and experiment,” by a faithful application of 
the scientific method. But the so-called truth about 
“ the spiritual realities ” belongs to an entirely 
different category, in which the scientific method is 
worse than useless. And yet this is spoken of as the 
only saving truth worth winning “ by the travail of 
one’s own thought and conscience.” It turns out, 
however that this truth is nothing but theology in a 
new suit of clothes, theology masquerading as science 
and seeking to bamboozle the simple-minded and 
unthinking masses. In the last analysis, “ the truth 
about life, about ourselves, about the spiritual 
realities ” is, according to the theologian, the truth 
about God and his relation to the Universe; and tho 
one business of life is tho “ practice of the presence 
of God.” But the presence of God is not a truth 
won from Naturo by wrestling with her, but an article 
of belief based on tho belief in tho existence of God. 
All this glib talk about God and his presence and the 
practice of his prosonco, of which wo hoar and read 
so much, is tho emptiest twaddle conceivable. It is 
superstition in all its glory—and shame.

Now, superstition, tho belief in diotios and thoir 
supposed activities, in incarnations and thoir alleged 
effects on human life, is largely answerable for the 
present backward condition of the world. It is well 
known that India was never so prosperous and pro
gressive and peaceful as during the Bhort period of 
the ascendancy of Primitive Buddhism. “ J. B.," of 
the Christian World, after quoting a paragraph from 
Newman with which ho totally disagrees, says, with 
an implied sneer, “ Even Buddhism can toach us 
better than that." So it can—and does ; but surely

“  J. B.” must know that the moral code introdoc^ 
by Buddha is second to none, and that under Kfof> 
Asoka it bore magnificent fruit in the lives of ft 
people. Slavery was abolished, hospitals for n*8° 
and beast were established in all parts of the cow*' 
try, wars ceased, and the royal law of love 
glorified on all hands. Asoka did for Buddhism wb& 
Constantine did for Christianity; but unprejudiced 
students of history need not be told how marvello08 > 
superior, morally, the former was to the 1»“®® ’ 
Asoka conquered by love, and Constantine by ft 
sword. Now listen to the rule of life laid down ; 
the Master, by which Asoka shaped his conduct &s 
monarch:—

“ As a mother, even at the risk of her own life» P*0, 
teots her son, her only son, so let him [the good ® J 
cultivate love without measure towards all beings- 
him cultivate towards the whole world—above, bo ’ 
around—a heart of love unstinted, unmixed with 
sense of differing or opposing interests. Lot a 
maintain this mindfulness all the while ho is a'vwn' 
whether he be standing, walking, sitting, or lying , g 
This state of heart is the best in tho world ” ( 
David’s Early Buddhism, p. 61).

Here is another Golden Beam from the 
source:—

“ Our mind shall not waver. No ovil speech w* 
utter. Tender and compassionato will we abide, *°^e° 
in heart, void of malice within. And we will bo 
suffusing such an one with tho rays of our flVer 
thought. And with that feoling as a basis wo wn ^r. 
bo suffusing the whole world with thought of °̂/^Dgel 
reaching, grown great, beyond measure, void ol ° 
or ill-will.”

As to the exceeding beauty of that teaching ® ^  
can be no doubt; but the most notoworthy fa?? 1 ^  
entire independence of theology. Buddha di 
claim to have received it by revelation from ® 
but to have evolved it out of himself by co0. 
thinking. He denied the existence of the sou > ĝ0 
demned the hope of immortality, and had n  ̂
whatever for a deity. It was his joy while be 
to have worked out his own salvation witbo^ 8 
least assistance from outside, and the burden o0 
strenuous preaching was an omphatio insisto .¡0p 
the duty and privilege of self-reliance in oon]n g|fld 
with self-denial. His gospel announced t ■ 
tidings of “ salvation merely by self-control an ^  
without any of tho rites, any of tho ceremon ^  
of the charms, any of the priestly powers, flll
gods, in which men love to trust.” " 0 0f »s 
theologies alike were superstitions to be gob ^  b® 
speedily as possible. It cannot bo said ^  foB\t 
succeeded in wholly weaning tho people a°  ̂ Oot 
blind reliance upon ghostly beliefs and b°P.j,0 vf®! 
can it be affirmed that his philosophy 0 .^ y  
permitted long to retain its original simp ^  ¡0 
purity. The old suporstition was too deop ^foro^  
tho popular mind to bo utterly and finally °v tb® 
at so early a point in tho world’s history- ^¡jj js> 
fact remains that early Buddhism was, an . ^ a 
through its Scriptures, a mighty protest ag ^ 10= 
forms of superstition. It represents . 
accomplishment of Freethought in tho rl ¡a > “ 

In the West to-day Christian thoo ogjj Bape,[
totality, must be pronouncod a dogra< 1 yor 
stition, which wo should earnestly 00 xVedi^0u 
demolish with tho greatost possible 0 V.
“ J. B." himself admits that, in tho °̂r|nu]e barII! , 
ho disapproves, it has wrought incalonW" rJp ̂  
*” ■* —  nvnn  m  t c L flaeO0.

to

but wo stoutly maintain that, oven
which “  J. B.” gives it his blessing» J3el*e c o 
upon character is bound to bo injuriou • Sl
trust in any god oannot but demora noVe r o f
scienco. Faith in a Divine Savior, wnu -  110»
has retarded by many centuries tbo ei a Jl 
society. Constantly waiting on, and ^  b*°\ni ‘« < « ■ »

,s right when L Jn08H of Christendom. 0* 
*r80°*I, tbo o a L  ^ "  tbat “ tho standing “^ ¿p t0 
¡ l '" 1 and “ j  />’.:l?,̂  gibbet do notapp°r ¡toP> 
them ¡s in only tope of deliverw»0® tb»t>

™*ncd Christianity, forgetW*
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" e  barbarous developments have been most closely 
in i and constantly ntilised by, Christianity
g  all the periods of its history. Buddhism, the 
 ̂^anitarianism of ancient India, repudiated them 

th r Q theory and Practice. Secularism, which is 
c 6 ^umanitarianism of the West in the twentieth 
n, ,Qr_y» advocates the complete repudiation of the 

ristian superstition, that mankind may have a 
inn h!G ^evel°ping their own resources and apply- 
gjj® tbem to the practical and rational settlement of 
noVS°Cla-' and moral questions which are
ears 8ê nS individuals and nations together by the

J. T. Lloyd.

has been visited by an earthquake; more than 1,000 people 
have been killed, besides the injured, and the damage is 
calculated as at least ¡£2,000,000. In Japan a fire at Osaka, 
a big commercial city with a million and a quarter inhabi
tants, has burnt out an area of four square miles, and 
destroyed 13,000 houses. Good old “  Providence ” !

“ Nature is a vast argument for the existence of God,” 
says the Rev. B. G. Collins in the Baptist Times and Tree- 
man. Cardinal Newman, a much greater man, was forced 
to confess that Nature is “ a vast argument ”  for Atheism. 
And, surely, unprejudiced observers of natural phenomena 
have no choice but to frankly admit that the Cardinal was 
right, and Mr. Collins wrong.

Acid Drops.
íl l  * *

tion  ̂R?lzutc of Justice at the Trafalgar-squaro domonstra- 
^bich’ti'138̂  ^ zar> is 0110 ° f those high-handed acts for 
Pfesenf °. k °ndon P°bce are becoming too famous under the 
boned'"tí*10'18 ^ i o f  Commissioner. This gontleman sane- 
seo^  f “  blasphemy ”  prosecution, and he permits
mUt(j oi Policemen—who ought to be catching thioves and 
the prowl about Freethought meetings all over
leetUroe . op.°bs faking down “  wickod passages ”  from the 
farther1 * ^be seizure of Justice only goes a little
PoliCo h 'a tbe same direction. Wo are not aware that the 
in thiqla'  °  any tagal right to seize and destroy newspapers 
‘ beir aBd ¡t is a great pity that the legality of

10n bas not been tostod in the courts.Mr,
RUesti Win

M:

Thorne, M.P., asked the Home Secretary a 
me •> i- — "bis subject. Could he give any explanation of 
pti actl°n of tho police ? Mr. Gladstone has tho mind of a 
It governor, and always sides with tho “  authorities. 
tionif8 he wbo disgraced tho Liberal Government by sane 

8 tlie late “ blasphemy ”  prosecution. His reply to 
°rno was characteristic :—

‘ ‘ The police seized, without using unnecessary force,
ain papers which contained pictorial and press mattor ofStature calculus -------------------------------- ” ---------

■ltle'r action 
°ourse it

Of
It

 ̂calculated to provoke a disturbance of the peace, 
in my opinion, was fully justified.”

g“” 1I} was. But what a confession for a Liberal 
j^Btion Crletary • Mr. Thorne very proporly put another
¡as« 1 ■to understand,” be the
v,0tn r  the press is entirely in tho bant „
C ^ ! 8i0Qf  of Police ?” Mr. Gladstone answ ^  ^ 
ĥat ff-n A“ d the “ but ” destroyed t h e N ’ . abu8ed

the I ,. owed : “ When tho freedom ot tho ino „ is
hopcu 'C® have to act in tho execution of then ¡ggjslativeC l ? 88J^bccility was cheered by a number of ̂ s la U  ?
Tho possible to conceive anythin p theyon^hco do not CQntrol the £reedom °f the_Press, Y

thaTSt118 “ a W ”! , .H°W r hI fethe police, with- °ut ins,the two things are identical ? ftuuge " of
the ft Nes and juries, are to decido what is freedom
of tU0 pdom of the Press, they obviously have thf i
tVii? bress ta their hands. We are not surprised t h a t ^  
Until +i 0tUo blurted out: “ Would it not bo as fluids?"

cre Cz«  has come before you adopt R ussian  methods ? 
cC ot KatUros «¡«d  “ Ordor 1” at this. It a Plty tll0y 0 s°nt to Russia. ___
thauw.^6 have a
S r  - tt8cl

. ,■ Thov have to word for tho Social“i- • ^ '0f one ofu -“ ŝolves a good deal for tho po that theyW o a e%sPaPers. It is one of their t«hn„
Me th«l®C??nÍ8e attacks■n.1 6 ̂ 'CtilnH n"

one of their failings that they 
t) fpj"“" 0 on freedom unless they thomselves

¿ S tg b e  polic 'ey made no protest worth speaking of 
•I1&0 & was a g ovived tho Blasphemy Laws : and Harry 

they be( 0,au8t as well as a Freothouglit lecturer. 
r ; 11 ho *° seo now that Thomas Paino was 

8Q8.^b° defen . *ba* the best defonco of one’s own 
tK PoliS.bBts » r w  d  anothor mau’s when it is attacked, 
ih agor 6 tho “ ki lcal,y winked at tho insolent action of 
th V s S v e  Pietv a®Pbomy ”  Caso, they saw no danger in 

0 ndethoa(U,S tbo Ghiof Commissioner of Polico, or 
. and tho n,®c,ialdom of Mr- Gladstone. When

«6 
¡Sin
« ? > the Chief Con

k ,P Vil tJlem a turn, they oetoro ?

y b b  tho weather, and tho tloods, a bfeBH;mm of 
“u  pl“ “‘

Commissioner, and tho Homo 
scream. Why didn’t they

S S  allS lust planet is fooling tho blessings of 
M *latlch'*1 .°v°r Ri", UoW- Wo are having a most winterly 
ttJJbQ pi Utta, Whor'1"0^0’ bu*: wo aro better off than thoy aro 

0 c° call0(j ,a. *'ood has destroyed a thousand pooplo
u Jhm ..u wirin • S/ui/m flinitunud linnunu «rnrn ■jiiIiy ai, *n. Sovon thousand housos wore sub 

and tho wator was still] rising. Mexico

More “ Providence.”  Rev. George C. Sumner, assistant 
curate at Littlehampton, was knocked down and killed by a 
Brighton-Portsmouth express at a level crossing. One would 
think that an active and intelligent Deity would take more 
card of his “ inner circle.” For the reverend victim of this 
accident was ordained to the Lord’s ministry and 11 filled 
with the Holy Ghost.”  ____

It was shocking weather for tho poor trippers on Bank 
Holiday. Mr. Iveir Hardio explains that “  tho heavens were 
draped with grey ”  because the Czar was “  received ”  at 
Cowes. We understand now. Still, it was rough on tho 
trippers. But none of the gods have any humor—not even 
Mr. Keir Hardie’s.

That wicked Frenchman, M. Blériot, flew across the 
Channel on a Sunday. It is a wonder that the Sabbatarian 
God of England let him get through. We hope that Deity 
will keep a sharper lookout over tho three-mile radius. 
Meanwhile, we aro delighted to see that an old clerical friend 
has induced Sir William Hartley to stipulate that his prize 
of ¡£1,000 for an aerial journey from Liverpool to Manchester 
cannot be won on a Sunday. It is high time, indeed, that 
the birds stopped flying on the Lord’s Day. Wo suggest the 
passing of a law to that effect.

It will bo remombered that wo had to correct tho state
ment that Mr. Harry Boulter’s sentence would date from 
tho opening of the Old Bailey sessions, and that it would 
therefore work out at only thirteen days’ actual imprison
ment. Some malicious critics (the world is too full of these 
people) tried to make out that wo invented the thirteen- 
days’ story in order to minimise Mr. Boulter’s penalty ; and 
this in spite of the fact that we merely repeated the state
ment made by the officers of the Court in the presence of 
Mrs. Boulter as woll as in the presence of Miss Vance, Mr. 
Cohen, ourselves, and others. Since his release, Mr. Boulter 
has written to tho Clerk of the Court for an explanation, and 
has received the following letter from that official:—

“ Central Criminal Court,
Old Bailey.

S ib ,—  July 23, 1909.
In reply to your letter of the 23rd inst. I beg to say that 

when Mr. Justice Darling on 9th June sentenced you to a 
month’s imprisonment I assumed that he intended that 
sentence to be computed from the first day of the session 
and the usual forma! order of Court was issued. I was how
ever the next morning informed by Mr. Justice Darling that 
I had mistaken his intention which was that you should have 
a month’s imprisonment from the date on which he passed 
sentence and the order of Court was amended accordingly.

I am.
Your obedient servant,

H. K. A vory.
Mr. Harry Boulter.”  ( Clerk of the Court).

This shows that Mr. Boulter’s imprisonment would have 
boon only thirteen days if special directions had not boon 
given by Mr. Justice Darling.

Who is the Rev. A. J Waldron’s fugleman ? Wo suspect 
it is a very near relative. Every now and then stories 
appear in tho press-about this comic-opera man of God, 
colobrating his physical prowess and his intellectual capacity 
for flooring “ infidels.”  These stories get more and more 
romantic. Wo see a column is devoted to him in M. A. P. 
under tho heading of “ A Fighting Parson,” the first para
graph of which contains a decided novelty. It states that 
Waldron “  was at one time himself an unbeliever and a 
follower of Charles Bradlaugh." We invito him to say 
when and where, and to give the namo and address of auy- 
ono who ever knew him as a Freethinker. We understand 
that Waldron doos not drink, but evidently he dreams.

Wo aro treated to another story of how Waldron triumphed 
over an Atheist in " a big dobato in a North-country town. ’ 
Waldron referred to a passage in tho Descent of Man where
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Darwin says that “  a belief in' God is essential to the highest 
forms of morality.”  The Atheist denied that the passage 
was on the page mentioned, but Waldron took up the book 
and read the passage out. The audience was disgusted with 
the Atheist, and “  Atheism in that town received a severe 
blow.”  Now this is a very pretty story. All that is wanted 
to complete it is the name of the North-country town, the 
name of the Atheist, and the date of the debate. We invite 
Waldron to give them. We also invite him to give a precise 
reference to the passage in which Darwin says that “  a belief 
in God is essential to the highest form of morality.”  We 
shall take care that he has a copy of this week’s Freethinker, 
and we shall give him a reasonable time to respond to our 
invitation.

“  J. B.,”  of the Christian World, deals the Church of God 
a fatal blow when he says that “ the love of truth seems to 
be one of the latest of human acquisitions.”  The observa
tion is in full harmony with fa c t ; but inasmuch as “ J. B.” 
is a clergyman, the Church has good reason for exclaiming, 
“  Save me from my officials.”

Poor old JEsop was “  only a Pagan,”  the Rev. Dr. David 
Smith informs us, and yet, by some strange accident or 
providence, “  he taught many truths in his homely fashion 
which Christians may profitably lay to heart.”  What a 
wonder 1 Just think of i t ; Homer, Hesiod, Socrates, 
Aristotle, Cicero, Virgil, Caesar, Seneca were “  only Pagans.” 
Who would dream of comparing them with tho very 
humblest of Christian authors ?

The Daily News tells us that Willesden, though the poorest 
parish in the diocese of London, is trying to raise ¿£300 to 
build a mission, ¿£150 to restore a chapel, and ¿£700 to de&r 
off a debt on the vicarage. Nearly twice as much money 13 
to be spent on one house for the vicar as on both of those 
intended for God. If there is a building debt of ¿£700 on 
the reverend gentleman’s house, it is reasonable to supp036 
that it cost more than double that sum, Jesus taught tD( 
blessings of poverty, and had not “  whero to lay his head. 
The professional expounder of his doctrines wants a ¿£LoU 
house and as big a salary as he can get to live in it.

It is only during his holiday,”  a religious wookly say3' 
“  that Dr. Clifford finds time for novel reading.”  Goodness 
Doesn’t he read tho Gospels ?

General Booth is tho boss advertiser in England, and 
perhaps in the world. Barnum, Buffalo Bill, and other 
showmen, living and doad, are not in it with him. 
reception at Lincoln, for instance, was splondidly ° 0 
managed. The mayor, tho aldermon, and tho 
councillors all graced the show. But common dec 
might have suggested that tho poor devils in Lincoln ^  
should not be molested. Considerations of this a(j a 
evor, do not weigh with William the Conqueror. He ^ orD- 
go at the poor devils in tho prison chapel on Sunday j0
ing, addressing thorn as “ My friends.” Wo should * 
have their candid opinion of the performance.

Dr. Smith has a most apt illustration of God’s method of 
answering his people’s prayers. A little girl was “  greatly 
distressed by her brother’s indulgence in the cruel sport of 
bird-trapping. One night when she was repeating her 
prayers at her mother’s knees, she added a petition of her 
own : ‘ And, dear Lord Jesus, please don’t lot Johnnie catch 
the poor little birds to-morrow morning ; and I am sure you 
won’t. Amen.’ ‘ Mary,’ said her mother as she tucked her 
into her crib, ‘ why were you so sure that Jesus would hear 
your prayer, and not lot Johnnie catch tho birds ?’ 1 O you
see, mother, after supper I went down the garden and 
smashed the trap.',”

“  Who are you,”  cried the Rev. Mr. Aked the other Sun
day, “  to say that God has spoken his last word ?”  Very 
appropriately might tho congregation have turned the tables 
on tho preacher, and demanded, “  Who aro you to say that 
God has over spoken his first word ?”

Torrey and Alexander parted company somo time ago. 
Alexander is now touring with Chapman. They havo been 
missioning at Melbourne with indifferent results, but, judging 
by a letter printed in tho Daily News, they aro doing better 
at Sydney:—

“  Hardly six weeks ago Australians woro wholly taken up 
with Anglo-German affairs and Dreadnoughts; to-day Sydney 
is on its knees before God praying. The Town Hall, Pitt- 
street Church, and evory available place is crowded with 
men and women crying out for God. Business places give 
an extra half-hour at midday, when evory place is filled. I 
tried one day to get into the Town H all; it was impossible 
to get near it, and yet there was perfect silence and order. 
People can talk of nothing else. What does it mean ? Two 
evangelists came from America, not orators, but very quiet 
men, and they have set Sydney on fire. They have a mes
sage from God. Earnestly they tell the multitude that God 
is tbeir father, and Ho loves them ; they point out the sin
fulness of sin, and ask men to repent. Men of every class 
stand side by side to be prayed for. Jesus of Nazareth is 
passing by.”

Wo havo hoard all this sort of thing before. It docs not 
show tho strength, but tho weakness, of Christianity. Tho 
people who aro shaken up in this way by professional revi
valists aro not “  infidels.” They havo been brought up as 
Christians, yot it needs a costly apparatus of excitement to 
remind them that they are Christians. Thoy will soon 
forgot it again. ____

"  Jesus of Nazareth is passing by.”  No doubt. Wo havo 
heard that too. Ho has boon passing by over since wo can 
recollect. Somo day or or other ho will bo told to "  pass 
along.”  Or, as thoy put it in East London, •' Outsido 1"

William John Gray, clerk, of Nag's Head-road, Ponder's 
End, is doing two mouths for stealing money from a provi- 
dont society of which ho was formerly Becrotary. Ho had 
been for many years a deacon at tho Congregational Church. 
Tbero is no moral in tho circumstances—as thcro would bo 
if he had boon a Freethinker. So many Christians get into 
trouble 1

Rev. Josiah Nix held forth last Sunday morning at 1 o0 
Hall, Sheffield, in connection with tho Wesleyan Miss1 
“  Docs God Sing ?”  This is a good idea. Wo sugg03 
tho enterprising (and inquisitive) Nix should  ̂ Qoi 
further questions of tho same kind, such as—“  * °. the 
smoko ?” “  Does God play billiards ?”  “ Docs God F D0 
ban jo?” “ Has God bought a teddy bear?” ^ l0̂ y0 c°D‘ 
end to this vein. It is practically inoxhaustiblo. 
gratulato Nix.

Mr. John M'Cormack, tho celebrated Irish ten o'-’ ^  th®
so well known at Covont Gardon, was to haveP° Ti1* * "OWU V„,gu, VJU.IUOU, „0,0lavihon, Portrush, on Sunday afternoon, but ho misse“ Tj 
train from Lodnon and could not fulfil tho engagement, , 
,0 0  People were keenly disappointed. No doubt tbe , 

c orgy aro rejoicing. Thoy denounced this wicked j,g
concert beforehand. One of them doclared that “ tb03® 0ld 
promoted and thoso who attondod tho performance « 
bear a hoavy responsibility.” Perhaps so. But 1 eDt, 
tho responsibility was less folt than tho disappm*dm 

o pity tho poor clergy, howovor; it must bo sad 0 , ^  
to seo thoir monopoly of tho blossed Sabbath mvad 
rival entertainers.

Ono day, at tho rocout Wosloyau Conference, *b 
occurred what was tormod “ a hoart-soarcbin  ̂^  to0tof h&à
tion ” about "  tho work of God.”  Several A (
part, and each ono had a wondorful ta ^ wliat °g\\ei 
been eminently successful, and proudly re ijioveovor,, 
work was going on ” everywhere. Gno, co. ^ 1
all tho others in tho boldness of his u 1 trft0rdinar5 
Ensor Walters, of Sheffield, “  had hai ‘ • g Cbnfi 
of tho miraculous power of tho Gospol^o^  ̂ "  ]v0g W
tho church with

was going on ” every whore. ,u “ " ' “ ¡ DC0.
tho boldness of his jlt(ixtrftordinaG',,” p

of Jos
tho church with which ho w as associated  ̂ our8®1* 
been simply miraculous.”  A nd yet wo ^  is
saying that this is not a superstitious a g , ^ ^ a*
judging by tho roport in tho Methods _ r̂ltjajcnts o ej —0.-o  - j ----—f — -- —- •i„,uontimo
was not onco cheered ; but tlion similar jflDgu 
by tho othors, in somewhat moro m° t, ia9 ti° ^Lod'11 
frequently punctuated by tho most on ,ogSly 8t0 
which shows that tho audionco woro * I
tho darkest superstition.

f is uw •
A number of pious gontlomou of wha çhrist'-®® 

aro appealing lor £150,000 to establish . to “ „ W
sity in the Celestial Land. Their o b g * .n 
Western knowledge and^ C h r i s t i a n i t y  tb «**

11 1 4 , a,,mHtanco of those pious gontiom—
they don’t want. They are a fairly moral P0 V 
wl>7 go further and faro worso ? (O'

“  Everywhoro tho Chinese aro 
spectful, when treated with kimm
»• B< M, y"' bom Cm *0»* ® aaanneoi> 
aro gradually perishing. * „J ries h»v° h 
"  dearly relish humor.”  Missionary 
sented thorn as solemn devils.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

No'

^Ptember 5, 12, 19, 26, St. James’s Hall, London.
°pr°̂ ®r ®> Glasgow; 10, Leicester; 17, 24, and 31, St. James’s 
aall> London.
''ember 7, Manchester ; 14, Liverpool.

T o  C orresp on d en ts .

P re ^ 81̂ 1’8 H w obam om  F und : Annual Subscriptions.—  
l>ev acknowledged, £229 19s. 6d. Received since.—

p T ’ ' tJhammaloka (Rangoon), 10s. ; Joseph Rogers, 4s.
j  0ISET-—Thanks.

v?ouidEiL' may ho, as you say, that a Branch of the N. S. S. 
have rmfiT6** at; ®r'8ht°n ; but attempts in that line hitherto 
Phere ° , bcen very successful. The mental and moral atmos- 
Tbantn0. 8Qcb places is not too favorable to Freethought.

tCLIo for your letter-
J. Rat D'—Meritorious, but harsh.
^eobqe -vrES’ " '̂le Voltaire story is quite imaginary. 

ings at ’S °fE‘ G*ad hear that Mr. Wishart had good meet- 
Police t,.6 SOn' considering the wretched weather, and that the 
that Tu 6j° helPf«l against threatened violence. Please note 
saying so morn*nS is late for paragraphs. We are always 
D. u X

able ” jn 20rry to hear the weather has been so “ indescrib- 
It must y, r m a n -v —apparently worse than it has been here.
Very shorti'"ery bad for you‘ ■®’oote w*11 be writing y°u 
IjKvy,_v l

P-m., Aup ° om enve'°pe bears the Edinburgh postmark “  10.30 
It was ciBr ‘  and kke London postmark “  10.15 a.m.. Aug. 3.” 

n,^Uesdav 1 ’V G k e r e .at 12.15. This is not the “ first post on
*. IV. jj y’ " e strain the point for you this time, but------.
I°sepjj p °Cf BToN‘—Sec paragraph. Thanks.
^^arm cnrrfRS ~ 'GIad to know that you and your wife “ have a 

BiihE _™or. ln your hearts for Mr. Foote.”
*°Rically b I1'3 n°k ôr 113 to say wbat you, or anyone else, can 
^fselveg in\ We see no evidence of supernatural power
taat could 'tller w*th evolution or without it. The only thing 
ate dead ,£ ,0y? supernatural power is a miracle, but miracles 
•" Y0n ncl ‘ “ e supernatural is joining it.

lc8. ^uggestions are welcome and shall bo considered, 
v-ou a ¿„r, 118 newa 1° us that the speaker you mention has 
8ave not t  '°rter °I the N. 8. 8. Are you not mistaken ? We 

u,' CastEi aPProached, and our address is no secret.
uI .P t, " 'T h a n k s.tr, * V
1* Brour.;; C°M cuttings are always very welcomo. 

arrinednl! Society, Limited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street,
la* Natios treet’ E,C'

^atringdolL ®KCDL*R Society's office is at 2 Nowcastle-street,

'I-D. 
JW s. '.̂ en i

a*Ti] “gdon- 
>  for street E.C

r, * Hewcain8 ? d‘kor of the Freethinker should be addressed 
°T®B* Not c street, Farringdon-stroet.E.O.
; '«et, S,r;ICisK must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon 

P- aetfsd. ’ ’ by ®rak Post Tuesday, or they will not b<

0a^4tking thQ8̂ 0  ̂ 08 newapapers would enhance the favor by 
p *as for .. Paa3age8 to which they wish us to call attention. 
Susleer Presqraiarxe should be sent to the Manager of th 

Nso: -street, Farringdon-streot, E.O

I ai 8̂ ad liai/p '^^ ’̂ hteraturo by stamps aro specially requested

^st^fre^'11 bo f° rwarded direot from tho publishing 
Scat J ! half at khe following rates, prepaid;—One year, 

0 6* 0» AdvKi  ̂ ar’ 8a- 3d’ • throe months, 2s. 8d.
4s. T?8 ten wnid*“  BNTS : Th‘rty words, Is. 6d.; every suc- 
tsrJ“1:! half „.J8’ 6d‘ Displayed Advcrtiicmcnti:—One inch, 

8 I°r repeti^'Umn’ 2s* ®d.; column, £2 6s. Special

Sugar Plums.

Jopw?’ tlj'H 'veek’aDv  Holiday affecting all business arrango- 
‘kete7 °t par&f»-8 , 'eethinker contains less than tho usual 
8tf>clote' ko PrinfM S- '̂ 'kl0 opportunity has been takon, 
fuost n.0tl “  Freefi 10 "h o lo  of tho second part of Mr. Foote’s 
111 »Pit 0tlt read 10u£\hf and tho Law,” which wo boliovo 

'ts r,.n hu(l both important and interesting,
tons 8 eat en8kb.sve,,. uon ¡,'r —

}®ctureB' in\er8 should mako a noto of tho Sunday 
Of. , 0 beam¡V1, 'r kho auspices of tho Secular Society, 

ih  ̂tin • Th i Dow James's Hall during September 
8 0 at W. \  {uj.° ‘ octurors will bo Messrs. Foote, Cohen, 

*ssue adv°rtisomont of tho courso will appear

The editor of the Positivist Beviett) makes amends for the 
fault of a contributor who, in the July number, wrote on the 
great Paine Celebration at St. James’s Hall, on June 8, 
without mentioning the National Secular Society or so 
much as stumbling on the name of a single N. S. S. speaker. 
At the end of the August number we see the following 
editorial paragraph : “  The London meeting in commemora
tion of the Centenary of Thomas Paine, described in the last 
number of this Review, was organised by the National 
Secular Society.” This looks a little staring, of course, but 
it was all that the editor could do in the circumstances.

A correspondent (native) writes from Burma asking us to 
send him a specimen copy of the Freethinker “  if there is no 
objection.” We are afraid that this “ if ”  is a result of Chris
tian insolence in “  heathen ” lands. We beg to assure this 
correspondent, and all others in Asia, that we recognise all 
good men and women as of the same “  country ” — namely, 
the world. Mankind should be brethren. There are 
differences in mental power in all families, and yet their 
members are brothers and sisters; and why should it not 
be the same with the great human family ? Not, of course, 
that mental power is confined to any one nation— or color; 
it is scattered over every nation of every color. For our 
part, wo are happy to say that wo have appreciative readers 
all through the E ast; and we regard this fact as showing 
that Freethought, hand-in-hand with Humanity, is going to 
renew and unite the world. _

With reference to the trouble in priest-ridden Spain, it is 
pleasant to hear from the Daily Mail correspondent that 
“  religion is on the wane in Barcelona,”  and that “  soldiers, 
as they embarked at Barcelona for Melilla, threw in the sea 
tho medals of the Virgin which the pious ladies of the city 
had solemnly distributed amongst them a fow moments 
before.”

It is rather odd to see a “ Rev.”  subscribing to the Presi
dent’s Honorarium Fund, but this “ Rev.”  is a Buddhist,and 
orthodox Buddhism has no theology. Rev. U. Dhammaloka, 
writing from tho Tavoy Monastery, Godwin-road, Rangoon, 
informs us that tho Buddhist Tract Society celebrated tho 
hundredth anniversary of the death of Thomas Paine. Ho 
also informs us that he has “ arranged with the different 
booksellers of Rangoon ”  to keep our publications on sale. 
Wo beg to thank him for his good services.

Ingersoll has been dead ten years. How the time flies 
It seems but yesterday that wo said “  good-bye ”  to him in 
tho midst of his delightful household. We do not bewail 
that ho was mortal. We rejoice that he lived. We saluto 
his great and noble memory—and we send our love to the 
delightful household, which is just as he left it, for death 
has never visited it since.

SHAKESPEARE’S RELIGION.
Thoro is undoubtedly a religious atmosphere in Shakes- 

pearo, but it is tho religion of tho Good, the True, and tho 
Beautiful; without dogma and without miracle, and as com
prehensive, as true to nature, and as closely in harmony with 
tho rationalistic interpretation of tho universe as his own 
drama. Has not Goethe, in defining his own religion, defined 
also that of Shakespeare ? “  Man is born,”  writes Goethe,
“  not to solve the problem of the universo, but to find out 
whore tho problom begins, and then to restrain himself 
within the limits of the comprehensible.” This is precisely 
what tho great Englishman, whom Goethe so sincerely 
admired, did. Ho “  restrained himself within tho limits of 
tho comprehensible,” which is a beautiful way of saying that 
ho was practical and not speculative, scientific in spirit and 
mothod, and not thoological. He abstained from the un
profitable pursuit of the gods, whom tho Bible says in one 
placo “  no man can find out by searching,” and devoted him
self to the study of man and his world. This is the religion 
of sense. Thoro is everything in Shakespeare about man, 
and every bit of it is serious; but there is nothing of any 
conscquonco in Shakespoaro about God or gods. It is a 
matter of regret to tho thoologian that tho great poet should 
havo permitted the secular interests of life to engage his 
exclusive thought, but wo rejoice in tho fact that Shakes
poaro could not bo tompted into tho dusty and winding 
paths of theology which lead nowhere. As truthfully as the 
great Voltaire, tho glorious Shakespeare, poet, philosopher, 
historian, could say of tho founders of isms, and tho inventor 
and maker of gods, “  they have troubled tho earth, and I 
havo consoled it.” — M. M. Mangasarian.
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The Triumph of Evolution.

No other change in man’s thoughts concerning the 
world in which we live has ever been witnessed 
which in any way compares with the marvellous 
mental revolution accomplished in fifty short years 
by the doctrine of Darwinism and Descent. But 
although the efforts of the evolutionary scientists 
and philosophers have been crowned with such 
signal success—so far crowned that the intellectual 
world has been convinced and converted to the truth 
of evolution—the overwhelming mass of the popula
tion remains as yet untouched by a mental advance 
without parallel in the history of mankind.

Before the publication of the Origin of Species the 
mythical creation narrative contained in the Book of 
Genesis was received as literal truth, even by edu
cated men. But after the appearance of the famous 
“  Origin ” this was no longer possible. The ante
cedent discoveries and deductions of the geologists 
had deepened the doubts previously engendered by 
the revelations of the astronomer’s telescope, and 
now the hand of soience was laid upon the sacred 
and mysterious ark of life itself.

It is a circumstance well worthy of remembrance 
that the conquests of modern science commenced, 
not on the solid earth, but in the starry heavens. 
The early astronomers were assailed by the fanatical 
and bigoted antagonism of the clericals and the 
clerically minded. But truth does sometimes 
triumph, and the victory of the astronomers helped 
to preparo that more easy path which the geologists 
subsequently followed. The steady growth of 
enlightenment which accompanied the development 
of the modern rationalistic spirit, in its turn pre
vented all physical interference with the biologists 
when their time arrived for presenting their philo
sophy to the world.

Much progress had been made in the intervening 
years, and it was possible to discuss the problem of 
the genesis of species without any fear of popular 
violence or clerioal animosity. A group of brilliant 
thinkers, writers, and investigators appeared who 
did yeomen’s service to the evolutionary cause. 
Tho opponents of evolution wore swept from the 
field in the dialectical combat which ensued, and 
when the armed truce between the mutationists and 
special oreationists was declared, practically all the 
evolutionists had claimed was conceded without a 
murmur to the conquering host.

When the bright light of patient intelligence was 
brought by Darwin to boar upon tho origin of plants 
and animals, and observation and experiment sub
stituted for soulless dogma, men were shocked and 
scandalised at tho spectacle. If it were demon
strated that man was not a fallen angel but a risen 
ape, the entire theological superstructure would 
henceforth lie in ruins. But the Anglo-Saxon races, 
true to their traditional love for compromise, slowly, 
and to some oxtont unconsoiously, evolved tho feel
ing that if tho overruling powers of Nature chose to 
manifest their energies through a steady process of 
upward growth they wore still indispensable to tho 
orderly workings of the universe. Many, therefore, 
reassured thomsolves with the roilection that the 
laws of evolution were really implied in tho Biblical 
account of tho six days’ creation. Tho testimony of 
the rocks certainly Boomod fatal to tho current belief 
that tho solar and stollar systems camo into boing 
some six thousand years ago. Tho geologists might 
differ in chronological dolails, but were unanimous in 
opinion concerning the vast antiquity of tho globe. 
Tho Bix days of croation consequently bccamo six 
geological epochs of mighty magnitude.

The minor circumstance that Moses, who wns pre
viously regarded as tho author of tho Pentateuch, 
had instituted tho Sabbath, or Day of Rest, to 
sanctify tho day upon which Jehovah reposed after 
his six days creative labors, was readily explained 
as tho method Omnipotence was compelled to employ 
for tho purpose of adapting itself to tho rudo and 
unlettered understanding ol tho Hebrew people.

“  The cruel ingenuity of the reconciler,” as Huxley 
once put it, was likewise devoted to the congema 
task of proving that although the Scriptures app0ar 
to state that the earth existed before the sun, w}1® 
really means that the solar orb was already in 
heavens, although the vapors ascending from t“ 
cooling planet’s surface rendered it inyisml0' 
Having thus adapted the Nebular hypothesis &D 
the established data of geological science to the 
cherished Hebrew mythology, the semi-orthodox p[0 
ceeded to reconcile the ascertained facts of Palaso 
tology, or science of fossil plants and animals, wi 
the order of creation recorded in Genesis. ^

Dominated by the desire to retain as much a3 
humanly possible of tho primitive cosmogony 0 
barbaric Eastern raoe, tho better informed belm' ^ 
exalted inconsequential details to the eminence -eg 
first principles, and depressed glaring inconsisten 
to the lovel of microscopio unimportance. At 
first blush there appeared some broad general res ^ 
blanco between the sequences of organic evolnti ^ 
established by soience, and the order of creatm 
presented in the Hebrew mythology. But aim11 
Christian apologists secured tho active co-opor- D 
of the subtlest dialectician of tho day, in the P' ^
of tho late W. E. Gladstone, a man who, by n1̂  ^ 0 
and training, was a political special pleader 
purest water, Professor Huxley clearly demon- ^  
that the order of creation recorded in Genesis j,y 
the order of organio evolution demonstra 
science. So complete was tho orthodox oV xjoftlly 
that one of our leading diplomatists sarc „ 
said that “ it was not a battle but a xnassacr ^  geeD 

One minor discrepancy, for instance, is reat 
in tho Biblical statement that God crea ^ affftre 
whales. Now tho morost tyro in biology ^ a l  
that tho whalo was originally a torrostia pUreiy 
since modified in tho course of evolution ,g fee 
aquatio habitat. A more significant blun ¡0r
observed in the alleged creation of bird^  ̂g0¡en
that of crawling or creeping animals. * b0 foxed 
facts aro more firmly established tna c0stora' 
evolution of feathered bipods from reipti 111 reCogn^'°i 
Early studies of fowl ombryology led to a , .jjao an 
of tho close kinship subsisting between bec9Dl 
avarian life. What was previously snr . 0 ^rcb^L 
a certainty when tho fossil romains o , t0 dep°s‘is 
tervx wore discovered in tho Solenhafon1 0f

alo
no compai«"* ■- 0 eiiyButSirRiohardTOWorî j

tervx wore discovered in tho Solennaio tor0 o f .. 
of Bavaria. So anomalous was tho s r aQftton>ia 
primitive bird, that somo compara ^  q ^qq ?aSrt9i
mistook it for a reptile 
demonstrated that it was a true bird._______J M  |______ ___ .. £ £j)0 c®°, g_
observers wore mislod by tho structu 
appondago, which betrayed marked rep bnU u® t 
Instead of consisting of a few shot o0ntlye , 0ty
into a ninglo bono, as in all living u|aved ajll
birds, tho tail of tho Archmoptoryx i j, of 9
elongated vortobriu, each Hupporting^0^ork nJo£,g 
/-_.i /-Wt . c .1 .  hnnv rfljo

lizard-like 
dered loss

feathors. Otbor parts of its bony , jog< 
tested marked reptilian oharaotor 0Ver, l~ 

tail of this fossil bird, how n ffl0t 
anomalous in tho lig 

«-¡I vertol
,mited t o '» «

the ombryo chicken’s tail vertebr e ¿¡jo
distinct, but become urn««»“  ~ ;s tm*u. \0g}°r 
hatched. Tho fossil Arcbn'OptdT mofph. fts0,0

t o
tb°s, *Zeic»1

exhibit as a permanent possession flr y f , ral.
■ n t u  n o w  d i s p l a y e d  i n ^ > f

u logical development o th o c° títr0lJA
Tho foregoing evidonco eBtftWi  ̂ wft8 late bj

characteristic 
tho ombry

links botwoon roptilos and tooth^ its of
icbthenod by tho discovory of ox " o0us f  ' j  in11 

P r o f..« ,?  Mnr.h in tbo <’™‘ *?„°p»d
America, and anatomint. bavo . . .  -'.If

1,1' '' 1 ‘ , t v
liotweon lower ,in,l " u> ,a

" 1 ,0  -ntivC r i*5
evolved mammalian forms. con8°r' „(vH001̂ 0

Many men of letters and a |ltl the j  to ^  
of science have expressed su>P ci*1
whirl, tho spociai creation { jfl hj ^  ^
evolutionary onslaught. ¡„mart1“  ̂
astonishment if tho foots are1 “ VLnd 
In the first place, tbo oroat10

Df OÖ'
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r°m a rnde and ignorant past. Primitive beliefs 
concerning astronomy, geology, history, geography, 
nd anthropology were slowly dispelled by fuller 
nowledge; and the principles of modern philo- 
ophical biology were certain of acceptance as soon 
3 they were compared with the theologically guarded 
yths of an ancient uncivilised people. For the 

Nation theory no evidence exists in any conceivable 
rtn- Every known process in Nature points in a 
anner quite unmistakable in the evolutionary 

^oction. All the animal and vegetable organisms 
e 8ee around us are the certain outcome of growth ; 
sta^ 0̂ssb preserved in the rooks bears the same 
are r ^eve °̂Pm0n t ; all concepts of manufacture 
are H?en Processes of vital phenomena, and

g eerofore thrust outside the courts of science. 
abun|!j £or the Law of Evolution the evidence is 
reco ,a.nt and conclusive. Although the geological 
dene f 8 a<?m^tedly imperfect, nevertheless the evi- 

, . rn'8b6d by the remains of organisms im- 
8a*d th roc^s 80 powerful that Huxley once
the fa f ^ £be doctrine of evolution had not existed 
hav„ Cts 8uPPlied by palicontologioal science would 

compelled us to invent it.
ethno°i 8ciences of embryology, comparative anatomy, 
8raph'°^f’ a.n^ roP°logy; the past and present geo- 
pheQ0lca distribution of animals and plants, the 
dabitahf113, o£ vnriation and classification, all in 
com« . y aapport the evolutionary position. That 
viê ine eesive thinker, Herbert Spencer, after re- 
8Peciai * . respective merits of evolution and 
up hja Creation, has cogently and logically summed 
Q̂wingCN° ° ĉ U8‘on8 concerning the latter in the fol

t0 ^*1US **10 hypothesis of special creation turns out 
*utrio .w?rthlos8 by its derivation; worthless in its 
evidcn'C Incoborenco! worthless as absolutely without 
^orthl00 ’ Wor̂ bloss as not supplying an intellectual neod; 
b̂eref LSS 88 .uo£ suPP'y*ng a moral want. Wo must 

tion t°r° con8*der it as counting for nothing, in opposi
te,,n„.0 .any other hypothesis respecting the origin of 

Apj t âUl.c boings.”*
âirjy r iudgment expressed in the above quotation 

inve r̂e.8ents the almost universal viowof students 
life. 3llSa£ors in all departments of the science

T. F. P.

^he Narratives in Genesis.—IX .

T he Mythical Ark.
In0u (Continued from p. 401.)
î 8 alln* manifest impossibilities connected with 
‘be ¿¡,*?ed Flood are moro than sufficient to prove 
! ecti u i \ f ° ry. fictitious,
¿vtvng tbo Ark supply ir081' 1 % Urphis will be \earual character of that .8tor^ ' . art of theatrat' 8ecn wbon we examine

henACv.0rdinK to tbc Bibl° stor>’d °iih lo  to build veso8blP building was unknown, •  ̂foet high,
'c o S 525 £e°t long, H7 feet wide, into com.
atW3truct itj oi tbree stones, to d mftko lt in
vet, 6nta tor tbe various animals, l  h tQ t0ss
boutVatt water-tight and str°ng . fi0 roucb ns
Print-i0r a y°ar on tho waters 0 in which
'uah a leak. Now, in the prim1 generation
i t h  8aid t0  b a vo l iv e d ^ t h e  t e n t h J tU cw ork . 
ig 0{ e hrst man—mining operati construction
t a vroro cmlmown; henoo ¿jmonsions
’a,8 a °?S snd wator-tight vessel o tting tools
'Qrthv8lI?ple Impossibility. "With flj bolts, or
laitlP8 tbo namo> n0 iron B’troos into planks, u w ’ Qo 8aws capable of cutting tnr
tUdin e8’ no tools -----u

^eratii 2 -
“f t S ?  COn8tc

prove
the statements made ro-

Uo , oi cutting trees into pumas,
> n , °0ls o£ any kind saitnblo for ship- 

cans of joining planks together to a 
feet, tho • b -- * - -*____ baro idea of mon of that

meting such a vossol is simply pro-

ad 0{ j . Dover have got together a pair of 
rd> boast, and creeping thing, and
r*M* Blok g j , voi. i-. p. *30.

have made them enter the Ark, as narrated in 
Genesis. He might, no doubt, have taken in some 
of the domestic animals of his own neighborhood, 
but to get together a male and female of every kind 
of living creature was simply impossible; neither 
can wo suppose that Noah was acquainted with one- 
tenth of the different species then on the earth. 
Assuming, however, that he conld have assembled 
seven pairs of every kind of bird and clean beast, 
and one pair of every other kind of beast and creep
ing thing, and that each pair were separated by 
partitions with space enough to move and turn 
round in, the Ark conld not have held them all.

8. Assuming, again, that two or more of every 
species of animal were penned np in the Ark, the 
enormous quantity of provisions required for their 
sustenance and that of Noah and his family for an 
entire year conld not be stored within that building. 
The two elephants would require nearly a cartload 
of vegetables every day. Tho two giraffes, rhino
ceroses, zebras, horses, asses, dromedaries, camels, 
the fourteen oxen, yaks, sheep, antelopes, goats, 
reindeer, and all the other herbivorous animals, 
would require at least a dozen cartloads of vegetable 
food daily. The quantity that all these animals 
would consume in 875 days would be so enormous 
that a second, probably a third, ark wonld be re
quired to hold it.

The two lions, tigers, leopards, jagnars, congars, 
pnmas, hyenas, cheetahs, wolves, jackals, blood
hounds, and all the other great carnivora, wonld 
require more than a score of other animals for their 
daily food. Assuming that this small number would 
be sufficient for their daily consumption, Noah would 
have to take into the Ark 7,500 sheep or other 
animals as food for these carnivora daring the 875 
days of the Flood, and in addition several thousands 
of extra loads of grass or vegetables to keep thi3 
Hock alive until all had been devoured.

Smaller carnivorous animals, such as the glutton, 
fox, pole-oat, marten, ferret, stoat, and pampas-cat, 
which live on rabbits, poultry, rats, birds, and 
reptiles, wonld also have to be provided for : so that 
thousands of the last-mentioned animals would have 
to be taken into the Ark merely to feed the first- 
named, as well as extra food for tho latter. Other 
oarnivorous animals, too, such as the mole, hedge
hog, skunk, weasel, ichneumon, and opossum, who 
feed on such small deer as field-mice, frogs, lizards, 
small birds, slugs, and snails, must not be forgotten: 
they wonld all require their proper daily food.

Again, we must not forget that seven pairs of all 
tho birds of prey were taken into the Ark, and had 
to bo fed. The eagle, vulture, condor, buzzard, kite, 
gyrfalcon, kestrel, sparrow-hawk, goshawk, harrier, 
snowy-owl, hawk-owl, and many others, are all car
nivorous, and live upon small quadrupeds and birds. 
Noah would therefore have to take into the Ark an 
immense number of the smaller birds and quad- 
rupods to keep all the predacious birds—fourteen of 
each species—alive for moro than a year, besides 
taking in additional food to keep all the living prey 
alive until required.

As to tho reptiles, those that are not amphibious, 
suoh as the lizard, rattlesnake, horned viper, boa- 
constrictor, and many others, wonld also have to be 
taken into the Ark, besides a sufficient number of 
smaller animals to last them for food for a year and 
ten days—and extra vegetable food to keep the living 
prey alive nntil wanted.

Noah would thus be obliged to take into tho Ark 
hundreds of thousands of all kinds of small animals 
for no other purpose than to serve as food for the 
oarnivorous birds, beasts, and reptilos, besides taking 
in sufficient additional herbaceous food to keep the 
viotims alive until devoured. It is, moreover, quite 
oertain that the carnivorous animals could not bo 
kept alivo without animal food: thoir teeth, beaks, 
and internal structure are formed for no other pur
pose—a beautiful example of design. They could 
never bo mado to eat grass like tho ox.

As to tho wisdom shown in sacrificing hundreds of 
thousands of quiet, defenceless animals to keep the
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carnivorous birds, beasts, and reptiles alive during 
the year the Flood lasted, in order that they might 
afterwards be let out to prey on the herbivorous 
animals saved, I need say nothing. The question 
now is, Did Noah take into the Ark all the animal 
and vegetable food needed to keep all the selected 
pairs alive for 375 days ? The answer, of course, is : 
He did not. The inspired writer never realised the 
hundredth part of what would be necessary to keep 
the seven pairs of birds and clean beasts and the 
pair of all unolean beasts, reptiles, and creeping 
things alive during that period.

4. In connection with the food supply is another 
matter of equal importance, especially in a hot coun
try. All the animals confined in the Ark, including 
Noah and his family, would require fresh water daily. 
The quantity that fell as rain would amount to but a 
few inohes. If there was a flood at all, the water to 
the height of over three miles could only come from 
the ocean (say, by an upheaval of its bed), and would 
therefore be salt. Noah was therefore in the un
enviable position of having water everywhere around 
him, but not a drop to drink. Whence did he get the 
water needed by all the imprisoned animals ? How 
were they all kept alive without it ?

5. Noah and his family and all his menagerie, if 
confined in the Ark for a year, could never have come 
out of it alive. In the first place, they were in dark
ness the whole time. There were three floors or 
stories to the Ark, but only on the top of the highest 
floor was there what is called a window or cover. 
There was a door in one of the sides of the vessel 
by which all the inmates entered; but it was shut 
close as soon as they were in, and was watertight. 
The bottom floor was therefore in pitchy darkness ; 
so also was the middle floor. In the top floor, where 
Noah and his family are supposed to have lived, the 
cover, if opened, might allow the entrance of a small 
portion of light in the centre of that floor; but this 
cover was certainly kept shut during the great down 
pour that lasted forty days and forty nights. Wo 
need go no further: long before the expiration of 
that time all the inmates would have been dead.

In the next place, Noah and his sons had a two
fold daily work to perform.

(1) All the birds, beasts, and creeping things had 
to be fed every day. Noah and his sons had to keep 
in memory the different kinds of food required by all 
the different animals, and feed them at regular 
intervals ; they had also to keep all the tanks supplied 
with fresh water. This would leave them very little 
spare time on their hands. But all the feeding had 
to be done by groping about in the dark; we may 
therefore be quite certain that it was not done at a ll: 
more especially since we know that no animal food 
had been taken in.

(2) Noah and his sons had to attend to the sanitary 
requirements of the Ark during the whole time of 
the Flood. Here were many thousands of animals, 
besides Noah and his family, all penned up in close 
quarters, which they had no means of leaving for 
more than a year. Besides feeding all the animals, 
Noah and his sons had to clean out their dens every 
day, otherwise the Augean stables would be a garden 
of roses compared to the interior of the Ark long 
before the forty days’ downpour of rain had come to 
an end. The stench from the quarters of the carni
vorous animals alone would, before the end of the 
first week, be so great, so intensely overpowering, as 
to render the whole interior of the vessel unbearable. 
The two telodus, skunks, badgers, and weasels, would 
of themselves bo sufficient to so pollute the confined 
atmosphere in the Ark, as to render it uninhabitable. 
Even in the open air the horrible stench from the 
toledu is so violent as to produce syncope. The nau
seating smell omitted by the skunk is the most 
powerful stench in nature, and produces nausea at 
more than a hundred yards distance the stench of 
the foulest dunghoap being mild in comparison. The 
fetid odors emitted by the badger, weasel, and many 
other animals are also overpowering. Confined in 
this close spaoe, with no fresh air or ventilation of any 
kind, inhaling an atmosphere becoming more polluted

total
the

and nauseating every hour, with every particle of 
oxygon used up, in a very short time every one of the 
inmates would have been asphyxiated. No ani®al 
that breathed could have continued to inhale sact 
vitiated atmosphere for a single week, and come oQ" 
alive.

The cleansing of this worse than Augean stable 
had to be done in all three floors ; the sewage R°® 
the bottom and middle floors had to be raised iD‘ ° 
tbe top storey, and the whole got rid of through 
cover or window—whioh could not be opened dnriBJj 
the forty days’ rain. This done, all three floors ha 
to be flushed with water, and the latter had to 
mopped up and got rid of through the cover. 9-“1. 
cleansing, like the feeding, had to be done in 
darkness, with no place into which to turn 
animals while it was being performed ; consequent.’ 
it certainly never was done. . 2

In this pestilential prison no living person ortm 
could remain during the forty days’ rain, and oo 
forth alive. There are other difficulties connec 
with this mythical ark into which it is unnecess®  
to enter; sufficient has been adduced to pr°vfl.~a. 
anyone save a Christian Evidence man or a S& a 
tionist that the whole story of the Delugei* 
ridiculous fiction, born of ignorance and superstl ^  
Bearing the latter fact in mind, what are we 
to the following passage in which the d
Savior vouches for the historical truth of the V 
story ?

Luke xvii. 26, 27.— And as it came to _ 
days of Noah, even so shall it be also in the days•-^ ey 
Son of man. They ate, they drank, they mart*® i. j

,'n ti>8

id»on oi man, xuey ate, tnoy uranic, tnev mo___
ere given in marriage, until the day that Noah enteco’ 

and the Hood came and destroyed &0into the ark 
all.”

There can be no mistaking such language, 
fore, the story of the Deluge be a baseless 
as it undoubtedly is—then Jesus Christ (9r’ 
correctly, the evangelist Luke) was a very 
and a very credulous man. AbeaCADAB '̂

(To be continued.)

ignore

.Cbtis
The dealings of tho Christian world with the u°£gCa tl>6 

tian nations have been almost uniformly iniquitous ^  Jjas 
first agos until now. And the reason is obviou • 
been impossible for a Christian statesman to sy i gf 
with a non-Christian creod. Tho reckless dostruCfinjards " 
ancient civilisations of Peru and Mexico by the
the sixteenth century showed this, 
and merciful men in tho Spanish

There wero 
'io o 

But

>d

armies w h o ^ d e p ^ 1ft
avarico and cruelty of their countrymon. 
garded tho Mexican and Peruvian worship 8,9.7° 
therefore they could fool no indignation at 'J? eCk temP.g. 
It was a repetition of what had boon dono to q{ Chr„
and Greek books in the early days of the triuu’P tjl0|iclŜ ( 
tianity. Of Mohammodanism, tho groat rival o s<?^ ¡0
there is no need to speak.......Protestantism liaSw0
superior to Catholicism in thoso things. Our wk ,;„j

is?!

OUpunui uu vauuunuiom  m  vuoau uuiu^~- , 'ti {¡fid ' .
India, in China, in Japan, has boon always t»1 civifisa 
spirit of contemptuous dislike for a rolig>°n a
which was not our own.— .7. II. Bridges.

, no""
When somo man announces tho discovory 0 \es g 

or of somo great fact contrary to tho opinio*)? g W 
it is nftsv to overwhelm him with namos. ■l A|| Otbor?.it is easy to overwhelm him with 
namo on his side—that is to say, his own
aro living, and the doad, are on the other Hj‘ t0gto& (I?

>ood, it ought to have ended aU /

AH o ^ jf &o* 
AU°
Miro*?:

fii

tb«argument is good, m uuguw «u - , -g
thousands of years ago. If this arguna^1* .0IJ 
first man would have had froodom of °P if 
man would havo stood an equal chanco > 
man difforod from tho othor two, ho wou 
— Ingersoll.

w✓
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Smallman, £1 .— N. J. Evans (Treasurer;-
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Blasphemers and Blasphemed.

ah t̂0 al.ways bearing complaints from sections of peoplo 
th y £be.‘r deities being “  blasphemed.”  But in many cases 
find th°* *S PerbaPa on the other foot. Probably we shall 
ii i h u m a n i t y  has tho most reason to complain of being 

nsphemed ”  by the spokesmen for divinity.
En "*ous people were not so much given to abusing the 
exa H lan» uaSe— among other things— they might be taught 
can t what tho word “  blasphemy ” means. A  person 
The 0t “ *asPheme somebody in whom he does not believe. 

Very kernel of blasphemy is that it is a violation of the 
Pest feelings.

999 cW k°W d° we aPP!y the test as a rule ? We find in 
°{ d 8e8.out of 1,000 that vulgar abuse or mere expressions 
nn. . ehef and disagreement are classed as blasphemy.The«T i charges often made are so groundless and ridiculous 
tha* it seems from one point of view a foolish thing to 
^awer or defend them. But from another point of view it 
18 essential to meet them, because they usually mean a 
Benous infraction of liberty. The mass of the people have 
? ? cb to thank heretics for in preserving their freedom in 
thl8 Christian land. 3 ... ,
r J  u,avo asked if those who profess to speak for deities do 

blaspheme humanity. I have no difficulty in declaring
kini ^  do. 0ne of tho most glaring examples of this
¡2? o£ blasphemy is to bo found in that hymn which is 

sung by people who aro supposed to bo gi 1 
2 80“  called the Te Deum Laudamus. There is a most 
efijechonable line in that composition which violates the 

feelings of those who have a real love and respect for 
anity and its potentialities. It runs thus :

“ The womb of a Virgin He did not abhor, 
bonder on what ground it could be suggested by anyone 

fn any being of whatever nature should have “ abhorreuco 
tl any human maid ? It is all very well for parsons in 

days to attempt to show that thoy bolieve in the 
°“lty and worth of human boings, but when wo read sucli 

bon'i0 a bymn that appears in all tho Churchos hyrnn- 
b W  We must realiso that at tho back of their minds the 
hnt Ooabed gentry accopt implicitly tho doctrine of original 
in6, un.depravity and viloncss, and that acceptance is a gross 
"snA*0 tbeir fellow beings. Wo are called on by theso 
»hi? nlfied " men of God to abaso ourselves and grovel 
abQ-Ct y beforo a being who, thoy toll us, is infinitely exalted 
»# ®“ s,il1 -wisdom, purity, truth, and knowledge, and who, 
afior,f1C essi is extremely jealous, and always greedy or 

ntation, prai8ei and atiulation. Tho priests do not see 
tbeir .?°,nsistcncy in this, but rapturously cringe before 
6Uch *dcl -whom thoy have set up and of whom they have 
afieot . Unreasonably high and fantastic opinion, that they 
bum be struck into dumb wonder that he should find 

even worthy of tho slightest notice from him. 
exi8tinnbemgs must, forsooth, go about with an apology for 

\ .b itten  on their faces. If any man refuses to 
Wilful b'S att'tudo of canting pioty he is dcscnbod as 
it ia a J roud, and rebellious, and tho God of the orthodox, 

Bnt Taredi will smite him and damn him for ever. _ 
being ii , e°ntend that man has more reason to complain o 
Q°d i,0blasPhemed” by tho representatives of God than 
^'igiohV0 c°mplain of being “ blasphemed ” by man. 
18 bv cops man in cringing and grovelling servility. 
b°t &&vl~~,luman fear—that religion exists. Religion oos 
O f f i s h tbo dignity of individual man, but tends to 
&S88. Tfa“d destroy it, and therefore to hinder human pro 

a common trick of clerics to day to argue tho 
S w  PeriodWbat do think in thoir heart of hoarts ? They 

W . ctly -well that h-  'Wtnnf'a tft hto be 
tho rule

°f tet>b°.CaPse if,„° £ba£ tho pious believer continuos 
Vet. ° ' ism that ^ ta¡ÜC0 and fear still exist. It is th 

filase' l£ is humo a-* s Pmus beliovors possible.
Olllod, not -»S1« fbat has to complain most of beingdivinity, Simple Sandy.

A  Debacle.

?UtvL^0rner al1„* "
JtOsol 1 °f a for„ “ lent, swept by a bittor wind, stood tho 

^»eat a 8ign wl ’ i *aU^ “ S ^ ts1 boards, and on it flapped 
tfiian Ealu • ,p cb announced in straggling characters, 

half‘tclG tou'nd f,stem°noys,
„ ,a’do26p £bo post was

By “ W osslkan."

To Night.”  Grouped in a 
was tho groat rally. It consisted^ ich  ^eir f0nfn’ wkoso fierce eyes mocked tho fooble * Post?i>°atod in m108 and physique, and several objocts ^ ultle . ’ but whi , torchlight liko small, gabled dove-cots \o„°0lltlete(] *C 1 closer inspection proved to bo coal- mazons of tho “  Army." Somo of tho casted uniforms, some woro in mufti, buttobi

one and all bore the metal S of active service, even to the 
armor-bearers and camp-followers of the detachment.

The enemy was mostly resting on its base at that strong
hold of sin, the Royal Hotel—the pub obliquely opposite. 
Yet its vedettes were within range, fully eleven of them, 
tempted from cover by a rumor that an erstwhile “  pal ” who 
had “  gone over ”  and become a “  comrade ” was to give the 
worldly show away.

One by one the members of the little band related to the 
wind their tedious, twice-told tales of the terrible time when 
they feared not God neither regarded man—or, for the 
women’s part, regarded man too much. And the fervor 
broke out at the usual pauses, deepening in intensity when 
an extra deep probing brought to light a sin “ not elsewhere 
included.”  And each succeeding testifier prefaced his depo
sitions by remarking with proud sadness, “  Ah, fren’s, I ’ve 
bin a grite sinner. I ’ve bin even worse 'n youse.”

Then the raw recruit fell clumsily into line. “  Fren’s,” he 
said, “ it takes more courige sometimes ter surrender than 
ter stand out. I ’ve stood out often, ’n’ I ’ve fell often, slain 
— slain by sin ; but this time I ’ve got up again, ’n’ I ’ve got 
up on ther other side of ther line.”  (Slow music: “ Over 
the line its on’y a step.” ) “  ’N’ I ’m goin’ ter kick orf me 
truck ’n’ unload me orful parst. “  Fren’s ’ ’ (as his Dutch 
courage rose), “  some of youse bin bad coves, but my sins ’as 
bin as scarlet— scarlet with crimson stripes ’n’ delirium 
trimmins. I was alius bad. I was born bad. Before I 
was one I useter chuck me nuss-girl under the chin as I lay 
on ’er knee, ’n’ say ‘ goo ’ to 'er. ’N’ while me mother was 
comparin’ me with neighbors’ nippers, I useter shake their 
dummies ’n’ their rattles. Soon after I was weaned I 
stunned me mother with me feedin’-bottle because she never 
put no sugar in me milk. As I grew older I  on’y grew 
worse; me thoughtless prime was early ripe to ill. I passed 
from folly into crime, ’n’ me parents pleaded ‘ no control ’ 
when I  was five. When I broke away from the schools, 
on me sixth birthday, ’n’ went ’ome, me father and 
mother cleared out because they couldn’t stand me 
drunken ’abits, ’n’ the way I roughed ’em up. When me 
father ’n’ mother forsoke me, the perlice took me u p ; ’least, 
they did orf an’ on, but I was too ’ot to ’old, I was. I was a 
ches’nut fair orf the ’ob. When I turned round er corner 
one d’y, ’n’ come right onter two pleecomen, thoy both 
droppod dead, ’n’ the verdick was ’art failure. I slowed up 
a bit when I got a job. I woulden’ er took it on’y it give mo 
tho ’andlin’ o ’ cash. But ombezzlement ’n’ petty larceny 
got too slow fer me. 1 Satin finds some mischief still fer 
idle ’ands ter do,’ ’n’ I started a bit o’ garrotin’ in me spare 
time. Bein’ noo at the gime, a good many o’ me victims 
died at first; but I never felt no remorse, although I useter 
git ’eadachos thinkin’ out noo crimes. But now the harrer 
of conviction ’as sunk deep into mo soul. I realise I bin too 
frisky. I ’m goin’ to break off me ole bad ’abits, ’n’ instead 
o’ the ’and o’ the lor, I wanter feel on me shoulder thor 
steadyin’ and ’n’ look round ter catch ther lovin’ smile er 
Jgsus.”

With a sudden suspicion of something missing, tho speaker 
paused, but not even a groaned “  Amen ”  or “  Glory Be ” 
cheered him to continue. For a broken, dispirited band had 
dejectedly dispersed into the darkness, and the only sound 
was tho wind-borne echo of stolid, sullenly retreating foot
steps upon the sleeping streets. _

But down upon his head fluttered the sign, like tho robe of 
the praying Pharisee descending upon a worthy successor, or 
tho winding-sheet of Ananias enfolding a lovely liar who could 
shame oven a Salvation Army squad into silence.

— Sydney Bulletin.

Obituary.
— * -------

It is with deep regret that I announce the death of Mr. 
Richard Hughes. Ho was well known in local circles as an 
advanced Freethinker and an enthusiast in all that tended 
to tho welfare of the community. He was a member of the 
Forndale Fire Brigade, Ambulance Corps, and the I. L. P. He 
was killed by a fall of tho roof whilst following his daily occu
pation as a collier in one of Mr. F. L. Davies’s collieries. Ho 
was a man of varied experiences. Born in the year 1877 at 
Llandudno. He was in tho Postal service at Colwyn Bay for 
seven years. Daring that time ho was a member of tho Royal 
Welsh Fusilier Volunteers. Ho was a man of undoubted 
courago. In company with two others he launched a boat and 
succeeded in rescuing a party of five who wero caught at tho 
hoight of a storm whilo boating off Colwyn Bay. In tho 
yoar 1901 he camo to Ferndale, and had mado it his homo 
until tho timo of his death, July 17. Daring that time ho 
organised many excursions to hear Froothought lecturos 
which wero given by prominent Freethinkers in tho out
lying districts.— T. J. W illiams,
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S U N D A Y  L E C TU R E  NOTICES, etc.

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 f.thnad G reen B ranch N. S. S. (Victoria Park, near the 
Fountain): 3.15 and 0.15, James Kowney, Lectures.

K inosland B ranch N. S. S. (Ridley-road). 11.30, F. A. Davies, 
“  Religion and Life.”

N orth L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Parliament Hill, Hampstead): 
3.30, F. A. Davies, a Lecture.

W est H am B ranch N. S. S. (Outside Maryland Point Station, 
Stratford): 7, J. W. Marshall, “ The Necessity of Atheism.”

W est L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Marble Arch, Hyde Park): 
11.30 and 6.30, Lectures.

W ood G reen B ranch N. S. S. (Spouters’ Corner): 11.30, E. C. 
Saphin, “  The Lord Knows.”

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

COUNTRY.
I ndoor.

L iverpool B ranch N. S. S. (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square): 
7, H. Percy Ward, “  How Christianity has Cursed Humanity.”

Outdoor.
E dinburgh S ecular Society : Leith Links, 2.30, a Lecture ; 

The Mound, 6.30, a Lecture ; Musselburgh, 6.30, a Lecture.
L iverpool B ranch N. S. S. (Edge Hill Lamp): Wednesday, 

August 11, at 8, H. Percy Ward, a Lecture.
W igan B ranch N. S. S. (Market-square) : Monday, August 9, 

at 8, H. Percy Ward, a Lecture.

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

10, I B1 LI1 Y1 ,

T H E  BEST BOOK
OR THIS BUBJIOT.

Superfine Large-paper Edition, 176 pagee, with Portrait and Auto
graph, bound in cloth, gilt-lettered, poet free Is. a copy.

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

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

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

Holmes's pamphlet....... is an almost unexceptional statement
of tho Neo-Malthusianism theory end practice....... and through
out appeals to moral feeling....... The special 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 tho physical and moral ncod for family 
imitation, with a plain nocount of the moans by which it can be 
ocarod, and an offer to all concerned of tho requisites at the 

lowest possible pricos.”
The Counoil of the Malthusian League, Dr. Drysdale, Dr. 

Allbutt, and others, have also spoken of it in very high terms. 
Orders should bo sent to the author,

J. R. HOLMES, EAST HANNEY, W ANTAGE.

Natural Religion
OB

T H E  SECRET OF ALL T H E  CREEDS.
BY

F. J. B.

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

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

Bound in Cloth. Price Two Shillings.
Postago Twopence Extra.

C ITE  YOU
IN D IG E ST IO N ?

I P S O , It Is because ordinary tea con ta in * 
gallo-tannic acid , the fluid that leather la 
tanned with.

It hardens the coa ts  o f  the stom ach , re
tarding flow  o f  gastric ju ice s , thus causing 
Indigestion, bad com plexion , and w eak 
nerves. O ne natural tea only is free from  
t h is  Crude T a n n in ,  because it con sists 
solely  o f  the tips o f  selected leaves freed from  
the stalks w hich  conta in  this in jurious 
ju ice. It is ca lled

“ Typ hoo = T i p p s ”
and 1 ,0 0 0  d octors n o w  recom m en d  it as
the on ly  digestive tea. It is pure Ceylon- 
hence exquisite  flavour, and absolutely  un- 
m edicated . The absence o f  stalks enables It 
to  yield 50 m ore  large cups per pound than 
ord inary tea, hence econ om y.

A  L A R G E  S A M P L E  P A C K E T  Is sent 
F R E E , w ith  nearest agent's nam e, to  every 
one w ho w rites for it .en closin g  2d. fo r  postage 

T H E  T Y P H O O  T E A  C O ., L t d . ,
25 , Castle Street, Birmingham.

BUSINESS CARDS., .he ra»e
Short advertisements are inserted under this heading at ““ e; ‘No advertise^of 2s. per half inch and 3s. 6d. per inch. 
under this heading can be less than 2s. or extend beyoi 

inch. Special terms for several continuous insertion •

ient 
nd o«»

SMART MAN wanted to sell my famous 80s. Suits to

Measuro (in spare timo) in every  town. Patterns 
J. W. Gott, 28 Church Bank, Bradford. __—

A. DYSON, 690 Bolton-road, Bradford, offers 
making killing attacks on Christian Socialism. •*- 
six worth for eighteen penny stamps. Post froo

ONLY ONE standard of work in my 27s 
Measure, that, tho best. Write for samplos, fr°° 
W ilson , 22 Northsido-terrace, Bradford.

od. s * « ;.

“  We have received from the Pioneer Press a copy _gjepbe®' 
able book, entitled Ralph Cricklewood, by Stephen ftC|ergV 
It gives a very vivid account of tho mental evolution 0 re;igiouo 
man, who is convinced by study that many of his foriY10 ¡ng i' 
beliefs are not founded on fact. Wo think we arc b ftUtliO j 
secret in saying this is tho actual experience of Relief * 
Persons of all shades of religious belief, and no rc*l'’l0[13al of 1 
all, may derive much intellectual benefit from a l>e 
book. " —John Bull.

Ralph Cricklewood,
. Ratio*13

A Twentieth Century Critical ana
Exposé of Christian Mythology-

(In m e  F o r m  o f  a N o v e l . )  ^

By STEPHEN FITZ-STEPl*13
A Well-Wisher of the Human Famt¥

---------------------------- 7 as. 6i‘388 pages, cloth. Price o
Post Froe. . q,

--------------------------” " " t j n-str00*'
us P ioneer P ress, 2 Nowcastlo-street, FarrWg ___

IEFENCE OF FREE SP]
BY

G. W. FOOTE.
tbfl

Being a Throe Hours' Address to the jDdictII,e
Chief Justieo of England, in answer t0 ®gj t 

for Blasphemy, on April 2-1.

With Special Preface and many «rCJpÌ

Price F0 URPENCE. Post free

T ni Pioneer P rias, 2 Nowoastlo-strool, xrlrfi0°
.iff«1y

Thk Pioneer Pbihs, 2 Nowcaatlo stroot, Farringdon-strcct, E.C.
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T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y ,
LIMITED

Company Limited by Guarantee

Registered Offlee— 7 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, H.G, 

Chairman of Board of Direetort— M*. G. W, FOOTE 

Secretary— E M, VANCE Mibb),

W4B ormedin 1893 to »Bora legal security to the 
i’he rtf aaa “PPHoatlon ol funda for Secular pnrposos.

m°Ca? clu“  01 A380oiation seta forth that the Soolety' a 
ahouijj h11' 0 : — Promot0 *be prinoiple that human oonduot 
tta*aralh baa®d upon natural knowledge, and not upon Buper- 
eai 0. belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 
To prom‘ thought and aotion. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
Plots a ° ‘G an*vorsal Seoular Eduoation. To promote the oom- 
l»»fnl ®®̂ ariBation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all auoh 
hold, rQc i aa are oonduoive to auoh objeots. Also to have, 

be'que tu0aan  ̂retain any sums of money paid, given, deviaed, 
Ihe aea by any person, and to employ the samo for any of 

affig S ?" °* ,ibe Society.
bould aD111‘y °f members is limited to i l ,  In oaao the Soolety 

HabiHtieJ et ba woan  ̂up and the aaaeta wero insufficient to oover 
blemb * moa* unIikely contingency, 

leativ »6i 0 pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent 
The n^basription of fivo shillings.

Utg6r » „ 7  1:183 a oonalderable number of members, but a muoh 
8ainej  ammber ia desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
11 P**Moh>»tl®i8* tboae who read this announcement. All who join 
Its rsaourc n °°ntrol of its business and the trusteeship of 
Won thaj n03' * * ia expressly provided in the Articles of Assooia- 

Booiatv "K P ’W , 83 an°U* shall derive any sort of profit from 
*»? wav wv,8. er by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 

The a na«evor.
l̂rocto(B°0 e‘y'8 eUsIrs are managed by an eleoted Board of 

‘*elve memSnSi8tin® oI not ,eaa than flve and no* more than 
Ders, one-third o whom retire (by ballot) eaoh year

but are oapable of re-election. An Annual Genera Meeting of 
members must be held in London, to receive the Report, elect 
new Directors, and transact any other business that may arises.

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

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

A Form of Befuett.—The following is a sufficient form of 
bequest for insertion in the wills of t e s t a t o r s " I give and 
" bequeath to the Secular Sooiety, Limited, the sum of £ —— 
" free from Logaov Duty, and I direot that a reoeipt signed by 
" two members of the Board of the said Society and the Seoretary 
" thereof shall 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 Seoretary of 
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, who will 
(if desirod) treat it as strictly confidential. This is not neoessary. 
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or mislaid, and 
their oontents have to be established by competent testimony.

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

(Revised and Enlarged)

u
OF

BIBLE ROMANCES"
BY

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

CXc°Ptionn<? d*’? Hevipaper s a y s "  Mr. G W. Foote, chairman of the Secular Society, iB woil known as a man ol 
e* W d 81 ability. His Bible Romance» have had a largo salo in the original edition. A popular, revised, and 
. et> Lnn i ° n’ at tbo Price of 6d., has now been published by the Pionoor Press, 2 Nowcastlo-street, Farringdon- 

01 Modern for tbo Secular Society. Thus, within the reach of almost ovoryono, tho ripest thought of the leaders 
°Pmion are being placod from day to day.”

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

la,, S I X P E N C E — N E T
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 .

b ^ ------------------------------- ---------------- ” -----------------------------------
erhiniscences of Charles Bradlaugh

BY

*he ^  
the

G. W. FOOTE.
M Steak ,(5bfci®ate thing over written about Bradlangh. Mr. Foote’s personal recollections of 
1 death Icon°olast” during many exciting years, with a page on his attitude in tho presence 

and n« _______ . i „ „ * ._______ _na P resident of tho National Secular Society.and acoount of hb last appearance as President of tho National Secular Society.

^SH E D  a t  s i x p e n c e  r e d u c e d  t o  t w o p e n c e .
(Postage Halfpenny.)

^N EER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON E.C.
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A LIBERAL OFFER NOTHING LIKE IT.
A Million soldGreatest Popular Family Reference Book and Sexology— Almost Given Away.

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. ■not

the

Men weaken, sicken, die-'U
knowing how to live. “  Habits that enslave ”  wreck thousands—young and 
Fathers fail, mothers are “ bed-ridden,” babies die. Family feuds, marital mi 

divorces—even murders—All can be avoided by self-knowledge, self-control.
You can discount heaven—dodge hell—here and now, by reading and applyinS L, 
wisdom of this one book of 1,200 pages, 400 illustrations, 80 lithographs on 18 anatow 

color plates, and over 250 prescriptions.
OF COURSE YOU WANT TO KNOW WHAT EVERYONE OUGHT TO KNO^

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

Whatever you’d ask a doctor you foul herein, or (if not, Dr. F. will 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, is

For twenty years they have sold largely (from London) to all countries where Engand always kept up-to-date), 
spoken, and everywhere highly praised. Last editions are best, largest, and most for the price. the P1.rice

----------- „ -------- ----------------------- ........................... .. r ------ You may Bave ““u tell®'
by not buying, and you may lose your life (or your wife or child) by not knowing some of the vitally important trutns

Most Grateful Testimonials From Everywhere.
Panderma, Turkey : “ I can avow frankly there is raremist)’ 

found such an interesting book as yours.” —K- ®'q y wWl® 
Calgary, Can. : “  The information therein has changed my

idea of life—to be nobler and happier.”—D. N- M. prjce. 
Laverton, W. Aust. : “ I consider it worth ten times t

I have benefited much by it.” —R. M. . .
Somewhat Abridged Editions (800 pp. each) can be had in German, Swedish, Finnish, or Span

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.

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 NEW CASTLE 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. BOOTS.
Post free.
We have just secured a Manufacturers

5s-
post free

StocK

of Ladies’ and Girls’ footwear, which ¿h6
to offer readers of the “  Freethinker  ̂ ^
exceptional figure of 5s. per pair, post

Description.
200 pairs Ladiea’ Black Glaco Kid Boots, Lace 
500 
100 
150

Black Box Calf Boots, Laco and Button. 
Glace Six Bar Shoes.
Tan Glaco Six Bar Shoes.

Sizes 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7.
p u l,ttOn

50

100

„  Girls’ Black Glaco Kid High Leg D°ol,S’ ^  
Patent Cap.

,, Girls’ Black Glace Kid High Rc6 
Cap.

Sizes 7, 8, 0, 10, 11, 12, d3, and d‘

EVERY PAIR FIVE SH l & 1
go*

-------------------  -----  "

Please note these goods a1 gg git* 
Perfect, Unsoiled, and First C a

■h  def1l£l1
As there is sure to be a 1 

for these bargains sen ■ „t.
and so avoid disapP0’11

d

WHITEHOUSE & CO., BOOT FACTObS

Printed and Published by tho P ioneer P ress, 2 Nowcastlo-stroot, London, E.O*


