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Force in matters of opinion can do no good, but is very 
opt to do hurt, for no man can change his opinion when 
he will, or be satisfied in his reason that his opinion is 
'disc because discountenanced.—Jeremy Taylor.

Freethought and Reform.

i Bi?Icl8M8 of direct Freethonght propaganda take, 
Ch • .ma,in> tw° forms. First, there is that of the 

hrietian who objects to it because he disbelieves in 
0 end at which it aims. To him, religion in general, 

n<~ Christianity in particular, is so vital to human 
elfare that any attack upon it calls for the strongest 

F 8Blble resistance. Against this, as a position, no 
gitimate complaint can be raised. As a Christian, 
0 other policy is possible; and, however much we 
ay disagree with it, it has an undeniable claim to

respect.
Another class of objectors stand upon a somewhat 
teront level. It is more a criticism from within 
an from without, and is raised by those who agree 
}th the end we are seeking to realise, but differ 

it *i b̂e means adopted. In one form it expresses 
8elf in a complaint that a fighting body like the 
• S. does not sufficiently interest itself in political 

in <\?0c*al questions. I need spend very little time 
uisoussing this point. Individually there are, I 

ay safely assume, no keener students of social and 
Wh'i ^  problems than are to be found in the N.S. S., 

he the abstention of the Sooiety from political 
evemonts as a body is simply due to the desire to 

D0 . ntrato upon a single question the largest 
Bnfp1̂ 6 amoant of attention. Were Secularists 
di -!?.lGntly numerous, there could bo no objection to 
ar lGlnS Secularists into as many sections as there 
, 6 political and social parties. But in face of the 

Vlsion of strength, that this would moan, when all our#, f u v i v u g v u j  u u u u  i i i i u  i r u u i u  u i u u u j  t t  j j v u  i u i  i m u

a er6ies are taxed to meet and, if possible, overcome 
tivc“°D̂  an  ̂ nn^e  ̂ enemy, would result in ineffec

ness bo far as our work as Freethinkers is con
cerned.
im^0  ̂ m^itant Freethinkers underestimate the 
thi 0̂̂ 8,1100 social questions. On the contrary, 
^ 8 is to them the most important of all problems, 
her ?ne which &ii others converge. If religious 
roi hr Were b0ld in ^h0 same detaohed way that one 
Wh tu believe in the human ocoupancy of Mars, 
matt 6r Christianity lived or died would not be a 
task t 0i any Sreat concern. It is not a congenial 
th t bave to spend one’s time demolishing beliefs 
hav tt6 !ntrinsically on a level with fairy-tales. To 
le G t  ̂^Ve> even *or a bfi0t period, upon the mental 
jg 1 that can accept such stories as historic realities, 
b ^  au exhilarating experience. If we do this it is 
fero Us.e We 800 how seriously religious beliefs inter
lead 'Vl̂  so°lal progress, and our interest in the last 
We )B U8 Pay special attention to the first. Were
Con ‘088 Bocial reformers we should also bo less

^erned with destroying theology.
With D0 ’̂ then, leave theology alone and go on 
<j0n the work of social reform ? If this could bo 
advi° We Bbou^  he only too happy to follow the 
leavCef‘. ®ut» in the first place, we cannot afford to 
life 6 theology alone. Religion, Christianity, touches 

at too many points for this policy to be either 
l >oQ5

possible or profitable. The immense power of the 
Christian Churches, their financial and other re
sources, make it a practical impossibility for us to 
touch life in any thorough manner without running 
foul of religious claims and rousing the hostility of 
religious organisations. Every attempt at reform 
proves this ; every failure lends it greater emphasis. 
In any reform of the marriage laws, in any readjust
ment of the legal status of women, in any attempt 
at improving our educational machinery, even in 
attempts to improve our land system, we are brought 
face to face—often in a manner more patent than 
pleasant—with the power of the Churches.

And next, leaving religion alone means, in practice, 
with those who profess to adopt the polioy, leaving 
Freethought alone. It means that those who are 
Freethinkers are to keep their own opinions un
expressed, while those who profess religious views 
are left at liberty to air their opinions both in and 
out of season. All over the country there are 
societies which owe their strength to Freethinkers, 
but in which religious persons not only vent their 
opinions on religion, but frankly make it the avowed 
basis of the particular social work the society exists 
to promote. And meanwhile the non-religious 
members keep their opinions to themselves, and so 
endorse, by their silence, views whioh they know to 
bo false. And by this they understand keeping 
religion out of political and social movements 1 
Well, they are doing nothing of the kind. They are 
simply playing into tho hands of the Churohes. 
They are saving religion from attack by reducing 
themselves to silence, and they are enabling religious 
people to pose before the world as social reformers, 
when their real interest lies in quite a different 
direction. Let them forco religious people to main
tain the same silence as themselves, and then see 
how long any social organisation in the country will 
be favorod with their co-operation.

When pressed in this manner a defence is offered 
which, if it be granted as sound, condemns not only 
Freethought propaganda, but nearly every other 
propaganda, so long as it aims at changing people’s 
conception of things. It is this attack—offered as a 
defence—that my present purpose is to examine. 
It is said that in making a direct attack on Chris
tianity we have mistaken tho real nature of tho pro
blem with which we have to deal—we have failed to 
grasp the nature of the forces in operation. Our 
attack on Christianity, they tell us, is a waste of 
time, because it is the social and economic conditions 
that determine people’s religious opinions; and, 
while these remain unchanged, Christianity is 
secure. But modify these conditions, and wo at 
ohoe effeot a corresponding modification of opinion. 
They claim that religion is always a reflex of 
the real world, and that tho real world consists of 
certain material conditions we must aim at control
ling. And they point to the influence of material 
conditions on mental and moral phenomena as proof 
of their contention.

Now as man is primarily a material organism, 
ultimately dependent for mere existence upon 
securing a certain quantity of food, upon olimatio 
and other material conditions, it follows that the 
maintenance of life is a question of these essential 
conditions being fulfilled. It is also true that the 
existence and persistence of ideas and beliefs must
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always bear a more or less definite relation to the 
surrounding medium. The Agnosticism of Herbert 
Spencer, for example, could not exist with a society 
of Bushmen, nor would Voodooism stand a chance 
of acceptance among oultured Europeans. Or, again, 
badly nourished bodies, or over absorption in a 
struggle for the bare means of living, will have a 
strongly deterrent influence on intellectual develop
ment. Real culture implies leisure, and leisure 
involves relief from the severer forms of economio 
pressure. All this is perfectly sound doctrine, 
and, in stating it, our critics are saying nothing that 
I, for one, cannot heartily endorse. It is in the 
implications drawn from this teaching that I believe 
lies the error.

So, too, when we are told that if we change 
the social and economic conditions we modify, 
to a corresponding extent, the body of opinion. 
Here, again, I agree. I f  we change social and 
economic conditions. There is much virtue in 
that “ if.”

About the bald proposition, as it stands, there is 
really no dispute. The issue is joined on the ques
tion of whether we can really change economic con
ditions without effecting a prior change in our 
beliefs concerning those conditions ; or, to put the 
same issue in another way, whether ideas do not them
selves form a portion of the environment as powerful 
as purely material forces. Of course, if by “ social 
and economic conditions ” is meant all the influences 
bearing upon man, the statement, to a scientific 
student, is a mere truism, and is of value only 
against those who occupy an antiquated, unscientific, 
spiritualistic position. But if the generalisation is 
intended to cover geographical position, climate, 
quantity and quality of the food supply, rate of 
wages, conditions of housing—in a word, the purely 
material conditions of life, then it must be pointed 
out that this ignores a very important and a very 
potent aspect of life. For I hope to show, not that 
there are phases of human life that cannot be made 
to rest upon economic conditions, but that, even 
were this the case, at one stage of human evolution 
further development has the inevitable effect of 
powerfully modifying the influence of the purely 
material part of the human environment.

The truth is that while assent to the proposition 
that morality and religion is determined by the social 
and economic conditions is gained on the broad 
ground that the organism is the product of all the 
forces bearing upon it, it is applied in a much nar
rower sense, and only one set of forces is really 
brought under consideration. Other factors, quite 
as real as the material ones, of growing importance 
are ignored. Tbe error is precisely that of Herbert 
Spencer when dealing with certain late phases of 
social development. Just as in these cases, when 
speaking of the “ fitness ” that determines survival, he 
has in mind only biological fitness, so this particular 
criticism under consideration considers at most bio
logic qualities and ignores psychologio ones. It is true 
the expression “ social forces ” is used, but that in 
practice is made coextensive with the economic 
forces and the more material aspect of class group
ings. Or if the psychic side of life is considered, it 
is only as a mere reflection of the other. Whether 
tbe psychic may not act upon the material, and even 
in time dominate the material, is a question seldom 
if ever considered. Yet the principle of action and 
reaction is as true here as elsewhere. Ideas do 
arise out of material conditions, but in turn they 
react on material conditions, and, as I hope to show, 
become of increasing importance as society develops. 
For the whole story of human evolution is the 
growing power of the human mind. It is the growth 
of mind, the organisation of knowledge, the growing 
power of the intellectual, the aesthetic, and the 
moral in the affairs of life that supplies us with the 
real key wherewith to solve the problem presented 
to us by a survey of human culture. ^ Co iien

(To be continued.)

God’s Care.

In his “ Bible Talks ” in the Sunday Strand for 
April, the Rev. G. H. Morrison, M.A., of Glasgow, 
makes a bold attempt to convince the readers that 
God loves and cares for mankind. It is really to a 
simple sermonette, based on the words, “ He careth 
for you ” (1 Peter v. 7), that the reverend gentleman 
treats us in the four columns and a half devoted to 
the subject. He is deeply impressed by the sweet 
simplicity of the text. “ It is like a sentence from a 
childish spelling-book.” To Mr. Morrison the Bible 
is the Word of God, in which there are “ deep things 
which the wisest will never fully understand,” and 
“ mysteries so profound and awful that we can only 
bow the head before them.” But a little child can 
understand the words of the text, and grasp tbe 
truth it contains. And yet Mr. Morrison bemoans 
the fact that, at this very day, the world at large 
does not believe in a God that loves and cares. If 
we only had such a belief, he says, “ it would send 
us singing into the dreariest hour.” “ I want you to 
waken,” he continues, “ to some new assurance that 
the words of our text are literally true.” Then be 
considers, “ firstly, some of things that make it hard 
for us to believe that God can care for us, and, 
secondly, some of the things that help us to believe 
that he does care.” It stands to reason, of course, 
that if God exists he must love and care for his 
creatures ; but Mr. Morrison asszimes that he exists, 
and then endeavors to prove that he loves and cares. 
In the same way he assumes that whatever the Bible 
says is true, and imagines that he establishes the 
truth of his text by adducing a few other Biblical 
statements which appear to confirm it.

Let us examine the alleged helps to a belief in God’s 
care first. The first help is the recollection that God 
made us. “ How ever fallen from the high original, 
remember you arc his handiwork,” says Mr. Morrison. 
But that is a Biblical statement unsupported by a 
single evidence. Indeed, there are many data on 
which we would be justified in denying it altogether. 
Unconsciously, no doubt, yet most effectively, Mr- 
Morrison insinuates that the Deity is a stupendous 
bungler. Listen:—

“ Now I once gave to my young child a present that 
was ono of tho most perfect of its kind imaginable. 1“ 
was most beautifully made, and flawless, and just the 
kind of thing a boy would covet. But by-and-byo he 
mado ono for himself that would not havo fetched a 
shilling in the market—and it was that one which 
became all his caro. My brother, I do not want to be 
hard on you; but perhaps you would not fetch a shil
ling in the market. You aro beginning to get old now, 
and you know the flaws, and you havo novor lived jus" 
as you ought to livo. But then God made you—ovory 
part of you—every faculty and organ you possess—and 
just becauso ho mado you, you can lay it on your heart 
that he cares for you.”

If there were a God, bo would not appreciate the 
compliment paid him in that extract. We are so 
badly made that many of us would not fetch a 
shilling in the market; and yet, beoause we are bis 
workmanship, however imperfeot and worthless, w'® 
may take an oath that he cares for us. We are foB 
of flaws and scars and festering wounds, and 
have never lived just as we ought to have lived» 
and yet God made u p , and has always loved a° 
cared for us. This can only mean that the Divic0 
Being blundered sadly in making us, and totally 
failed to take care of us afterwards.

The second help to a belief in God’s care is more 
ludicrous still. “ Bear in mind,” says this preaober> 
“ not only that he has made us, but that he has al8° 
suffered for us. He has made for us tho greatest o 
all sacrifices, and there is nothing so fosters love a8 
that." When has God suffered for us, and how 
What is the greatest of all sacrifices which he b» 
made for us, and when did he make it ? Mr. Morris® ̂  
gives us a very pretty sketch of a mother who ha 
two little children, ono of whom is strong 
healthy, with sturdy limbs and bright eyes, an^,u:D 
other fragile and weakly, with wan cheeks and tn
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b°cly. She loves them both. “ And yet the child 
who is ever on her heart, in a very agony of tender 
love, is not the one whose song is through the house, 
but the other, who is too weak to sing. For him she 
has to waken in the night. For him she has often to 
deny herself. For him she has to suffer and to sacri
fice in a way that you would never dream of when 
you meet her.” That is a truly beautiful picture; 
hut to say that it is a copy, on a small scale, of what 
God is and does, is to set in bold relief the undeniable 
fact that a God who has to suffer and make the 
greatest of sacrifices, because of the tragio failure of 
his own work, is not worth having, and would be his 
pwn disgrace. Of course, Mr. Morrison is not speak- 
log from knowledge and experience, but from hearsay 
and Biblical report. “ I believe,” he says, “ that God 
cares for every sparrow.” But no one who knows 
scything about the sparrow would dream of believing 
any such thing, and Mr. Morrison believes it simply 
because he regards it as one of the sayings of Jesus.
, The third help to a belief in God’s care is the most 

ridiculous of the series. “ And then, again,” the 
Preacher concludes, “ I can believe in his care when
ever I think of his greatest gift to us. Whenever I 
l°ok at the Lord Jesus Christ I hear this word, ‘ He 
pareth for you.’ ” It is probable that Mr. Morrison 
*8 perfectly sincere in all that he says about the 
Gord Jesus Christ; but he cannot be ignorant of the 
fact that the Lord Jesus Christ is simply the label 
attached to several theological ideas, which not only 
differ from, but actually contradict, one another. 
"Ven if a Lord Jesus Christ did really exist, it would 
h® quite impossible to tell what he is like, because of 
the multiplicity of discrepant descriptions of himthat arn P V f n v-i + 1

builfi
and

s damaged masterpiece, to recover and re-
Wrecked humanity, to infuse now life into men

J“ac are ex tan t. According to  the  theology of which 
j  '• Morrison is so earnest an exponent, the  Lord 
F tv,8 came into th e  world to  repair his
, at,UGr S darrmo’fld mantnrni’nno to  TOCOVi

e now life
g“a ,women spiritually dead, and to do all this by the 
t °r|fice of himself. On the supposition that this is 
e ®* fche question is, Why did not God exort himself 
80 ler and prevent his work from being ruined, and 
ex' T>v*a ê  ̂ the necessity of sacrificing his “ pre
valent, personal, and uncreated Son” ? The very 
In a r f  -a ®av*or hopelessly discredits the Creator, 
th a ^ n*verse made by an absolutely perfect Being 
b0e ^ ' ^ t  mention of the word “ salvation ” would 

an intolerable anachronism, 
to k a 6̂ ^ UB honnd to treat Mr. Morrison’s helps 

a belief in the Divine care as most powerful argu
fy?"? a8a*nst cherishing such a belief. The mani- 
tna lrnPerfe°tions of the human race are but so 
e ny Proofs that it is neither the product nor has 

f fived under the care of an infallible Deity. Had 
aft b60n PerfectlF mafic. and duly loved and cared for 
s 'wards, vve would have continued in a state of 
exi f Perfection throughout the whole period of our 
he f , nce- As a matter of fact, however, it can now 

oily demonstrated that, in the theological sense, we 
8tat° never made at all, and have never experienced a 
Scj 0 °* Perfection. To the Biblioal doctrine of man 
of e/uCe 8*ves the direct lie. History knows nothing 
occ traSedy °f a disastrous fall said to have 
of tUbrrGd near f'hc beginning of human existence, or 
lat 08 aPP0arance on earth some four thousand years 
ruarf a man from heaven, who was more than 
fra ’ whose mission it was to turn that awful 
a jy . y into a glorious triumph of grace Divine. Of 
tW V,ne creation, and of Divine care bestowed upon 
tr Creation, there is absolutely no historical 
8av e‘ Mr. Morrison is entirely mistaken when he 
to e ,at “ the whole trend of scientific learning is 
C0QlgXa>t the magnitude of God.” God never once 
gcj 8 within the purview of scientific learning. 
aQ(j , Ce deals exclusively with the existing Universe, 
chan n°Ws simply as existing, subject to endless 

j  ge, and under the control of inexorable laws. 
caro e 'ea* difficulty of believing in God’s love and 
temn t,aen> does not arise from any peculiarity of 
Q0cj eratnent, or from a sense of the distance between 
of r ana ourselves, but from the utter impossibility 

Conoiling the conditions of life in the Universe

with the belief in a perfect Deity who loves and 
cares. Mr. Morrison touches the heart of the diffi
culty when he asks, “ If God cares, as you and I 
care, will not his conduct towards us always show 
it ?” Now, mark how, in his answer to that question, 
he trifles with the whole problem:—

“ Yes, had we the eyes to see, I do not doubt that it 
would always show it. But then the pity is that we 
are blind, and set up the standard of our little wisdom, 
and judge his dealings, which are shaped for ever, by 
the petty estimate of sixty years. Is it possible, we 
ask, that God should treat us so, if he really and truly 
loved us ?”

Now, if we have not the eyes to see God’s care for 
us, and it does not show itself in his treatment of 
us, how on earth are we to know that it exists at all ? 
It is all very well to say that “ we are blind, and set 
up the standard of our little wisdom,” and thereby 
judge his dealings with u s; but we have no other 
standard of judgment. Mr. Morrison believes in 
God’s love and care, though he has to admit that, 
judged by the only standard of which we, as reason
able human beings, are capable, such a belief is 
flatly contradicted by “ the facts of our individual 
experience.” Failing to remove this difficulty, the 
preacher runs for refuge to what he calls “ the fact 
of sin.” “ It is your sinfulness and mine, my 
brother, that makes it so hard to credit that he 
cares for us.” In all ages this doctrine of sin has 
stood the pulpit in good stead ; but its days are num
bered. If we are sinful, whose fault is it ? If we 
have lost our first estate, who is to blame ? Our sin
fulness would be the surest sign of all that there is 
no God who loves and cares. But we are not fallen 
and sinful creatures, as Mr. Morrison so confidently 
describes u s ; we are slowly rising and developing 
beings, whose golden age lies, not behind, but before, 
them. We are a race that has risen, not a race that 
has fallen ; a race that has been gradually acquiring 
intelligence for countless ages, and that is at last 
learning the art of utilising its intelligence for its 
own emancipation and uplifting. And in proportion 
as we learn this art we shall outgrow the weakness 
and the folly of relying upon the love and care of an 
imaginary Supreme Being, belief in whom is a direot 
insult to our reason and a serious hindrance to indi
vidual and social progress. j  rp Llqyd

National Secular Society’s Annual 
Conference.

Held at St. James's Hall, London, W., Sunday, May 15

E vening Dem onstration.
Mr . G. W. F oote in the Chair.

T he Chairman.
Ladies and Gentlemen, this meeting is held in connec

tion with the Annual Conference of tho National Socnlar 
Society, which has taken place this morning and this 
afternoon in another part of this building. Our Society is 
not what some people, and especially the Christians, would 
call a largo one ; but I do not consider for my part that this 
is an important objection. The tallest giant in the world 
was once a baby, and in that stage probably not much 
differentiated from other babies. And the charge of small
ness comes with a peculiarly ill grace from Christians, 
because they are in the habit of boasting that thirteen men 
—one of them God as well as Man—managed to subvert the 
order of the world and produced out of what they call 
Homan barbarism the magnificently tender and beneficent 
Christian civilisation of to-day. Well, now, if they began 
as thirteen, we may at least boast that we number more 
than that. Every successful movement in the world must 
have small beginnings. There is a time when every idea, 
however important or vast in its consequences, existed in a 
minority of ono in one thinker's brain. One of the truest 
things that Carlyle ever said was that one man who has 
within him a truth which the rest of tho world is without is 
not only stronger than any other man or any other number 
of men, but than all men who are devoid of its possession. 
(Hear, hear.)

You go down, say, to the River Thames below London 
Bridge; you see all the shipping there, a marvellous illustra
tion of the commerce of this country, and you do not wonder
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that it so impressed Zola, habituated to the comparatively 
small River Seine at Paris, and that he saw there the symbol 
of the British Empire. You know it had its beginning a 
long way west, up in the Cotswold Hills, and it is often a 
matter of mere courtesy to say which rivulet is really the 
one which starts a great river. It is a little thing at first, 
and as it flows along further, other small tributaries join it 
until it becomes a great river with capital cities upon its 
banks, and bearing upon its broad bosom the commerce of 
half the world. You say, it is still the River Thames ; but 
it is not exactly the same thing, although it is called by the 
same name. Now every great movement may be likened 
unto that river, including Christianity itself. It began, as 
they say, with the man Jesus, although that is becoming a 
highly debatable point, and then not only Jewish ritual and 
ecclesiastical discipline but Roman culture crept in, Greek 
philosophy crept in, Eastern mysticism crept in, and all these 
tributaries and many more that I have not time to enumerate 
co-operated in making the Christianity which you read of as 
that great historical system which has brought Christendom 
to what it is to-day. And as Christianity to-day is no more 
like the few precepts which are attributed to Jesus than the 
River Thames below London Bridge is like that streamlet in 
the Cotswold Hills, so we have no doubt that in the course 
of time our ideas, growing in practice and attracting and 
repelling as they flow along through the territory of human 
life, will strengthen and deepen and broaden until at last 
they eventuate in a higher and nobler condition of society, 
infinitely superior to anything that the pioneers of to-day 
are dreaming of. (Applause.) I  think for my part Free- 
thought has made in this country alone immense progress 
since this little chairman’s hammer was held in the strong 
hands of Richard Carlile. (Applause.) Carlile was a man 
whom some men have called rough and vulgar, but it takes 
something more than superfine eau-de-cologne Freethought 
to stand nine years and seven months of imprisonment. 
(Hear, hear.) Richard Carlile was as stubborn and un- 
bendable as the Dartmoor granite of his native county. 
(Hear, hear.) He left at any rate a tradition of fidelity to 
principle, of sternness of conviction, of loyalty to truth, and 
that tradition has existed in the Freethought party I think 
over since. (Hear, hear.) We have gone through our most 
heroic period. We can hardly say now that the gaol stares 
us in the face. Political and social ostracism are meted out 
instead; but what of that ? For my part, I  attach no 
infinite significance to a seat, say, in the House of Commons 
amongst nearly seven hundred more or less intelligent 
(laughter) and more or loss distinguished persons. I often 
think that the worst use you can put any man to who is 
good for anything outside is to put him inside. (Hear, hear.) 
The centre of change has shifted from legislative chambors, 
which are meroly in the last result tho mechanical declara
tion of the popular will, into that outside world of tho press 
and the platform—the orator, the writer, the thinker. Why, 
one single thinker, a Darwin, a Mill, or a Spencer, may be 
sitting in solitude and coining his thoughts which are to 
govern legislators for generations unborn. (Hear, hear.)

Of course we are a small body. I know that. There is 
no fortune to bo made in Freethought. When wo become 
more fashionable, our greatest troubles will commonce. 
(Hear, hear.) Then we shall have all sorts of people rushing 
in to make the best of tho situation. At present the Free- 
thought advocate who sticks to the job must bo a man of 
conviction. (Hear, hear.) I could not say that every man 
in the Christian Churches is a man of conviction, because 
you know they find a career there. You get your education, 
you take your post, and you preach more or less dishonestly 
according to the character of your congregation. (Laughtor.) 
But our men have no congregations ready-made by district 
organisation and astute social management. They have to 
make their own, and if they are not interesting, their audi
ences disappear. We are few now; wo shall be more 
numerous, but we shall never bo more honest than wo wore 
in the days of our pioneer work. (Hear, hear.)

Our cause progresses not merely in the open, but under
ground. At present the nation is mourning more or less 
sincerely its dead monarch. According to English law, he 
was the head of the Church of England, above the Arch
bishop of Canterbury himself. I can’t say that the late 
King looked cut out for such a supremo ecclesiastical func
tion, and I am glad to think that in his heart of hearts appa
rently ho had no particular sympathy with it. (Hoar, hear.) 
I observe that the Bishop of London has been uttering his 
usual sentimentalities, but I  recollect tho last time the 
Bishop of London preached before Edward VII. tho King 
allowed him five minutes. (Laughter.) Well, I  think that 
in a moment of tenderness the President of the National 
Secular Society might allow him an equal opportunity. 
(Laughter.) You notice, too, that a great many people are 
sympathising with the Catholics in their objection to words 
being put into the mouth of the Sovereign in tho Coronation 
Oath reflecting upon their religion. Well, I sympathise with

them. I do not think that because they are bigots I should 
imitate their evil example. The worst thing you can do is 
to tell a man he is doing wrong, and then because he won c 
alter, do wrong yourself. (Hear, hear.) If you cannot 
follow your own advice, what is the use of giving it ? I do 
not think the King of England should have any public 
opinion about anybody’s religion (hear, hear), but I do think 
that there is an immense number of people in this country 
who feel that while the Catholics ought not to be insulted in 
the Coronation Oath, they ought not to insult others m 
Coronation Oaths where they happen to be in the triumphant 
majority. (Applause.) You know the young lady who 
became Queen of Spain, who swapped her religion for a 
throne. (Laughter.) Well, she had not only to renounce 
the abominable doctrines which she had previously enter
tained, but she had to declare them to be a great deal worse 
than the King of England in the present Coronation Oath 
has to declare the Catholic creed to be. Now what we want 
is fair play all round (hear, hear)—no privilege, no disability* 
That is what we fought for ; that is what we fight for now ; 
that is what we will fight for to the end. (Applause,)

Just look, too, to our great writers. Whenever you see 
some writer coming forward like the Poet-Laureate with his 
tremulous little rhymes (sniggers), you may be sure he is a 
Christian. Great writers like those recently dead—George 
Meredith, Algernon Swinburne, Bjornson in Norway, Mark 
Twain in America—are Freethinkers to a man.

I sometimes say to myself, How Christianity has changed 
in my time 1 Now you know it is difficult to find out what 
it is. (Laughter.) When I was a child, there was no doubt 
about that. I heard “ Hell ” every Sunday ; now, you can’t 
hear of it once a month. (Renewed laughter.) Hell is 
cleaned out. I used to have the Devil held up to me *» 
terrorem, and now if you speak of the Devil you are m 
danger of being run in for using impropor languago* 
(Laughter.) The Bible, when I was a child, was true from 
what you may call the first mistake in Genesis to tho last 
curse in Revelation. If you want to know how the Bible is 
true to-day, you have got to read long books, and then you 
don’t know. (Hear, hear.) The Bible of Humanity lS 
taking the place of the Bible of the Christian religion and of 
all other “ revealed ” religions. The Bible of Humanity 
consists of the wisest and best thoughts of the wisest and 
best men of every country and every clime. (Hear, hear.) 
And what of Jesus Christ ? Why, a number of Christians 
have joined together to bring out a big book, weighing some 
four pounds, on Jesus or Christ ? Christian divines are dis- 
cussing whether Jesus was Man, or God, or both. A goodly 
number of them say he was not God. They are coming 
round to our point of view. You cannot find any Godhead 
of Jesus Christ at all at the City Temple. (Laughter.) Mr* 
Campbell says, “ God 1—Jesus God 1—yes, as I am God, and 
as you are God, and God is all of us, and wo aro all God ' 
and God help h im ! (Laughtor and Applauso.)

And what, lastly, of salvation ? When I  was a child I 
used to think, not only by day but by night, of that narrow 
gate, and wonder if I should ever sneak through. (Laughtor.) 
Well, few of us dream of it now, not even the Christians them
selves. They say, as we have said all along, individual salva
tion is nothing. Tho man who wants individual salvation* 
and that only, is like a coward running away, if ho can, to a 
boat to save his own miserable life when tho ship is going to 
sink. Take your placo. Go with humanity. Share its fate* 
Whether that fate be good or ill, your share in it will lift 
you above every possibility of inconsolable grief or dospair* 
(Applause.) Who is to be saved ? Why, all of us—not one* 
but all of us. (Hear, hear.) And how aro we to bo saved " 
By ascertaining the truth, by assimilating it into our minds* 
by recognising the Darwinian law of the kinship of all lif°' 
by seeing that the law of heredity, carried back into tho dim 
and distant past, destroys all barriers of raco and caste and 
makes the human race one groat family. (Applauso.) That 
leads us to the noble declaration of Thomas Paine; words so 
simple that a child can understand them ; words so sublime 
that the greatest thinker might reverently acclaim them * 
words so magnificent in their intensity and scope, and so 
grand and true and noble that they seem to me as if id)£Y 
might bo written in star-fire upon tho brow of night: “ Tb° 
world is my country, mankind are my brethren, and to do 
good is my religion.” (Loud and continued applauso.)

Mr. A. B. Moss.
Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen,—Lot me bogi°> 

sir, by congratulating you on being able to be proson* 
here to-night after having passed through a very 
serious illness (hear, hear), and let me congratulate tlm 
audience on having listened to a brilliant oration from t“0 
President. There is one other thing upon which I  think wc 
may be congratulated, and that is upon a very succossfu 
Conference to-day. I think that we may well be proud 0 
being Freethinkers, proud of the causo in which wo bolievo* 
proud to hold tho viows which wo ontortain, and ProU
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o defend them. And let me say that as Freethinkers, col- 
ected here to-day from all parts of the country, we consider 

at it ia an extremely good thing for us to get your en
couragement to go on with this glorious work. Mr. Foote 
as told you that there are signs everywhere of the decay 

0 ‘"® Christian creeds. Mr. Foote and I are both old 
enough to remember what Christianity was nearly fifty years 
ago, and we know what it was to have lived in a society 
onaposed of Christians who really did believe in the Christian 

j? ‘S1™- We are glad to know that through the work of Free- 
ought we have emancipated even the Christians themselves 

Hear, hear) ; we have humanised them, we have made them 
s amed of many of their doctrines, so that to-day they 
- e  not only given up hell-fire, in which the vast majority 

th n human race were to be burnt for ever and for ever, 
6fi lave no* only given up the Devil, but they have given 

P ;k° whole supernaturalism of the Bible, they have given 
P the miracles of the Bible—at all events, of the Old Tes- 

tli ° • an££ many of them are beginning to give up even 
oth mirac'es o£ the New. The Rev. R. J. Campbell said the 
G k® had got to this position—that there was no

°d but Love, and any man who had Love in his heart had 
id * u heart. May I not say that that is a much superior 
• ea about God than the old great Jehovah that we read of 

} Bible, and in so far as Freethought has led to men 
c staining a better view of God, I say Freethought is to be 

Amended. We are Freethinkers because we claim the 
ght to exercise our thoughts upon all subjects without inti
mation from without. We know that Christianity is not 
e only religion in the world; it is only one of many, and 

bu6 v, W° kave disposed of Christianity there will be a 
th‘ '6r- o£hcr people to come up and say, Will you give
th*S rf^.*on a chance ? We shall have to exercise our Free- 
so°Un discriminating about any religion that it may be 
Fr* m Palm upon us. I am glad that not only has 
Fr fl!°U“ht destroyed the supernaturalism of the Bible, but 
f o u g h t  has put into our hands the weapons whereby 
th' i destroy all superstition, (Hear, hear.) As Free- 
l6(j ors> we believe in Science—that is, we believe in Know- 
de ?Q ’ an<̂  Knowledge is the only thing by which we can 
for8tr°y Ignorance, which is Superstition. Science is thore- 
th f °U 0ur SM0, Literature is on our side. Every book 
tli v  wr£££ion—that is practically on the road to Free-
Plip k"’ even though it may be written against us—sup 
stit'8 nS weapons whereby we may destroy Super
jh.Ion' Yes, every library is a repository, really, of Free- 
FqM' ’• an^ w® w^° havo the management of some of the 
¡nt «  k'hraries must take care that the best books are put 
the b h0Se ^hraries, 80 that the rising generation may have 
Snr> 8̂- ®ato*ial whereby they may combat Ignorance and 
thq e j turn. (Applause.) It is sometimes said that Free- 
com* i is merely destructive, and that the time is now 
— len we ougbt to bo wholly constructive. Ladies and 
tor t}0IUel5’ *u judgment the day for giving up fighting 
sun !6, .®auso of human freedom has not yet come. Whorover 
crush 'ti°n m strong enough it still attempts to coorco and 
kno 1 U8’ an^ even though Christians protend to be kind, we 
diou  ̂ behind their kindness there is still an insi- 

8pKit o£ cruelty which has always characterised 
as s!stlanKy! and so wo say wo are in favor of fighting 
the r0nRly as ®ver- We fight for the purpose of clearing 
SotQor°ad for those who shall come after us. There are 
clear ^ero to-day whose path has boon much easier and 
vrmn°r tbau the path through which I had to strive in myyouth.Past—h  ̂ou ow® your froedom to the great warriors of the 
their t- mon who were prepared to devote not only all 
but o tl£Q° and talent to the cause of human emancipation, 
Gi0rjV0111° die so that you might have the truth—mon like 
meil ,a?° Kruno, mon like Voltaire, mon like Thomas Paine, 
like , Carlil®. men like Charles Bradlaugh, and to men 
gte ?Ur President—all of whom have dared to suffer for this 
Which Cause• Yes, and what, after all, is the object for 
etUan -w®. ar® fighting? Not only for human intellectual 
deVotCIPaticm, but we are fighting in order that wo may 
WithoY11 our time to clearing away the evils of this world 
See th t aU^ re8ard to any future one. (Hear, hear.) We 
°ur a t .a t there is enough misery in this world that requires 
know t?ntion. Wo see that we can do good now, and we 
this w, , the more we dovoto our attention to the things of 
^•homa° p aQd this life, tho better will this life become, 
down »,8 . n®> as our Chairman has told us to-night, laid 
do gooIe?Ise*y what religion, in its essence ougbt to be—to 
that vQ t° your fellow-men. And just in that proportion 
y°Urse]f > *ve to make your fellows happy, so do you make 
I lo ^  ®appy too at the same time. (Hear, hear.) When 
arG doin°Uf ̂  to-day and see what the various organisations 
can seê +v,0 mah® human life better than it was years ago, I 
even u *ae w°uderful influence that Freethought has had 
day as P°n secular institutions. Look at the difference to- 
^QbdavC°Iv )are^ with, say, thirty or forty years ago, of our 
had to ^oars ag°i Sunday was a miserable day. We all 

8° and declare ourselves to bo miserable sinners

(laughter), and to try and be as miserable as we could ; and, 
at all events, if we could not make others believe that wo 
should be miserable, we tried to look as miserable as we 
could. (Laughter.) Now we have our bands in the parks, 
and people are influenced by beautiful music—in fact, music 
has become almost a religion to some. (Hear, hear.) Not 
only that, but we see how the parks are laid out in order 
that we may get a better appreciation of the beautiful in 
nature. Day by day life is made better even by the secular 
institutions of this country, and this is really primarily the 
work of the Freethinkers. They made it possible; and you 
must remember that while the people are attracted to hear 
beautiful music, either in the parks or in halls, they are 
being taken away from the churches. (Hear, hear.) The 
churches are nearly empty, and the clergy are beginning to 
wail, and I  am glad to know it. (Hear, hear.) I want to 
see the people appreciating the good things of this world. I 
want life to be made better and happier for the masses, and 
that can be done only by good, hard, secular work. In the 
words of the poet,—

“ ’Tis not for man to look on high 
For Eden’s fabled glow,

But to clear away the weeds and make 
A Paradise below ;

And to make this world more beautiful,
More lovely, and more true,

And a nobler world to live in 
Then e’er our fathers knew.”

This is the ideal after which we strive, and every day we 
ought to try, as far a3 possible, to realise it. (Loud 
applause.)

Mr. W. H eaford.

Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen,—After some 
thirty-three or thirty-four years of active work in tho 
Freethought Party as a lecturer, as a secretary, as an 
organiser, and as a journalist, I feel more impenitent in my 
Freethought than I was when I began, with trembling steps, 
my work in this great field of human activity. I feel a 
keener interest, a warmer enthusiasm, a deeper love, a 
firmer intellectual conviction in the truths of Freethought 
every year that I am living undor its glorious flag; for wo 
are not only clearing away the weeds from the path of the 
present generation, we are not only making possible a higher 
life, a wider measure of liberty for all in the generations to 
come, but we are the inheritors of the great work of tho 
giants of thought and the giants of heroism in the past. 
We not only have tho example of the great men who 
suffered for this noble work of ridding from the human 
mind the foul weeds of priestly superstition, of cleansing 
the imagination of men so that no longer shall they bo 
darkenod by the fear of hell, but that they should bo 
made bright and beautiful with the love of humanity, 
but we are showing our gratitude for the men who have 
made possible for us the measure of liberty, tho measure of 
happiness that we are enjoying to-day. (Hear, hear.) 
Ours is no small or puny cause. A cause which has been 
identified with freedom in every country, a cause which has 
been illustrated by the heroisms of men on tho battlefield, of 
men on the scaffold, of heroes in prison, is not a cause of 
which wo, at the beginning of tho twentieth century, need 
to blush. We know wo aro in the line of the great heroes of 
tho past, and we know that tho great cause which has 
sustained our predecessors is sustaining many of our co- 
workers in this country and in other countries. Wo 
wore perhaps apt to think that tho ago of Freethought 
martyrs was over when the prison doors opened and George 
William Foote once again enjoyed his liberty under an 
English sky, but we know that the old tiger of Christian 
ferocity can bo as cruel and malignant when it has tho 
power in these days as ever it was in the past. And there
fore, on the principle that eternal vigilance is the price of 
liborty, wo aro etornally vigilant, watching tho antics of 
the theologians and resisting in the political, in the social, 
in tho educational field the encroachments that these tradi
tional enemies of mankind aro making upon tho liberties of 
the human race. The last timo—and I believo it was tho 
first time—that I spoke in this hall was when we had a 
magnificent meeting here in order to express the indignation 
of English Freethinkers at the foul and brutal murder of 
Francisco Ferrer. (Applause.) We must not imagine that 
because Ferrer was murdered in Spain by the dominant 
Christian clergy there, tho same crime would not be com
mitted here if the same ecclesiastical circumstances prevailed 
in this country. (Hear, hear.) Therefore I re-echo tho 
principles and sentiments of thoso who say that the days of 
destructive work are not over yet, and that we must fight on 
to-day, that we must be as watchful to-day as ever tho 
Bradlauglis or Voltaires were in the past, remembering this, 
that if only the same state of affairs, the same intellectual 
darkness, the same ecclesiastical supremacy, were once again 
replaced in this country thore would be the same crimes, tho 
samo butcheries of Freethinkers that disgraced the history
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of Christianity in bygone ages. We are therefore quite im
penitent in our Freethought. Not all the concessions of the 
New Theology (laughter) or of Catholic Modernism, not all 
the concessions of this new-fangled semi-Freethought or 
semi-Rationalised Christianity, which is now masquerading 
in the pulpits of to-day and in the columns of the so-called 
Christian Press of the day,—not all these concessions would 
disguise the fact that if only the pall of darkness fell thick 
enough over the eyes of the people the same crimes would be 
perpetrated, and the dungeons of the Inquisition and the fires 
of Smithfield and all the horrors of Christian persecution in 
the past would once more be revived here. We have nothing 
to be ashamed of in being Freethinkers. It is a glorious name. 
It is the name that unites the bravest, the freest, and the 
most heroic minds in all ages, and in this age too. It is the 
great bond of unity between all that is most progressive in 
this country and in all other countries. It is the common 
platform on which the advanced men of every land can unite 
against the dominant form of superstition prevailing in their 
land in the hope that, by-and-bye, bit by bit, by the victories 
won decade after decade, generation after generation, century 
after century, we may ultimately drive out the enemy of 
Christian superstition from the mind of man and so 
cleanse the imagination of man from these errors that we 
shall stand in this world as in a great temple, rich with every 
harmony of beauty, and enjoy all the mighty advantages 
that culture and leisure and refinement can give to mankind, 
and would have conferred upon mankind in large measure 
generations ago if Christianity had not stood in the way and 
prevented the upward progress of ideas. (Applause.) We 
therefore hold to the principles of Freethought with a firmer 
faith to-day than ever we held them in the past, because we 
know that in proportion as we are true to those principles 
that emancipated our forefathers and have emancipated us, 
so we shall win a larger measure of happiness for future 
generations. (Loud applause.)

Mr. J .  T. L loyd,
who was received with loud cheers, said : Mr. Chairman, 
Ladies and Gentlemen,—After the eloquent words to which 
we have already listened this evening, I scarcely know what 
to say. The little speech I had been elaborating in my 
mind for some days past has been already delivered, and I 
do not know how to strike out in a new line. The defenders 
of the Christian faith base most of their arguments, as you 
are aware, on the assumption that there is within every 
human being what they call a religious instinct, which was 
planted within us at our creation, or, as the New Theologians 
tell us, upon our emergence from the animal conditions to 
the distinctively human state. Consequently, thoy reason 
quite cogently and logically, tho religious instinct is abso
lutely indfestructible. No doubt it was considerably weak
ened by that tragic fall in Eden, but it was by no means 
blotted out. To oppose Christianity is, therefore, to rise up 
in rebellion against human nature itself. A belief in God 
and in a future life is, thoy assert, an instinct; and to 
endeavor to dislodge it from the human mind is equivalent 
to trying to deprive the bird of its flying instinct. I frankly 
admit that this argument, as an argument, is perfectly 
legitimate and valid provided tho assumption upon which it 
rests can be substantiated at the bar of reason. If super
natural religion is an instinct, we must confess that all 
attempts to overthrow it are doomed to ultimate failure. 
But is the assumption on which the argument rests capable 
of verification ? Is the human mind endowed with a 
religious instinct? Before answering that question, I bog 
to point out that if any theory about human nature is 
true, you will find abundant conformation of its truth 
in the experience of daily life. When wo turn to the history 
of the Christian Church, however, we observe that the 
theory of the religious instinct has been universally mis
trusted. In controversy with unbelievers, the religious 
instinct has always played a most conspicuous and important 
part, but in tho practice of the Church it has been deliber
ately and utterly ignored. Now, why have all the religious 
sects so heartily joined hands in the vigorous and bitter 
policy of Secular Education ? Simply because of their 
complete lack of confidence in the religious instinct. 
(Applause.) What explains the existence and the feverish 
activity of all the Churches, Sunday-schools, Bands of Hope, 
and Societies of Christian Endeavor ? Nothing but a 
complete lack of confidence in the religious instinct. (Hear, 
hear.) So absolute is this lack of confidence in the religious 
instinct that prominent leaders, like Dr. Clifford, have, again 
and again, given public expression to the view that if 
Secular Education were adopted Great Britain would soon 
become a heathen country, not only devoid of religion but 
deep suDk in all forms of immorality and crime. Dr. 
Campbell Morgan said, only last week, that in his opinion 
London is now Satan’s Seat, and that Great Britain is as 
Pagan as was ancient Rome. Think, he said, there are two 
thousand children in Sunday-schools in London alone who

never hear anything about God and Christ and a future 
world. What I wish to emphasise just now, however, is the 
fact that the practice of the Church contradicts its doctrine 
on this subject simply because the doctrine is wholly fal8?- 
There is no such thing as a religious instinct, the belief in it 
being the very maddest of dreams. (Hear, hear.) Now let 
us for a moment consider what instinct is and how it works. 
“ An instinct,” Paley says—and a more accurate definition 
was never framed—“ an instinct is a propensity prior to 
experience and independent of instruction.” An instinctive 
action, therefore, is an action performed in response to a 
constitutional impulse, or inward push outwards, without any 
training or instruction, and often without any knowledge 
whatever of the end to be achieved. Such an action is the 
annual migration of many of our birds. Such an action is 
the stealing of other birds’ nests by the common cuckoo. 
This bird shirks the responsibilities—or should I say privi
lege ?—of sitting upon, and hatching out, its own eggs. It 
lays only one egg in a nest, with the result, of course, that 
the baby bird gets plenty to eat. Furthermore, the baby 
bird, before it is many days old, obeying a hatefully cruel 
instinct, gives its foster brothers in the nest a push out, 
with the result that they perish of cold and hunger, and 
that it secures all the food its voracious self requires. Then 
there is the hive-bee with the cell-making instinct, probably 
the most wonderful of all instincts. Now what serves my 
purpose is th is : that though these instincts are trans
mitted from generation to generation, they never appear as 
the reward of training or instruction. When we come to 
examine the so-called religious instinct in man, what do we 
find? Has a single child ever believed in God and im
mortality, and become pious without having previously been 
most assiduously taught ? Has anyone ever been known to 
take instinctively to worshiping God, and praying and per
forming other religious exercises ? On the contrary, prac
tically every child experiences the greatest possible difficulty 
in learning to believe in the existence of a Being whom 
nobody ever seen or ever heard. First of all, the parents 
have a go at h im ; then tho Sunday-school teacher takes 
him in hand ; then the day-school teacher ; and, finally, the 
minister, who holds special classes for the conversion of the 
young. In the end, when the child reaches 15 or 16, he or 
she may profess faith in Christ, or may not. Tho truth is, 
that naturally the human mind shrinks from thinking about 
religion, or from taking part in any religious exercises- 
Their is no duty which a Christian minister has to attend to 
more frequently than that of looking up, and trying to prick, 
the consciences of professing Christians who shirk church 
attendance and other obligations of the so-callod spiritual 
life. The sin that so easily besots the most saintly is that 
of forgetting God, who sits so lightly on the back of theif 
minds that he is perpetually slipping off; and there is 
nothing more difficult in the world than to re-seat him- 
(Applause.) Now, from such facts as these the only reason
able inference is that religion is a foreign elemont which 
never quite succeeds in acclimatising itself to the humau 
constitution. It is never fully in accordance with us, nor we 
with it. At the very best man and his religion are just a 
little bit afraid of each other, and thoy are perpetually 
threatening to dissolve partnership ; and it is tho opinion o 
a rapidly growing number of people that man would get 011 
much better, and be ever so much healthier and strong« 
and richer if the partnership were to be actually and finahy 
cancelled. (Applause.) While the so-called religious lD" 
stinct is nothing but a figment of tho imagination, the* 
nheres in every one of us a really genuino instinct--*! 

instinct of social life—which has been so ovor-shadowed J 
the imaginary religious instinct that it has never yet na 
{airplay. (Hear, hear.) There is in tho Biblo a vĈ  
splendid parable—tho parable of the Sower. ^ ou.i^;d 
remember, somo of tho seed fell among thorns and >t - 
not bear any fruit, becauso the thorns grew up and cboa 
it. Well, our business is plucking out the thorns of sup ̂  
stition from tho minds of the people, and so prepare tbe s, 
for tho seed of tho Kingdom of Man. (Applause.) In -  
grand work may we all take our part, so that tho time n> 
come when we shall have among us economic justice, s° ,. 
welfare, and that brotherhood, so often sung by Merc ’ 
which is the very essence of a happy human life, f1-1 
applause.)

Miss K. R ough.
Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen,—Only so recen ^  

as last Sunday, at the close of an address that I delive*6 ,jy 
Victoria Park to a very cold audience—I mean pby8lC  ̂¡j 
cold—an opponent got on to the platform and said tba  ̂
were not for Christianity I should not be occupying tho P .^  
form that afternoon. Of course, I quite agreed with ^ y  
But what he really meant was, that it was duo to Christ1 n 
that a woman was able to stand up in this enhgn Afl 
twentieth century and address an audience at a11; 
Freethinkers, we know that it is in spite of Christia 

(Continued on p. 346.)
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Acid Drops.
1 ^ e r a r y  Post is unfortunate in its choice of writers, a 
eaaing article on the Letters of John Stuart Mill, in a recent 

number, being evidently the work of one of these gentlemen 
whose knowledge of a subject is got from the book they 
. aPPen to be reviewing. It is the usual combination of 
ignorance and prejudice, with a dash of wilful untruth to 

it a flavor. It will be remembered that Mill, in his 
/tree Essays on Religion, praised the Jesus of the Gospels 

s a perfect figure, and claimed that no one had ever taught 
. a noble morality. This testimony, which was based on 

°. ¡nflniry as to the historic actuality of Jesus and the 
jnginality of the Gospel teaching, is said by the Literary 
ost writer to be “ far enough removed from the militant 
M abusive Atheism which had its chief popular exponent 
n Charles Bradlaugh.”

Nothing can be more amusing and more instructive than 
tQ° VaP°rings of your average journalist when he is trying 
If W?  something that will please his semi-religious reader.

a I  reethinker is zealous for the truth as he knows it, if 
wV + V6r̂  muc'1 *n earnest and lets it be seen that he means 

at he says, if he is not afraid to draw blood from an oppo- 
j , the objection is raised that he is militant and aggres- 
ve, and is guilty of the worst possible manners. But if 
tistians are perfervid, if they destroy your rest with the 

1 A1.6 of their church bells, ruin your nerves with the 
°f trombones and cornets, and the dismal howling 

their hymns by scrofulous evangelists, if they waylay you 
h tracts setting forth the awful punishment of unbelievers, 

n 7  are no*' reProvod for their wretched manners; they are 
p aggressive—they are simply zealous and sincere believers. 

r the average journalist many words have no fixed 
amngs ; everything depends on the point of view.

Ifad' 7 °  that militant and aggressive are correct
a jectives to apply to anyone who is very much in earnest 
Witl t ^ eaS y0U D0*! liaPPen to care I°r< ** is <luite different 
tl i f  . . .  word abusive. When you say of a man’s manner 

a it is abusive, you either moan that he buttresses a bad 
tru me\  * ^  'nsnlting his opponent or you say what is un- 
doR0' ow’ n°thing could bo wider of the mark than to 
„ cr*be Bradlaugh as abusive. If he ever used strong lan- 

age it was under great provocation, and was justified by a 
«and circumstantial clerical lie. His manner was in- 

¡n laa*y temperate and courteous. Even when he had an 
°-Petent opponent to deal with ho would treat him with 

en ayUnioncy, Every Freethinker knows from sad expori- 
nf n tt,at scurrility and vulgar abuso are the favorito weapons 
ot the Christian. ___

T>  aro not likely to forget the great and good man, 
Pi011 1 8 ^a'n°i was called a “ dirty little Athoist ” by the 
qaotS nniitlor, Roosovelt. Spencer, in his Study o f Sociology, 

c,8 an example of religious scurrility from the Church 
be r* i ^  H ’ I®78. It is worth reprinting, and should 

c°nnoction with an article on Mill in the British 
I]. .V by the pietistic, Pharisaical Nicoll. The Church 

a d wroto as follows on the death of John Stuart Mill:— 
Wo i7 ' I - Stuart Mill, who has just gone to his account, 
inn t bave been a remarkable writer of English if his 
nof 6 ae'I 'con8ciousness and abounding self-confidence had
1 —ade him a notorious literary prig......His death is no
, 3 — anybody, for ho was a rank but amiable infidel, and a 

at dangerous person. The sooner those lights of thought 
y, agree with him go to the same place the better it will be 
both for Church and State.”

lau,,, ,k° Literary Post’s writer can find a passage in Brad- 
abusi 8 Wr'f*Dgs that any unprejudiced man would call 
of will presont him with a copy of Trench’s Study

Th t?
blind Q°V‘ Dr’ Jow°tt says that Atheists are spiritually 
fact, n ? *bey aro ; and thoy pride themselves upon the 
d° bolioving in tho existence of spirit, thoy certainly
Sebso of p l0Vo — spiritual vision. It is true they have no 
tends tl t i  ’ Hr- Jewett is quite mistaken when he con
ceding at ,y have no skies and no awe. Their life is ex- 
Feodor 8I’acious' an(I full oi poetic boauty and imaginative 
I’urtherm an“ *bey need never experience a dull moment. 
Pure light°*"f' ^ ° ’r is real> in that it is life lived in the 
Paoplo wl °£ roas°n- In other words, Atheists aro tho only 
^alk, not b ar° intellectually awake, whoso one aim is to 
interior faith, but by knowledge acquired through the 
asleep a' i Christians, on the contrary, are intellectually 

’ d tho bulk of their lifo is spent in dreamland.

Union. Mr. Silvester Horne, M.P., speaking at the Assembly 
meeting, made a characteristically hollow profession of 
Christian love and brotherhood and then proceeded to 
attack in a childishly virulent manner all the critical 
principles for which Mr. Campbell stands. The latter 
gentleman, we believe, is a Celt. To the Celtic temperament 
consistency and logical precision are alien and distasteful. 
We once knew an Irish poet who called himself an Atheist 
yet thought he had a belief in a God. Mr. Campbell is 
doubtless quite honest. It is only a superficial observer of 
human nature that would suggest insincerity and quackery. 
Besides, the Congregationalists or Independents, to which 
body Mr. Campbell belongs, have no written articles of 
belief, and, therefore, there is no fixing precisely what a man 
may or may not believe. Still, they call themselves Christ
ians, thereby implying a belief in certain dogmas—the 
Incarnation, the Atonement, the Resurrection of the Son of 
God. Anyone who “ restates” (a British WeeJcly euphemism 
for “ rejects ”) these doctrines to suit his own notion of 
what is rational, should not keep the name of Christian nor 
associate himself with a group which has no share in his 
opinions. Mr. Campbell wants to be a sceptic and Christian 
at the same time. It is a pity he is not a Professor of 
Divinity at Oxford or Cambridge. He could then hold any 
belief he liked.

We are pleased to see Mr. R. J. Campbell emphasising the 
fact that the Progressive League is primarily a religious 
body, and also that “ persons of no very pronounced religious 
sympathies ” are better outside. Doubtless recent events 
have taught him that the large majority of Christians are not 
content to have their religion preached as an adjunct to the 
Socialist movement, or to see in a scheme of main drainage 
the chief fruition of the vicarious death of Jesus. We quite 
agree with Mr. Campbell that persons who “ are out of sym
pathy with Christianity ” are “ in the wrong place ” in 
joining Mr. Campbell’s party, and we hope that Mr. Bernard 
Shaw and others who have been coquetting with City Tern- 
pleism will see that its leader indicates a course it should 
have been quite unnecessary to advise.

Mr. Campbell’s advice emphasises a point that all intel
ligent reformers will do well to take to heart. It is appa
rently the opinion of many that they may, by keeping their 
own opinions on religion in the background, and joining 
various Churches for social work, bo advancing social develop
ment and weakening religion. Nothing could be farther from 
tho truth. The Churches gain far more than they lose by 
such tactics. To begin with, they reduce to silence those 
who would otherwise play tho part of active assailants. 
Next, they gain the credit for interest in social reform that 
as often as not they are without. Their real concern is with 
religion, and as soon as their interests in this direction aro 
served those who have aided them are invited to step outside 
—and stay there. The wildest of all delusions is that 
cherished by certain social organisations of mushroom 
growth, that they can capture the Churches. Tho Churches 
may capture them, and in certain instances appear to have 
done so. It may one day dawn upon non-Christian social 
reformers that common sense and self-respect suggest that 
in suppressing their own opinions on religion in order to gain 
the co-operation of Christian Churches thoy are reducing 
thomsolves to tho expedients of an emergency, to bo thrown 
on ono side whon the emergency has passed, or another of a 
different nature has developed.

Mr. Campbell also announces that for the future ho will 
cease to interfere in political mattors, but will concentrate 
on pulpit work. Other elorgymen, ploaso copy.

“ Laicus,” of the Methodist Times, is an exceedingly 
interesting and racy writer. Unfortunately, however, his 
views of things are ofton warped by his theology. For 
example, in his article on “ Power and Beauty ” for May 19, 
he says : “ There is ugliness in the world, as we all know ; 
but ugliness comos from man. It is tho result of man’s 
sin.” That may be good theology, but, judged by informed 
common sense, it is sheer nonsenso. How an intelligent 
gentleman liko “ Laicus ” could write such stuff is a mystery. 
He continues thus : “ Disease is ugly, selfishness is ugly, in
gratitude is ugly, evil temper is ugly.” On his own showing, 
thon, there must have been plenty of ugliness in the world 
prior to man's appearance. Moreover, if snch things aro 
ugly, it follows that ugliness comos, not from man, but from 
the Creator in whom “ Laicus ” so firmly believes. It is he 
who must bo hold responsible for whatever qualities mani
fest themselves in his creation.

It
^ill arrn.k° *nR esting to see how the Rev. R. J. Campbell 

an8o his little difficulty with tho Congregational
Pastor Russell, the American preacher who has been 

holding forth at the Albert Hall, sayB that collections are not
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necessary -when one preaches against hell. “ How to spend 
the money that comes to me,” he says, “ is one of the 
problems of my life.” Well, we have been preaching against 
hell for many years, but our experience is not exactly that of 
Pastor Russell’s. And if preachers find that preaching 
against hell brings the money in so plentifully, we should 
say that Pastor Russell will make more converts amoDg the 
clergy, than among those of the laity, who still believe in 
tbe eternity of “ hell's hot jurisdiction.”

Both Robert Moase (of Hackney) and his wife suffer from 
being unequally yoked. The former is a Roman Catholic 
and the latter a Protestant. Moase was summoned recently 
for using threats against his wife, and explained,—

“ Me and my wife frequently have words over our little 
boy’s religion. I am a Roman Catholic, and I want my little 
boy to be brought up the same. My wife’s a Protestant, 
and wants her way with the boy.”

Neither appears to trouble about what the little boy in 
question really needs. As is usual in such matters, there is 
much talk about the rights of the parent and no considera
tion whatever for the rights of the child. The magistrate 
told Mr. Moase, a religion that led to quarrelling was not 
worth a brass farthing. Quite so ; only as all religions do 
lead to quarrelling their moral value is correctly placed in 
the magistrate’s estimate.

The Rev. Dr. Campbell Morgan contends that no one can 
be an honest student of the Bible unless he is absolutely 
free from prejudice. On the assumption that Great Britain 
is a Christian country, no such person can bo found within 
its borders. Dr. Morgan must be aware that no child born 
and bred within the atmosphere of the Church can be ex
pected to treat tho Bible without prejudice. In the home 
from earliest years, in the Sunday-school, in all church 
services, in tho minister’s Bible-class, everywhere tho child 
is told, times without number, that this volume is the very 
Word of God. How on earth is it possible for anyone so 
trained to approach the discussion of the book devoid of 
bias ? It is only once in a while that such people are ever 
enabled to emancipate themselves from the bondage of 
superstitious reverence for the Bible. And yet Dr. Morgan 
is quite right, and the only legitimate inference is that 
Christians, as Christians, cannot he honest students of their 
own Scriptures,

The Rev. Mr. Rattenbury is progressing, though he has 
still much to learn. He is sufficiently advanced to concede 
that “ when a man leads a really moral and upright life ” ho 
has nothing to fear. Of course n o t; but the roverond 
gentleman is still under the delusion that such a man “ has 
laid hold upon tho Unseen, however little he may realise it.” 
After all, there is nothing strange in this, especially when we 
bear in mind that it is the preacher’s profession to talk with 
the utmost cocksureness about things concerning which he 
possesses absolutely no knowledge.

The Christian missionary is invariably at the bottom of 
internal disturbances in the East. A Tokio paper, Yorotsujo, 
in an editorial, writes, as follows: “ Although tho foreign 
missionaries deny the fact, they are responsible for all tho 
troubles against the Japanese in Korea. It is they that 
spread false reports of the Japanese administration in the 
Peninsular.”

Dr. Drysdale, at tho Presbyterian Synod held at Cardiff, 
told his fellow clergymen that the Jewish mission was both 
insulting to tho Jews and a waste of good money. It was 
only turning bad Jews into worse Christians. For the good 
Jew, the only one worth converting, said Dr. Drysdale, “ tho 
Christian is no better than a Pagan.”

Rev. W. T. Walker, of Glasgow, announces the publication 
of a book, entitled The True Christ, We suppose this 
will settle the matter onco for all.

the best snap-shot of the consecration of the Bishop of 
Norwich; the worst part of a bad business was that they 
selected the most awful moment—when hands were laid on 
the unctuous holy head of the newly made bishop. It is not 
suggested that the proprietors and editors of these wicked 
but enterprising journals are Atheists.

Under “ Recent Wills,” the Guardian tells us that tho 
Rev. Dr. Andrew Fausset has left an estate valued at 
¿£39,378, the Rev. O. Smith-Bingham ¿£114,349, tho Rev. E. 
Iverslake JE50.514. This is an average of nearly ¿£70,000 for 
three preachers of the gospel of poverty.

In glaring contrast to these enormous fortunes is the case 
of a poor parson who writes to the Guardian that after 
twenty-six years of hard work his income does not roach 
¿£2 a week. Having to do all his own house repairs he has 
no time for study, and is, in consequence, an ill-read and 
ignorant theologian but an oxpert carpenter.

The Daily Mirror, in its issue of the 16th inst., published 
a leading article on the late King’s death, and quoted a mag
nificent passage from the Atheist poet, Swinburne. The 
verse was taken from the poet’s elegy on Charles Baudelaire. 
It is significant that when men are brought face to face with 
death they often forget their theology and turn to a wise 
Secularism.

Dr. Horton said recently that “ his great desire was that 
the Sunday papers should bo used for bringing tho Gospel to 
the mass of the people.” We are afraid that the cause 
celebre of Joseph v. Joseph and the Holy Ghost would not 
be so attractive as up-to-date divorce cases.

Another child has been born to tho Spaxton Messiah, 
Smyth-Pigott. The infant, a girl, has not yet been named, 
but it is said by tho Daily Chronicle that it will bo christened 
“ Comet."

Our readers will be familiar with tho name of the Nett- 
poiitan Camorra, the great Italian criminal organisation. 
Although criminal it is exceedingly pious, and has its own 
chaplain. This person, a priest named Viltozzi, has been fo* 
some time in the hands of tho authorities, and is now 
reported to be dying in tho prison infirmary. Tho criminal 
population of Naples, wo road, are greatly excited at the 
approaching death of their “ spiritual ” leader. We do not 
expect they will have much difficulty in finding a successor 
for the post.

The newest “ immortal ” is not tho late Edward VII.,
M. Brieux, the author of False Gods.

Punch has published an “ In Memoriam ” numbor relating 
to King Edward VII., and it is not the least funereal publi
cation of its kind. Just fancy a “ comic ” paper being able 
to cull so much solemnity from its pages. No wonder tbe 
English pooplo wallow naked in tho religion of tho “ Man of 
Sorrows.”

A horse named “ The Sinner ” won a raco recently. 
the racecourse some “ saint ” would have beaten him by a 
nock.

Owing to the King’s death a military band was counter
manded at a scasido rosort, and its placo takon by a private 
band which wore mourning clothes. “ What band is this, 
asked a spectator ; “ the First Royal Undertakers ?"

A writer in tho New Age says : “ Heretics are not n°^ 
burned, but they aro barred.” A very truo remark; and i 
is the duty of Freethinkers to see that this boycott is broko 
down,

The following, from the Melbourne Argus, affords a re
freshing contrast to the views of some of tho English Labor 
advocates and to the gush, repeated ad naustum, about 
“ applying Christianity to social problems ” :—

11 Melbourne Socialists crowded their hall in Elizaboth- 
street, last evening, and vociferously applauded Mr. F. Hiatt 
(secretary of the Amalgamated Society of Railway Employees) 
in his contention that “ Christipnity is philosophically 
unsound, unscientific, and economically useless from the 
working-class standpoint.”

We commend this to our pious Laborists in the home 
country. ___

The Guardian is distressed almost to tears. The hustling 
illustrated journals were irreverent enough to compete for

toPrincipal Forsyth avers that it is not his custom 
doscend to personalities, but he admits that once io P „ 
ho deplored that “ so good a comrade and so fine a proacli _ 
as Mr. Campbell “ should have been lost to tho pulpit of ^  
Gospel through influences that got their scope from his * 
of acquaintance with the mighty mattors ho rushed
handle and damage.” Well, it would be extremely 
to utter a meaner and crueller personality than that. „’ 
Forsyth denies that he ever called Mr. Campboll “ a <laaCaj[B 
and “ an adventurer but surely in that extract he c ^  
him a something much worse—a man who has cease 
preach the Gospel. Dr. Forsyth knows what the Oospc 
and preaches i t ; but those who differ from him do B0I_t fl
How beautiful a grace is Christian humility 1 
sentiment is brotherly love 1

How sweet



May 29, 1910 THE FREETHINKER 845

Hr. Foote’s Engagem ents.

(All early dates cancelled until further notice.)

To Correspondents.

P resident's H onorarium F und : 1910.—Previously acknowledged, 
*214 2s. 7d. Received since :—W. A. Yates, 5s.

Di 1r'LI)Ia M onth (the Figures mean the number of Shillings).—  
W H ' E "  2*-

\rh 5?rresPondents please note that all letters not meant for 
Mr. Foote personally, but which contain matter of an editorial 
¡^Mracter, notices of meetings, etc., should be addressed 

Editor of Freethinker ” ? Otherwise they cannot be dealt 
j  Wl"“ *n time for the following week’s issue of this paper.
• Bryce.—MS. to hand. Will appear as soon as our columns 

^ are from Conference matter.
B odoe.—The passage you criticise from the Freethinker of 

February 27 does not deny that definite knowledge may be 
peached either on the one side or the other of the question of a 
ature life. It only states that, in the present state of our 

Knowledge, one is not logically warranted in denying a future 
“6. A belief based upon probability is quite another question. 
. Wo grant that living is a state, it follows, as you say, that, 

with the cessation of living, life disappears. But the religious 
Person does not grant your premiss ; and, in arguing against 
mm, to base one’s remarks on this is to assume the whole 
Point in dispute.
Harvey.—Thanks. See “ Acid Drops.”

• N—Miss Vance will be pleased to supply you or others with 
email parcels of literature—pamphlets and leaflets—for gra
tuitous distribution. The only conditions are that she be assured
. bond fide character of the application, and that the reci- 

Plent pays carriage.
• H. R oretti.—Glad to hear of your successful meeting at 
^ndon, and that there was a good sale of this paper and other

^  A. Seakorth.—We are sending your letter on to Mr. Focte. 
B amsry.—Received, but no space to deal with it this week. 

•A. Y ater.—Enclosure received and acknowledged. We are 
Blighted to hear from one who looks back with so much gra- 
itude to the day on which he “ first handled a copy of the 
reethinkcr.” It is such acknowledgments that repay us for 

Past efforts and urge us to fresh ones. Mr. Foote is rapidly 
^gaining his health, and we expect to see him very shortly 

^ a c k  at his old post.
n Similar Society, L imited, office is at 2 Newcastle-streot,

T *arrmgdon-street, E.C.
® National Secular S ociety’ s office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 

\y arr|ngdon-8treet, E.C.
’»the services of the National Secular Society in connection 
i11*1 Secular Burial Services aro required, all communications 

°uld be addressed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vance.
£or the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 

Le WewcasHe'stroot, Farringdon-street, E.C.
Jt«DEE Notices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon 
in 6et’ H'H., by first post Tuesday, or they will not bomserted.
nfa Ŵ ° 8en^ us newsPaPers would enhance the favor by 

Ord rkm® the passages to which they wish us to call attention. 
*Rs for literature should be sent to the Manager of the 

, . , neet Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-stroet, E.C., 
pEaanad no* to the Editor.

to ?Ns 5em*Hing for literature by stamps are specially requested The 6nt* ^aWPenny stamps.
freeth inker  will be forwarded direct from the publishing 
m ce’ P°st free, at the following rates, prepaid :—One yoar,

• “d .; half yoar, 5s. 3d.; threo months, 2s. 8d.

Let'

Sugar Plums.

the °r ®rst time for many years wo aro departing from 
ove t?SU!H custom and giving in full tho speeches at tho 
that *ti” rneeting o£ the N. S. S. Conference. We believe 
this 1080 w^° rea^ these addresses, will agree that in 
toueh^tter we have acted wisely. All tho speakers 
hot o r VOr^ t*igh level of excellence, and those who could 
Placed • n.ot attend tho meeting will thus have tho speeches 
to 'v*thin their reach. I t is well, too, onco in a while, 
platfote . outside world some idea of what the N. S. S. 
issue W0UM also suggest that the presont
gan^i . the Freethinker would make an excellent propa- 
secUte “umber, and many of our readers would do well to 
Wear ex .̂ra .C0P'es for distribution in promising quarters. 
Who b ^ “ting an extra supply for that purpose, and those 
^hrnaf'b a!3y desire to help both the circulation of this 
hiote tl ^  'htroducing it to new readers, and also to pro- 
aq ex spread of Freethought, will find the present issue 

6 tu t number for both purposes.

Owing to pressure on our space, due to the report of the 
Conference speeches, we have been obliged to cut down the 
number of paragraphs in the present issue of the Freethinker. 
Our readers will, we think, agree that their place is worthily 
filled. Next week we hope to deal out paragraphs with a 
more liberal hand.

To-day, Sunday (May 29), Mr. Cohen lectures at 3.30 
from the N. S. S. platform on Parliament Hill. We trust 
there will be a good muster of Freethinkers present. 
Christians seem to be making special endeavors to make 
work at this station as difficult as possible.

N. S. S. Branches will please notice that delegates to the 
Society’s Executive must be elected within twenty-one days 
dating from the Annual Conference. The names of delegates 
should therefore bo sent to Miss Vance without delay.

A Lame Dog’s Excuse.

I  in t e n d e d  to write an article for this week’s Free
thinker. Mr. Cohen is still sitting in the editorial 
chair at the office, and I should for the time have 
been really but a contributor,—and I have scarcely 
been even that for several weeks. I find, however, 
that there is a certain natural truth in tho old 
proverb, couched in theological language, that “ man 
proposes and God disposes.” God, in this case, 
stands for several circumstances, such as my own 
condition and the weather. Principally the weather. 
For I was bo far recovered from my late illness, with 
its upsetting operation, that I was able to take my 
part, after a fashion, as President at the Whit- 
Sunday Conference of the National Secular Society; 
and I suppose I might have forced myself to go right 
on with my regular work. Yet I should doubtless 
have had to pay the penalty of so doing, and I believe 
I am acting for the best in following the advice of so 
many friends who have urged me not to overtax my 
growing strength, but to enjoy a period of recupera
tion. I left home with my wife for rest and change, 
which she needs as much as I do. Of course I was 
full of virtuous resolution to do some work. I had 
fixed upon Friday, but that was the day of King 
Edward’s funeral, and I was too sickened with the 
monotonous display of artificial grief in the news
papers, and in the people about me, to be able to 
write at all. Besides, it was glorious weather, and I 
was tempted to make the most of it. Saturday 
started with a frightful storm; the darkness, the 
wind, the thunder and lightning, and the rain were 
so appalling that common folk might well imagine 
that the comet had come or tho day of judgment 
arrived. After the storm the weather continued to 
be miserable till late in the evening, and I was too 
gloomy to begin working. I resolved to make a real 
effort on Sunday; but Sunday came with splendid 
sunshine, tempered by a fine cool wind, and the sky 
was a vast dome of unflecked blue, and the sea with 
its multitudinous waves flashed the beauty that I 
most love,—and how on earth (or elsewhere) could 
one begin working on suoh a magnificent day ? All 
I could do was to “ loaf and invite my soul,” as 
Whitman puts it. And that I did. Well, it is now 
Monday, and tho weather is grand again ; besides, it 
is too late to get a long artiole in tho make-up of 
this week’s Freethinker; so I let the long artiole slide 
for once, and just keep up the connection with my 
readers through these chatty, and I dare say very 
inadequate, lines.

Some critical readers may think that I have offered 
good excuses for laziness. I tell them it was the 
weather. The glorious sunshine was too much for 
me. I remember—I shall never forget—the thrill 
that went through me on the day that I wa9 able to 
walk by myself after my illness without leaning on 
my daughter’s arm. Turning a corner I suddenly 
oame upon the sea-front. Miles across were the 
hills of Kent, overhead was the great sweep of 
dappled sky, below was the great stretch of water 
gleaming in the sunlight. My whole being vibrated 
from head to foot. I could feel my limbs quivering.
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Not with weakness, bnt with new strength and 
delight drawn from Mother Nature. For nearly four 
weeks I had been confined to my bedroom, and most 
of the time in bed; and an experience of that kind 
is necessary to enable one to feel the full force of 
“ Out Again,”—the deep breath, the long sigh, the 
placid content, the soft renovation moving through 
one’s blood and nerves, the sense that one is really 
alive again. Yes alive again. One may rise from the 
dead without a miracle. When the doctor called to 
see me a few hours after the operation, and my brain 
was gradually recovering from the anaesthetic, he 
asked me how I felt. “ Like Lazarus,” I replied. 
“ What does that mean,” he asked, “ thirsty V' “ No," 
I replied, “ risen from the dead.”

Believe me, critical reader, it was the weather. I 
am seeking fresh strength in the best way,—drinking 
life from Mother Nature's breast. She allows us to 
seek and find it there if we will. And I have always 
loved her passionately, though the work of my life 
has been in cities. When my last hour comes I 
should like to be in the open air, not in a room, which 
is like a larger edition of one’s coffin; and with 
natural sights and sounds around me—and above all 
the sound of the sea upon the shore—I could die in 
peace and resignation. It would be the last unction 
of the Church to whioh I belong. Q ^  p 00TE

(Continued from p. 342.)
and not because of it. Civilisation owes nothing to Chris
tianity. Christianity took its rise at about thirty degrees 
north latitude, I believe, and in the region of its birth it has 
never been productive of any civilising influence. It was 
only as it came further north, and as it came to a people 
enjoying different influences of climate, soil, and social 
institutions, that it became associated with a more pro
gressive humanity. Mohammedanism, which took its rise 
in the torrid zone, also developed as it came further north, 
when it expanded, and became associated with such civilising 
influences, that for long, Moslem Spain put Christian Europe 
to the blush. And if we are to attribute the advancement of 
woman to any single cause, we might more justly place it to 
the credit of climate, rather than religion, that women 
occupy a better position in the West than thoy do in the 
East. But the influence of Christianity has prevented 
women, even in the most civilised countries, from coming 
forward and bearing her share in the work of regenerating 
humanity. Up to quite recently it was thought that all 
women ought to spend their time between the Bible and the 
cookery-book. I think it would bo a great deal better if 
women were taught less of the Bible and more of the cookery- 
book. (Applause.) In some directions the old Spartans could 
give us many lessons to-day. They held that tho maternal 
function was the woman’s highest function, and that it 
should have every opportunity of developing on the 
highest and best lines ; therefore they trained their women 
both bodily and mentally until, in Sparta (famous, I believe, 
for 300 or 400 years, as bringing forth the finest and 
noblest race in Greece) the women were better educated than 
tho men, and I think the story goes that Gorgo, tho wife 
of Leonidas, replied to a stranger who said to her, “ Ton 
Spartan women are the only women who rule men,” “ We 
Spartans are the only womon who bring forth men.” And 
that is why we aro so anxious to spread the gospel of Free- 
thought among women. One can very well understand the 
religious instinct referred to by Mr. Lloyd to-night, when 
one recollects that it impressed upon the mother that her 
first duty to the child is to bring it up in the tenets of the 
Christian religion. It amused me during the past week 
to come across a new monthly paper, known as the 
Baby's World, which is addressed exclusively to mothers. 
Sandwiched between an article written by a very advanced 
Socialist and another article on sanitary inspection we have 
a little instruction from the Rev. Dr. Magee. Ho tells the 
mothers that their first duty is to seize on the infant mind, 
which is as impressionable as wax, and begin to teach it 
something about Ood and heaven as soon as it can under
stand anything. It is first of ail to be shown pictures of the 
Good Shepherd, Jesus, taking care of the lamb3, and it is 
then to be taught to pray, which is its way of talking to 
God. Then it should bo taught to say grace, and the very 
tiniost children can easily be taught to do this, especially by 
the example of other children. In that way the earliest 
leEsons of religion will be inculcated in the infant mind. 
Now that is to-day, in civilised England, in the twentieth 
century. But we are getting on a little bit. You are teaching 
women something of sanitary scienco, you aro teaching them

something about their duty to their poorer brothers^ and 
sisters; but at the same time you must have sandwiched 
between those two lessons something about religion. What 
we want to do as Freethinkers is to try and get hold of as 
many women as possible, so that we can instil into their 
minds that it is their duty as the custodians of the future 
generation to open widely and broadly their own minds, to 
let the glorious light of Freethought stream in upon theffli 
so that the ignorance and darkness of superstition may be 
swept away, in order that the mothers of future generations 
shall do their part in bringing about the realisation of the 
glorious gospel of humanity and the Brotherhood of Man. 
(Applause.)

Me . F. A. Davies,
Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen,—We know that 

amongst ancient people there was plenty of what we call 
humbug. It did not originate with Christianity. They 
had it before, and so carefully has it been preserved and 
propagated that there is more of it to the square mile in 
modern Christian civilisation than there was in more ancient 
times. Mr. Barnum wrote a book on it. It was a large 
book, but did not exhaust the subject by any means; so 1 
want to draw your attention to one of the most prevalent 
forms of humbug, which I may call the humbug of diS‘ 
interestedness. All of you, I suppose, have followed recent 
political controversy, and you will have noticed that the 
politicians whose utterances called forth the most bitter 
resentment were those who declared that the other side 
were actuated by motives of self-interest. That was hitting 
below the belt. Anything so crudely truthful as that was 
considered to bo un-English and opposed altogether to the 
best traditions of our British public life. (Laughter.) Lord 
Macaulay once remarked in the House of Commons that it 
would bo a strange infatuation if they were to legislate on 
the assumption that mon cared as much for thoir fellow- 
creatures as they cared for themselves, and yet that is an 
assumption that is always being made by politicians and by 
partisans. The same criticism applies to theological dis
cussion. Reference has been made here to-night to the 
Rev. R. J. Campbell. While his opponents were criticising 
his peculiar theological views and pointing out his heresies, 
Mr. Campbell preserved a quite saint-like forbearance. R0 
had the best of tho argument, and he smiled. When, how
ever, Dr. Forsyth at Hull drew tho attention of the I’re0 
Churchmen to tho fact that tho Rev. R. J. Campbell ana 
other Now Theologians were eating tho bread of a Church 
whose doctrines they denied, then the heather was on fire 
at once. Criticiso the Rev. Campbell’s theological position 
as much as you like; but turn the attention of the public to 
his economic position as a minister of a church drawing a 
salary for preaching a certain doctrine, and then your criti
cism passes tho bounds of ordinary Christian courtesy to 
use the Rev. R. J. Campbell’s own words. (Hear, hoar-) 
Mr. Campbell is always telling us that “ tho Kingdom ° 
God is not moat and drink, but righteousness and poaco ana 
joy in tho Holy Ghost.” In the moantimo, howover, parsons 
aro not fed, like the prophot of old, by ravens, although 
havo heard tho names of other birds mentioned in that con 
nection—gulls, I believe, was one of them. (Laughter-) 
Tho minister of a church is a man, and ho is compelled * 
dress and e a t; ho is compelled to have a salary; «  * 
respectable that ho should bo married. Thoy aro in the 
samo position as ordinary, common, human clay. They 
havo tho samo ideals, lofty and otherwise. They l,v® 
much about tho samo life. They aro faced by tho sa® 
moral and intellectual problems; thoy wrestle with the 
and take sides just tho same as any other man, becaus i 
when disputes are worried out, “ it is interest still that r 
solves the doubt and tho parson takes tho side upo 
which his interests are as automatically as any othor per® 
in the community does. I am not saying anything agal?__ 
them on that account. They are only men. I do not * 
one moment imagine that it would bo possible for every u° 
in the Church who disbelieves tho Christian doctrino to co 
out of it. It is only the most heroic men who do that. (*i0 ’ 
hear.) After all, when wo say that interest resolves tho aou > 
we are only taking them off their imaginary pedestal, a 
putting them on tho ordinary level which other mon occupyp u u u i u g  uxjulu u u  t u u  u j .u ix ia i . jr  i u v d i  w l u u l i  uuxxux u j u -  -
St. Peter, I believe, in the assumption of the Christian pc°P 
is the manliest man in the Bible, and yet wo know tW g 
was interest that resolved his doubt—something liko 
per cent., I beliovo, with a crown and throne put 
kind of makeweight. (Laughter.) Even in that 
period of the Church when the faithful came forward 
their offerings and laid their property at the feet o ^ 
apostles, it is only natural to assume, as Colonel nt. 
did, that it was tho apostle who suggested tho arrange ,ot 
(Laughter.) When tho Church founded upon St. ^ t  
became powerful, it no was longer founded upon Pot® 
upon the solid basis of landed property. (Hear, hear.) 
people wore told that man’s life consisted noti > 
abundance of tho things which ho possessed, but they
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0 of everything they could lay their hands on, and kept 
tl pl11” as they Possibly could. You all know how, when

e Church became powerful, they wrecked and burnt and 
es royed whatever heresy appeared, how bitterly they per- 
ecuted differences of opinion. But no heresy was ever 

persecuted so ruthlessly as those forms of error that taught 
on that they could bargain directly with God without em- 

p oymg the middlemen that the Church supplied. (Laughter 
and applause.) That was because it struck at the founda- 
ion of the Christian faith as represented by the priests who 
rew revenue from the people as a means of living. If to- 
ay, instead of the Pagan religion, the worship of the ancient 

jy ”an gods had survived, the worship of Mithra or of 
?r any other, and was in anything like the position 

i 'C h r is t ia n  religion is to-day of having funds invested 
. V e c h e s  standing upon freehold land, and a great wages 

IV on\y waiting for people to come in and preach that 
1”|1°n in order to handle the money, those ancient religions 

ould be living to-day, and would be defended to-day, and 
-,e*e would be journals to explain how they could be recon-
1 ed with all the truths that science and history and philo- 
ophy have taught the twentieth century. (Hear, hear.) 
onaething might be said about my own self-interest and

r . es as a Freethought lecturer. I  attack the Christian 
i n f°n r̂otn motives of self-interest. I attack it because it 
8 tae enemy of the particular class to which I belong—the 
ornrnon people. The Christian religion is the enemy of the 

^ommou people wherever it goes. (Hear, hear.) It has 
g “®bed the common people by flattering them, and it has 

altered them by declaring their natural cowardice to be a 
r ue. It has declared that the meek, which is another 

bet>/°r Wea^ ’ are blessed, whereas the proper gospel should 
b] taa* the weak are cursed, and the strong only are 
th Christian religion has cast a halo round

«degrading poverty of the common people and declared it 
o a state of blessedness. It has crushed out the healthy 

ta°r vi V̂ uo rev°lt against wrong. The morals that are 
t h P e°ple now not only by the Christians, but by 
^  oso who have been influenced by Christian civilisation, and 
call ri^6 ca^e^ Christian ethics, are immoral, and what is 
fut eC* 1Dalllorâ  now will have to become the morality of

^  mail wuen ue was a
jjjW®r'bed in which tho weeds were in an appalling majority. 
thaf*fl er Sa*̂  : " Samuel, my boy, I want you to weed out 
litll ^ow.er‘bed.” Mark Twain looked at the flowor-bed a 
e_ -c ^hile, and then said: “ Say, dad, wouldn’t it be much 
wh'Mv? ^ower ou* the weed-bed ?” Now that is precisely 
Wen i v.16 Cbristion religion has done—it has flowered out the 
hav k ' (Laughter.) Tho really decent people who 
aro° *)een hopt alive to breed the future generations 
w ,a Bmall number, a negligible quantity. Tho rank 
the 8 ar° everywhero. The Christian religion has allowed 
ho j.^60^8 to grow and crush out the flowers which ought to 
of ?i^scrve^i and it will not bo until we reverse the order 
gai(j Irig8 and start weeding out tho flower-bed that the 
'jj hfe will bloom in all its rich and varied loveliness,
achi Wl̂ - n°  ̂ ur*th we have recognised that if wo aro to 
Boojg,vo *n the futuro any degree of real, just, fraternal 
m0raw’ Wo can on*y do it after the last vestige of the slave 
exnlrJ j  Je808 Christ is banished into tho limbo of

f  ded superstition. (Applause.)

Mb. C. Cohbn.
Pleas' ^airm an, Ladies and Gentlemen,—I shall perhaps 
htiof -̂ou’ an<̂  &t least humor mysolf by being very 
years * want to lay stress on just one point. Many 
spealt a®°—Perhaps not quite so long as some of the 
Patri reter*ed to, because it came to bo quite a 
ka(j tc lal assembly when they spoke of tho dccados that 
n e a r^ t8e^—a 8°°d many years ago, becauso I have been 
"~~I ^  “Wenty years trying to civilise Christians—(laughter) 
I,ondo0l{G at a meeting on behalf of a candidate for the old 
known3 r ck°°l Board, where the Chairman was a well- 
WiBojv ® ergyman who had been dining perhaps not too
g°t kut, at any rate, well. Speaker after speaker had 
k°und sa*d ^ow snre th°y were bbat the candidate was 
leaned ° *n a  ̂ the top of the poll, and this clergymanleaned b luo l0P 01 lue P011> anu mis clergyman
into ther^Tv mo' - * had to speak next—and said, “ Rub it
I Want t ^ a t  they aro too—h’m—h’m—cocky.” (Laughter.) 
to bo ifi rua It into you to-night that it is possible for you 
groat deal°i° ^'m—h’m—cocky.” (Renewed laughter.) A 
that Frc, ,,‘las ^een Ba*d to-night of tho tremendous advance 
quite a 0tllouglJt has made, and, from one point of view, I 
^anger of6? Wl̂  that, only I think wo should all note the 
t>on of tl e  at what, after all, is quite a small propor- 
’gnorim, fi Christian world who adopt advanced opinions, andbUOiiQp ii ;  vyuiiu YVUU ouup« ou»am,cu upiuiuuo, ttuu
adopted tu '^m ense majority of Christians who have not 
and bucI Gem a* a^' Campbell and Canon Scott Holland 
and wo f 111611 are’ after all, only a fraction of tho Church, 

orget that beyond them there exists a large number

of Christians who have not thrown off the old doctrines, but 
who are only sufficiently ashamed not to boast about them. 
They have got a skeleton in the cupboard, and while they 
have not the courage to clean the cupboard out, they have 
just got sufficient family pride to say as little about it as 
possible. (Hear, hear.) Even beyond that class, I want to 
draw your attention to another and larger class of people 
who have given up belief in any formal superstitious 
doctrines, but who yet remain, to all practical intents and 
purposes, superstitious human beings; and this represents a 
standing danger to the best elements of our civilisation. 
(Hear, hear) For this huge mass of people is much in the 
same case as if one drains a river and then leaves it 
a marsh which may spread disease all round. We have 
drained off a lot of the definite superstitions, but there 
is that immense mass of unregenerated human nature still, 
and any turn of the political wheel, any unexpected combi
nation of social circumstances, may give the astute leaders 
of Church and Chapel a chance to once more re-awaken the 
flame of religious bigotry in this country. Now, I  suggest 
that we have got to pay attention to that, because the 
critical days of Freethought are not yet past. The Christian 
Churches are not going to give up in a hurry, and they are 
not going to give up without a struggle. The day of our 
hardest and bitterest struggle, and the day of our greatest 
danger, will be the day when we are nearest either ultimate 
triumph or a defeat that will put back Freethought for the 
passing of many generations. I suggest, therefore, that 
there is still much work for all of us to do, not merely to 
clear out of Christians' minds definite dogmatic beliefs, 
hut to take those people who have lost these beliefs and put 
something like mental strength into them. (Applause.) 
The average man is a coward, and perhaps in all the world 
there is no place where moral and mental cowardice 
flourishes so much as it does in Great Britain. We have got 
to put backbone into the nation’s mental life, if we can, and 
we have got to make the profession of honesty a little more 
tolerable, and a little more profitable, if we can. The 
average man is not a martyr, and you will never get honesty 
of speech and clearness of thought in average humanity 
until you make it possible for people to get through life with 
that tolerable amount of comfort which every normal human 
being desires. When I say that, I have no doubt whatever 
of the strength of the Freethought position. I am only 
pointing out the necessity for action. I believe that we 
hold the winning cards. (Applause ) I believe that we hold 
the most poworful weapons, but we want to use those 
weapons wisely, and we want to play those cards well. 
(Hear, hoar.) One of the daily papers was pointing the 
other day to one of those concrete expressions of Christian 
brotherhood—a modern Dreadnought—describing its size, 
armaments, and speed, and asked whether it was possible to 
conceive anything more powerful than a battleship in action. 
Well, I can conceive something more powerful still. I 
believe that if the power of all the Hliips in the world was 
increased a hundredfold, and if all tho Navies in the world 
were floating on a single keel, they would still be powerless 
before the ideas of peace and brotherhood that will one day 
bury all the Navies of the world beneath the waves of 
human intelligence and co-operation. (Loud applause.) I 
believe we are fighting with the most powerful weapon tho 
world has over seen, the weapon of an idea, for ultimately 
that is the one weapon that no Church, and no Government, 
and no organisation can possibly suppress. It is more 
powerful than a battering-ram. It is more explosive than 
dyuamito. You may hold it back for a while, but in tho long 
run it triumphs. I believe wo have that weapon to fight all the 
superstition in the world, if we only use it; and I bolievo that 
against that weapon, properly wielded, no Church can stand. 
No church that can be conceived can stand before an idea 
that roBts on tho experience of the past, on tho knowledge 
of tho present, and which, I believe, will one day becomo 
the incarnate reality of the future. Whatever the past may 
have been, whoever may have had control of it, I bolieve the 
future lies on our side, and that gives us our strength. 
(Applause) We aro told wo are not strong in numbers. Of 
course wo are n o t; and, in comparison, I suppose we never 
shall bo. The world will always have its best ideas in tho 
possession of the few, and I hopo Freethought will lead in 
the future as in the past. (Applause.) We are not strong 
in numbers, social position, or money, but we are strong in 
possessing that enormously powerful weapon which every 
accession of knowledge and every advance only tempers to a 
greater degree of excellence. We have that, and, therefore, 
I Bay that the future lies’with us. The past has been given 
largely to God ; the future, we hope, will be given more to 
Man. Just as Charles Lamb once reckoned that the hours 
he had given to the India House represented so many lost 
years, and that, therefore, he was only a young man in 
in reality, while apparently a very old one, so I believe that 
one day humanity will realise that its past has been merely 
an attempt to live, and in tho light of a fuller and freer
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knowledge will awaken to its real manhood, a manhood that 
will be fed by all the knowledge of the past, that will be 
animated by all the life and love of its surroundings, and 
will hand on the heritage of a sane and useful ideal to the 
most remote future. (Loud applause.)

T he Chairman.
Well, Ladies and Gentlemen, this meeting, like every 

other, has to be formally dismissed, and I think I am 
justified in saying that you have spent with me a very 
pleasant and edifying evening—(hear, hear)—in listening to 
Mr. Lloyd and several other gentlemen who have advocated 
the cause of Freethought before you. We have had a great 
variety, and I, for one—for I  am a most excellent listener— 
was very charmed with it, from the ever-youthful enthusiasm 
of my old friend, Mr. Heaford, to the sagacious and venerable 
warnings of my younger colleague, Mr. Cohen. Fortunately, 
Mr. Cohen came round, as we all come round at the finish, 
to the optimistic note, for after all, if the past is not ours 
in essence and in tendency, the future never can be. We 
all know that eventually it will if we live on in the optimistic 
temper. Freethought has much work to do, setbacks to 
encounter, dangers to face, battles to fight, and victories to 
win, but it has fought many battles in the past, and it has 
not gone under; it has been smitten, it has bled, it has 
stumbled in the dust, but it has always risen again with the 
same old fire of courage and hope in its eyes, and the same 
old spirit of battle in its hands; and the cause which may be 
said to have been inaugurated by the science of Galileo and 
Kepler and Copernicus and the heroism of Bruno has lost 
nothing in this later age by the science of Darwin and the 
heroism of Bradlaugh. (Loud applause.)

B usiness M eeting.

MORNING SITTING.—Continued.
Motion by Mr. T. Thurlow :—

“ In view of tho grave dangers to which this country 
is exposed by tho ill-advised action of religious propa
gandists, supported openly or covertly by the power of 
the State, this Conference strongly protests against the 
power of this realm being used for the assistance of any 
religious sect desirous of propagating its creed among 
those weaker nations who possess treaty relations with 
the British Empire.”

Mr. Thnrlow said their Society had always maintained 
that the State should not support any particular cult or 
party, as instanced by the attitude of their President in con
nection with the severance of Church and State in Franco ; 
and Mr. Bradlaugh had also often stated that if he could 
abolish the Church by raising his hand he would not do it. 
Freethonght was a purely intellectual matter, and must bo 
propagated by purely intellectual means. That being so, he 
thought it was nearly time the ruling powers of Britain 
realised the fact that there were a considerable number of 
Froethinking citizens who objected to our military or naval 
power being used in tho way of coercing any weaker nation, 
in supporting missionaries especially. The timo had come 
when Freethinkers should demand that their views should 
bo considered as to tho nation’s conduct towards weaker 
powers, and on the policy of forcing tho religion of this 
country upon those who had no means of defending 
themselves against it.

Mr. Stewart said it appeared to him a ridiculous thing 
to attempt to prop up by military support what was 
admitted all round to be a failure, as foreign missions 
undoubtedly were. He had much pleasure in seconding the 
motion. It was thereupon carried unanimously.

Mr. Foote then announced that he thought it would bo 
best if he took a rest during the afternoon sitting, so as to 
como fresh to the evening meeting ; and he would therefore 
suggest they appoint another chairman for that session.

This course was unanimously agroed to, and on tho motion 
of Mr. Thurlow (Bethnal Green Branch), seconded by Mr. 
Shore, Mr. Cohen was appointed Chairman for the afternoon 
sitting of the Conference.

The delegates adjourned for luncheon at 12.45 p.m.

AFTERNOON SITTING.
Mr. C. Cohen in the Chair.

Motions re Lecture Platform :—
(a) By West Ham and South Shields Branches.
“ That in the interests of the Society’s work it is 

desirable that any member of the N. S. S. wishing to 
lecture regularly from its platform on behalf of Secu
larism, should have his or her name submitted to tho 
Executive for approval, and should obtain a certificate 
of proficiency from a committee appointed for that 
purpose,”

(6) By South Shields Branch.
“ In order to encourage the systematic study neces

sary to qualify for a lecture certificate, and to assist in 
defraying purchase of books, cost of classes, etc., the 
Executive of the N. S. S. be requested to confer with 
the Board of the Secular Society, Limited, with a view 
to arrange for a lecture scholarship, or scholarships, 
to decide on the terms of qualification, and to arrange 
for the granting of three prizes of .£20, £10, and £5 
respectively, to those attaining the standard of pro- 
ficiency agreed upon.”

Mr. Rosetti (West Ham) said he was instructed to notify 
the Conference that the resolution as printed on the Agenda 
was not the resolution they sent up.

Mr. Cohen said, as one of the Agenda Committee, he was 
partly responsible for that. The Agenda Committee had to 
put the resolutions which were submitted in proper form, 
and when two resolutions from Branches were substantially 
of the same character it would be absurd to waste the time 
of the Conference in discussing both. He understood Mr. 
Rosetti only objected to the words “ certificate of proficiency." 
If the Executive authorised anybody to speak, that would 
carry with it a certain guarantee of efficiency.

After some discussion an amendment was accepted by the 
Conference substituting “ certificate of authorisation ” for 
“ certificate of proficiency.” This, on being put to tho vote 
as a substantive resolution, was lost.

The Chairman then suggested that the next motion, to be 
in order, should read “ lecture platform ” in place of 11 1®°' 
ture certificate.” The South Shields delegate having given 
place to Mr. Shore, the latter said he thought there had been 
just a little waste of timo on the previous resolution, and it 
appeared to him that the case would be met oxactly by the 
South Shields motion. Tho idea was not a now ono. Two 
distinct attempts had previously been made to carry out 
some such scheme as the resolution proposed. They knew 
that there were men lecturing as Secularists who, from tbe 
point of view of holding audiences, were exceedingly clever, 
but as Secular lecturers they were anything but desirable. 
Those who had a collection of the N. S. S. Almanacks would 
find in tho issue of 1885 tho papers which were set for the 
examination of lecturers, drawn up by the authority of the 
Executive. There were means at hand for tho acquirement 
of the special knowledge necessary to equip Froethougbt 
lecturers if only taken advantage of, i.e., through tho various 
polytechnics and secondary schools throughout the country-

Mr. Chapman, in seconding the resolution, said it seemed 
to him thero should bo some kind of machinery in existence 
for tho authorisation of lecturers. This was just as neces
sary to-day as it had ever been.

Mr. Heaford said he thought in principle they would oh 
be agreed upon tho doctrine of efficiency, but it appeared 
to him there were grave practical difficulties in tho way if 
tho Conference passed Resolution b on tho paper. R0 
remembered that years ago thoro was some sort of machinery 
in tho N. S. S. for grinding out special lecturers (laughter), 
and he was ground out as a special lecturer; in fact they 
ground him out so small that they almost pulverised him- 
He remembored when there was a special lectureship 
founded undor the presidency of Mr. Charles Bradlaugb- 
The aspirant to tho special lectureship had to lecturo in the 
minor hall of the Hall of Science, with Bradlaugh in the 
audience, and it was a terrible ordeal, for Bradlaugh would 
sometimes get up and oppose, and on such occasions the 
aspirant was all the time in mortal fear and trembling °* 
the ordeal to which he know ho would bo subjected. R0 
should approve of tho resolution if it was perfectly under
stood that tho N. S. S. was to bo tho examining Board, but 
he certainly did not approve of dolegating such powers to 
polytechnics or to tho Archbishop of Canterbury, as Mr- 
Shoro had implied.

Mr. Moss said lecturers were born, not made. They wer® 
like actors and vocalists. No amount of “ cramming ” could 
make a man a lecturer unless naturo had fitted him for tb0 
task. If a man wished to bo a lecturer ho must first of a 
be a thinker, and must read up a special class of literature 
to qualify him for the position. Tho Secular Party had bad 
on its platforms, and they would have again, men of great 
genius who had been, and who would be, incapable of passing 
examinations ; as a matter of fact, men who had display0“ 
the very highest faculties had rocoived no special training 
apart from what they had given themsolvos. If a c °®‘ 
mittee could bo appointed who would indicate the books 
which ought to be read and encourage tho special study 0 
Freethought, well and good, but he did not approve 
sending men to polytechnics where only general knowledg 
was imparted. ,

Mr. Thurlow said ho did not approve of the idea °t 
Examination Boards. Ho agreed with Mr. Moss, 
lecturers could not be made. Power of speech was a natura 
gift. If such a body as was suggested wero set up, aaJ  
lecturer who was not authorised would be an outsider, aD ’
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for his part, he preferred to see perfect freedom of action on 
the part of the Branches in the selection of lecturers.

Mr. Roger thought there seemed to be a good deal of 
misapprehension on the matter. He understood that it was 
not the intention that the Executive should give them a cut 
at|d dried scheme right off, but should provide some scheme 
to help the young men on to the platform. The matter was 
Proposed at the Birmingham Conference, but they were not
so well able to do it then as now, because at that time funds 
were low.
. Mr. Cohen said, before putting the resolution, that, 
jn bis opinion, something ought to be done in the 
Society in the direction of a’ding young lecturers and 
encouraging higher education. Nothing was done at present, 
at>d the Freethought platform was understaffed, so that it 
w°uld he a good thing to devise some method whereby 
young men, who were promising lecturers, could be assisted 
ln varioua ways, such as by providing a scholarship or 
mahing various grants.

The resolution was then put, and carried with one dissentient.
A suggestion was then made that a Sub-Committee should 

6 appointed by the Conference to work out the details of a 
scheme to fnrf.Vwv»* Hi« aKiV«! &^peme to further the object of the last resolution, for sub- 
th 881°P to the Society’s Executive, but tho Chairman ruled 
detl^ t w°uld be creating a body who would act indepen-
b , jly °f the Executive. The Executive was the supreme 
n footed for transacting the Society’s business from one 

uference to another, and in its hands should rest the 
^ e r ° f  appointing any Sub-Committee to deal with any 
Pecial matter which might crop up.

Motion by Kingsland Branch :—
“ That this Conference tenders its best thanks to 

Mr. G. W. Foote for his lengthy and valuable services 
to tho cause of Freethought; it desires to specially 
®ark its recognition of his work in instituting the 
Secular Society, Limited, and trusts that the latter 
^ay  be the means of establishing a permanent head
quarters for the Freethought cause in Great Britain.”

(Kingsland) spoke in very eulogistic terms of 
j® valuable services of Mr. Foote to the Freethought cause. 
Wa very Drea  ̂pleasure in moving tho resolution. This 

8 seconded by Mr. Neary, and carried with acclamation. 
Motions by Kingsland Branch :—

(а) “ This Conference is of opinion that some arrange
ments of a more satisfactory nature than at present 
exists should bo mado whereby the wishes of deceased 
freethinkers, concerning their interment, could be 
parried into effect; and that tho plan outlined by Mr. 
Tom Shore in tho Freethinker of March 20,1910, should 
be taken as tho basis of a schomo to be elaborated, 
Printod, and distributed among Freethinkers.”

(б) “ That this Society should do all that lies within 
its power to substitute cremation for earth burial.”

aw*1 tnov‘I1g sub-motion (a), Mr. Shore said they were all 
Bn ,°t the numbor of cases of what they might call body- 
to }?• ln8> which occurred from time to timo. He referred 
<30), *8 letter in tho Freethinker of March 20, which no 
0V1 , ; ba<l received some attention from all of them. There 
WisJ ■ Borno efficient method by which a Freethinker's 
out °V n re8ar^ to the form of his burial should bo carried 
pt ‘ “Ust boforo Christmas their President was able to 
at tl°Q̂ wbat was no doubt intended to be a deliberate fraud 
the 0xP°use of the Secular Society, Limited. Fortunatoly, 
tho ) COas°d gentleman had made two wills, which were in 
Will ■a?ĉs °t two people. When the timo camo to put tho 
but ° e£E°ct, Mr. Foote was told there was not any w ill; 
con 1 ttlU8* have been a considerable surprise to tho parties 
piecc^ e d  when Mr. Foote drew out of his pocket a small 
Win*0* Paper and said, “ You are quito wrong; thorc is tho 
benefit Through that little device tho Secular Society had 
been^6̂  the extent of £200 to £250. There had now 
call , ¿?“ahlished an important Government Department 
the fi t >̂Qhhc Trustees Department. The will should, in 
8houh Tlace, b° sent to the Public Trustee, and two letters 
Pubji n~° written, one of which should bo handed to tho 
reli6(jC ^rua êc and the other left with a friend who can be 
carricq 800 wishes of tho deceased are

chi0£\ ? avi11 (Kingsland) supporting tho resolution, said the 
N, § gbing was to let peoplo know that by trusting the 
Ca,tr i ' o d 00uld ensure that their wishes would bo
8pok out. Messrs, lloleffs, Heaford, Roger, and Ross alsoOkc\ l  , , —-0 0 0 1 .0 . JLV

fy[r i* JJ1© resolution.
spirit'a ° f e? sa'd that, while they would all agreo with the 
that if a!m °T Mr. Shore’s motion, it did not seem to him 
tV l '« n e d  out it would have tho coercive force it was 
°°rttctl cou^  oxert. Mr. Shore had, he believed, quite 
PUrp0s ^ abated the law, namely, that in only one case, for 

8 °f anatomical research, was thcro any property in

the dead body of a human being. This being so, the ques
tion they had to face was whether, when the law gave to a 
person an absolute right as to the disposal of a dead body, 
could that person contract himself out of a statutory right, 
or another person confer upon himself a statutory right the 
law did not recognise ? So far as he understood the state of 
the law, this could not be done. What really seemed neces
sary was an alteration in the law recognising property in a 
dead body. Then funeral ceremonies might be carried out 
in accordance with the testator’s wishes. Further, it might 
be perfectly true that the Public Trustee might carry out 
the provisions of a will so far as a Secular funeral was con
cerned. But the real point was, if the Public Trustee hap
pened to be a bigot, and decided on a religious funeral, could 
he be forced to carry out a Secular funeral, and could any 
legacy be made contingent upon carrying out a provision 
that, as Mr. Shore pointed out, was not contemplated by the 
law ? Again, this seemed very doubtful, The whole ques
tion seemed to turn upon the distinction between what was 
legally permissible and what was legally enforceable. As 
Freethinkers, we needed the power to enforce the wishes of 
a deceased person. A Secular funeral is legally permissible, 
but it is not in the present state of the law legally enforceable. 
Still, very much good might be done by people making certain 
legacies contingent upon their having a Secular funeral, even 
though the clause was not legally sound. It would at least 
ensure a plain and open violation of the testator’s wishes, 
and many might shrink from that. After Mr. Shore had 
replied to criticism, the motion was put and carried unani
mously.

Sub-motion (b) was then carried without dissent.
The motion standing in the name of the Executive, that 

the Society should be represented at the Brussels Inter
national Freethought Conference, was also carried.

Motion by Mr. J. T. Lloyd:—
“ Bearing in mind the repeated failures of tho late 

Liberal Government’s so-called Education Bills, con
sidering, also, tho impossibility of any lasting com
promise between the various religious parties, this 
Conference deplores the absence from the present 
Government’s program of a measure for tho dis
establishment of religion in tho State schools, and 
calls upon the Government to put an end to tho 
educational chaos by restricting the activities of the 
State to its legitimate sphere, and by the promotion 
of a Bill securing exclusively secular instruction in 
public schools, apply to the country at large tho 
principles upon which it bases its proposal for the 
disestablishment of the Church in Wales.”

In moving this, Mr. Lloyd said the matter was not in the 
slightest degree controversial. The State was a secular 
institution, and ought to deal exclusively with secular 
affairs. Even the Archbishop of Canterbury had recently 
admitted this in a speech at the Polytechnic in Regent- 
street. Therefore tho State should not deal with religious 
or so-called spiritual affairs. The principle upon which 
Nonconformity came into existence was the principle which 
the Nonconformists, as a body, wero now denying,—they 
camo out of the Church on tho principle that the State had 
no right to interfere with religious questions, and that there 
ought not to bo an established Church; so that, if there 
ought not to bo an established Church, there ought not to be 
an established religion in the schools.

Mr. A. Allison (Woolwich) seconded, and tho motion wa3 
carried unanimously.

Tho Executive’s motion condemning the judicial murder 
of Francisco Ferrer, and condemning the Spanish govern
ment for its action in closing the modern schools, was moved 
from tho chair, and seconded in a brief speech by Mr. W. 
Heaford. It was carried unanimously.

This concluded tho formal business of the Conference, but 
Mr. T. Shore, having obtained permission, moved that a vote 
of thanks be given to Miss Yance for her many years’ service 
in tho National Secular Society. Her recent illness had 
brought homo to them what a valuable servant the Society 
had in its secretary, and ho felt they would all be pleased to 
take the present opportunity of placing on record their 
recognition of her worth.

Mr. Cohen, in seconding the resolution, said all on the 
Executive thoroughly appreciated Miss Vance's services. 
Mere book-keeping and letter-writing were tho least im
portant duties of the secretary’s work. The really vital 
things could not bo done except by one who had spent a 
long apprenticeship at the work, such as Miss Vance had 
cheerfully and honorably served. Her great value lay in 
her intimate knowledge of the Society’s affairs, and her 
general tact and friendliness with Secularists all over the 
country. The resolution was then carried with acclama
tion.

A few brief romarks from the chairman brought the Con
ference to a close.
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SUNDAY LECTURE 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.
I ndoob.

N obth L ambeth L iberal and R adical Club (28a Wincott- 
street, Kennington-road, S.E.) : Friday, May 27, at 8.30, F. A. 
Davies, “ The Labor Movement and the Churches.”

Outdoor.

B ethnal G reen B ranch N. S. 8. (Victoria Park, near the 
Fountain) : 3.15 and 6.15, F. A. Davies, Lectures.

Camberwell B ranch N. 8. 8. (Brockwell Park) : F. Schaller, 
3.15, “ Atheism” ; 6, “ Christian Inconsistencies.”

I slington B ranch N. 8. 8. (Highbury Corner): 12 noon, 
Sidney Cook and Walter Bradford. Newington Green : 12 noon, 
J. Darby. Finsbury Park : 3.30, Debate between Mr. Fry and 
Walter Bradford, “ Is there any Evidence to Prove the Existence 
of Jesus Christ ?” Highbury Corner: Saturday, at 8, H. King 
and T. Dobson.

K ingsland B ranch N. S. S. (Ridley-road, Kingsland); 11.30, 
Miss K. B. Kough, “ What Has Become of Hell?”

N orth L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Parliament Hill Fields) : 3.30, 
C. Cohen, a Lecture.

W ist  H am B ranch N. S. S. (outside Maryland Point Station, 
Stratford) : 7, W. Davidson, “ A Modern Instrument of 
Torture.”

W ood G reen B ranch N. S. S. (Jolly Butchers’ Hill, opposite 
Public Library) : 11.30, R. H. Rosetti, “ God, Faith, and 
Morality.” The Green, Enfield: 7.15, Mr. Thurlow, jun., a 
Lecture.

W oolwich B ranch N. S. S. (Beresford-square) : 11.30, E . C. 
Saphin, “ The Gospel According to Smith.”

COUNTRY.
Outdoor.

H uddersfield B ranch N. S. S. (Market Cross): 8, G. T. 
Whitehead, a Lecture. Saturday, at 8, G. T. Whitehead, a 
Lecture.

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

inch. Special terms for several continuous insertions.

PROPAGANDIST LEAFLETS. New Issue. 1. Hunting 
Skunks, G. W. Foote ; 2. Bible and Teetotalism, J. M. Wheeler; 
3. Principles of Secularism, C. Watts; 4. Where Are Your 
Hospitals l R. Ingersoll. Often the means of arresting atten
tion and making new members. Price 6d. per hundred, poet 
free 7d. Special rates for larger quantities. Samples on 
receipt of stamped addressed envelope.—N. S. S. Secretary 
2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

FREETHOUGHT BADGES.—The new N. S. S. Badge Design 
is the French Freethinkers' emblem—a single Pansy flower. 
Button shape, with strong pin. Has been the means of many 
pleasant introductions. Price, single. 2d., postage Id .; three 
or more post free. Reduction to Branches.—N.S.S. S ecretary 
2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

WANTED, Two Rooms, Unfurnished, low rent, London 
district. Will some kind Freethinker help another ? 
Advertiser (elderly) music composer; could help vocalist 
with accompanying.—Apply, Tox, Freethinker Office.

27/6. 27/6. 27/6. 27/6. 27/6. 27/6 27/6.
This, and this only, is the price of my Best Lounge 
Suits, to measure. Patterns and measure-form free.
H. M. Wilson, 22 Northside-terrace, Bradford.

NOTICE NEW ADDRESS.-W. Stewart & Co., 19 Now- 
castle-street, Farringdon-street, London, E.C. Bargain»! 
Freethought Literature ; “ Saladin’s,” etc. 5s. worth for 
I s . ; cheap.

FLOWERS FREETHOUGHT
B y G. W . FOOTE.

Contains soores of entertaining and informing Essays an(* 
Articles on a great variety of Freethought topios.

First Berios, doth ■ • • 2s. 6d.
Second Series, doth • • • • 2b. 6d.

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C-

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 L ife—You D ie to W in; Buy th is Book, You Learn to Live.

Ignorance kills—knowledge saves—bo wise in time. Men weaken, sicken, 
knowing how to live. “ Habits that enslave " wreck thousands—young and 
Fathers fail, mothers are “ bed-ridden,” babies die. Family feuds, marital mi»erl ’ 

divorces—even murders—All can bo avoided by self-knowledge, self-control.
You can discount heaven—dodge hell—here and now, by reading and applying , 
wisdom of this one book of 1,200 pages, 100 illustrations, 80 lithographs on 18 anatom 

color plates, and over 250 prescriptions,
OF COUKSE YOU WANT TO KNOW WHAT EVERYONE OUGHT TO KNOW-

T he Y oung—How to choose the host to marry.
T he Married—Hew to be happy in marriage.
T he F ond P arent—How to have prize babies.
T he Mother— H ow to have them without pain.
T he C hildless— H ow to be fruitful and multiply.
T he Curious—How they “ growed ” from germ-cell.
T iie H ealthy—How to enjoy life and keep well.
T he Invalid—How to brace up and keep well.

Whatever you’d ask a doctor you find herein, or (if not, Dr. F. will answer your inquiry fre e , any time)
Dr. Foote’s books have been the popular instructors of the masses in America for fifty years (often re-written, onlarS 
and always kept up-to-date). For twenty years they have sold largely (from London) to all countries where Eng'16 Vce 
spoken, and everywhere highly praised. Last editions are best, largest, and most for the price. You may save the P ^  
by not buying, and you may lose your life (or your wife or child) by not knowing some of the vitally important truths it 1

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

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

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

-----     ----  . . . . . .  w. j,o b0
Panderma, Turkey : “ I can avow frankly there is rarely .

found such an interesting book as yours.”—K. H. (Cho oj0 
Calgary, Can. : “ The information therein has changed my

idea of life—to be nobler and happier."—D. N. M. ¡c0, 
Laverton, W. Aust.: “ I consider it worth ten times tho P

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

Price EIGHT SHILLINGS by Mail to any Address.

>

O R D E R  O F  T H E  P I O N E E R  P R E S S ,
2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C.
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n a t i o n a l  s e c u l a r  s o c i e t y .
President: G. W. FOOTE.

Secretary: Miss E M. V ance, 2 Newcastle-st., London, E.C.

Principles and Objects.
ecularism teaches that conduct should be based on reason 

knowledge. It knows nothing of divine guidance or 
ttterfercnce; it excludes supernatural hopes and fears; it 

regards happiness as man’s proper aim, and utility as his
moral guide.

Secularism affirms that Progress is only possible through 
iberty, which is at once a right and a duty; and therefore 

eeks to remove every barrier to the fullest equal freedom of 
ought, action, and speech.

a 6ecmarism declares that theology is condemned by reason 
superstitious, and by experience as mischievous, and 

ssaus it as the historic enemy of Progress.
ecularism accordingly seeks to dispel superstition; to 

Plead education; to disestablish religion; to rationalise 
orahty; to promote peace; to dignify labor; to extend 

the p la\  Wê 'k°iDg ! amd to realise the self-government of

Membership.
, ,"ny person is eligible as a member on signing tho
iollowing declarati0Ii f—

1 * desire to join the National Secular Society, and I 
P °dgo myself, if admittod as a member, to co-operate in 
Promoting its objects.”

Name..................................................................................

si ddress..............................................................................

Occupation ...................................................................
Dated this............... day o f .....................................1 5 0 .

declaration should be transmitted to the Secretary 
p “ a subscription.

' •"Beyond a minimum of Two Shillings per year, every 
ember is left to fix his own subscription according to 
18 moans and interest in the cause.

T Immediate Practical Objects.
tl ^ Legitimation of Bequests to Secular or other Free- 
h e t" 'd  Societies, for tho maintenance and propagation of 
corifVi-°X °Pini°n8 on matters of religion, on the same 

ditions as apply to Christian or Thoistic churches or 
0r«amsatiouH.
L ei'A bolition  of tho Blasphemy Laws, in order that 
out'fl0n may k° canvassed as freely as other subjects, with- 

n,,car °f fine or imprisonment. 
ql 0 disestablishment and Disendowment of the State 

rches in England, Scotland, and Wales.
¡u o10. Abolition of all Religious Teaching and Bible Roading 
bv or other educational establishments supported
0y«m State.
cjj,] Opening of all endowed educational institutions to the 

Th^A aud you^ 1 all classes alike, 
of 't0Safl°n °f all laws interfering with tho freo use
SuL-i. ay f°r the purpose of culturo and rocreation ; and the 
and °Pening of State and Municipal Museums, Libraries,

A ]{,r^a^cr‘cs'equai .cf°rm of tho Marriage Laws, especially to socuro 
and ce f°r husband and wifo, and a reasonable liberty 

T ho 'p '^  divorce.
that °ii ''lualmation of tho legal status of men and womon, so 

Th may bo independent of sexual distinctions.
frota r°tection of children from all forms of violence, and 
Ptematu ^1° tf  *Loso who would mako a profit out of thoir

foster! Volition of all lioroditary distinctions and privileges, 
btotu.11̂  a spirit antagonistic to justice and human

diti0n° Lnprovcment by all just and wise means of the con- 
in tow0fda%  We for tho masses of tho pooplo, especially 
dwelijn^S and cities, where insanitary and incommodious 
Weaijn aud the want of open spaces, cause physical 

Lho pS and disease, and the deterioration of family life, 
itself f r?m°tion of tho right and duty of Labor to organise 
cW t o  j 8 moral and economical advancement, and of its 

Th0 o protection in such combinations, 
mepf in u ̂  “ tution of tho idea of Reform for that of Punish- 
longer b i t reatment of criminals, so that gaols may no 
Lut pja 0 Pmccs of brutalisation, or oven of moro detention, 
thr,..« .es °f physical, intellectual, and moral elevation for 

aro afflicted with anti-social tendencies, 
uu ns'on °f the moral law to animals, so as to secure 

ThQ p11“1110 treatment and legal protection against cruelty. 
tution ofr°.aiot‘otl of Peace between nations 
National Arbitration for War in tho sottli 

al disputes

““S S 1*” - .
l l «o w 1“ "

and the substi- 
sottlcment of inter -

America’s F reethought Newspaper.

T H E  T R U T H  S E E K E R .
FOUNDED BY D. M. BENNETT, 1873. 

CONTINUED BY E. M. MACDONALD, 1883-1909.
G. E . MACDONALD....................................................... E ditor.
L. K . WASHBURN ....................... E ditorial C ontributor.

S ubscription R ates.
Single subscription in advance ... ... $3.00
Two new subscribers ... ... ... 5.00
One subscription two years in advance ... 5.00

To all foreign countries, except Mexico, 50 cents per annum:extra 
Subscriptions for any length of time under a year, at the rate of 

25 cents per month, may be begun at any time.
Freethinkers everywhere are invited to send for specimen copies, 

which are frce.
THE TRUTH SEEKER COMPANY,

Publishers, Dealers in Freethought Books,
62 V esey Street, N ew Y ork, U .S .A .

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

IB, 1 BKLIXVI,
THE BEST BOOK

on this subject.
Superfine Large-paper Edition, 176 pages, with Portrait and Auto

graph, bound in cloth, gilt-lettered, post free It, a copy.

n order that It may have a large circulation, and to bring it 
within the reaoh of the poor, I have issued

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

tribution, post tree for one shilling.
The National Reformer of September 1, 1892, says: " Mr,

Holmes's pamphlet.......is an almost unexoeptional statement
of the Neo-Malthnsianism theory and praotice.......and through
out appeale to moral feeling.......The special value of Mr.
Holmes's servioe to the Neo-MalthuBian cause and to human 
well-being generally is just his combination in his pamphlet 
of a plain statement of the physical and moral need for family 
limitation, with a plain aooount of the means by which it can be 
secared, and an offer to all oonoerned of the requisites at the 
lowest possible prices.”

The Oounoil of the Malthusian League, Dr. Drysdaie, Dr. 
Allbutt, and others, have also spoken of it In very high terms. 

Orders Bhould be sent to the author,
J. R. HOLMES, EAST HANNEY, WANTAGE.

PAMPHLETS by C. COHEN.

Foreign M issions, their D angers and
D elusions ... ... ... ... 3d.

Full of facts and figures.

An Outline o f E volutionary E thics ... 6d.
Principles of ethics, based on the doctrine of Evolution.

Socialism, Atheism , and C hristianity .. Id.
C hristianity and Social E th ics ... Id.
Pain and Providence ... ... ... Id.

The P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-Btreet, Farringdon street, E.C.

DEFENCE OF FREE SPEECH
BY

G. W. FOOTE.

Being a Three Hours’ Address to the Jury before the Lord 
Chief Justice of England, in answer to an Indictment 

for Blasphemy, on April 24, 1883.

With Special Preface and many Footnotes,

Price FOURPENCE. Post free FIYEPENCE.

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-Btreet, Farringdon-strcet, 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 Office—2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON. E.C. 

Chairman of Board of Directors—Me. G. W. FOOTE. 
Secretary—Miss E. M. VANCE.

T his Society was formed in 1898 to afford legal security to the 
acquisition and application of funds for Secular purposes.

The Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society’s 
Objects are To promote the principle that human conduct 
should be based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super
natural belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 
end of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
To promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com
plete secularisation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such 
lawful things as are conducive to such objects. Also to have, 
hold, receive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
or bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of 
the purposes of the Society.

The liability of members is limited to £1, in case the Society 
should ever be wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover 
liabilities—a most unlikely contingency.

Members pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent 
yearly subscription of five shillings.

The Society has a considerable number of members, but a much 
larger number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
gained amongst those who read this announcement. All who join 
it participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of 
its resources. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa
tion that no member, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from 
the Society, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 
any way whatever.

The Society’s affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
Directors, consisting of not less than five and not more than 
twelve members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

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

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 Society has 
already been benefited.

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

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

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

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

OF

BIBLE ROMANCES
BY

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

Reynolds'» Newspaper Hays:—11 Mr. G W. Foote, chairman of the Socular Society, iH well known as a man ol 
exceptional ability. Qis Bible Romances have had a largo sale in the original edition. A popnlar, revised, &ni 
enlarged edition, at the price of 6d., has now been published by the Pioneor ProsB, 2 Nowcastlo-stroet, Farringdon- 
street, London, for the Secular Society. Thus, within the reach of almost everyone, the ripest thought of the loaders 
of modern opinion are being placed from day to day."

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

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

Reminiscences of Charles Brad laugh
BY

G. W. FOOTE.
The most intimate thing ovor written about Bradlangh. Mr. Footed personal recollections 
the groat “ Iconoclast ” during maDy exciting years, with a page on his attitude in the presence 

of death, and an account of his last appearance as President of the National Secular Society.

PUBLISH ED AT SIXPENCE REDUCED TO TWOPENCE’
(Postage Halfpenny.)

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, B.C.

Printed and Published by the P ioneeb P behs, 2 Newcastle-street, London, E.C.


