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is Christendom that is the matter with the ivorld.

h
&k\/ rrid % Slc® °f Christendom. We must come out
J  hristendom into the Universe—John Davidson.

Thimble-Rigging.

» .E annual meeting of the British Association is
8Q°Wed by a Sunday’s “ spiritual ” debauch. All
inrt®°f professional and amateur orators hold forth,
churches and hired halls, on Science and Religion,
e? explain how science helps religion, and how
ar'f>ion blesses science. And the two old enemies
6 repregented as weeping over each other in a
eternal embrace.
v "'effield was no exception to the general rule. A
piinantity of “gas” was let off from pulpits and
sen *riDB8-  ~he performers were too many for
tJ>ard®e n°tiee.  We must confine our attention to
“-the Archbishop of York and Sir Oliver Lodge,
ihe Archbishop of York “came over specially” to
se ™0 8ermon what is called the official
bvTif6 *n 7>ar’¢’1 Church. He was supported
df .0 Lord Mayor, the Corporation, and other civic
Soitaries. And he really needed a good deal of
Vot in suoh a performance. It was a clever
tinGk “nb®lloctual thimble rigging. The (_:ongrglgﬁ—
a must have been both tickled and stupefied. e
, eacher had them well under control. He must
iilve felt at the finish that his £10,000 a year was
?roughly secure.
an 8 ®race—that’s what they call this poor humble
jostle of the meek and lowly Jesus—remarked that
r @®Wes an unfortunate misunderstanding between
g .S*n and soience during the nineteenth century.
j*enti8tB and theologians wore often in conflict,
of late years there had been a striking change.
6 truest and best men on oither side wore oon-
008 that there was a call for a truce of God.
hero were still, no doubt,” his Grace said, “in the
pn?Uar press and platform, echoes of the old dis-
0j °8 Those who might bo called the camp followers
Science and religion were apt to break out into
artels.” Wretched people, in deadly earnest over
r Dciples, and utterly unable to understand the
82ciliation of opposites and the harmony of con-
ations, still go on disputing; but the dignified
Bt ~ON'to-do leaders of religion and science have
~ P an entente cordialc, with a view to a readjust-
Rent of claims and a rearrangement of territory.
theGre is to take the known, and religion to take
Unknown. Science is to acknowledge an ultimate
J"yetery, and religion is to make the most of it. In
In G Wordsi the masses of the people are still to bo

\/pr<0 %I’% ba}gﬁjo?))ﬂ%t%%t express himself in those
al™y Words, but that is what he meant. Humbug is
a ays solemn ; it cannot succeed otherwise. When
t a* Bolls a patent medicine worth a halfpenny for
\@ 'ao0d-nine he does it throu?h an intensely bene-
°nt advertisement that would charm a parrot off
v Perch. For the same reason the Archbishop of
w2, 7<8 eloquence was worthy of Elijah Pogram.
gjl 0 man of religion,” he said, “ must love God with
Q@ Olamind as well as with all his soul, and the man
WInClence mnOb love God with all his soul as well as
, au his mind.” Which means at bottom that
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the men of science must be good enough to leave the
men of God in the free exercise of the most profit-
able craft in the world. The most profitable, the
most useless, and the most pernicious.

Perhaps the most astonishing part of his Grace’s
sermon was that in whioh he represented a hopeless
defeat of religion as a noble victory -—

“How barren and needless seemed to have been the
old wrangle about the opening chapters of the Book of
Genosis. A sound theology no longor claimed for that
noblo foreword of the Bible that it was a scientific
treatise, miraculously anticipating in every word and
detail the discoveries of the nineteenth and twentieth
conturies. Wo had loarned to see in it something far
more worthy of tho divine teacher of man—a truth
conveyed in forms of speech and symbols of imagination
intoltigiblo alike in tho childhood and the maturity of
tho raco—that tho ultimate basis of the unity of nature
and of knowledge was a living mind and will, containing,
while it transcended, all that we meant by personality.”

The Archbishop of York has the effrontery to
suggest, nay to affirm, that the metaphysio of his
last sentence was in tho mind of the priests who
wrote, and the people who acoepted, the first
chapters of Genesis. They believed the Creation
Story literally. So did the Christians for nearly two
thousand years. Thoy persecuted honest men to
the death for doubting it. Later on they tried to
throw Colenso out of the Church. They applauded
Gladstone, only twenty years ago, for writing a
book to prove that Moses anticipated Darwin.
Yet now that they are utterly beaten all along the
line they have tho “faoe” to say that the whole
confliot was tho result of a misunderstanding; that
tho Bible does not mean exactly what it says—
that to find out its true meaning you must read
it upside down or diagonally; that by a proper
interpretation it will always be found to mean
precisely what science has succeeded in establish-
ing; that, after all, if it is not true as history
it iB true as poetry, and that the more it is proved
to be false in its letter the more it is proved to be
accurate in its spirit. Religion says to scienoe,
“What is the up-to-date theory ?” Being supplied
with tho information, it says, “All right; we’ll
make tho Bible mean that" And the men of
religion, who do this for the sake of their situations
and salaries, have the impudence to teach other men
tho laws of honesty.

Prove what you will, tho theological thimble-
riggers will keep their Bible. Prove that life, mind,
and oven spirit wore evolved from matter, and what
would follow ? “We would only bow with deeper
reverence,” the Arohbishop says, “before a fresh
discovery of the power and wisdom of God.” Heads
we win ; tails you lose! His Grace preaohes the
principles of the Vicar of Bray. “Keep the Bible
and ‘God’ in the show; only keep them there, and
lot them mean anything you pleaBe—as long as |
remain Archbishop of York, with an income twice
as big as the Prime Minister's.”

It was pitiable to see men like Sir J. J. Thomson,
Sir Oliver Lodge, Sir William Crookes, and Sir
Archibald Geikie, sitting out such a contemptible
farce. We suppose that they, in their turn, were
worshiping the great goddess Respectability.

Sir Oliver Lodge’s lecture in the Viotoria Hall wo
will deal with next week. Q w<
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Herbert Spencer and Religion.—lI.

[Concluded from p. 563.)

There IS an unconscious satire in a postscript to the
1898 edition of First Principles, and a probably un-
conscious rebuke to those who, in the interests of
religion, emphasise the importance of the “Un-
knowable.” In this postscript, at the conclusion of
the seotion entitled “ The Unknowable,” Spencer
says—

Y “The subjects on which we are about to enter are
independent of the subjects thus far discussed ; and he
may reject any or all of that which has gone before,
while leaving himself free to accept any or all of which
is now to come.”

In other words, “ The Unknowable ” is a pure theo-
logico-metaphysical speculation, holding no relation
to the Synthetic Philosophy as such, and of no value
whatever to an evolutionary philosophy. The pity
is that so much space and time were spent in dis-
cussing it.

To return to Spencer’s reconciliation of religion
and science. This, as | have pointed out, consists in
the discovery that religion and science represent
parallel lines of development; the former asserting
the existence of an unknowable reality, the latter
being concerned with the known and knowable.
Now, if this were merely a philosophic way of saying
that religion in civilised countries begins where know-
ledge ends, | should be the last person to question
the truth of the statement. For actually that is
what occurs. Civilised people, whether they be edu-
cated or uneducated, do not rest their religious
beliefs upon what they know, but upon an absenoe of
knowledge concerning certain questions. The form
of the argument is, Because we do not know how
certain phenomena are produced, therefore we are
warranted in assuming a creative intelligence as
their cause. Spencer, however, does not mean this ;
the humor of the position being that it is stated with
the utmost gravity of purpose. And to that position
the adequate reply is that there are not two lines of
development of human intelligence, but only one—
religion and science representing earlier and later
stages of growth. Primitive man, not being a meta-
physician, does not base his religion either upon the
consciousness of an “insoluble mystery,” nor upon a
reality that lies beyond experience, but upon a sup-
posed faot, and this a fact that is to him the most
obtrusive of all facts.

Spencer himself may be cited as proof of this. He
points out, once he is clear of the “Unknowable,”
which he drops as completely as he advises his
readers to, on a wide survey of the facts, that the
imagination of primitive man is reminiscent, not
constructive; his grasp of thought is feeble ; he is
without the quiok curiosity of civilised man; there
is an absence of the idea of natural causation; he
accepts things as they appear, without any particular
desire to inquire into their real nature or their con-
nection with other events, and is without abstract
ideas. Clearly not a very promising subject from
which to derive even the germ of the idea of an
existence transcending experience. He also, and
quite properly, insists that early religious ideas are,
under the condition of their birth, rational ideas.
We must, he says, accept the truth “that the laws
of thought are everywhere the same ; and that, given
the data as known to him, the inference drawn by
the primitive man is the reasonable inference.”

Quite so ; and it is this that gives the death blow
to his previous theory of the essential nature of
religion, and its essential differentiation from science.
For, given the constitution of the primitive mind, its
ignorance of causation and lack of knowledge, reli-
gion begins as concerned with what are to the pri-
mitive mind the most real of faots. Step by step
Spencer shows how the experience of dreams, of
disease, of apoplexy, ecstasy, echoes, shadows, eto.,
combine to produce in the primitive mind the belief
in unseen agencies, differing in no respect from man
save in that of invisibility. From the visions
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seen in dreams he derives the idea of a ,,
Ignorant of the nature of death, he assumes trfl
ghost to be still existing. Hence the ceremonie
round the grave, and the attention paid to the
man, developing naturally into ancestor worship’
The same train of thought leads primitive man t0
give a double to other objects than human being8
Hence animism, totemism, and their numerous sub-
sidiary developments. He insists not only that “m
religions have a natural genesis,” but also “tha
behind supernatural beings of all orders........there ha
been in every case a human personality in othe
words, every god is developed from a ghost—*
cestor worship is the root of every religion.” 0
this he will admit of no exception, and he con-
temptuously asks—

“Must we recognise a single exception to the general
truth thus far verified everywhere ? While among &
races in all regions, from the earliest times down to the
present, the conceptions of deities have been naturally
evolved in the way shown ; must we conclude that a
small clan of the Semitic race had given to it supsl’
naturally, a conception which, though superficially like
the rest, was in substance absolutely unlike them ?”

And in a following half dozen pages he shows8
conclusively that the Biblical God had precisely the
same origin as those of the savage races just under
discussion.

Now, if the Spencerian account of religion means
anything at all, it means that instead of religion and
science moving along parallel lines, religion is just
primitive science. For the reasons given by Spencer,
man’s earliest conception of things is vitalistic—he
reads his own feelings and his own intelligence into
nature. Ghosts—the primitive protoplasm of which
Spencer insists all gods are formed—are created, and
once brought into being, dominate the primitive
mind. Fear combines with ignorance in resisting
any conception of natural operations that will take
power from the hands of these extra-natural agents-
In spite, however, of all fear and all opposition, the
mechanical theory of things grows, and by growing»
does establish a clear line of demarcation between
religion and science. But the line of demarcation is
not that stated by Spencer. Religion no more
asserts the existence of an “ Unknown Verity ” than
it does the existence of a fourth dimension of spaoe-
Its characteristic future is that it oilers the world a
vitalistic explanation of things as against a mechani-
cal explanation offered by soience. In this it stands
for the earlier as against the later expression of
human knowledge. It champions savage though®
against civilised intelligence. Religion in a oivilis0*
State has no other genuine significance than that of
the persistence of animistic modes of thought dis-
guised by a philosophic terminology.

This conclusion, be it observed, is one that i0
thoroughly justified by Spencer’s own explanation of
the genesis and nature of religions beliefs as given io
that portion of his writings that rests upon the solid
ground of faot. Nor do I know a more remarkable
instance of a first rate thinker propounding in 0°e
portion of his writings a theory bearing no relation
to the rest of his work, and then, when dealing with
the facts, disproving this theory at every possible

oint.

P Spencer’s reconciliation of religion is only 000
degree less surprising than that it should have been
accepted by so many religionists as Satisfactory-
Following the line of the untenable theory tba
religion and science pursue parallel lines of develop-
ment, he points out that “the agent which ha8
effected the purification (of religion) has been
soience.” That is, it is the growth of the mechani0?1
theory of nature that has driven back the vitalie@&0
theory. This is purification, only in the sense tba
a defaulting cashier purifies the finances of

concern with which he is connected. “As fact 0
experience proves that certain familiar change8
always happen in the same sequence, there begio0. j
fade from the mind the conception of a sp0df0
personality to whose variable will they were befpr
ascribed.” This Spencer calls, in science, teacbibs
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Al’gion its true function. As a matter of fact,
lenpe has, in this direction, given religion no posi-
tv®Instruction, it has merely issued prohibitions,
has warned religion that it must not meddle with
roam departments of human knowledge. So
®'glon is forced continually back until it is left—
{th what ? Not with anything that is known, or
anything that can be known; it is left in the
jngdom of nowhere, ruling gver an empire of nothing
all, And 80 jong aa reijgion strives for a more
angible possession there must be conflict between it
a“‘dscience. But—

“As the limits of possible cognition are established,
the causes of conflict will diminish. And a permanent
Peace will be reached when science becomes fully
convinced that its explanations are proximate and
relative; while religion becomes fully convinced that
the mystery it contemplates is ultimate and absolute.”

when science has monopolised the entire field
human knowledge, aotual and possible, and when
(Qligion is satisfied that it knows nothing, and never
an know anything of the object of its worship, that
can offer nothing in the shape of counsel or advice,
?t that its sole function is to sit in owl-like solem-
contemplating nothing at all, offering man an
crnal conundrum that he must everlastingly give
P>then there will be peaoe between soienoe and
®hgion. And this Spencer calls a reconciliation;
6 finds two combatants in a deadly struggle. He
thQ?era one anfi offers the corpse to the other, with
e hope that they will live on friendly terms in the
innre’ religious man is asked to find comfort
the reflection that science must eventually mono-
a8 en’re _of conduct and of knowledge,
n ? that religion will be left free to work in an
nknowable region, occupied with an unknowable
ject, and to eternally cry, “ Mystery, mystery, all
Mystery,” in an amended philosophic version of
0 Athanasian creed.
As a pieoe of humor, this is, no doubt, superb." So
& is the expression, “ Soience has been obliged to
andon the attempt to include within the bound-
J fof knowledge that which cannot be known;
i aas 80 yiMei WP _re’};*on that which of right
r§.aécd to it.” Capital Soience gives up to
uf ~ at whi°h cannot be known; and as it does
°t know that there exists anything of which some-
,Ing cannot be known, it surrenders to religion
solute vacuity as the proper sphere for its exist-
3 And it does even this with the proviso that if
] happens that a mistake has been made and there
something to bo known, the overlooked territory
Qt be ceded immediately by religion. Well, science
Jhld indeed be vindictive if, after having murdered
etlgion in this manner, it refused to even look
jh~Molly at its corpse.
Upon, however, does not begin in a sense of
. ystery, but in an assumed knowledge of facts.
v ah believes in the gods beoause of what he thinks
,  knows about them, not on account of what he
Wﬂ(({]k know. The talk of a mystery only begins
s  the creation of a priesthood when it is neoes-
ary to keep laymen at a distance. And more and
k °re emphasis is placed on religious mystery only
6cause positive knowledge steadily monopolises a
°Wing area, and religious teaohors experience the
tjhgr%r of dealing with matters that can be brought
) facj an”™ verification. Mystery-mon-
8 ring is not really the essence of religion; it is the
\er for Bancinary that has been emptied by the
®°wth of scientific knowledge. Mystioism, too, is
¢ e of religion, not its beginning. If religion is
N really live it must have some knowledge, no
B r~ow Irfctle or how imperfeot in relation to its
Plect, to impart. A religion that does not possess
¢Q8>but is compelled to hand over the whole of life
80cular science, signs its own death warrant. It
““«aits suioide to avoid execution. And as people
re‘"’_‘('j'so this they turn to clear-eyed Soience for
E’ia'iquOG’ Zeav/n8 religion to such representatives of
_,t;\lve animism as still survive in a civilised com-
~Muxiby.

C. Cohen.
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The fifteenth Freethought Congress, which has just
been held at Brussels, is destined to go down to
history as, on the whole, the most important and
memorable of the series. As the celebrated writer,
Eugéne Hins, well says, it opened amidst circumstances
that imparted to it a thoroughly unique character. It
is well known that the Papacy is at present making a
desperate attempt to reassert and re-establish its
ancient tyrannical powers. Its sole aim is to crush
the modern spirit and bring back the Middle Ages.
“The Church,” it says, “oannot allow the baneful
principle of liberty of creeds, whioh is an offence to
true religion, which is opposed to the sentiments of
the Catholic Spanish nation, and whioh is not at all
desired by that noble people, nor is justified by any
necessity.” It is to the entire suppression of modern
liberty that the whole activity of Catholicism is now
directed ; and it is in Spain that the reactionary
forces are to be seen at their most sinister work. It
was peculiarly fitting, therefore, that the recent
Congress of International Freethought had but one
subject to discuss, namely, Liberty of Conscience,
and that the name of the Church’s latest viotim,
Francisco Ferrer, should have been so closely asso-
ciated with all the proceedings. Another circum-
stance deserves to be emphasised in this connection,
namely, the wise choice of Brussels as the place of
meeting. Spain has committed innumerable brutal
murders in her time, three of the very worst of
which stood in bold relief at the Brussels Conference.
Ferrer’s name was naturally linked with those of
Counts Egmont and Horn, who had been cruelly
massacred by Spanish tyranny three centuries earlier.
These three heroes were advocates of toleration and
denouncers of persecution ; and now the three are
commemorated together, on the very spot where the
first two were assassinated. The inscription on the
white marble, whioh now forms part of the pavement
in front of the Maison du Roi in the Grand’ Place,
reads as follows —
"To the memory
Of Counts Egmont and Horn,
beheaded in this place by order
of Philip Il. for having defended
liberty of conscience
in 1568.
This marble is dedicated to them
by the International Committee appointed
to commemorate the heroic death
of Francisco Ferrer
shot at Montjuich for the same cause
in 1909.”
On uncovering the stone Emile Yinck very truly
said: “Three victims of priestly intolerance, Egmont,
Horn, and Ferrer, so different and yet so much alike
through the grandeur of the cause whioh their
sacrifice symbolises.” As we stood in the beautiful
square on Sunday morning, August 21,1910, listening
to eulogistic speeches, or gazing on the commemora-
tive marble, how easy and yet how painful it was to
imagine the horrible soene that had transpired there
on the 5th of June, 1568, at ten o'olook in the morning,
when a large platform stood close to the scaffold.
All around were the Spanish lancers, armed to the
teeth, ready to scatter the crowd at the first sign of
revolt.

How enormously the times have changed. Egmont
and Horn were zealous Christians. Their only offence
was their disapproval of the intolerant proceedings
of the Spanish Government, and particularly of
Cardinal Granvella. They had many serious faults,
specially Egmont, who vacillated shamefully, and
then became an unscrupulous supporter of the
Spanish tyranny and fierce persecutor of heretics ;
but it was not for their faults, but for a feeble virtue,
that they lost their heads. To-day, Spain does not
kill her heretios, and her day of shooting sceptics is
nearly over. In her cities and towns there are now
to be found hundreds of thousands of stalwart Free-
thinkers, who are resolved, at whatever cost, to
deliver their country from the bondage of supersti-
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tion and priestcraft. During the first half of the
year 1909, they fondly hoped that the triumph of
their cause was at hand. They believed that the
fires of intolerance were well nigh exhausted. There
were rural villages in which the majority of people
had severed their connection with the Church, and
in which births, marriages, and deaths were cele-
brated without the ministrations of the priests. But
the Papacy, realising that Freethought was its
deadliest foe, and that its own supremacy was
already imperilled, resorted to its most drastic
measures, and, throwing all soruples to the wind,
boldly shot down the foremost Spanish Freethinker,
and closed all the Secular Schools in the country.
Meantime, Spain is still the most backward country,

the most decadent nation, in Europe, because
she is still crushed under the heel of Rome;
and, unless she succeeds in throwing off her

galling yoke, the day is not far off when she
shall disappear from the list of nations. That
her case I1s by no means hopeless is shown by
the example of France. France is rapidly
emancipating herself from the shackles that
bound her for centuries, and learning the art of
thinking and acting for herself. The same thing is
true, though by no means to the same extent, of the
kingdom of Belgium. Sixty years ago, organised
Freethought did not exist in any part of the country.
The first Secular Society was formed in 1854. Its
founders were for the most part working-people,
among whom, we find, were many French exiles,
viotims of the prince-president’s famous coup d'etat
on December 2, 1851, who naturally knew better
than the Belgians how to appreciate “the infamous
conduot of the clergy, and the spirit of domination
and exploitation which animated the Church.” This
parent Sooiety suffered severely from the fierce
opposition and persecution of the priests. The
press, being in the pay of the clergy, pursued a
scandalous polemic, with the result, fortunately,
that the eyes of multitudes were opened, and the
Society quickly grew in number and influence.
Sixty years ago a Freethinker was treated worse
than a dog. When ho died it was next to impossible
to secure decent burial for him. Indeed, there were
scarcely any sordid actions of which the priests were
not guilty in their eagerness to suppress Freethought.
But the Secular Sooiety found means either to re-
move or greatly to mitigate many of the disabilities
to which the members were at first subjected. In
1857 a second Society came into existence at
Brussels. This was really a split from the first,
but instead of injuring each other, the friendly
rivalry between them proved of vast service to the
cause. In 1868, a third branch sprang into being.
Whilst the first two Societies were composed almost
exclusively of workers, the new group, “ The Free-
thought of Brussels,” drew its adherents from the
middle class, a great number of professors, lawyers,
doctors, artists, being identified with it. Among its
founders was the illustrious Professor Hector Denis,
who for nearly fifty years has taken a brilliant part
in all Freethought movements. Naturally, such a
Society evoked violent opposition. Even the king
threw himself into the conflict. He instructed his
secretary, Viscount Conway, to write a letter to the
Dean of St. Gudule, in which he called the founders
of Freethought insane people, “ who, under the pre-
tence of civilisation and progress, desire to thrust
sooiety outside the pale of Christianity, with the
certain risk of seeing it reverting into barbarism.”
Of course, the clergy made agreat noise over such a
royal pronouncement, but the letter was never pub-
lished. After causing a vehement controversy, it
was disavowed by him who had dictated it. But, in
spite of all opposition, the now Society prospered
rapidly.  Starting with forty members it soon
attained to a membership of eight hundred. And it
has borne abundant fruit. Out of it came the Model
School, and what is known to-day as the * Upper
Elementary School of the town of Brussels.”
Nothing could have more effectually proved the
relative triumph of Freethought in Belgium than the
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sympathetic reception accorded to the Internationa
Congress. Our procession through the main street0
of Brussels was an event never to be forgotten by
those who witnessed it. Judging by the respecte*
demeanor of the dense crowds that thronged the
pavements, doors, and windows, one would have
inferred that Brussels is inhabited exclusively by
Freethinkers. The Congress platform was occupi®
by men and women of great eminence. Two pr0"
fessors of the University of Brussels took prominen
parts in the general discussion. One of the mo0
effective orators was Dr. Eugeno Hins; and the
Professor of Oriental Languages made a favor-
able impression on those who were privileged to hear
him. Dr. Hector Denis’s masterly discourse °°
“The Philosophical Bases of the Liberty of Con
science," published verbatim in Le Pcuple, imparten
high tone and dignity to the whole Congress.

Indeed, there are indications not a few that, ere-
long, Freethought will be as predominant in Belgian3
as it is in France. During the last fifty years the
progress of the cause has been so enormous that
already the Church scarcely counts in practical
affairs. Some of us attended a gorgeous servioe in
a beautiful church near the Royal Palace, where the
music was characterised by chastened power and
soothing, but the building was empty. Brussel0
has lost all interest in the world to come, and i0
too busy making the most of this to waste its tiro0
in churches and chapels. But Freethought in Belgian3
means serious business. In an intensely interesting
pamphlet, from which most of the faots in this article
have been taken, we are supplied with valuable infor-
mation about “The Works of Froethought.” The
following extract ought to silence completely those
opponents of Freethought who are perpetually asking
for a list of the benefits it has bestowed upon
humanity. This is what we read .—

“ To make their program and their works known, the
Belgian Freethinkers bavo established a woekly organ,
directed by our valiant friend Eugeno Hins, and conducted
by our dovoted comrade Alexander. To shield infancy
and youth from the ceremonies of religious worship, they
have organised secular festivals, both amusing and in-
structive. To protect sickness against the prejudiced
suggestions of monks and priests, they havo initiated lay
nursing establishments, which to solid technical instruc-
tion add the principios of tolerance and of absolute
respect for the convictions of tho sick. To prevent tho
orphans of Freethinkers from boing inoculated with idoa0
contrary to tho principle of free investigation, they have
founded a Rationalist Orphanage where infants of both
sexes receivo an education erected on a strictly scientific
foundation and inspirod by a purely human morality.

J. T. LLOYD.

“ Mankind and Marriage.”

This is the rather too comprehensive title of a3
aritcle by the Reverend Christopher Hudson, B.A., 33
Nuneaton in the Penny Illustrated Paper, date
August 27. Mr. Hudson’s personal views on marring®
are not necessarily unimportant for the reason tha
Mr. Hudson’s circumstances colour his views. U,s
wife has deserted him (at least he tells us so), and ®
is in love with another lady. Thus far the fa®&
seem commonplace, and there is little wonder »
commonsense couple take a course consistent wit
their sentiments, basing their aotions on utilitaria
wisdom instead of traditional theory. Our sympathy
is with the man and woman in what is no doubt
trying crisis in their lives. ,
Mr. Hudson is, however, a beneficed clergyman, &3
he has to study something more than logic and pnbb
opinion. He has subscribed to the Article0 ®
Religion, he is tho paid servant of a certain charet
he professes a definite creed. It is open for binl
resign if he can no longer teach the doctrines of h
church. There is something repulsive in the pictu (
of an intellectual man dinging to the “ cash nexa0
olf a creed he has discarded. 1t may be remember
that when F. W. Robertson resigned his Bright
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living on grounds of doctrinal dissent, the Rev. H. R.
Haweis described the resignation as “an anach-
ronism.” There have been precious few anachronisms
of the kind since Robertson’s day.

In Mr. Hudson’s P.I.P. article he throws over
altogether any attempt to reconcile his own attitude
with canon law or church doctrine. He refers to
hose as ““ Ecclesiastical and Legal Barbarities,” and
ails back on that indefinite and self-contradictory
nthority, the Holy Scriptures. Even here, after
footing with approval Genesis ii. 18 (which ho mis-
gootes.by adding a hyphen between the two words

P and “ meet”), Mr. Hudson realises the im-
possibility of defending “ The God-Made Laws of

Tlage,” and ho rivets our attention on the New

starnent as if Christ and Paul were any improve-

~t on Moses and Solomon.
Af, 0 Marriage Service of the Church of England
.. Yy contradicts Mr. Hudson’s views as to the
(j'~ctable end of marriage,” and he will have to
Ch 6 Aow “7ar 110 can booestly administer his
°rch's sacraments while fundaméntally disagreeing
.. Ttheir plain teaching. He goes farther and im-
Plcitly in word, as well as explicitly in act, refases to
CePt the Church’s view of what constitutes a
Mr. Hudson seems to misunderstand
, atis required of him. His views on marriage may

WAl worth stating. The immediate demand is for
£ln to justify his retention of his benefice. Mr.
,000"8 Hird was deprived of his living for writing
ha sttan with Two Wives. Mr. Hudson will
onth kO ah°we<l to “ live in open sin,” four ridicule

the sacrament of marriage, and continue to enjoy

“cure of souls.”
m "he fundamental requirement of the New
shg, tnent." says Mr. Hudson, “is that the man
f a*he the husband of one wife.” On the con-
j np the fundamental requirement of the New
J 8tament isto “ believe and be saved,” and believing
(M A68 .t°rBahing father, mother, wife, and children

att.xix. 29). Mr. Hudson’s “husband of one wife ”
~evidently our old friend, 1 Timothy iii. 2, and 12,

Ore bishops and deacons alone are enjoined to bo
a n°gamous. Matthew xix. 12, regards castration as
~Nore desirable operation than marriage, while the
c°le of Paui’g Bex teaching is summed up in 1 Cor.
a "»"hich begins. “ It is good for aman not to touch

*°man,” and perfectly clearly indicates Paul’s

cforences and teaching : “1 say, therefore, to tho
ahv?arred and widows, it is good for them if they
p 100 even as |” (1 Cor. vii., 8). Marriage, in St.
ams view, was bettor than fornication, and had no
Ot™  excuse.

b Ir* Hudson does not even accept the “one wife
p °ry in his own practice, unless he thinks the
g 8?S0 means “one wife a year,” or some similarly
g /ly™ng reservation. No one but a parson could

law Haul as an enlightened teacher of divorce
bG' “The end and aim,” ho says, “of marriage
Wh~ Pro™uco mutual life, help and happiness,

Ore this end is not accomplished, we find two
s8ag0S Of Soripture, which mercifully allow its
Relation.”
«Abe fir8fc passage quoted is 1 Corinthians vii. 15:
Or ,m 0Unbelieving depart, lot him depart. A brother
‘j'eler is not under bondage in such cases.” Mr.
p. , 80n ingeniously anticipates the objection that
that «*y Mrs. Hudson was a believer, by arguing
the "* ~parting, if the Church’s stupid and cruel
°r h™ *8 r*sht, he shows that ho does not believe it
the 6 WouM not depart.” He also suggests that “ if
g °ne that remains may bo set free If deserted by
QU1 Dhevor, how much more when deserted by a
“g 8an”' Reason totters on its throne in face of
objetnente ” like these. Obviously Paul had no
etgbot>°n to an unbeliever ridding his Churoh of an
the Sira8sment, and so setting the believer free from
WH °nda of matrimony. Paul’s idea of being free
T,Mry different from Mr. Hudson’s.
fOt 7? 8econd passage is an extraordinary “support”
'«w 1r' Hudson to quote—viz., Matthew v. 27-29:
hgfh 0a°Qrer looketh on a woman to lust after her
committed adultery with her already in his
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heart.” Christ’s expansion of the Mosaic law is made
a justification for easier divorce !

The reverend gentleman challenges the production
of a single New Testament passage which requires
“that the parties ” to a marriage “ shall promise to
take each other for life." It is difficult to see how
Matthew xix. Gcan be reconciled with divorce under
any circumstances; but perhaps Mr. Hudson is
emphasising the word “promise,” as | notice he
repudiates the necessity of publicity for marriages.
Unwittingly, he here betrays the shallowness of his
thought. If an iron law binds a couple together in
intolerable conditions, it can matter little what the
parties promise to each other. On the othor hand,
it is not the seoret promise which constitutes
marriage, hut the public declaration proving good
faith, which ought to be made less a barrier to
honorable divorce, and more a protection to the
weak, and a guarantee against deceit.

Marriage law reform was never more hopeful of
progress than now; but we do not expect any assist-
ance from the Holy Scriptures, of the Old or the so-
called New Testament. Mr. Hudson might help, but
only in so far as he throws overboard his religion,
which is, as it always has been, the enemy of rational

réforme Geobge Bedborough.

Satiated !

Green, shot with malice, and rage, and spite,
Empearled with star-dust spray,
Tho waves, called up by the snarling night,
Seemed in their unquiet, toiling might,
Hungry for food as hungry for life,
The mon on tho ship who pray.

Still, for tho winds to their homo have fled,
The sky, the soa, are still;

And peace, as only the night can spread

O'er vast expansos, is silent, doad ;

Tho waves that wero hungry smilo in sloop
Fed woll by tho Holy Will.

Rohert Moreland.

God novor saved
A king:—which king of all tho catalogue
Who came to violent ends was saved by God,
From poison, from assassins, from the scaffold ?
They died the death their enomies deoreed.
God nover yet did anything at all.
And why? Because thero is none; novor was.

—John Davidson,

PROFANITY BY ASSENT.

Bishop Olmsted, of Denver, tells this story: The Bishop
was once talking in Ohnstedvillc with an old fisherman about
a neighboring divino, says the Kansas City Star.

“ A very good man,” tho Bishop said.

“ A good man, yes,” assented tho old fisherman. ™ Ho
swears a good bit for a preacher, though.”
“ Swears?” exclaimed Bishop Olmsted, “I can't believe

that.”

“But 1 heard him,” said the old fisherman, obstinately.
“ | sat beside him at our Thanksgiving treat, you know, sir.
We both of us wero hacking away at a turkey log. His got
away from him. It slid across tho table toward me, and a
lot of cranberry sauce was spattered about. 1 said to him,
sympathetic like, for | could see ho was worked up : ‘ Thoso
legs are damn tough, ain't they, sir ? He answered back,
quick as a flash : 1Yes, George, they cortainly are.’

Now, if that ain’t swearing," concluded the old fisherman,
“ what is it?”

ANOTHER TRADITION EXPLODED.

Two Englishmen wero resting at the Red Horn Inn at
Stratford-on-Avon. One of thorn discovered a print pic-
turing a low, tumbling building underneath which was
printed : “Tho House in Which Shakespeare Was Born.”
Turning to his friend in mild surprise, he pointed to tho
print. His friend exhibited equal surprise, and called a
waiter, who assured them of the accuracy of tho inscription.

“’Pon my word,” said tho observing Englishman, shaking
his head dubiously, “ I though he was born in a manger 1"
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Acid Drops.

Here is the Christian World joining in ridicule of the
Kaiser for his “divine right ” notions. Will it ridicule the
same notions when King George is crowned next June?
Will it agitate for the removal of “ dei gratia” from the
British coinage ? Will it move to strike out from the New
Testament all such texts as “the powers that be are
ordained of God ”? Does it believe that “Fear God and
honor the King ” is a republican or democratic text ?

“ A Bishop at a Nonconformist Funeral.” This is the
headline of a news item in last week’s Christian World.
The novelty of such an incident speaks volumes for the
“love” that Christianity has shed abroad in the world.

Spain from Within, by Rafael Shaw, seems to be an able
and interesting book, and we hope to return to it shortly.
Meanwhile we may draw attention to what he says about
the hatred of Clericalism by the proletariat in the great
cities, and especially in Barcelona. According to a review
of the book in the Christian World—which doesn’t mind
any digs at Christianity, so long as it is Catholic Christianity
—Mr. Shaw states that—

“The hatred against the Religious Orders found a vent in
the attacks last year on the convents at Barcelona and in
Catalonia. Mr. Shaw clears the rioters from the charges of
wild disorder that the clericals heaped upon them. They
fired monasteries, convents, and churches, but left public
buildings, banks, and rich men’s dwellings untouched. They
protected and brought food to orphanages supported by the
objects of their attacks. They had the markets opened for
two hours every morning and kept their forces under com-
plete discipline, so that persons of both sexes could walk all
over the town without molestation.”

This agrees with what Mr. Nevinson and other special cor-
respondents reported from Barcelona at the time. It is well
to have the facts put on record in the more permanent form
of a book. _ ,

A moat extraordinary announcement appeared in a Reuter
telegram recently. It appears that the Eucharistic Congress
was to open at Montreal on September 6, and was going to
be “the greatest church demonstration that has ever been
held on the American continent." High dignitaries were to
be present, including Cardinal Vannutelli. But the great
thing is to come :(—

“Besides the Congress, there will be a public exhibition
of the Sacrament, which will be carried through the streets
of Montreal, and an open-air Mass on Fletcher’s Field. As
many as five thousand clergy will take part in this Mass,
and the Host will be guarded by soldiers with drawn
swords.”

Exhibition of the Sacrament means exhibition of God—for
Catholics believe in transubstantiation, the bread and wine
being the very body and blood of Christ. Such is the show
that has by this time, we suppose, passed through the streets
of Montreal, with British soldiers, apparently, guarding it
against the contempt of rational people. This is what wo
are coming to in the British Empire. Fifty years ago it
would have been thought impossible. But nothing is im-
possible in the way of insolent priestcraft when the Catholic
Church is able to display its true spirit. It is the historic
enemy of reason, freedom, and progress, and has to be
crushed—that was Voltaire’s word—out of existence.

Never believe the Catholic Church when it talks about
“toleration ” and “ liberty of conscience.” Itis a liar. It
means nothing of what it says on such subjects. It loves
toleration when it is weak. It tramples on toloration when
it is strong.

Popo Leo XIII. blessed the Catholic democratic movement
known as the Sillon. Pope Pius X. has just! damned it.
Vet the Papacy is infallible.__

The judgment in the Osborne case, in connection with the
payment of Members of Parliament from Trade Union funds,
is taking a curious development. As our readers are aware,
for some years the Trades Union Congress has passed a
resolution, with practical unanimity, in favor of secular edu-
cation. There has always been a small minority of Catholics
against this resolution, and these have now issued a manifesto
declaring that they cannot be parties to asking for a reversal
of the Osborne judgment unless the secular education policy
of the Labor party is abandoned. The two cases are not in
any way analogous. The objection in the Osborne case was
that the money of the Unions was spent for purposes other
than those for which it was subscribed. But the Congress
does not spend any money in promoting secular education.
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It merely passes a resolution, as it might pass one
housing, drainage, or any other question affecting the we
being of the working classes. The real moral of the man”
festo is that the Roman Catholics will sacrifice everyth' ™
to their religion. Wetrust, however, that the other memhe”
will not allow themselves to be overruled by an intolera
and priest-led minority.

British

Professor Bonney, tho new President of the the

Association, says that “ Christian doctrines are, on
whole, the best approximation to the expression of myster'
which in themselves transcend human understanding
knowledge.” How on earth Professor Bonney can tell tn
anything is the best approximation to something else tn
is quite above understanding and knowledge, is more tna
we can tell. If Christian mysteries are in this pos't'O *
the Professor knows nothing whatever about them; a°
knowing nothing, he cannot say whether anything 6
approximates to them or not. If one does not know in wb'C
direction Manchester lies in relation to London, how
earth can one say that one road will bring one nearer to
than another. The new President is talking unmitigat®™
nonsense, and if we were to talk in the same manner on
scientific subject we should become a public laughing stoc ’
We expect Professor Bonney reserves his lapses from saw y
for his religious moments—which is not an uncomwW

phenomenon.

We are not surprised to see it stated that the ROV j
Roberts, author of the plainly spoken Hibbert dourn
article, “Jesus or Christ,” though “ seeking pulpit wor*
has been unable to get any. His enemies will remeffl“ j
his article much longer than his friends, and the former W
supply him with a continuous reminder of the value Cn
tians attach to mental rectitude. The Christian Church a
no room for men who think seriously, and are honest enoug
to place the results of their thinking before the world.

The Rev. Dr. Muir, of America, does not hesitate to affir
that when God does not do certain things it is because
cannot. Hearing so much about the Divine power and I°v ’
a child asked the question, “ Mamma, why does not H
make people do right?” The mother could not answer; b
Dr. Muir’s audacity knows no bounds. He is report0a
have spoken thus: “I1 say it with all reverence to t
Eternal God; he cannot do anything of the kind.’
course he cannot; nor can he show any resentment wh
foolish preachers are talking arrant nonsense in his naw \
Occasionally, as in this instance, a preacher tells the tru* '
but is it not his profession to assure his hearers of Ho
ability and eagerness to make people do right ? Is not ‘h
declaration the very core of Christianity, and is it not *
blackest lie ever uttered ?

- . d.*
Some Christian writers—they call themselves “advance i
by the way—are congratulating themselves that the day
“ mere intellectualism ” in Christianity is passing av>L
Christianity, they say, is a life, an experience, and Pe®'ag
may cling to this without any definite intellectual theory

to its nature. We quite agree that tho day of intellectual’

in Christianity is rapidly passing—if it is not already g°b0
But this, instead of being a sign of renewed life, is really ag
indication of continued decay. It is quite true that
more comprehensive than any of the special theories il*
may frame concerning it, but it is also true that reason
justify the most unreasoning of our instincts. A thing 8 *
be independent of reason, but it is a bad sign when it is 0
trary to it; and writors of the kind referred to confuse
dependence with opposition. Christianity is in conflict »
reason ; and, having tried in vain to bring about a reconc*
tion, Christians are now raising the old cry of sour graP e
And this, we say, is a sign of the end. Religions
always commenced to decay from the top. They die by " g
brains leaving them first of all. Then we have recrudesce 0
of the primitive feelings upon which religion rests, an.°-g#l,
of emotionalism, with a sectarian ebullition of mystic
All these are indications of religious disintegration, and
symptoms are to be met with in every country IU
civilised world.

What is the matter with Mr. Robert Blatchford ? ,-,rajl%
going to live in the country by the seaside? “ ®°r’ (jbis
said, in last week’s Clarion—* God paints fine skies w $
place.” God! It was understood that Mr. Blatchford
nothing about " God.”

For some years Mr. Blatchford has been preachfn& ne*
minism—as he understands it, and proclaiming the abs
of praise and blame. He now says that “ Man onlj o
blame for man’s sorrow.” Nature does her part.
bountiful and fair,” it is not her fault "if we trawP
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blossom and batten on the weed.” Itis man’s own fault.
But is not man a part of nature? Who (or what) made him
what he is, with all his strength and weakness, his virtues
and vices, his ignorance and wisdom ? The answer may be
found in Mr. Blatchford’s own writings. Mr. Blatchford
bimself has forgotten it.

It is in the interest of optimism that Mr. Blatchford flouts

b's own teaching. Ho denounces pessimism and pessimists.
Listen1

1The rage of all pessimists appears to rise from their
resentment against nature. They are mad because they
must die. They are mad because appetite becomes sated
with much indulgence ; because friends die, and pleasures
Pidl, and youth’s tree slieds fruit and blossom and leaf, and
last becomes a barren trunk with naked and sapless
°hes, At only to be wrenched up by the storm, and
gathered together as faggots for the fire. These men who so
°urse life, curse it because their love of life is great and their
anger great at losing it. Out upon these windy grumblers !”
that —an” 'well-informed thinker writing of pessimism in
_way ! And the pessimists—those “ windy grumblers.”
Pascal, Leopardi, Schopenhauer, James Thomson, Thomas
“ardy: these are the names of some of them. Mr.
"latchford, forgetting other things, forgets also that these
are fhe names of his betters.

WeraPS e mosf astonishing thing is that Mr. Blatchford
H 7s °f King Solomon as one of the Bible writers. He

thatii  linking of Proverbs and Ecclesiastes, for he says
in»"" great King had a wise and righteous understand-
Ud ~ wouKl puzzle anyone to explain a “righteous
it ®rs'an|ling.” And as for a “ wise understanding,” was

hav'T ayed By the Hebrew gentloman who is reported to

Th8 .d 700 wives over the right and 300 over the left?

Pro B3<* ~lebrew gentleman had no more to do with writing

*J«bs and Ecclesiastes than Mr. Blatchford or ourselves.

Par j * re are hundreds of Christian ministers who are pre-
ed to say that they are perfectly aware of the fact.

h lat is our object in drawing attention to these
eUWN°S - criticism I~ %8 a Bimplo_and a sound
&' va,iue Mr. Blatchford’s services to Froethought as
eloguent populariser. Whon ho mistakes himself for an
A thinker he is apt to do the cause more harm than

8olinWki“er 'n ono °l Ibo religious weeklies draws some con-
gefl «'religious—reflections from his conclusion that in a
A way the children of Freethinkers revert to the reli-
10d tOeir parents rejected. This phenomenon is not by a
rath Way 80 common as this writer assumes; in fact, it is
ohilet BBcommon. What does often take place is that the
*tta enthusiastic Freethinkers do not follow up the
Hat °n rel*gi°n* But lapse into nothingarians, sponding
Natnever reforming energy they possess in social matters.
Hr a ewo deP'ore this, but are not surprised at it. How-
Piet IQa*"‘es aro inherited, they are not handed down like a
°bilat8 °r an esBate ; there is no reason for expecting that
~ho tén SBOUK possess tho same qualities as their parents.
H e 111811 and women who attack religious boliefs in a socioty
built*0 reH«ioua *hduODCe8 are so powerful are necessarily
logic if1~Bleront Bnes to tho average porson around. Bio-
8Port « thOy are “ Bports.” But sports would cease to be

that tt1l thOy wero not uncommon ; and therefore to expect

. 6 same mental characteristics will exist in the children

oho] B‘ed in the parents is to look for a biological and psy-

miraclo. The child of tho Freethinker will have

'»Hh Dg **aHbBo influence of a society of which a large

the °8r  bBe institutions aro erected and maintained for

Sy ®&Press purpose of porpotuatiDg religious belief. That

eBceaay °f the children of Freethinkers resist these influ.

iufl,,S*° *Bo extent they do is strong ovidonco of tho healthy
eQce of their home life.

ch avi*g said this, ono other thing must bo pointed out.
th -1BWHK® and talk as though peoplo bocamo Christian
th°,InBuence of some supernatural power, and as though
W a° .Christian Churches had to do was to register the
afleririvals. Now, this is not the case. Every Christian
tactl 18/ product of a long and costly process of manu-
Hilg * ~s Christians admit, If each new-comer into the
Hb left—religiously—alone, the world would be filled
eifotjrjBeista.  Which means that whilo the calculated
attiv . . PeoPlO do succeed in turning tho larger number of
dW d In”® rOligious beings, tho forces of civilised life, if
a0 ®free play, would lcedp them non-religious. But they
gmw let alone, Through infancy, adolescence, and
iR %lgantlc efforts are made to create and perpetuate
teHrdS Briefs. Those who profess religion are visibl
Wt in _and those who do not are as visibly punished.
' gpito of all, religion cannot hold its own. It scores
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its triumphs from uninstructed and dependent childhood,
only to experience defeat from instructed and independent
maturity. The attack, in the interests of religion, is so per-
sistent and so universal that the wonder is so many are able
to ward it off. Give Freethought, not the same opportunities
of coercion—that it does not ask for—but give it something
like a fair and open field, and see how much of Christianity
would be left in a civilised country in the course of three or
four generations. Or let Christians rise to the perception
of their parental functions to the degree that will permit
them letting their children religiously alone until they are,
say, twelve or fourteen years of age, and how many
churches would be required to house the religious population
of the British Isles ? Most of the existing ones would soon
be used for cinematograph shows.

Rev. J. C. Gostwick, of Macclesfield, is a gentleman who
knows what’s what; and, knowing this, does not hesitate to
speak out. Addressing a missionary conference, he asked
for “unhesitating fidelity to the evident destiny of the
English people, providentially destined and called, as no
other people, to lead all nations Godward.” Well, Mark
Twain said something of the same thing when he observed
that the text, “ Blessed are the meek, for they shall inherit
the earth,” was fulfilled in the extent of the British
possessions. In acquiring territory the British Empire is
only obeying the call of “ Providence.” Other nations may
be urged to the same end by lower motives, we are merely
carrying out tho divine intention. If we profit financially in
serving the purpose of God, that is a mere accident, and
none but gross Materialists would mistake the accidental for
the essential.

Mr. R. J. Campbell once thought that he was great enough
to command success without including hell in his repertoire.
He has found out that, to a preacher of supernaturalism, hell
is absolutely indispensable ; and for some weeks now he has
been gradually slipping it in. Once he made game of it and
held it in derision, but now his “ deep conviction is that hell
is a dreadful reality, and that one feature of any spiritual
reawakening which comes to tho modern world will be a re.
affirmation of it.” Hell is a Christian preacher’s great
stand-by, or the most valuable portion of his stock-in-trade;
and this fact constitutes the most damnablo indictment that
can possibly be advanced against it.

We are often reminded that humility is the chief Christian
virtue. A Christian’s first duty, it is said, is to cherish a
very low opinion of himself. As a matter of fact, however,
the disciples of Jesus are the most bombastic, egotistical,
and boastful people on tho planet. They speak of them-
selves as the salt of the earth and the light of the world.
Had it not been for them the world would have perished long
ago. A man of God bragged tho other day that God spares
the world only for the sake of the Church. It never ocours
to such peoplo that boasting is a sign of weakness, that self-
praise is indulged in only by fools, and that the self-righteous
are, as a rule, conspicuous only by their lack of righteous-
ness. Deep and strong character needs no artificial adver-
tisement, has never to blow its own trumpet.

Canon Newbolt says that “ when we are most conscious
of our mistakes and imperfections we aro still to say, 1lt is
he (God) that hath made us, and not we ourselves ’”—and
we daresay that God is duly proud of his workmanship, and
proud, also, of Dr. Nowbolt, who pays him such pretty com.
pliments. Logic, in the pulpit, is evidently a minus quan-
tity; and, of course, the long-suffering of a non-existing
Deity is simply amazing.

Canon Newbolt’s quiver is full of surprises. Here is one
of them, shot at us at the close of a sermon. Believing that
God demands “ consecrated men, consecrated places, con-
secrated times,” he says: “ But in the vision of the New
Jerusalem the apostle says, ‘1 saw no temple therein.’
Why? Because all was temple.” Then, the New Jeru-
salem is an altogether intolerable city. If Great Britain
were to become all Church, decent people would either
emigrato to some other land, or commit suicide. Life here
would thon bo as impossible as in tho crater of Vesuvius.

There was a vory odd statement in last wook’s issue of the
New Theology organ. A reverend gentleman (his name
doesn’t matter) has been preaching a series of sermons on
Individual Immortality, and wo aro informed that “he has
given to this subject much careful thought and deep study.”
Indeed ! Well, suppose he has. What of that ? What does
he know about it now more than the most ignorant man in
the street ? All that the preacher can say about a future
life is guess-work. Ho knows absolutely nothing. And all
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the “ careful thought and deep study ” in the world is per-
fectly useless without information. Religious people con-
stantly forget that the basis of all reasoning is facts.

Religion is the classical subject of irrationalism. The
great “J. B.” of the Christian World does credit in this
respect to his profession. Writing last week on pre-existence
and reincarnation, he said: “John Wesley believed in the
survival of animals.” That settles it. “ And why,” asks
“J. B.,” “should not the survival be a progress ?” That
settles it too. What a remarkably easy way of reaching
conclusions 1

Francis Haydn W.illiams, minister of Flowergate Old
Chapel, Whitby, sends us a new pamphlet of his, entitled
The Bible a Pessimistic Booh—which we, for our part, have
always said it is. “ Here we are,” Mr. Williams says at the
finish, “ after nineteen centuries of 1Gospel,” finding out that
the whole concern is a myth, fit only for the emotional
Inigger ’ and those how know 1nowt ’ about astronomy. It
provides a ‘living * for thousands of noodle parsons and
sophists, who would be better employed as scavengers and
dustmen.” The future is “for Religious Agnosticism (or

Atheism).”

Rev. Edward Palliser Carew Browne, of Tynemouth, has
been fined £15 for betting. He pleaded that he was simply
seeking material for a pamphlet he was writing to warn
people against backing horses. He reminds us of the men
of God who go to see naughty productions at theatres and
music-halls in order that they may warn their congregations
more effectively against such corrupting things.

Great efforts are being made by the authorities in Egypt
to prevent the introduction of cholera from Mecca, where
the dirty pilgrims go to worship Allah at the tomb of
Mohammed. But the dirty pilgrims sometimes bailie all
precautions. A few years ago one of them got through with
a small bottle of “holy ” water from the well at Mecca.
The “holy ” water was poured out of the bottle into an
Egyptian well, and it killed (by cholera) some hundred
thousand inhabitants of the district. Every pilgrim is now
searched, to prevent the recurrence of such a ILLholy ”
tragedy. _

According to the Hawick News a Mr. J. Sursham is “ mis-
sioning ” as a converted Atheist. Wo never heard of him
before. Perhaps he will be good enough to say when and
where ho was known to bo an Atheist. He has been telling
the public “how ho became an Agnostic and then a
drunkard.” We need not doubt his having been a drunkard.
We may take his word for it. But we should like some
proof of his having been an Agnostic.

The War Cry looks asquint at Mr. Lee Jones's efiort to
befriend persons who aro being driven to suicide. He does
not intend to trouble himself about religion in this effort,
and tho Boothite organ declares that “such an agency
would be utterly useless without religion.” Tho Salvation
Army ought to know. It was wonderfully successful when
it started its Suicide Bureau. It saved over so many people
from suicide—without reducing tho public official statistics.

A correspondent of the Liverpool Evening Press remarks
that “ a person with atheistic notions is not of much use to
advise the despairing of both sexes.” Is this a bit below
the belt at Mr. Lee Jones? Anyhow, it was not mere advice,
but practical help, that ho offered these unfortunates.

LA man has only to be a very short time on tho road,”
says a writer in the lronmongers' Chronicle, “to discover
that almost without exception his most impossible, dis-
courteous, selfish, and inconsiderate customers are to bo
found among those who most loudly profess their Christian
virtues.”

A correspondent of the Liverpool Post visited Frodsham
lately, and noticed on the board at the entrance to a certain
place of worship that it was “registered for tho solomon-
ization of marriages.” Exquisite 1

Mr. Harold Begbie declares that “ The truculent Atheism
of the seventies and eighties, and the mechanical agnosticism
which flourished so exceedingly under the fighting cocksure-
ness of Huxley’s banner, are now moribund.” They are
being followed, we suppose, by the hysterical sentimentalism
which provides Mr. Harold Begbie and his like with good
livings.
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The veteran Morrison Davidson, writing on Tolstoy
last week's Reynolds’, says :— .
“ Unlike the Ingersolls, the Bradlaughs, the Saladins,
Footes, and the Blatchfords, who make no effort t°
the goodly harvest sown by the hand of the Son of j
Tolstoy proceeds on the true principle—I will destroy 8
will build up. And it is the building up, not the destroy b<
that is the all-important matter.”

We do not know exactly what it is that Tolstoy has “ou®
up "—any more than the other publicists whose names 8 ~
mentioned. The real truth is that pulling down and build1»
up are arbitrary divisions of a continuous process.

itself is a constant interchange of destruction and con?tr.,.
tion. Waste and repair of tissue go on to the point of dea <
and it is always repair that gives way first. To say 4
building up is the all-important matter is like saying that »
surgical operation is nothing, the all-important matter bel.”
the patient’s continued existence. Your interests may be
effects, not in causes; but as the effects cannot be had wit
out the causes, how absurd it is to praise the one and dam
the other 1

Mr. Davidson writes “ Son of Man ” with capital letters.
That is a result of his early training and his inherited »dm
ration for Jesus Christ. He forgets that Freethinkers do_n
regard that personage as really historic. As for the sayWn
of Christ being “ shattering explosives,” it is fair to as >
What have they exploded ? Mr. Davidson will, perbap 1
condescend to tell us.

Wec take the following from the British Congregationalist

“ A vigorous and comprehensive program for the conaj”
autumn and winter months has been outlined by the Natm
Free Church Council. Foremost amongst the great T®
tions that affect the national and religious life is that of b
day Observance, and this urgent and pressing matter w_

have the-careful-consideration of the Council. ~Already 4ie
Legal Committee has met, and a summary of the law on -,
subject is to be shortly communicated to the local counci

This is one of the many signs that the Churches are going
fight hard for their Sunday privileges. They have hither
enjoyed the benefits of clerical Protection on their gr®
weekly day of business. It is a matter of life and dea
with them to prevent the complete triumph of Free Tra o
Thoy mean to fight for all they aro worth. But will timi
succeed ?

“ Providonco ” again 1 Rev. P. J. Cocking died on Sund J
in tho vestry of the Wesleyan Chapel, Haughton Green, ne®
Denton. Ho was just taking his first service and going
preach his first sermon in a new circuit.

. .

Cholera is causing much trouble in Italy. In Russia i®IS
still raging destructively. Tliore were 0,423 fresh cases la
week, with 3,254 deaths. “ For his tondor mercies are o
all his works,”

“As God’s masterpiece was man, so the Devil’s mast®*
piece was a barmaid.” Thus said Mr. T. A. P. Fr0S’ a
Canada, in an address to the Union Chapel Brotherbo
Manchester, on Sunday afternoon. What the warm
Frost has now to tell us is this : Whoso masterpiece is
Johnnie that leans over tho barmaid ?

Father Bernard Vaughan, tho celibate gentleman who”
always egging on other men (and women) to have 1°
children, preached at St. Patrick’s, Montreal, on 8un
and said that—" Protestantism in England to-day vy
divided, half drifting to Agnosticism and half croep °
back to Catholicism.” Romo gains tho creepers.

Just as tho Freethinker is going to press wo l0aEn . &.
there was a welcome change in the program of the Eu

istic Congress at Montreal, which is referred to in .ayork’d
column. It had been arranged that tho Duke of
Hussars were to supply a guard of honor and mounted o ~
to Cardinal Vannutelli, tho Pope’s Legate. But at the ~
minuto this was cancelled by tho authorities at Ottaw > ~
the demonstrators, much to their chagrin, had to be so. J(
with sixty policemen. M. Guerin, the Mayor of Mon
welcomed tho cardinal, not simply as Mayor but a i\e.
enthusiastic Catholic. It is easy to see what those g

men would bo up to if they could. Fortunately “, @e yet
others ” besides Catholics even in Montreal. Wo ha

to see what happens with respect to guarding the Hos ¢

.ot
Rev. Eyre William Hussey, of Christchurch, {Orh
fourteen years rector of Bromsberrow, Ledbury,
left £42,116. He won’t suffer from cold this w>

there is any truth in the Gospels.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

Aunody, September 11, Queen’s (Minor) Hall, Langham-place, W ..
7.30, “Man’s Discovery of Himself.”

BePtember 18, 25, Queen’s Hall, London.
October 2, Glasgow; 9, Manchester;
23, Leicester; 30, Birmingham.

November 6, Shoreditch Town Hall; 13, Liverpool; 27, Shore-
iitch Town Hall.

16, Queen’s Hall;

To Correspondents.

Lecture E ngaocements.—October 2, Queen’s Hall,
Glasgow; 30, Queen’s Hall, London. November 13,
Shoreditch Town Hall. December 4, Man-

Vif.ctorr’

°heat * am’
pasi .

£24?~'8 Honorarium Fund : 1910.—Previously acknowledged,
r,, d l1Aa. 1d. Received since:—C. Wollett Jones, £1 Is. ; R

r ter’ £1 Ernest la>. T. a. Matthews, 5s.; T. C.
Br>n,3s.6d.
J D&s*is Delegation Fond.—Previously acknowledged, £21 6s.
received since  A. B. Moss, 5s.

ii¥8 Masterhon —i)l) The doctrine of original sin rests on the
tQy of the Fall, but beneath that is the common oriental idea
j! 6eternal opposition between matter and spirit. (2) The
tije I'™* Wes to rescue the Jews from bondage and make them
i, n oras °f others—not to save them from their sins. (3) There
thei/ood ¢heap book, such as you require, on the history of
ty p Councils and the formation of the Creed.
@ ' Nall.—Much obliged for cuttings.
antESciAlj T ravelled.—We have quoted from your interesting
don en?ouraSmg letter elsewhere. We will see what can be
Prof W your suggestion of an article (or more) on the late
s'‘de @!0r M*liam James and Pragmatism. There is a con-
, arable body of literature now, Dbesides Professor James’s
A c p’°n that subject.
* Co., 14 Brixton-road, opposite the Motor Garage,
form ttl's journal and other advanced literature. They in-
_>otl  N'a acopy of the Freethinker placed rather sportingly
jj  uewindow brought four customers very quickly.
ft. 1aPrE—We know the Shirley poem quite well, and a verse
at,-n d—with three other extracts—stood at the head of our
tht.C6 when if originally appeared. Thanks, all the same, for
5.~ ference.
p " ‘Matthews—We have made use of it. Thanks.
—M. FurnAmont corrected the misstatement that
Um *°0Ote waa ig_Prison at the time of the Congress, but the
tila, Ssefs papers did not report the correction. Pleased to hear
On,, ~?ur wife, as well as yourself, was looking forward to the
J.j. 6n8Hall lectures.
to"'Liverpool).—We don’t understand what it is you desire us

a,8y °r do. The versos vou say emanate from Pastor Wise
I, ¢ §mPly drivel.
Beoi IH~W o quite agree with you. Lord Rosebery, whose

onc ¢ coufaiu more human nature than most politicians’,
sickb that the want of money was most felt at times of
A b ness axi when one wanted to be generous.
ftomP® Ul—Ho apology is needed. We are always glad to hear
for Rf°Ur rea,ders.  Your thanks to the staff of the Freethinker
effort. Utk an” iuformation are appreciated. Thanks for your
A ,,8f° extend our circulation.
it? T?as—The explanation makes the matter worse. Doesn’t
pteSai 18Pleasant to see a report of the Ferrer lecture, but the
\V. j b°ycott is far from generally breaking down.
to j 'EX-~~Couldn’t it have come before Tuesday ? We are able
Jagt jBert it through a mere accident.
(B&gavi.or.—We have all sorts of papers sent to us. Why
such a fuss because somoone (we don’t know who) sent

5
is much easier for you than for us to put
iTef(,.6 °n the local newsagant who supplies you with the
Obtain- r° The newsagent’s business is a very special one.

hiote ®smaH supplies direct from publishers would generally
‘Nstrib en eat aw»y all the profit. Wholesale agents do the
bewSaating>and thus a reasonable profit is conserved. Your
cop”™nt, so far as we can see, has simply to order more
i reethii N'a wholesale agent. We have always supplied the
With**«- on “sale or return,” and it is ready for the trade
the @nJat regularity on Wednesday afternoon. Statements to
0. trary—tbey are too frequent—are falsehoods.

HP((]@{BF Kson—We will consider your suggestion. Thanks for

filie AATURbs—Glad to hear the Blackburn Branch had such

A& (j¢n‘a*r meetings on Sunday, addressed by Mr. Genever.

S htsmplate publishing the names and addresses of Branch
ma® S* tl0S In our columns occasionally.

Narri»DA®B Society, Limited, oOffice is at 2 Newcastle-street,
Tae ~Mgdon-atreet, E.C.

Natti,*!QP41 Secular Society’s Office is at 2 Newcastle-street,
nS%TSAil.str%%lfl E oo
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When the services of the National Secular Society in connection
with Secular Burial Services are required, all communications
should be addressed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vance.

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

Lecture Notices must reaoh 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
street, E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be
inserted.

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

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

Persons remitting for literature by stamps are specially requested
to send halfpenny stamps.

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

Sugar Plums.

The new series of lectures at Queen’s (Minor) Hall, under
the auspices of the Secular Society, Ltd., opened well on
Sunday evening. The hall was crowded, and a good many
people had to be turned away from the doors. The musical
part of the program, from 7 to 7.30, was rendered by
Madame Saunders (pianist) and Miss Clarke (vocalist), their
playing and singing being highly relished by the audience.
Mr. J. T. Lloyd, who occupied the chair, had a very warm
and affectionate reception, showing that Freethinkers have
taken him to their hearts. Mr. Foote’s reception was what
might be expected at his first lecture after his late illness.
No man could possibly have had a more appreciative audi-
ence. The lecture—not a short one—was followed with the
deepest attention from the first sentence to the last. Great
applause greeted every tribute to Ferrer, and the sketch of
the course of affairs in Spain since Ferrer’s assassination
(only eleven months) was listened to with breathless interest.
The closing warning against the Catholic Church as the
historic and relentless enemy of liberty and progress was
framed on the lines of Voltaire’s “ Crush the Infamous,” and
was greatly applauded. A considerable number of questions
were asked and answered afterwards. Question-time, indeed,
seemed to be one of the most interesting portions of the
evening. _

Now that such a good beginning has been made at Queen’s
Hall we hope there will be a good continuance. The hall
could easily bo filled evory Sunday evening by the London
“saints ” if they bostirred themselves a little. We ask
them, besides attending themselves as far as possible, to
assist in the advertising of the lectures by circulating the
neat printed announcements (pocket size) which can be
obtained of Miss Vance at 2 Newcastle-street, E.C., and by
telling their friends and acquaintances, in the course of con-
versation, of the Queen’s Hall meetings.

Mr. Foote occupies the Queen’s Hall platform again this
evening (Sept. 11). His subject is a new and very striking
one—*“Man’s Discovery of Himself.” The lecture is quite
an original one that Freethinkers should hoar. Mr. C.
Cohon is to bo chairman on this occasion. There will bo
music, and a poetical reading by Mr. Foote, before tho
lecture. _

We must acknowledge tho courtesy of the Star in
announcing tho Queen’s Hall lecture on Ferrer, and the
courtesy of both the Star and the Morning Leader in
reporting it. _

“ Travelling in the train to-day (Sept. 1),” a correspondent
writes, “1 have for the first time come across the Freethinker,
which a holiday-maker left behind him evidently on purpose
—as a moans of propaganda. | have had an intellectual
treat in reading it, and in future | shall not fail to purchase
your paper.” Owing to expensive illness in his family, our
correspondent has to say : “ | shall purchase the Freethinker
by docking myself of two pennyworth of tobacco per week—
tobacco is my only luxury—but tho Freethinker will be a
splendid exchange for that small sacrifice, and | shall feel
that | have something to look forward to now on Thursday
evenings.” A letter like this should encourage the “saints”
everywhere to do all that they can to get this journal into
fresh hands. _

“1 feel sure,” the same correspondent says, ' that you
and your colleagues must make a great pecuniary sacrifice
for tho sako of your convictions. In fact, | heard a man
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state once, at an outdoor discussion, that G. W. Foote could
have easily made a thousand or two a year if he had been
an ordinary journalist, and sold his pen.” Of course there
is some truth in this. But one can hardly conceive the
leaders of Freethought selling their pens. They were never
built that way, and they write so differently from ordinary
journalists because personal conviction and sincerity are the
salt of all really good writing.

Our esteemed contributor, Mr. Joseph Bryce, writing to us
from Newcastle-on-Tyne, says : “ 1 was recently in a news-
agent’s where | usually procure any extra copies of the
Freethinker that | may require, and happened to get talking
with a gentleman there about papers generally. He asked
me what | thought was really the best paper dealing with
the higher aspects of life. When | presented the claims of
the Freethinker, the newsagent remarked: 1Do you know
there is an old man comes here for that paper, who says
that if the price of it was a shilling he would have to have
it.” Evidently the man referred to can appreciate a good
thing.” “1 liked that article on 1Death the Democrat ’very
much indeed,” Mr. Bryce adds in conclusion.

An advertisement of a proposed new Freethought Club
was left at our office on Monday morning, with the requisite
cash in payment. On its being handed over to Mr. Foote,
he wrote the following letter to the advertiser .(—

“ Deah Mu. ---—-- , Money is welcome at this office, but
there are some things of greater importance. One of them
is the welfare and reputation of the Freethought movement.
I must know a good deal more about your projected Club
before | can consent to its being advertised in the Freethinker.
Clubs have been, and ever must be, one of the most dangerous
forms of effort in connection with Freethought or any other
intellectual movement. | have seen so much mischief come
of them in the past that I will not lightly place any agency
that | control at the service of a new one, even on terms of
the usual payment. The Freethinker, as you know, is an
exceptional paper, conducted primarily for principle and not
for profit. 'Hence my hesitation—which you must please
not take as a personal reflection on yourself or anyone who
may be associated with you.”

Mr. Foote prints this letter of his iu order that his attitude
towards Freethought Clubs generally may be placed on
record. _

Mr. Howatt, vice-president of the Glasgow Branch, and
one of its most energetic open-air speakers, debates this
evening (Sept. 11) at the Assembly Rooms, 165 Crown-
street, S.S., with a Mr. Townsend on “ Is Theism the True
Explanation of the Universe ?” Tho debaters take the field
at 6.30. -

We always have pleasure in calling attention to the
Humanitarian, the monthly organ of the Humanitarian
League. The September number contains several interest-
ing items, and a long article by “ Lex,” who used to write in
the now defunct Humane Beview, on the Horae Secretary’s
Prison Reforms. It is a very able and in all ways excellent
article. Wo see that the Editor quotos what wo said tho
other day about the new Prison Reforms being so largely the
result of the Humanitarian League’s work in the improve-
ment of public opinion and sentiment during the last twenty
years. “We quote this friendly testimony,” tho Editor
says, lwith the greater pleasure, because it is likely to be
about the only one wo shall receive.” We regret to hear it.
We hoped for a more generous recognition of the League’s
efforts. But the Editor says that pioneers are always
ignored in the hour of success.

HOW THE DOMINIE LOST.

A newly appointed Scottish minister, on his first Sunday
of office, had reason to complain of the poorness of tho
collection.

“Mon,” replied one of the elders, “they are close, very
close ; but”—confidentially—* the aul’ meenister, he put
three or four saxpences into tho plate hissel’, to give them
a start. Of course, he took the saxpences awa’ with him
afterward.”

The new minister tried tho same plan, but the next Sun-
day he again had to report a dismal failure. The total
collection was not only snjall, but he was grieved to find
that his own sixpences were missing.

“Ye may be a better preacher than the aul’ meenister,”
exclaimed the elder, “butif ye had half the knowledge o’
the world, an’ o’ yer flock in particular, ye'd ha’e done what
he did an’ glued the saxpences to tho plate.”
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Catholicism, Chaos, or Atheism?—

(Concluded from p. 566.)

Protestants have heaped no end of ridicule on
doctrine of papal infallibility. Yet they know
some form of infallibility is indispensable f°r
body of men that represents a deity. They tb
selves tried to find it in the Bible; but that 1"
after a somewhat pathetic struggle, has been a
doned. Catholics find it in the Churoh, and, form9
in the Pope. The doctrine, they say, ?over«ed
matters of faith and decides all controversies an
ing Christian belief; but it does not embrace 9D
tions of science or abstract opinions unconnec>
with religion. Who is to decide when an opi*pPe"
abstract and when it is connected with re*°3\
Let the Romanists answer that question. They ;
not be allowed to escape the decisions of the pa8* (
easily as they hope. They have always striven ,
despotic sway over the human mind, and have

fire and sword to maintain that sway. Given
same old powers, will they use the same old metho
What is to prevent them from stepping hi
moment and saying the trend of this or that teacn’»
is anti-religious, as indeed all science is and m
be ? Rome’s onslaught on what has so signifio9 j
been styled “ Modernism ™ is nothing more or
than a feeble echo of her anathemas of th©® j
when she claimed to be the custodian of all

and to inflict “ punishment ” in the interests of.
faith, and when her predominance in Europe o® .
her to back up that claim by foroo. For the Pr
ciples that underlie persecution for heretical opnt
appear from the very date of the establisbmen
Christianity in the Roman Empire. From the J
of Constantine onward many laws were enacted)
these are all collected in The Digest (Justinian) ¢
the title De llcereticis. The penalties are varies, 0
inolude corporal punishment and death.
enactments proceed on the assumption that rebg ..
is the affair of the State, and that an offence tor
gion is an offence to the State—that is, they “
according to the theory of the persecutors, (BB
tially the same as the laws that give justice Poff®ftj
proceed against a thief or a murderer. NeW p
speaks of “the great work which he had to *
England,” and several times expresses the oPID
that the ultimate alternative is Catholicise0™
Atheism. Well, then, let us hear his views on vy
gusstion of the “ punishment” of heketics, for®
are certainly of interest to us. In 1852 he wro 1b

K
" Ecclesiastical authority, not argument 'S I3
supromo rule and the approximate guide for Eg}b
in tho matter of religion. It has always tho rig

interpose, and sometimes, in the conflict of parties .i(

opinions, it is called upon to exorcise that right 1

of a University).
In writing to Monsell in 1864 he asks whether
civil power may inflict punishment for religl0
religion, and adds :—

" My notion is that you must hold tho affirmative~.”
in spite of St. Athanasius’ attacks on tho P?1600 :val,
Arian Emperors ” (W. O. Waidand the Catholic M
p. 268).

Read this ohoioe morsel—

“1s not the miraculous infliction of judgments *
blasphemy, lying, profanonoss, etc., in the Apostle %
asanction of infliction upon the same by a bumim
in the times of tho Inquisition? Ecclesiastical™ .J js
may punish with the sword, if they can, and 1/~
expedient or necessary to do so” (Quoted by Lord
History of Freedom and Other Essays, p. 423)-

A frail plant, this divinely established fa*™°**j. jj$
all sides limitations and weaknesses that m°
roofed in, ever kept in the foroing-house. 0
grow in the open air. Manning, in the sOBlgStio®
embittered controversy with Newman on the < ji>>
of sending young men to Oxford and Cam ,,i0
condemns the proposal, and urges the clerg!r fith
explain to the faithful the sin of exposing °al
to the danger of losing or weakening their
And he in turn is censured by Fitzgerald 10

N
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- 0 Catholic Life (1901), which is considered one
aifv, 381 P°PHar accounts of the J)I‘O ress of
nin ,0 108m in England during the second half of the
c °teenth century. In vol. ii., pp. 278 and 279, the
ag oho attitude to Freethought is stated perhaps
N c,arly as it ever has been stated. After oon-
of Man’ing f°r taking part in the discussions
oth 116 “taphysical Society, where “infidels” and
of TBUse® meet for “bold attack and defence ”
adf 80r"8 °t principles, orthodox and unorthodox,

toni °r ~ us conceding that such matters are proper
P8 of discussion, he concludes—

id '~ lere was further something disagreeable in the
ea of friendly recognition as club comrades of such
en' It must have been painful to sit by and hear Mr.
Oxley challenging such accepted truths as the exist-
oce of God, the immortality of the soul, and such

ah v 8 7> Manni“g- we are told, was_rather taken
ack when called upon to prove these things before he

i,6“"further. All this modern treatment of the unor-
~odox would not have commended itself to good old
‘e Johnson, whose method was to turn his back on the
“ael or assail him with rude speech ; argument such
as unworthy of. This, if intolerant, was logical from
i ‘LPOillt view. Again, may not the close study of
“ndel opinions, for the serious purpose of refuting them,
j6 fraught with perils—not the least of which s
aouliarity ? The weighing of arguments with judicial
airness leads to the persuasion that some may have
°re force than others, and have even relatively a
attain cogency of their own; while a sense of equity
ay compel the admission that there is really no suffi-
ant answer to be found—to this poser, at least.”

eafn,, 8orkof apologetic would this man use for the
8rt °f “ Catholic truth ”? Why, the only
that h Kristian apologetic, Catholic or Protestant,
of t~ 8ever been really effective—the strong arm
se °/aw* Rome will persecute, we know. Could
there 6 aBain<with fall sway, the minds of men,
Ketl, weuld be no more “re-statements of funda-
4(jo al.Positions,” no more investigations, by out-
helief0?t#03 ah any rahQ of “the foundations of
again’, 1 this we know. But excited protests
thQ88ther persecuting mind do not come well from
Wratk'Vao Preach from their sacred book that “the
the ” f0 on ““the children of unbelief,” that
etaij ~°Otfever shall be damned, that the heretic
other be rechod» and hhat whoever preaches any
Sospel shall be held accursed. = It must be
Wite bere<® ~°°” N ah Protestants at one_time were
pets ready to put into practice the principles of
iy Oifion implied by such teaohing, notwithstand-
bliniresenh-day boastings that their faith is not
an , Emission to dogma imposed from without,
that 8>afe obedience to an infallible Church, and
“int .~ious conviction is an individual matter, an
heetl rOr revelation ” for each. Had Protestantism
aBain f expression of the principle of revolt
an a8t authority in the spiritual life, had it been
WQ / ance towards complete mental freedom, it
hae «n®> aa soon as triumphantly established,
Overy Pv”¥ed the brute force of the State to orush
thig if m °f opposition and oritical inquiry. But
ther8 ~ do. Its record is bad. The advance, if
trarjg."as any> did not go far; the authority was
one source to another, infallibility

ft jne’N and along with it persecution,
is ?®°t Protestantism that the Catholic fears, it
teata €i8l». He rather enjoys showing the Pro-
ven i8 weakness of their position; it is only
itetjjj e *s asked by the Atheist to establish all his
be is “taken aback "—he must not
QHlat certain subjects are fit topics for argu-
Nati ~bat is the use of talking about the mani-
°f a God in human form to those for
suPOmatural has never been substanti-
fte@ .bah is the use of discussing the question
h'rotgg.”iation with God, from either a Catholic or
80lut ant standpoint, with those who hold that
?D,is true and that there never was any
Qison 8n and consequently that there is nothing
& a tncile? To the Atheist there is no such thing
lateUe™ ubh that is apprehended otherwise than
tUaHy. It is all the same to him whether

the “revealed truths” are written, or oral and tra-
ditional, if they clash with his intelligence. Not
long ago, a Frenoh Catholio said that “ Modernism ”
was the age-long conflict representing in a new form
the revolt of man against God. This is the simple
truth. The exact antithesis of the Catholio principle
of authority is Atheism. In the view of the Church,
man derives his worth from the acceptance of certain
“highest truths ” which are said to rest on an
infallible basis and which are withdrawn from
critioism. In the Atheist’s view there can be no
truths that are not in harmony with his own intelli-
gence and his own knowledge, gained by struggle and
stress ; that is, for him there can he no truths that
are not in harmony with himself. Thus he is a
personality, a being stamped with his own individ-
uality, and this the good Catholio oan never be,
because for him the worth of men lies in the abso-
luteness of their surrender of self. Catholics are
adroit in submitting evidence to Protestants; but
that is the work of a clever barrister, not of an
honest inquirer. Argumentative skill is a different
thing from reasoning, from a desire for that know-
ledge which comes from the noting of faots and the
rejecting of incongruities. When anyone, he he
Catholic or Protestant, tries to go outside this
position and to set faith higher than this process of
reasoning, he is introducing a system that must
prove to be a source of special pleading, hypoorisy,
and persecution.

The recent cases of Dr. Kooh and Professor
Sohnitzer in Germany, of Loisy and Houtin in
France, where the revolt against ecclesiastical
domination has resulted in a severe check to Catho-
licism, the present condition of things in Spain,
which has just dared to propose that other religious
professions shall be allowed to praotise openly, and
in ltaly, where there are many searching critics of
the Holy Father and his claims, all show that Rome
herself is by no means free from the “pressure of
the time." What will the ultimate result be ? It is
useless to attempt to predict that. Rome says that
the Churoh of Christ must triumph over all opposi-
tion. Most of us are oonvinoed that progress must
continue. But something more than the mere
expression of this conviotion is wanted to strengthen
the ethical growth of Freethought to the point of
forcing out all the poisonous weeds of superstition.
The interests arrayed against us run in all direc-
tions. One of the legacies of clerical sway, with its
inevitable Papal or Biblical infallibility, is that men
have grown used to thinking in an unhealthy atmos-
phere. The trammels of religious mist are all round
their eyes. Look at Campbellism, Spiritualism,
Theosophy, Christian Soienoe! Straight-out Free-
thought will be in a minority for many years. In
the meantime, the movements of Catholicism in
England deserve the attention of Freethinkers,
especially of those who hold aloof from aotive work
and say that they “don’t believe in kicking a dead

be°rse’ A. D. McLaren.

The Prophecies Concerning Jesus
Christ.—I.

(Continued from p. 571.)

Before and after the commencement of the Christian
era, the belief in supernatural births was widespread.
Justin Martyr, as | have already said, defended the
Incarnation of Jesus by referring to the incarnation
of various Pagan godmen. And that the Jews should
believe in such extraordinary births is not to be
wondered at, seeing that they were cradled in the
belief that, at times, the “sons of God came in unto
the daughters of men who bare children to them, and
the same became mighty men which were of old,
men of renown." (Gen. vi. 4). Josephus, the Jewish
historian, in his Antiquities of the Jews, recognizes
this belief; but he is careful to explain how these
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supernatural births were to be accounted for. The
account is to be found in the third chapter of the
eighteenth book. It is somewhat remarkable that
this account follows the paragraph which contains
the celebrated forgery respecting Jesus—a forgery
which, even now amongst the ignorant is looked
upon as vital evidence of the truthfulness of the
Christian doctrine.

The account sets forth that one Decius Mundus,
a man very high in the equestrian order, had fallen
in love with a married woman named Paulina
Saturninus. This woman was young, beautiful, rich,
and virtuous, Nothing that Mundus could say or do
could tempt her to be faithless to her husband. But
he determined to possess her. So he went to the
priests of the temple where Paulina worshipped,
and, presenting them with a large sum of money,
induced them to assist him in the matter. The
narrative proceeds thus—

“ Accordingly, the eldest of the priests went imme-
diately to Paulina; and upon his admission, desired to
speak with her by herself. When that was granted him,
he told her that he was sent by the god Anubis, who
had fallen in love with her, and enjoined her to come to
him. Upon this she took the message very kindly, and
valued herself greatly upon this condescension of
Anubis; and told her husband that she had a message
sent to her, and was to sup and lie with Anubis ; so he
agreed to her acceptance of the offer, as fully satisfied
with the chastity of his wife. Accordingly, she went to
the temple, and after Bhe had supped thero, and it was
the hour to go to sleep, the priests shut the doors of the
temple, when, in the holy parts of it, the lights were
also put out. Then did Mundus leap out (for he was
hidden therein) and did not fail to enjoy her, who was
at his service all tho night long, as supposing he was a
god.”

This scandal, in all probability, would never have
been known had not Mundus so far forgot himself as
to tell Paulina how he had enjoyed her ; whereupon
she “rent her garments, told her husband of the
horrid nature of this wicked contrivance, and prayed
him to avenge her.” Accordingly, he went to tho
Emperor Tiberius, with tho result that the temple
was demolished and the priests wore crucified ; whilst
Mundus, who was the biggest rascal, was simply
banished because what “crime ho had committed
was done out of the passion of love.”

This anecdote illustrates ia a startling manner tho
gross superstition of the time, and throws the
searchlight of truth upon the episode that we are
now considering.

Now, Matthew is made to declare not only that
the father of Jesus was the Holy Ghost, but that
“all this was done that it might be fulfilled which
was spoken of the Lord, saying, Behold a virgin shall
he with child, and shall bring forth a son, and they
shall call his name Emmanuel, which, being inter-
preted, is God with us” (i. 22, 23). Here observe
that this is only a portion of the prophecy referred
to, this part having been cut out for a particular pur-
pose and to suit a particular event. This, however,
is the usual way in which prophecies are made to fit
in with the so-called interpretation thereof. The
prophecy in question is contained in the seventh and
eighth chapters of Isaiah, and | purposo not to con-
fine myself to any particular portion of it, but to
criticise the whole of it. It should be remembered
that lIsaiah is looked upon as aprophet of the highest
dignity ; and so numerous are his so-called prophecies
concerning Jesus that he has been dubbed em-
phatically “the evangelical prophet.” To criticise
this prophecy, therefore, closely and minutely,
will enable us to form a just value of the many
other prophetio statements with which Isaiah is
credited.

The prophecy is a lengthy one, and is given with
unusual minuteness, hut it may be accurately related
in a few words. Ahaz was king of Judah when
“Rezin the king of Syria, and Pekah the son of
Remaliah, king of Israel, went up toward Jerusalem
to war against it” (vii. 1). Ahaz, who was of the
house of David, the son of Abraham, was afraid.
Thereupon the Lord instructed Isaiah to go to Ahaz,
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and to say to him: “ Take heed, and be quiet!
not, neither be fainthearted for the two tails of t »
smoking firebrands ” (vii. 4) who have said: “B0
go up against Judah, and vex it, and let us
breach therein for us, and set a king in the
it, even the son of Tabeal. Thus saith the
God, It shall not stand, neither shall 't come
pass ” (vii. 6, 7). d
Here was a definite promise—a promise that co
not be misunderstood; Ahaz was to be protects
God, and to be successful against his enemies-
was he? Most certainly he was not. For, iu
twenty-eighth chapter of the second book
Chronicles, we read that “the Lord God dehve »
Ahaz into the hands of his enemies, the kiog8"
Syria and Israel, who smote his valiant men,VsDi
great slaughter, and carried away great multitude
captives and spoil ” (xxviii. 5-8). This portion 0*
prophecy is never referred to by Christian me .
professional sky-pilots or otherwise. Why is “f *
The reason is because the prophecy was falsifi0
events that could not lie; and it goes without say >
that if one portion—and that the most impor r
portion—of the prophecy be untrue, all the o
portions of it must he equally false. N
Now, the portion of the prophecy to whioh Mat*
refers is that whioh was told Ahaz when he (™n .
evidently expressed some doubt as to the trntn
ness of lIsaiah’s statement. “ Ask thee a sign of
Lord thy God” (v. 11), said Isaiah. But
replied: “ 1 will not ask; neither will 1 temp*
Lord ” (v. 12). Then, said lIsaiah, “ tho Lord bin ~
shall give you a sign. Behold, a virgin shall
ceive, and bear a son, and shall call his n »
Immanuel. Butter and honey shall he eat, tha
may know to refuse the evil, and choose the ¢°
For before the ohild shall know to refuse the ® j
and choose tho good, the land that thou abbor
shall he forsaken of both her kings" (v. 1* g;
What followed is told in the next chapter, ‘a j
“ Moreover tho Lord said unto me, Take thee a8 g
roll, and write in it with a man’s pen c°Dcen
Mahor-shalal-hash-baz. And | took unto me ffi> . u
witnesses to record, Uriah the priest, and Zochfl
the son of Jeberechiah. And I went unto the P~
phetess; and she conceived, and bare a son. afi.
said tho Lord to me, Call his name Maher-sb
ha8b-baz. For heforo tho ohild shall have know*
to cry My father, and my mother, the riobO®
Damascus and tho spoil of Samaria shall be

away before the king of Assyria” (viii. 1-4)- c00.
Now, we have seen that, so far as Ahaz w»s
cerned, the prophecy was a false one. Be it rellJOiJ

bered, however, that Ahaz was the person to * O
the sign was given, whilst Isaiah was the P/ ail-
through whom the sign was to be accomphs™d&l
And the crucial point is as to whether the 0
who bore Maher-shalal-hash-baz was, or was a
virgin at the time of his birth. Undoubtedly j
was not, and for the following reasons' Op
scholars are unanimously of opinion that the g
almah, which is translated “virgin,” is ft
translation, for that the true meaning of the g
is “a young woman.” Now, if the words J
woman” be substituted for the word “ virg*> |jjjJ
whole passage becomes plain. The birth of a Qjjts
was predicted as a sign that certain national e\
were abont to take place ; and this child, y "jfe-
expressly told, was the son of Isaiah by hm ~
Were it not so, why was the mother sp°k®n, ¢jje
“the prophetess ”? And why was it said th®
child should cry “ My father and my mother * “gea
statement is that, as soon as the prophecy ha, "fof
uttered, lIsaiah “went unto tho prophetess &0
what purpose there can be no doubt, because » (0
told that he took with him “faithful witn0O™
record” the time, so that if she “ conceived

a son "—it might, you know, have been a ~aD"j1 b0
as had been promised by the Lord, they 1 /jjecf
certain that the child was the child of the

This prophecy, then, is valueless as regards ft , $6
natural birth; whilst it refers to the son 0
prophetess” only, and not to the son of Mary*
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per8 e birth of Jesus being miraculous, the only
on wbo could know the truth of the matter was
cou/ 8" Joseph, if he had had no sexual inter-
im Mary, could only know that he was not
6\érataer of Jesus ; but it does not appear that he
All tlate an” statement whatever on the subject.
BpWe know respecting him is what Matthew is
been 83>  have recorded as to Joseph having
her a'iUst man,” and that he was “ minded to put
Aprivily” (Matt. i. 19).
fajj t0 Mary herself, she always asserted that the
Dy i Jesus was Joseph, and not the Holy Ghost.
&6 Rej no™ Well, on one most important occasion
aia to Jesus ; “ Son! Why hast thou thus dealt
&uehfSv Behold» thy father [Joseph] and | have
itOp eesorrowing ” (Luke iI. 48). "And we have
Je8lg testimony of Luke himself that “when
ETIEln jan be about thirty years of age he was
ig | be the son of Joseph” (Luke iii. 28).
atauQl "Belf is proof positive that up to that time,
ater. ?7enbs>Mary had never stated that Jesus was
On aan bhe son of Joseph.
Warth °~er thought in regard to this subject is
beep ~°[ consideration. It is this : that, had Mary
tepre 80 “ highly favored among women,” as she is
yp eQeJ to have been, it is only reasonable to
ha\pia0 that she would not have been permitted to
aher  °"ber children by Joseph; but that she had
83e chudren who, of course, were the brothers and
ca*b0 is certain—as certain, that is, as one
teenci “* what is recorded in the Gospels. Matthew
- QG the fact in these--woreR: “Is not this the
ers son ? i :
~aa*B r°bbers James and Joses and Simon and
(Man .And bis sisters, are not they all with us ?’
In cXui- 55> C6)- . ) . .
to refe°nhec”on ‘with this subject it will be as well
h° another statement of Matthew. In the
bowj chapter of his gospel the evangelist describes
thet <fUs Was tempted by Satan, and then tells us
&y; <protn bhat time Jesus began to preach, and to
(\Vatt «llenb>1°r the kingdom of heaven is at hand *”
bilfllp!¥™ 17). And this he claims to have been
koPOf  °f. bbat “ which was spoken by Esaias the
°f Mepkifay*nS>*“ The land of Zebulon and the land
Glllop p8M™3A by the way of the sea, beyond Jordan,
the Gentiles ; the people which sat in dark-
biglap w great light; and to them which sat in the
(Mt “nd Bhadow of death light is sprung up”
@de ¢ ly' 14-16; lIsaiah ix. 1, 2). But what refer-
Siah U* those words of Isaiah have to Jesus?
tkahn'Vas 8Poakmg of a circumstance that had
e Sp Oe* It would seem that he expected that
t8Bld |, Wbom “the prophetoss ” had born to him
‘e g0 0001330 a great and wise man, would become
e 6rn°r of the country, and would govern the
thjpjpWith judgment and justice.  Then their
ht . would not hbe as it was when they
N first atnlllar spirits and wizards; for which God
%thp%ﬂ%" Blightly afflicted them, but afterwards
hem solely, especially In Galilee Heyond
To this kingdom lIsaiah fondly imagined
s ¢ oo be no end; but, as | have already
B\er.rut> “ forever ” in the Bible does not mean
«h onding,” but an uncertain period of time,
d‘;i\l t be short or might be long.
! tells us—and again he is the solitary
» s, I OF very special information—that Jesus
51°Pbecv / n Bethlehem of Judea, in fulfilment of a
70 Pooub bad been reoorded respecting him by
J Micah. Matthew sUppowrts his aBsertion
that this was a statement of the chief
. According to his version, Herod
g'“”ﬂ%l%be?roubled, and all Jerusalem with
V’\,”%ﬁiﬁ% aPPGarance °t the “wise men of the
toiNtsh- < bad comG to Jerusalem for the purpose
d °& BtPIinS bbe newly born “ King of the Jews,”
< r they had seen in the sky. Thereupon
fF Peotfthered  the chief priests and scribes of
h>t Bde together, and demanded of them where
t"blehRPUd be born. And they said unto him, “In
°kbet” Jodea, tor thus it is written by the
“nd thou Bethlehem, in the land of
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Judea, art not the least amongst the princes of
Judah, for out of thee shall come a governor that
shall rule my people Israel *** (Matt. ii. 3-6).

The prophet alluded to is Micah, and the prophecy
—which, as usual, is misquoted and garbled—is con-
tained in the second verse of the fifth chapter.

Now, who was this Micah? The Bible gives an
account of two Micahs. One was an Ephraimite,
who resided near Shiloh; tho other was an inhabi-
tant of Moresheth, near Gath. This latter was the
prophet referred to, and he lived in the days of
Isaiah and Hosea—that is, in the eighth century
before Christ. Yet, though these very extraordinary
men were contemporaries, and could not have lived
very far from each other—for Palestine was only
about half the size of tho county of Norfolk, being
just forty miles long by about fifteen miles broad—
they were utterly ignorant of each other’s existence.
This is somewhat strange, akin to the strangeness
that Jesus and John the Baptist, though they were
relations, knew not one another until they were
grown men. But stranger still is the fact that
these three prophets—Isaiah, Micah, and Hosea—
denounced the same judgments against Israel and
Samaria, not only in the same style, but in many
places in the very same language. In fact, the
writings of Micah appear to be only an abridgment
of those of lIsaiah, just as the epistle of Jude is a
complete plagiarism of the second chapter of Peter’s
second epistle. They both begin in the same way
(Isaiah i. 2; Micah iv. 1-4). Their chief complaints
are against princes and priests. The former they
describe as “ boating the people to pieces, and grind-
ing the faces of the poor ” (lIsaiah 1ii. 15), the latter
as being “ blind and ignorant watchmen, greedy dogs
which can never have enough, shepherds that look to
their own way, every one for his own gain ” (Isaiah
Ivi. 10, 11). How happy should we be that, in this
twentieth century, the ways of prinoes and priests
are so widely different!

As for prophets, they declare that some “prophets
were fools and madmen ” (Hosea ix. 7), and that the
“tail of Israel ” consisted of prophets who “taught
lies ” (Isaiah ix. 15). Of course, they themselves did
not belong to this “tail.” When they prophesied
falsely, as they invariably did, they laid the blame
upon the Lord God ; and, according to Ezekiel, tho
Lord God accepted the blame, for he makes tho Lord
God to ventriloquise thus: “If the prophet be
deceived when he hath spoken a thing, | the Lord
have deoeived that prophet ” (Ezekiel xiv. 9). More-
over, according to the Bible, even a true prophet can
deliberately tell the most fearful lies; for we read
that when Benhadad, king of Syria, sent his servant
Hazael to Elisha to ask if he should recover from the
disease from which he was then suffering, Elisha
replied to Hazael thus : “Go, say unto him, *Thou
mayest certainly recover.” Howbeit the Lord hath
shown me that ho shall surely die ” (2 Kings viii. 10).
Still further we are expressly told that, at times,
“the Lord hath put a lying spirit in the mouths of
the prophets ” for the sole purpose of deception
(1 Kings xxii. 19-22; 2 Chronicles xviii. 19-21).

J. W. DE CAUX

(To be continued.)

DIFFICULT PROBLEM.

Sandy McPherson, in a moment of abstraction, put half a
crown into the collection plate last Sunday in mistake for a
penny, and has since expended a deal of thought as to the
best way of making up for it.

“No, I might stay awa’ frae tho kirk till the sum was
made up ; but, on the other han’, I wad be payin’ pew rent
a’ tho time an’ getting nae guid o’ it. Losh, but I'm thinkin’
this is what the meenistor ca’s a ‘ religious deeficulty 1"~

THE TRUTH.
Sunday-school Teacher; “Now, Johnny, why do wo put
a penny in the plate to-day ?”
Johnny : “ ’Cause there ain’t nuthin* smaller.”
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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.
| ndoor.

Queen’s (Minor) Haul (Langham-place, W.): Mr. G. W. Foote:
7.30, “ Man’s Discovery of Himself.”

Outdoor.

Bethnal Green Branch N.S.S. (Victoria Park, near the
Fountain): 3.15, C. Cohen, a Lecture.

Istington Branch N.S.S. (Highbury Corner): 12 noon,
S. J. Cook and Mr. Bowman, a Debate. Newington Green : 12
noon, J. J. Darby, a Lecture. Clerkenwell Green: 12 noon, H.
King and T. Dobson. Finsbury Park: 3.30, R. W. Kosetti,
“ God, Faith, and Morality.” Highbury Corner: Saturday, at 8,
H. King, T. Dobson, and James Rowney.

Kingsland Branch N. S.S. (Ridley-road, Kingsland): 11.30,
Mr. Ramsey, “ Life of Charles Bradlaugh.”

North London Branch N. S. S. (Parliament Hill Fields) : 3.30,
W. J. Ramsey, a Lecture.

West Ham Branch N. S.S. (outside Maryland Point Station,
Stratford): 7, F. A. Davies, “ The Light that Failed.”

Wood Green Branch N.S.S. (JAlly Butchers’ Hill, opposite
Public Library) : 11.30, Mr. Davidson, “ Civilising the Christian.”
The Green, Enfield : 7, Mr. Rosetti, a Lecture.

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

COUNTRY.

Outdoor.

H uddersfield and District Branch N. S. S. (Market Cross):
8, G. T. Whitehead, “ Faith, Fiction, and Fact.” Saturday, at
8, G. T. Whitehead, “ The Second (? Coming.""—Monthly
Meeting, Friendly and Trades Hall, Tuesday, Sept. 13, at 8.

FLOWERS (F FREETHOUGHT

By G. W. FOOTE.

Contains soores of entertaining and informing Essays and

Artioles on a great variety of Freethought topics.
First Series, cloth . . -

Second Series cloth - - . -2s.

2s. 6d.
6d.

The Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.
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BUSINESS CARDS.

Short advertisements are inserted under this heading at »

of 2s. per half inch and 3s. 6d. per inch. No advertise "

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

u

PROPAGANDIST LEAFLETS. New Issue,
Skunks, G. W. Foote ; 2. Bible and Teetotalism, J. M. y “ yO0If
3. Principles of Secularism, C. Watts; 4. Where .4«
Hospitals 1 R. Ingersoll. 5. Because the Bible Tel
So, W. P. Ball. Often the means of arresting ale st
and making new members. Price 6d. per hun
free 7d. Special rates for larger quantities.
receipt of stamped addressed envelope.—N. S. S. Secb
2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

FREETHOUGHT BADGES.—The new NTsTsTBadge- ~
is the French Freethinkers’ emblem—a single Pansy n
Button shape, with strong pin. Has been the means of ~

pleasant introductions. Price, single, 2d., postage Id-! R

or more post free. Reduction to Branches.—N.S.S. Sec®

2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C. N e
FREETHINKERS requiring Plumbing, Hot-Water,

fitting, Decorations, or Alterations Done should aPP

H. Bari, 1 Whymark-avenue, Wbod Green. Refere

and testimonials by local Freethinkers. W
HARRY BOULTER, the Freethinkers’ Tailor, 108 CM

road, 2nd floor (opposite Old-st. Tube Station. Hours jO

Sats. 5, Suits from 37s. 6d. cash or ¢(£2 credit, Pal
10s. deposit, 10s. delivery ; balance 10s. monthly.
COLENSO’S Pentateuch Critically Examined, for W’\’°|gv_e_t¥
Bishop was expelled and condemned by the Church. ji
Freethinker should possess this rare masterpiece ; 10°"S
print. Fine cloth copies, complete and very cheap at V(j,
post free.—W. Stewart & Co., 19 Newcastle-st.,, Londo»i”®
THE -r

MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA

An Address delivered at Chicago by
M. M. MANGASARIAN.

Will be forwarded, post free, for

THREE HALFPENCE.

The Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-streeti

SOCIETY

(LIMITED)

Company Limited by Guarantee,

Registered Office—2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON. E.C.

Chairman of Board of Directors—Mr. G. W. FOOTE.

Secretary—Miss E. M. VANCE,

This 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 he 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 amuch
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 fits business and the trusteeship of
its resources. It is expressly provided in the Artioles 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,

- i

but are capable of re-election. An Annual General " eiec
members must be held in London, to receive the ReP fri(0,
new Directors, and transact any other business that maV jQiitel

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, geOutiU'

can receive donations and bequests with absolute — jE®
Those who are in a position to do so are invited the*
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s iepsi'®

wills.  On this point there need not be the slightest apP executoatj
It is quito impossible to set aside such bequests. [1*1®

have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary 1
administration. No objection of any kind has been b»
connection with any of the wills by which the 0

already been benefited. -ruttcec™ "

The” Society's solicitors are Messrs. Harper and B

Rood-lane, Fenchurch-street, London, E.C. Ao

A Form of Bequest—The following is a sufficied? ¢
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators — A r
“ bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the 9" ?s;,med
“ free from Legacy Duty, and | direct that a receipt
“ two members of the Board of the said Society and the
“ thereof shall be a good discharge to my Executo
“ said Legacy.” their
Friends of the Society who have remembered it irlLeCretarl\,jil
or who intend to do so, should formally notify the » ~jl0
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Cha,DL , Lece® pd
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This isn°® j3Jaidi &
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or
their contents have to be established by oompetent te

to
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national secular society.

President: G. W. FOOTE.
Secrelyry « Miss E M. Vance, 2 Newcastle-st., London, E.C.

S Principles and Objects.
a "DMAHEISIL teaches that conduct should be based on reason
int ,inowiedge It knows nothing of divine guidance or
6 a °nce’  exclu”es supernatural hopes and fears; it
garas happiness as man’s proper aim, and utility as his
°*al guide.
L;becularism affirms that Progress is only possible through
seek +’ at once a right and a duty; and therefore
thnr, i ? rcn?ove every barrier to the fullest equal freedom of
Be(g) »action, and. speech.
Marism declares that theology is condemned by reason
N «tious, and by experience as mischievous, and
g 8, as the historic enemy of Progress.
Sr fa'arism accordingly seeks to dispel superstition ; to
tQr education ; to disestablish religion; to rationalise
Uiatfi » | * “° Promote peace ; to dignify labor ; to extend
tlie ptla j WeU-being ; and to realise the self-government of

Membership.
toll.  Person is eligible as a member
éwing declaration :—
Pie/ des're to join the National Secular Society, and |

DfnJ6 _.Myself, if admitted as a member, to co-operate in
» Noting it8 objects ”

on signing the

Occupation
bated this .190.

declaration should be transmitted to the Secretary
p ™ a Bubscription.
t~'deJ°nd a minimum of Two Shillings per year, every
his, er *s left to fix his own subscription according to
rQcans and interest in the cause.
Th

Immediate Practical Objects.

then a legitimation of Bequests to Secular or other Free-

deter 1 ®0°letiiea, for the maintenance and propagation of

c°ndit'>X opinions on matters of religion, on the same

Otgan;™ ? as apply to Christian or Theistic churches or

Nations.

Selrb”) Abolition of the Blasphemy Laws, in order that

out (6011 tQa7 be canvassed as freely as other subjects, witli-
1hat”\I ~ne or imprisonment.

CWQ(, disestablishment and Disendowment of the State
The av.iU England, Scotland, and Wales,

in g , Abolition of all Rellglous Teaching and Bible Reading

by*i “ods or other educational establishments supported

mm?(r% Opening of all endowed educational institutions to the

Theal~d y°uth °i aHclasses alike,
of Subrogation of all laws interfering with the free use
for tho purpose of culture and recreation ; and the
a\ °P°ning of State and Municipal Museums, Libraries

A ¢ “ Galleries.

eluai cform of the Marriage Laws, especially to secure
aud fb ,s”ce tor husband and wife, and a reasonable liberty

Pa| 1% (flsa on o‘? the legal status of men and women, so

The pri8hta may be independent of sexual distinctions,
ho” ..Protection of children from all forms of violence, and
Ptem-t 8reed of those who would make a profit out of their

The”6 labor-
tosterj Al)°btPon of all hereditary distinctions and privileges,
R "rhooé spirit antagonistic to justice and human

flitior® improvement by all just and wise means of the con
0 t0 daily life for the masses of the people, especially
d\Elj ns and cities, where insanitary and incommodious
~aK and the want of open spaces, causo physical
m TIIQpS and disease, and the deterioration of family life.
*VIf j r°motion of the right and duty of Labor to organise
~jUj j r *ts moral and economical advancement, and of its
The o e8al protection in such combinations,
jout ;  bstitution of tho idea of Reform for that of Punish-
o*get j* the treatment of criminals, so that gaols may no
t ‘pla 6 P~es of brutalisation, or even of mere detention,
‘boSe of physical, intellectual, and moral olevation for
AL, j,a° are afflicted with anti-social tendencies.
‘beuj intension of the moral law to animals, so as to secure
The ?mane treatment and legal protection against cruelty.
., motion of Peace between nations, and the substi-
»LArbitration for War in the settlement of inter-
m disputes.
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TRUE MORALITY;

Or, The Theory and Practice of Neo-Malthusianism
IS, | BELIEVE,

THE BEST BOOK

ON THIS SUBJECT.

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

In order that it may have a large circulation, and to bring ii
within the reach of the poor, Xhave issued
A POPULAR EDITION IN PAPER COVERS.

A copy of this edition post free for 2d. A dozen copies, for dis-
tribution, post free for one shilling.

The National Reformer of September 4, 1892, says : “ Mr.
Holmes’s pamphlet.....is an almost unexceptional statement
of the Neo-Malthusianism theory and practice_ and through-
out appeals to moral feeling..... The special value of Mr.
Holmes’s service to the Neo-Malthusian cause and to human
well-being generally is just his combination in his pamphlet
of a plain statement of the physical and moral need for family
limitation, with a plain account of the means by which it can be
secured, and an offer to all concerned of the requisites at the
lowest possible prices.”

The Council of the Malthusian League, Dr. Drysdale, 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 Missions, their Dangers and

Delusions 3d.
Full of facts and figures.
An Outline of Evolutionary Ethics 6d.
Principles of ethics, based on the doctrine of Evolution.
Socialism, Atheism, and Christianity.. Id.
Christianity and Social Ethics Id.
Pain and Providence ... Id*

The Pionseb Pbebs, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon street, E.C.

DEFENCE OF FREE SPEECH

BY

G. W. FOOTE.

Being a Three Hours’ Address to tho Jury before tho Lord
Chief Justice of England, in answer to an Indictment
for Blasphemy, on April 24, 1883.

With Special Preface and many Footnotes.

Price FOURPENCE. Postfree FIYEPENCE.

The Pioneeb Pbess, 2 Newoastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.
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SUNDAY EVENING FREETHOUGHT LECTURES

AT

Queen’s (Minor) Hall,

LANGHAM PLACE, LONDON, W.

DURING SEPTEMBER AND OCTOBER.

SEPTEMBER Il.-Mr. G. W. FOOTE:
“MAN’S DISCOVERY OF HIMSELF.”

SEPTEMBER 18. Mr. G. W. FOOTE:
“THE TRUE HEAVEN AND HELL.”

SEPTEMBER 25.-Mr. G. W. FOOTE:
“CHARLES BRADLAUGH-AFTER TWENTY YEARS.”

OCTOBER 2, 9, 16, 23, 30,—
Mr. C. COHEN, Mr. J. T. LLOYD, and Mr. G. W. FOOTE.

Music at 7 p.m. Chair taken at 7.30. p.m. Reserved Seats, Is. and 6d. A few Seats Free

THE POPULAR EDITION
[Revised and Enlarged)

“BIBLE ROMANCES”

G. W. FOOTE.

With a Portrait of the Author

Reynold»'» Newspaper s ay s "Mr. G W. Footo, ohairman of tho Soonlar Sooioty, ia woll known aa a man °i
exceptional ability. HiB Bible Romance» have had a large aalo in the original edition. A popular, reviaed, aud
enlarged edition, at the price of 6d., haa now boon published by tho Pionoor Preas, 2 Nowcaatle-atreet, FarringdoB’
street, London, for the Secular Society. Thua, within tho roach of almoat everyone, tho ripeat thought of tho leaders

of modern opinion are boing placed from day to day.”

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

SIXPENCE —NET

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E-C

Reminiscences of Charles Bradlaugil

BY

G. W. FOOTE.

The most intimate thing ever written about Bradlaugh. Mr. Foote’s personal recollections
the great “Iconoolast” during many exciting years, with a page on his attitude in the presOD®D
of death, and an acoount of his laBt appearance as President of the National Secular Sooie*#'

PUBLISHED AT SIXPENCE REDUCED TO TWOPENCE

(Postage Halfpenny.)
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