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Eve°ne / y  servant of Humanity has two successive lives— 
done jlctlve and temporary, in which his direct work is 
of ,\ ne °ther subjective, a life in the minds and hearts 

Hers.— j .  k . I ngram .

The Westminster Play.

theV8 wi608fc animal on this planet. He is also 
0lSgest fool. No other animal builds houses and 

Poem’ °r Pa*n 8̂ piotures, or oarves statues, or writes 
Pries)8 no ° ^ 0r animal gets drunk or keeps a
gl0r 1 Yes, man is the wonder and the scandal, the 
lijjê  a°d the disgrace, of the world. “ In action how 
i°R ¡anfaDSeV’ 8aid Hamlet; but had he been censnr- 
n. k. n8.tead of praising he might have said “ how like

life—  18 a bundle of contradictions. He will fight 
it jj, hero for what he wants ; he will also pray for 
death'8 a child. He will stand up and defy
5e h0 will also grovel on the ground to avoid it. 
he f lU. dare the most powerful enemy—and he will 
Èari ra'd of his own shadow. That scapegrace, the 
h i ° f Rochester, who wrote the biting epigram on 

°°n companion and fellow profligate, Charles II.,
actG a °lever expression to this contradictory char- 

r ln the Merry Monaroh:—
“ Here lies our mutton-eating King 

Whose word no man relies on;
He never said a foolish thing—

He never did a wise one.”
18 brings U3 to another monarch—the late King 

^arl ' n°h mean hhat he resembled
p0 83 II. in anything else; but he was still sup- 
dgQl rule by the grace of God, as the very coinage 
\?a8 res-̂ -and he was Defender of the Faith—and he 
( W a n t e d  with holy oil by the Archbishop of 
iQtend Ury h*8 coronation, a process which waB 
Q a t n c o n s e c r a t e  him for the rest of his 
tagfiraJ Hfe. With all these supernatural advan
ced, 00 ought to have been able to govern this 
8tiu° h "on ^'8 own>" as the saying is. Yet we 
tke >bold to the constitutional maxim with us that 

lng reigns but does not govern. There is a 
Oowntll0nt that carries on the business of the 
QeotCry. and in the name of that Government King 

j>6 is just opening Parliament—the assembly in 
to Government has to submit what it wants

'¿o for the welfare of the people.^eifk~ " oll£“ c U1 VL,a 
teRardQer ancini'Sd King nor what some people
to t a as the more anointed Government is allowed 

aioi lai*0 the affairs of this nation without the 
aOce and ultimate control of Parliament. 
0r does Parliament trust its own wisdom—

11,?ith,
80100 think a mark of good sense. It pays a 

God ^-Procure all the help he can from Almighty 
8ala‘ -l-his man is called a chaplain; ho receives a 
ftiw\ °f Beveral hundred pounds a year, and his 
S H  i8>  open the proceedings every day by 

the divine blessing on its labors and the 
6Peaki n̂^ ance IQ it0 deliberations. Generally 

the House of Commons is nearly empty 
%  ̂ “be chaplain oommunicates with the Deity. 
Jtg the members think that the divine bless- 

oon a the divine guidance will keep until they find 
- V0hient to attend.■■Su

They have a similar man of God to bring down 
heavenly assistance at Washington. Ingersoll once 
said that people prayed for all sorts of things, some 
of them ridiculous, and some plainly impossible. 
“ For instance,” he said, “ I heard the chaplain the 
other day asking God to give Congress wisdom.”

It is well to remember that God was asked to give 
the House of Commons wisdom every day during 
Bradlaugh’s long battle for his seat as the duly 
elected member for Northampton. Every time the 
House discussed and voted on the Bradlaugh ques
tion it went wrong, in Bpite of its regular prayers for 
divine guidance. Wisdom never came to it until just 
before the fall of the curtain at the end of the last 
act. Bradlaugh had won his seat and occupied it 
with great usefulness; he was then unfortunately 
dying; and the wisdom that came to the House of 
Commons at the last moment led it to canoel all its 
previous records on the Bradlaugh question as un
constitutional. So we see how much it had to thank 
the chaplain and his God for.

When the chaplain has requested the Almighty to 
fill the House of Commons with his ineffable presenoe, 
so that wise and beneficent laws may be carried for 
the benefit of the present inhabitants of this country, 
and of generations yet unborn, the members (those 
who are present) open their eyes and resume the old 
scrimmage. What one side of the House says is 
sure to be wrong to the other side of the House. 
They made up their minds about that before they 
went in to prayers, and they do not change it after
wards. Their business is to fight each other; they 
conduot the contest under Queensberry rules, with 
an umpire in the chair, but they give no quarter, and 
they take none; and they pay no more attention to 
God until the prayers come round again the next 
day.

Opening the House of Commons with prayer seems 
to us a farce—and it really does not seem otherwise 
to the members themselves, for they practioally treat 
it as such. And such a farce is bound to infect the 
whole performance. It is really a part of what we 
venture to call the Westminster play.

Of course, the Westminster play, like other plays, 
may be very interesting, and very amusing, and even 
very tragic. It seems to have great fascination for 
the aotors, and a vast number of people like reading 
about it. But there is one thing about it which 
thinking people wonder at. All the time spent on 
debating appears to be a poor investment. Speeohes 
rarely, if ever, alter votes; the whips know how the 
division will go if they oan get their men into the 
lobbies; indeed, if it were not for the look of the 
thing, the vote might as well bo taken first, and the 
debate carried on afterwards.

This element of unreality in the great Westminster 
play is directly related to the absurdity of the chap
lain’s performance at prayer-time. A legislature 
which tolerates that nonsense will tolerate any 
other nonsense; for no nonsense could possibly be 
greater.

We suggest that the nation should make up its 
mind whether it will trust to its own wisdom or not. 
At present it is satisfied with a plentiful lack of 
Bense, and leaves all the rest to Providence; and 
that is why we have still to admire with how little 
wisdom the world is governed. G w  Footf
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Mind and Purpose in Nature.—II.

(Continued from p. 68.)
D e . W allace cannot be congratulated on intro
ducing anywhere in his book anything material that 
is new to the discussion. I do not mean by this that 
no new facts are cited. What I mean is that all the 
faots cited, with the arguments used, are substantially 
familiar to those who are conversant with the history 
of Theistic apologetics. Muoh is said, for instance, 
of the evident “ intention ” of various combinations 
of events; but “purpose” in the mouth of so eminent 
a naturalist as Dr. Wallace has really no greater 
logioal value than it had in the mouth of one who 
saw design in the faot of great rivers running close 
to large towns. To take a few instances. We are 
told that, as the production of a short velvety turf 
is dependent upon its being regularly cropped by 
ruminants, it is significant that the group of animals 
should have increased so enormously about the period 
when men appeared on the earth (p. 82). Or, again, 
that the horse and the dog, fowls and pigeons, should 
have reached their fullest development at a time 
when man was able to profit by them, “ must surely 
be accepted as additional evidence of a foreseeing
mind.......to provide all that was most essential for
the growth and development of man’s spiritual 
nature” (p. 288). Nuts, we learn, are “ intended” 
to be eaten (p. 813). Finally, great stress is laid 
upon man’s sense of color as having been given him 
as “ a part of the needful equipment of a being whose 
spiritual nature is being developed” (p. 812).

Something might be said on the above merely as 
regards questions of fact, but their chief interest to 
me—and I think will be also to others—is that they 
not only embody the usual Theistic fallacies, but 
that they help to illustrate what I have already said 
—namely, that it lies in the nature of the case that 
no study of natural phenomena alone can yield proof 
of purpose. I wish to emphasise this because some 
people are under the impression that the case against 
Theism is to be gained or lost by a mere balancing 
of evidence derived from a study of natural pheno
mena. This, however, is not the case. To disouss 
the question of whether we can explain with the aid 
of known forces any given organic structure, or any 
terrestrial occurrence, is beside the mark. At most this 
is only a Theistic appeal to ignoranoe. We know that 
the particular phenomenon selected exists, and unless 
natural foroes, unaided, were oapable of producing 
it, it could not have been produced at all. The mere 
combination—even if brought about by an outside 
intelligence—can add nothing to the quality of the 
forces themselves. What a scientific Atheism really 
insists on is the complete irrelevancy of the evidence 
produced, and therefore its natural inability to prove 
the point desired.

How does Dr. Wallace, or anyone else, know, or on 
what ground does he infer, that a particular struc
ture or a given combination of events is designed? 
The undisguised and more primitive method is to 
show how a number of events have served as means 
towards a particular end. Both “ means ” and “ end ” 
are question-begging words, and may well be dis
pensed with. What we really see is a process and a 
result. But as all of nature is made up of processes 
and results—the results becoming in turn part of 
another process—in tracing a particular process to its 
result, we have only stated what is. Again, the 
quality of relation existing between a process and a 
result is exactly the same in every case—the result 
being, in fact, nothing more than an expression of 
the process. Here, for instance, is a process that 
results in life ; there a prooess that results in death. 
Here a process that results in a worm ; there a pro
cess that results in a man. But whether it be death 
or life, a man or a worm, the result is equally the 
expression of the process that preceded it. To say 
that a process results in life is to say that it could 
not have resulted in death, and so with any other 
example that may be selected. But if every result

is contained, potentially, in the process that i( 
expresses, on what grounds do we infer “ intention 
in any particular case? Not because of the end' 
that is inevitable. Not because of the nature of tn 
process ; for that, too, is only a result in relation 
previous processes. What is, is. This is all tnfl 
any examination of nature can ever logioally yie^' , 

Let us look at the matter from another point o 
view. Theists of the Paleyan school used to argn 
that the adaptation of organisms to their environ 
mont proved design. The reply that some organ'001 
perished for want of adaptation did not disprove tn 
position—it only proved imperfect design in 0Ul; 
cases. The inconclosiveness of the argument lay 10 
the fact that all life is a question of adaptation opt0 
a given degree. Man, in common with all forms o 
life, utilises all those conditions and oircumstano^
that meet his necessities or satisfy his desires, Bis
nature is consequently the expression of all that 00 
contributed to its development. But suppose " 
conditions of human life had been, to the utin0 
possible limits, different. Man would, none the l08 ’ 
express all the conditions that had contributed 
his growth, and there would have been exactly8 
same quality of relation between man and 0 , 
environment. And Dr. Wallace could have °8 
exactly the same argument of this different 01 
that he uses of the present one. Adaptation, t00 ’ 
is not something that is dependent upon a sped j 
structure, it is inherent in the very nature 
animated existence. If man had not used the bo" 
or eaten the fowl, or taken delight in a velvety W  ’ 
he would have eaten something else and delighted 
something else. It seems absurd to have to p°.' 
out to Dr. Wallace that because man lives by eat'0» 
fowls it by no means follows that fowls 
“ intended ” to be eaten. In common with all 
have followed the same line of argument, * ’
Wallace simply transforms an end into a purp 
He fails in his argument because the material 
hand is absolutely inoapable of yielding proof. ..

“ Intention ” is not a material faot, and cannot 
inferred solely from a material fact. If standing at t0 
foot of the Monument I see a man fall from the 
to the earth, on what basis may I infer that

The mere fact of his fall' » 
Whether he

tb?

intended to fall over ? 
can warrant no such inference 
over purposely or by acoident, the act, and the 
of falling with all its consequenoes, remains 
same. To know whether the act was intended 
must commence, not end, with the state of *

It will not doman’s mind prior to the accident, 
start from the faot, and infer the purpose. I 1001
start with the purpose, and see how far the if0, 
realises it. And, in the same way, there is no loglC
bridge by means of whioh Dr. Wallace can rea0° 
from natural facts baok to a “ purpose." His ci00i 
tive mind may exist as a datum, it cannot exist 8 
an inference. No examination of natural phenotu00 
can possibly yield it. He must commence with t0j 
creative mind, prove that he has some means 0 
knowing its intentions before creating, and tb® 
prove that the material results agree with t0 
psychologio purpose.

Before dealing with the one or two sp00' 
instances of creative purpose given by Dr. Wall®0̂  
I may note what he would probably urge in reply * 
the above. As far back as 1870, in his Contribute _ 
to the Theory of Natural Selection, later in his Dar^ 
ism, and again in his present work, the argument 
used that the nature of man shows a surplus of P0 f̂g, 
—mental and moral—over the mere necessities of 1“ j 
In the present work this argument is expanded so ® 
to cover the production of other things, the con0' 
sion being that as Natural Selection could not P(0f 
duce an organ, or a quality, in greater degree ° 
strength than is needed to preserve life, the surp °3 
mental and moral power of man, and the surpl®j 
productions of nature—such as oolor in the pi0,0., 
and insect world—seem intended to forward ho00®.
development. Now, in arguing thus, Dr. Wa! 
appears to be laying too much stress on D'0Vj 
survival value. It is true that, according to Na00
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action, an organ or a quality survives and secures 
ve °Pment because it is of value to the animal in 

J o g g l e  for existence. But is it also true that a 
9 auty can only develop to the extent of its survival 
a ae? j see ¡n ja known of the laws

j lte °̂. warrant such a conclusion. Once a quality 
established, there seems nothing to prevent it con- 

ouing to develop—particularly when it belongs to 
0 animal sufficiently high in the scale to take 

 ̂ *n exero*se—UP a point that conflicts 
th t ^ ness the animal to survive. Beyond 

at point it cannot go, but it may reach it. Once a 
, 1 ^  development is commenced, mere biological

may secure a certain continuance. And if, as 
en happens, a quality of no great survival value is 

delated with others that are of value, the con- 
tlT'f9̂ 00 *8 assure<^ I may also remind Dr. Wallace 

at Natural Selection not only operates in the direc- 
°n of securing the perpetuation of a variation that 

, 3 v_alue, but it also operates in the direction of 
ecking the over-development of variations at the 

P 'at where they are injurious to the organism. The 
ve . °n of Natural Selection to the history of a 
ariation may be summed up as progression, quies- 
ace, and retrogression. The middle term seems 

T t̂e adequate to account for much upon which Dr. 
e al*ace builds. Another consideration, that of the 

®rcise of a quality for its own sake, will be dealt 
*>th later.

A word may be said in passing upon Dr. Wallace’s 
®lei that nuts were “ intended” to be eaten. A 

“ 18 only a seea protected by a hard covering, and 
1 0 °kvious “ purpose” of this—to use teleological 
‘ Qguage—is the perpetuation of the species. It is 

¡gU0 that by birds and animals swallowing the nut it 
°‘ten carried a distance, and thus stands an extra

p . nee °f fructification. This is good from the tree’s 
th <t ™w. But from the animal’s point of view 
ia V  ParP08e ” oating is nutrition. And nutrition 

dependent upon assimilation. But, if there is 
81milation, the life of the seed comes to an end and 

¡8 0 “purpose ” for which the tree produced the nut 
a titra ted . If, on the other hand, there is no 

81milation, and the seed passes uninjured through
i, 0 animal’s body, there is no nutrition, and the 
jPmpoae ” of the animal in eating is unrealised.

Q8i either the animal is defrauded in eating the 
.1®“» or the tree is defrauded in producing it. The 

Purpose ” of both cannot be served. 
bfiUr" ^ a^ace replies that both purposes arc served, 

cause nuts are produoed in such quantities that
j , e. survival of one out of ten thousand suffices, 
rp,18 is doubtless true enough from one point of view. 
. 0 number of seeds produced in the plant world 
, a of young in the animal world does undoubtedly 
g at a direct relation to the chanoes of survival. 
Pr e iQ n°t because the seeds or the young are 
«■ canoed with any intention of satisfying the 
th ln̂ l0 that prey upon them, but in order to escape 
a 0 difficulties by which the young of many species 
(ji0 beset. Besides, what relation is there between 
0, 6 ®Pr0ad of any species of tree and the development

the “ spiritual nature of man ” ? Moreover, the 
jPecies of plant or tree that, thanks to the agency of 
j r<1 °r animal, is spread over a wider area, only 
j. Boases by dispossessing some other kind. Really, 

0 only safe conclusion is that each species develops 
^i^cteriBtics likely to promote its own welfare, 
j. lh absolute disregard to the welfare of other 
.g s. This is the true reading of evolution, but it 
.  very far removed from what one would expeot 
f r® there any plan or purpose pervading the world 
1 life.

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

Faith.

certain quarters that Free- 
whose one accomplishment 
of being undecided and un- 

teu,tUn ab°nt everything. If Timon accurately 
Presents him, Pyrrho held that things are wholly

u .18 taken for granted in 
is tk 0ra are Pyrrhonists, 

0 ar  ̂of doubting, or

incomprehensible, or inaccessible; that certain know
ledge on any subject is unattainable ; that the highest 
wisdom consists in withholding judgment, one asser
tion being quite as capable of being proved or dis
proved as another; and that the reward of withholding 
judgment is imperturbability. Hence the short-lived 
Pyrrhonio school was a school of universal doubters, 
who confessed that knowledge was not one of their 
possessions. But Freethinkers pride themselves 
upon having a philosophy that is much superior to 
Pyrrhonism, a philosophy whose motto is “ We seek 
for Truth.” Doubters would be an entirely false 
label to attach to them. The art of doubting they 
have never learned; nor would it be correct to 
describe them as unbelievers, or soeptics. Their 
philosophy is known as Secularism, and Secularism, 
as a system, is characterised by its affirmations, not 
by its negations ; by its beliefs, not by its disbeliefs. 
Christians imagine that they have the monopoly of 
such words as faith, belief, trust, and love, while, 
in reality, they have but degraded and impoverished 
them by the artificial uses to which they have put 
them. Faith, belief, trust, and love are natural, 
social terms, denoting social relations or virtues, in 
the absence of whioh social life would be impossible, 
and we maintain that their employment in the ser
vice of supernatural religion has forced into them 
ghostly, unreal, and unrealisable meanings, and largely 
disqualified them forthe natural uses they were origin
ally intended to serve. Our object is to rescue them 
from prostitution, and restore them to their proper 
position of social virtues. We claim to be the only 
true believers, the only people who exercise faith and 
trust in a purely legitimate manner.

It is true that the divines are willing to reoognise 
the natural application of these words. The Rev. 
J. T. Forbes, M.A., of Glasgow, says that “ when 
Couoh Adams discovered Neptune it was as the 
result of an inquiry dependent on faith—faith in the 
Newtonian law of gravitation. All the unexplained 
irregularities in the motion of Uranus could be ex
plained by the existence of a planet whioh no one 
had ever seen—supposing gravitation to act every
where. Its mass, its orbit, its position were deduced 
bj calculations; the telescope was turned to the 
spot where it ought to be, assuming the law to hold, 
and scientific faith was justified by its disoovery.” 
Coming to the social and moral sphere, Mr. Forbes 
says : “ In human things you try to have your faith 
in accord with reason.” Then he gives suitable 
illustrations, and passes on to this statement: “ The 
faculty that works in the exercise of faith between 
man and man can receive a Godward direction.” As 
we are now supposed to have left “ human things ” 
behind and below, faith needs no longer be “ in 
acoord with reason." Listen to th is:—

“ We are made of clay and spirit, dust and fire. If 
our material nature has its foundations in the dnst, our 
immaterial nature has its connection with the beavenlies. 
Even the dust itself is the disguise of unknown trea
sures. We do not know what matter is. 1 The earth 
hath dust of gold.’ What wo sometimes spoak of in a dis
paraging way may be other in its essence than it appears 
to the senses to be. It is at least the shrine of spirit."

What we have here is faith without reason. Take 
the distinction between clay and spirit and tell us 
what it is. What is spirit ? Breath, or wind, and 
wind is nothing but air in motion, and, as the 
merest tyro in scienoe knows, is fully as material as 
clay. And what does Mr. Forbes mean by our “ im
material nature ” ? Can he present us with an intel
ligible definition of it ? He admits that he does not 
know what matter is, and hints that it “ may be 
other in its essence than it appears to the senses to 
be but, having made that admission, how on earth 
can he say that “ it is at least the shrine of spirit ” ? 
How does he know that body and mind are a duality ? 
If he is ignorant of what matter is, on what ground 
does he assert that it is not spirit ? The belief in 
the separate existence of spirit rests on neither ex
perience nor knowledge, and, consequently, cannot be 
justified before the bar of reason. And yet Mr. 
Forbes stakes everything on the truth of an utterly
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baseless hypothesis. If there be no spiritual world 
Christianity is a house built upon the sand of super
stition and doomed to be destroyed.

The first fact to be borne in mind is, that religious 
faith is based upon nothing but ignorance, and is, 
consequently, contrary to reason. The second fact 
of importance concerning it is its absolute impotence. 
Proudly is it spoken of as a supernatural g ift; but 
it has never done any supernatural work. It may be 
true that people have performed deeds because of 
their faith which otherwise they would never have 
attempted; but what we contend is, that such deeds 
have never been characterised by any superhuman 
elements. And yet Mr. Forbes asserts that “ the 
work Christians have to do is God’s.” He also says 
that “ a little work done in great faith is greater 
than much work done in little faith, because the one 
is scientifically godly and the other is not.” The 
truth is, that the work done by Christians never 
exceeds human capacity, and to call it God’s work is 
sheer folly. Indeed, Christian faith is the biggest 
farce the world has ever seen. And the saying that 
“ a little work done in great faith ” constitutes 
scientific Godliness, is too funny for words. “ The 
work Christians do,” say the divines, “ is God’s 
work.” If this is God’s work, all we say is that God 
has every reason to be profoundly ashamed of it. It 
is not worthy of him. Moreover, why does God 
shirk his work ? Why does he not do it himself ? It 
is amazingly easy to affirm that “ the least amount 
of genuine faith can pluok up trees, remove the 
everlasting hills, cast out demons, forgive sins, 
renew society ” ; but, as a matter of fact, those 
mighty miracles are still undone. Mr. Forbes knows 
it, and offers an ingenious but futile explanation :—

“ Why are the unsaved so many ? Why is the 
Church weak ? Why is God's will not, by this time, 
done in earth ? Faith must win its victories according 
to the laws of God’s kingdom. It is a law, for example, 
that God cannot give the tasks and honors of his kingdom 
to anyone in an arbitrary fashion. James and John 
cannot have thrones simply because they desire them. 
Buie over many things is not given by caprice, it is the 
issue of faithful rule over few. And prayer that does 
not respect this rule will fail. Thrones are for those
who can fill them.......Again, we are certain from the
mind and act of Jesus as interpreting the Father, that 
well-being is always the will of God for his children. 
But its form we cannot anticipate.”

Unfortunately, this explanation is simply an evasion. 
It is not an honest attempt to meet the difficulty, but 
rather a clever bit of shuffling. To say that God 
desires certain things, and at the same time to con
fess that such things are not realised, is to frame an 
argument for God’s non-existence. It was God’s 
masterly inactivity that puzzled Carlyle, and that 
irresistibly leads thoughtful people to Atheism. 
There must be something fundamentally wrong with 
the laws of God’s kingdom if they prevent him from 
doing his work. It is vain to invent excuses for him, 
for to make apologies for a god is only a polite way 
of dismissing him. Faith in a deity that does abso
lutely nothing to justify it is confidence misplaced ; 
and the sooner it dies the better for all concerned.

What we need is faith in ourselves, in the poten
tialities of our nature, and in the world in which we 
live. Our chief duty towards a god who does nothing 
is not to trouble our heads about him, and undertake 
the task of setting the world right ourselves, and in 
our own strength alone. Prayer represents so much 
nervous energy wasted. Religious rites and cere
monies are but so many forms of enervating self- 
indulgence when the work of life is clamoring to be 
done. Shall we not do our utmost, then, to liberate 
faith, belief, trust, and love from their long-continued 
supernatural entanglements and hurtful exercises, 
and to set them coursing along natural, social 
channels, wherein they shall prove of incalculable 
service in the higher evolution of the race; or, in 
other words, in ridding it of the countless dis
harmonies and disabilities and evils with which it is 
still afflioted, after two thousand years of the reign 
of the omnipotent Prince of Peace ? j  qi l ^oyd

The Church in Politics—Americans, 
Beware!

A Lecture Delivered at Chicago 
By M. M. Mangasarian .

In his letter on religion in politics, President Roose
velt takes the position, I believe, that we may look 
forward to the day when a Catholic, for instance, 
may be nominated and eleoted to the presidency of 
the United States of America. He also intimates 
that to refuse to vote for a Catholic on account of 
his religion would be bigotry ! The Lutheran, Baptist» 
and Presbyterian bodies have, if I am not mistaken, 
officially protested against the President’s pronounce
ment. These Protestant Churches declare that it >s 
not fair to call them bigots for objecting to a Catholic 
for President.

Speaking only in the capacity of a private citizen, 
it is my opinion that, according to the Constitution, 
a Catholic is not eligible to be a candidate for Presi
dent. Neither is a sincere and consistent Christian 
of any other denomination. Nor is a believing Jeff- 
The Constitution explicitly ignores the religion8 
interests of the nation ; it does not even so much as 
mention the name of God. Had the document been 
created by infidels it could not have been more in
different to the subjeot of Churoh or religion. Tb® 
Constitution is a downright secular instrument, 
having at its end one, and only one, object—the 
rights of man. But the supreme end of the Church 
is God, not man; or man for God. There is, then, 
between the Church and the Constitution an irrecon
cilable difference. It is because of this that the 
United Presbyterians, for instance, who have a mem
bership of about a million, refuse even to take part 
in elections, much less to accept office under a 
Government that deliberately ignores the Christian 
religion, as well as every other religion. I submit 
that the United Presbyterians are quite consistent, 
and that they deserve the respeot of all who hold 
that courage and sincerity are better than ambiguity 
and inconsistency. A Christian, therefore, can acoept 
a nomination to the presidency, for instanoe, only by 
either stultifying himself and belittling his Church, 
or by disregarding the Constitution, its spirit as well 
as its letter.

Nor would it be “ bigotry ” to contend that a Pro
testant or a Catholic candidate, to whom God is first 
and country second, should under no circumstances 
be voted into presidential power and influence. Even 
as it would not be an act of intolerance to deny the 
presidency of this country to a foreigner-born citizen, 
it would not be intolerant to deny it to Catholios, for 
example. They are simply not eligible. Both Pro
testant and Catholio ought to say, when invited to 
the office, that they cannot conscientiously swear to 
maintain a Constitution whioh fails in its duties 
to the Creator, and that if eleoted they will obey God 
rather than the Constitution; for a Christian can
not serve two masters, neither can he be a Christian 
and not a Christian at the same time. I am going 
to quote a page from the history of modern France, 
to show that that is precisely what the Catholic, at 
least, does when he comes into power—he obey® 
God, that is to say, the Church, and forgets all about 
the Constitution, that is to say, the rights of man.

France has been a turbulent country. Its political 
weather has been more frequently stormy than fair- 
It makes one nervous, almost, to read the history of 
France—it is so sensational. Its pages are lit up 
with the lightning. It is a sad and shocking story 
of intrigues, plots, conspiracies, treason, machina
tion, finesse,—of manoeuvre and scandal, of sudden 
strokes and startling surprises, which have alter
nately cooled and heated the brain of the nation, 
and which have cultivated in the people the un
healthy craving for excitement.

Let it be admitted that the temperament of the 
people, its irritability or impetuosity, is in a measure 
responsible for thiB. But this in itself is not enough 
to explain the terrible punishments and misfortune®
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!™oh have fallen upon that nation. You are all 
amiliar with the remark of one of her great states- 

men> Gambetta: “ The enemy, it is clericalism.” 
Another statesman, Paul Bert, said: “ It is not 

°ar domestio discords; it is not England; nor even 
ae trained German legions, that constitute the 

greatest menace to Frenchmen and the prosperity of 
ranee, still bleeding from her wounds, but the man 

1!L black.’’ Did these statesmen speak the truth ? 
Ve shall ask history to answer the question. This 

roach, however, we can say without consulting his- 
0ry. that to-day the French Republic and the 
atholio Church are at swords’ points. After trying 
0 Pall together, Church and State have separated— 

are completely divorced—and each suspects and 
ears the other. Let us try to explain the strained 

relations between Rome and the French Republic by 
a reference to the events in France from the time of 
he Second Republic to the Franco-Prussian War. 
tn 1848, after many attempts to maintain the 

Monarchy, Franoe returned to the Republican form 
oi government. The Catholio Church, always 
Powerful in the country, and having great interests 
at stake, to the surprise of the nation, welcomed 
he Republio with enthusiasm. The Archbishop of 
arobrai, the Bishops of Gap, of Chalons, of Nancy, 

aad the Catholic periodicals, VUnivers, the Moniteur, 
®t°-) declared that the Republican form of govern- 

oat was of divine origin, and that there were no 
other three words in all the world more sacred than 
he words “ Liberty, Equality, Fraternity.” In all 
he Churches high mass was celebrated and a Te 
turn chanted in honor of the new regime. “ There 
re no more devoted and sincere Republicans in 
ranee than the Catholics,” wrote Veuillot in 
Quivers, the organ of the Church. In asking you to 

,®eP this in mind, I also request you to note that 
he Catholio Church in America seems to be to-day 

lost as devoted to the American Republio as the 
fenoh Catholics professed to be to the Republic of 

, *8« But let us not forget that this same clergy, 
Qring the reign of the first Napoleon, introduced 
h0 following questions and answers into every 
harch Catechism in use throughout the land: 
Question: Why are we under obligations to our 

hhiperor ?
Answer: Because, in the first place, God, who 

feates empires and distributes them according to 
18 pleasure, in blessing our emperor, both in peace 

ĵ hd war, has set him over us as our sovereign, and 
88 made him the image of himself upon the earth. 
0 honor and servo the emperor is then to honor and 

Betvo God.
Question : Are there not special reasons why we 

re most profoundly indebted to Napoleon the First, 
Ur emperor ?

. Answer : Yes. For in difficult circumstances he is 
ee man whom God has raised up to re-establish the 

Publio worship of the holy religion of our fathers,
to be our protector.......He has become the

pointed of the Lord by the consecration of the 
^°P0, the head of the Church Universal.
. Question : What shall be thought of those who fail 

tjheir respect to our emperor ?
Answer : According to the Apostle Paul, those who 

0si8t the appointed powers shall receive eternal 
attination to their souls.

p Of course, when the first Napoleon fell, the 
atholiei Church quiokly withdrew from circulation 
0 Catechism from whioh I have been quoting. It 
8,8 after considerable effort that I was able to 

0cure a copy of the work. The Infallible Cburch, 
0ni Was for Napoleon, heart and soul, as long as he 
f 8 *n power. Without any conscientious scruples 
hatevor, the Church hailed the tyrant whose pro- 
ssi°n was wholesale murder for his own glory—as 
the ’ •image of God on earth ” I In those days it. - U JL UWU UU VlVJL UU » J.U VAll̂ UU VA14J U IV

j^ant “ damnation” not to accept Napoleon as 
- 0 Such a guide is then, anointed of heaven.
^ouroh 1
tn âB*i the Churoh professed to be oooverted
0 “berty.

Acid Drops.

“ In all justice, is there either sense or reason in the way 
I  have been dealt with all my life ?” This question has 
been asked by David Davies from the silence and gloom of 
his prison cell. He is sixty-nine years of age, and he has 
spent thirty-eight years under lock and key. None of his 
crimes have been really serious, but judges and magistrates 
always took a serious view of his misdoings. One judge—a 
severely pious and moral man—gave him fifteen years penal 
servitude for a crime that was technically burglary but 
actually foolish pilfering. Two years ago he stole two 
shillings. His sentence for that colossal crime was three 
years’ penal servitude and ten years’ preventive detention. 
Evidently the judge mistook him for Methusaleh. But 
that's a joke, and on second thoughts we apologise for it. 
David Davies’s life has been no joke. It has been a 
wretched tragedy. Christian England ought to ask his 
forgiveness and give him a pound a week for the rest of his 
life. Ten to one he would do no more pilfering in that 
period than (say) the Archbishop of Canterbury would.

What is the use of the really good maxims in the New 
Testament ? Christians are the very last people to practise 
them. Fancy a Christian on the bench giving a poorer 
Christian in the dock a sentence of three years’ penal servi 
tude and ten years’ preventive detention for stealing two 
shillings! What is tho use of Christianity when such 
things pass almost unnoticed ? “ Blessed are the merciful ’ 
is a nice text—but the sermon is three years’ certain im
prisonment and thirteen years’ probable imprisonment for 
stealing a florin.

“ Preventive detention ” is a fine phrase, but we are dead 
against the thing it signifies while society is in its present 
condition. It simply means handing over poor wretches to 
almost endless wretchedness. Philosophers and philan
thropists might work such a scheme with wisdom and 
humanity. But in the hands of judges, magistrates, prison 
officials, and police—as they are to-day—it is a hellish inven 
tion. And all the efforts and good intentions of Mr. Winston 
Churchill will not make it otherwise. Not out of disrespect 
to Mr. Churchill do we say this ; on the contrary, we lift our 
hat to him with profound respect for taking into his own 
hands the case of this unfortunate man. And perhaps “ tho 
judge of all the earth,” if such a being existed, would count 
it more to his credit than the biggest political speech he ever 
delivers or the biggest political battle he ever fights.

A Manchester Corporation Tram-guard writes to the 
Manchester Evening News of 24th ult., complaining of the 
unkindness, want of thought, and in many cases the vindic
tiveness, of pooplo travelling to church and chapel on Sun
days. He says:—

“ We have more trouble with these people than we have 
with the workpeople and general publio all through the week. 
These people all want change (3d. pieces and 6d. pieces), and 
what with their various other demands they make upon us, 
they often worry us out of our self-control, and then we are 
very lucky if wo are not reported to some bigwig for any 
rough word we may use under annoyance."

The same old story.

Tho late Sir Charles Dilke’s career was wrecked by sexual 
indiscretion, or by being found out, or by the puritan onorgies 
of Mr. W. T. Stead. Take it how you will. We had our 
own say on tho subject in tho eighties, and we do not pro
pose to repeat it now. Dilke was a man of great ability and 
great information, but he had not the manners or the mag
netism of a great popular leador. He was sound on the 
Bradlaugh question, and that must stand to his credit. We 
always understood that ho was not overburdened with (reli
gious belief. The funeral service at Holy Trinity Church, 
Sloane-street, was probably a family arrangement.

Dilke had tho reputation of a brilliant talkor. Ho was 
cortainly not a brilliant writer. His chief characteristic as 
a writer was solidity. If ho possessed liveliness as a writer, 
ho never imparted any of it to the Athenieum. Of late years 
nothing could bo more stodgy than this highly rospectablo 
weekly. We wonder if it will brighten up under new auspices. 
Formerly, too, the Athenceum used to be liberal in matters of 
religion; latterly it has been of a churchwarden temper in 
that respect. Perhaps a change will be made here likewise.

(To be continued.)

Lord Curzon’s Glasgow Rectorial Address on “ East and 
West ’’ opened up many interesting questions, most of which 
do not come within the scope of these columns. One point,
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on which he was clear and emphatic, will be of interest to 
Freethinker readers. “ I  concur,” he said, “ in the view that 
the East is unlikely to accept Christianity, for two main 
reasons. First, the religions of Asia give to it what the 
Pagan mythologies did not give to Europe—namely, a 
definite and intelligible theory of the relations of God to 
man, which satisfies the spiritual aspirations as well as the 
day-to-day requirements of the Oriental; and, secondly, the 
latter sees in the teachings of Christianity something hostile 
to that revived self-consciousness of which I  hav6 spoken, 
and to which he clings as his dearest possession. Even if 
he had no objection to the dogmatic teaching of Christianity, 
he would not consent to become a Christian at the cost of 
ceasing to be an Asiatic.” We commend Lord Curzon’s 
expression of opinion to that portion of the British public 
that has not yet raised itself above placing reliance upon the 
highly colored reports of missionary societies.

Presumably, it would not do for one in Lord Curzon's 
position to disparage Christian efforts completely in the 
East, and so, following the words quoted above, he told his 
audience that Christianity had exerted an immense but 
silent influence upon the morality of the East. “ It has 
taught the East philanthropy and pity.” Now it is almost 
impossible for two civilisations to come into contact without 
their exerting some reciprocal influence, although there does 
not appear any obvious reason why this should be called 
Christian. And Eastern observers, particularly those belong
ing to Japan and China, are by no means convinced that the 
moral gain of the East from the West is of a marked or 
valuable character. Purely Christian morality—that is, the 
morality taught in the New Testament—the East has always 
possessed, and in Buddhism it has a far saner moral teach
ing than genuine Christianity has to offer. The idea of 
Christianity teaching the East philanthropy and pity is 
simply ridiculous. Indeed, if there were two things of 
which one can safely say that Eastern teaching is saturated 
with, it is these that Lord Curzon says the West has taught 
the East. What a pity it is that public men in England, 
when they do let out a little of the truth, immediately 
stultify themselves in order to placate the pious Mrs. 
Grundy.

We agree with Lord Curzon that if China organises her 
forces for industry and commerce she will become one of the 
great forces of the world. But we are not sure that China 
will not use her reorganised strength for aggressive purposes 
because of the “ unwarlike character of her people.” The 
warlike capacity of the Japanese people, manifested of recent 
years, has been so out of proportion to their previous record 
that one might fitly call them in relation to this an un
warlike people. Yet little more than a generation produced 
a transformation that astonished the world. And a fighting 
man is not such a miraculous or superhuman creation that 
he must needs take a few centuries to produce. Those who 
have studied the Chinese closely have not thought meanly of 
their military capacity, once they are properly drilled and 
led. A generation of Chinese brought up under different 
conditions and with different ideals would suffice to put an 
army in the field that would give Europe pause. And China 
has suffered enough wrong and indignity at the hands of the 
Christian powers to nerve her to the effort. Christians have 
taught China by experience that brute force is the only thing 
that the European Powers really respect. I t is true that all 
the traditions of China are on the side of peace, and it is to 
be hoped that these will maintain their ascendancy. But if 
ever an armed China threatens the world it will be one of 
the clearest evidences of the real influence of the Christian 
West on the non-Christian East.

Quite a number of chapels have been closed in the East 
End of London of late years, owing, it is said, to the growth 
of the Jewish population—although we fancy other causes 
have contributed. One chapel that used to have a congre
gation of 1,500 people is now a Jewish synagogue. Others 
are put to more secular uses. One is being turned into a 
police-station, and another, that once belonged to the Pri
mitive Methodists, is used for storing ice. This is a sample 
of the irony of fate with a vengeance ! A building that once 
echoed the teachings of a genuine, unmodified “ flat-footed 
hell ” turned into a refrigerating chamber ! But, after all, it 
is only symptomatic of the general course of events.

A Mohammedan mosque, costing JEIOO.OOO, is shortly to 
be built in London. One of its principal objects is “ to 
interpret Islam as a world-wide religion in all its varied 
aspects, and its deep needs, ethical and spiritual, to Chris
tians.” An active and enterprising Mohammedan missionary 
mosque in London should provide interesting developments. 
And, with the same process of gloss and reinterpretation of

the Koran that Christians use in relation to the Bible, we 
see no reason why the venture should not meet with a certain 
measure of success among Christians. We shall be interested 
in noting how Christians act towards the new venture.

It is high time to put a curb upon the tongues of Christian 
gentlemen who sit upon benches in what are called courts 
of justice. One of them, the other day, asked what a certain 
person did for a living. The answer was, “ He is too old to 
work, he is seventy-seven.” “ Nonsense,” the Christian 
gentleman on the bench replied, “ a man is not too old to 
work at seventy-seven.” As a general statement, could any
thing be more cynical ?

Religious differences arose between Randolph Houghton 
and Bertha Smith, of Bolton. They were going to be married, 
but they quarreled over the Church they should be married 
in, and it’s “ off ” now. But there is a magistrate’s order 
for two shillings a week for the baby.

Rev. R. Clews, of St. Luke’s, Lightbourne, has a quarrel 
with members of his congregation over a wooden cross, si* 
feet high, which they want to bring into the church and 
which he won’t have there. A pretty quarrel as it stands, 
and a pity to spoil it. A wooden cross is a good match f°r 
wooden heads.

Mr. John Martin, of Liverpool, writes us that there was a 
blunder in our paragraph on the Watt divorce case. He say8 
that it was not the female respondent, but another lady, 
whom Watt took for a trip to Rhyl as his wife. We very 
much regret having been misled by a newspaper report, 
especially as Mr. Martin informs us that the female respod' 
dent “ has been victim enough already.” This correction, 
which we gladly publish, makes no difference to the char
acter and achievements of the pious Watt.

Mr. R. J. Campbell should be more careful with h'8 
illustrations. In a recent sermon he perpetrated the follow
ing : “ Take an acorn. Who could imagine, if they did no* 
know, that a mighty oak-tree was wrapped up in that acorn' 
Cut it open and examine it as minutely as you like, you wi'1 
not find the oak-tree that is to b e ; but it must be there, 
otherwise sun and rain could never call it forth.” Well, W® 
do not know that the oak-tree is in the acorn; we know i t 19 
not there. And the sun and rain do not call it forth. The80 
are merely two of the conditions that enable the acorn t° 
utilise material that will result in an oak-tree. Mr. Camp' 
bell’s science, like much of his philosophising, sadly need8 
correction by the light of current knowledge.

Rev. Dr. Orchard thinks he can “ understand, in a 3i®j 
sort of way, why it is that God does not interfere to preven 
natural calamities. If he did, it would certainly be fatal fo1 
human progress. We should attempt nothing and le®*9 
nothing.” Now this way of understanding is ce rta in  
“ dim” enough, In fact, it is decidedly foggy. Observe- 
Man learns the nature of certain calamities—say the caQ00 
of typhoid—and invents certain methods of preventing “j 
But if the typhoid germ were not there—by the grace 
God—there could be no learning about it, and invention® 
would be needless. Should we, then, be any the worse off' 
If yes, then consider how badly off we are for lack of® 
number of evils that we do not possess, and which, 1 
they existed, would still further stimulate our energi09' 
Calamities are here because God permits them ; the ovM 
virtue in learning about them is to destroy them or t0 
nullify them. Man is doing exactly what God does not 30- 
God does not do it because he would obstruct human pt0‘ 
gress. Is man, then, obstructing the progress of futu*0 
generations when he removes an evil that, otherwise, f9 
future would be able to learn from ? And will God ere»®0 
new ones in order to provide these future generations wi“9 
material for their development ? In the end, says p 1' 
Orchard, evil will disappear. Man will then have nothin^ 
to learn and nothing to invent. He will be, at the end' 
exactly in the position that he might have been in *9 
beginning if God had played his part in the busine®9: 
Decidedly Dr. Orchard understands in a “ dim sort °l 
way.” He is trying to penetrate a theological fog with 90 
empty candlestick. Still, he is one of the leading Chriati®9 
thinkers. God help the Christians

If Christianity were only real in this country! said f9 
Bishop of Carlisle the other day. Of course the Bisk0' 
went on to point out the number of beautiful consequent 
that would ensue from Christianity being a real thing, 9 
our own part, much as wo dislike the Christianity tba* 
current, and which the Bishop rightly characterised as be1
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that* ^ “ °ne R0>” we should like still less a Christianity 
Wh r  rea*’ *n ^le Pr0Per sense of the word. One reason 
com t°ere never has been a “ real ” Christianity is because 
8 ,mc,n sense and daily experience showed how impossible 
a 0 a. thing was. The salvation of Christianity, merely as 
rat'n j Uona historic phenomenon, has been that each gene- 
bii":!°n “as had to correct its extravagances and impractica- 

108 hy its own experience of life. And that is really 
■ a‘ ‘he Bishop of Carlisle is also doing. His Christianity 
s ? more “ real ” than the Christianity he is attacking. It 

imply a badly concocted mixture of modern ideas and 
a s with a label that is both respectable and official.

« rn.
mad t 8n8§es^ on of an expurgated edition of the Bibles 
in a A880ciahion of Headmasters, recalls a story told 
ste *r p0nn^ nart Grant Duff’s diary of M. Jozon, 1 a grave, 
.. n’ Republican lawyer,’ who went to Egypt to make 
0nanf ments *or ^0hiiS of the Khedive’s private estate.

6 day his British colleague asked him, in talking of the 
Th whether he had ever read the Old Testament.
Un6 ^avor the reply is not spoiled by the English 
m an « ?-: ' ^ es> * have a copy in my library ; there are 
„ 7 things in that work which are not edifying.’ ”—Daily 
Cĥ nicU( Jan. 13). ___

led̂ 6V’ Rarher, of Cambridge, has not gained know-
ChP °r aocnracy hy being for nine years a missionary in 
{l na' Preaching lately at Nottingham, in connection with 
v.. .. ‘“Ort Hall Mission, he took for his text the foolish 
Whi'h*11 “ Without God, no hope,” on the strength of 
0l ?h. he declared that “ there is no genuine Atheist in a 
Cou't an country.” There are thousands in this Christian 
m We could introduce the reverend gentleman to

6 than he would probably wish to meet.

on ®*sh°P of Lichfield has been appealing to a meeting 
ain 6°aR.°t the Diocesan Church Extension. They wanted 

Additional churches, and ten churches enlarged, nine 
¡n Slon buildings, twenty-three parsonage houses, and to 

*a*e the income of seventy benefices. They needed the 
alrti a** *R'8 w*bh, and the Bishop pleaded for it

05.‘ tearfully. The meeting was appropriately held at 
Cross.

note this Society’s work, and who study the methods of 
many of its advocates, will be inclined to give their support 
elsewhere. We have never heard of their doing any par
ticular injury to unbelief, and we have a strong conviction 
that the finishing touch to many a Christian’s belief must 
have been given by hearing a course of Christian Evidence 
lectures.

Dr. R. F. Horton is not in love with the results of the 
study of comparative religions, at which we are not at all 
surprised. He is particularly fearful of its influence on mis
sionaries. “ Difficulties,” he says, “ emerged from the closer 
sympathy with the religions which the missionaries go out 
to change.” Quite so. Either they do not try to under
stand the religions of the people they seek to convert, or 
they make them the subject of a little serious study. If the 
former, people like educated Hindoos or Mohammedans 
feel they have already religious teachings that are as reason
able as anything Christianity has to offer, and are unaffected 
by missionary teaching. And if the latter, the missionary 
himself cannot avoid being struck by the points of similarity 
in the rival creeds, and he relaxes his efforts. In either 
case the outlook i3 not a very hopeful one.

“ There is a pathetic desire on the part of some defenders 
of the faith to call in allies from every quarter. There is 
delirious joy if a literary man is on the side of the faith or 
a scientist confirms it. Surely the joy ought to be more 
restrained.” So says a writer in the Christian World, and 
both the complaint and the advice are timely. Christians 
who felt really convinced of the truth of their creed would 
not be so anxious as are most of them to secure a good testi
monial from a prominent man whose own Christianity is 
often of a very doubtful character. The “ pathetic desire ” 
referred to is really strong evidence that with most Chris
tians to-day there is an uneasy consciousness that their 
religious beliefs are sadly in need of evidence. And as this 
is not forthcoming, it is naturally soothing to their feelings 
to reflect that certain well-known people, in spite of their 
learning or ability, still support Christianity—at least in 
name. This is really all it amounts to. Their support is, 
in spite of their learning, not a consequence of either their 
knowledge or their ability.

the C00rdi°S parish records, it cost ¿G30 12s. to bury
tha ^ar'aR Minister of Balfron a hundred years ago. No less 
fudBi waa 8P0n* *or rnm, wine, and brandy. What a 
hiout ^ |6 m'n*8*er i^ s e d  by being the corpse instead of a

Pat̂ f-60-^1. Torr0y Paid bis first visit to England that peri- 
Serrn ’§noraMus inquired—in the course of one of his 
theDa0na--if any scientist could tell him from whence came 
^  .P^Mitive protoplasm out of which the universe was 

e • And, of course, no ono was able to answer. Now 
1,1 800 that Dr. Torrey has a successor in Dr. Campbell 
hut f n- Rrom the summary of an article of his, contri- 
to a Chicago Advance, we learn that he is inclined
0f °°ept the doctrine of evolution—the scientific world will, 
b>it h“*8.6’ b0 duly elated at securing so notable a convert. 
t,a b’s isa  discriminating adherence. Scientists, he says, 
atl .^things back and back, they see one developing from 
aRo j*’ an(  ̂ y°u bftd asked the scientists of thirty years 
the W . 0 be would end, the reply would have been : “ In 
ior briMordial, protoplasmic germ." Prodigious! Dr. 
a .  tey aud Dr. Campbell Morgan ought to be invited to give 
O > 0.of lectures beforo the Royal Institution. Seriously, 
re(j is there anywhere else but in tho pulpit or in the 
»r, ®1Qus press that such colossal ignorance could gain an 
R e la t iv e  hearing? ___

I w r‘ ^Mgan thinks more highly of present-day scientists, 
the i b* b0 flatters them by assuming that they have reached 
SaVs *“ a own intellectual attainments. To-day, he
tton’ wbispers (why whispers?) that he stops at elec-
iei 8’. and then speaks of a psychological beyond. “ The 

’?* °t to-day tells us he hears whispers—thunders of 
[how in 

r o w i n g  w:
. I0s.” We imagino that, with most scientists, the

[how in the name of all that’s absurd can one hear a 
hiSafc -*Dg whisper ?] and is conscious of psychological

would be to understand tho state of Dr, 
^as boell Morgan’s mind ; and many might decide that his 
At a 03,96 for a neural pathologist or a docent evening-class, 
of a .y rate, we hope that Sir Oliver Lodge, and those men 
WJtjj l0Dc® who play to tho religious gallery, are pleased 

‘he class of converts they are making.

,, «stian Evidence Society is desirous of interesting 
^itli v p^ristians in “ the groat and pressing controversy 

huboliof,” Thoughtful Christians, wo imagine, who

“ No Christian man,” said the Rev. E. E. Fisher, preaching 
in the London-street Primitive Methodist Chapel, Reading, 
“ No Christian man has a right to invest in slum property or 
in breweries.” Two prominent members of the congregation 
got up and walked out. Perhaps they had a bit in both. 
No doubt tho reverend gentleman will be more careful next 
time. He should remember “ Christians ” include all sorts 
of people; some good, more bad, and most indifferent.

Czar Nicholas headed tho procession of the royal family 
at the recent tomfool ceremony of Blessing the Waters of the 
Neva at St, Petersburg. Tens of thousands of soldiers were 
there to see that he took no harm—although his subjects, as 
distinguished from his officials, were not allowed to look on 
except at a very respectful distance. The White Czar of 
Holy Russia dare not go amongst his own people.

The coroner at Royton, Lancashire, rebuked a midwife for 
burying as “ still-born ” a child that had lived a day. “ You 
ought not,” ho said, “ to have treated the child like an animal. 
You knew that it had lived, and therefore had an immortal 
soul.” The Manchester City Coroner is an M.A. and M.D. 
and a barrister, and no doubt a vory clover m an; but he is 
no better authority than the midwife on the subject of im
moral souls. It was the body that had to be disposed of; 
the “ soul ” in all cases is left to look after itself. The 
coroner accused the midwife of knowing what he certainly 
doesn’t know himself.

Pearson’s Weekly has a column by Peter Keary headed 
“ My Notebook.” This gentleman looks upon Freethinkers 
as half-intelligent reformers. I t is natural, of course, that 
they should fall short of his intellectual greatness ; but some 
of them might give him lessons in English composition. 
“ Editors,” he says, “ do not steal ideas like some people 
think.” If he wrote such English in our columns he would 
soon have to choose between doing hotter and clearing out.

A retired tailor, named Aylott, died suddenly at a Bible 
Class for men conducted by Canon Herbert Jones at Hitchin 
Town Hall. Had he been an Atheist at a Freethought 
meeting, it would have been “ a judgmont.” In the circum
stances, it was only an incident.

Rev. Dr. Aked, of Liverpool, was tempted oS to New York, 
■where Rockefeller is a member of his congregation. Rev.
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Dr. Jowett, of Birmingham, now follows suit, he explains 
that he goes to a salary which is only an equivalent of the 
one he leaves at Carr’s-lane Chapel. Bnt we dare say the 
word “ equivalent ” will be interpreted liberally. And all 
salaries are open to revision.

Dr. Jowett followed the usual plan in respect to his invi
tation to New York. It was tendered to him several times. 
When he first received it, and decided to decline it, he said 
he felt sure it was not the will of God that he should go. 
When he last received it, and decided to accept it, he said 
he felt it was the will of God that he should go. The will 
of God veered about with Dr. Jowett’s interests and inclina
tions. Yet the gentlemen of the Black Army charge Atheists 
with taking God’s name in vain.

Rev. A. J. Waldron, as a Christian minister, does well to 
try to cure “ alcoholism,” which is promoted by several 
texts in the “ blessed book ” that he and his friends call 
the Word of God. The wine that “ cheereth God and 
man ” ought to be strongish stuff, like the beverage that a 
man is to drink and “ forget his poverty and remember his 
misery no more.” Mr. Waldron announces that he has a 
certain cure for alcoholism ; it is so efficacious, indeed, that 
you needn’t leave off drinking to be cured by it of your 
“ craving.” There ought to be a big run upon it. I t will 
suit old topers to a T.

We take the following from a special article on “ Sunday 
Concerts ” in a recent number of the London Daily 
Chronicle:—

“ From many denominations comes the plaint of dwindling 
congregations, of sermons preached to a few old folk in a 
1 beggarly array of empty benches,’ of the failure of evening 
services to attract the young people who formerly came, 
hymn-book in hand, to lift up their hearts in praise. The 
Free Churches have just revealed their profound uneasiness 
in regard to this matter. The Church of England makes no 
secret of its discontent. Even the ‘ popular preacher ’ is 
losing his following, however big his posters.”

This is pretty plain speaking. The truth on such matters 
crops up now and then even in “ respectable ” newspapers.

The Glasgow Herald thinks that Presbyterianism will 
have to buck up. “ The time has come,” it say, “ for a 
resolute dealing with this tremendous problem in cities like 
Glasgow, for the drift from the churches is proceeding at a 
pace that no half-measures will stop.” The “ drift ” is all 
right. We doubt the Presbyterian buck-up.

The Church Missionary Gleaner thanks God “ for the 
baptism of the head chief of the Blackfeet ”—Indians in 
North West Canada. Three cheers for Blackfeet! He will 
be a good stiff job for J. C. when he carries the soap-and- 
towel performance, which he treated “ the twelve ” to, in 
that part of the world.

From another note in the same journal we infer that, 
although the missionaries mako such few converts, they are 
far from sure of those they do make. The Lord is asked 
“ To keep and strengthen in the faith the Eskimo Christians 
on Blacklead Island.” We daresay the prayer is necessary.

is making an effort to put them down. We doubt if he wil 
succeed. Lotteries have always been popular in Ron)»11 
Catholic countries.

“ How the whirligig of time brings in its revenges! 
Saint Paul said: “ I  suffer not a woman to teach.” Tb® 
Archbishop of Canterbury has just given diplomas to half'®' 
dozen ladies who have passed an examination in theology' 
His hope is that “ their knowledge may be imparted to 
other women,” and his belief is that “ women have their 
place as well as men in spreading the Gospel.” Thus the 
Church gives way at every point—when it must.

Having made himself an authority on most things in this 
world, the Bishop of London is now setting up as a fi®®1 
authority on the affairs of the next world. He has j®8“ 
been informing the world that “ the idea that the spin* 
slept after death is a complete delusion,” the truth being 
that “ the man was the same man five minutes after dea»® 
as five minutes before it.” We hardly think his lordship 
could have learnt this from personal experience. We sup
pose, therefore, he must have learnt it by telephone fro® 
heaven. Or is it only a bold guess on his part ? One would 
really like to know, if he wouldn’t mind telling.

“ The frozen grin of the ecclesiastic, most conspicuous on 
the countenance of the Catholic Cardinal Gibbons, of Balti
more, must have turned to a sneer the other day in Washing' 
ton when 1 diplomats, statesmen, jurists, and soldiers,' t® 
quote a local paper, united in 1 paying homage ’ to tb® 
‘ venerable primate of the Roman Catholic Church >° 
America.’ It was 1 the cardinal’s Sunday,’ with a celebr®' 
tion at St. Patrick’s cathedral, and a luncheon at which the 
politicians gathered. There was not much in common 
between them except that they are all tax-eaters and nee® 
the Roman Catholic vote. Most significant was the presence 
of Judge White, the newly appointed chief justice of tbe 
United States Supreme Court, and his declaration, added to 
flattering words about the cardinal, that the longer he liwe® 
the more he became convinced that religion (meaning Rotna® 
Catholicism, for he is a Catholic) was necessary to the exist' 
ence of the government. We can imagine with what elation 
a Supreme Court justice holding those views would affir® 
the constitutionality of a law against admitting attacks upon 
religion to the privileges of the United States mails."'' 
Truthseelcer (New York).

The Schoolmaster quotes some warm words of the E®r' 
of Kimberley’s against the beating of children by school' 
masters and schoolmistresses. Our contemporary looks upo® 
him as little short of a maniac for objecting to what is ey1' 
dently looked upon as necessary discipline. But the mam®' 
in our opinion, is on the other sido. We would take aw®? 
from all school officials the right to beat other people's obi}' 
dren. If they say they must beat them, we reply that tb>8 
is the way of all vicious indulgences; after a time they 
become essential to existence. Certainly there is no otbet 
“ must ” in the case. Children are not beaten in the school8 
of other civilised nations; why should they be beaten in tb® 
schools of England ? Wo pause for a reply.

Cornish Nonconformists are up in arms against the general 
exclusion of Dissenting teachers from the Truro Diocesan 
Training College. They would have our sympathy if they 
did not join Churchmen in keeping non-Christian teachers 
out of all Training Colleges.

Perhaps if the Bible were taken out of the public scho°*s 
the cane might soon follow. Religion and brutality bav® 
always gone so well together, and the “ Blessed Book 
teaches the virtue of corporal chastisement. Yes, tb® 
absence of Christianity and the Bible will not only be g°°“ 
for the children, it will tend to civilise the teachers.

The Congregationalists have been having a field-day at 
Dewsbury in aid of the central fund for ministerial support, 
which needs another j£250,000. Sir M. Olroyd, who occu
pied the chair, is ex-Mayor and ex-M.P., he has mado a lot 
of money in the wool business, and is altogether the sort of 
man that Nonconformists delight to honor. In the course 
of his speech he had a lucid interval and mado an open con
fession. He said that Independents looked up to Christ as 
their great Head, but that had a certain disadvantage. “ The 
very fact of their lifting their eyes heavenward,” ho said, 
“ debarred them from seeing thoir brethren on the right 
hand and on the left. Hence the tendency of Independency 
had been to make them too independent, not sufficiently fra
ternal, and they had been so proud of their Independency.......
that they had really fallen into the other extreme of forget
ting and neglecting their neighbors.” We quite believe it.

The practice of holding lotteries in connection with Roman 
Catholic bazaars in Ireland has grown into scandalous pro
portions ; so much so, indeed, that the Archbishop of Dublin

NOT A SURE THING.
Mike Mullen is fond of telling this good little joke on b|8 

own district—the Eighth Ward—which sends him, tb®1 
benefactor and guardian, to Council regularly : ^

“ I t was during a hot city campaign and a colo*®, 
preacher was exhorting his congregation to vote the riga 
ticket and bring peace and righteousness to the community) 
He pleaded with them to stand for tho men who wo°* 
bring about law enforcement and rid the city of disbone®"

r immorality.
Ho preached and waved his arms, called forth the wr®-s 

f the Lord on those who did not ‘ line up right,’ and b1 
leasing upon those who stood for the right, and ended . 
ie solemn statement and benediction: ‘ God will tU 
¡incinnati 1 1 *

Up jumped a flashily dressed young Negro in the rear a",, 
boated: ‘ Ten to one he doesn’t carry the Eighth Ward!
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Ur. Foote’s Engagem ents.

February 12, Manchester ; 26, Birmingham, 
wch 5, Liverpool; 19 and 26, Queen’s Hall, London. 
P«1 2, Stratford Town Hall; April 9, Glasgow.

To Correspondents.

C- Cohbn’s Lecture E ngagements.—February 5, Birmingham;
and 19, Queen’s Hall, London ; 26, Glasgow. March 5, 

j  ^ h e a te r ;  12, Queen’s Hall; 19, Stratford Town Hall.
• • Lloyd's Lecture E ngagements.—February 19, Failsworth; 
lri’n ,aeen'8 Hall. March 5, Queen’s Hall; 12, West Ham; 

’ Glasgow; 26, Stratford Town Hall. April 2, Manchester; 
R Liverpool.

on RE' 'ster-—We are always careful to quote accurately. It is 
6 of the courtesies due to writers in general, and one of the 
ost obvious respects due to great writers. The phrase you 
0r to.'3 miserably misquoted in the paper you mention. It 

gj0ur.8 m Carlyle’s account of the death of his friend John 
erlmg. Four days before his death Sterling wrote “ some 

jj»Dzas of verse ” for Carlyle, “ written,” the latter says, “ as 
slar-fire and immortal tears ; which are among my sacred 

Possessions, to be kept for myself alone.” To ehange “ star-
® into ** af.O.V-oViinQ * * ia— nrall ttto «rftllj.3 VQ.f.ViQt* nnt oar

what it is.
E, K’ v’ pY°u score a bullseye when you say that “ there is no 
^  8 progress alongside of religion.” 
j  Lall.—Much obliged for cuttings,

n —It would be an endless task if we had to hunt up past 
anil ^ roP8 ” for our readers and give further information 
,n . Verification. The Liverpool Stipendary’s statement, for 
ban*006’ ^ as <luote(l *n our columns at the time of the distur- 
to d°ea’ details of time and place It is impossible for us 
int l? more- Glad to hear the Freethinker is your “ weekly 
j- lectual treat.” Your letter in the local newspaper shoulddo good.ToRpentihe.—You might find them in an old Prayer Book ; 

On 6rwise only in expensive ecclesiastical law books.
Per°-'T^our questions seem to us nonsensical. “ Nature ” is a 
for .oni®cati°n’ as you use it. You talk as if she kept a school 
a . i“g cunning. We answered you on the general matter

J. Do ttn'8ht ag0’an̂ B8°N-~Glad you have “ enjoyed ” the Freethinker for years, 
cod' " a*ways cheers ’’ you. If you have given “ endless

” in order to “ change a few people” you have 
effort 6<*' ®ne Per8on brought to the truth through your 
bund may he the vital centre of the conversion of scores, 
seed 6C*S’ fLousands. You never can tell. Go on sowing the 
¿ 1 1 1»“d trust to the law of causation. The task is difficult! 

E. A more honor to those who undertake it. 
j  n ' AtlD A. R. Wykes.—Thanks for good wishes.
T, riAB8i—A new in rOle indeed.
A. q0Merf°Rd.—See paragraph. Thanks. 

aa ,.***•■—The binding part of a church marriage is the same 
that tu °* a ®arriag® at a registrar’s ; and it is the only part 
^hicb i ^tate takes notice of—namely, the undertaking to 

g “ “°th bride and bridegroom put their signatures.
« « * * —Much obliged for your practical interest in our 
eitoi i °n' H the rest of our roaders would follow your 
Diioii?',6’ an<I do what they can to push our circulation, it 

T. g  «ouble during 1911.
rea?0as°N-—Pleased to hear you have obtained us six new 
“>0 f8’ an(l that the people around you are turning more and
8eo Irom the cant of Christianity to the teachings of Atheism. 

R. jj ^sgraph re enclosure.
y0u'y ra“NkR.—So you are “ amazed at our ignorance,’
Ver . Well, we are not amazed at yours. The Rovised 
8tron'0n makns the text about God’s not caring for oxen still 
rnni,.?er‘ After quoting the old command “ Thou shall not 

z 6 the ox when he treadeth out the corn,” the Revised
Caretv?n ma*tes Paul continue: “ Is it for the oxen that God 

or saith he it altogether for our sake ? Yea, for our 
R,B e n was written.”
B4 i- Thanka for outting8-

C°wrie HAW‘—F*ea8e^ to 8eo y°ur excellent letter in the local 
'““teas-’ g'a<̂  to I’ear ILe circulation of the Freethinker i

Jon„ q lnS m your locality, largely through your own efforts. 
thiB pa*KN—You want to know what a Freethinker is. Read 
cap nnP0r I°r a Lit and you will find out. It is more than we 

j  ‘“1° a sentence in this column.
&ffv'an,.'~r\?u could get the Freethinker, and probably other

ŷStt8et Liv lterajUre’ at ^mith * Son’s bookshop, 61 Dale-

ject* £ a*8--W <: had a paragraph already in print on the sub- 
in Enol 8̂ Bishop of London is one of the biggest “ bounders” 

f . ALl„K an“ ! which is saying a good deal,
’. N See “ Personal.” Thanks.
to hear18— *lave Been it.' hut thanks all the same. Pleased 

» *rttth L i0r\, 8ay’ “ There is nothing I enjoy bo much as my
gjy, ^

»shattl J.Ta'—Why be ashamed of ten shillings? Some i 
^  nothing. Which looks like harl TCncrliah •

W.

nothing.
are not

Which looks like bad English ; but it

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

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

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

P ersons rem itting for literature by stam ps are specially requested 
to send halfpenny stamps.

T he 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.

Personal.

H aving a very bad cold last week, and in the doctor’s 
hands, although I kept up work with my pen at my desk, 
and not knowing how it might turn out, I thought it prudent 
to postpone my visit to Glasgow, rather than have the bills 
and other advertising done, and then perhaps be unable to 
undertake the long journey. I t was necessary, in short, to 
be on the safe side. My visit to Glasgow, therefore, is post
poned until April 9. And I hope this notice will be in good 
time to prevent any disappointment to “ saints ” who were 
coming from a distance to hear the lectures.

I got through my lecture at Queen’s Hall all right, working 
a little harder than usual, of course, and I am going to speak 
to-night at the Rationalist Peace Society’s meeting. And I 
hope to get rid of the balance of my bad cold very shortly. 
It is not the lecturing itself, it is the travelling that is so risky.

Tuesday, Jan. 31, G. W. F ootb.

Sugar Plums,
— ♦ —

Mr. Foote’s audience at the Queen’s (Minor) Hall went on 
improving week by week, and Sunday evening's meeting 
(the last of the five) was considerably the largest of all. It 
was not only a fine, but a most appreciative and enthusiastic, 
meeting. The musical part of the evening's program, from 
7 to 7.30, was much enjoyed. Then came an unannounced 
item. Mr. Foote's daughter Florence (recently married, so 
that she is no longer Miss Foote, except on these occasions), 
who was warmly welcomed by the audience, recited the 
strongest and most pathetic portion of Tennyson’s Enoch 
Arden. She recited it beautifully, with her pure young 
voice and her natural dramatic faculty, and was vociferously 
applauded. Mr. Foote’s lecture on “ The Bible ” was followed 
for over an hour with bright attention, punctuated with 
frequent laughter and cheers. Mr. F. A. Davies, who occu
pied the chair, invited discussion, but could not elicit any. 
A few questions, however, were asked and answered. Thus 
ended the January course of Sunday evening lectures at 
Queen’s Hall. In spite of many disadvantages, including 
detestable weather, these lectures have been unquestionably 
successful. And wo hope the success will bo continued 
through February and March.

Tho Queen's Hall platform will bo occupiod this evening 
(Feb. 5) by Mrs. Bradlaugh Bonner, the only surviving 
member of the Bradlaugh family, which once numbered five. 
Her mother died ever so many years ago, her brother Charles 
died oven before that, hor sister Alice died in the eighties, 
and she herself, we hope, will live for many years, if only to 
keep Christian insects off her father’s memory. Mrs. Bonner’s 
subject is “ Freothought and the Portuguese Revolution.” 
We beapeak for hor a large audience and a very hearty 
welcome.

Mr. Cohen follows Mrs. Bonner at the Queen’s Hall for 
two Sunday evenings, and will in turn be followed for two 
Sunday evenings by Mr. Lloyd. Particulars will be found in 
our advertisement pages. “ Saints ” are earnestly requested 
to advertise these meetings by circulating the neat printed 
announcements which can bo obtained of Miss Vanco at the 
N. S. S. offico, 2 Newcastlo-streot, E.C.

Mr. Cohen had good meetings at Liverpool on Sunday. 
He lectures to-day at the King's Hall, Birmingham, where 
he is sure to have good meetings, being well-known and 
popular there.

Mr. Lloyd was to have lectured at Maesteg, in Glamor
ganshire, last Sunday, but the Christian bigots took care to 
keep him out of the place. They didn’t frighten him, of 
course, but they frightened tho management of the hall that 
was depended upon, so that it was refused at the last



90 THE FREETHINKER FEBEUABY 5, 1911

minnte, too late to make arrangements for elsewhere. Mr. 
Lloyd thus lost a Sunday, the Maesteg people lost two good 
lectures, the management of the hall lost the rent, and the 
bigots gained—what ? Perhaps they think they have kept 
Christianity going a week or two longer in their district.

The following is an extract from the letter of a subscriber 
to the President’s Honorarium Fund:—

“ My subscription for 1910 is somewhat late in its pay
ment...... I now try to make amends by paying this year’s
more promptly. Appreciating very much the good things 
that fall from your pen in the Freethinker, and wishing you 
continued good health, Yours faithfully, E dwabd Oliver.” 

Mr. Oliver’s cheque is for 1910 and 1911 together. We wish 
all snbscribers had his financial conscience.

Mr. W. Bailey, of Manchester, in sending his annual 
cheque for the President’s Honorarium Fund, encloses also a 
cheque for a year’s subscription for two weekly copies of the 
Freethinker. “ I intend,” he says, “ to present them to my 
friends, in order to try to increase the circulation of your 
paper.” Mr. Bailey wishes us “ the best of health to con
tinue our uphill fight against the common enemy.”

Mr. George Payne, of Manchester, has forwarded a cheque 
for ¿50 to the Secular Society, Ltd., completing the gift of 
¿250 which he expressed his intention of making to the 
Society’s funds. We wish some other “ saint" would go 
and do likewise. That is why we mention the matter,— 
which we do in spite of Mr. Payne’s dislike of being adver
tised, just to “ encourage the others.”

The Wood Oreen Sentinel had a very sympathetic notice 
of the death of Mr. Alexander Lewis, whose demise and 
funeral are recorded by the N. S. S. secretary in another 
part of this week’s Freethinker. “ Men who were opposed 
to his ideas about religion,” our contemporary says, “ never
theless held him in high respect as a fair-minded, very 
honest, and really educated man.”

The annual meeting of the Secular Education League will 
be held in the Conference Boom of the National Liberal 
Club on Tuesday evening, February 28. After the members' 
meeting for the tranaction of business there will be a public 
meeting, addressed by various speakers whose names will 
appear in due course. We hope to see a good meeting, and 
many of our readers present. The League’s object is one 
in which Freethinkers should be supremely interested.

Mr. Arthur Holland, the Bilston head-postman, retiring 
after forty years’ service with a well-earned pension, is the 
recipient of a testimonial by the inhabitants of the town. 
Being interviewed by a representative of the Birmingham 
Express and Star, Mr. Holland related some interesting 
experiences. It appears that he used to be called “ the 
Badical postman,”—“ but thanks to the advice of his old 
friend Charles Bradlaugh, he never trespassed against the 
rules of the Post Office.” We congratulate Mr. Holland on 
following Charles Bradlaugh’s characteristic advice.

Mr. Foote’s late article in the Freethinker on “ The 
‘ Why ’ of Ethics ” has been reprinted as No. 57 of the 
"Truthseeker Tracts” by Mr. George Macdonald at the 
instance of Dr. E. B. Foote, of New York, and has thus 
crossed the Atlantic to do duty in America. The only 
alteration made is in the heading, which runs—“ Why Be 
Oood, Without Fear of Hell or Hope of Heaven ? The 
Secular Answer.”

~  We keep losing old friends with the lapse of time. One 
of them will soon be what may be called half lost. He is 
going to settle in the United States. “ I  shall, however," he 
writes, " keep in contact with you through the medium of 
the Freethinker as soon as I attain to a permanent address. 
With greatest admiration and appreciation of your invalu
able work and self-saorifice, I send you all good wishes.” 
Evidently we don’t wear our readers out. This one has been 
reading the Freethinker more years than we care to count.

President’s Honorarium Fund, 1911.

Fourth List o f Subscriptions.
' Previously acknowledged, ¿85 17s. 8d. J. Harker, ¿1; 

E. K., 5s.; G. White, 10s.; J. A. T., 5s.; Sunlight "Saints,” 
5s.; B. Walsh, ¿2; J. Dobson, 6s.; W. Bailey, ¿6; Dr. A. 
Martin, ¿2; H. C., 10s.; J. A. M., 5s.; A. B. Wykos, 2s.; 
E. A. Wykes, Is.; Rev. U. Dhammaloka (Rangoon), ¿1; 
Edward Oliver (1910 and 1911), ¿4 4s.; J. O. Restall, 5s.; 
W. Palmer, Is.; A. H. Smith, 10s.

The Hybrid Mare’s Nest.

De s p it e  the brilliant expositions of evolutionary 
science which authors of the highest eminence have 
submitted to the reading public, the crudest mi®’ 
conceptions permeate the popular mind in matters 
relating to the doctrine of descent. There prevail® 
a widespread belief that the barrenness of the hyb11“ 
offspring of the horse and ass, canaries and finch®®’ 
eto., presents an insurmountable barrier to tn® 
acceptance of the theory of evolution. In ordinary 
casual conversation, as well as in deliberate d'8’ 
cussion, we have been repeatedly confronted witb 
an alleged universal sterility of plant and anima 
hybrids; and this has almost invariably been 
accounted a chasm between “ species” and “specie® 
which can never be bridged.

To the trained biological thinker the phenom®119 
of hybridisation possess little value or importano® 
as faotors in organio evolution. He, above all m00’ 
is aware that the hybrid offspring of crosses between 
species and speoies, or even speoies and genera, have* 
to say the least of it, played a very unimportant par 
in the development of modified organio structure®-

Nevertheless, it need not be deemed an aot 0 
supererogation to in some degree outline the ®x' 
tent to which fertile hybridisation has been de&oQ' 
strated by the comparatively few experiments con- 
duoted by practical breeders and students of 
and fauna, in their natural and native surrounding8’ 
In the vegetable kingdom, indubitable instances 0 
successful hybridisation are too numerous for®0- 
tailed description within the limits of an artiol0. 
Professor de Vries, the famous Amsterdam botani® j 
records many examples of fertile crosses betwe® 
separate species of plants. Among others, he m®n‘ 
tions the hybrid which results from the oro®8' 
fertilisation of the purple with the yellow specie® 0 
lucerne. This plant, writes the Professor, “ is oolw 
vated in some parts of Germany on a large scale, ®8 
it is more productive than the ordinary lucerne. 
Some of the most beautiful florists’ flowers b»v 
been produced by crossing one speoies with anotb®r' 
Yet notorious hybrids, suoh as petunias, rhodod®0' 
drons, crinums, and pelargoniums are perfect 
fertile. And the Epiourian fruit-eater may be r0‘ 
minded that Burbank, the celebrated California 
horticulturalist, has produced a hybrid between 
blackberry and raspberry which is not only perfect1; 
fertile, but deservedly popular both as a novel pr°’ 
duct and a table delicacy.

When one plant species readily lends itself 
fertilisation by the pollen, or male element 
another, the converse relation usually obtains. * 
some oases, however, hydridisation is invariably 
sided. Darwin describes the experiments of f 
renter, during which that distinguished botan1®- 
readily obtained seeds from Mirabilis jalapa vv*8 
the pollen of M. longiflora, while investigate0 
extending through eight years, and embracing ov® 
two hundred experiments with the pollen of 
former upon the stigma of the latter, failed to pr° 
duoe a single seed. .

The fully established examples of success* 
hybridisation in the animal kingdom may be r 
viewed at greater length. When the mammal® 
examined, many striking instances are brought  ̂
light. Two quite separate species, the brown 
polar bear, interbreed freely, and the resulting 

5 capable of prooreation. There is, or reoent' 
.s, in the Zoologioal Gardens a hybrid of t® 

nature, which was suooessfully crossed with a p0^ 
polar bear. In America the ordinary domestica00 
cows are occasionally covered by the untamed hi®0 
bull, and the calves or “ cataloes ” of this union 
quite fertile. When the bison cow is mated with t 
domestio bull she fails to prooreate, and this ba 
ness brings into prominence the delioate oonsid?r 
tions whioh determine successful hybridisatj®  ̂
The tamed Indian yak is notoriously fertile

to
of

Species and Varieties.
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jessed with the quite distinct zebu which roams 
rough the Himalayan areas of Northern India, 

ins resulting hybrids are likewise perfectly fruitful.
et the zebu and the Indian buffalo, living con- 

■ s>3e by side in the plains of India, never 
‘Qterbreed at all.”*

Another Indian instance is presented by un- 
omesticated native ruminants. The wild mam- 

a 0 j ra®8 of the Himalaya (Ovis ammon), a sheep 
rj . arSe as an ass, sometimes covers ewes of the 

rial breed (Ovis ignei), a quite unlike domesticated 
fin t 68 8*m^ar in size to animals composing ordinary 
l ? . • Numerous young were lambed, and these 
th a °Ua °®8Pring interbred with the pure Urials of 

8 i°ck with the greatest facility. It is customary 
of m?® natives of Asia Minor to cross the female 

be one-humped species with the male of the two- 
biped Bactrian camel. Mendelian dominance 

hvb6?!8 ^  prevail in this particular oross, the 
y rids being one-humped like the maternal parent.

are prolific when interbred with the pure 
P cies; the hybrids are strong and useful, although 
speeding generations appear to deteriorate, 

int ^minntdve deer of Japan (Cervus sika), that 
p !re8̂ iDg feature in the landscape of some English 
red s *8 fertile when intermingling with the 
q ., d®er, and their progeny are procreant. That 
ful'l 6 *̂8̂ no  ̂carnivore, the stoat, has been success- 

y crossed with the common domesticated ferret, 
8pr.e8cendant of the polecat, and their hybrid off- 
abi*n̂  ^ave Proved fruitful. An even more remark- 
m ? lnstance is afforded by the cross breeding of the 

8 ?0a  ̂ (Capra) with the domestioated sheep. The 
Pnng of this union are well known to have re- 

pa n®d fertile—both among themselves and with 
sheep and goats—for several generations. 

8qc Faenomenon is the more striking as the animals 
8e 0688̂ ully hybridised are not merely members of 
inf a“e speoies, but of different genera. We are 
- ortned bv Professor Paokard that Caton has
abd mT'jv* common Virginian with the Ceylon 
r®sblt8 8r ?Feo*08 deer, with healthy and prolific

And among rodents we find the well-
har 8n^0ated instances of free inter-crossing of 
pr 8a, anJ rabbits, and the hybrid progeny have 

ea fertile for generations.
ftj 8 a result of the ciroumstanoe that our feathered 
jqjr^have been more olosely studied and bred in

otj -”j than most other classes of animals, this 
iaâ .r tarnishes numerous examples of fertile hybrid- 
of j1?0, A classical case is that of the fruitful union 
hav f Chinese and common goose. These birds 
Qj 0 freely interbred for a long period with no sign 
fro ®88®bing fertility. A fertile hybrid has resulted 
par ~ie pairing of the Rosella parrakeet with the 
Pare f ^  Pennant; and its departure from the 
dee stocks was so pronounced that, when first 

ribed, it was mistaken for a separate speoies. 
the Dl̂ ul hybrids have also been obtained through 
spe 8esual union among themselves, of distinot 
and 68 -°* Pheasants, doves, finohes, wagtails, crows, 
tQeQaa“ °as other feathered bipeds. Similar pheno- 
bativ °°cur among amphibia. Two species of newt 
breed6 France have been known to freely inter- 
evifi ubder natural conditions. Corroborative 
Qqafnce is supplied by the great naturalist, De 
r a v a g e s ,  with reference to insects. He inti- 
prov 8, ^hat the hybrid products of silk-moths have 
bred L tertilQ through eight generations, even when

'ínter se.rpi *
tHet,8 Preceding illustrations prove that the pheno- 
e*tenf .hybridism are possible to a considerable 
Pieqj." within fluctuating limits. Critioal experi- 
aoter8^  most prolonged and painstaking ohar- 
QcCq have demonstrated that fruitful union never 
8epa 8 between plant or animal organisms of widely 
*bthn f- ®enera* The most remote cross of which 
tb^ floated specimens exist in the bird world, is 
Q * * t w e w  the red grouse and bantam oock. 
faqm 8 are U0nally grouped by ornithologists as a 

__y bistinotly divided from that of the partridges

Dewar and Finn, The Making of Specie», p. 120.

and pheasants which are near relatives of our 
domesticated fowls. But the relationship is obvi
ously fairly close, and other favorable ciroumstanoes 
facilitate the oross breeding which has unquestion
ably taken plaoe between grouse and fowls.

All the experimental work hitherto conducted 
leads to the conclusion that the more olosely related 
organisms are to one another, the greater are the 
chances of generating healthy and prolific offspring 
through cross breeding. The popular beliefs in the 
genesis of hybrid monstrosities through the sexual 
congress of cats and rabbits, fowls and ducks, human 
beings and the lower animals, must all be dismissed 
to the realms of superstition. Whenever these 
old wive’s fables are traced to their alleged 
sources they promptly collapse. Physical and physi
ological laws may no more be set at naught in the 
processes of prooreation than in any other biological 
phenomenon.

Dogs, wolves, and foxes appear to interbreed 
readily enough, and all the various canine races 
intermingle and produce mongrel offspring with the 
most reckless prodigality. But even this is circum
scribed. Physical considerations alone render im
possible the act of coition between a Newfoundland 
and a King Charles’ spaniel. But the fact remains 
that, apart from special conditions which preclude 
the performance of the reproductive function, the 
numerous races and varieties of dogs, cats, cattle, 
sheep, horses, pigs, and even mankind itself, all 
freely interbreed with their respective congeners, 
and the most enduring fertility results.

That the difficulty of successful hybridisation 
increases with the more and more extended depar
ture from the reoognised relationship of the plants 
or animals involved is a general proposition that no 
competent naturalist will dispute. And the facts 
are precisely those that any philosophical student of 
evolutionary processes would anticipate. The pro
duction of hybrid organisms has had little or nothing 
to do with the origin of speoies in a state of nature. 
Whether the transmutations whioh organio forms 
have demonstrably undergone are to be solely traced 
to the agency of natural selection; whether the 
factors of mutation have materially assisted in 
modifying living structures, or whether the changes 
set up in plants and animals by their surrounding 
circumstances and modes of life have also assisted 
in the transformation in question, no matter what 
causal theory we favor, hybridity is entirely out of 
court. On this point, then, we may be morally 
certain that, were there no fertile hybrids on this 
planet, instead of the relatively large number whioh 
a small amount of experimental investigation has 
revealed, the doctrine of evolution would remain as 
soundly established as any historical phenomenon 
can conceivably be. Great Nature presents abound
ing illustrations of birth, growth, and development 
in all her vast and varied manifestations. The 
Evolutionary Law is simply an amplification and 
extension of the transformations displayed in the 
individual lives of organio and inorganio structures ; 
eaoh and all perform their transient parts in those 
ceaseless activities whioh the gifted materialist 
philosopher, Arrhenius, has happily termed the Life 
of the Universe. m „

T ales of Our Times.

B y a C ynic.
I.

A good Christian lay dying. He had lived a true and honest 
life. He had knowingly wronged no man, and was esteemod 
and respected by all who knew him. He had also faithfully 
observed the precepts of his religion, and was thus, according 
to the dogmas of his faith, sure of eternal happiness in the 
future state on which he was about to enter. Moreover, 
death was approaching kindly, for he was in no pain and 
had full possession of his mental powers.

Yet his death-bed was a scene of poignant angnish on the 
part of all his loved ones. The doctor has just informed
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his heart-broken wife that he had but a few hours to live 
and she was kneeling by the bedside, weeping in silent 
misery. A clergyman was also kneeling there, praying in 
broken voice, and around the bed stood his children and 
other relatives with bowed heads and tearful eyes.

As the clergyman rose from his knees there came a knock 
at the door, and one of the dying man’s dearest friends, an 
Atheist, entered the room.

“ Well, old man,” said the Atheist, approaching the bed 
and taking the dying man’s hand. “ I have heard that you 
are about to leave us, and have come to say good-bye. It is 
hard on all your friends, who will miss you horribly, but it 
must be grand for you. You’re feeling all right, of course ?’ 

“ Yes, all right,” said the sick man, smiling faintly.
“ Courage, old chum,” said the Atheist, cheerfully. “ Re 

member the words of the jolly old Persian whose philosophy 
we have so often discussed together:—

‘ While the rose blows along the river brink 
With old KhayyAm the ruby vintage drink,
And when the Angel with his darker draught 
Draws up to thee—take that, and do not shrink.’ "

And the Atheist laughed softly—actually laughed in the 
chamber of death, while all the people standing around 
looked inexpressibly shocked.

“ Ah, that is good,” said the sick man, brightening up, 
“ Courage—yes, my friend, you give me courage.”

“ If ever I  could believe as you believe I  should wish to 
do so now,” said the Atheist, “ for then I should believe that 
our parting would be only temporary. But such consola
tions are not for me.”

“ No, no,” said the dying man. “ We shall meet again, I 
hope. God is just, and there can be no heaven from which 
any honest man could be justly excluded.”

The clergyman turned up his eyes in pious horror at this 
unorthodox sentiment, and the others looked more shocked 
than before.

“ That is bravely and generously spoken,” said the Atheist, 
pressing the dying man's hand ; “ and so good-bye, dear old 
friend.”

With that he passed quietly out of the room, while the 
others fell to weeping and praying once more, with every 
sign of inconsolable grief.

H.
A boat full of human beings was cast adrift upon the wide 

ocean. No help was in sight.
In the hurry of escape from their sinking ship a very 

limited supply of provisions had been secured. Some had 
been able to bring with them a few loaves of bread, others a 
tin or two of biscuits or of meat, another a keg of water, 
and so on. Some poor wretches had brought nothing, having 
barely had time to escape with their lives.

Presently discussion arose as to the ordering of affairs in 
the boat, especially with regard to the food.

One of the castaways suggested that all the provisions 
should be shared equally by all the persons in the boat.

“ What 1" exclaimed a prosperous-looking individual sitting 
comfortably on the cushioned seats at the stern. “ Shall 
those share equally who are unable to contribute equally ? 
This man is a Socialist—a dangerous revolutionary Socialist. 
Unless he is thrown overboard at once we shall all utterly 
perish.”

So they all yelled, “ Socialist, Socialist—overboard with 
him.” And overboard he went.

“ Now, my friends,” said the prosperous-looking individual.
“ there is only one equitable method of distribution. We 
must act in accordance with the long established Principles 
of our Economic System, which are simply that every man 
keeps as much as he can of his own property, and gets as 
much as he can of his neighbor’s. Here is a pack of cards.
I  propose that we play for each other’s loaves, tins of meat, 
and kegs of water. A fair deal and no favor, and the Devil 
take the hindmost.”

So they played, and the prosperous-looking individual, 
having more skill and cunning than the others, soon won 
everything.

As the days passed by the winner lolled on the cushioned 
seats at the stern, eating and drinking comfortably, while 
the others gradually famished away, dying of starvation one 
by one. But they were quite content to abide by the Prin
ciples of their Economic System—the phraso had such a 
fine, convincing sound about it.

III.
“ May I be permitted to ask what is your ultimate object 

in governing the three hundred millions of us ?” inquired
the intelligent Hindu.

“ Certainly,” said John Bull, pompously. “ My object is 
your own highest good. My sole aim is to raise you in the 
scale of civilisation, to make you better citizens of the world, 
to implant in your Oriental breasts the noble ideals of 
European morality, to teach you our sublime Religion----- ”

“ Which one ?” interrupted the Hindu. “ You teach us9 
many varieties, you know.” . ,

“ And in short,” went on John Bull, with an impat>e® 
wave of his hand, for he hated any interruption when iu ^  
full flow of his eloquence, “ in short, to make men of yoa"T 
men, sir, not the children of ignorance and superstition wbi® 
I found you.” ,

“ I see,” said the intelligent Hindu, apparently inac 
impressed. _

“ This is what my little Jingo Jingler, Rudyard KipllD=' 
calls the White Man’s Burden, and that burden I ’m alw î 
prepared to take up,” continued John Bull, squaring b> 
broad shoulders. “ I ’m the only party on this planet who 
I consider fit to bear it, and if anyone tries to take the ]° 
from me—well, I ’ll know the reason why.”

“ And in learning how to attain this desirable state y°° 
would, of course, wish me to pursue the same methods 9 
have proved so effective during your own distinguish® 
career ?” asked the Hindu, mildly. .

“ Certainly,” said John Bull. “ You couldn’t possibly <* 
better than follow my example.”

“ And you would wish me carefully to cultivate and develop 
those noble qualities which have made you the pride a® 
glory of the world ?” asked the Hindu, with a winning t  

“ By all means,” replied John Bull, highly flattered. ‘ 
you do that you won’t go far wrong.”

The intelligent Hindu went home, and at once wrote 9 
excellent article on the advantages of Political Freedom1 
Self-Government, Democracy, Equal Rights, and all the i®
°f it. h6

“ God bless my soul!” exclaimed John Bull, when“ 
opened his morning paper. “ That damned Baboo has tab® 
my remarks much too literally. This won’t do at all." , 

So the intelligent Hindu went to prison for a whil®, 
reflect on John Bull’s method of taking up the White MaD 
Burden.

IV.
Once upon a time (later Tertiary time) there dwelt iu ^  

land of Lemuria (which now lies at the bottom of the Ind>a 
Ocean) the Pithecanthropus Erectus, or Ape-Man. TbooS 
the Pithecanthropi had a cranial capacity of about fifty-“ 
cubic inches, and though there was no doubt as to their P°9 
session of a hippocampus minor (see Huxley), their iu‘e’ 
lectual capacity could scarcely be termed brilliant. Hovvef®’ 
they were getting on, for the better educated among tb® 
could count up to three, and their profoundest matbe®9 
ticians had discovered that two and two made four. Tb® 
philosophers, too, had reached such important general*®, 
tions as that a whole was greater than any of its parts, ®  ̂
whether or not things that were equal to the same tb> » 
were equal to each other was still a subject of some cou*r 
versy. 0

Nor were their attainments confined to matters of P°' 
speculation only. They had their keen observers of nat® 
who had discovered that bodies fall to the earth when 0  ̂
supported, that water stoadily refuses to flow up hill, a® 
many other interesting and noteworthy physical facts. , 

But perhaps their cleverest achievement was their ®* 
covery of a God, even at this early dato, and their invent'0 
of a Religion to fit him. He dwelt in a deep and g'°otO 
gorge among the mountains of Lemuria, and his sp®01,

iW*abode was a great, dark cavern running into the moun 
side at the head of the valley. Whenever a Pithecanthrope 
entered this gorge and shouted loudly the God’s voice co® 
be heard answering in the distance, but if he stood act®® ' 
at the mouth of the cavern (which was as far as any P'tb® 
canthropus dared go) and spoke to the God, even in a 
tone of voice, every word of the deity’s repty could be ®’ 
tinctly heard. So it was clear that the God lived in * ( 
cavern; and it was also clear that ho slumbered not ® 
slept, but was always ready to attend to the requests of jL 
faithful Pithecanthropi, for at any time, day or night, ® 
replies to their supplications were prompt and certain. ^ 

True enough it was that the God’s replies were 
verbatim repetitions of what the Pithecanthropi told 
but they accounted for this by assuming that the ^ , 
repeated their words thus accurately as a sign to them t® 
their requests had been duly heard and noted—which %  
quite as good an assumption as one finds in many lft 
Religions. j

Thus originated Religion on the earth—in empty S?B ¡j 
and hollow mockery. And it is not difficult to detect *® 
these characteristics of its origin even unto this day.

Guest: “ Well, what do you want ? ” .j,
Hall Boy : “ Oh, nullin', boss; only dis am Room 

an’ I ’s got a bet wif Jim Harris dat you’ll commit 
’fore mornin’, an it’s mos’ four o'clock now. But dat 8 
right, boss. Don’t hurry yo’saif on my account 1 ”
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Correspondence.

TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”
ii r?,IR|~ ^ n article in the Freethinker of last week, entitled 
the 6 ^ a'ne.c* Tower,” by F. J. Gould, appealed strongly to 
news7mPa*;*Jies of human nature (this, by the way, is nothing 
is th °t ^ a*i wr>ter) and gave us a sample of what a martyr 
Slav >°t may b0 encompassed with failings and a partial 
that6 j ,  8uPerstition. David Lazzaretti made himself and 
costn * hlS *°^owers conspicuous by wearing different colored 
hats ^ an<̂  refl tunics, with blue mantles and red 
featticf“eJ>rophet’s hat was blue, on which fluttered three
w * 1. To find the origin of these religious customs we 
in j ,?olt hack through many ages of the past to find that 
manv la.’ '‘he country from which we as a people owe so 
rsver °f °Ur roi'8*ous beliefs, in which are included the 
3is_l0nc® ,or holding in esteem the very colors that David 
task t *Q cos<lumes while working at his self-imposed 

tn’ i *10 religious books of India, then, that great nation 
in nUj-'j Peoples whose influence has been and is still great 
theh T° ’ ^  commtm*ties of men, we find in their books 
kis ¡0], rin'ty represented by the very colors that David and 
to ar j,Wers y °re in his religions work. The books referred 
Trinit • Researches (p. 45, vol. viii.), in which their

y is printed in the following manner :—
8amah> Vishnu, S iva,

As emblematical of 
P reservation, D estruction.

These are referred to
Space, T ime,

And painted them
Blue W hite

(to represent apparent (in contrast to black 
. , color of space.) night of eternity.)

° *oo£ U*e colors that represent the Trinity of the 
Chtiut* natne^ > and> therefore, it is equally true of so-called 
W0tsh-an nations who use those colors in their forms of 
lW: t  ^ ° “8b, in many cases, they are ignorant of the 
Chufp,^8’*' **be present time in the Catholic and Protestant

Creationi

Matter,

,, Red 
,t0 ^present 

ance.)

;ypti 8 W6 still have the colors representing the Indian, 
tpl; an<L I might say, the Japanese deity in the

O,
o a u j j  u u o  u a p m u o s c  U D iu jr  i u  u u o

Red ,o£ ^he officiating priests; for do wo not seethe 
aboyg an^ Blue—or Black—that, according to the
teallv ^e°P'e8i represent the powers of nature, which is 
in oneyaQiA *mly one, or, according to mythologists, three 
, Theas .
te gj, are not the only cases in which these colors are to 
Law ctVod' It I mistake not, the presiding judge in our 
ate the°Qt*,s. wears them ; and, above and beyond all, they 
hiade\ ,nati°nal colors (without jingoism is the assertion
kneJ  0£ tbo*no greatest empire that the world perhaps ever 
there':! *n almost every clime in which the sun rises 

fi 8b'nes on the colors that men have chosen to repre- 
nation—namely, the Red, Whito, and Blue flag, 

^ i°rs of which wore, at one time, purely religious 
Parts o f *8 t£l0 foundation of all religious creeds in all

Jan« world without one exception. i, v __„_ 
»nuary 25 ,1911 . K- Youno.

B ible English.
■Ise Bib]
ktcept 6 Society is to celebrato next April what it calls the 
PttbliCa)?ary—£bo three hundredth anniversary—of the first 
ocoaeio'0“ °* *b° English Bible. With reference to this 
^atne] ’ , 0 Utica Observer asserts that “ thoro is no better 

i,eJ?‘.g0°d English than this book,” and then adds :— 
the t 18 £act has been admitted by those who rejected the 
f0r ®ac*'ings of the Bible utterly. Robert G. Ingersoll, the 
Bible °8t ^ 8n08l;ic °f bis day, was a great admirer of the 
^ho ’ an<£ was probably moro familiar with it than many 
fr0 accePted its teachings. lie could quote chapters of it 
clet„ *®Mnory, ttn(j ¡j ¡a probably the fact that not many 
a irm e n  are more familiar with the book than was this 
P's 16ver- He said many times that it was the finest 

T ^ 6  d °f ^ n8''sh literature in existence.”
• SBtsoll *s well meant, but contains little truth,

kjsce of p y ,no means regarded the Bible as “ the finest 
^ ¡ ^ ¡ ^ g l i s h  literature in existence.” He accordod that 
tfPMiv t ,D *° £Be works of Shakespeare, and never said 
¿•‘Mg ^ altn°*i” and we do not believe ho did once, that the 
A*t th 8 S0’<Iue *n excellence from a litorary point of view. 
Jitter gv “ ‘bio oxcels all other books, or that “ there is no 
[ 0 O Pl6 g°0(I English available for the student," as 

k °Qr t 0 -  asserts, is pious fiction. I t is no model for writers
0 ’ £Bore never was any such written or spoken
1 fy „ 8 **■. PTcsents either boforo or after it. It contains 
w^Betic ki itna8°ry quaintly expressed, but its style is 
0  ̂ the ^  ° ana ridiculous. The Bible is not comparable 
0tke 8aj,j ^ r ^ s  of uninspired authors. As John Romsburg

’ *t is a long way from God to Shakespeare.
— Truthseeker (New York).

“ THERE IS NO GOD.”
I  found thee not by the starved widow’s bed,
Nor in the sick-rooms where my dear ones died;
In cities vast I hearkened for thy tread,
And heard a thousand call thee, wretched eyed,
Worn out, and bitter. But the heavens denied 
Their melancholy maker. From the dead 
Assurance came nor answer. Then I fled 
Into these wastes, and raised my hands, and cried 
“ The seasons pass—the sky is as a pall ”
Then wasted hands on withering hearts we press— 
There is no God, in vain we plead and call,
In vain with weary eyes we search and guess—
Like children in an empty house sit all,
Castaway children, born and fatherless.

Robert Buchanan.

National Secular Society.

R eport of Monthly E xecutive Meeting  held on J an. 26.
In the absence of the President through indisposition, Mr. 

Cohen occupied the chair. There were also present:— 
Messrs. Barry, Bowman, Cohen, Cowell, Dobson, Dawson, 
Heaford, Lloyd, Leat, Lazarnick, Moss, Roger, Rosetti, 
Samuels, Silverstein, Shore, Schindel, Thurlow, and Wood.

A letter was read from Mr. Foote explaining his absence 
and referring to matters of business. A resolution express
ing regret for the cause of his absence, and assuring him of 
his colleagues’ appreciation of his services to the cause, was 
carried unanimously.

The minutes of the previous meeting were read and con
firmed, and the monthly cash statement received and 
adopted.

The Secretary reported that a grant of £50 had been 
received from the Secular Society, Limited.

New members were received for the following Branches:— 
Birmingham, Liverpool, Maesteg, Rhondda, Wood Green, 
and the Parent Society.

Grants towards defraying the expenses of out-door propa
ganda were made to the following Branches:—Bethnal 
Green, North London, and Islington.

The death of a respected member of the Executive, Mr. 
A. Lewis, was reported, and a vote of sympathy with his 
family passed.

The Secretary was instructed to make arrangements for 
out-door demonstrations in the London parks during the 
coming season.

It was also resolved to arrange for another social evening 
at Anderton’s Hotel for the beginning of March.

Other matters of business were dealt with, and the 
Secretary was instructed to send out the usual circular 
reminding Branches of the approaching Annual Conference. 
The meeting then adjourned.

E. M. Vance, General Secretary.

Obituary.
■ «-----

We have again to record the loss of another staunch and 
valiant member of our Society in the person of Mr. Alexander 
Lewis, a member of our Executive and of the Wood Green 
Branch, who passed away on Monday, January 23, after a 
long and painful illness. Mr. Lewis has been known to us 
for upwards of twenty-five years as a man of education and 
wide reading, a fluent and always courteous speaker, and a 
writer of no mean order. Ho was always an enthusiastic 
admirer of the Freethinker and of its Editor, and formerly 
an occasional contributor. Although never losing an oppor
tunity of doing battle for Freethonght, his abilities were not 
solely confined to that side of progress. Much of his time 
was devoted to the local Liberal cause, and he was a cease
less opponent to Tariff Reform. Almost his last act was to 
leave written instructions for his remains to be cremated, 
and to reiterate that he died as he had lived, “ a convinced 
and avowed Atheist, with profound conviction, painstakingly 
thought out, of the evil influence of all religions.” His col
leagues on the N. S. S. Executive passed a resolution, on 
Thursday last, conveying their sympathy to his widow and 
sons, and oxpressing their appreciation of his long years of 
unselfish service to the cause. The cremation took place 
at Golders Green on Saturday; the service, of an interest
ingly personal character, being impressively read by Mr. 
J. T. Lloyd. The General Secretary of the N. S. S. and 
Messrs. Thurlow and Samuels represented the Executive of 
the Society. His immediate relatives, and many of his per
sonal friends and fellow-members of the Wood Green Branch, 
were present; and the Islington, Kingsland, and North 
London Branches also sent representatives.—E. M. Vance, 
General Secretary.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.

Notices of Lectures, eto., must reach us by first post on Tuesday, 
and be marked “ Lecture Notice ” if not sent on postcard.

LONDON.
I ndoor

Queen’s (Minor) H all (Langham-place, W .): 7.30, Mrs. H . 
Bradlaugh Bonner, “ Freethought and the Portuguese Revo
lution.”

I slington B ranch N. S. 8 . (46 Dame-street): Monday, at 8, 
Discussion Class. Saturday, at 8, Elocution Class.

W est H am B ranch N. S. 8 . (Public (Minor) Hall, Canning 
Town) : 7.30, F. A. Davies, “ Bradlaughism.”

Outdoor.
E dmonton B ranch N. 8. S. (The Green): 7, J. Hecht,

“ The Teachings and Character of Christ.”
I slington B ranch N. B. 8. (Highbury Corner): 12 noon, 

Ivan Paperno, a Lecture.
COUNTRY.

I ndoor.
B irmingham B ranch N. 8 . S . (King's Hall, Corporation-street): 

C. Cohen, 3, “ Militarism and Freethought” ; 7, “ Christianity 
in its Cradle.”

L eicester S ecular S ociety (Secular Hall, Humberstone Gate) : 
6.30, Joseph McCabe, “ Sir Oliver Lodge and a Future Life.”

L iverpool B ranch N. S. S. (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square): 
7, Sidney Wollen, “ The Converted Infidel.”

M anchester B ranch N. 8. S. (Secular Hall, Rusholme-road, 
All Saints): 6.30, R. C. Phillips, “ Some Problems of Unem
ployment.”

R hondda B ranch N. S. S. (Parry’s Temperance Bar, Tony- 
pandy) : 3, J. Hammond, a Lecture.

W est S tanley B ranch N. S . S . (Co-operative Ante-Room): 6, 
Business Meeting.

FLOWERS FREETHOUGHT
B y G. W . FOOTE.

Contains scores of entertaining and informing Essays and 
Articles on a great variety of Freethought topios.

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

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

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

inch. Special terms for several continuous insertions.

PROPAGANDIST LEAFLETS. New Issue.
Skunks, G. W. Foote ; 2. Bible and Teetotalism, J. M. " a Ygllt 
3. Principles of Secularism, C. Watts; 4. Where Af e ^  
Hospitals ? R. Ingersoll. 5. Because the Bible Tetu 
So, W. P. Ball. Often the means of arresting atte o8t 
and making new members. Price 6d. per hundred, ^ , 
free 7d. Special rates for larger quantities. Sample* 
receipt of stamped addressed envelope.—N. S. S. S®CB 
2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

THE

MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA
An Address delivered at Chicago by

M. M. M A N G A S A R IA N .
Will be forwarded, post free, for

TH REE HALFPENCE-
T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, F a rr in g d o n -s tre e h E ^ '

A N EW  (THE THIRD) EDITION
OF

FROM FICTION TO FACT.
By F. BONTE.

(Issued by the Secular Society, Limited.)

R E V ISE D  AN D  EN LARG ED. 
SH O U LD  BE S C A T T E R E D  BROADCAST.

SIXTY-FO UR PAGES.
P R I C E  O N E  P E N N Y *

The P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street,

T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y
(LIMITED)

Company Limited by Guarantee.

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

Chairman o f 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 be based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super
natural belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 
end of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
To promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com
plete secularisation of the State, eto., eto. 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 np and the assets were insufficient to cover 
liabilities—a most unlikely contingency.

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

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

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

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

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, Li&.J, 
can receive donations and bequests with absolute securl 0̂ 
Those who are in a position to do so are invited to 
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s favor in *?‘ 
wills. On this point there need not be the slightest apprehen81 ri 
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The execu* j  
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary cours ^ 
administration. No objection of any kind has been raised . 
connection with any of the wills by which the Society p 
already been benefited. ¡}

The Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Battcock, 
Rood-lane, Fenchuroh-street, London, E.O. .0*

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a sufficient lot01 A 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators:—“ I give 
“ bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum of £ j,y 
“ free from Legacy Duty, and I direct that a receipt signed., 
“ two members of the Board of the said Society and the Secre^ 
“ thereof shall be a good discharge to my Executors lQt 
‘ said Legacy.”

Friends of the Society who have remembered it in their J 
or who intend to do so, should formally notify the Secretary ¡j) 
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, wb° (y, 
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This is not nece86®  ̂
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or mislaid* ^  
their contents have to be established by competent testimony-
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Na t i o n a l  s e c u l a r  s o c i e t y .
President: G. W. FOOTE.

Secretary; Miss E M. Vance, 2 Newcastle-st., London, E.C.

Sec Principles and Objects.
andDt ARISM *eac^es that conduct should be based on reason 
inte f °Ŵ 8e- R knows nothing of divine guidance or 
iesa d 1 ? C8 ’• ^  exc û^es supernatural hopes and fears ; it 

, happiness as man’s proper aim, and utility as his moral guide.
SeoulT.m .•ijib f lIansi? a®rms that Progress is only possible through 

seekr t *a at once a right and a duty; and therefore
tv,̂ Ks.7  remo' ,e every barrier to the fullest equal freedom of 
bought, action, and speech.
as g tarism declares that theology is condemned by reason 
aS8a Upor8titi°us, and by experience as mischievous, and 

g 1 8 jt as the historic enemy of Progress. 
apre6*? ar*8m accor *̂ngiy seeks to dispel superstition; to 
^oral't educati°n : to disestablish religion ; to rationalise 
Piat • i ’ £o Promote peace ; to dignify labor ; to extend 
the peopl Wed'he*ng ! and to realise the self-government of

A Membership.
y person is eligible as a member on signing thetoll,„°lW*ng.declaration:— 

pled °es*re to join the National Secular Society, and I 
Uprvii?0.,^y®elfi if admitted as a member, to co-operate in 
P'opiotmg its objects."

Name.......
Address.........................................................................

Occupation ................................................................ .
Dated thie..............day o f ................................. 190 ...

i»;*?*8 declaration should be transmitted to the Secretary 
subscription.

' ' Dey°nd a minimum of Two Shillings per year, every 
ember is left to fix his own subscription according to 

18 •tteans and interest in the cause.

rp. Immediate Practical Objects.
HjLeg i t im at io n  of Bequests to Secular or other Free- 
hetfi j  ^ooieties, for the maintenance and propagation of 
e0n d V X °P*nl°na 011 matters of religion, on the same 

. ops as apply to Christian or Theistio churches or

jThg Abolition of the Blasphemy Laws, in order that 
0 ‘gion may be canvassed as freely as other subjects, with- 
D,J ear of fine or imprisonment.
J-ho Disestablishment and Disendowment of the State 

Porches in England, Scotland, and Wales, 
in q ° Volition of all Religious Teaching and Bible Reading 
hy t k ° ° lB’ or other eduoational establishments supported

Th
child 8 Opening of ah endowed educational institutions to the 

rj, ren and youth of all classes alike, 
of otlQ Abrogation of all laws interfering with the free use 

?nday for the purpose of culture and recreation ; and the 
aiui , y opening of State and Municipal Museums, Libraries, 

Galleries.
eqQa] . f°5m of the Marriage Laws, especially to secure 
and . lU8fice for husband and wife, and a reasonable liborty

T h ^ ^ y  °-£ divorce’that “ Equalisation of the legal status of men and women, so 
rights may bo independent of sexual distinctions. 

lt0ta “ Protection of children from all forms of violence, and 
Ciw. , gceed of thoso who would mako a profit out of thoir 
P g a tu re  labor.
lew ® Abolition of all hereditary distinctions and privileges, 
brotherh d antagonistia to justico and human

dit̂ 6 Improvement by all just and wise means of the con- 
in ¿ns °f daily life for tho masses of the poople, especially 
dwell^ 118 and cities, whoro insanitary and incommodious 
Wea^ln§si and the want of open spaces, cause physical 

ThQ8p8 and ^l8ease> an<l the deterioration of family life. 
Itself .m°ti°n of the right and duty of Labor to organise 
claim t moral and economical advancement, and of its 

Th a £ê a£ Pr°toction in such combinations.
U ^ .8.Substitution of the idea of Reform for that of Punish
ing«,1? treatment of criminals, bo that gaols may no 
but i b° Places of brutalisation, or even of more deten ion, 
th0SQ ac.es °f physical, intellectual, and moral elevation for 

An p  0 816 afflicted with anti-social tendencies. 
th6tt. ^ tension  of the moral law to animals, so as to securo 

The nmano treatment and legal protection against cruelty. 
tnti0„e , “motion of Peace betwoen nations, and the ubsti- 

, Arbitration for War in tho settlement of intor- 
t,onal disputes.

1 State.

America’s Freethought Newspaper.

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

CONTINUED BY E. M. MACDONALD, 1883-1909.
G. E . MACDONALD....................................................  E ditob.
L. K. WASHBURN ....................... E ditorial Contbibdtob.

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

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

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

which are free.
THE TRUTH SEEKER COMPANY,

Publishers, Dealers in Freethought Books,
62 Vesey Street, New York, U .S.A.

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

IS, I BELIEVE,

THE BEST BOOK
ON THIS SUBJECT.

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

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

A POPULAR EDITION IN PAPER COVERS.
A copy of this edition post free for 2d. A dozen 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 should be sent to the author,
J. R. H O LM ES, E A ST  HANNEY, W ANTAGE.

PAMPHLETS by C. COHEN.

Foreign M issions, their D angers and
D elusions ... ... ... ... Sd.

Full of facts and figures.

An Outline o f Evolutionary E th ics ... 6d.
Principles of ethics, based on the doctrine of Evolution. 

Socialism, Atheism , and C hristianity.. Id. 
C hristianity and Social E th ics ... Id. 
Pain  and Providence M« ... t-M Id.

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

.  e k e s  8W »cBBEEï SO B O Ï *

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

or Blasphemy, on April 24, 1883.

With Special Preface and many Footnotes

Price FOURPENCB. Post free FIYEPENCE.

T ub P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-strect, Farringdon-street E.C.
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SUNDAY EVENING FREETHOUGHT LECTURES

Q u e e n ' s  ( M i n o r )  H a l l ,
LÄNGHAM PLACE, LONDON, W.

(Under the auspices o f the Secular Society, Ltd.)

FEBRUARY 5 .-M rs. H. BRADLAUGH BO NNER:
“ F R EE T H O U G H T  AND T H E  PO RTU G U ESE  G O VERN M EN T.”

FEBRUARY 12.-Mr. C. C O H E N :
‘C H R IST IA N IT Y  IN IT S  CRADLE.”

FEBRUARY 19.-Mr. C. C O H E N :
“ C H R IST IA N IT Y  IN DECAY.”

FEBRUARY 26— M r. J. T. L L O Y D :
“ H ISTO RY CO OKED TO C H R IST IA N  ORDER.”

Yocal and Instrum ental Music Before each Lecture. 
Questions and Discussion Invited.

Front Seats Is . Back Seats 6d. A Few  Seats Free. 
Music from 7 to 7.30. Lecture at 7.30.

A LIBERAL OFFER NOTHING LIKE IT.
Greatest Popular Family Reference Book and Sexology— Almost Given Away. A Million sold

at 3 and 4 dollars— Now Try it Yourself.
Insure Your L ife—You D ie to W in; Buy th is Book, You Learn to Live.

Ignorance kills—knowledge saves—be wise in time. Men weaken, sicken, die— 
knowing how to live. “ Habits that enslave ” wreck thonsands—yonng and old 
Fathers fail, mothers are “ bed-ridden,” babies die. Family fends, marital miseries, 

divorces—even murders—All can be avoided by self-knowledge, self-control.
You can discount heaven—dodge hell—here and now, by reading and applying tb0 
wisdom of this one book of 1,200 page», 400 illustration», 80 lithograph» on 18 anatomic<u 

color plates, and over 250 prescription».
OF COURSE YOU WANT TO KNOW WHAT EVERYONE OUGHT TO KNOW-

T he Young—How to choose the best to m arry.
T he Married—H ew to be happy in marriage.
T he F ond P arent—How to have prize babies.
T he Mother—How to have them without pain.
T he Childless—H ow to be fruitful and m ultiply.
T he Curious—How they “ growed ” from germ-cell.
T he H ealths—How to enjoy life and keep well.
T he I nvalid—How to brace up and keep well.

Whatever you’d ash a doctor you find herein, or (if not, Dr. F. will answer your inquiry free, any time)
Dr. Foote’s books have been the popular instructors of the masses in America for fifty years (often re-written, enlarged, 
and always kept up-to-date). For twenty years they have sold largely (from London) to all countries where English >9 
spoken, and everywhere highly praised. Last editions are best, largest, and most for the price. You may save the pric0 
by not buying, and you may lose your life (or your wife or child) by not knowing some of the vitally important truths it tell9.

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

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

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

Panderma, Turkey : “ I can avow frankly there is rarely to b0 
found such an interesting book as yours.”—K. H. (Chemist)’ 

Calgary, Can.: “ The information therein has changed my whole 
idea of life—to be nobler and happier.”—D. N. M.

Laverton, W. Aust. : “ I consider it worth ten timeB the pries* 
I have benefited much by it.”—R. M.

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

Price EIGHT SHILLINGS by Mail to any Address.

O R D E R  O P  T H E  P I O N E E R  P R E S S ,
2 N E W C A ST LE  STREET, LONDON, E.O.

Printed and Published by the P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, London, E.C.


