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yuar |1°m Relieving a thing because you have heard it,
'nth~™  believe nothing without having put yourself
esame position as if you had never heard it.

—Pascal.

On Ridicule.

~ead$ N nj8a™ ~ere are “wo °lasees of people who
nia -—-*®—priests and fools. They cry out that
QfEFl'\nment, but they know it is. It has been
Usrd ittbe M@8t potent form of argument. Euclid
trered In.k’8 immortal Geometry; for what else is
Hijeh Uctl° ad absurdumwhich he sometimes employs ?
OrigilB*  against the priests of Baal. The
gPeralr 7a” ers found it effective against the Pagan
Vegpn  on8>an” 1 turn it was adopted as the best
Hflip , ®F attack on them by Lucian and Celsus.
ttabela88as ,“een used hy Bruno, Erasmus, Luther,
dfianP, 8 Swift, and Voltaire, by nearly all the great
41[ Jj~tors of the human mind.

Wien 086 men used it for a serious purpose, They
Trey  Ootaodians who amused the public for pence.
ridicule as a keen rapier, more swift

~al than the heaviest battle-axe. Terrible as
kasfl 6 iOvin-brand of their denunciation, it was
it 62"an the Greek fire of their sarcasm. |
< Hlu ~ they were men of serious aims, and in-
aia °ould they have been otherwise ? All true
°fel®e In8 wijt is founded on a basis of seriousness;
treie ’ 88" e*ne said, it is nothing but a sneeze of
Red fon' .~°°d felt the same thing when he pro-
tore D°r bis epitaph: “ Here lies one who made

°E his an”™ B a™ more blood, than any other man

~thel Well8ay.B in his fine vindication of Voltaire,
asthe o Useirridicule, not as the test of truth, but
«coorge of folly." And he adds—

ptdj 18Ir°ny, his wit, his pungent and telling sarcasms,
more effect than the gravest arguments could
jnB.jg°n®! and there can be no doubt that he was fully

fiatur 1 *n UBME those great resources with which
the : ° lad endowed him, since by their aid ho advanced

ibeir ter°8i'8 °f truth, and relieved men from some of
tQOd inveterate prejudices.”

puts it much better in his grandiose

b'caroot6ll aays of Voltaire that “ he was irony
" Nitaiei°r &ivati°n °f mankind.”

6 8 °PPOoentB, as Buoklo points out, had a

i~ioosTerence “9r_ar,bignity, and they were im-
fh = to reason. To compare great things with
57eau opponents are of the same character.
H Bunaent is lost upon them ; it runs off them
tetiler from a duck. When we approach the
*gddtj,8 °f their faith in a spirit of reverence, we
tubing ~“half the battle. We must concede them
b’bal pi . bat they call reverence is only conven-
e’a”\ce- It must be stripped away from the

& le aod if argument will not remove the veil,
th Away w”b the insane notion that
t QsapJ 18 reverend because it is ancient 1 If it is
in™*be f Tears °*d, treat it exaotly as if it were
ePace Ur8*jme to-day. Science reoognises nothing
aod time to invalidate the laws of nature.

- "in the past as well as in the present,
62 ~Al as well as in London. That is how

Vip.
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W. FOOTE.

Pbice Twopence

i Science regards everything; and at bottom Science
and common-sense are one and the same.

Professor Huxley, in his admirable little book on
Hume, after pointing out the improbability of cen-
taurs, says that judged by the canons of science all
“ miracles” are centaurs. He also considers what
would happen if he were told by the greatest ana-
tomist of the age that he had seen a centaur. He
admits that the weight of such authority would
stagger him, but it would soarcely make him believe.
“ 1 could get no further,” says Huxley, “ than a sus-
pension of judgment."

Now | venture to say that if Johannes Miuller had
told Huxley any such thing, he would have at once
concluded that the great anatomist was joking or
suffering from hallucination. As a matter of fact
trained investigators do not see these incredible
monstrosities, and Huxley's hypothetical case goes
far beyond every attested miracle. But | do say
that if Johannes Muller, or anyone else, alleged that
he had seen a centaur, Huxley would never think of
investigating the absurdity.

Yet the allegation of a great anatomist on suoh a
matter is infinitely more plausible than any mira-
culous story of the Christian religion. The “ cen-
taurs 7 of faith were 3een centuries ago by
superstitious people ; and what is more, the relation
of them was never made by the witnesses, but
always by other people, who generally lived a few
generations at least after the time.

What on earth are we to do with people who
believe in “ centaurs ” on such evidenoe, who make
laws to protect their superstition, and appoint priests
at the public cost to teach the “ centaur” science?
The way to answer this question is to ask another.
How should we treat people who bejieved that cen-
taurs could bo seen now ? Why, of oourse, we should
laugh at them. And that is how we should treat
people who believe that men-horses ever existed
at all.

Does anybody ask that | shall seriously discuss
whether an old woman with a divining-rod can
detect hidden treasures ; whether Mr. Home floated
in the air or Mrs. Guppy sailed from house to house ;
whether cripples are cured at Lourdes or all manner
of diseases at St. Winifred’s Well ? Must | patiently
reason with a man who tells me that he saw water
turned into wine, or a few loaves and fishes turned
into a feast for multitudes, or dead men rise np from
their graves ? Surely not. | do what every sensible
man does. | recognise no obligation to reason with
such hallucinate mortals ; | simply treat them with
ridicule.

So with the past. Its delusions are no more
entitled to respect than those of to-day. Jesus
Christ as a miracle-worker is just as absurd as any
modern pretender. Whether in the Bible, the
Koran, the Arabian Nights, Monte Christo, or Baron
Munchausen, a tremendous “ walker ” is the fit sub-
ject of a good laugh. And Freethinkers mean to
enjoy their laugh, as some consolation for the
wickedness of superstition. The Christian faith is
suoh that it makes us laugh or cry. Are we wrong
in preferring to laugh ?

There is an old story of a man who was plagued
by the Devil. The fiend was always dropping in at
inconvenient times, and making the poor fellow’s
life a hell on earth. He sprinkled holy water on the
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floor, but by-and-bye the “ old 'on” hopped about
successfully on the dry spots. He flung things at
him, but all in vain. At last he resolved on desperate
measures. Ha plucked up his courage, looked the
Davil straight in the face, and laughed at him.
That ended the battle. The Devil could not stand
laughter. He fled that moment and never returned.
Superstition is the Devil. Treat him to a hearty,
wholesome laugh. It is the surest exorcism, and you
will find laughter medicinal for mind and body too.
Ridioule, and again ridicule, and ever ridicule !

G. W. Foote.

Mind and Purpose in Nature.—lIIlI.

(Continued from p. 83.)

Something needs be said in passing on Dr. Wallace’s
belief that man’'s color sense, with “ our higher
aesthetic and moral attributes,” cannot be fully
accounted for by Natural Selection, but have been
developed for the purpose of qualifying him for a
“ higher and more enduring life.” However conclu-
sively it may be shown that purely utilitarian con-
siderations account for the beginnings of color and
of acolor sense, Dr. Wallace still maintains that we
cannot on ordinary scientific lines account for the
present development of either. But in this argu-
ment it is tacitly assumed that color is practically
coextensive with the plant and insect world. The
color of sea and sky, of sunset and sunrise, and of
other natural phenomena must have existed so long
as the earth has been anything more than a molten
mass. Color did not commence, as a natural fact,
with the existence of an animal capable of peroeiving
and appreciating it, nor does it even now exist with
any obvious relation to human existence. Moreover,
some sort af a color sense exists in animals other
than man—how far removed from man no one is able
to clearly say. But Lubbock’s experiments plainly
proved that bees recognise various colours ; and un-
less animals and insects do recognise colors, it is
hard to see what meaning is to be attached to warning,
mimetio, or protective coloration in the animal and
plant worlds. The whole point in such coloration is
that some animal shall be attracted, or warned off,
or deceived. And how is this to be done unless a
certain experience is associated with a certain
coloration ?

Of course, no one believes that animals take the
same keen aesthetic pleasure in colors that man does.
But the fact of their recognising colors proves the
existence of a nascent color sense, and that gives
the foundation for more developed forms. And it is
quite in line with what we know of the oourse of
evolution in other directions that secondary develop-
ments should occur which in time come to have an
independent value of tbeir own. Thus all sex rela-
tions are based upon the crude and animal fact of
sexual differentiation. And it can be observed how
in many directions a liking for qualities of color or
form has been evolved with no other end than that
of species perpetuation. But even with animals
possessing no marked degree of self-consoiousness the
means to an end must become an end in themselves,
otherwise the purpose of ths process is frustrated.
To take a single illustration: while we can easily
trace the connection between the nest-building in-
stinct of birds and the rearing of young, it would be
absurd to assume that the bird builds a nest with an
intention to deposit its eggs and rear its young.
The facts become still clearer when we turn to self-
consoious man. “Esthetio considerations still con-
tinue to serve their primary purpose of maintaining
a selection in mating ; but here the secondary aspect
has not only secured an independent value of its
own, but is often a preponderating factor. Beauty
of form and grace of character are consciously pur-
sued as ends in themselves, while man’s conscious-
ness of pleasurable emotions and of the means of
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realising them gives his aesthetic nature f
degree of strength and independence.

The delight that man takes in color is»
nothing more than a special application of thep ~
ciple briefly outlined. Just as the mere existenc
an organ brings with it organio promptings to 6
cise and develop it, so the ability to appreciate c
leads to a desire for the gratification of this ¢
city, and consequently to its strengthening. ..
Wallace’'s argument that the color sense is grOgl
than is demanded by the principle of survival v
is thus beside the point. The mere fact that
or any other animal, delights in exercising a cer
capacity or organ really gives it a certain suiw ™
value, since it strengthens the joy of living and ~
desire to live. What Dr. Wallace ought to 0O
prove his case is to instance some quality °r st
ture that is without survival value from its inoept* ~

Finally, why is the aesthetic sense of man restrio
to color ? Form—to mention one other factor—0
important as color in sesthetios. And it can00
pretended that pleasing forms began to existsl*4
appearance of man, or that they then became.
plentiful. From the most remote ages the mm
world, and later the plant world—to say noth*nS
other aspects of nature—presented forms as Plegid
as anything we have to-day. Ferns that are 1O
in the coal measures are as beautiful and as
as any that line the wayside to-day. And if al ~
beauty of form in nature exists without referen0O
man, why not the beauty of color? Is it not8 O
and more scientific, and more intelligible to a8
that man’'s jEsthetic sense being the prodnoi®
natural conditions necessarily finds its modes
standards of beauty among the conditions that a
developed it ? 09

Perhaps a still more fatal objection to Dr. Wal*fl g
thesis that nature shows directive mind and Par’&ly
is found in the fact that nature does not show id
of the examples selected qualities created solely j
the benefit of the animal possessing then)»
characteristics, the end of which, is to outwit s fl
other animal bent upon its destruction. Thbh«"
the matter of nuts, which Dr. Wallace believes ~
“intended " to be eaten, their coloring is alway8 gt
protective kind. Before ripening they are the c®jof
of the foliage, and after ripening they are the @
of the ground or of decaying leaves. Tbe ipg
develops qualities that tend to prevent its \fl
eaten, and the animal has a keenness that
penetrate its diguise. A beast of prey ”¢
strength or coloration enabling it to stalk or
Its natural prey develops characteristics that ' »
enable it to escape. And so through the whole ~ i
of life. Every new development in the animal e
is the attempt of an animal to evade or ovOr’?(®8
organio or inorganio enemies that threaten itO jpg
truction. The unity of nature is not someth>
produced by a benificent co-operation of mot°~ 0
helpful parts, it is a unity that results from
balance of warring components. It is at be(® ry
armed peace which only lasts so long as O jy,
offensive development meets with a prompt g
Where this does not occur, war, with no mer’y
the vanquished, is at once declared.

Is this endless game of cheok and con M,
check what one ought to expect if nature really m,
closed a oreative mind and purpose? Of c°°1SIVO
human affairs we adopt some such plan, as wbe
place a man in an office of supreme important)0' jjis
then devise plans to prevent him exercising &
power in the wrong direction. But this is be0 g
we have to deal with human nature as it is.
could make our officials as we want them
checks would be unnecessary. So when Dr. ™ jjjt
says that the present plan is the best becao8 -y
the only plan that could have succeeded, onO
reply, certainly it is the only plan that could
resulted—given the material universe as we ba\ i
But as Dr. Wallace assumes that the
angels ” created the ether, and others created ma
and so forth, the responsibility for the neoess
the devices indicated rests with those who e»0



FEBRUARY 12, 1911

tie6 mai Oiaa' nniversa with all its foroes and proper-

1 kbat basis we are oertainly warranted in

0 mg for a more intelligible and more intelligent
mw°~ N ‘n8athan aotnally exists.

of i™ ~ *ace b&s a very interesting aside, on p. 279
‘8bo?k, which aptly expresses his warm sympathy

h social reform. Ho writes very strongly of the
1 espread ravage of nature by the destruction of
toil' an” veSOtable life, of the number of people
abl In? /or a hare existence, or stricken with prevent-
O disease, as a consequence of the greed and
arice of man. This is what one would have
sh” ki WN1900 the social reformer. But it
ould have occurred to Wallace the believer in
» —irec_ tive Mind ” in nature, and who believes that
is D'V 8 Pos8ihle worlds,” that all this
in  «°f ~he directive control for which he is plead-
8 If it is part of the “ plan,” regret is foolish ; if
ho*3 “ plan,” one would like to know
met happens to occur. So far as man’'s defaoe-
ev  r“.natare is concerned, he is only doing what
Be t™ lving species does—gain his own ends irres-
ma N0 ~he consequence to others. So far as
jje ? 8 Mistreatment of his fellow man is concerned,
1Ba°ting worse than most groups of animals, who
inWe reshriot their ill-treatment to outsiders. And,
lot ' °a3¢ the “ Directive Mind ” seems to have
®.jts influence precisely at the point where it
Qu have been most useful.
"I £ er disproof of “ Plan” or “ Purpose” or
Of Mention ” in the development of a higher species
animal through the operation of Natural Selection
hist ’WkO rodicated. From one point of view the
Da °r N atnrai Selection has been unfortunate.
Belr'fia avowedly borrowed the phrase from the
alow !°n Pra°ti80d by breeders, and Theists were not
B to argue that the “ divine mind ” played the
inis *n "1® production of species that man did
k ,be Production of a new variety. Then, because a
it— type resulted from the struggle for existence,
~ 88as3nrned that the production of a higher type
of fk 6 “ ParP080” °f the process, and so, oareless
dp 8 wh° went under, God was praised for pro-
Jl Ing a better species of animal, even though it
Placed a less satisfactory pieoe of his handiwork
inv 8? 7ar as we can 8Peah °t any “ intention”
te ?.Ved in thO process of Natural Se ectlon the in-
~a lon is not preservation but elimination. For
mi~ al Selection only operates where there is eli-
ation. Why, for instance, is there an evolution
chi t adisease like consumption, and none against
jillj Oon'P°x? The answer is that because the first
to if ara*because the immunity of people in relation
kill / ante8 from zero upward—the least immune are
ar*d the rest remain. Chicken-pox, on the
ttjQy hand, does not Kill—it merely affliots; and so
iati DirOotivOo Mind ” allows generation after gene-
j@i°n °f children to be afflicted by it. There is evo-
a, On against any disease that Kills; there is none
°st a disease that merely torments and weakens.
I6g aae the animal world, and there is the same
ani °n’ =~ ow is it that the level of any speoies of
of j?a*is raised ? Simply by the Killing off of such
<ifQ 8 Members as are not able to overcome certain
cities of the environment. Generation after
ie eati°n those members of a species that fail to
ti0Q fk COrtain 8tandard are killed. In each genera-
te those that are above the standard survive.
Petit** "crease °f numbers, or to inorease of corn-
kind tvf gtandard °f survival is raised, and the
Re that survives at one time perishes at another.
Wher = a ?trongOr> sturdier type of anlmal But
of 0* this process can we detect any “ intention ”
greai °duQing this stronger type ? Where there is no
tion if'hhJg there is no great advance. No elimina-
Sei death, no evolution, is the law of Natural
the 110n- fi*i8 a selection, not of the fittest, but of
the nf* esk Dr* Wallace places the emphasis on
“ Dirr*?-ng half of the prooess. Nature—and the
Beekin® MG iQd ” in Nature, if there be one—is not
Who 8 . Preserve; it is seeking to destroy. Those

able ; WJlve 80 because natural processes are not
O kill them. If we are to personify Nature at
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all, we shall do it accurately by figuring it as a brutal
and vengeful being, first creating animal life, then
destroying all it possibly can, and only failing to
destroy all bsoause their natural endowments place
them beyond its power. The Survival of the Fittest
is no proof Nature’s kindly intentions towards animal
life; it is rather the registration of malevolence

towads its own creations. ~  COHEN

(To be concluded.)

Man’'s Freedom.

Principal A. E. Garvie, D.D., is contributing to
the British Congregationalist a series of articles under
the general heading of “ What are we to Believe ?”
The first article was criticised in these columns;
and now the XVth ories aloud for attention. The
title of this is, “ Concerning Man: His Freedom,”
and it opens with a statement which discredits the
whole of it. Dr. Garvie says i—

“ The revelation of God's Fatherhood is unto the
redemption of man by the forgiveness of sin. The
necessity of forgiveness implies the reality of sin, and
the reality of sin involves the possibility of choice or
freedom. To the Christian view of man liberty is
essential.”

That is a candid avowal that the subject of man's
freedom is about to be discussed under the influence
of a strong theological bias. In Dr. Garvie's system
of divinity the freedom of the will is an absolute ne-
cessity, just as in that of the great Augustine the en-
slavement of the will is a foregone conclusion. Now,
when a man argues under the dominion of prejudices
and prepossessions he is bound to go seriously astray,
and of the truth of this statement the artiole under
consideration is an apt illustration. Principal Garvie
rightly observes that “ the range and depth of a
man’s personality depend on the measure in whioh
he exercises self-judgment but he is not justified
in asserting that “ this self-judgment is an illusion
if whatever a man has done he must have done and
could not have done otherwise.” It is not true that
“in every ohoice, in every reproach of conscience for
having chosen wrongly, a man affirms his freedom.”
The sense of blameworthiness has nothing whatever
to do with freedom of ohoice. When a man blames
himself for an evil action he does not thereby pro-
claim that, being what he was when he performed it,
he could have acted differently. Solf-reproach merely
indicates that we instinotively hold ourselves respon-
sible for the moral condition in whioh we may be at
any given moment. It is a fallacy to declare that
“ when we blame a man for a wrong he has com-
mitted we take for granted that he might have done
right,” or that “ when we praise a deed of heroism
or sacrifice, we assume that the doer might have
chosen the safer and the easier path.” What we
really do assume, in either oase, is that the actor
himself might have been in alower or a higher moral
state, but not at all that, being what he was, his
aotion could have been different. Praise and blame
are part and parcel of the environment, and may, if
discreetly administered, strengthen noble tendencies
and weaken base ones, and considerably help to
mould character. Here is another of the Principal’'s
fallacies:—

“ The whole social order, with its law guarding the
relations of men to one another, and its punishments
for the breach of its requirements, assumes that they
are not under any necessity, but can keep the laws, if
they will, and that they deserve to suffer if they dis-
obey. Government would have no moral justification
at all if the punishment of crime were suffering inflicted
on moral impotence.”

To criminologists it is dear, beyond the shadow of a
doubt, that in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred
crime is a disease, and should be treated as suoh by
the authorities. The assumption that criminals are
free agents is responsible for the cruel, degrading,
and demoralising treatment to which, after convio-
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tion, they are at present subjected. It is futile to
say that men “ can keep the laws, if they will, and
that they deserve to suffer if they disobey,” the real
guestion being, why do some will to keep them and
others do not ? Why is there a criminal class ?

So the Principal reasons at the bidding of his bias.
He admits the “ fact that even in Christian teaching
the necessity of forgiveness and the reality of sin
are not as confidently affirmed as at former times
but he himself proclaims both with the confidence
of the trained dogmatist. Here is a significant pas-
sage :—

“ The relation of man to God is in all religions, con-
spicuously in the Christian, a moral relation—that is, it
implies that man is free either to trust, love, and obey
God, or not, and that whether he enjoys God’s approval
or rests under God’s condemnation depends on the atti-
tude towards God that he assumes voluntarily, and not
of necessity.”

On this point Dr. Garvie is most certainly mistaken.
Most of the religions of the world have been wholly
fatalistic ; and, as interpreted in Augustinianism
and Calvinism, Christianity is characteristically
so. Man is always a slave, either of Satan or
of God. While in bondage to the Devil he cannot
trust, love, and obey God ; and his emancipation
from Satanic slavery is possible only as the
result of supernatural intervention. But once God
has him in his possession, not even the Deuvil
shall ever again snatch him out of his hand. Now,
how utterly absurd is the liberty of ohoice which
God is said to have bestowed upon man. The choice
between good and evil is a natural impossibility, on
the assumption that God made man perfect. A per-
fect being cannot choose evil, because the choice of
it would be an unmistakable sign of imperfection.
The very possibility of choosing wrongly implies a
fatal defeot in the constitution.

At this point, Dr. Garvie appeals to “ the witness
that man has in himself of the possibility of choice
between two courses of aotion.” *“ This is an ulti-
mate moral fact,” he adds, “ beyond which we
cannot go.” A man is not always able to choose
that which conscience approves, because of the pull
of something stronger than conscience, which
necessitates an opposite choice. A drunkard’'s con-
science tells him to go straight home and make his
wife the custodian of his wages ; but his craving for
drink drags him into the public-house, where he
wastes the major part of his week’s earnings. As
long as this craving dominates him his power of
choice is an illusion. Strictly speaking, people never
choose the way they go; they are simply driven by
the strongest impulses within them. Even in the
most trivial affairs it is the strongest motives that
always prevail. We do not “recognise that there
is a moral certainty of freedom, the denial of which
lays morality low in ruins hut we do recognise
quite distinctly that there are intellectual and
ethical considerations which render the assertion
of human liberty, in the theological sense, wholly
irrational and destructive of the very foundations of
morality. Freedom of choice would introduce con-
fusion worse confounded into human life, and under
it disorganising uncertainty would reign universally.
Free-will would set society by the ears in no time.
It is Determinism alone that renders social life
possible. Dr. Garvie is fundamentally wrong when
he tells us that “ this psychological determinism is
due to the logical fallacy of a false analogy.” It is
due rather to the realisation of the truth that the
law of causation admits of absolutely no exceptions,
or that man invariably acts in harmony with what
he is, and that at the moment of acting he is incap-
able of aoting otherwise. That is to say, at any
given time he cannot help being what he is and
doing what he does. There is no objection to the
saying that “ the self is a unity and identity, and
that it is one and the same in all thinking, feeling,
willing”; the objection is to regarding this self
as distinct and apart from the physioal organism,
or as oapable of aoting independently of it. Man
is the product of heredity and environment. It is
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probably true that the influence of the latter is
much stronger than that of the former ; but the most
important fact to be borne in mind is that only ®
modification of environment can produce any modifi-
cation of character, and that only an improvement m
character can ever result in any improvement in the
products of heredity.

Like most divines, Principal Garvie grossly mi8
represents the views of so-oalled Materialists on
this subject. There is no truth whatever in the
assertion that “ Materialism assumes that the mind
is passive, and the body alone active.” What
Materialists maintain is that the existence of mind
as distinct from body is a baseless hypothesis. ThO
assumption of a passive mind and an active body 13
clearly contradicted by consciousness; but the
assumption that “ the dependence of mind on brain
is not absolute, and that in willing to act we are
constantly assuming that the body depends on the
mind,” if not direotly contradicted, is at least
entirely unverified, by consciousness. Consciousness
knows nothing of a mind or self on which the brain
depends. But Dr. Garvie declares that “ there is an
individuality which cannot be exp'aiied by a varying
compound of ancestral qualities, and that this indi-
viduality does assert itself and gets the better of it8
heredity, and rises above its environment.” BO
even goes the length of teaching that “ a man knows
himself not to be merely the product of his heredity
and environment, but feels himself bound to be tbO
master of them both.” That may be orthodox Chris-
tian teaching, but it is not scientific. If we are not
merely the products of heredity and environment,
what other factor had a share in producing ns?
Dr. Garvie does not tell us either its nature or its
name. And what man has ever demonstrated bis
superiority to both heredity and environment, or hiO
mastery over them ? Here is a child, the product of
a thoroughly bad heredity, just born into an equally
bad environment: does the reverend gentleman
imagine that such a child can ever get the better
of its heredity and rise above its environment? 13
there any force inherent in its constitution that can
perform such a mighty miracle ? Why, the Prin-
cipal’sown profession isaflatcontradiction of his excep"”
tionally wild assumption. The only hope for that child
is in a total change of environment. Provide it with
a completely wholesome and elevating environment
from the very first, let all outside influences brought
to bear upon it be of the purest and noblest qual-
ity, and the probability is that the organism tbns
played upon will lose its downward tendencies by
the generation within it of their very opposites-
This would be an instance, however, not of an indi-
viduality getting the better of its heredity and rising
above its environment, but of a diseased human
organism getting the better of its heredity a3 the
result of the aotion of a totally ohanged environ-
ment. No one has ever risen above his environ-
ment ; but the ill effeots of a corrupt heredity have
often been neutralised, if not eradicated, by means
of an improved environment. There is no escapO
from the law of Cause and Effect: our only salvation
consists in adapting ourselves to it by the culti-
vation and exercise of our intelligence.

J. T. LLom

Christianity at the Zoological Gardens.

M. Anatole France, the foremost of European
authors, has a delicious joke at the expense of
orthodoxy in his Isle of the Penguins. He desorib@
the old and half-blind St. Mael as mistaking birds
for human beings and blessing and baptising them-
This causes trouble in heaven, and God is em-
barrassed. A celestial congress is called, and the
outcome is that the baptism, having been carried
out, entitles the birds to the privileges of orthodoxy-
Accordingly, the birds are endowed with souls
“ very little ones "—and become human beings.
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This js & vary awoiemt theological difficulty. A
aistingaished countryman of M. France’s, the late
Gustave Planche, attacked the Dictionary of the
French Academy because of its definition of man as
“ ft reasonable being, composed of a soul and a body.
He said this denied that brutes have souls. Descartes
thought he solved this puzzle by regarding animals
aa pure machines. Father Bougeant, a Jesuit,
believed them to servo as prison-cells for “ fallen
spirits,” That ingenious father contended that each
animal was inhabited by a devil, evidently impressed
by the gospel legend of the bedevilled pigs. Aocord-
I8 to ttiis sympathetic priest, a devil swam with
every turbot, grazed with every ox, soared with
every lark, was roasted with every chicken, and,
Presumably, romped with every flea. Hartley
Coleridge caustically alludes to this line of roason-
laSin his De Animabus Brutorum, and calls it “ blas-
hetrﬁi,pg God for Christ's sake and lying for love of
rutn.

Paradoxical or not, preposterous or otherwise, the
hypothesis of an after-life for animals has been
sometimes mooted by accredited apologists for the
Christian religion. In fact, it is difficult to open
®Yy seventeenth-century philosophical work without
boding a separate chapter on the souls of animals.
island, in his strictures on Lord Bolingbroke, admits
‘he supposition of brutes having souls; Bishop Butler
pronounces an objection to one of his arguments as
Implying, by inferenop, the “ natural immortality of
brutes” to be “ no difficulty, since we know not wbat
Went powers and capacities they may be endued
% " This was, undoubtedly, one of those cases

“h a serene reserve was the essence of wisdom.
s 1 poster, the evangelioal essayist, writing of
mﬂg birds, said: “ 1 cannot believe that all these
) spirts of melody are but the snuff of the grand
KL of_ jfe.” Theists like Theodore Parker, who

6% jn a fatnre life on the ground that it is
of ii8sary 1° order to make intelligible the purposes

he deity, consistently extend the belief to the
@b '°rl'ality of animals. The ultimate welfare must
@ 0 to the ill-used beast, else, say they, the uni-
3] 18 not perfeot. Theistic, like Christian, logic
Qr resists inquiry or stands cross-examination.
Johnson had a characteristic way of evading the
go °ulty, worthy of a Christian Evidence lecturer.
Ot . e?ne>apropos of Drane’s Essay on the Future Life
B ~nals, said : “ But really, sir, when we see a very
Job * wo don’t know what to think of him.”
8eend8°n quickly replied: “ True, sir; and when we
Very foolish fellow we don’'t know what to

y kof him.”
*i,1 8oite of bullies like Dr. Johnson, there always
and be phases Bonnets who will indulge in kindly
in (.L"in”ontal speculation with regard to animals
6 hereafter. Charles Bonnet, the renowned
ahout natQralist, made himself as benevolently busy
the future state of his humble olients as
LY ,erjb°rg did concerning “ the paragon of animals.”
(@) Hunt, again, from quite a different view and
&iildaite °tber grounds, satirises the pride that
4qi,B In so sovereign a manner at the notion of
an animals going to heaven." He is sorry he
less i 8ettle the question, and can oonoeive much
a  Oaeant addition to the society than suoh a dog
tbat°e 8“ POOr Indian ” expeots to see admitted to
"BtoegUal Si  Matthew Arnold, too, has, with his
deaitllary haughty irony, made his verses on the
isnj. °t a favorite dog the vehicle of pure secular-

* Stern law of every mortal lot,
Which man, proud man, finds hard to bear,
And builds himself I know not what
Of second life I know not where.
But thou, when struck thine hour to go,
On us, who stood despondent by,

A meek, last glance of love did throw,
And humbly lay thee down to die.
Thy memory lasts both here and there,
And thou shalt love as long as we ;

And after that thou dost not care !
&n, In us was all the world to thee.”

lj*agQak BQsubduable old Roman,” Walter Savage
» allowed his imagination to conjecture the
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future of even a dragon-fly. This is his apostrophe
to the “ insect king ” who interrupted his reverie by
the river:—

“ Believe me, most who read the line
Will read with hornier eyes than thine ;
And yet their souls shall live for ever,
And thine drop dead into the river.
God pardon them, O insect king,

Who fancy so unjust a thing.”

Sydney Smith, who disliked bugs less than he did
Methodists, is impatient of the affirmative hypo-
thesis. The comfortable canon, “ with good capon
lined,” humorously consigns the animal creation to
dust. Carlyle is transcendental in his best Teutonio
manner, and characteristically obscure in his remarks
concerning a “ little Blenheim cocker.” “ Have
animals not a kind of soul,” he asks, “ equally the
rude draught and imperfect imitation of ours?"
The saints ha?e no dearer message than the “ Sage
of Chelsea.” St. Paul sooffingly asks, “ Does God
care for oxen ?” and the more kindly St. Franois
regarded the swallows as his sisters. Theophile
Gautier contends that St. Francis was right, and
that animals are “ our brethren, who placidly pursue
the line marked out for them from the beginning of
the world.” Swift's admirers said he could have
written beautifully of a broomstick. Gautier was
evidently equal to penning panegyrics of the placidity
of the flea or the devotion to duty of the tapeworm.

Although Christians halt between two opinions
with regard to the immortality of animals, the
votaries of older and more humane superstitions did
not treat them so contemptuously. As Montaigne
guaintly says : “ Some of the most ancient and noble
nations of antiquity not only received brutes into
their society, but gave them a rank infinitely above
them, esteeming them familiars and favorites of the
gods.” In one place the crocodile was revered, in
another the ibis, and cats were worshiped in Egypt.
The monkey and the calf were honored with statues
of gold. Here a serpent, there a fish, wer9 objects
of veneration. In those far-off days dogs were wor-
shiped and not viviseoted. Even in the Christian
scheme a pigeon receives a portion of the adoration
wasted on the Trinity.

The prevalence of all this superstition is not to be
wondered at. Comparative physiology is no older
than Goethe, and comparative psychology is only
now glimmering in the minds of men as a possibility.
But these are weighty matters for the serious
scientists. Like Artomus Ward’'s statement con-
cerning the glass eye of the aunt of the opposition
editor, it is somewhat irrelevant to the issue. It is,
however, a serious matter for religious belief if
animals possess souls. Christ died to save all men;
but if animals are to he included in the scheme of
salvation, how will it fare with the Christian in the
next world? The subjeot is sufficiently humorous to
cause the wide mouth of the general publio to
broaden to a grin.

“ How will he face the ox he wronged on earth.
The murdered sheep upon whose chops he fed,

The little lamb whose leg increased his girth,
The pig without a head?
By hares he jugged his spirit will be wrung,
The injured steed to glare at him will haste—
He whom he relished once as potted tongue,
Tinned meat and bloater paste.
The tabby that as sausage he consumed
Will rise against him with his tail erect;
The turkeys for his Christmas dinner doomed
His face will recollect.
The partridge, grouse, the quail he had on toast,
The creatures he has eaten, great and small,
Tough, tender, lean and fat; the boiled and roast—
He’'ll have to face them all."
Mimnebmus.

A superstition overthrown
May raise again its head ;
But superstition outgrown
Remains for ever dead.
— VictorlRobirCsoll. 3
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Methods of Progress.

We hear every now and then from recent converts
to Freethought, who apparently still feel that there
is a good deal to be said for the old religion. They
do not put it exactly in this way, but this is what it
comes to; and we gather that their disquietude
springs entirely from the ethical side of the argu-
ment.

Now in answer to such correspondents’ appeal to
us for a little intellectual assistance we would say,
first of all, that the primary and important question
about Christianity or any other religion is this—Is it
true ? If it be not true, if it be positively false, if it
be scientifically, historically, and philosophically un-
sound, nothing in the long run can save it, and
nothing ought to save it. Beautiful falsehoods fail
to charm when they are seen to be falsehoods. So
that if Christianity were absolutely beautiful, which
it is very far from being, it would still have to be
dismissed as a body of doctrines and beliefs when
we once recognise that they rest upon an impossible
foundation. To state the case in purely mental
terms, it is simply impossible to believe and to dis-
believe a thing at one and the same time.

Let us take an instance. The story of the last
hours, the death, the resurrection, and the ascension
of Jesus Christ may be as beautiful and moving in its
pathos and sublimity as his eulogists have represented
it. We are not concerned for the moment to discuss
the point. We will assume it. Yet this is not suffi-
cient to give it a hold upon our allegianoe. Some-
thing else is necessary before it can control our
minds and shape our lives. We must believe it
to be true. If we come to see that it is not really
historical, but imaginative, legendary, and mytho-
logical, we may continue to admire it ever so much
as a religious romance, but it will necessarily cease
to command our devotion and exoite our hopes and
fears.

Here is another consideration. Any religion which
has lasted a long time, and had millions of adherents
in many countries, must have had many good deeds
associated with it—that is to say, good deeds done
by its professors, and possibly in its name. But if
such a religion claims the credit for these good deeds,
it must be prepared to accept the discredit of all the
bad deeds. And how would the account look then ?
Dr. Barnado was a good man—but how about
Torquemada ? General Booth is a good man—but
how about the Pope who struok a medal in honor of
the St. Bartholomew massacre ?

Revivals have been dealt with again and again in
our oolumns. We are not going to aocept all the
loose statements we hear about their beneficence.
They need a good deal of sifting. But even if they
were all true, what would it provo ? Simply this:
that a powerful excitement may temporarily act
as a substitute for positive virtue, just as hysteria
may take the form, and produce the symptoms, of
various diseases. But the hysteria is not really the
disease, and the excitement is not really the virtue.
The phenomenon is but momentary. The verdict of
time shows that the ethical condition of a people is
determined by slow and permanent causes. And
this will continue to be so until earthquakes, volcanic
eruptions, whirlwinds, and tidal-waves decide the
general geography of our planet.

Secularism does not seek to imitate the Christian
methods which our correspondents refer to. It could
not do so if it wished, for “ people of the lowest type”
are precisely those who would most resent having any
association with “ infidels.” There was a burglar once
(and this is a fact, not a story) who bitterly denounced
the admission of the late Charles Bradlaugh to the
House of Commons, on the ground that if men like
that went to parliament nobody’s property would be
safe. Criminals of this olass must be left to Chris-
tian reform agencies—which, after all, if we may
judge by statistics, do not seem to make much im-
pression upon them.
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General Booth, judging in the same way, has ma O
no impression on the poverty and vioe of this country-
The “ submerged tenth ” are as muoh in evidence a
ever. The publicans do not fear his teetotahsim
The tobacconists do not fear his non-smoking,
good while ago he asked for a million pounds to ex
port honest working-men to the Colonies. Chare
Bradlaugh tried to get them settled upon the eo
of England. It is the land laws that drive myriads,
and perhaps millions, of Englishmen out of the mos
natural and healthy occupation in the world. An
the remedy does not lie in cheap philanthropy,
in wise legislation. Give labor land and seeuriy
and it can do without “ charity.” Saviors of socie ~
like General Booth only find opportunities in tn
midst of the squalor and misery of our boasts
“ Christian civilisation.” There would be no.rGl10
for them in a healthy community. And it is
healthy community that Secularists want to realist-
They do not spend their time in palliating
effects—that is an incessant business, as bad as tn
rolling of Sisyphus’s stone. They deal with causes-
And just as they believe that prayer is a poor su
stitute for effort, and faith a poor substitute r°
knowledge, they also believe that charity is ap°°
substitute for justice.

Suppose a foul river ran through acertain country,
and reform agencies operated here and there, setting
up works, drawing out small quantities of water, an
purifying it—and then pouring it back into the rive®
again. What would be the good of such lahOr™
What would be the value of such investments
Would it not be better to purify the sources O
the river, and to prevent pollution from drain»?»
into it ? Christianity is always trying to cure )
Secularism tries to prevent it. Which is the wifl
method of progress ? G W FOOTE-

Acid Drops.

A deputation of German divines are in London. O%
Sunday they visited the King and presented him wit
Bible. We should have thought he possessed one. »
you never can tell. -

King George has fixed Tuesday, March 21, for recejM”
the deputation in connection with the tercentenary of
Authorised Version of the Bible. The deputation prim®* '
represents the Bible Society, but it is “ intended to be reP”,
sentative of the religious and civic life of the country ~
which is a very large order; far larger than is likely to
executed. Wo understand that the deputation will PrcS a
“ a specially prepared Bible ” to the King. How prePalj
we do not learn. Are all the loyal passages to be printed
capitals or italics? Such passages as “ Fear God and b0
the King.” Or is the “ sacred volume” to be got np,’
eluding the binding, in a style worthy of the King’'s acce”j;f
ance? In any case, it will be a farcical performance. |
that book is indeed the Word of God it should be PreseBor0
to the King as plainly as possible. For what is a king 11
than any other man in comparison with the (real °r 8A
posed) creator and ruler of the universe? How that di
personage (if he exists) must smile at the antics of his P
little worshipers 1

The King's Speech ended with the holy and soothj®,,
words, “ | pray that Almighty God may bless your lab° jje
Right on the heels of this, on a certain telegraph tape, c
“ Tweedledee, Faultless, Gal's Gossip,” which is presum®
racing news, though it “ sounds like a great Amen.”

“ He wished them to remember,” the Bishop of
said, “ the tremendous importance of continuing their i »

enee over the children of the country.” Quite so, _ fq
their own children, but the children of the country— N0
other people’s children. We quite understand. This i® =

everlasting trick of priestcraft. And it is the only h»0
that the clergy have in education.
. : . AT

Another thing the Bishop of Southwell said. » o
Church were to be disestablished and disendowed,
remarked, “ they would find themselves in a posit*0 "0
extraordinary difficulty with regard to tho support ° .y
clergy." Of course they would. Tho Churoh couldn
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its
tho'dead ™~ ~8e"' ~ sPonges inimitably on the nation—and

Colonel Seely, M.P., is not exactly the kind of person one
*ould expect to find orating on “ Christian Unity.” But
wth is strange, as Byron said,—stranger than fiction. The
right honorable gentleman assured his audience that “re-
'g'on and philosophy were now hand-in-hand.” “ Now is
distinctly good. It means that religion and philosophy
didn't use to be on such good terms with each other. Yihat
has brought them together ? Has philosophy capitulated to

te'igion, or religion to philosophy ? Colonel Seely might tell
ne~i£ he knows.

,» ~he clericals are fighting hard against Sunday rivalry in
‘he form of cinematograph shows. The most infamous pro-
ae * On earfh wants to put down the innocent amuse-
orind*1°£ tfle Puk*c on the day that soul-savers and gospel

coursel3d — 8rtjatler Paré of their own Dusiimess. Of
svtunotu O reaotionary London County Council is in full
wi‘h them. " Birds of a feather ”—but the

4 °Verh is somewhat musty.

,*< W rth e»to bounty Council had a warm discus-
Nonce f °n *ho cinematograph shows at Llanelly. The
paoe Of churches (note this 1) petitioned for the stop-
that LI , ay Performances. The police, however, reported
Perfor ane  waa more orderly since the Sunday evening
P°rt th"~068 Were giyen- But the Council decided to sup-
th6cinS Nonconformist churches rather than the police, and
This etQat°_graph shows were only granted sixdays’ licences.
Sucb i °*j ~he churches. It will only fill the streets.
Elision tlle beautiful, peaceable, and elevating influence of
even in the land of Lloyd George.

govemClOtlar'08 are try*n" to represent the Portuguese
act ofr ' as a so* °£ brigands. Well, here is their latest
mejje .8adage. A commission appointed by them to
~elial 'eventory of the goods on board the royal yacht
jaule Jas reported its opinion that everything found there
goods property of the dethroned King and his mother. These
W do”6 therefore being forwarded to the runaway King in
tten*r' |, *Mbat a vile and mercenary set of wretches these
heirr, €' *° b° sore 1 What else could be expected of them,
8 m°stly Freethinkers ?

add" ®a'tor, the well-known Socialist of Bermondsey,
Cwecli a m6a’'8 meeting at Bloomsbury Central Baptist
the Sft00 ®UBay afternoon. Having described some of
fot ajj ¢.erin88 °f the poor, he asked “ What is the remedy
mes * 018 Whereupon a gentleman in the audience (or
don't c°n8re8at*ori ?) cried out, “ Have faith in God and
cbaffef°tj a doctor, sir; that is the remedy.” Dr. Salter
he Would 6 8ent'eman, and hoped if he had the toothache
beenajj nev°r go to a dentist. And such chaff would have
8ectal.g Wy wed—™n another building; for that was a con-
With ti ace °f worship, and to ridicule faith in God there,
4bollQli apProval and applause of the assembly, shows what
™mockery Christianity has become.

O thoNiuMerer’ fbe first “ Dreadnought ” battleship built
~ho j ames, was launched on February 1. The lady
of tho A°rra?d fbe “ christening” was MrB. Davidson, wife
/% pt rcbbishop of Canterbury. The Archbishop himself
Hich eRonf’ and superintended tho religious ceremonies
&peatar® thought appropriate to such occasions. His Grace
bQain 8 to haye had somo searchings of heart about the
Woftien?] 6 was transacting, or he had been disturbed by
iate e critioism, for he took the opportunity of telling
hat jn 5VIeWer that he was there, not in the interest of war,
poWerfti Inférest of peace. His opinion was that tho more
Was jQ, battleships Great Britain had the less likely she
pi0 Inv°lved in war. We presume, therefore, that he
*Bread ° °fficiate every week at the launching of a new
d*f5eui(. i°nflbt.”  Nor should we mind it either, as it is
little totO conceiye anything more calculated to destroy the

£biakinil@ee’l' that is left for Christianity in the minds of
8 People.

Afte 'P ayids°n js a reductio ad ahsurdum of Christianity.
%‘Ag&twi)thousand years of it, its highest dignitary
T 8a, Which boasts of being tho most Christian
the 10 tbo world, is paid JG15,000 a year for preaching
*ioh” .~j,°f “ Blessed be ye poor” and “ Woo unto you
W d “ Tako no thought for the morrow.” The same
Pteacfii ~ officiates at the launching ef battleships after
chp™u " Resist not evil " and “ If one smite thee on the
8%eafcd. Oa “urn unto him the other also.” Could there be a
P ~tic’ a more deadly, contradiction between procept and
There never was a viler imposture in the world

than this same Christianity. Lies and fraud have been the
very breath of its life. And we say, without the slightest
hesitation, that the Archbishop of Canterbury is—at least in
our view—a far more noxious person than any criminal in the
prisons of this country. We also regard him as far more
contemptible.

What a roaring farce it is that a society which tolerates,
and even honors, the Archbishop of Canterbury, is mad to
catch “ Peter the Painter.” _

A few days after his performance on the Thames-side the
Archbishop of Canterbury presided at a meeting of the
British Peace Council, with a number of Catholic, Anglican,
and Nonconformist speakers supporting him—including Dr.
Clifford, Monsignor Howlett, the Bishop of Neath, and the
Rev. C. Silvester Horne, M.P. The famous Prof. Adolf
Harnack, a world-renowned theologian, came over from
Berlin to attend this meeting. We daresay they all enjoyed
the joke.

Dr. Harnack seems to have made a very eloquent speech
at that Peace Council meeting on Monday afternoon. Among
the speakers who followed him was the Rev. Dr. Clifford,
whose love of peace has to be tested, when some “ Chris-
tian ” interest arises to be fought for. He used to be in
favor of Secular Education, but when it came to the critical
point he turned out to be in favor of “ Secular Education
plus the Bible "— which is like teetotalism plus whisky.

Dr. Harnack told a Daily News interviewer that his
“ liberal ” views of Christianity were gaining acceptance in
Germany ; which is probably a reverse statement of the real
process. *“ But.” he said, “ |1 find that the extremists are
not pleased with me. | am not destructive enough for
them.” Exactly so. Harnack himself is not everybody.
We might almost say that he has had his day. Criticism is
passing forward to far more decisive conquests. The his-
toricity of Jesus is now in the crucible, and the result may
bo easily foreseen.

What the Nottingham Daily Express calls " a remarkable
series of meetings” has been held in that city, at which
some remarkable admissions were made by the Rev. W. H.
Findlay, a Presbytorian minister who was present at the
World Missionary Conference held last year in Edinburgh.
Here is one of the reverend gentleman’s admissions :(—

“ The churches at home were needing a message, Mr.
Findlay asserted. Were they not all feeling that there was
something amiss with the religious life of the times? Wist-
fully they were looking for some help from somewhere.
They found that they were declining in numbers, and the
only comfort they could take—and it was sorry comfort—was
that the numbers of the members of other churches were
declining also.”

How very sad 1 And, alas, how very truel “ But,” said
Mr. Findlay, “ they still had God in their catechism and
theology.” Yes, but what is the use of him there? It lIsin
the strenuous world of life that the Churches are now
fighting their battle for existence; and, God or no God, it is
obvious they are losing in the struggle.

Some of tho clergy have been suggesting that the Higher
Criticism is responsible for the emptying of tho Churches.
This does not commend itself, howover, to Bishop Hamilton
Baynes, who has been pointing out to tho Nottingham clergy
that “ The clergy did not invent tho Higher Critibism ; it
was there. They saw it on every hand, in various publica-
tions, magazines, and newspapers.” Quite so. The clergy
did not invent the Higher Criticism, and they cannot abolish
it. Bishop Baynes admitted that it was “ a terrible upset ”
to many a man to find that the Bible was not true in tho
absolute, as distinguished from the relative, sense of the
word; but anything was better, and leas dangerous, than
burking the question. All this is sensible enough. But is
the Bishop right in saying that the Higher Criticism is
“ restoring confidence in the Bible” and “ restoring their
faith to a much stronger and firmer state than it was
before ” ?  What the Higher Criticism is really doing is
changing tho Bible, even to educated Christians thomselves,
from a supernatural to a natural book; and how that can
place the orthodox faith on a stronger and firmer basis is like
the peace of God in this, that it passos all understanding.

Sir G. W. Macalpine, President of the Baptist Union,
is not in love with the pious talk about tho reconciliation
of religion with science. *“ Our religion," he said the other
day at Burnley, “ was always being contaminated by
science....... The sort of compromise that they as religionists
had had with science for the last twenty-five years must bo
broken down....... They had been bound down too much by
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Evolution, but Christianity was not a product of Evolution,
and above all they must find space for Jesus Christ.” We
expected to hear this sort of thing sooner or later. There
will be more of it.

Some very odd things appear in Year Books and Encyclo-
pedias. Pears’ Shilling Encyclopedia, for instance, states
that “ the direct founder of Secularism was George Holy-
oake, and it was through him that affirmation was legalised
in place of oath." The first of these two statements con-
tains a partial truth ; the second contains very little. Holy-
oake helped indirectly to extend affirmation to witnesses, but
it was Bradlaugh who personally introduced and carried the
Oaths Act in parliament, under which affirmation is open in
all cases in all courts instead of swearing. Holyoake lived
so long that Christians were apt to think that he had done
all that Secularists had ever done between them. But that
was a mistake. Holyoake never really was a man of action,
and no one was ever more a man of action than Bradlaugh.

Once in a while a preacher lets the cat out of the bag.
Canon Scott-Holland did so in his farewell sermon at St.
Paul's. He regretted, he said, that he had relied so much
on his own poor efforts, instead of allowing God to do his
own work. That is to say, the Canon confessed that he had
hindered rather than facilitated the coming of the Divine
kingdom. If that be so, the wisest policy would be to shut
up all churches and chapels and give the clergy of all deno-
minations their conge. God would then, if there be one,
have his innings.

A Catholic priest was trying to explain to a man he was
instructing in religion what was meant by the eternity of
God. When the priest asked his pupil the catechetical
question, What is meant when we call God eternal ? the
answer was this: “ He came from nothing, and will end in
nothing.” Many a true jest is spoken seriously.

The same Catholic priest asked a young woman, “ Why
did God make you ?” She answered, “ To increase the
population.” Who could deny it ?

Mr. Carnegie assures the world that “ there is no limit
to the ascent of man.” This is reassuring. Every country
in the world, no doubt, will have its Carnegie and its—
Pittsburg. Everything will then be for the best in the best
of all possible worlds.

We gather from a printed circular—which curiously bears
no date or address—that the Presbyterian Church of England
is sadly lacking in funds for its missionary work abroad, and
chiefly in China. This circular contains a number of “ dis-
heartening announcements.” There is a “ financial crisis in
the mission ” at Amoy, and things threaten to go to tbo dogs
for the want of ¢£180. The want of £220 threatens the
same catastrophe at Swatow. Similar news comes from
Harkaland, Formosa, and Singapore. Letters aro printed
from missionaries, without identifying the writers. “ The
present situation,” one says, “ is in fact becoming intoler-
able.” “ The whole situation,” another says, “ is lament-
able.” “ Unless we are adequately backed up by the Home
Church,” another says, “ we need look for nothing but igno-
minious defeat out here.” Evidently the great want is money
to keep the Chinese converts going, especially those who think
they have a job for life as native preachers. The Chinese
themselves seem to contribute next to nothing to the cost of
their own salvation. They are a business people, and know
what is worth paying for.

Dr. Peter Fraser, a well-known and popular medical mis-
sionary under the Calvinistic Methodist Mission in Assam,
has been served by Major Cole, district superintendent, with
official notification of summary banishment from Lushai,
British territory, without having been brought to trial,—and
the matter has been laid before Lord Morley and Mr. Lloyd
George. It appears that Dr. Fraser refused to sign an under-
taking that was demanded of him by Major Cole, one clause
of which bound him “ not to interfere in any way whatso-
ever in Lushai complaints or disputes of any description."
Now this is one of the strongest complaints against mis-
sionaries in China and other Eastern lands. They persistin
interfering in local disputes, and try to secure special advan
tages for their converts in spite of the laws and cuptoms of
the land. This has caused more than half the trouble in
China, and it seems to be at the bottom of this quarrel at
LuBhai. -

In response to clergymen'’s protests the Philadelphia police
have prohibited the production of Sarah Bernhardt's religious
play La Samaritaine, with which she has been touring in
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America. The United States is full of “ freedom ”—n0* ’ ,
the “ effete monarchies of Europe.” But it has less of <
article, in many respects, than we have in England.
really governed by the police.

Mr. H. B. Simpson's official report on the Cri®®9
Statistics was the theme of a leading article in the Dal»
Chronicle of February 3. It appears that indictable offence
have increased since the close of the nineteenth cen*”"j
What is the cause of this deplorable state of things ?
contemporary refers to some phenomena that cannot be *
cause of it:—

“ The cause cannot be an increasing pinch of poverty,
the movement has teen the other way. It cannot be ord ~
for the drink bill has shown an equally marked decline-
cannot be only the decline of church attendance, for this ©
movement which set in earlier. It cannot be the schools,
education has improved.”

Mr. Simpson’s explanation is that compassion for *b0
criminal has been allowed to outrun indignation at 11
crime. “ A community,” he says, “ that no longer resente

crime, and had learned to feel nothing but compassion to
the criminal, would in time inevitably find itself faced by ®
flood of criminals against which police and prison author»?
would struggle in vain.” There may be something in t>>
but we believe it is far from being all. Crime seems to keep
pace with the growth of great cities, where all sorts
unnatural conditions of life obtain, and where the tempta
tions to crime aro constantly increasing.

Hector Macpherson is a good old orthodox Scotch na®6
We are not surprised, therefore, to see that the gentleman 0
that name who writes in Reynolds' has an exalted idea O
the value of religion. No doubt he takes his dose of ittw®0
a week (or is it every four hours ?) on the biessed Sabbat®
He talks like any Auld Kirk exhorter about *“ mode*0
luxury and materialism,”—just as if these two things ba
any possible connection with each other. Fancy *b
Buchners, the Haeckels, and the Bradlaughs being the gre®
representatives of “ modern luxury ” 1 It is enough to mrke
a rhinoceros laugh. But not a good old orthodox Scotchman

“ We resemble Rome,” Hector Macpherson says, “ win0%1
began to degenerate just when the belief in the ancient i®1L
gion began to fade.” There's history for you 1l Sunday'
school history.  Scepticism only prevailed amongst *b
educated and thoughtful Romans, usually of the big®0
classes ; superstition never ceased to prevail amongst
masses ; in fact, Christianity came just in the nick of ti®
to take advantage of the popular credulity. For the rest, |
Knox and Luther aro leaders of modern civilisation, and ]
there is “ no security for civilisation apart from religion,” 1
is enough to say that the *“ security ” ought to be per*(0
after nearly two thousand years of Christianity. Ye* 1
isn't so ; and Hector Macpherson weeps in consoquence.

Brigadier Slater, of the Salvation Army, has boon tcllieS
his “ remarkable life story ” at Gillingham. According
the local News he was once a well-known lecturer for t®
Freethinkers, and was co-worker with some of tho leader®
of that school of thought.” Whent It is timo that thj9
man got somebody to introduce him to the truth.
remember his lies about the “ conversion ” of our dear o®
friend and colleague, Joseph Mazzini Wheeler. Perhap@
after all, it is too late for him to turn over a new loaf.

Rev. S. D. Scammell has been preaching at Sheerness @D

the Resurrection. The subject is a romance, and **
reverend gentleman’s treatment was romantic. His i@

nation was evidently much excited. For he related how b,
had been “ instrumental in bringing about the conversion
an atheist named Envis, a predecessor of Charles Bradlaugb-
Charles Bradlaugh has been dead twenty years, and he w®
fifty years in the field as a Freethought advocate.
Scammell’s feat, in converting a predecessor of Bradlaugll
must therefore have been performed a terribly long time og®
And who the deuce was “ Envis” ? We never heard t”
name before. We invito Mr. Scammell to explain.

For nonsense has the amplest privileges,

And more than all the strongest sense obliges,
That furnishes the schools with terms of art,
The mysteries of science to impart;

Supplies all seminaries with recruits

Of endless controversies and disputes ;

For learned nonsense has a deeper sound

Than easy sense, and goes for more profound.
—Butler-
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

February 19, Manchester ; 26, Birmingham.
March 5, Liverpool; 19 and 26, Queen’s Hall, London.
V il 2, Stratford Town Hall; April 9, Glasgow.

To Correspondents.

E'SL ecture E ngagements.—F ebruary 12 and 19, Queen’s
i London; 26, Glasgow. March5, Manchester; 12, Queen’s
au: 19>Stratford Town Hall.

sr*"\,0TDS Lecture E ngagements.—February 19, Failsworth;

100 ~en’s Hall. March 5, Queen’'s Hall; 12, West Ham;

od b'. £°w; 26, Stratford Town Hall. April 2, Manchester;
Liverpool.

think Ar}'—~ reP>y to something that appeared in the Free-
att T severad weeks ago is not very apt to catch the reader’s
Jack Bn °r8uata'n Lis interest. Besides, the article by Mr.
pi 1 Einna was not contributed to our columns; we stated
~hny “ at we reproduced it from the New York Truthseeker.
kno™ nfk to “ 'hate such a one-sided discussion ? for you must
see W Mr. Linns is not likely to reply to you, or even to
@ criticism.  Why not try to answer one of our regular
jn fibutors, or a correspondent on this side of the Atlantic?
V, any case, you should recollect that the mere statement of
you* °P'n’ons is not debating. We see very little else in
p, rFesent letter—if you will allow us to say so.
lati Rsball'—We are unable to refer you to any English trans-
betwl P°em- The “ old piece ” of ours was a Dialogue
an, een Michael and Satan, originally published in this journal,
jj g rePrinted in Satires and Profanities—now out of print.

We must let the notice that appeared in our columns
yOp G but we are glad to see your fine tribute in the cutting
fQunr d us from the local newspaper. Your statement is pro-
and ss *rue ~Lat—" Commandments, sermons, wise maxims,
lect ,. Rsesare futile unless lofty characters make the intel-
N3] * Leritance of the race a living force.” There is agreat
tja®on.°f Newman’s on that theme ; of course, from a Chris-
ev P°Int of view. We are glad to have your thanks for what-

J R ~°ULelieve you have learnt from us.
ciall APLETON—Always pleased to hear from you, and espe-
aad n,to rece’ ve your “ best wishes for the work you are doing,
(3 g “ eway in which you are doing it.”
e ' We desired to say something about the treason trials and
tiOnut,ons in Japan, but we could obtain no positive informa-
Wer' and Part' 8an statements that did duty for it in England
led/ ?0t very illuminating. We hate writing without know-
°bi t 8“ence is better than that. The one thing clearly to be
Qxi 6d *° was i'Lo secret trial. But plenty of such trials have
Bat 6d *h Europe. Itis to be wished that an authoritative
pO etQent of the facts could be published to the Western world.
jj~°Ur Becond question we answer “ Yes.”
c’ld Ni°REHH—Of course we aré XD slivie in hiaving a Dad
~ mbut a man in our position, who makes public engage-

sorr ' *° e*Plain why he does not keep them. Weare
W3 “ear *Lfft you have been one of the sufferers from tthis
pah.  d winter, which has everything diabolical about it ex-
oact Gtad to know you are better now. Keep so, if

bev Can Tou are one our f°wold friends ; and that list can

TBo e* b®recruited-

in Jones.—Sir Robert Anderson has had one good trouncing

\y00° Freethinker lately—administered by “ Abracadabra.”
Bor Can'l give him (R. A.) any more space at present.

\Y% L awson.— See “ Acid Drops” for the answer.

Mem  L-night—Pleased to see it. Thanks. Reverend gen-
_'Ccif/[H 80 °*ten suffer from swelled head. The malady is
i~ cent to their profession.

W@l roBMIST Minister” who writes to us from Dublin is

basket au°nymous communications go into the waste-

Uiudui  79r Shakespeare makes the worthy Dogberry say in his

ddn ai manneri “ Comparisons are odorous.” See Much
Jo» ,, Joui Nothing, Act iii., sc. v

maC rawserd.— Holyoake's Public Speaking and Debate would

wauseful By far the best book we ever saw on the subject

p ,“ elate Sergeant Cox’s Writing, Reading, and Speaking.

youOrt™ately. we believe, it has long been out of- print; but
J.p “ ’'Shtfind a second-hand copy.

Limi-RIl)aE—G'ad to Lear Mr. Cohen had good meetings at

go®? In6Lam.  We hope Councillor A. B. Moss will also have

sj . Meetings to-day at King's Hall. The local “ saints ”
L.p Ic*give him the hearty welcome he deserves.

en,i TLE—Being sent as requested. The parson’s letter you

er>°8 *s twaddle, as you say j it calls for no criticism ; itis
J. j, @th criticism.

— Pleased to recognise the identity behind the initials.

i@ —Glad to know your hearing us lecture at Liverpool
that ° “onr becoming a regular reader of the Freethinker, and
C r°U™'"°L forward to it now with great interest.”

* — The people at the address we gave buy from us, sowe
Bor, they would sell to you. Perhaps there is a mistake
ahd v/iLere. We note that you have just read Bible Romances

were sorry when yon came to the last page. You wish the
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Freethinker were as widely circulated as the religious papers you
name. So do we. But it won’t happen in our day. Our
readers, however, can push our circulation forward little by
little, if they only try.

A. H. D.—What you refer to is only a part of the reactionary
press campaign against the Portuguese Republic. The whole
of it is mercenary or fanatical, sometimes, perhaps, a mixture
of both. Such campaigns are carefully organised. The safest
plan is to trust nothing that is not signed. A pseudonym, of
course, is not a signature.

Ciara Gunning.—See paragraph in “ Acid Drops,”

G. Bowdler.—Will deal with it next week.

Anti-Devil-Dodger, Who sends a cheque for £5 towards the
President’s Honorarium Fund, is a man well known through-
out the English-speaking world. “ As | am a business man,”
he says, “ 1 do not wish my name to be published, because |
am told that if | offend the bigots they will retaliate, not only
by attempts to injure my business, but also to lie about me and
defame my character when | am dead.” What a religion
Christianity is, when, after nineteen hundred years of it, a
distinguished and honorable man has to dodge its “ charity ” 1

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

Lecture Notices 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.

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

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

Sugar Plums.

South Lancashire friends will please note that Mr. Foote
does not lecture at Manchester to day (Feb. 12), but next
Sunday (Feb. 19). Having postponed his Glasgow visit,
Mr. Foote thought it advisable to postpone his Manchester
visit too, and thus give himself time to deal with a rather
obstinate cold. Fortunately the postponement in this case
was only for a week. It was not made in time for definite
announcement in last week’s Freethinker. We hope, how-
ever, that the change has not caused inconvenience to dis-
tant “ saints ” who had arranged to visit Manchester to-day
(Feb. 12) according to the original announcement.

We are glad to hear that Mrs. H. Bradlaugh Bonner had a
very good audience at Queen’s Hall on Sunday. There
were a number of ladies in the meeting, and a lady (Miss
Rough) occupied the chair. Mrs. Bonner's lecture, we are
told, was full of interest anf information, and very pleas-
ingly delivered. The audience will be looking forward to
hearing her again.

One Christian, at least, attended Mrs. Bonner's lecture.
As she walked on to the platform an old gentleman stood up
in the hall and offered a prayer for God’'s mercy, which he
evidently thought was wanted, especially as ho repeated the
performance after the lecture Fortunately it was a Free-
thought audience, and the old gentleman found them indul-
gent to his weakness. And we suppose his prayer was
answered. Anyhow, there was no earthquake or any other
accident; so the old gentleman’s “ God ” must have been in
a tolerable gopod hum or.___

Mr. Cohen now occupies the Queen’s Hall platform for
two successive Sunday evenings. His subjects will be
found on the last advertisement page of this week’s
Freethinker. As the subjects are consecutive as well as
the dates, many “ saints” will probably decide to hear
both lectures. We hope, also, that they will do all they can
to circulate the February announcements, which are small
and neatly printed, and can be obtained (for judicious dis-
tribution) from Miss Vance, 2 Newcastle-street, E.C.

The annual meeting of the Secular Education League
will be held on Tuesday evening, February 28, in the
Conference Room of the National Liberal Club. After
the routine business is transacted, there will be a public
meeting (at 8) addressed by various speakers. We ask for
the support of London Freethinkers on this occasion.
Secular Education is a subject in which they should be
supremely interested. Mr. Foote intends to be present at
this meeting.

There was a good meeting at South Place Institute on
| Tuesday evening, January 31. It was the inaugural public
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meeting of the new Rationalist Peace Society. Mr. J. M.
Robertson, M.P., the Society’s first President, occupied the
chair and delivered a very able and interesting introductory
speech; perhaps a little too long, and perhaps a little too
discursive, but, for all that, a powerful and illuminating
address—justifying the formation of a new Peace Society,
and showing how it might make its way and achieve success
without ill-will or hostility to other Peace Societies that
insisted on associating, and even identifying, the cause of
Peace with the cause of Christianity. Mr. Robertson was
deservedly applauded when he sat down. Mrs, H. Bradlaugh
Bonner, who was cordially greeted, moved the following
resolution: “ This meeting welcomes the formation of the
Rationalist Peace Society; and believes that it will form a
powerful addition to those bodies which are working for
international agreement and the supersession of war as a
means of settling international disputes.” Mrs. Bonner’s
speech was an excellent one and was warmly cheered.
The resolution was seconded by Mr. G. W. Foote, who had
the reception that might have been expected from such a
meeting. Two other speakers supported the resolution;
Mr. S. H. Swinny, editor of the Positivist Beview, and Mr.
J. F. Green, secretary of the International Peace and Arbi
tration Society, who both added to the interest of the
evening. Mr. John Russell, M.A., whose name was on the
advertised list of speakers, was unfortunately unable to be
present. Mr. H. Salt, of the Humanitarian League, was
called on by the Chairman, but he said that he had not
come prepared to speak—which many regretted, for Mr. Salt
is always well worth listening to, being sure to say some-
thing pregnant with good sense and good feeling. It
remains to add that the resolution was carried without a
single dissentient, and that the meeting broke up in the
best of spirits after a few valedictory words from the
President.

We have pleasure in printing the following extract from
the letter of the Rev. U. Dhammaloka, Tavoy Monastery,
Rangoon, Burma, accompanying his subscription to the Pre-
sident’s Honorarium Fund for 1911, which has already been
acknowledged in our columns :—

“ If | had the millions that are spent on Foreign Christian
Missions, | would utilise it for the cause of Freethought and
Humanity. | am glad to see in the Freethinker that Mr.
G. W. Foote is once more engaged in the great work of
fighting against the forces of darkness and Christian super-
stition. May he be long spared to carry on his noble mission.”

Some of our newest readers may bo astonished to see a
“ Rev.” writing in this way. But the writer in this case is a
Buddhist monk, and orthodox (primitive) Buddhism is
Atheistic, being rather a philosophy than a religion, as that
term is understood in the Western world. Our “ Rev.”
friend is as Atheistic as we are and hates superstition as
we do.

Several of our newer readers have expressed a wish to
see our old article on " Ridicule,” written more years than
we care to count. To revise it would really mean to re-
write it, which might, after all, not be an improvement.
We therefore let the article appear again in this week’s
Freethinker just as it was first published.

The best advertising of the Freethinker is done by its
friendly readers, whom we beg to do all that they can to
promote its circulation during 1911. The great thing is to
get the paper into fresh hands. This can be done in all
sorts of ways, which a friendly reader who means business
will soon find out for himself (or herself,—for we want the
help of the ladies). It is curious what a lot of people there
are who never heard of the Freethinker, or, if they did, have
forgotten it. A good many of our most appreciative readers
came across the paper at first quite accidentally. We have
just received a letter from a young man at Dublin, who found
a copy of the Freethinker for November 13, 1910, in his
letter-box, and thinks it “ splendid.” He had been con-
sidering religious questions for himself, and waB delighted to
find in our pages the very reading that would help him
towards right conclusions. Let our friendly readers scattar
the seed of Freethought as persistently and widely as

possible. They can do private missionary work just as well
as we do it in public. We ask them to do it with new energy
this year.

President’s Honorarium Fund, 1911.

Fifth List of Subscriptions.

Previously acknowledged, £104 6s. 8d. Richard Johnson,
£5; William Horrocks, £2; R. J. A., £1; Electron, 5s.;
Frederick W. Walsh, 2s. 6d.; J. Sumner, £1 Is.; F. J.
Voisey, 10s.; A. S. Vickers, £1; J. E. Stapleton, 5s.; J. E.
T., 5s.; N. S. Mundy (India), 10s.; Anti-Devil-Dodger, £5.

THE FEEETHINKER

Febeuaby 12, 1911

in Politics—Americans,
Beware!—II.

The Church

By M. M. Mangasabian.
(Continued from p. 85.)

Now we are in a position to appreciate the sudden
and complete change of front on the part of the
French clergy. From staunch imperialists they baa
been converted, judging by their professions, to the
principles of the French Revolution. An era of
peace and brotherhood seemed to open before that
much troubled country. Priest and magistrate had
both buried the hatchet; Church and school would
now, after endless disputation, co-operate in tbs
work of education, and the Vicar of Christ and the
President of the Republic shall join hands in the
service of the people. The new Republioc promito0
all this. The skies were serene and clear, and the
church bells rang in honor of the era that had joGi
dawned.

Having inaugurated the Republic, the next busi-
ness before the country was the election of a Presfj
dent. The Catholio Church, having disarmed &
suspicion and given tangible proofs of its conversion
to republicanism, succeeded in nominating its own
candidate to the presidency. Thiswas Louis Napoleod
the nephew of the great Napoleon. To elect it3
nominee, the Church engaged in a most active cam-
paign ; sermons were delivered in every church; a
house to house canvass was undertaken, and even
the confessional was utilised to seoure votes for “ thbO
Star of France,” as they called Napoleon.

On election day, eaoh priest led his parishioners to
the voting booth and saw that the ballots were pre-
perly deposited. The result was that Louis Napoleon
was elected by 5,534,520 votes, out of a total o
7,246,252 votes cast. That is to say, he had a
majority of nearly three millions.

What made Louis Napoleon a favorite with tbO
Church ? To answer that question we shall have tO
step on to the stage and peep behind the scenes. B?
to see what was transpiring behind the scenes
France we shall have to go to Rome. .

About the time we are now speaking of, the Papd
States in Italy were up in arms against the PopQ
who at this time still enjoyed his temporal power
He was still both priest and king. He had his oWO0
soldiers, bis own generals, his cannons, guns, d*“1
powder. He went to war ; collected taxes, admin'3
tered the courts, and possessed all the prerogativ3
of a secular sovereign. He was, of course, besid®
all this, also the Vicar of Christ on earth. UnfOr
tunately, like any other sovereign of those days, tbO
Pope oppressed his subjeots, and it was to put an
to their grievances that the Italian States revoltO0
and made an attempt to establish a republio 1]
Rome. No doubt our own example in this country’
as well as that of the French, encouraged the Italials
in their efforts to free themselves from oppression-
The republican movement spread rapidly—Ilike tbO
rushing waters of a reservoir that had at last broken
loose. The whole peninsula was athrill with n0”
aspirations. The Italians remembered the days 0
their Pagan ancestors and took heart. The chardO
and charming words, “ Liberty ! Constitution " wOr®
upon every lip. Soon the heavens would beam vutO
the radiant star of Garibaldi. The movement "a,
so irresistible that the Pope, Pius IX., was compel”
to make terms with the leaders. It was agreed tba
henceforth the oountry, instead of being governQQ
exclusively by the clergy as heretofore, should
governed by two chambers, the members to one 9
which should be appointed by the Pope; the membOS
to the other should be elected by the people. ~0
two chambers, however, as was to be expected, codO
not get along together. The priests were not rs®
to obeying: they were used to commanding. ThbOl
obeyed only God. Moreover, the secular medb0O*
undertook to interfere in Church matters, whiob tb
priests would not tolerate, although they themselvO
never refrained from interfering in secular mattOr9
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e deliberations became anarchio in parliament.
*Me priests declared they represented God, and could
“ever be in the wrong. Whoever they may have
meant by the word “ God,” he was invariably on the
@de of the priests. This, the other members
declared, was not fair, as it tied up their hands and
mede them as helpless as the delegates to a Russian
u<maare to-day. Things went from bad to worse ;
morders became daily occurrences. The Pope, fear-
Ing assassination, fled from Rome. His departure
*as hailed with joy. Rome unfurled the republican
:aSfrom the dome of St. Peter’'s. The Pope was a
“gjtive. Rome was free.

<o crush this repyblican movement and restore
WFHH&%&E‘? Bbpe fo his throne, the Church needed
an agent. The agent must be strong enough to
jangle the Italian Republio and to recover for the
L@é‘gtm temporal peWEY.  Spain W +too "decrePit to
mochm f10ne<i Austria had already too
\g , °* ~aly in her grip; the only nation that could

erestedly fight for the Pope would be France,

pla*8erve now the double role whioh the Church was
Italv b’ France she was an ardent republican, in
aRa  f 8anathOmatised the Republic as a blashemy

bQ _ God. In France she was ringing bells in
shot* °1 mgbts of man, in Rome she was firing
the p 08 nte Italian republicans. In France

O, iePuhlic was of divine origin, in Italy it was the
gjn the Devil. Let us state it frankly, the
hotf Was a rePnt*iican in France, not from love
r>7otn policy. History will confirm our statement.
W) Wk have not yet answered why Louis Napoleon
the Ba°tla favorite with the Church. On the eve of
the 6ec™or=8 in France, Napoleon, who was one of
the °an” 4ats8 for the presidency, sent a letter to
his °f the Pope in Paris, in which he expressed
Im]R&rsonal opinion, an opinion which at the time
quite harmless, that, for the peaoce of Italy
Py 83 Pre®tig6 of the Catholio world, the temporal
w er °f the Pope should be maintained. Few people
thos re”e°tfVO enough to suspect that there was in
ea ? Word8a pledge on the part of the candidate to
L P°y..if elected to the presidency, the resources of
~ “0in the service of Rome.
aQ, ?rally enough, not long after his election, the
Wt f called upon Napoleon to fulfil his promise,
fulfil v 11186 a promise is very much easier than to
the How was the President going to persuade
fcceh to make war upon a sister Republio ? It

tePuhr rly  ~ 0intOr08t °f the'French to have the
totb L0au f°rrn °f government spread. But it was
Re 8interest of the Church to overthrow the ltalian
I''en h Can<rest°re the Pope to the Vatican. The
po must, therefore, prefer the interest of the
bee\gl%)l’\ ¢ interest of their own oountry. Americans,

ce™n the 80th of March, 1849, Louis Napoleon suc-

Von fvin 8®tting a favorable vote from the assembly
the following proposition i —

j.."If for the maintenance of the integrity of the

jugdom of Piedmont, and for the preservation of the

uterests and honor of France, tho executive power

“all deem it necessary for the enforcement of its nego-

jations to occupy temporarily any given point in Italy,

“e National Assembly shall lend him its cordial and
~  effective support.”

fa8 Ot time after, Napoleon dispatched to Rome a
i08t8 UM\0r the command of Oudinat, with secret
WeiJruohi°ns to reseat the Pope on his apostolio eb
. 8temporal throne. On the 80th of April the
iePobr rePuhlican army opened fire on the Italian

defending Rome. The French were re-
ft When tho news of the disaster to the
iQ forces reaohed Paris it threw the country
the a 84atO °f delirium. Scarcely anybody not in

look-O0a&Piracy suspected that the innocent-
ly. L@ measure presented to tho Assembly by the
iieoj ®jb» of the Republio really authorised the
Hjj Ration of a war against Italy; and no one so

* ox imagined that “a given point in Italy”
of Home, or that “ the interests and the honor

of avance ” required the restoration of the principle
csolutism in Italy. But it was too late; the
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Assembly had been caught in a trap. The disgrace
and the defeat were matters of faot which oould not
be undone.

A moment ago | called attention to the double rdle
of the Church. 1 now ask you to see how the Church
was trying to drag the French nation into the same
insincerity and duplioity. Think of a nation whioh
had created the Revolution, which had overthrown
the monarchy, and had inscribed upon its banner
“ Liberty, Equality, Fraternity”—think of such a
nation going to war against one of its neighbors for
following its example ! The creators of liberty were
urged to become its assassins. Into this ludicrous,
absurd, nay, infamous role, was the French Republic
dragged by Napoleon and the power that had made
him President of the Republio. Americans, beware !

On the 29th of June the French forces made a
second attack upon Rome, putting the republicans
to rout and restoring the Pope to the Vatican, whence
a short time before he had fled to a place of safety.
The French Republio has now destroyed the Italian
Republio. The words *“ Liberty, Equality, Fra-
ternity ” shall no longer be heard in Rome. The
republican flag has beon taken down from St. Peter’s.
The Pope is king again. Mazzini, Armellini, Saffi,
Garibaldi, and their colleagues, become exiles. Franoe
refuses them an asylum. France, the country of the
Revolution, of the rights of man, of the Republio
with its glorious motto, “ Liberty, Equality, Fra-
ternity "—refuses to shelter the Italian republicans!
It was to the interest of France to give these men the
hand of fellowship; it would have been to the honor
and glory of France to have opened her doors to
these deliverers of an oppressed nation, but it was
not to the interest of the Church, and the Church
comes first; Franoe must be sacrificed to Rome.
Americans, beware!

The Italian patriots crossed the Channel and found
in Protestant England the asylum which the country
that had introduced the Repuhliointo modern Europe
denied them.

It was then that our great friend, George Jacob
Holyoake, opened his heart and his home to the
patriots of Italy. For many years and at frequent
intervals both Mazzini and Garibaldi were his guests,
and he helped to win for them the friendship of
generous men who raised the funds to oontinue the
rebellion, whioh was ultimately crowned with success.

“ Pioneers! O, Pioneers!”

I cannot think of these brave men and their work
without recalling Whitman’s bugle oall:—
“ Pioneers! O, Pioneers 1
Till with sound of trumpet,
Far, far off the daybreak call—hark, how loud and clear
| hear it wind,
Swift! to the head of the army I—swift! spring to your places,
Pioneers 1 O, Pioneers I’

But let us proceed :

One day, somewhere about 1852, the people of
France, when they rose in the morning, found that
their Republic had disappeared. Not only was the
Italian Republio no more, but the Frenoh Republio
had gone too. The same power that had driven the
republicans out of Rome had driven them out of
Franoe. As if by a sponge, the free institutions of
the country and the constitution were wiped out by
one sweep of the hand. The first places whioh, after
this coup d'atat, Napoleon IIl. visited, were the
churches. He walked up to the altar in each church
whioh he visited on his triumphal journey through
France, and knelt down for prayer and worship. How
did the clergy receive him ? What did they say to
this betrayer of the nation, this traitor, who had
violated his solemn oath ? Let mo reproduce the
words of the oath whioh Napoleon took on the day
of his inauguration as President of the Republio :(—

“In the presence of God and before the people of
France, | solemnly swear to remain faithful to the
Democratic Republio, one and indivisible, and to fulfil
all tho duties which the Constitution imposes upon me.”

What did the Church say to this man who had

trampled the Constitution of the country under his
feet, and had commanded Frenoh soldiers to fire upon
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Italian republicans in the streets of Rome, and upon
French republicans in the streets of Paris? History
has preserved the exact words of bishops and car-
dinals addressed to Napoleon, the usurper: “ You,
sire, have re-established the principle of authority,
as indispensable to the Church as it is to the State.”
Again: “ How can we worthily express our gratitude
to a sovereign who has done so much for religion ?”
and the Bishop of Grenoble proceeds to enumerate
the services of Napoleon to the Church: The resto-
ration of the Pantheon to the Church, which an
impious government had converted to secular uses
by dedicating it to the Atheist poets and philosophers
of France; the creation of a national fund for the
saying of mass for the indigent poor; the appoint-
ment of chaplains on all vessels flying the imperial
flag; the suggestion of a pension for aged priests;
the granting of perfect liberty of action to the
ministers of the Church, which liberty of action the
Church will use to confirm the principle of authority
and to teach the nation submission to the govern-
ment and its laws. “ Behold,” ories the bishop, after
enumerating these benefits, “ our reason for the gra-
titude we feel.” The Cardinal of Bourges, the
Bishops of Marseilles, of Frejus, of Aix, of Bordeaux,
of Poitiers, and, in fact, of every important diocese
in the country, in the same way praised Napoleon,
the Emperor, and declared he was the special mes-
senger of heaven and the savior of Christianity,
“ whom God will never forsake, because in the hour
when God's Vicar on earth was in trouble he saved
him from his enemies.”

They called Napoleon a Constantine, a Charle-
magne. And the same clergy who, a few years ago,
had pronounced the words “ Liberty, Equality, Fra-
ternity ” as the holiest in all the world were now
bupy erasing them from the public buildings and
monuments of the country. If the Rppublic was
after “ God's own heart,” if the rights of man were
first proclaimed from Calvary, as the clergy declared
during the Republic, why did they make almost a
saint of the man who restored oppression and abso-
lutism in France ? Were they not sincere when they
published in the papers that there were not in all
France more loyal republicans than the Catholics?
The interest of the Church required the overthrow
of the French Republio, as it did of the Italian, and
the interest of the Church is first. Already in
France people were displaying banners on which
were inscribed the words, “ God save Rome and
France.” Rome first. Americans, beware 1

On the 16th of October, Napoleon entered the
Palace of the Tuileries as Emperor. The cheers
and cries of the populace, congregated in the gardens
and shouting “ Vive I'Empereur,” brought him out
upon the balcony. He stood between King Jerome
upon his left, and the Archbishop of Paris upon his
right. On that same day Victor Hugo fled from
Paris for his life. The Archbishop in the palace
with Napoleon ; Victor Hugo in exile! My country-
men, beware 1

Under the Napoleonic regime the schools rapidly
passed into the hands of the clergy. France had
labored sincerely and made many sacrifices to re-
form the schools and to oust the priest—the priest
who had declared that “ the brains of young French-
men should be pinched, if necessary, to make them
obedient to the authority of the Church.” Michelet,
the glorious Michelet, was deposed from his chair in
the College of France and a clerical given his post.
The same fate overtook Vachcrot and Renan. No
professors in the Sorbonne, or in any institution,
who did not bow to the Pope and his creature on
the throne of France, were permitted to teach.
Secret orders and religions schools sprang up every-
where like mushrooms over-night. The emissaries
and the missionaries of the faith became exceedingly
busy in the acquisition of property. In a small
town, suddenly, as it were, a few beggarly monks
and nuns make their appearance; they have not
where to lay their heads; the community has to
provide them with the necessaries of life. A short
after, this same religious colony is in possession of
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the finest establishments in the town, with
bank accounts to their credit. Wealth flows
their coffers from rich widows and dying millionaire'
Every faithful Catholic leaves his estate to 1
parish priest or to some religious order. Propew
accumulates by leaps and jumps. What happQi8 .
one town happens in every other; the country
overrun with the agents of a foreign power.
Church is making hay while the sun shines,
some of the principles of free government were s
in force, even with Napoleon on the throne, toe
religious orders were asked to obey the law ®
secure a permit before pursuing their vocation, -to ;
answered that the Church was above the State, a
that they must obey God rather than men. m
Emperor advised them, from policy, at least,
apply for a licence, which would certainly be glV ,
to them, but it is of no use. “ We are citizens
heaven ” declared the monks and priests, “ we do 9
obey laws, we make them.” What! Shall
Bride of Christ wait upon the secular powers
permission to serve God ? Abomination !
Church that oan elect a president and afterwar
elevate him to the throne, can afford to disp®"
with the laws as it did with the constitution. _LD.
the Republio it was “ LoDg live France,” with
Catholics in power it is “Long live Rome a
France.” .
Encouraged by the flatteries of the Cbn-
Napoleon invited the Pope to Paris to place '
orown upon his head, even as a former pope
crowned bis uncle, the first Napoleon, in the cbor
of Notre Dame. The Pope was beside himself ffI~
joy. The opportunity had come for the Vicar
Christ to ask for greater concessions from Franc®
yes, from infidel France, which had converted * j
church of St. Genevieve into a Pantheon for AtbQ
poets and philosophers. He sent word to 1
Emperor that he would be glad to go to Parl8i.e
crown the faithful son of the Church, but—but,
other Catholic sovereigns would not like it*
would make them jealous. Could not, thereof
Napoleon come to Rome to be crowned in St Pe€ters
Cathedral ? But the Emperor realised that 'f, n
went to Rome he.would..never.. be. thought as big
man as the first Napoleon, who not only brought t
Vicar of Christ to Paris, but who also took the cro’
from his hands and placed it himself upon his o
head. He wrote an autograph letter, which he ®
to the Pope by a clerical messenger of great influen®’
urging the Pope to come to Paris. Then the P\
threw aside the mask and opened his heart to 1
Emperor: Yes, | will come ; you have done muob 1
the Church, for our holy religion, but I will not colB
until you have altogether purged the country of OV@~"
kind of heresy. How could the Emperor expect "
Vicar of Christ to set his foot upon a soil )
Protestant and Jew enjoyed equal freedom of wonSKiP
with the Catholio—listen to that; how could t®
Pope visit a country that allowed freedom of thoufljjt
and speech, and of the press; that allowed ar?
marriages; that did not legally compel everybody.”,
go to Mass on Sundays; that did not punish »
pains and penalties all those who departed from 1
Catholic faith ? Jjet the Emperor exalt Catholiclo
over all the sects—make it the religion of the St®.1
abolish civil marriages, refuse freedom of asseoibj
to heretics; and then will the tiara of the Pope
its (clat to the crown of the Emperor. And thi® ,
the Church that shortly before had pledged its w°
of honor to the principles of the Republic—* LiberU’
Equality, Fraternity !” See what happens to *
Republic when the Catholics are in power. “ ~ .
lamb and the lion shall lie down together.” ’
but what will happen to the lamb? The dKI10
Church and a merely human Constitution can ®
exist in the same country only on one condition—" j.
“ divine ” shall swallow up the human. This is wb .
has happened in Spain; this is what has happQ3 0
in Italy; this is what happened in France under t.jj
Catholio regime, and this is, in our opinion, what ~
happen in America, should Rome ever come to ,
installed at the White House in Washington!

for
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Jon say, « the Catholics will never do in America the
.kings they they have done in Europe.” No? Are

tere two kinds of Catholics? Is the Church of
vore divided ? Is there any reason why they should

(@®sitate to sacrifice America, if need be, to the
Glory of God,” if they did not hesitate to sacrifice
ranee? At any rate, all one can do is to give

Waming and to point the lesson of history. More
an that no one can do at present, at least.

(To be continued.)

Everlasting Existence.

Erequbntly it is asserted Christ brought into this world a
ew Gospel of hope ; the news of an eternal life. That it is
“ot woe the Galilean first preached this doctrine—it has
;6on entertained by many who never heard his name—is no
‘mrgutrent against the possibility of a future everlasting hfe
afact, Itis either true or false irrespective of who-

i" er first broached the matter. Countless thousands will
in! = th®y know life is eternal and they find consolation and
,? the knowledge. In both cases it is probable they have
@c®ivod themselves.  The truth is they have neither know-
Seof nor desire a never ending life. Very few persons, 1

3 , be*could calmly contemplate the sudden ending of their
vin, 6atany given moment, but fewer, | believe, would
inn ’ WIth anything but feelings of horror, the prospect of a
iftr,0ea»ing prolongation of the present life. Any other
et life than that which we know would not be an
iw !10n of this life, but an altogether different one. The
Th! ey Woald be different if the materials were the same,

char wbich is eternal must have practically the same
W u iatica at all stages of its career. Everyone now alive
tho O lived in some circumstances since the event of

s idian httle globule of living matter from which he
iitibas . ?d. The reproduction of life, in all known con-
heatter' 18, Invariahly by segregation from previously living
O*Wd p kv'nS connection has existed between the highly
gati. .. ut°pean of to-day and the lowly ascidian which

3f on the shores of some forgotten coast, many
ficl - yeara ®ince. Not one of these highly cultured men

p aifa bhat their individual life has obtained over this
iv at '0*  *me because of this fact; and, if in the same
fife, cat° u5 aPparent death, we passed into another form of
Pes@].rMag no recognisable recollection or similarity to the
fii, Inm*de’ ah that can be counted as identity would bo

Ccti one individual would die and anothor bo born.
**ni0Ll' e”ernal life, unless it be prolongation of this, is
? Petpej eaa>atld it is incrediblo that any person should desire
htge a aity of the life we know. Its horrors would loom
tesult of HWe know they would be unceasing. It is not the
8et thought that men claim that the idea of a life for
fitoff, aaev°r is a message of hope and joy to them. They
a~t'tut wbole, they enjoy life because their minds are so
wicyjj das to minimiso the evils and magnify the joys
fiat thO®8°n° through. Therefore, they take it for granted
S lien Woukd liko its prolonged existence. In the same
S wnnii°Vo their friends, and, after parting, really imagine

Kceth,lenf°y a ro-union. Hence, they argue, the prospect

f*'\é& g again in another world all the loved ones who
. a>is a supremely agreeable one. The meeting of
ageia .'ntimate friends, after a considerable absence,

~efi 8 1BElusion. At such much anticipated happenings
kifiuj ~°°nscious that the other is vastly different to the
, I kQew in the past. Each has changed, and the
t Poionr,!'fi emphasised the alterations. Instoad of a time
un t)eace and joy the meeting is a sore trial ; each is
NiseMblvAURCe8sfully’ t0 b° interested in the other, and each
°th *a"8 fifi’lif comes when they are enabled to wish

j fien ji eed-byo. ife-long friendships are only possible
1))>H*I%£%baa P 2

Son o constant‘that changes in the
(?éf'*dees—, aro iniporceptiblo, because so gradual. A breach
?blp generally arises from a change in ono friend not
0s 1 to the other. After a prolonged parting such
?ave developod and intensified as to be positively
ifil take 11 kb° one-time intimato friend. Similar changes
@1 - A ~aco iu the individual if ho livos again after ho has
ofl ttreadrvDion W kbl the dead wouid ime one of the most
.ction s*?8. experiences ever conceived. After calm
it - UMD ipbssivle fo fedl any tthtion atthe *idea of
of intercourse with the departed. The joys of
afuturap Only bo romomborod, not revived. Tho illusion
S edof®° *e *%s n°t °von attractive.
«m 8°f i?Q@oubtod ability or gonius aro necessarily con-
fat thi8 Rboir superiority to the ordinary or normal man,
8COxe lif etl8e of greater value has led some to postulate a
" hot for all life, nor for all human life, but for such

men as are of superlative value in this world. A pardonable
vanity has caused them to argue that all the causes, through
all the ages, which have resulted in the birth of a capable
man could not be wasted at his death. Most, if not all, who
have used this argument have been Deists, who have seen a
divine purpose in the universe, and the argument is more
forcible if Deity be granted. But it is not conclusive. It is
futile for finite minds to dogmatise as to what an infinite
mind can or would direct. Nevertheless, it appears reason-
able to suppose a God who created a great man for a grave
crisis could, and would, when another such crisis arose, create
another man able to deal with it, and would not be under
the necessity of employing ancient specimens of his handi-
craft. Should it be that a God rules this universe and sup-
plies the necessary sentient beings for the successful carrying
on of the desired work, it is obvious that for terrestrial
matters he has to make new and special creations for each
occasion. Paine, who used the argument for a special and
selected eternal life, can give no particular guidance in any
fight for human liberty that is now going on or which may
hereafter take place. Some general principles may be
gathered from his writings, but that guidance would be as
available if he were as dead as nails or only seemingly
defunct. A man who has died is as dead as dead can be as
far as this world is concerned, and can only place the ser-
vices of a living intellect at the disposal of the inhabitants
of another sphere. The reasoning is reduced to this: God,
who is capable of creating sufficient intelligence to carry out
the work of this life, feels the need of making extraordinary
provision for the next by saving the best for its service. The
finite mind which can reason in this manner can have but a
very poor opinion of the meagre abilities of the Infinite.
The conception is childish, and even grotesque. Omni-
science and omnipotence compelled to rely upon the con-
tinued existence of one of its creations 1 Granting even the
very large assumption that a God, the creator and ruler of
the universe, exists, the argument has not sufficient force to
appeal even to a reflecting child.

Tho idea of eternal life is found associated generally with
a belief in a deity. But the association is by no means
essential. The Deist is not always a believer in a future
state, and it is conceivable that the natural causes which
eventuate in life here could prolong life hereafter without
divine interference. But there is no evidence, or even a
reasonable presumption, that life does not cease at apparent
death. All the evidence and all the reasoning available
point to death as the end of the individual. *“ The tidings
of great joy” appear not to be in accordance with the facts,
and, if true,’not a matter of rejoicing.

W. J. Livingston« Anderson.

MOTHER’'S RELIGION.

Another thing which the independent teacher doos which
is not “ nice” is that he takes away the religion of our
mothers. What about taking away the religion of heathen
mothers ?  Why is it right to take away the religion of a
Chinaman—a religion handed down to him by his mother—
and wrong to disturb the religion of an American because it
was his mother’s religion ? Did not Protestants take away
from Catholics the religion of their mothers ? Did not
Catholics take away from the pagan Romans the religion of
their mothers ? Is it only taking away the religion of our
mothers that is not “ nice ” 7— M. M. Mangasarian.

It is opinion governs all mankind,

As wisoly as the blind that leads the blind :

For as those sirnames are esteemed the best

That signify in all things else the least,

So men pass fairest in the world’s opinion

That have tho least of truth and reason in 'em.
—Butler.

PLACING THE BLAME.

Deacon Skinner: “ Waal, Silas, our church got struck by
lightning last night, and we’ll be forced to repair the
steeple 1”

Deacon Grinder: “ Waal, then, by heifer, we'll take the
cost out uv tho parson’s salary. | knew sutbin' or other
would happen after them free-and-easy sermons he’s been
preaching lately.”

Grandma Jackson : “ Does de Bible say dat dar will be no
marryin’ in heaven, pahson ? ”

Parson Johnson: “ It surely does, sistah Jackson.”

Grandma Jackson : “ Den, parson, | must seriously doubt
de authenticity of de Bible ; fo’ a fortune-teller done tole me
on'y las' week dat I'd hab foah husbands. 1'se on'y had
free, so far, an’ | suttinly don’t see how I'so gwine t' gait de
foah '103s | gaits him in heaven,”
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.

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

LONDON.
| ndoor
Queen’s (Minor) Halr (Langbam-place, W .): 7.30, C. Coben,
“ Christianity in its Cradle.”
West Ham Branch N. 8.8. (Public (Minor) Hall, Canning
Town) : 7.30, Miss Kough, “ Old Wines in New Bottles.”

Outdoor.
E dmonton Branch N. 8. 8. (The Green) : 7, W. J. Ramsey,
“ Noah's Water Excursion.”

Branch N. 8.8. 12 noon,

Islington (Highbury Corner):
Ivan Paperno, a Lecture.
COUNTRY.
I ndoor.

Birmingham B ranch N. 8. 8. (King's Hall, Corporation-street):
7, A. B. Moss, “ Christianity and Modern Thought.” Preceded
by a Dramatic Recital.

L eicester Secular Society (Secular Hall, Humberstone Gate):
6.30, Henry Major, B.A., B.Bc., “ Some More Books: A
Romantic Story.”

Liverpool Branch N. S. S. (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square):
7, C. Wilson, “ The Evolution of Man."

Maesteg Branch N.S. S. (Coegnant Library, Caerau): 6, T.
Bennett, *Is it Reasonable to Believe in the Orthodox God 7"

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Secular Hall, Rusholme-road,
All Saints): 6.30, J. R. Ferrey, Miscellaneous Dramatic Recital.
Pianoforte selections.

Rhondda Branch N. S.S. (Parry’'s Temperance Bar, Tony-
pandy) : 3, E. H. Evans, “ Christianity and Progress.”

South Shields Branch N. S.S. (Above Tram Hotel, Market-
place) : 7, Lectures and Conference.

THE

MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA.

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

Will be forwarded, post free, for

THREE HALFPENCE.

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

Short advertisements are inserted under this heading at the ®

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

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

74 GUINEAS JUSTIN BROWN PIANO.—Superb
ment; splendid condition; 26 guineas cash; alin®s S|
offer. Would any Freethinker like it?—Horace
Piano Warehouse, Wood Green.

PROPAGANDIST LEAFLETS.

New Issue.

Skunks, G. W. Foote ; 2. Bible and Teetotalism, J. M. yof
3. Principles of Secularism, C. Watts; 4. Where

Hospitals'! R. Ingersoll. 5. Because the Bible a .3
So, W. P. Ball. Often the means of arresting a%) 3

Price 6d. per hundre > Q,
SamP iiBi]

and making new members.
free 7d. Special rates for larger quantities.
receipt of stamped addressed envelope.—N. S. S.
2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

A NEW (THE THIRD) EDITION
OF ~

FROM FICTION TO FACT*
By F. BONTB.

(Issued by the Secular Society, Limited.)

REVISED AND ENLARGED.
SHOULD BE SCATTERED BROADCAST

SIXTY-FOUR PAGES.
PRICE ONE PENNY«

The Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street.___

FLOWERS °» FREETHOuGHT

By G. W. FOOTE.

First Series, cloth Ss. 63.
Seoond Series oloth 2s. 63.
Street EC

SOCIETY

(LIMITED)

Company Limited by Guarantee,

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

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

Secretary—Miss E. M. VANCE.

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

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

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

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

The Society has a considerable number of members, but amuch
larger number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be
gained amongst those who read this announcement. All who join
it participate in the control of 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 MeC* jjji*
members must be held in London, to receive the Report’ ,
new Directors, and transact any other business that may ~ -je3
Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, \Y
can receive donations and bequests with absolute 8
Those who are in a position to do so are invited to ~jr

donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s favor  ¢adQ
wills.  On this point there need not be the slightest aopren 1t
It is quite impossible to set aside snoh bequests. The 0

have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary 00 J i0
administration. No objection of any kind has been r@lL jji3
connection with any of the wills by whioh the Sod0J
already been benefited. ji

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

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a sufficient
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators:—'‘I
“ bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum
“ free from Legacy Duty, and | direct that a receipt

oi bl

“ two members of the Board of the said Society and the SO iP
“ thereof shall be a good discharge to my Executors 1
‘ said Legacy.” M

Friends of the Society who have remembered it in
or who intend to do so, should formally notify the SeOre. O t#
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, ~
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This isnotn0 ™ j»“
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or rn'slac0vV
their contents have to be established by competent testim
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national secular society.

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

X Rirades ad (Qgeds
?d™MEI3M teaches that conduct should be based on reason
int ( n It knows nothing of divine guidance or

re eiT enoe’ N excludes supernatural hopes and fears; it
gards happiness as man’s proper aim, and utility as his
moral gu”e.

Lib83Uars affirns that Progress is only possible through

seek t*wkieh is at once a right and a duty; and therefore
's t° remove every barrier to the fullest equal freedom of

bought, action, and speech.

as ecu'arism declares that theology is condemned by reason

a J 8rstiti<™. and By experience as mischievous, and
g 18jt as the historic enemy of Progress,

spr °cu ar'sm accordingly seeks to dispel superstition; to

toork.Vacation; to disestablish religion; to rationalise

mat ei’ ** Prom°tG peace; to dignify labor; to extend

etelg eWell-being; and to realise the self-government of

"ue peopl
iy Mnterdip

folln e Person is eligible as a member
«wing declaration :(—
Pleds 7e8’re *° i0*1l the National Secular Society, and I
myself, if admitted as a member, to co-operate in
demoting its objects.”

on signing the

4 ddre88......
Occupation

Oated this................ day of. .1S0O.

vri*?*8 Declaration should bo transmitted to the Secretary
ps | &bscriPtion- .
"' beyond a minimum of Two Shillings per year, every

hisn 6r 's 1° dx his own subscription according to
Imeans and interost in the cause.

T Inmaediate Radicd Qgeds
lhou v legitimation of Bequests to Secular or other Free
het j ®oc*®ties, for the maintenance and propagation oi
donrivOX opinions on matters of religion, on the same
ot °ng as apply to Christian or Theistio churchos oi
j, |.he Abolition of tho Blasphemy Laws, in order that
0 >gi°n may be canvassed as freely as other subjects, with-
fear of fino Or imprisonment.
I-ho Disestablishment and Disendowmont of the State
arches in England, Scotland, and Wales.
1 iEe Abolition of all Religions Teaching and Bible Roading
e Schools, or othor oducational establishments supported
<] State.
childé ~Pon'ng of all endowed educational institutions to the
jj tcu and youth of all classes alike,
of g~ brogation of all laws interfering with the free use
SUl} ay for the purpose of culture and recreation ; and the
and Ay °Poning of State and Municipal Museums, Libraries,

A pi DaUeries.
eqUai of tho Marriage Laws, especially to secure
and t for husband and wife, and a reasonable liberty

T h p &ty °f div°rco.
that Tarnation of tho legal status of men and women, so

j j 1rights may be independent of soxnal distinctions.
°foc”oo of children from all forms of violence, and
. greod of thoso who would make a profit out of their
~mature labor.
foster’ Volition of all hereditary distinctions and privileges,
bl°therh g antagonistic to justice and human

~Provement by all just and wise moans of the con
in °r daily life for the masses of the people, especially
dwcii-MH and cities, whore insanitary and incommodious
Weak n®8' and the want of open spaces, cause physical
The°pa and d's°aso, and tho deterioration of family life,
itself fn, & f.*h2.rightand-duty of Labor 1
daimt , 8mora and economical advancement, and of its
Th « protection in such combinations,
foent ' UI>3titution °f tho idea of Reform for that of Punish-
lotj,,** the treatment of criminals, so that gaols may no
bntOD, bo Peaces of brutalisation, or even of mere deten ion,
those &0C3  Physical, intellectual, and moral elevation for
An E 2 ar? afflicted with anti-social tendencies.
thétQ,',xt°nsfon of the moral law to animals, so as to secure
The p0*10 treatment and legal protection against cruelty.
Ution y oraotion of Peaco between nations, and the ubsti-
adinr, . ,~rhitration for War in the settlement of inter-
I°ral disputos.
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