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For 1 dO not speak it but after the most searching
animation of the matter, and under stern sense of need
"r :so that whenever the reader is entirely shocked
ywhat | say, he may be assured every word is true.
John Ruskin.

Piety and Piffle.

1Ban open secret that, as leader of the Consorva-
\& Party, Mr. Bonar Law is not an unqualified
npC0SS"  S”ong language is not the only thing
r eie™ even *or @ P°i*tioal leader, and this
Axi m8eema Mr. Law’s principal accomplishment,
thi  n°k a brilliant success as a politician, | hardly
Q ok Mr. Law will shine as a champion of religion
adm™an °PPonent  anti-religion. It may bo freely
Wits ~ “at, t0Olatter capacity, strong language,
d assertions, and propheoies of coming disaster
of hextremOly nseful. Indeed, they form the staple
hint the defence and the attack. The believer
h "Qreassnre™ a8 t° value of his own belief
aU . ‘mO8t be convinced of the danger to society of
aCMeWB that are opposed to them. And the way to
Q> H sh both ends is to make statements without
a) pending to offer proof. When ZeuB listens to
oqo’ 'heist and a believer who are holding a dis-
tQ8l0ni Lucian makes the god tell his champion not
& reas°n, but to call names. Begin to reason, he
eRnt an™ y°n’H be as dumb as a fish. That was
Hv tGen. hundred years agol but religionists have
Q failed to act on the advice.
at ii 0Otber day Mr. Bonar Law addressed a meeting
Bill eJ*kert Hall on the Welsh Disestablishment
fr ' -fhe Archbishop of York took the chair, and
ldlg B *he wny for Mr. Law by a statement both
bee™ an” ridiculous. The Churoh, ho said, had never
Qa a Apartment of the State. Wo advise his
aCcoe Pay a little more attention to historical
liBQra0y- The Protestant Church, wherever estab-
ij]e 0; “as always been a department of the State.
8rtan selected it and established it. The State
It, *®°"Njor  maintonanoe, and settled what form
aor*DBa should take. The State passed laws
thjs, 8 it penal to attack Christian teaching, and did
Bfause Hie Established Church was a depart-
tréa. O° the State, and an attack on its teaching was
edabii as an attack on the State itself. Prior to the
aYK 8ainOnt of Protestantism, there was no law in
topjropean State making it necessary for anyone
boga leaa belief in the Christian religion. This only
been Protestantism, which has everywhere
phofj*abliahed and upheld by the State. The
jatjje .j “at has not been a department of the State
that th 0DPan Church. And this is due to the fact
kieew ®a*1° here was to make the State a depart-

8<;|4-'P10 Krc%gigﬁégbfollowed his first statement by
Mate f C h ur o h had been at the side of the
t"Pbl in'B f*e moment the State waB born. The
"bat the acouraOy gOts worse. Are we to understand
"be gl *e exiBted no 8u°k a bbing as a State before
Ptateaj 18“an Church was born? Were there no
I1*a pfn Pre-Christian times ? And is not the State,
~ex'8ted8°n” “orm>a direct outcome of the State as
al(i its Fo#p e Paet ? The State is a social fact
OH N 18 determined by the organised social
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sense of the community. It is quite true that some
sort of a Church has existed in every State ; but this,
too, is another social faot. For a Church is only the
organised consciousness of a class within the State.
Destroy the Church and the State remains. Destroy
the State and the Church disappears with it. Or,
better still, educate the social consciousness upon
which the Churoh lives, and it dies of inanition,
reduced to the primitive fetishism from which all
religion develops.

Mr. Bonar Law’s defence of the Church took a
different form from that of the Archbishop’. He
concluded his speech by appealing to Christians of
all denominations to unite in face of the common

enemy. The%/_ were all, he Baid, soldiers in a com-
mon army, fighting a common foe, and it was
unwise to quarrel and so weaken each other. The

advance of soience was bringing new problems to be
solved by the Christian Church, and Christians had
to adjust their faith to the new knowledge. And in
the face of these problems :—

“1 for ono am filled with alarm when 1 find that all
the advanced, the revolutionary proposals for dealing
with the social problem are founded on a basis of utter
and absolute Materialism. They do, indeed, all speak
of reform—of reform of everything and everybody
except ourselves. They teach that there ought to bo no
criminals because there will bo no temptation. They
teach that everything ought to bo pleasant for us, that
no man or woman ought to do anything which he does
not like and desire to do. In my belief this is a false
view of life and of human nature. Human life always
has been and always will bo a struggle........ Man does
not live by broad alone.”

Therefore, leave the Church with its loaves and
fishes—lest non-Christians get too much bread.

This seems to me the real inference from Mr.
Law’s remarks, although it is not the one he wishes
his readers and listeners to draw. His conclusion is
that the great enemy is Materialism, and that Chris-
tians must concentrate all their powers to repel
attack from this quarter. And Mr. Law’s picture of
Materialism jb characteristic. Which implies that
it is a Materialism such as no Materialist would
recognise. Materialism has taught that men and
women aot from desire ; but that I1s a very different
thing to teaching that desire itself is not to he edu-
cated and refined. It has also taught that life ought
to he pleasant; but that, again, has involved the
teaching that pleasure should be found in struggling
against evil. 1 do not know what Mr. Law has in
his mind when ho says that these frightful reformers
teaoh that there ought to be no criminals because
there will bo no orimo, and there will be no crime
because there will be no temptation. It sounds like,
and probably is, sheer stupidity. People have taught
compassion towards the wrongdoer, and to deal with
wrong as a social ailment rather than as a burst of
irresponsible malignity. But that, again, is a very
different thing to what Mr. Law is talking about.

Necessarily all the really advanced proposals for
dealing with social ailments are founded on a basis
of Materialism, because there is no other on which
to build a helpful proposition. Until social problems
are treated from a purely scientific point of view,
and human nature as being what it is as the outcome
of ascertainable and ultimately controllable forces,
we cannot have schemes of reform, but only vague
aspirations after better things. The triumph of the
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Materialistic philosophy of life is seen quite as
plainly in the actions of its opponents as it is in
those of its advocates. Every plan for better
housing, or for a more equitable distribution of the
means of better living, is a tacit admission of the
truth of Materialism. One can quite agree with Mr.
Law that this is not without its dangers; but they
are dangers that threaten class interest, and not the
interest of the community as a whole. So long as
these Materialistic truths were seen by only a few,
certain sinister interests that exist were tolerably
safe. A little benefit to the mass of the people
could be doled out by those in power, and it was
received in the spirit of an ignorant religionist
receiving a good harvest as an undeserved act of
benevolence from his God. Bat when, thanks to the
spread of knowledge, these truths are seen by more
than a few, and when their application is, instead of
being accepted as a favor, demanded as a right, mis-
givings may well arise among those who put class
or party interest before all else.

What the world really has to dread is not the
Materialism of philosophic Materialists, but the
narrow and selfish ideals of self-styled idealists. We
are not in our social troubles confronted with a
Eublic nourished on Materialism, but one that has
een debauched by religion and plundered in the
name of piety. Paradoxical as it may sound, it is
the idealism of Materialists that stands out as a
redeeming feature of current life. People do not
always revolt against low wages and poor food.
History shows clearly enough that they can submit
to both for an indefinite period. But the past hun-
dred years of scientific development and extension of
education has not been thrown away. People are
beginning to realise that the old lessons of the
blessings of poverty and of the ethioal value of
suffering are false. They have lost faith in a future
heaven and have ceased to dread a future hell. They
realise that human nature, and conseguently human
society, may be modified in accordance with a
larger and better ideal than any that religion ever
had to offer. They see that mnch of the crime and
misery that is with us need not be. And beneath all
the outcry for more wages and more food is the
demand for the possibility of a human life for every
human creature. Mr. Law might be right in saying
that human life always has been and always will be
a struggle. But there is a permanent and a transi-
ent aspect of this contest. The transient aspect is
that of the fight of man with his fellow man, due to
ignorance, egotism, and selfishness. That will
become weaker as men grow wiser. The permanent
struggle, one that is mentally and morally strength-
ening, is that of a civilised humanity against the
organic and inorganio obstacles to its development.

It is like a politician to imagine that ho can check
or circumvent the great process of human develop-
ment by appealing to Christians to unite in face of
the common enemy—Materialism. The Christian
world, in the hey-day of its unity, could not succeed
in crushing the renaissance of Matorialism. It is
still less likely to succeed now, when Materialism
has increased in strength and when so many of its
own preachers are forced into preaching its prinoiplos.
The Archbishop of Canterbur?]/, with his brothor of
York, Mr. Bonar Law, and other champions of the
Church may well be afraid of tha advance of
Materialism, because that is an enemy with whom
no truce is possible. For the basic teaching of
Materialism applied to human sooiety is one that
cuts the ground from under all forms of religion. It
asserts the value of life in this world, and is
considered as an end in itself. It affirms that the
solution to all our problems can only be found in an
understanding of those forces that surround, or
which are resident in, human nature. And to this
understanding it denies that religion has ever made,
or can ever make, a contribution of the slightest
value. No wonder, then, that pietists are alarmed
at the spread of Materialism. It is the germicide of
the religious world. c. CoHEN>
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Completed Lives,

Man is said to be the incompletest thing on earth-
Al else is described as exhibiting a certain perfec-
tion. Physical substances, such as stars &1
mountains, and the lower animals, such as birds,
beasts, and insects, fit into their own places, ana
give no hint that they might have been other than
they are. Bat man, it is claimed, is a signified
exception to the rule. Even man, on the bodily side,
it is admitted, is completely developed. In this
respect, he is part and parcel of the animal creation.
But on the mental and moral side of his nature, itD
contended, he never arrives at an%/thing like com-
pleteness. There is an amusing definition of man as
composed of a soaffolding, which is the body, and a
temple built within it, which is the soul or spirit;
but we are informed that, alas, the scaffolding, which
is perfeot, falls to pieces, “ while that for the sake of
which it was called into existence, is left unfinished,
is sometimes indeed scarcely begun.” Before leaving
this point, we may observe that it is an astounding
procedure to put up a perfect scaffolding and then
pull it down before the edifice designed to be erected
within it is much more than begun. The reason
assigned for pulling it down so soon is the silliest ever
heard of. It Is “made so perfect,” we are told, “that it
could gain nothin? by being preserved for ever.” Why,
the only object of a scaffold is to serve as a support-
ing framework while building operations are going
on, and naturally when the edifice is finished it is n°
longer of any use. A scaffold has absolutely nothing
to gain by being preserved a single seoond after the
building has been completed ; but to destroy it @
single second before would testify to the colossal
incompetence of the builder.

It is further maintained that the present life is 10
every respect incomplete. Not one of us is ever
perfectly happy, while the happiest people have
visions of happiness infinitely transcending anything
ever experienced by them. On the other hand, there
are multitudes among us to whom the word ,a
unmeaning. Not one of us is ever absolutely go**
while others are prevented by their heredity an“
environment from being anything but desperately
wicked. Wo are assured that the very best peopl0O
are the most conscious of imperfection, with the
result that no one can look back upon his career an
regard it with complacency. Our best servioes t
tho community are so inadequate that we can neye
be entirely satisfied with them. As one divin°
mournfully says:—

" Our labors aro unfruitful and disappointing. Of a
thousand seeds sown, and watored with blood a j
tears, only a few arrivo at maturity. Hundreds
soldiors die in tho trenches for one that mounts
breach. Half our efforts aro in the wrong dirocfio”
and the other half aro too clumsy and feeble to Pr°~nQj
any great effoct. Should wo bo ablo to say, at the close »

life, that we havo enjoyed a littlo happinoss and
littlo good, wo shall bo moro fortunato than tho major

of our race.” .
This jaundiced recital is not yet at an end. * g
divines aro never tired of blaokening the Almig“ »
character in one direction in order tgpgﬁlorgysl
another. They say that - uur EDHGWIREDLS lre
altogether out of proportion to a life of threesc 0
years and ton." Conscience is on so vast & 0oD
that it needs eternity for its operations. ig
science bids us aim at perfection, and perfect!*
not to be reaohed on earth.” Indeed, “ If this h
the only life for us, wo aro overweighted in onr j
nature.” Allusion is made to Pietro, the tyrant jg
Duke of Florenoo, who in ono of his capricious 1L
ordered Michael Angelo to mould a statue of B>’ Oid
“a statue that the warmth of an Italian sun W”
dissolve in a single day ” ; and commenting 0°
the late Dr. Momerie says :— -in0
“ Asad waste of artistic skill 1 But that isas f jn
compared to the prostitution of creative P° jd}b
makiug_ beings like ourselves to rot for ever in th <4y
If it is'intended that wo should merely cross — dpttre
stage of earth, then our noblost faculties are
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and useless excrescenses. As soon as we learn to live,
W are called upon to die. We spend our allotted span
In sharpening our tools, in finding out how to use them,
and then we are removed from the workshop. Must
‘here not be some other place in which we shall
exercise our craft? ” (Immortality, p. 25).

apeoies of reasoning sounds highly plausible,

N en Slivered from the pulpit was doubtless

» 06e’ingly moving; but it is based on a totally
se conception of human life. As a matter of fact
ere is positively noticing to indicate that “ man is
Ae incompletest thing on earth.” It is true that
majority of people die prematurely ; but it is also
e?e to&t premature deaths are due to purely
raneous causes, all of which are removable,
ssaee and accident are preventable evils; and
~ en we shall have succeeded in eradicating them,
Roalt Complete. When asked, “Is our
an to be our grave 7’ we have no hesitation in
spring, “ Yes, certainly, just as the cradle is our
8 rdnS'Ppint.” When a man has spent the natural
i~fQQ d00-~ comes as his last gain. It is
e 8ay “afc ~h0 body reaches maturity

it °rf mind IT'and no one can be guilty of saying
the h ’ *or80k8>or % ignorant of, the faot that

Part a'n orSan °f thought, is just as much a
@)1 the body as are the bones and muscles. In

oth Gca86s>hhe brain is the last organ to decay ; in
ty. ers>the first; but in all cases there comes a time
p é\ad that is loft, in the figure of a great Italian
isr’18* t°WOr sails and gather in the ropes.” It
6eP°rt0d that Theodore Parker on his death-bed
W -*ed : “ I wish | could carry on, carry out, my
qu,’ | have only used half my powers.” But to
life 8 cry as a PrO°t °t the incompleteness of
g 1'SaQ.outrage upon common sense and an nnfor
- "%@ IERuit to the reason, beeatise it is a notorious
get that the courageous reformer died at fifty, having
iecdp > @@Bumption from his mother, and having
year 883" disregarded the laws of health in his early
for}8 9n bps the cry was perfectly justifiable,
higjj0 d‘0d when his mental powers were at their
Path | an” best. Ji*8 waB a premature death, a
ther@.°gical, not a physiological, end. In an infant
ther 18 Promise of an adult, just as in a rosebud
di®B "8 potentially implied a rose. If the infant

" Phere is, from the social point of view, the loss,
canije’ or failure, a tinman being, just as in the
tiGierinKof the rosebud there is, from the cc3tho-
beaut Point of view, the loss, waste, or failure, of

deatvy’  safely, there is not in the untimel
W an infant, any more than in that of a
iPanti a demand for a revival, or completion,

Nother state of existence.

Paturl*7,~ atw<? aro over-weighted in onr moral
digoi 0*f this bo the only life for ns,” is to make a
"ave *nordinato pride and Belf-conceit. Wo
Hjg never yet seen or heard of anyone with too
~A - conscience for the requirements of daily life.
ePdur'” 80 “ar *8 conscience from needing ““an
tin,, la8 arena for its operation ” that it seldom dis-
Pfeenr 60 ~self on the ephemeral arena of the
abdll,,. world. It would be the very acme of
bo",, Ity to *“set a mighty engine to propel a rowing-
ari’ °5to build “an Atlantic liner to steam across
isG 0? ; but there is no sign whatever that man
be figy'tutionally too big for the position in whioh
t0Qji*J8 himself’on earth. Ho is not too big, but
his™ 0*not over-weighted, but under-weighted, in
i5, Og.gi nature, and the lesson he needs to learn
Stow,, °wto shape wings to fly away, but how to
Pf thy rea”er’ n°hlor, and more useful as a member
eferc- racO; not how to sharpen his tools so as to
k"POn th  Craft_in another plage, but_how to
bea jj them by using them here and now. Theology
taught h"aa  a ta"8) estimate of himself. It has
*Ppat) fQto be supremely concerned about himself
P aQ e« Od relations with another world ; and it has,
Ibe ugii Gvtable oonsequenco, developed within him
"Pdivi i an<® most injurious kind of individualism,
i"Ostrini Uatism whioh'is largely responsible for tho
tt ha8* 1purest and upheaval of the present day.
ained him to regard himself as being so
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enormously “ over-weighted in his moral nature,”
and so infinitely too big, for earth, that as a result
he has made earth a hell for the majority of his
fellow-beings. We may boldly say, without fear of
exaggeration, that theology is almost the direct
cause of the social evils from which society is now,
independently of theology, trying so hard to release
itself.

The truth about man is that, as an individual, he
goes through a process of evolution which inevitably
ends in dissolution. When this twofold process Is
permitted to run its course without let or hindrance
from disease or accident, we may be described as
enjoying complete lives. Whatever good there may
b9 in such oomplete lives shall be perpetuated in
the life of the race. The theologian avers that if,
as individuals, we are not to live forever, it follows
that “as we advance in culture we only obtain a
wider survey of possibilities that will never be
realised, of glory that does but tantalise and mock
ns ”; but the theologian is fundamentally mistaken.
Whatever advance in culture we may make will con-
tribute to the culture-enrichment of the race, and
whatever glory we may win will inorease the lustre
of our descendants. Whatever harmony we may
manage to introduce into our own relations with the
community shall go on “ making undying musio in
the world ” when we are dead and cremated; and,
surely, the knowledge of this should give us complete

contentment. j. T. LLOYD.

Modern Materialism.—XI1Y.
———-—

(Concluded from p. 374.)

“ Tracing the origin of things to their furthest ken on
orthodox lines, we arrive, it is alleged, at an author who did
the impossible and inconceivable thing of creating the
present system of visible things from nothing. But, unfor-
tunately for this deduction, it also warrants us, who see
further than onr fathers, to ask the equally legitimate and
more pertinent question, ‘* Who. amid the eternal sequences,
was the author of this author? ’and the mere fact that we
can ask such a startling genealogical question, and get no
intelligible answer, disposes of the supposition in its
entirety.”—R edcote D xwaii, From Matter to Man, p. 3.

“1 tell you there is no God; that the creation is a
chimera ; that the eternity of the universe is no more incon-
ceivable than tho eternity of the spirit; that because | do
not know how motion has been able to engender this
universe, which it knows so well how to conserve, it is
ridiculous to remove this difficulty by tho suppositious
existence of a being that I know less.”—Diderot, Philotophic
Thoughts, p. 4.

“ Many a sleepless night of my childhood has been passed
fretted by the question: 1Who made God ?’ ”—P rofessor
Tindall, Fragments of Science, 1855, vol. i., p. 383.

“ Millions of prayers have been vainly breathed to what
wo now know were inexorable laws of nature."'—Becky,
History of European Morals, 1880, vol. i., p. 65.

Some conception of tho fineness of the inner
struoture of matter may be given by the faot
that a single cubic contimetro of water—that is,
about as much as would go inside the shell of a small
filbert, contains about 90,000,000,000,000,000,000,000
(ninety thousand million billion) chemical atoms.*
Lord Kelvin, by the aid of mathematics, calculated
that if a single drop of water were magnified to
the diameter of the earth, that is, eight thousand
milos, the grain of it would appear somewhere be-
tween the size of oricket balls and rifle bullets.
And then we have not arrived at the ultimate
particle, for we now know that the atom itself has a
struoture—that it is composed of electrons or cor-
puscles ; tho atom of hydrogen, whioh contains tho
fewest, is supposed to contain a thousand of these
corpusolea or negative eleotrous; and, what is still
more astounding, that these particles do not fill all
tho space inside the atom, but have been likened by
Sir Oliver Lodge to flies in a vast cathedral. * Tho
electron,” says Mr. Soddy, is “a particle probably
100,000 times smaller and 2,000 times lighter than
tho smallest hitherto recognised.” f

* W. A. Bhenstone, The New Physics and Chemistry, 1906, p. G3,
t Matter and Energy, p. 176,
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“But,” it will be asked, “if the atom is only a
group of positive electrons round which the negative
electrons revolve like planets round a central sun, is
not this dematerialising matter and reducing it to
force 7 To this it may be replied that electricity
itself is a form of matter. Sir William Ramsay, who
is a great discoverer and authority on these mar-
vellous discoveries, declares that “it is almost certain
that negative electricity is a particular form of
matter; and positive electricity is matter deprived
of negative electricity—that is, minus this electric
matter.” 8

Again, Sir Oliver Lodge, an opponent of Material-
ism, says: “ Supposing an atom thus broken up into
electrons, its weight may possibly have disappeared.”
We do not know :—

“ But whether weight has disappeared or not, it is
quite certain, for definite though rather recondite
theoretical reasons, that the inertia would not have
disappeared; and, accordingly, it may be held, and
must be held, in our present state of knowledge, that
the constancy of fundamental material still holds good,
even though the atoms are resolved into electric
charges—an amount of destruction never contemplated
by those chemists and physicists who promulgated the
doctrine of the conservation of matter.”!

Mr. Soddy, who is not, apparently, a Materialist, for
he speaks of “the Great Organiser,” J whoever that
may be—and Mr. Soddy does not condescend to
explain whether he is to be regarded as identical
with our old friend “the Heavenly Father ”—for
Mr. Soddy does not introduce this mystio personage
in his contributions to the proceedings of scientific
societies, but he does mind appearing In his company
when writing a shilling book for the public.

Mr. Soddy observes: “The electron has beon
spoken of as immaterial in the sense that it is not
matter ”; but, as he points out, any moving particle
possessing kinetic energy, and able to agitate the
molecules of matter,—

“or capablo of being converted into heat, must
possess mass. A massless particlo would belong to
that other world of spirits and dreams, the inhabi-
tants of which are not ‘conserved,” and the study of
which belongs not to physical science........ Whether or
not future generations will find any room for massless
particles in their philosophy, the present one can
hardly conceive them to exist, or imagine how they
could become known if they did. It is just bocause the
electron has a definite mass, even though it is by far the
smallest of any known, and still is not a material
particle, that its chief interest lies ” (pp. 169-170).
Well, if the electron possesses mass and Kinetic
energy, it comes under the denomination of matter
and force, as the Materialist understands it.

We have seen that molecules are composed of
atoms, and that atoms are built up of electrons or
corpuscles; now the question arises; “ Are the
electrons the ultimate form of matter, or are they,
too, evolved from some still finer material ?”
Scientists are now coming to the view that electrons
are composed, or evolved, out of tho universal ether.
But here we must warn our readers that wo are
departing from tho firm ground of experience and
experiment to adventure upon the open sea of
hypothesis. The ether itself is said to have been
invented in England; but it is an hypothesis with-
out which science could not explain the simplest
henomena. As the French scientist, Gustave le

on, rightly observes .—

“ Tho majority of phenomena would be inexplicable
without it. Without the ether there would be neither
gravity, nor light, nor electricity, nor heat, nor any-
thing, in a word, of which wo have knowledge. The
universe would be silent and dead, or would reveal
itself in a form which we cannot even foresee. If one
could construct a glass chamber from which the ether
were to bo entirely eliminated, heat and light could not
pass through it. It would be absolutely dark, and
probably gravitation would no longer act on the bodies
within it. They would then have lost their weight.” §

* Essays, Biographical and Chemical, 1908, p. 17G.

f Life and Malter, 1909, p. 14.

| Matter and Energy, p. 194.

§ Gustave le Bon, The Evolution of Matter, 1907, p. 88.
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But, as he further remarks, “As soon as one seeks to
define the properties of the ether, enormous diffion ¢
ties appear.” And, although its existence has force
itself upon us, the inmost nature of the ether 8
hardly suspected. Lord Kelvin considers the ether
to be “ an elastic fluid filling all space.”

It must, says Le Bon, “possess a rigidity exceeding
that of steel, or it would not transform luminous
vibrations at a velocity of 300,000 kilometres Per
second.” And yet it has been demonstrated that,
combined with this solidity, it must possess a density
a million times less than the air, rarefied as it is ip 8
Crookes’ vacuum tube, or it would have a retarding
effeot on the motion of the moon, and would very
quickly expel the atmosphere from the earth. A
Le Bon observes, “ One iIs thrown back on the id°8
that the ether is a solid, without density or weight,
however unintelligible this may seem” (p. 90). If ydJ
can imagine a substance more rigid than steel, yel
without weight, and through which things can pa8
more easily than through air, then you can imagmO
the ether. We confess that we cannot.

Le Bon considers the ether to b9 imponderable
and immaterial, but he admits (p. 91) that it possesses
mass, for he says: “If there were no mass, the
propagation of light would probably be instao-
taneous.”

Sir Oliver Lodge, after stating that the ether i

now being discovered to constitute matter, observes;
“The question is often asked, Is ether materia]

This is largely a question of words and convenience’
Undoubtedly the ether belongs to tho material o
physical universe, but it is not ordinary matter,
should prefer to say it is not matter at all. It may D
tho substance, or substratum, or material of wluc
matter is composed, but it would be confusing an
inconvenient not to be able to discriminate betwe
matter on the one hand and ether on tho other. If j
tie a knot on a bit of string, the knot is composed. 0
string, but the string is not composed of k n o t s . .
essential distinction between matter and ether is
matter moves, in tho sense that it has the property
locomotion and effect, impact and bombardment,
ether is strained, and has the property of exerting stre
and recoil.” *

According to tho latest speculations, it is fro®
this universal ocean of ether that tho elements
matter, as we know them, have evolved. A prim™O
condensation into nebula has been followed by
further condensation into stars, accompanied by 8
enormous evolution of heat, and this is borne out '
tho facts of astronomy, which show us stars at 5\&L
heat, incomparably hotter than our sun, down
cooling Btars of a dull red; and, what Is 0"
important still, the speotroscope reveals the f8
that the elements are found in gradually inoreas”
numbers the lower the temperature of tho star. |
in other words, the hottest stars contain the te?
elements ; tho oooler stars tho most. “Taking Ib 0
together,” says Professor Dnnoan, “the evide
for an inorganio evolution of the elements
every whit as conclusive as the evidence f°r
organio evolution. And farther:— A

1'We moan that tbo eighty odd oloments of ma” ealiy
wo know them on earth to-day were not SPU 70
created, but that, like tho plants and animals, *10”~vpeg

been truly evolved from simpler and still simply1' j[jey
back to some really simplo element from wbic

have all evolved through infinite icons gone by- artla's
“Tho geologist, from an examination of tho

strata from lowormost to highest, finds _aB

increasing complexity in tho organio remains -oa.

the rocks contain. The astronomer, from an 0X8 VO~
tion of tho stars from hottest to coldest, finds 8 ~jcb
increasing complexity in the so-called elemontis of
they contain........ They both doduce au.Cda jaCtion3
simplor forms to moro complex, and their ded Jd.
aro equally valid ; wo must accept tho inorganic A
tion. Organic evolution is measured by ml, "Ny i®
years; inorganic evolution is measured Pr0
billions.” t

* Nature, January 14, 1909, p. 324. 206'N«’
f Professor Duncan, The New Knowledge, 1905, PP’.. joO<

cited by Dr. Charlton Bastian in The Evolution of B/ ’
p. 19.
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the law of evolution applies not only to livin
Atter, as in plants and animals, but to unorganised,
.non'living matter—to the very elements them-
ves* As Carl Snyder observes —

"In this view, the basis of the elements, the sub-
stance of the universe, is eternal; likewise the process
~hich it pursues. A new Molescbott might now write a
Areialauf der Materie, a Circulation of Matter. Devo-
lution follows evolution, regeneration follows degenera-
tion, world without end.” *

. ~S isthe view of the famous Swedish chemist,
tthenius. In a letter to Carl Snyder, he says:—
“l therefore adhere to the idea of an oscillation of
juatter, because it is impossible for me to understand a
beginning or an end of the system of matter that we
observe. If there were an end with complete rest, the
condition would have been reached in the infinity of
| which lies behind us, and there would be nothing
jeft in the world to observe. Therefore, also, the second
aw of thermo-dynamics cannot be perfectly true as it is
formulated now.” f

0Qe Materialist deolares matter and force to be the
8 e eternal existence. The man unacquainted with
ence places wood or coal on the fire; he sees
c°n8am0d, an(j thinks they are destroyed. The
fla knows better ; he burns a candle in a closed
candi’ kO weighs the flask before, and after, the
6i 00has burned away, and finds the weight to be
ctv the same ; all that has been done has been to
avnEe the fat and wick of the oandle into vapor
f0 Sa808 Matter is eternal, it changes only its
h&y _ one time, it did not exist, it never could
Wc°me into existence. ) ) ]
"6 Jo not wish to prolong this series of artioles
h’ B we reserve the Nebula Hypothesis
cog.. Evolution of Life for a future oooasion. In
g® a0lb we oannot do better than finish with a
ten,/lon we contributed to those columns nearly
years ago.__

.a...he first and last word of scionce is tho uncreat-
mty an(j indestructibility of matter. 1It is an experi-
‘«tally ascertained fact [says Professor Tait] that no

f °cess at tho command of man can destroy oven a

j 8¢ Particle of matter, still less create a new one. It

¢, °u this definite basis that the great science of
uruistry has been accurately built’ (Chambers' Ency-

~Padia, articlo on ‘Matter’). It is obvious to the
sanest intelligence that something that cannot be

j( atiedor destroyed must have existed from all eternity.

,» 18 this point the theologian steps forward and

all ti wAlthough man cannot create matter, God can;

things are possible with God. Evory effect must
a causo, and God is the First Groat Cause.’

ha u” then ; if God created matter, thcro must

h, ”"een a time when matter did not exist (not even

tho ether. wo may add). There waa nothing but empty

%"f’cg an Infin”e black vacuum. What was God doing

lie DM “ bienniums of agos bofore mattor existed ?

Hu Cou*J n°t see; thoro is no light apart from mattor.

could not hoar; thoro was nothing to carry the

WV6s fif - Ho ceutd" nét'think; thoro was

6( to think about. And to finish np, if every
at an IOURt have a prior cause, how came God to exist

crn,i Ho must have required another First Cause to
rp~ato him.” |

QG t‘IIOOI[]oS"an SaYS that Goﬂ 5 @°rnal aQd nn-

are e®* “he Materfalist says that mattor and force

«Han?*1an”™ unoreated, and ho can point to tho

hility matter and demonstrate its indestruoti-

Pro f theologian oannot produoo God, or

Batd ’ 8Cephio, of his existence, nis God

abd Phantom of tho mind, born of ig ranee
Dshed by priestcraft. Away with it.

W. Mann.

A

w'y youm”’, 'yvho was always making herself out to bo
a”Con, 'Vj Ink engaged in a law suit, said she was
“ Witness i""C" lauRhtor ensued when her son, ontoring

£ Ixhianti °X r°Phed, in answer to tho usual questions,
DOr,li °Mer_than mother.”—* Under Five Reigns,”
ot,ly Nevill.

1i.6d.,.y285” The World Machine, 1907, p. 423.
o Thet” )

'rtor °f the Universe Answered,” Freethinker,
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How to Help Us.

In our two previous articles on the “Boycott” we
think wo have made our position tolerably clear. We
keep the Freethinker going week by week, in a
manner which, we believe, is generally held to be
worthy of its traditions and of the party that it
represents, without being able to reckon on any
financial return whatever for the work we put into
it; and this after having for some years paid a
considerable loss out of our own pocket,—a loss,
however, which is now nearly extinguished by the
improved circulation of the paper and certain
improvements in the business arrangements of the
publishing department.

Now at this point wo want to say something of a
very personal character, and in such circumstances
the greatest modesty is to be thoroughly frank and
straightforward.

Rather more than twenty-nine years ago (it was
on April 24, 1888) we stood before Lord Chief Justice
Coleridge and a special jury in the then Court of
Queen’s Bench, defending ourselves against an
indictment for “ bIasPhemy.” We were brought up
from Holloway Gaol where we were suffering the
sentence of twelve months’ imprisonment passed
upon us by Mr. Justice North. Lord Coleridge was
deeply interested in the case. He followed our three
hours’ address to the jury with the most flattering
attention. When it closed he adjourned the court
until the next morning. “ That,” he said to the
jury, “will give you a full opportunity of reflecting
calmly on the very striking and able speech you
have just heard.” It was generously and gra-
oiously said, but Lord Coleridge was more than
a judge, he was a gentleman, and he had made a
stand for principles himself. He understood us, he
respected us, he recognised th.at we were not
really defending ourselves against a oriminal indiot-
ment, but fighting a battle for our conviotions. It
seemed to us that his lordship's unwavering look of
respeot deepened into one of admiration when we
came to the opening sentences of our peroration.
This is what wo said :—

” Gontlomon, | havo more than a personal intorest
in the result of this trial. | am anxious for tho rights
and libortics of thousands of my countrymen. Young
as | am, | have for many years fought for my prin-
ciples, taken soldier’s wages when there were any, and
gone cheorfully without when there wore none, and
fought on all tho samo, as | mean to do to tho end; and
I am doomed to the torture of twelve mouths’ im-
prisonment by tho verdict and judgmont of thirtcon
men, whoso sacrifices for conviction may not equal
mino. Tho bitterness of my fato cannot bo enhanced
by your verdict. Yet this does not diminish my
solicitude as to itH character.”

“As | mean to do to the end.” Yos, wo had enli ited
in tne great Army of Froethought, and were glad
and proud to he at tho front, whatever might happen
there. And has not tho course of ovents proved
that when we said what wo meant wo meant what
wo said ? “The end ” is not yet, but it is some
thirty years nearer than it was then, and we have
kept our promise. Whatever else may be said of us,
no one can deny that.

We had a right to say what wo did to tho jury
about “ sacrifices for conviction.” When we joined
tho Army of Freothought wo understood what it
involved, we agreed to pay the price, and we faced
the future with the greatest cheerfulness. We have
never complained of the faot, and only onoe have we
boasted of it. In the last conversation we ever had
with the wealthy man who tried to ruin us some
twelve yoara ago, wo told him that wo had beon by
far the largest subscriber to Freethought in our
time. The purse-proud old gentleman smiled and
sneeringly asked us to explain. We reminded him
of what he had said about our “abilities.” He
could not deny it. Ho admitted that we might, for
instanco, have made a big income in the legal
profession. And we asked him whether he didn’t
see that we gave to Freethought all the difference
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between onr “soldier’s wages” in the service of
Freethonght and the big income we might have
earned in another direction. The man before ns had
given some money, which he had never missed. We
had given onr life. It was a new view of the
situation.

The late Major Harris, whose name was always
amongst the subscribers for various objects in our
columns, kept on at us for years about our financial
position. “We ought to secure our Arohbishop a
minimum wage,” he used to say with that jolly smile
of his. At length the idea was realised. The
President’s Honorarium Fund was opened. And it
has been an immense relief to us.

Those who subscribe to this Fund are indirectly,
of course, subscribing to the support of the Free-
thinker. Considering the work we put into the paper
week after week, with no salary or its equivalent, it
follows that we must live on something else, if we
are to live at all,—which seems an indispensable
condition. There would be no time left for the
paper, except perhaps occasionally, if we earned cur
living in the open market of journalism. If we stand
by the paper, Its friends must stand by us. There is
nothing dishonorable in this arrangement. Yet at
the same time we Bhould be delighted if the neces-
sity for it did not exist. We would rather live by
the pa#oer itself than by the most sincerely contri-
buted freewill offerings.

Perhaps we Bhall be pardoned for interjeoting an
observation at this point. The Fand is dragging a
little in comparison with last year. It has taken
the first (and best) six months to realise one half the
£800 appealed for. We do not complain—we have
no right to—but we were hoping for better things.
We were even hoping we might bo enabled to
transfer some of the drudgery of the papsr to other
hands, and devote our time and energies to the more
important work for which our special knowledge and
experience must have to some extent fitted us. It
seems a pity, for instance, that mere drudgery should
stand in the way of completing our book on Shake-
speare, which, being written from our particular
point of view, is likely to be of some value to the
Freethonght cause. And we have other works in
contemplation. Moreover there are the affairs of
the National Secular Society and the Secular Society,
Ltd., to which we should like to pay more attention.

Our position would bo more satisfactory if we
could live by our work on the Freethinker. It would
also be more satisfactory to the Freethought move-
ment, for it would mean a wider circulation for the
only weekly Freethonght journal in England. Not
forgetting the Honorarium Fand, therefore, but
regarding it as a temporary expedient, our friends
might devote themselves to promoting the circula-
tion of this journal—whioh is also their journal.
We shall introduce to their notice from time to
time, in the near future, the various devioes—such
as labels, handbills, and large posters—hby which the
paper may be advertised. It is no use introducing
these all at once; they must be introduced one
at a time. There will be something said on this
matter nearly every week for the next few months ;
and also about the fresh publications that are
soon to be issued from our office. But, in the
meantimo, we invite all our friends to concen-
trate seriously—as seriously as we do—on the
problem of the Freethinker. Let them do a
little missionary work, and do it regularly. Let
them introduce the Freethinker to some fresh person
every week. Not say they will, or hope they will,
but do it. This can be done easily enough. And if
any friends can distribute copies on a larger scale
they can obtain “ specimen ” back numbers for the
purpose by applying to our shop manager (Mr. H.
Saill). If only a thousand of this journal’s friends
would bestir themselves in this matter, not spas-
modically but continuously, they might get us a
thousand new readers in the course of six months.
And the prooess could be continued indefinitely.

G. W. Foote.
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Acid Drops.

Bishop Welldon is antediluvian enough, but we did not
expect he would join the Boyal Antediluvian Order o
Buffaloes. We see that he is to be initiated into the Alber
Edward Lodge, No. 59, which meets at the “Prince o
Wales Feathers,” Windsor-bridge, Salford. But a bigg®r
place has been taken for thi* august occasion, namelyi the
Marble Hall of the Albion Hotel, Piccadilly. The ceremony
is to take place at 8.45 p.m. on Wednesday, June 26. yl16
should like to see the refreshment bill. Bishop Welldon
believes in “ following Jesus” and Jesus was—not a teej
totaler. Still, one can hardly fancy Jesus as a “ Buffalo-
It looks and sounds so incongruous.

The Dean of Manchester say3 he snpports an Establish@®
Church because he desires to see a democracy governed by
the spirit of Jesus Christ. Doubtless. It is only natura
that the Dean should desire the people to remain Christian«
but a democracy that remains Christiau is a democracy th®
will bo always getting there and yet never arrive. The
Dean also said that an established and endowed Cbu(c
is the only guarantee for the permanence of Chrntia®
worship. This, we take it, is only another way of admitting
that Christianity will only live so long as it can dispen
patronage and bribery. And with this, too, wo are incline

to agree.

Amongst the subjects discussed at the recent eight
Congress of the Chambers of Commerce of the Bn’l§
Empire was that of Easter. A resolution was passed to®"
it was desirable to establish by international agreement
fixed date for Easter. Lord Desborough said that ®
Easter which 1hopped about ’was right neither historical b
astronomically, nor geographically.” Quite so. But i"
right enough astrologically. Sun worship and moon vrors V
are both reconciled in the present arrangement for fix' »
Easter. We should be sorry to loso what throws su
a searchlight on Christian mythology.

Mr. Stephen Phillips’s very blank verso on Gene
Booth’s blindness, which appoarod in the Westmin*
Gazette of June 12, seem almost designed to show that bo
no poet. If the writer had not already achievod a rePU]je
tion it is doubtful whether his lines would have had ~
honor of publication. Mr. Phillips could not oven keep
Milton. Certainly the great John Milton was blind, bu
was blind in tho primo of life, through using his eyes
much in defending the freedom and self-government of
pooplo of England. His greatost and most famouB ~
Paradise Lost, was written afterwards; or rather, b »
unablo to writo, ho dictated it to his daughters n3
amanuenses—a fact which makes it ono of tho most ox
ordinary achievements in human literature. Genoral Bo *
on the other hand, goes blind at the fag end of a long
when it can make very littlo difference, except to hi g
personally, whether ho is ablo to seo or not. What senl
there, moreover, in mentioning John Milton and Lj
Booth in the same breath ? Blindness was tho only P ~
they had in common. But nothing Rooms sacred to
minor poet, and Mr. Phillips commits his act of *t0
sacrilege in a perfectly serene, if thoroughly incomp® g
mannor. And when ho takos to describing William B jy
‘mighty war ’‘gainst infidelity and wretchedness,” ho 8. @
sinks into ridiculous impertinence. Perhaps ono .°n”ajioB
take him comically. In that case, his nice discrimm
in tho uso of words reminds us of tho American la 3®
wanted a divorce from her husband on tho ground
‘infidelity ” because he had become an “infidel.”

N

What, by tho way, is Mr. Stephen Phillips’s own r™ ”'n0t
belief ? Has he, indeed, any such belief at all ? 'v® We
dogmatising on the matter, but just seoking informa io ™ ety
are wondering whether Mr. Phillips has degenerated I ~ oC
way since he wrote “ Marpessa.” That was h n ja
sixteen years ago, and all sorts of things may bapp
that timo—evon to a man’s brains.

, Jjs t®*
The Christian says that ono of tho saddest fa°t3vears
so few people aro converted after they are thirty y~g ¢bo
ago. It also notes that twelve, sixteen, and *w . abjiity t0
most fruitful agos for conversion, and professes ““ iDa
explain the phenomenon. We think wo can expl®1 gcoBc0'

sentence. It is simply tho exploitation of a‘ ,cgConC®’
From twolve to twenty-five is the period of ® a0d tb®
the years during which boy and girl reach maturi ji  r9pid

social and sexual sides of thoir naturo th < j’ege yefttS
development. Under wiso and proper conditions
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ould serve as the period daring which youth and maiden
e”e intelligently introduced to the more serious side of
etn'r N a *me raP‘~ physiological change and
otlonal development, and is marked out by nature as the
bei~61 *>er'@™ *or 8ucb an introduction. But, instead of this
Ing so, they are brought under the influence of ignorant
rel'D *88 be'r feelings are interpreted in terms of
diao’On’ and their inclinations after a larger social life
€0 "'n°Sed as the voice of God in the soul, or by some other

inst il nonsensical religious expression. The result is that
dev ) ~eveiOP’ng a useful, healthy-minded citizen, we
sli a narrow-minded religions fanatic. The energy that
s .“ be expended in social channels is diverted to the

religion. We repeat, conversion is mainly an

exploitation of adolescence.

g0?-r'. James Denny, in a sermon on behalf of the Bible
are* f "-Sid that the Bible is so little read because people

-4 N0 responsibility it creates. People do not
mbl 'v through cowardice. This is unadulterated
anv' e flne8ti°n if the Bible is less read now—to
plonj8er*’US extent—than it ever was. The number of
com 8 seriously read the Bible must always have been
no ?aratively few. We fancy Dr. Denny is confusing the
Peon] 01  PeoP'e who owned a Bible with the number of
less*16 wbo read it, People do not so much read the Bible
hr n 8~®y are *ess afraid to say they do not believe in it.
the 6nn” a”80 8aJ8 that “ we do not take up the Bible on
the aBBurQPtion that it is inspired, but we lay it down with
voioas,nrance that this is the place where we hear God's
eVet i.  Agaidl, rubbish 4 We wentule to sdy thav oo ooe
that jt — -+ patting down the Bible with the assuranoe
int]_ya8 “ God’s voice,” unless they commenced reading
slpply belief that it was so. We should like Dr. Denny to
Gy with cases to the contrary. For onr part, we
rsaT f)rovif° him with plenty of cases of people who began
end V1I0®'hle with the belief that it was inspired and

eaWith quite a different opinion.

ate  titneH we need to examine ourselves and see that wo
bo0™ear'D8 fruit.” This is not an extract from the scrap-
~biclna Privato asylnm, but a portion of a sermon for
Peep/ Prea’ber received payment from presumably sane

r°(0IG *°Pe is building a new palace at Rome with 350
~sides kitchens and halls. It will suffice for the

afitg). y, ~sciple of a Deity who was born in a stable and in
Ife had not whore to lay his head.

c » , are sometimes found in tho Freethinker, and
accenj 0 adviae us of them generally do so in reproachful
jontn 8. n°twithstanding tho conditions undor which this
iO publ-Is Preducod. But the fact is that misprints appear

tlie™ I~ t'ona on which plenty of money is spent to prevent
* & lhor®was a funny one in Monday’s Daily News in
the late William James's Essays on Radical

itoft, dames, tho reviewer said, “ took metaphysics
, J Nark and stuffy chamber wliero it bunts without
°Oksil’ b'acl< hats which are not there.” Hats, of

hat J,8bould bo cats. Ouly one letter is wrong,—h for c—
W * a difference it makes! There was another
happen' misprint of a Wordsworth quotation in a book wo
»0ti8« to bo looking at only a few minutes after we

°f bt ono in tho Daily News—tho sevonpenny edition
Hieh ji. fathers’ Cherry Ripe. It is a quotation with
4ad  ~n®Hoy ended tho beautiful Preface to “ Alastor,’

8 *s how it should read :—

“ Tho good dio first,
"nd thoso whoso hearts aro dry as summer dust
urn to tho socket.”

8 lov? It roads in Helen Mathers’ novel:—
» . “ Tho gods die first,

i big.

© they whoso heart is dry os summer dust
lletQ 1Um to the socket.”
small but miserable misprints in the second
&et’sumll . r'b' ono in tho first, completely spoiling tho

~tors”iti¥? Woro on tho bannors of some of the domon-
6lsU j)- ydo Park and at tho Albort Hall against the

“is 8establishmcnt Bill. “ Our Patron Saint,” said

\r kgmna aVild’ not McKenna.” We don’t think much of
aO0wl?ato p Urselve8” but Havid -—--—-1 He belongs to the
da?” Cet-ar of “Holy Writ.” “Will a man rob
fem it jfr;ainly. Some of tho demonstrators would have
w,*20ty pRii,G bad the chance. Jt's tho safest form of
'Vas this « owl*1 th° crowning anti-disestablishment

* r°aHy wij. want Churches, not Museums.” What

ant. though, was that they wished for
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Churches, not Museums. They want Museums more than
Churches. What they want most of all is common sense.

“l was sorry to notice in Florence,” Mr. George
Bedborongh writes us, “that the principal street which
was called Via Francesco Ferrer, for two years or more, is
now Via Roma.” This is the work of a reactionary majority
on the City Council.

The Catholic Times fully endorses our approval of the
decision of the American Court that Bible reading in school,
by whosoever the selection is made, is denominational.
The Catholic Times says that to the Jew the New Testa-
ment is denominational, while to the “ unfortunate Atheist ”
the doctrine of God comes under the same head. It sums
np by saying that once teaching of religion is admitted in
any school, it must be taught in all schools, and if teachers
are allowed to teach Cowper-Templeism they should be
allowed to teach all forms of religions belief. Of course,
the Catholic Times is out for the teaching of Catholic reli-
gion in public schools, and thinks that before the controversy
is ended the British public will see the justice of allowing
this. We fancy that by the time the controversy is con-
cluded—and it is the only way in which it will be closed—
the public will see the wisdom and justice of excluding
religion altogether from State schools.

For some weeks an instructive, if not very interesting,
discussion has been going on in the Christian World over
the Rev. A. C. Dixon’ views on evolution and religion.
Like most of our American preaching importations, “ Dr.”
Dixon is an extremely ignorant and narrow-minded type of
believer, and as such will have nothing to do with the
doctrino of evolution. Quite unable to discriminate between
a discussion as to the factors of evolution and a discussion
as to the troth of evolution itself, he has raked together a
number of theological back numbers of a similar kind to
himself, and produces their testimony against evolution.
His attack has been too much for the editor of the Christian
World and other Christians, who have reminded him that
the theory of evolution is now too firmly established to be
attacked by any Christian preacher without injuring tho
preacher and reflecting discredit on Christianity.

So much for Dr, Dixon, The man is, as we have said,
ignorant; we know him to be none too scrupulous in his
controversial methods; but, in spite of these things, we
prefer a straightforward championship of the Bible and a
denunciation of evolution to more or less dishonest attempts
to harmonise the two. Thus, the editor of the Christian
World, in closing the discussion, remarks that ho is glad
Dr. Dixon goes to tho Bible, because that is an admirable
text-book of evolution. Wo see there tho evolution of the
idea of God, etc., etc. This may be true enough from ono
point of viow. If evolution bo a fact, it must bo traceable
everywhere—in tho Bible no less than in a collection of
fairy tales. But to say that evolution can bo seen in the
Bible, and to say that the Bible teaches evolution, are two
very different statements. Tho first may bo true, and this
is what tho editor of tho Christian World says. But ho
meanB the second, and that is decidedly false. The writers
of the Bible had no conception of evolution, and thereforo
could not teach it. Evolution is a lato conception applied to
religion, as it has been applied to other matters. And tho
reading of a teaching of evolution into Christianity is an
example of religious harmonising which shows that our
sense of rectitude is still in need of furthor development.
Dr. Dixon represents tho old-fashioned, unenlightened type
of beliovor. Tho editor of the Christian World—perhaps
wo had bettor leave him unclassified for the present.

There is ono thing in Mr. J. W. Gott’s book, noticed in our
last week’s “ Sugar Plums,” to which wo could not call
attention then. It will bo remembered that a petition for
Mr. Gott’s release from his imprisonment for “ blasphemy ”
was engineered by the Rationalist Press Association. It
was understood, we beliovo from Mr. J. M. Roberston, M.P.,
that tho Homo Secretary, in “ considering ” Mr. Gott’s case,
woald most of all bo helped by a petition. This petition
was numerously and influentially signed. But it did not
contain our signature. We understood the thing only too
well. Mr. McKenna could make any use ho liked of it—
good, bad, or indifferent—and it was tho easiest of all
methods for those who wero engineering it to pursue. It
committed them to nothing beyond. They had made their
perfectly respectable protest, and if it failed what more was
there to bo said, or what remained to do ? «Mr. McKenna
was informed by the petition that there were a number of
Freethinkers in England who belonged rather to the
“classes ” than to the “ masses.” He must havo known
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that before, and we daresay he smiled at the innocence of
the ladies and gentlemen who thought that the fact might
disturb him. It takes a far more violent, and even brutal,
pressure than that to prevent a Home Secretary from
obliging the religions bigots on both sides of the House of
Commons. Mr. McKenna publicly treated the petition—
and therefore the petitioners—with the cold contempt that
the professional politician usually displays to people who
fondly imagine that principles count for anything in politics
when they are not supported by practical power. Privately,
he threw the petition into the waste-basket. The only
effect it produced was to make the Home Secretary justify
and applaud the prosecution and the sentences on the Leeds
“ blasphemers.” And the same thing would have happened
if the document had been signed by the Trinity and all the
Archangels, including the “fallen ” one known as Satan.
They count no votes in England, and no political party
would have anything whatever to do with them.

There was one woman who objected to that petition. It
was Mrs. Gott. W.ith the inaccuracy that is so frequent in
this little book, we are not given the exact terms of her
letter to the Home Secretary on the subject. The copy has
been lost, but “ it was near about in these terms ” :(—

“ To the Eight Hon. Eeginald McKenna, M.P.,—

Sir,—My attention having been drawn to a certain answer
of yours in reply to questions raised in the House of
Commons affecting the possible reduction of the sentence
recently passed upon Mr. J. W. Gott and the course he
would have to take to secure it, | write to say that my
husband would never think of begging for the remission of
so much as a single day. He is in prison not for a crime,
but for a principle. He is the best husband woman ever
had and the kindest of fathers—and he is a man.

Yours, etc.,, Ada Gott.”

Mrs. Gott died while her husband was in prison. Her
husband was liberated at last by the Home Secretary in
order that he might go home, see the corpse, and attend the
funeral. Some day or other, if there be a day of judgment,
as Christians declare, Mr. Gott may just hand in his wife’s
letter as his testimonial, and intimate that it is all he
proposes to offer. And if, as Renan said, tho verdict for all
of us on that great occasion will probably be the judgment
of our women folk and children, countersigned by the
Eternal, it seems extromely likely that John William Gott
may have quite as good a seat in heaven as Reginald
McKenna.

But we have not yot said what wo started out to say.
Ada Gott’s letter is the best thing in this book. We are not
surprised at it. Our opinion of women Freethinkers has
often been stated in these columns. There is a lot of
matter in this book which, in view of the titlo, had no
business in it at all. But this one lotter gives it an imperish-
able value. Ada Gott emorged from her domestic privacy
but once, and then she said what for all tho best qualities of
human speech—sincerity, directness, and force—throws
nearly everything else in this book into the shade.

What humbugs the Christians of this country are ! After
all their gas over John Bunyan’s copy of Foxe’s Book of
Martyrs, preserved at the Bedford General Library, they
wouldn’t find JE2,000 to keep it in Bunyan’s and Foxe’s own
land, but allowed it to be bought for that sum by Mr.
Pierpont Morgan, and carried off to the land of American
millionaires.

Mr. Robert Blatchford finds out things as he goes along.
He is now socing through the superstition of royalty. Mr.
Foote was secretary of tho Republican League started at
Birmingham in 1871, with Charles Bradlaugh as President,
the inauguration of which was celebrated by a crowded
evening meeting in the great Town Hall, with Mr. Footo
himself as one of the speakers,—and the youngest, of course,
for he was then only twenty-one. Not long after his twelve
months’ imprisonment for “ blasphemy ” in 1883-1884 Mr.
Foote wrote and published the most daring Republican
pamphlet of the nineteenth century. It was entitled Royal
Paupers, with the sub-title of “ What Royalty does for tho
People, and What the People do for Royalty.” It was a
challenge, of course, to those who were working up tho loyal
fever in connection with Queen Victoria’s first jubilee,
Several Radical papers gave it favorable notice. Not one,
we believe, would do so now. “ But why mention all this
now? ” somebody may ask. Because it is just and fair to
point out that tho really difficult and dangerous pioneer
work has nearly always been done by the fighting wing of
the organised Freethought party.
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We warned the Labor party some time ago that their turn
would come when the police had practised enough upon
“blasphemers.” And our warning (as usual) has been
justified, for we never speak publicly without knowledge and
deliberation. The case of Mr. Tom Mann is very much to
the point. We see, too, that the police have started on Mr.
Ted Leggatt. Now we have a soft spot in our make-up f°r
Ted Leggatt. Many years ago, when we were fighting the
Freethinker battle at West Ham, and some rowdy Christians
(probably paid for the job) tried to spoil our first b'g
meeting in the Town Hall, Ted Leggatt was wonderfully
useful in passing them out of the place more expeditiously
than they had entered it. He asked them nothing for h,s
services in placing them in a position of greater safety. BO
was never mercenary. Neither, though he can talk savagely
at times, is there a grain of ill-nature in his composition.
Ho is now a Trade Union organiser, and is mixed up P***
fessionally with the dock strike. That is how the pohoe
came to prosecute him for “insulting behavior ” to “ black-
legs,” and with using “bad language” to a convoy 0
constables. Ted says that he simply shouted, in reply to the
question of Union carmen as to what he thought of “ strike-
breaking” carmen: “Look at these joskins; you would think
they were sawing wood. | am responsible for getting those
men a rise of 6s. a week, and this is the return we get-
This is not exactly the language of the Vere do Veres, bu
what harm is there in it? How could anybody except a
fanatical pedagogue call it criminal ? Yet the Thames
Police Court magistrate fined Ted forty shillings or a
month. Even without “the language ” he said that “ the
evidence was sufficient to substantiate the charge.” *“
suiting behavior ” is thus like “ blasphemy.” It mean
speaking of and looking at without proper respect anybody
or anything that the authorities—for very good reasons o
their own—want to surround with artificial credit. We are
not surprised that Ted Leggatt refused to pay forty PeuC,
and said ho wonld “do ” tho month. The really import»0
point, however, is that it is the evident intention of t
“ classes ” generally to use the cunning force of law,
of the brutal forco of “ bullets and bayonets,” against e
“masses.” They will find judges and magistrates d°cl
enough to do all that the “ classes ” oxpoct of them.

Government by tho polico, aidod by the magistrates,
on apace in England. Tho newest crime is to say any
in public which the police choose to considor as “
cause a breach of the peace ” ; which means anything 1
the Chief Constable happens to dislike. A young ® ~
named William Richards has been sent to prison at Bar
for “ ridiculing the Salvation Army ” in an open-air lect®
This is a fresh form of “ blasphemy.” General Booth eDJ jO
tho same protection as God Almighty. It would be more
his (W. B.’s) credit if he answered Mr. Manson.

g’

Rev. G. A. Cobbold, vicar of St. Bartholomew’s, IPMjOp
having scruples about administering tho Holy Commu to
to a woman who could not live the day out, was minus ,,
sond up to London “to obtain the Resorved Sacrarue ”
but ho was distressed at the idea of “bringing hack
Consecrated Elements in a railway car” and deow®
would bo better to use “a motor car.” Apparently a ral Qo0t
carriage is worse than a motor car in its deteriorating ®
on the body and blood of Christ. Ono would like to kn
why.

is ready for Disestablishu”y
“whenever in God’s providonco ” it arrives. NBut ~
disendowmont ?” he asks. Ay, thero’s the rub. 12~ oB
what you like, and put us where you like, but lot us g
handling the swag.”

The Bishop of Lincoln

Tho Abbd Pitou, of Angers, who mysteriously disapp®3™~.
turned up at Lyons and told the polico ho had b°e ,
napped. It turns out, however, that he had kidnapp6
parish money.

“The Song of Solomon ” has been sot to music a™ wfty(
been used as a recital on tho concert platform. By *
was tho song of Solomon—* Place Mo Among tho Gi

A correspondent of the Boston Globe named heo ft
asked tho editor if it were true that Ingersoll jjfe
dying statement to the effect that ho was sorry f°r
he had led.” The editor replied (May 17) od 8s

“ As Robert Ingersoll’s personal life was about
a man’s can be, there was little for him to be sor/ j>ed°r

to his beliefs there is no evidence that on his dea  speecheS
any other time did he express any belief that n
or essays had been mistakes.” i-moni»!"

A calumnious question brings Ingersoll a fresh test«



June 28, 1912

Mr. Foote’s Engagements

(Lectures suspended until September.)

To Correspondents.

PiikAi)KNT'H H onobabium Fund, 1912.—Previously acknowledged,
*151 6s. 2d. Received since :—C. Heaton, 5s.; “ Ficksburg,”
* 6d.; W H. Hicks, £2 2s.; K. Taylor 53 M. A. P,

n 8—6d . p.t5a,; wm. Hopper £2 2s.

~~The passage from Dean Inge is written paradoxically, but

s find it easy enough to understand. It is not our business,
y OWéver, to explain his meaning.
* McKelvie—We hope the Liverpool Branch's picnic will bo a
great success.
have dealt with the matter in “ Acid Drops ”—
ji al°h please see.
¢ Uxvin—We attack the superstition in power. Spiritualism

Theosophy are relatively harmless. We gave some atten-
,10n to the latter, however, when Mrs. Besant went over to it
com Atheism, lest her name should carry weight though her
rguments carried none. \We never heard that a single Atheist

~went over with her
g‘ Uall.—Many thanks for cuttings.
*Sloner—The article is enigmatic, and you may have the right
of interpretation—but we fancy not. Thanks for your
J, Deering letter and your efforts to promote our circulation.
b~~woon.—Thanks for your trouble, but wouldn’t it be
N e ter to wait till the fun begins at Wolverhampton ?

Hicks, subscribing to the President’s Honorarium Fund,
ys: " x hope you will receive a greater response to the
PPoal for this fund. | enjoy reading the Freethinker very
, t>ch; it ia well-written and instructive, and | wish | had

q OWhof it years ago.”
j/ "e°CT°B— See paragraph. Thanks,
j  *""Thanks for useful cuttings.

»«e-The first and second verses have merit, the third is

lis ehinferior, and the fifth line is not written in real English,
~b» ®reinhsboeb.—P leased to hear of your seafaring friend to
g on}you send the Freethinker, and who enjoys reading it and
Ay* it has “ put quite new thoughts into him on the subject ”

Salt I®On There is an excellent little book by Mr. H. 8.
°n Shellei/s Principlea, and the lato J. Symonds’
a] 8me on Shelley in the “ English Men of Letters” series is

v - good. Dowden’s Life of Shelley, in two big expensive
tejUmes' is full and authoritative, though diffuse and
finean<fcnt. Essays on Keats are fairly common. There is a
j p_;'-tO!lﬁ{h the Second Series of Matthew Arnold's Ettaut in
UILUNN—The question of the persecution of the Christiana
Homan Empiro cannot bo dealt with in the space we
0nt*«e. But this is certain that tho Pagans never porse-
—~anrt' ,.em as badly as they afterwards persecuted the Pagans
J eac” other.

/f\ (m_gv Eolemn moonshine, not worth criticism. Thanks
j good wishes

inf*« U«ustt.—Glad you find this journal so stimulating and
V gmng

Ju 01PE*i sending subscription to the President’s Honorarium

sftya ‘(@wtiich he “ regrets to see coming in so slowly this year,"

&tici  * cou'd not delay anK longer aftor reading your last
Sort °’P\1Nh|ch seems_almost heart-breaking from a monetary
coltrNer poivhg of yrm . trust too will soon ho

*CooUnt>ed and so relieve you of all further anxiety on that

Stm’\e?fs loavo to acknowledge tho roceipt of a Tetter
aBh our office from T. G., who gives no addross.
®&Mson.—Don’t trouble about such ridiculous personalities.
G "Qught tho orator had gone out as a missionary to some
If, region. Have the natives found him unsuitable ?
jQ0f KRs— Ho reader of this journal ou%ht to bo ignorant of
D. g act that Miss Vance lias lost her eight

0]

tun ~»e"""Uent as requested.
of Ch’ isalot truth 'n what you say about the religion
By tv Constables. We do not always mention all that we

Thank f have to kooP “a general’s eye ” in our position.
W. g 88 *or encouraging words at tho ond of your letter,

of ~ —Nothing pleases us better than acknowledgments

emano'Pation ” through the Freethinker.

With g 8 8ervicOs of the National Secular Booiety in connection

8lould<hUar ®ur‘ai Serviois aro required, all communications
t«tlIKR  0Oaddressed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vance.
» * Newf»,*i"le Editor of tho Freethinker should be addressed to
UDBJt  «*“e-street, Farringdon-street, E.O.

street r,°pID*H mnat roa°h 2 Nowcastle-street, Farringdon

inserted ‘D" P08t Tuesday, or they will not be
Unplug fo

~Nioneer'p “erature should be sent to the Shop Manager of the
n not 4188’ a Nowoastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.O.,

freeth- ~  Editor’
7®°e posterr forwardod direct from the publishing

*O». 6d. * V, u 6’ tit the followmg rates, prepaid (—One year,
aif year, 6s. 8d.; three months, 2s. 8d.
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Sugar Plums.
— ¢

A Canadian reader, belonging to the theatrical profession,
and formerly a Roman Catholic, writes to us: “ 1 have been
reading the Freethinker for some time now, and find it
indispensable. What | think is really needed now is a visit
from your good self, or some strongly equipped Freethinker,
for the purpose o f1converting Canada.”” This correspondent
promises to write again, and we hope he will do so.

The Liverpool Branch’s annual picnic takes place to-day
(June 28), the destination being Thurstaston. The tickets,
including lunch and tea, are 3s. 9d. each. Cyclists 2s. 6d.
Wagonettes leave Woodsido Station at 10.30 a.m. Apply for
tickets to Mr. W. McKelvie, 57 Penrose-street, Everton.

The Bradlaugh Fellowship holds its next “ social ” at the
Shoreditch Radical Club, 43 New North-road, N., on
Wednesday, June 26, at 8.30 p.m. “ There is nothing to
pay and no tickets are required.” The Fellowship is also
arranging for another visit to Charles Bradlaugh’s Grave at
Brookwood Cemetery on Sunday, July 7. The railway fare
is 2s. 6d., but tickets can be obtained at half price by
applying, before Monday, July 1, to Mr. W. J. Ramsey,
146 Lansdowne-road, Hackney, N.E.

The West Ham Branch has secured the Workman’s Hall,
Romford-road, Stratford, for a winter's course of Sunday
evening lectures, from October 6, 1912, to March 18, 1913.
Local “saints ” please note.

Mr. Joseph Bates has been “fighting with beasts at
Ephesus”—only the place is really called Gainsborough.
He attempted a week's lecturing there in the Market Place,
and only desisted, after a good deal of disorder, when the
police threatened to arrest him if ho continued. Mr. Bates
and the local “saints ” who stood gallantly by him had to
fight their way through a fanatical Christian crowd who
tried to throw them into tho river. We hear that the town
is stirred up and many people are inquiring after the
Freethinker.

The Annual Services of the Failsworth Secular Sunday
School took place on Sunday last. Mrs. Bradlaugh Bonner
gavo two excellent addresses ; part songs were given by the
choir, assisted by the Orchestral Society; and largo audi-
ences wero present. Mrs. Bonner had the pleasure of
naming two children (Vitor Collins and Warren Schofield).

We have received a copy of The Labor World, published
at Spokane, Washington, dated May 81, and we soe that it
contains " Our London Letter” by George Bedborough, who
refers to the Tom Mann prosecution under the Liberal
Govornmont, and thon says :—

“ The same government which prosecutes Tom Mann had
previously revived the vile ‘ blasphemy ’ laws and has sine*
permitted and encouraged prosecutions of freethinkers
without even tho pretence of 'blasphemy.” Until there is a
perfect liborty of thought and Bpeech nobody (least of all a
reformer) is Bafe from persecution. Tho moBt just and in
the long run the most discreet course is for all lovers of
freedom to unite in reaisting interference with liberty what-
ever guise the interference takes. It is only justice to admit
that George W. Foote, the famous English freethought
leader, has always been ready to work, speak, fight, and
suffer for the cause of freedom, not asking who is the
present victim, be he Christian, socialist, anarchist, or
atheist. Socialists must learn to reciprocate.”

Wo wish they would. But our policy is tho samo whether
they do or not.

NLEdward C. Reichwald, as a citizen and taxpayer of
Cook county, Illinois, and Secretary of the American Secular
Union, has begun a suit against the Catholic Bishop of
Chicago, et ale., to enjoin the oroction of a church on a traot
of land acquired by Cook county for charitablo uses, known
as the Oak Park Institutions. The Board of County Com-
missioners, unlawfully, as Mr. Reichwald holds, gave to
Archbishop Quigloy permission to build a church or chapel
on the grounds. The suit has aroused much interost in
Chicago, and Mr. Reichwald expects it is going to bo ‘somo
fight.” Ho has received assuranco of support from tho press
and business mon.”— Truthseeker (Now York).

Tho Missouri Society, Sons of the Revolution, offered
three 1912 prizes to high schools and scholars of equal
grade for tho best essays on “ The Political Writings of
Thomas Paine and their Influence on the Revolution.” All
three were won by girls, and their portraits in the Truth-
seeker leave no room for surprise at their success.
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Culture and Freethought in Spain: A
Literary Causerie.

Spain’s unenviable reputation for illiteracy and reli-
giosity must not deceive us into the belief that all
Spaniards are ardent believers in Christianity or
devout worshipers at the shrine of ignorance. It is
true that such schools as the Government provides
are poor and inefficient, and that the percentage of
illiterates is shamefully high. On the other hand,
the fortunate few who can read have abundant, and,
indeed, almost enviable opportunities of revelling in
the classics of science and Freethought. In spite of
the Inquisition of old, the Spanish sceptic of to-day
is catered for by enlightened and enterprising pub-
lishing firms, who offer him for a few pesetas the
masterpieces of the world’s best thinkers in philo-
sophy, history, criticism, and religion. Given two
generations of sound secular education, and with
these advantages the Spanish democracy will beoome
more fully emancipated from Christianity than
perhaps any other.

Oae of the most valuable amongst these Spanish
publishing houses is the firm of F. Sempere y Ca., of
Valencia (Calle de Palomar, 10. They have a
London depot at the Spanish Library, 134 Charing
Cross-road, W.C.). In a previous issue of this
journal” and elsewhere, | have had occasion to
review some of the bold Freethought publications
published by Sempere & Co. The perusal of these
volumes, sold mostly at one peseta, filled mo with
astonishment at the admirable broad-minded spirit
presiding over the enterprises of this enlightened
firm. Their copious catalogues, and, still more, the
teeming volumes themselves, some hundreds of which
have now been published, soon convinced me that,
whilst with Bome publishers godliness is great
riches, with Sempere & Co. a generous hospitality to
economio and religious heterodoxy has meant, and
still means, good business.

Messrs. Sempere some short time ago sent me a
further batch of some twenty volumes belonging to
their series of “ Popular Books,” which, I am grateful
to 6ay, aro popular in no catoh-penny sense. The
works are of standard excellence, and are selected in
a wide and comprehensive spirit. On perusing this
collection, | can only say that when, as a young man;
with meagre moans for buying the best type of
literature, 1 began to plough my way through the
bog-land of superstition, I am sorry I did not possess
the equipment furnished by those splendid volumes,
almost without money and without price. The
student of to-day who wants to find intellectual
salvation can soar to the skies and commune with
choice spirits, if only he will take flight on the wings
of the Spanish language—which, by the way, is one
of the richest and most beautiful, as indeed it is
one of the easiest and withal most majestic, of all
languages. Take an instance of what | would call
cheap salvation from Sempere’s list. Where, in
France or in England, can the impecunious lover of
learning and research get Renan’s Averrhocs and
Averrhoism for two pesetas (Is. 8d.) ? And yet the
Spanish student can got from Sempere (sometimes
in one-volume editions, at tenponce a volume) almost
any of the chief works of Darwin or Haeckel; ho can
get Draper’s Conflict; his Intellectual Development (in
three volumes—dirt cheap); most of Kropotkina’s
compelling books; nearly all Nietzsche (in separate
one-volume editions); the very interesting outspoken
criticisms on Christianity and religion by Proudhon
(I refer specially to his book on Educationl); the
wondrous volumes by Reclus; Herbert Spenoer’s
books, including his Ceremonial Institutions, and a
crowd of other works of capital importance to the
gentle reader who is a Freethinker but not a
millionaire. Such easy opportunities of self-culture
are a boon to the liberal-minded, all-round student
of modern life and thought.

* Freethinker, January 24. 1908.
t La EducaciCm (edition Kempere).
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What, to my mind, is specially noteworthy in the
publications of Sempere & Co. is the faot that
the light of Freethought is not put under a pharisaic
bushel. One of the most destructive attacks of
Christianity on the critical side is AuguBte Dide s
work, La fin des religions. This work* is accorded a
prominent place in the “New Library ” series issued
by this firm. The publication of this volume, in a
handsome Spanish edition, side by side with the New
Life of Jesus %Strauss, 6 pesetas); the Historia Polities
de los Papas of Lanfrey (with prologue by the ex-priest
and staunch Freethinker, Jose Ferrandiz, who carries
the work down to the Pontificate of the ineffable
Sarto); and many other high-class presentments of
modern science, philosophy, and historical critioistn
of special interest to the Freethinker, will suffioe to
show that Spain only needs a better system of
education, and a regime less bent on wasting the
nation’s resources on war and religion than the
present, in order to renew her ancient glory among
the nations. L

I know that more than a sprinkling of our readers
in England and America are not indifferent to
Spanish culture. To those amongst them who woul
like to know at first hand what are the real faots
concerning the social conditions and the state of
education and religion in Spain, | would strongly
commend the very able work, the “ Backwardness
of Spain,” noted below.) The author, a well-known
Valenoian publicist, hides hiB identity under the
name of “John Chamberlain,” and writes as an
English observer in order, by the piquant standpoint
of his criticisms, to fix the serious attention of bis
countrymen upon the vital problems at the basis o
Spanish national degeneracy. Some well-known
Hispanophiles have already read this remarkable
work on my recommendation, and | am happy t0
seize the present occasion to give that recommenda-
tion yet wider reach. The chapter on Spanish
religion should be specially noted. It will g\
Mr. Belloo and all the congregation of the faithful a
rude Bhook of disillusionment. Wo shall all know
more about Spain when this superb volume, written
by a convinced Freethinker, who, like so many
damned souls, has the saving grace of culture,
made accessible to a wider public in an Engh®

arb. ,
’ One of the latest additions to the * Popola
Books ” series is the interesting study on J°hn
Jacques Rousseau, by Auguste Dide.J This work w»*
written in 1910, and forms a fitting sequel to th
masterly work on Servetus by the same loarne
author. The present work, whioh has as its sub-
title, Protestantism and the French Revolution, 18
close criticism of Rousseau’s life, dootrino, ilD
religious tendencies, especially in their bearing O
Robespierre and his political sohool.and through these»
upon the course of events during the French Revoh
tion. The Spanish are lucky to get in such a cheap
and handy form this admirable historical study, wbio
covers a wide field of critioism, centering around t
doctrines and the personality of this singular an
one had almost said sinister—life. Here, again, 0
has to note with a touch of envy and a sigh of r0*ren
that M. Dide’s frankly Rationalistic study of such a”
important thought-centre as Rousseau readily wins)
way into the editorial sanctum of the Spa*3
publisher, but has to wait outside on the doorstop *
pharisaic England, unable, it would seem, to geC
hearing.

Another recent volume is by Prince Kropotkin
The present edition is prefaced with an inform!
prologue on the state of anarohism in “pa
Kropotkino’s work has already appeared in Engll ’
and contains some trenchant criticisms on Cr
tianity viewed as a mirage in the pathway of ba

AN

* EIl fin de lat religione», pp. 387 (3 pesetas, Spanish edit'
Sempere).

f El Atrato de Etpana. Sempere. pp. 298. 1 peseta-

J Juan Jaeobo Roueteau, edition Sempere, p. 265 (1 Pes®a ‘snd

§ La Sciencia Moderna y el Anarquitmo, etc., PP- * ~’
introduction 16 pp. (1 peseta).
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progress. Like every production of Prince Kropot-
“ine’s pen, Modern Science and Anarquism gives one
furiously to think, as the French say, and just now,
and for some time to come, the Spaniards have need
°f some serious stimulus to “ furious ” thought.
Taking up, almost at random, another volume"—
this time by Proudhon—one comes across his book
°n “Woman” in Spanish guise—a work which deals
Aith the fair sex in a waythat will profoundly displease
the Feminists. This is not the place to take up the
cndgels on their behalf, and | do not suppose that
the most fanatical opponent of what are called
‘woman’s rights ” would proceed to the lengths—I
would almost like to add, to the depths — of
an'ba\tlﬂonism exhibited in this volume, the publication
nf whioh in Spanish gives me my first introduction
(i know of no English edition of it) to this singularly
Cresting study, as Proudhon terms it, in practical
Philosophy. | should like very much the pious
Pauline advocate of the Christian subjeotion of
wPfflan to take this plain - speaking, somewhat
cynical, volume to his soul for fresh inspira-
tion in ginding against Mrs. Pankhurst and the
Suffrage; he would gain new arguments, some of
them a little more original, and some of them
certainly far sounder, than many of those that now
uo service; but his faith would infallibIP/ be ship-
wrecked during the painful process of colliding with
the crushing icebergs of anti-Christian criticism with
Which these pages are fairly littered.
things considered, | have come to a conclusion
~hich is contrar%/, it may be, to a good many current
‘ecus, viz., that the Spanish Freethinker is remarkably
WA served with high quality literature, written by
j>°°d Rationalists of credit and renown and published
y first-rate publishing houses. Indeed, the Spanish
Nationalist enjoys advantages whioh, in some respects,
®ceed those available to his English oolleague. For
ustance, the Sempere firm gives the Spanish sceptic
he Baron d’Holbach’s Moses, Jesus, and Mahomet for
?.Peseta, and nowhere can | find it in English. At
ue same price he can buy Buchner’s Force and
fatter (and other works by the same author) ;
uckle’s Sketch of the History of the Spanish Intellect
vfe °an get the book now in the English original at
b?ut the same prioe, but the Spaniard has, | believe,
ujoyed his privilege longer than Buokle’s fellow
untrymen); Dide’s Servetus and Calvin—a work |
uuot too warmly recommend ; ray friend Professor
1%’s History of Moral Ideas (quite a notable book),
g °med with an introduction by the Spanish Herbert
ppencer, the learned Anselmo Lorenzo; Dr. Maudsley’s
Ineand Insanity; Edgar Quinet's Genius of Rcli-
°ns (ia fovo volume); a whole string of volumos
toplete) by Renan, Spencer, Kropotkine, Nietzsohe,
VCr.aU deeply interesting to the student of religion ;
a Zaire’s Philosophic Dictionary (in six volumes) and
Wendlo88 variety of valuable works by authors of
J, nd-wide reputation in science, philosophy, and
j/~hought. I will only say, in conclusion, that |
yea rly re8ret 1 did not learn Spanish thirty-five
ini*8ago, in order to have had the ohanoe of revelling
e intellectual delight whioh all too late, in the
re OInBof my days, has been revealed to me. That
Nation, with the gifts of knowledge it bestows,
&Pecially for the young—we all love and envy
Ic who are rising up around us. To them,
dlitQoffer no bettor counsel than to deepen their
enjj by a study of the Spanish language, and
Aorli ~eir knowledge of Froethought and of the
€8 d of ideas by studying the works (inaccessible
' e’*n maQy ca80B>" English) opened out to
I Rlthese unique publications.
ltjic. 1110 meantime, the Spaniard ought to thank his
tOyj "ars that a few pesetas enable him to summons
@i 8a'* *u_Nhe fight for intellectual freedom the
thm%ﬁt spirits that hold dominion in the realm of

William Heafobd.

%Y
a Mujer (Spanish translation, pp. 205, 1 peseta).
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Old Testament History.—XY.

[Continued from p. 380.)

OF king Josiah who made such great reforms in con-
nection with the worship of the god Yahveh it is
stated:—

2 Kings xxiii. 25.—* And like unto him was there no
king before him, that turned to Yahveh with all his
heart, and with all his soul, and with all his might........
neither after him arose there any like him.”

Of an earlier king, Hezekiah, it is also stated: “ so
that after him was none like him among all the kings
of Judah, nor among them that were before him”
(2 Kings xviii. 5). Setting aside these conflicting
post-exilio statements, there can be no doubt, from
the Yahveh point of view, that Josiah and Hezekiah
were the first and eecond in order of merit of all
the kings that reigned in Judah. Yet, in the case of
the second of these, the god Yahveh rendered no
assistance, either to the king or his people, when
Jerusalem was besieged by the great Sennacherib,
nor did he move a finger to prevent the deportation
of more than half of his worshipers to Assyria. In
the first case, Josiah received no aid from Yahveh
when he fought against Necho, king of Egypt, but
met the same fate—death upon the field of battle—
as the notoriouslﬁ wicked king Ahab. Azariab,
again, was a good king *“in the sight of Yahveh,” yet
that deity smote him with leprosy ; while the worst
king of Judah, Manasseh, enjoyed the longest reign
of all (58 years), and died in his bed in peace, as did
also the licentious and idolatrous kiDg Solomon.
The moral, of course, is that the god Yahveh had no
power to assist any king—good, bad, or indifferent—
and bad no control over any of the events of history.
We are indebted wholly to the post-exilic editors for
the many statements that “the fierce anger of
Yahveh was kindled ” against this or that king, and
that Yahveh brought this or that conqueror against
him, etc.

Josiah was succeeded by his son Jehoahaz, who
“did that which was evil in the sight of Yahveh”
(@oo B C)), and who after reigning but three months,
was deposed and carried captive to Egypt by Neoho.
This Egyptian monarch “ put the land to a tribute
of an hundred talents of silver and a talent of gold,”
and placed upon the throne Eliakim, another son of
Josiab, “ and changed his name to Jehoiakim.” The
change of a name by a king of Egypt is pure non-
seme. The name “ El-iakim ” signifies “god raises
up"™; that of Jeho-iakim, “Yahu raises up." The
compiler preferred that only Yahu or Yahveh should
be deemed able to elevate or raise up, and so ohanged
the name himself. The Egyptian king would neither
know nor care anything about such childish matters.

Jehoiakim, like his brother Jehoahaz, “did that
whioh was evil,” eto., and, after reigning eleven
years, “slept with his fathers: and Jehoiachin his
son reigned in his stead ” (2 Kings xxiv. G. The
last-named king only reigned three months, and
during that short reign “did that whioh was evil,"
oto. Against this king came “ Nebuohadnezzar king
of Babylon,” and laid siege to Jerusalem, which city
appears to have been then unprepared for a siego;
so Johoiaohin “ went out to the king of Babylon, he,
and his mother, and his servants, and his princes,
and his officers.” These were all carried away to
Babylon, and with them were also carried captive
“all the mighty men of valor, even ten thousand
captives, and all the craftsmen and the smiths : none
remained save the poorest sort of the people of the
land ” (2 Kings xxiv. 14).

Before leaving Jerusalem, however, the king of
Babylon made Zedokiah, a third son of Josiah, ruler
over the remnant of the Jews loft in Jerusalem and
Judea. Here it may be noted that the name of this
Babylonian king should bo written Nebuchadrezzar,
as in Jer. xxxix., 1, 11, etc.; not Nobuchaditezzar, as
given in 2 Kings and 2 Chronicles.

The last king of Judah, Zedekiah, was another of
those who “did that which was evil," etc.; which
oonduct would not have affected in the smallest
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degree the course of his life had he continued to pay
tribute to Nebuchadrezzar; hut, unfortunately for
him, he “ rebelled against the king of Babylon,” and
had to take the consequences. In the ninth year cf
Zedekiah’s reign came Nebuchadrezzar *“and all his
host against Jerusalem......and the city was besieged
unto the eleventh year of king Zadekiah.” Then
came the end. The provisions stored within the city
were exhausted : the king and his men of war “fled
by night by the way of the gate between two walls,’
and got clear of the city, but were overtaken by the
Chaldeans and brought back prisoners. Zadekiah
was taken before Nebuchadrezzar, who was then at
Riblah, and there “they slew the sons of Zadekiah
before his eyes, and put out the eyes of Zedekiah
and bound him in fetters, and carried him to
Babylon ” (2 Kings xxv. 7).

After this, “ Nebuzaradan, the captain of the
guard ” returned with a strong force to Jerusalem
“ And he burnt the house of Yahveh, and the king’s
house, and all the houses of Jerusalem...... and brake
down the walls of Jerusalem round about.” And
“ the residue of the people left in the city, and the
fugitives......and the residue of the multitude, did
Nebuzaradan carry away captive.” There were left
only *“the poorest of the land to he vinedressers and
husbandmen.” From these captives “ the captain of
the guard” selected those who had held some official
position, or were influential citizens, to the number
of seventy-three, and led them before Nebuchad-
rezzar. “And the king of Babylon smote them, and
put them to death at Riblah...... So Judah was carried
away captive out of his land.”

From the foregoing accounts it becomes evident
that after the deportation of nearly a quarter of a
million of the inhabitants of Judah to Assyria by
Sennacherib in 701 B.c, and the cutting off from
Judah, at the same time, of the cities from which
these captives were taken, the diminutive kingdom
left to the kings who succeeded Hezekiah was but a
small almost depopulated province, a mere remnant
of the once powerful kingdom of Judah. Hence, the
carrying off of ten thousand captives in the reign of
Jehoiachin left Zedekiah only a king in name. The
wonder is that in the latter reign Jerusalem was able
to stand a siege at all. The main cause of this
deplorablo condition of the Jewish kingdom was the
foolish trust placed by Hezekiah in the power of the
god Yahveh to save him from the king of Assyria.
Small wonder it is that his son Manasseh would have
nothing to do with that discredited deity, and
believed the payment of tribute to be more conducive
to safety.

The final captivity of Judah is stated to have
taken place in the 19th year of Nebuchadrezzar.
This would be in 586 or 587 B c.; but no inscription
has been discovered in the reign of this monarch
giving an aocount of wars or campaigns. All the
records found refer to a later period of his life, and
have to do with the building and repairing of
palaces, temples, and fortifications, etc. Wo have
thus no Babylonian record relating to the captivity
of Judah—nothing, in fact, but the statements in
2 Kings, and from these it is clearly implied that all
the people deported from Judah were carried captive
to Babylon. Not a word is said of the very large
number carried by Sennacherib to Assyria.

The writer of the book of Ezekiel professes to
have been one of the captives carried away with
Jehoiachin (598 B.c.), and he dates his ridiculous
visions in various years of that king’s captivity; but
he throws no light upon the number or condition of
any of the Jewish captives.

The book of Esther claims to be a historical
account of the Jew Mordecai and his young cousin
Esther, who are also said to have been among the
captives deported with Jehoiachin ; but the soenes
in the drama in which these two characters move
are placed in the reign of Ahasuerus (Heb. Achash-
verosh) king of Media and Persia. No king of this
name ever reigned in Persia: it has been found,
however, that Aohash-verosh represents the Hebrew
pronunciation of the native name of the king known
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as Xerxes (486—465 Bc.), in the twelfth year of
whose reign most of the events narrated are stated
to have occurred. The fact that this year (475 B.C)
is 123 years later than that of the deportation of
Jehoiachin, that the events recorded in the book are
obvious improbabilities and absurdities, and the fact
that the names of the hero and heroine represent
the Babylonian deities Merodach and Ishtar are,
without further evidence, sufficient to show that the
whole story is a late Jewish fabrication.

The writer of the book of Daniel also professes to
have been one of the Jewish captives in Babylon,
and to have lived there until the reign of Cyprus;
but the book has been shown to be a work of fiction
written about 164 B c. We thus possess no reliable
information respecting what became of the compara-
tively small number of Jews carried to Babylon by
Nebuchadrezzar, and no information of any hind
relating to the large number deported to Assyria by
Sennacherib. This matter will, however, form the
subject of the next and concluding paper.

Abracadabra.

[To be concluded)

A Short Sermon on Faith.

“ Hey, diddle diddle, the Cat and the Fiddle,
The Cow jumped over the Moon,
The little Dog laughed to see the sport,
And the Dish ran away with the Spoon.”

These inspired words, my dear friends, will be
remembered by you all. You will all retain the
recollection of the time when, seated on your dear
grandmother’s or mother’s knee, the beautiful text 1
have just chosen for the subject of my discourse this
evening, was instilled into your young and plian
mind. We know that it was taught by our grand-
mother’s grandmother to our grandmother, and itIS
difficult to fix the date of the first utterance of these
beautiful and comforting words. They have been
handed down from generation to generation, an
have become a part of our nursery faith. As d*
dren we were taught to believe in them implic'V.v
and why, my dear friends, should we not, Wi
increasing years and stronger intellects, still a
implicitly believe that which we have no right
doubt ? "Is it possible that those who had the car
and training of our young minds would wilfally 10a
us into error ? No. Therefore 1 will proceed
discourse upon these time-honored words, and I hop
that tho faith you have in the truth of them nay
assist you to appreciate thoir moral worth.

“Hey, diddle diddle.”

The very commencement of the lino proves that tb0
intention was to convey to the mind a proper A
getting on through life. * Hey, diddle diddle.” *
you must admit, my dear friends, that those 0™~
words of advice have not been poured into most *
our ears in vain, for diddliDg has certainly
vast and beautiful part of some natures. 17
them, to get on it is Diddle, Diddle; and withO
Diddle, Diddle, thoro is but asmallohanoe of succ *
in life. It has been asserted by ancient historia_"
that the next part of the sentence was writuivbe
order to procure a rhyme for the first part. i
Cat and the Fiddle." And this opinion has gal
strength from the fact that the feline animal an
musical instrument (beyond being in the poem]

of no particular interest: they are simply thereq>o
the purpose, as | said before, of rhyming with 0L .
diddle. But, my dear friends, who shall dare 1 j
tion the fact that there is a mysterious and beau ja
allegory attached to them, a moral utility which
beyond our poor minds to fathom. To aB8errtjger
théey were placed there for the purpose of a ~00g
able rhyme is to insult the great source from w fij.
they sprang. Therefore, believe this, | say, ®
fastly believe this, and your faith will ba
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reward in the self-oonsciousness that yon believe
what you are told.

“ The Cow jumped over the Moon.”

Ah, my dear friends, this is another evidence of the
grand triumph of faith. The unbelievers will no
aonbt scoff and say,—Impossible. A jumping cow,
In itself is a rarity, but a cow to jump over the
i“oon, Impossible! Oh, ye of small faith—What is
impossible to the true believer? Remember, we
“ave not a modern cow or a modern moon to deal
Ith- Who is there among you that dares to assert
hat the elasticity of the cow mentioned in that
ancient history was not sufficient to enable it to
Perform the task of clearing at a bound the moon of
hat period ? Have you not all, you true believers,
een taught, and have you not read, that stars and
°°n danced quadrilles and tumbled about in a most
reckless manner ? Does not Revelation tell you
his? ¢.re you not also told that the sun stood still,
nd did you not, and do you not, believe it ? Then |
aim the same belief for the cow and the moon. |
msure your clear sense of truth must shine on this
ecaaion, and although you may deem such things
~possible in these deﬂenerate days of literal factp,
to disbelieve what was told you as a fact
occurring ages ago, is a proof, my friends, of the
r’ng.g0ing of your souls. It is not, for weak
ortals like ourselves, to inquire into the purpose
r which the cow performed that gymnastio feat,
ere are, no doubt, many lost sinners who would
n9BRrt that it was to get to the other side. There is,
doubt, a beautiful hidden purpose into which we

, ay not inquire ; for to do so would be searching
yond the bounds of mortal reason. And that, my
ar>dear friends, wo are taught we must not do;
toV*I0 doling ohild who has a beautiful tart given

N N
,Tﬂe ne?tn%ﬁion 0 thle( %xt, although strange,

,» 89 not strike us, my friends, as being altogether
8 Wonderful.

“ The littlo dog laughed to see the sport."”

dis the risible power of the dog may or may not
: I can assure you my friends, in all
S ;; Gmegd,biat 1 have hoard a dog laugh, posi-
the h “aofkeor ﬁroduce a sound exaotIE(/ resembling
ind «“tan laugh; and, as most of us know, hyenas
Son 6™ inducement, although it is on occa-
8'vhen tho sport to them is invariably the other
loe r °uf *or viotims. And now comes the
»itron-Why should the undoubted gravity of the
it 1tlon be termed sport, for we must all admit that
kB asS centre gravity ? Hero is another
w anc® °l the great wisdom displayed. Hero is an
MiioW ocoasion of the greatest solemnity, and on
ANith%"Wore *t possible for us to gaze) we should look
the (fiw°.and amazement. This act, on tho part of
arran°w>is positively hailed by tho dog as a sportive
appr S*mont, and one which should b9 recoived with
waoY10? lighter. But, my friends, there is no
that > °* en|J °t that dog. Is it not possible
“ond f Was tempted of a devil to laugh at this
®srl i aQd awe-inspiring phenomenon, and as_an
euQst'9B Punishment for not resisting that inilu-
doOtn *bich ho had no power to resist, he was
a everlastingly bark at everlasting cats and
It .as bgen %sserted by eminent writers that tho
'vhi”Or ber noble heroism in obeying the oommand
Jiatoivw\éa given to her to prove her faith, was imme-
that IntrO(looed to the great Bull of Nineveh, and
| tru°7 ar°® both alive and doing woll.
NeQeiitp I fidALD, that Up td 1hie tMi® you have
Mil not r&y-thls beautiful lesson on faith. ~And you
s u . ‘msincerely hope (should such a position™ as
°rtunate dog’s ever bo yours), give way to
Mth mo°n9 merriment, but view the solemn action
ePend@Xr+~ gravity, and depend upon it—oh,
] N o o N 3
be Sth"fot% chobsé your owh VQ/Enrges\.Naer ou Wil

Spy n” 0 do8 Iau%hed to see the sport”—un
ffimal—« And the dish ran away with the
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spoon.” Before proceeding to discuss this last por-
tion of the marvellous history, I must make a few
remarks as to the difference of opinions which exists
as to the actual words. One great writer hath it,
“The dish ran away with the spoon  whilst others
have translated it, “ The dish ran after the spoon.”
That these discrepancies should exist is to my
thinking to be deplored, for although it cannot shake
or affect the faith of the true believer, yet it gives
those unhappy wretches, those misguided men and
women who do not believe, an opportunity for dis-
puting the beautiful fact. They would say that it
materially affects the facts of the case. That if the
dish ran away with the spoon it would tend to prove
a preconcerted act on both their parts, and it would
also imply that some criminal act had been com-
mitted, or they would not have run away. On the
other hand these wretched Atheists argue, that if
the translation, “ The dish ran after the spoon,” be
correct, it alters the entire meaning and sense of the
sentence. On the one hand you have the two useful
and closely connected articles of domestic use fleeing
from wrath, or possibly eloping. On the other hand
yon have the picture of a piece of willow-pattern
crockery being pursued by a spoon. If the one is
correct the other must be wrong, they argue. That
is the believer’s difficulty, he oannot argue as to the
A B C of the case, but he must argue by faith—
beautiful faith of which they know nothing.

But, my faithful hearers, the Greek word “away
with ” might, in the hurried moment of translation
be mistaken for after. There is, we will say, no
similarity between them, but what of that? Is a
slight oversight or technical error to upset and
destroy the great fundamental principles of our
belief? If so, then we are indeed lost. But to
return to my subject. The beautiful, gymnastically
constructed cow sinks into positive insignificance
beside the proceeding of the dish and spoon. Away,
away into the realms of space are these two hurried
on. On, on for over, perhaps—perhaps not—hurried
on to realms where crockery is not required, and
where spoons are at a discount. For what purpose ?
There we pause. We believe, and that is a Buffioient
answer. We are happy in our beliefs—and that also
is a sufficient answer. For if we question the great
purpose of the great worker of miracles who changed
everything into anything, and back again into
nothing, wo insult the lofty mind whoso one idea was
to practise inconsistency so that we might thoroughly
appreciate the value of consistency In after ages.
And so long as you believe that water flowed from
barren rocks, that water was changed to blood, that
water was changed to wine, that the sun stood still,
you must join with me, my dear friends, in the
piouB belief that—

“ Hey, diddle diddle, tho Cat and the Fiddle,
The Cow jumped over the Moon,
The little Dog laughed to see the sport.
And the Dish ran away with the Spoon.”

Unreverend Josiah.

It is not only a right, but it bocomos an unavoidable duty
on tho part of a Freethinking critic, to prosont as plainly aB
possiblo to tho notico of tho people every weakness of tho
text, howover trivial, that may servo to show that the Bible,
or any portion of it, is fallible, that it is imperfect, that so
far from being above all books it is often below them as a
moro literary production.—C. Bradlaugh.

Obituary.
*

I have to record the death of an old member of the
Birmingham Branch in Mr. C. Steptoe, who passed away,
after a long illness, on the 8th inst. Ho was a Vice-President
of the N. S. S. A consistent Branch workor, he scarcely over
missed a lecture or a meeting of any kind. Ho will be woll
remembered by those who know him in tho old Baskerville
Hall days. His funeral took place at the Lodge Hill
Cemetery on tho 13th, and, in accordance with bis wish, a
Secular Burial Service was nsod.—J. P.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.

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

LONDON.

OUTDOOR.

Bethnal Green Branch N.S.S. (Victoria Park, near the
Bandstand) : 3.15 and 6.15, C. Cohen, Lectures.

Camberwell Branch N. S. S. (Brockwell Park): J. Rowney,
3.15, “ The Atonement 6, “ The Search for God.”

Clapham Common : 3, Debate between Rev. A. .T. Waldron and
A. D. Howell Smith, B.A., “ Does Christianity Promote Human
Progress ?”

E dmonton Branch N.S.S. (The Green):
“ The Bankruptcy of Christianity.”

Istington Branch N. S. S. (Finsbury Park): 11.15, F. A.
Davies, a Lecture.

Kingsland Branch N.S. S. (Rldley road, High-street) :
F. Schaller, “ Science and the Bible.

North London Branch N. S. S. (Parliament Hill Fields): 3.15,
Miss Rough, a Lecture.

West Haji Branch N. S. S. (outside Maryland Point Station,
Stratford, E.) : 7, E. C. Saphin, ““Christ, the Sun.”

Wood Green Branch N.S.S. (Jolly Butchers Hill,
Public Library) : 7.30, F. A. Davies, a Lecture.

7.45, E. Burke,

11.30,

opposite

COUNTRY.

Outdoor.

Batiby (Market Square) : Joseph A. E. Bates—Friday,
June 28, “ DemoB and Deity.”

Dewsbury, Yorks (Market Square) : Joseph A. E. Bates—
Sunday, June 23, at 7.30, “ God is Dead”; Monday, 24, at
7.45, “In the Valley of the Shadow” ; Tuesday, 25, at 7.45,
“The Truth shall make thee free”; Wednesday, 26, at 7.45,
“ Royal Parasites”; Thursday, at 7.45, “ The Philosophic
Necessity of Materialism.”

Huddersfietd (Market Cross) : Joseph A. E. Bates—Friday,
June 21, at 7.30, “ An OId Story and a New Interpretation.”

L aindon, E ssex (opposite Luff's Hairdressing Saloon) : Satur-
day, June 22, at 7, R. H. Rosetti, “ The Origin of the Sabbath.”

WANTED, General Servant, 20 to 30. A cheerful, obliging
girl, fond of country, would have happy, companionable
home. Family, three; lad kept. Can any Freethinker
recommend?—Address, W ood, Mayfield, Totton, Hants.
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FOUNDED BY D. M. BENNETT, 1873.
CONTINUED BY E. M. MACDONALD, 1883-1909.
G. E. MACDONALD .ot E ditob.
L. K. WASHBURN Contributor.

Subscription Rates.

Single subscription in advance
Two new subscribers 57
One subscription two years in advance 500

To all foreign countries, except Mexico, 50 cents per annum ex

Subscriptions for any length of time under a year, at the rate of
25 cents per month, may be begun at any time.

Freethinkers everywhere are invited to send for specimen copKs>
which are free.

THE TRUTH SEEKER COMPANY,

Publishers, Dealers in Freethought Books,
62 Vesey Btreet, New York U.u- 4

MURRAY’S BIBLE REFERENCE CARD.

“ A Strange God,” List of References to Obscene Texts,
“Bible Saints,” “Inhuman Laws,” “ Human Sacrifices,
“ Slavery Authorised,” “ Contradictions," “ Strange Wor
and actions of Jesus.” Indispensable for controversialis o

Three for 3d., five for 4d., ten for Gd. Post paid to any
address. Penny stamps will do in emergency.

NORMAN MURRAY,

233 St. James Street, Montreal, Canada.

PROPAGANDIST LEAFLETS. New lIssue. 1. Hunting
Skunks, G. W. Foote ; 2. Bible and Teetotalism, J. M. Wheels*,
3. Principles of Secularism, C. Watts; 4. Where Are
Hospitalst R. Ingersoll. 5. Because the Bible Telit
So, W. P. Ball; 6. The Parson's Creed. Often the means
arresting attention and making new members. Price 6d. P
hundred, post free 7d. Special rates for larger quantities.
Samples on receipt of stamped addressed envelope.—N-
Secretary, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

SOCIETY

(LIMITED)

Company Limited by Guarantee,

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

Chairman of Hoard of Directors—Mr,

Secretary—Miss

This Society was ormed in 1898 to afford legal security to the
acquisition and application of funds for Secc'ar purposes.

The Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society’s
Objects are:—To promote the principle that human conduct
should be based upon natural knowledge, and not npon 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., eto. And to do all such
lawful things as are conducive to such objects. Also to have,
hold, receive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised,
or bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of
the purposes of the Society.

The liability of members is limited to £1, in case the Society
should ever be wound 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 oxpressly 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,

*
G, W. FOOTE,

E, M. VANCE,

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

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, ™ “rjty.
can receive donations and bequests with absolute 86° p
Those who are in a position to do so are invited to
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s favor inng;0n.
wills. On this point there need not be the slightest appre*“0 torS
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The eiB ot
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary oo , in
administration. No objection of any kind has been >
connection with any of the wills by which the Sow i
already been benefited. ttnocki

The” Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Batt

Rood-lane, Fenehurch-street, London, E.O.

A Form of Bequest—The following is a sufficient
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators:—1,1
** bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum ?
“ free from Legacy Duty, and | direct that a receipt
“ two members of the Board of the said Society and the b
“ thereof shall be a good discharge to my Executors
“ said Legacy.” qr
Friends of the Society who have remembered it iu ” etary oj
or who intend to do so, should formally notify the be W*
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, )
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This is not:gjaid,
but it is advisable, as wills somotimes get lost ortmfi®ouy*
their contents have to be established by competent tes
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Atheist Shoemaker, The, and the Rev. Hugh

Price Hughes ... Poat ¢a- 0
Bible Romances. Popular edition, with
Portrait, paper ... — ...post 2Jd. 0

Book of God, The, in the Light of the Higher
Criticism.  With Special Reference to Dean

Parrar’s Apology. Paper... ee poSt 2d. 1
Bound in cloth ... oo PO3* M-
Ghristianity and Secularism. Public
Debate with Rev. Dr. McCann ... post 2d. 1
Bound in cloth ... post 2d. 1
Darwin on God ... post Id. O
Defence of Free Speech post Id. 0
Dropping The Devil : and other Free Church
Performances ... oo post za- ®
Dying Atheist, The. A Story. ... postid. 0
Blowers of Freethought. First Series,
eloth ... ... post 8d. 2
D°d Save The King. An English Republi-
c s Coronation Notes ... — postid. 0

Ball of Science Libel Case, with Full and
Truo Account of the “ Leeds Orgies” post Id. 0

interview with the Devil ... postid. O

Is Socialism Sound? Four Nights’ Public
Debate with Annie Besant ...post lid. 1
B°«nd in cloth ... ...post 2Jd. 2

B”ersollism Defended against Auch-
Jeacon Farrar ... postid. O

liiR ssibue Creed, The. An Open Letter to
tshoP Magee on tho Sormon on tho

~oont ... post id. 0
John Morley as a Freethinker ... postid. 0

tters to the Clergy (128 pages) post 2d. 1

5IN Dive Chapters, or Hugli Price Hughes’
jj OUverted Atheist ... post id. 0

Besant’s Theosophy. A Candid Criti-

Rsurrection. A Missing Chapter from
10~ 08pol of Matthew ... ... posted. 0
Dagliostro, The. An Open Lettor to
Pj, aaamo Blavatsky ... postid. 0

j "LIAR People. An Open Letter to Mr.
justice Wills ... ... postid. 0
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