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0  sorrowing hearts of slaves,
We heard you beat from far.

We bring the light that saves,
We bring the morning star ; 

Freedom's good things we bring you, whence 
all good things are. -S w iN B U E N E ,

God and Morals.

It is a peculiarity of religious arguments that when 
placed in juxtaposition one will frequently cancel 
"he other. Thus it is not unusual to find Christians 
aking the present condition of Christian nations, 

Ĵ hen oompared with more ancient times, as proof of 
purifying character of their creed; and, at thethe

BatnH time, they will lament the unquestioned and 
jjn<luestionable spread of unbelief. But if disbelief 

as resulted in a visible deterioration of sooial life, 
. superiority of present over past society is non- 

X| tent. If there is no suoh decline, but, on the 
Contrary, a continued improvement, disbelief is, on 
he face of it, not inimical to progress, and the foroe 

the argument for Christianity disappears. In the 
atue way, when it is a question of the validity of a 
®lief in a futnre life, the Christian dwells upon the 
^perfections of the present life as affording a strong 

resumption in favor of another. When it is a 
quostion of the existence of God, and the Atheist 

Ses the imperfections of the world as making 
gainst the belief in God, these imperfeotions are 
®olared to be but disguised blessings, and the “ plan 

, creation ”  beyond critioism. The faot that he has 
catroyed one of his arguments for a future life in 

defending his belief in Deity, never seems to 
â n upon him for a moment.
Gf course, striotly speaking, what is called the 
oral argument for Theism has no logical value so 
r a8 the more existence of God is concerned.Th

8u h80 sa  ̂^ a t  ^ ^ere be a God ho must aot in 
f ~ and such a manner, oonfuse a mere question of 
Mi f *th their own moral ideals. If there is a God, 

at he jB jjjjg an(j jj0W jj0 aotj8 ought to be 
R ation 8 of simple observation. There is nothing 

the nature of the idea of God to prevent one 
g iv in g  him as wholly good, wholly bad, or a 

ide l 16 °* t>00<̂  and bad qualities. Although moral 
Oj a*8 Play their part in determining the develop- 
Mth ^ ‘ ties, they have nothing whatever to do 
U0 ’ ^ e*r origin. With very early religions thore is 
tjj lndicati°n whatever that men are led to worship 

°t admiration for their moral qualities, 
tear ao^n°te of primitive worship is not love, but 
god indeed, the less malevolent the primitive 
of p ar? conceived to be, the greater the probability 
Wiljervic0 to them being minimised. Some deities 
tkannatQrally bo looked at with more kindly feelings 
tr ° ^ r s ,  but, in the main, the gods are taken as 
tyjjj ‘csome but undeniable facts, they act as they 
as ¿ and man must make the best of the situation 
but th^n^S P^m^ive gods are magnified men, 
of ^ey are not perfected men. The moralisation 
6voia a- K0^8 belong8 to a later stage of human
pre06f,l°n* and is consequent on social growth, 

j 022°^ Jaetrow bas put the point
not

very

fairly, in his Study of Religion, in the following 
passage:—

“  The various rites practised by primitive society to 
ward off evils, or to secure the protection of dreaded 
powers or spirits, are based primarily upon logical 
considerations. If a certain stone is regarded as sacred 
it is probably because it is associated with some mis
fortune or some unusual piece of good luck. Someone, 
after sitting on the stone, may have died ; or, on sleep
ing on it, may have had a remarkable vision. Taking, 
again, so common a belief among all people as the 
influence for good or evil exerted by the dead upon the 
living, and the numerous practices to which it gives
rise....... it will be difficult to discover in these beliefs
and ceremonies the faintest suggestion of any ethical 
influence. It is not the good, but the powerful spirits 
that are invoked; an appeal to them is not made by 
showing them examples of kindness, justice, or noble 
deeds, but by bribes, flatteries, and threats.”

Yet while moral ideas have nothing to do with 
the origin of the belief in God, they have a very 
decided infloenoe on its subsequent development. 
The process which results in the reaction of sooial 
and moral ideas on the belief in God is plainly 
marked and easily traced. I do not think, for 
instance, that anyone to-day would repeat St. Paul’s 
teaching that as we are but as clay in the hands of 
the potter, the potter is justified in breaking or 
making us as he feels inolined. The belief that the 
relations between consoious beings should be gov
erned by moral considerations, and not by a mere sense 
of power, is now so strong that men spontaneously 
apply this standard to any assumed relations between 
man and God, and pass judgment accordingly. This 
is seen strongest and dearest of all in the common 
expression that a God who was not morally good ought 
not to be worshiped; and in the anxiety to prove 
that the actions of Deity are in accordance with our 
most developed notions of moral conduct. No small 
part of the energies of religions people has, for some 
generations, been devoted to the work of so manipu
lating the current conception of God that it shall 
not offend the moral sentiments of the age.

With many, indeed, the moral aspect is deoisive. 
Purely intellectual arguments may leave them un
moved. They may formally acknowledge their 
strength, but they do not appear to affeot them very 
deeply. But a sudden catastrophe, a shipwreok, an 
earthquake, an epidemio, an unmerited disaster that 
affliots one’s relatives, or friends, or neighbors, 
strikes them with peculiar force and pungenoy. 
Then, for the first time, they seem to properly 
realise that the world is not as it should be if God is 
what they are told he is. Almost unoonsoiously 
they apply the same standard of moral measurement 
that they use to their fellow human beings, with 
disastrous consequences to their faith. In the very 
nature of the case exact statements cannot be made, 
but it is extremely probable that more people have 
lost their faith in God as a consequence of shock to 
their moral sense than by any purely reasoned 
appeal to their intellect.

It is the clash of observed facts with primitive 
belief that gives birth to the hosts of apologies that 
strive to justify the ways of God to man. The pity 
is that preaohers and hearers so seldom realise that 
these apologies are in themselves condemnations. A 
God whose methods need so much explaining must 
needs become the subjeot of suspioion. A God 
whose claim to worship rested upon the moral order
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of the universe should at least have made that order 
plain enough for one of average intelligence to under 
stand. Justice is not so difficult to comprehend, and 
a sense of fair play is tolerably strong even with 
children. That there should be so widespread 
doubt as to whether the arrangement of the universe 
satisfies moral requirements is in itself strong pre 
sumption in favor of disbelief.

Christian preachers are never tired of asserting 
that the universe has a moral governor, although 
always shrinking from this government being tested 
by any accepted moral standard. But moral govern 
ment must mean a replica of rules that we believe 
ought to govern human relations. How does the 
government of God stand the test? Let anyone put 
to himself the question, “ Would I act as God is 
presumed to act if I possessed the power and wisdom 
he is believed to possess ? ” and there will be but one 
answer. Hardly anyone would; and the proof of 
this is that hardly anyone does. So far as we have 
the power, we strive to correct God’s rule in 
thousand and one directions. Of course, such a test 
is repudiated by believers as blasphemy, but blas
phemy is only a religious description of things the 
religious man does not care for. Otherwise, there 
is nothing unfair or unreasonable in what has been 
said. The test is really suggested by the Theist 
himself. It is not the Atheist who desireB to apply 
moral standards to the universe. Such tests are to 
him ridioulously out of place. It is the Theist who 
insists that the workings of the universe disclose 
“  moral plan,” the Atheist simply takes him at his 
word and judges the world by the test suggested, 
and then exhibits the result.

If the world really has a “  moral governor," we 
are fully warranted in asking for proof to be 
furnished in the world itself. It is useless replying 
that we cannot see far enough, and that what 
appears to our limited view to be evil may, to a 
larger and more comprehensive gaze, turn out to be 
unalloyed good. Our judgment of the world, what 
ever its form, must be based upon this same limited 
Burvey; and, if its condemnation is to be dismissed 
as untrustworthy, its approval maybe equally lacking 
in validity. If a larger view be taken, it might turn 
apparent evil into real good; it might, also, turn 
apparent good into ultimate evil. The chances on 
both Bides are equal, and we must make up our mind 
either to trust or distrust our human judgment, such 
as it is. And to bring in the possibility of a future life 
where all things may be made clear is to surrender 
to the Atheist outright. For it is a tacit admission 
that this world does not provide the evidence it is 
supposed to furnish.

The test applied by the Atheist is not an un
reasonable one ; it is, indeed, the only one consistent 
with a due sense of intellectual reotitudo. The 
Atheist i3 told that the world furnishes evidence of 
a plan, and that this plan indicates a moral rule.
He examines the world, and while he finds muoh 
goodness, he also finds everywhere suffering, injustice, 
and misery. They are present in both the animal 
and the human worlds. Neither goodness nor bad
ness are rewarded as we wcnld have them rewarded. 
Diseases flourish, and the knowledge necessary to 
overcome them is of slow growth. Disasters by sea 
and land overwhelm the imagination with the 
intensity of their horror. People are born into the 
world preordained by the combined influence of 
heredity and environment to a drunkard’s, n 
criminal’s, or a suicide’s grave. Would infinite 
power and wisdom, if possessed by a being of only 
average human goodness, tolerate such a state of 
things for an instant ? The conduct of most people 
provides a ready answer to the question. The very 
people who argue that “ Providence” has, with 
infinite wisdom, arranged things on the most 
beneficent plan are often found trying to bring 
about a different state of things. Those who 
attempt to justify the existenee of natural laws 
whereby children suffer from inherited weaknesses, 
are found doing what they can to oheok their opera
tion. All human culture and civilisation is, from

one point of view, an attempt .to correct the order 
established by Deity. Man’s inhumanity to man 
may make countless thousands mourn, but man’s 
humanity towards his fellow-man should cause the 
“ Father of All ” to blush for his conduct towards

{To be concluded.) C’ CoHEN’

The Theologian’s Dilemma.

It is an incontrovertible fact that within the 
Churches Christianity is losing its hold upon the 
people in every part of Europe. This is not a mere 
opinion but an arithmetical certainty which cannot 
be doubted by any honest person. Even the divines 
are forced to admit so much; but their efforts to 
evade its only natural implications are highly enter
taining. According to a report in the Christian 
Commonwealth for August 7, the Rev. Dr. Warsobauer, 
the other Sunday evening, delivered a discourse on 
Christ or Buddha ? and at its close, when discussion 
was allowed, an interested and somewhat puzzled 
hearer asked how it could be said that Christianity 
was growing, seeing that, according to their own 
statistics, there is taking place in the Churches a 
steady falling off in membership. The following 19 
Dr. Warschauer’s answer :—

“ Christianity is not confined to chapels and churches. 
There is a great deal of it outside. The fact that a 
church suffers in its membership does not prove that 
Christianity is coming to an end. Churches, I know, 
chronicle year by year a slight decrease in membership- 
Why ? Because the Churches are unduly conservative) 
because they cling to obsolete forms and dogmas, ana 
don’t accommodate themselves to the spirit of the age ' 
because they will not see that the new knowledge 18 
knowledge and truth from God.”

Our contemporary entitles its report “  A Heckle* 
Answered,” as if it believed that the reverend 
gentleman had scored a magnificent triumph over 
his misguided “ heckler.” From that conviotion, 11
it really exists, we wish to express our most un* 
qualified dissent. What does Dr. Warsohauer mea*1 
by the Christianity of which, he maintains, there 19 

a great deal outside” the Churches? In the New 
Testament, Christian disoipleship signifies an ope0 
confession of Jesus as Savior and Lord (Mat. x. SA
88 ; Rom. x. 8-1 1 ). There belief in the resurrection
of Jesus from the dead, and confession of him a® 
Lord with the mouth, are represented as the two 
essential conditions of salvation. Now, how mnoh 
of that belief and open confession can anybody fi° 
outside the Churches? Even inside there is otteo 
but very little of either. Surely, if in France, Italy» 
Germany, Portugal, and Great Britain, the Charon» 
the Body, the Bride, of Christ, in which J080. 
promised to dwell evermore, is visibly decaying’ 
and if in all these countries social life is undergoing 
a continuous process of secularisation, how can any 
body contend that Christianity is growing ?

Dr. Warschauer accounts for the arrest of progr08 
in the Churches by oharging them with a serio0 
laok of adaptability. According to him their ° xC0 
sive conservatism is the causo of their foeblene8 ‘ 
Their dogmas are said to be obsolete and u,uW°ijy 
able. What a curious position! Jesus eonfid011 
predicted that when he departed ho would Bead 
Holy Spirit to his disciples, and that he, when 
came, would show them his things and guide tn 
into all truth. How comes it, then, that 00^\^e 
last, after being under the speoial guidance of 
Holy Ghost in all ages, they are declared gui*ty ^  
being “  unduly conservative,” and of clingiD8, ^  

obsolete forms and dogmas ” ? Paul say8 
Jesus “  was declared to be the Son of G0<̂ ^0
power, according to the spirit of holiness, by a(J 
resurreotion of the doad ’’ (Rom. 1 iv.)—is 7,^.«gl, 
“ obsolete dogma” at the Horton Lane Cn k j 
Bradford ? If not, why not ? If the resurrecting^ 
Jesus is not an “  obsolete dogma,”  but has ^  
adapted to the spirit of the age in the New Th0 ¡g 
workshop, what about his miraculous concept1
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Mary’o womb ? Has the latter been adapted to the 
8pirit of the age, or ha8 it been dropped as un
adaptable ?

Again, what does Dr. Warechauer understand by 
accommodation to “  the spirit of the age ” ? Does 
oc for a moment imagine that “  the spirit of the 
age” is in any sense Christian ? In St. John’s time 
‘ the spirit of the age ” was a thing to condemn and 
shun, and the disciples were solemnly exhorted to 
aeep themselves unspotted from it. Has it now 
become so vastly improved that a Christain’s duty 
towards it is to enter into partnership with it on its 
°wn terms ? Dr. Horton, however, still both hates 
and fears it. In his opinion “ the spirit of the age” 
18 almost wholly Atheistical, and should be vigorously 
Resisted. Speaking at Liverpool, on the occasion of 
. centenary of the once famous Dr. Raffles, he was 
ln doldrums and sadly confessed that as Christian 
Workers they were “ confronted with enormous diffi- 
°alties.” He went so far as to affirm that “ the 
i~°l® current of things is against us.” We believe 
nat in that utterance Dr. Horton was entirely accu

rate. “ The whole current of things ”  is away from 
8very form of Bupernaturalism, and the chief attri- 
onte of “ the spirit of the age ”  is secularity. The 
°dgtna of the verbal inspiration and infallibility of 
j'he Bible is no less acceptable to it than the most 
meral theological theory of the Atonement or of the 
Person of Jesus Christ. The truth is that no theory 
^hatsoever in which supernatural elements are 
embodied can be harmonised with the Zeitgeist. Its 
rend is altogether naturalistic. We are informed 
y the Cosmopolitan, an able American magazine, 

r, a.k the faculties of the great universities of the 
nited States are almost definitely anti-Christian in 
eir sympathies and teachings, and that the hun

dreds of thousands of students who attend them are 
eing trained to look upon the Decalogue, the homo, 
orality, and marriage as of exclusively human 

h? 8>n. Is Dr. Warschauer prepared to accommodate 
* t*ie academic trend in America ?
With these facts in mind, wo venture to express 
0 opinion that Dr. Warschauer returned a simply 

ya.sivo answer to his “ heckler’s ” question. In 
P ain words, what he said was that Christianity, 

mlo shrinking and apparently decaying inside the 
torches, is growing stronger and stronger outside, 

i hl°h is surely absurd; and we respectfully chal- 
ngo the reverend gentleman to tell us in what 

p t i o n  of the “ outside ” he has discovered such “ a 
j^°at deal ” of Christianity. Has he found it in the 

oinaercial world, where the cruel spirit of competi- 
ut'r bffld3 sway, where every man tries hard to 

*hso other men as stepping-stones to woalth and 
c VVer? Will he recommend the members of his 

Qgregation to accommodate themselves to that 
P nt ? And yefc ft mn8fc b0 admitted that com- 

thafClâ Sm *8 a conepicnous spirit of the age, and 
do • a Vas  ̂ ^^Ihibnde of people live under its 
Ch • on‘ does ho find “  a great deal ”  of 

r‘8tianity in the social life of the “ outside,” 
ere belief in God is quiesoent, if oven latent, and 
ere tho hope of a second life, if present at all, 

deal^ 8 ior naughti ? Can there poasihly be “ a great 
n*.] , ,° f Christianity in tho absence of that beliof
Chri hope, as well as of all aotive faith i 
hj„j j ? In suoh “ outside ” society there may be 
Wori morality, but so there is in parts of tho

\nto which Christianity has never penetrated, 
the Dr. Warschauer has chiefly in his mind
the eP*r*k °I II10 nSe> 1° which he thinks
^orQ e °eians ought to accommodate themselves 
Con0 Cornplotely than they have yet done. In this 
aQCotnot/on a great deal of accommodation has been 
the ti. , io certain quarters, but exclusively on 
8sVe j° logians’ part. It must not be forgotten that 
iistj °I the most popular divines of to-day are 
proel . v  anti-scientific. They do not hesitate to 
Bihie ¡,tn *r0rn Pa'P*ta and other platforms that the 
right iH r̂ne> and that science is false ; that God is 
^orbewDQ Darwin wrong; that Paul knew, and 
that °P0ncer merely imagined; that a Christian’s 

cy is to believe and keep his reasoning facul-

ties in subjection. To our mind, these people are the 
only consistent Christians. The supreme word of 
the Bible is Faith; and faith, to be honestly 
cherished, must be as blind as a bat. True believers 
are incapable of accommodating themselves to any
thing external to the objects of their faith. Another 
fact that must not be forgotten is that the faith of 
those who do accommodate themselves to scientific 
knowledge visibly shrinks. Their theology becomes 
vague, nebulous, ethereal, ghostly, intangible, and 
there is so much less of it. Fifty years ago faith 
covered a much larger area than it does to-day, 
except in the case of the strictly orthodox. The 
accommodation has consisted in dropping this dogma, 
in slightly modifying that, and in radically recon
structing the other. The Bible has become almost 
invisible, only the tiniest specks here and there 
being claimed as jewels straight from heaven.

What is “  the new knowledge ”  which Dr. War
schauer accuses the Churches of failing to recognise 
as “ knowledge and truth from God” ? To speak of 
knowledge as coming from God is the veriest 
religious cant. All knowledge comes as the reward 
of observation and experiment. Nature’s secrets 
are never disclosed in answer to prayer. She only 
yields them up to those who diligently search for 
them, and even to them only in a tantalisingly 
stingy fashion. Knowledge is the wages of hard and 
patient work; and in the exact measure in which it 
is acquired faith wanes. The connection between 
knowledge and God is purely imaginary. Faith 
implies the absence of knowledge, and knowledge is 
necessarily the negation of faith. Now, in the 
realm of science, how much Christianity obtains ? 
How many scientists are there who believe in a 
loving Heavenly Father, who sent his only begotten 
Son into the world to be murdered for its redemp
tion ? How many biologists are there who cherish 
the notion that there inhabits the human body a 
spiritual substance which can never die ? Speaking 
of the scientific world as a whole, we are compelled 
to aver that Christianity is conspicuous in it alone 
by its absence.

In these circumstances, no other conclusion is 
permissible than that Christianity is slowly dying 
out of the world. The number of those who cling 
to it in its primitive simplicity is exceedingly small. 
As held by the majority, it is nothing but a mongrel 
whose doom is destruction. Yes, Christianity is 
growing; but, like a very old man, it is growing 
smaller, shrinking into itself, which is symptomatic of 
its approaching end. Knowledge, too, is growing; 
but, like a child, it is growing larger, and becoming 
stronger, every day. And already it is beginning to 
take man by the hand, and to show him the path of 
life. Knowledge is the only genuine power, tho only 
true providenoe, tho only safe guide through life.

J. T. L l o y d .

The International Eugenic Congress.

The representatives of all nations were lately occu
pied in the discussion of Eugenios. The object is 
praiseworthy, and a most significant sign of the 
times.

It is an admission that degeneration is at work, 
and that human effort must bo direoted towards its 
elimination and reduction to a minimum. To the 
student of sociology this discovery is not new, but 
rather a confirmation of what sound reformers have 
been urging on the consideration of the world for 
several generations.

The power of God is being transferred to man, 
who has become the real “ almighty.” We see scienoe 
ousting superstition, and directing the blind efforts 
of past ages into rational channels. Wo learn that 
inspiration is the result of researches into the pro
perties of matter and objective foots, and not the 
airy dreams of neurotic prophets and cunning 
priests. Wo glean that revelation emanates, not 
from prayers, but from the study of nature and
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experiments in the laboratory. These are obvious 
faots, but ought to be made more obvious to be 
“  understanded ” by the people.

Mr. Balfour’s speech at the banquet was ingenious 
and characteristie. Being a Christian and a worthy 
son of the Established Church, which believes and 
teaches that man was created after the image of 
God, he asserted boldly that “ from the point of view 
of genetics man is a wild animal.” What a compli
ment to God—the Creator ! He further said that if 
the number of the unfit was increasing, his conclu
sion was that they were more adapted to the 
environment. This savors more of political sloppiness 
than of philosophic or scientific insight.

Left to nature, all the unfit will be unmercifully 
eliminated. Nature has no sentiment, no emotion ; 
and we see nothing but “ consequences.”

But, as a matter of fact, we are breeding the unfit 
with deadly precision and in alarming numbers.

Increase and multiply are the pride and glory of 
Christianity.

Mr. Begbie informed us recently, in the columns of 
the Daily Chronicle, that one thousand illegitimate 
children are born every week in this country. Dr. 
Barnardo’s homes are also full, and yet Dr. Ingram, 
the Bishop of London, has been lamenting over the 
decrease in the birth-rate. The reduction in sub
scriptions and the number to be hereafter damned 
will not suit the Church.

No student of history can deny that great im
provement has been made since the revival of 
learning and the great discoveries in science in the 
last century.

The human race—the civilised part—is more, 
though not quite, free, and in many respects more 
happy. Life is more secure, and property claims 
and receives greater protection from governments. 
Slavery is not so common, and the production of 
food is easier and more plentiful. Except in India, 
plagues and famines are almost unknown. Wealth 
is produced beyond the dreamB of avarice. The 
growth of exports from 1900 to 1911 shows the 
following increases :—

United Kingdom ... ... 168 millions
Germany ... 171 fl
United States ... 143 If
France ................ ... 83 II
Belgium ... 58 If
Austria-Hungary ... ... 18 H
Italy ... ... 34 If
Russia ................ ... 84 fl

Some Amerioan millionaires have more wealth than 
was at the command of the treasury of the Roman 
Empire. Mr. Rockefeller alone is credited with an 
income of £28 a minute. The renowned wealth of 
the Indies in the time of Clive and Hastings was a 
trifle compared with the gold and securities depo
sited in the cellars of the banks of Europe and 
America. The diamond mines in South Africa have 
yielded value to the tune of millions.

Much human labor has been shifted on to nature. 
Mechanical appliances are daily doing work that was 
done by men a few years ago. - So much so, that one 
of the great conflicts of our time is between men 
and machines. Medical science and surgery have 
reached a high point of efficiency and are relieving 
much human agony and misery. Theatres, museums, 
picture galleries, libraries, botanical and zoological 
gardens, are the study and delight of millions. 
Travelling is safer, more comfortable, and more 
rapid. Mighty ships cross the ocean at flying speed; 
and with the aid of electrioity, the telegraph, and 
the telephone, we have annihilated spaoe.

Sooial intercourse is more general and manners 
are more refined. Commerce, and the interchange 
of ideas, have done more to bring hnmanity together 
than all the waste of soldiers and missionaries. All 
this has been effeoted in defiance of Christian 
Eugenics and by the effort and heroism of 
Secularists.

We are moving slowly, hut the pace is neither 
uniform nor regular because supernatural religion is 
still dominant, although it is losing ground fast.

However, it is impossible to overlook or dis
regard other dangerous factors which are insidiously 
undermining civilisation and the future of the race-

There is not much hope of salvation when ^e 
spend thirty millions in propagating a barbarous 
religion and only fourteen millions on education.

Ignorance breeds selfishness, poverty, misery) 
disease, unemployment, and general discontent.

Production is ample and could be considerably 
increased, but distribution is not equitable.

Sympathy is evident in all the activities of legis
lation and administration. Our hearts are getting 
bigger, but unless our brains develop in the same or 
greater ratio our doom is sealed.

Apart from the waste of money there is a crimiu®1 
waste of intellect. Churches and institutions are 
kept up to perpetuate barbarism and privilege. Tbs 
general result is ignorance and slavery of the mind 
—more degrading than the slavery of the body- 
There can be no compromise between truth and 
falsehood, justice and tyranny, sanity and stupidity- 
The whole trend of legislation, in our time, is to 
palliate evils and to provide for them.

If we have more diseases we are advised to build 
more hospitals; if more lunatics, more asylums ; 
more unemployed, more State grants. The genios 
of present statesmanship openly declares that tb0 
fit, the successful, the healthy, the rich, the provi
dent must be taxed to maintain those who are unfit) 
who are failures, who are insane, who are poQl- 
either through adverse circumstances or personal 
defects.

Alas ! there are limits to taxation.
I have always contended that society will never 

cease breeding the unfit until he becomes too oostly 
to maintain. To perpetuate the unfit is not only 
to make the struggle for existence harder, but, giv0B 
time, their number would swamp sooiety, and ¡D' 
evitably end the tragio drama of human existence.

There is a higher consideration than oharity» 
namely, to inquire honestly and intelligently 
the causes that make it urgent. To insure millioo0 
against poverty, unemployment, disease, aB 
maternity benefit may be a smart way of muddling 
with large social problems, hut it does not redoun 
to the glory of our present civilisation, or remov0 
the causes that give rise to suoh desperate pr°" 
visions. ,

Indiscriminate State oharity, at the expense 0 
other citizens—mostly poor—instead of solving 
sooial problem, will ultimately dissolve sooiety.

Reform should begin with education, and not wu 
legislation. Until we adopt Seoular Education, aB 
teach our children what is true and useful, aB̂  
improve the conditions under which they live aB 
work, and bring about a rational change i® “ , 
whole social environment, nothing of a permae0 
charactor will result. ^  bueKe*

More About Blasphemy.—II.

T h e r e  seems to bo some misunderstanding^ 
we wrote in the final paragraph of last week’s \aB 
ment of this article. A veteran Freethinker, m ^  
oourso of a general letter to us, says : “ I am g,a‘ -fl 
see that you have come round to my view that i „  
always best for a Freethinker to defend hin)60 g 
It is pleasant, of course, to find our friends c° ”1%v0 
round to our own viows; but, as a matter of faC ’ g\l, 
have not come round to our friend’s view aC ^  
Whether a “ blasphemer” defends himself ° r ue 
makes very little difference to the rosult, as fa® a ^  
is concerned. Tho Leeds “  blasphemers " ? c -s0q- 
themselves and got threoand four months’ i^ P ^ ^ s  
ment respectively. The Sheffield “ blasphemer o0, 
defended, and he also got a three months’ 60 ¡fcof 
But the N. S. S. lost the money it spent on 6011 gfl8” 
and counsel. What is clear is that in “  snob 0S 
—so we wrote—as Bullock’s there is little. 11 ^  
thing, to be gained by employing B o l i o i t o r . 
counsel who have no special interest in the bj®
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or who, if they have, cannot very well afford to make 
raore than a half-hearted, apologetic defence of the 
defendant’s right to be judged by the same criterion 
0 the “ decencies of controversy ” as is applied to 
O’her̂  lecturers, debaters, or journalists in other 
(political or social) discussions.

If the veteran Freethinker already referred to 
.̂ere prosecuted for “  blasphemy ” we should advise 

. Im to defend himself, because he is capable of doing 
*t> with the aid of a little coaching from ourselves, 
with whom this question has become a speciality, 
“ ut if he were not capable of defending himself, we 
8bould advise him to do so or not according to the 
Particular circumstances of the case. Every case, 
^0 assert, should be dealt with on its own “ merits.” 
UQe case might not be worth spending a penny on, 
another might be worth spending ten pounds on, 
ana another might be worth spending hundreds of 
Pounds on. Take the Boulter case. It cost the 

8. S. considerably over £200, but look at the other 
100 of the account. The money enabled us to 

engage counsel of high standing, and to give the case 
generally an air of importance. The judge was 
poged to make a careful statement of the Common 
haw of Blasphemy. In doing so, Mr. Justice Philli- 
p 0re accepted the judgment of Lord Chief Justice 

°leridge in the Freethinker proseoution in 1883, and 
-rr • Justice Darling, Mr. Justice Horridge, and Mr. 
Qstice Bankes, have since followed the lead of Mr. 
ostice Phillimore. We were right, therefore, in 
signing and establishing the Secular Society, Ltd., 

funding it on the Gibraltar-rock, as we conceived 
> of Lord Coleridge’s decision. And the demonstra- 
lQn that we were right, and that the Incorporated 
ociety ia perfectly safe, is worth vastly more than 

jTe teoney the demonstration cost. We assured the 
feethought party that the Incorporated Society 

save it financial security; yet we honestly assured 
that Freethought advocates were still liable to 

Proseoution and imprisonment. It sounded odd, but 
0 Were right—in both cases, as events have proved. 
Another advantage arising from the expenditure 

, E oioney in the Boulter case was this. Even after 
0 gave an undertaking not to “ blaspheme” again, 
Qa broke it, he was only imprisoned for a month, 
hlch is the shortost “ blasphemy” sentence on 

ecord. And the shortening of the sentence is 
°oiething more than a relief to the prisoner. It 
°ta as a deterrent to the malignity of the proso- 
utors, and as their pleasure diminishes even in 
Uccessful attacks on Freethinkers, they are less 

tj70\y to incur the trouble aud expense of putting 
0 infamous old Blasphemy Laws into operation, 

j 1° itself, by the way, the Boulter case was on all- 
Ur® with the “ blasphemy ” cases that have 
j»rred since.

d6f 0ney or no money, legal defence or no legal 
°nce, the reason why “ blasphemy ” prosecutions 

^ V0r fail is very simple. A Freethinker is placed in 
t ®riL0?^ lor writing or saying something “  offensive ” 

Christian susceptibilities ; twelve real or supposed 
aa,riatianB are placed in the jury-box, and practically 

a0d no more and no loss than this, “  Gentlemen, do 
. u like this ? Is it fair criticism of our holy roli- 
Qq ?’> don,t jiko now  efiouia they ? They

jj 11 consider it fair criticism of thoir holy religion. 
tiow pould they? They answer the judge’s ques
t s “8 iQ the negative. That means Guilty. Then 
An! / 60,1 or supposed Christian judge passes sentence, 
gov real or supposed Christian officials, the
tQ <j[nor and the chaplain of a Christian prison, see 
Dat re®k And when the victim of Christian 
fihd^t ge*'8 ’nfco I" 8 ce*I *n Christian prison ho 
bnro 1130 ° nly thing he has to read in it is a Christian 

^  called the Bible.
Said 6 tl3ink it will be fully understood now why we 
ca8o should advise the “  blasphemer," in all such 
a g’8 0,8 the recent ones, to defend himself—unless 
do ;V°Pathetio barrister or counsel can be found to 
t0le btico to the defence. But obviously this general 

It ? ee^8 very careful application, 
like j) t3oceasary to say, therefore, that young mon 

allock—or older men in a similar position

—who know quite well that thsy cannot really 
defend themselves, must not lightly rush in where 
wiser men might hesitate to tread, and fancy that 
the explanation that they were “ moved by the 
spirit ” to do it is a sufficient justification of crude 
and vulgar language, entitling them to the unlimited 
support of the N. S. S. and its President. Be as 
pointed, as trenchant, as witty, as scathing as you 
like; but crude and vulgar language only harm the 
cause you advocate ; and if you cannot use any other 
language you had better be silent.

We admit that a good deal of disoussion is pos
sible as to what is and what is not crude and vulgar 
language. One’s judgment in such cases should not 
be finical. The language of one class is not the 
language of another. The language of the plain 
man is not the language of the scholar. The lan
guage of the “ warm” man is not the language of 
the man of cool temper. The language of the tyro 
is not the language of the practised debater. But 
there comes a point when all reasonable limits are 
overstepped, and most people are then of one 
opinion. Not that crude and vulgar language, unless 
it is very outrageous, should be treated as criminal. 
Still less that it should be made the cover of a 
“  blasphemy ” prosecution. We protest against that 
policy with all the energy we possess.

Mr. Justice Bankes followed the Coleridge doctrine 
of “ blasphemy” which now holds the field. He is 
reported in the Sheffield Independent as follows:—

“  Everybody realises that nowadays a man may 
entertain any opinion that he thinks right. No man 
is bound to profess any form of religion. No man is 
bound to entertain any religious opinion at all. A man 
is entitled to entertain any opinion he thinks fit with 
regard to religion or anything else, and he is entitled to 
advocate his own opinions. He is also entitled, within 
certain limits, to criticise the opinions of others. Bat 
it is here that the law does not allow him to overstep 
certain limits. One realises how many different forms 
of religious opinion there are, and how rightly and justly 
persons regard the particular form of religion they 
believe in as, to them at any rate, a very sacred thing. 
One would think that anybody who possesses a spark of 
docent feeling when he is discussing things and matters 
which, he must know, are regarded with great reverence 
by others, would bo careful to use language which would 
not give offence. But this man is one of those who 
apparently pick out language which is calculated to 
give all the offence that is possible, and he selects it 
apparently for that purpose. He seems to revel in it, 
and comes here to assert that he has a right to uso it, 
regardless of opinions or feelings of others.”

Wo cannot say that Mr. Justioe Bankes’s state
ment of the law is any improvement on Lord 
Coleridge’s. The old law of “ blasphemy” wa9 not 
intended for the protection of people’s “ religious 
feelings ”—it was intended for the protection of the 
Christian religion—and for no other form of religion 
whatever. The very language of the form of indict
ment still in use is in itself a sufficient proof of this 
fact. But the Christian religion can no longer bo 
protected. All that is now possible is the harrying 
of the moro illiterate speakers who attaok it 
before the man in the street. It is for the poor 
luxury of prosecuting such mon that Christians still 
cling to their old Blasphemy Laws. It places them 
below contempt. q  ^  FOOTE.

ADMONITION.
The widower bad just taken his fourth wife and was 

showing her around tho village. Among the places visited 
was tho churchyard, and tho bride paused before a very 
elaborato tombstone that had been erected by the bride
groom. Being a little nearsightod, she asked him to read 
the inscriptions, and in reveront tones he read :

“  Here lies Susan, beloved wife of John Smith, and Jane, 
beloved wife of John Smith, and Mary, belovod wife of John 
Smith.”

Ho paused abruptly and the bride, leaning forward to see 
tho bottom line, read to her horror :

“  Be Ye Also Beady.”
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Madame Andrée d ’Albert, who represented the women of 
France at the last Peace Congress at the Hague, is president 
of a new League for the propagation of politeness and 
courtesy. We are pleased to reproduce the following 
remarks of this lady in appealing for members for the 
League :—

“  In default of real benevolence and self-abnegation, which 
are to-day the characteristics of only a privileged few, we 
want to induce people to be at least polite and courteous 
towards one another, instead of rudely manifesting unneces
sary hostility on every possible occasion.

“  For instance, when a little boy in a crowded carriage 
rises to offer his seat to a lady, we do not want his mother to 
say—as many mothers do at present—‘ Sit down, you have 
pail for your seat.’ A little boy, however good his natural 
disposition, brought up with these ideas, would never grow 
up courteous and gallant, as Frenchmen were formerly ; and 
if his natural instincts are bad such a method of education 
will develop them. It is to the failure of parents to teach 
their children consideration for others that we must largely 
ascribe the rise of the ‘ apache,’ and the exploits of such 
scoundrels as the motor bandits who recently terrorised the 
whole country. Small causes have great effects.

“  Politeness costs nothing, and yet it will do much to 
remove the sharp angles of life.”

A League of that kind is sadly needed in Christian England. 
The English are not an ill-natured people ; on the whole, 
they are good-natured and good-tempered ; but they are 
insufferably rude, not so much to strangers, as to each 
other. Their manners are more vulgar, it seems to us, than 
they used to be in our younger days. And thi3 is largely 
due to women. They allow men to do and say all sorts of 
things in their presence that wouldn't have been tolerated 
forty years ago. They also bring up their children more 
selfishly. They love them as much as ever, but they do not 
love them wisely. A well-behaved, soft-spoken child is a 
beautiful object. An undisciplined child is a nuisance to 
others, and ends by being a nuisance to itself.

The August number of the Humanitarian, tho organ of 
the Humanitarian League, contains a number of items of 
interest—that is to say, mostly, of sinister interest— to 
Freethinkers. After nearly two thousand years of Christi
anity it is extraordinary what reeking masses of cruelty lie 
about, even in this England which boasts of being the most 
Christian country in the world. The Humanitarian League 
has long been engaged in the work of shifting these moral 
muck-heaps, and it has achieved a considerable measure of 
success. But a curious drawback is that as soon as one 
evil is dealt with another—though perhaps a smaller one— 
springs up to take its place. Wo see that the League has 
had to address a letter to the Lord Chancellor, calling his 
attention to the increased flogging of children, under the 
very Children Act which has been described as the 
Children's Charter. Cruelty and malignity are always 
lying in wait for opportunities of gratification. There is no 
use in denying it. And we are always ready to give thanks 
to the Humanitarian League for its wise, and never vengeful, 
efforts to frustrate the forces of evil. We wish its monthly 
organ an ever increasing circulation.

Äcid Drops.

The Boy Scouts are dressed up and equipped to look the 
most ridiculous objects “  in creation.”  We pity them every 
time we see one. No doubt the lads are all right in their 
way— but they are not the intellectual pick of the young 
population. Yet it has been possible for the newspapers 
aided by the First Lord of the Admiralty, to work up 
another orgy of sentimentalism, following on the heels ot 
the Titanic debauch. John Bull, indeed, can be made to 
weep so easily ! Making him think is the difficult matter. 
Just look at this Boy Scout case. A few of them g°“ 
drowned during the August bank-holiday, when tho drown
ing of holiday makers is common, especially in rough 
weather. The newspapers, however,— the great corrupters 
of public taste and sentiment— worked up the accident for 
all it was worth. The Church—another corrupter—joined 
in. The boys’ bodies were brought to London on a warship> 
as if they were young Nelsons who had died in battle- 
Gallons of tears were shed over them. Their funeral was 
turned into a great public event, and all the resources o 
ecclesiasticiam were employed to give religion a splendid 
advertisement among the “ sobbing crowd.”  This nation 
is becoming quite maudlin.

Amongst the floral tributes at the Boy Scouts’ funeral was 
one from Sir Robert Baden-Powoll, and the card attache 
bore this inscription :—

“ Be prepared.
With loving sympathy of the 

Chief Scout.
‘ It is I, be not afraid.’ ”

One is puzzled to know whether this is addressed to the 
dead or the living. If to the dead, the writer should have 
reflected that the departed lads, if there be a future life a 
all, know more about it than he can tell them. If to 
living, tho first line is rather cheeky, and the last line rathe 
unintelligible in this connection. “  It is I, bo not afraid, * 
what Christ is reported to have said to his disciples when n 
came to them walking on the water. But there was D 
Christ walking on the water when the lads were drowned.

Poor Turkey 1 Her troubles began tho moment sh 
started a serious work of self-reformation. Christian huh1 
and thieves have been at her evor since. Sho has not bee 
given a single chance. It may bo that she is doomed to 0 
broken to piccos very shortly by tho rascally and hyP0 
critical Christian Powers, whose only policy is to secure t 
largest possiblo share of tho spoil. We hope, howeve > 
peaceful as our principles aro, that she will make thorn P 
dear for their prizes ; that sho will fight to the very l®  ̂
gasp, and go down, if sho must, in blood and fir0, a 
scoundrels are breaking into your house, with the docl&r - 
intention of robbing and murdering you, there is ° n^ .? ]e. 
thing for you to do, to soil your lifo as doarly as _p0881., j8 
Self-defenco needs no certificate from Peace Societies ; 1 
justified by the laws of nature.

WHAT SHE SAID IN HER HASTE.
Tho wife of a leading minister in a New Jersey town, says 

Lippincott's, was sitting on the porch of the manse when a 
man with a grip in his hand startod to come up the steps.

Spotting him at once for a book agent or a peddler, she 
said firmly : “  Nothing to-day.”

“  Have you one ?”  queried the stranger.
Fearing that an affirmative answer might lead to further 

conversation, in which the salesman would try to demon
strate the improvements made in the article since she had 
purchased hers, tho minister’s wife answered shortly, “  No 1”

Shaking his head, the man retreated down the steps, 
repeating this sentence several tim es: “ Hasn’t got one ; 
doesn’t want one.”

The man’s manner and tone cf voice awakened the 
woman's curiosity; so very soon she went over to a 
neighbor’s house, where she had seen the man stop, and 
asked :

“  What was that man who was here a few minutos ago 
selling ?”

To her astonishment and chagrin the neighbor replied, 
“  Bibles.”  _________

KNEW HIS GROUND.
The story is told of a Congressman that he once declared 

in an address to the House, “  As Daniel Webster says in his 
dictionary.”

“  It was Noah who wrote the dictionary,”  whispered a 
colleague who sat at the next desk.

Noah nothing,”  replied the speaker. “  Noah built the 
ark.”

Poor Turkey again 1 In the midst of all her othor trou ^  
“ Providence”  sends her a very flue and largo earthqu8^ ' 
killing a thousand people, injuring many times as many. 
committing frightful devastation. "  ¿less and praise 
holy name 1”

Turkey lias always shown far moro roligious toier 
than the Christian nations. Sho has always upheld  ̂
right of asylum. Men who were hunted out of 0 
countries fonnd shelter within her borders. It w.a ^g  
Turkey that Kossuth and his colleagues flod, and a nji 
throats of Russia and Austria could not induce her to 
over one of them. And it was England that backed I jQveg 
up in that attitude. England loved liberty then. She 
nothing bnt herself now.

According to the Daihj Herald, freo spoech  ̂¡3 jj°e0t- 
threatenod in tho domain of tho Duke of Norfolk. * j,y 
ings of tho British Socialist Party have beon interrup fl|J. 
tho police, and speakers have been threatened with Pr j0g0. 
tion. We are, of course, strongly opposed to any ' D ¡Djon 
ment of the right of free speech, no matter what the op ^ at 
is that is expressed. But we feel bound to point o 
Socialists have shown themselves generally apathetic ^ jee 
the prosocutions for blasphemy in the last two 0 of 
years, and are now, perhaps, only reaping tho r j jo 
their indifference. Freethought has always been in .g p 
the fight for free speech, and, when that is attacked,^ ^¡¡et 
mere question of time and opportunity for assaults 0 
opinions to follow. Wo wish the British Social*8
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every success in its struggle for free speech, and also a 
lively solicitude for the same freedom wherever attacked.

The Archbishop of York delivered the inaugural address 
before the Sanitary Congress in York, and cheerfully 
remarked that, while the Mediaeval Ages were picturesque, 
they were also pestilential and plague-stricken. His Grace 
bught have added they were also Christian—very much so. 
And it would have been no exaggeration to have said that 
their pestilency and plague were partly due to their being 
ybristian. It was a time when people trusted to religion 
'“ stead of to sanitation; when the ideal character was a 
b'rty monk, and the scientist worked with a halter round 
“ is neck. The old Roman world understood the need for 
sanitation and the benefits of cleanliness. The Christian 
^orld troubled about neither. And if the Archbishop of 
i-ork desires to find out why the Mediaeval period was so 
eminently the period of disease, he will find an explanation 
!? the prevalence of the religion he represents. Happily, 
umes have changed, and the Church now sees the wisdom 
01 blessing what it has been powerless to destroy.

Parliament was rising and the Billy season was beginning, 
he big gooseberry and the sea serpent being a good deal P'ayed out, it is necessary to find a newer sensation, 
“cordingly the newspapers announced that Mrs. Brown 
otter was studvina Esoteric Buddhism. We shan’t be 

°bg now -  ........................................................................
the The millennium will soon be here— thanks to

nx-actress with the copper-colored hair, whose former 
Prophecies, however, in the name of the Right Hon. Joseph 

hamberlain, were not realised.

The original Buddhism was Atheistic. But we reckon 
, fact won’t please Mrs. Brown Potter any more than it

P eases Mrs. Annio Besant. We are not surprised, there- 
e> to read tbe Christian Commonwealth' x grave announce- 

ont, “ Mrs. Brown Potter has placed herself under the 
of a Hindustani Guru, and is said to bo devoting her 

*, erS'os to the soul communion as taught by the Yogis of 
6 Himalayas ” 11 Soul communion ” is good. It is often 

J we believe, by hysterical ladies and sentimental 
s-ntienien, and is apt to pass from Platonism to something
> re substantial.

th^r ^ave rece' ved a cutting from the August 7 issue of 
QJ^,.dicator, which we understand is a Paddington paper, 
j.j 1̂jning a report of the proceedings relating to “  Hell 

? ’ at the International Bible Students’ Convention 
Lo u aPPears b° have been sitting for several days in the 
asm °n Tabernacle, Lancaster Gato. The gentlemen thus 
pa babied—we don’t see any ladies’ names in the report—

. sed a warm resolution aaginst the orthodox idea of God’s 
^here there is supposed to be unlimited brimstone 

°nt a spoonful of treacle :—
“ Wo now unreservedly repudiate as thoroughly unsorip- 

"Ural the teaching of a place, state, or condition of a literal 
'ake of fire and brimstone ’ for the torment of the wicked ;

further, we believe from many personal tostimonia’s 
“ at the vast majority of ministers of all Protestant denomi- 
ations have privately repudiated the ‘ Hell Fire’ theory,

. “ t have, for supposedly good reasons, hesitated fully to 
"form their congregations ; and, further, we believe on this 
c?ount, thousands and perhaps tens of thousands, are being 
r'Ven into scepticism and infidelity.”

as ¡,T.Qlto nnderstand this resolution, which is not as simple 
Protestant ministers know that Hell is played 

is J interest in it used to be hotter than the equator; it 
■bifal ^  co^ er than the poles. Tbe Revised Version of tho 
rath° n.° longer spells it Hell, but Hades—which sounds 
^ith * inv' ting 1 anyhow, you might say it for an hour 
Pcot 4 frightening a cat off tho garden wall. Yes, the 
Hell tants~-aH but tho Salvation Army— have dropped 
theJ  a»<l wo are not surprised that the most resolute of 
all, now declaring that the Biblo never taught it at
look a . texts that were thought to teach it certainly 
the SuSfl£ tlloy do teach i t ; but wo must look deeper than 
^ean itacoi that is, we must see first what they ought to 
P r o f i t  thon mako them mean it. That is the only 
Cathol' 6 ^othod of interpretation. But the Roman 
that e lG,a st‘H keep hold of Hell. Tho Papist priests realise 

the° 1Ĝ  means no devil, and that no hell or devil means 
H o  q; °nfl run no priest. Nor was it really tho Protestants 
bell w j^’^blishod Hell. Freethinkers did it— and suffered 

1 0 H*ey were doing it.

th^rj11-8 that there are 2,500 ordained women preachers 
b>ar1y! , nited States. Wo are pleased to know there are so 
” 6 Won']" wish they wore engaged in a more worthy cause. 
Hut if i wbat St. Paul would have to say to this arrange- 

le could be brought to life for a little while ? He

ordered women to keep silence in the Church, and here are 
2,500 of them officially ordered to do the very opposite. 
Poor Paul would probably behave as though he had a repiti- 
tion of the sunstroke that led to his conversion.

The Bible is the work of man. Woman had no hand in 
writing it. When the day of her emancipation comes she 
will be proud of the fact. And when “  tiffs ”  are on she will 
let the man know it. Asking him “ Who wrote the Bible ?” 
will keep him quiet for a bit. It is a question that doesn’t 
leave him a chance.

Mr. Roosevelt it firmly persuaded that the United States 
will go to the dogs, or something very like it, if he is not 
elected President again. He is forming a political machine 
of his own to secure his election. We fancy, somehow or 
other, that “ T eddy”  won’t win the prize. His piety, for 
one thing, seems too flagrant even for the citizens of that 
religion-ridden country. “  Teddy ” led the multitude at the 
first Roosevelt Convention in singing “  Onward Christian 
Soldiers.” Evidently he feels he has the bulk of Christians 
with him— or that he will have them before November. 

.Fortunately, these Christian soldiers have no weapons 
except their tongues, and, when the time comes, their votes. 
Otherwise, one might smell a serious danger in letting the 
Roosevelters loose upon the community. He who kills 
characters might soon kill persons. The godly Roosevelt 
has called Thomas Paine “  a filthy little Atheist ” — which 
we described before as three lies in three words. His 
attention has been drawn to the matter. He has been 
shown that Thomas Paine was very cleaD and well-dressed 
while he was able to care for himself, that he was tall 
(being five feet ten) and handsome, and that he wrote 
eloquently to prove the existence of God. But what a man 
like Roosevelt says stands, whether true or false. He will 
never correct a blunder unless it pays him to do so. Why 
should he apologise for libelling a Freethinker? “  Onward 
Christian Soldiers 1 ”

Roosevelt repeated at that meeting what he said at 
Chicago. “  We stand at Armageddon,” he said, “  and we 
battle for the Lord.”  Of course it couldn’t be anything less 
than Armageddon with Roosevelt’s fortunes hanging in the 
balance; and it is nothing short of blasphemy to doubt that 
“ T ed dy" is fighting for the Lord. But the important 
question, after all, is something different. Is the Lord 
fighting for 11 Teddy ”  ? Ay, there’s tho rub. And the 
question can only bo answered retrospectively, when the 
presidential elections are over. We must wait and see. 
So must “  Teddy.”  ____

Threepenny pioces are getting more common, the Daily 
Chronicle says, though wo haven’t noticed it. Our contem
porary attributes the alleged phenomenon to Mr. Lloyd 
George and the National insurance Act. But may it not be 
duo to another cause ? The decline in church attendance 
means a diminished call for threepenny bits, which thus get 
into common circulation instead of being kept for Sunday.

Papa Sarto is said to live simply in the Vatican, but ho 
has to dress up for his public performances, and it appears 
to be tho official rule that he should wear different garments 
every day of tho year. “  Noarly all his robes,”  the 
Chronicle says, “  are ornamented with rare jew els ; his 
surplices are of the most valuable lace ; his gloves aro 
embroidered with pearls in tho shape of a cross; his 
‘ woollens’ aro prepared from the fleeces of a herd of sheep 
kept specially for this purposo; and his rings, set with gems 
of matchless quality, are priceless. It is by far the most 
costly wardrobe in the world.”  Fancy dressing up a 
decrepit old man in that fashion I All in the name of poor 
Jesus 1

Some of the religious papers aro expressing indignation at 
the “  ridiculous impertinence of a handful of Roman 
Catholics assuming the right to dedicate England to the 
Pope.” Of course, it is ridiculous; but it is a way that 
Christians have. And, really, there is nothing more 
ridiculous in Roman Catholics doing this than Protestants 
dedicating England and other countries to Jesus Christ. 
Protestants aro always talking of dedicating India, and 
China, and the Soudan, and other parts of the world, to 
their particular form of Christianity. It is all supremely 
silly, and impertinent, and Christian. Impudent egotism 
lies at the base of much that passes for Christian zeal, and 
Christians have so cultivated the habit of speaking as 
though none but Christians need be considered, that thoy 
ought not to bo surprised if some of their own body give 
this feeling a still more parochial expression. Protestants 
must not expect a monopoly of “ ridiculous impertinence.”
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“  Ours is an essentially religions race,”  says the Christian 
World. In that case it is quite remarkable that such 
elaborate precautions should have to be taken to prevent 
“ our race ”  losing an “ essential characteristic.”  Essential 
qualities can usually be trusted to take care of themselves. 
In this case fifty thousand professional preachers, to say 
nothing of other agencies, have more than they can do to 
keep this religious quality alive. The truth is, that “  our 
race ” is no more essentially religious than is any other 
race. AH religion is an acquisition. Sometimes it is an 
inevitable acquisition, as among the lower races; sometimes, 
as amongst ourselves, it is due to deliberate culture. If all 
the children of the next generation were left severely alone, 
so far as religion is concerned, and were given a thorough 
mental and physical training, religion would be with them a 
thing of the past. Every Freethinker knows this to be true, 
and every Christian preacher acts so as to endorse the 
Freethinker’s conviction,

It all hangs on the child. We do not mean by the child 
as connected with what is facetiously called the education 
question. That is only one aspect of a much larger 
subject. What we have in mind is the child as a member 
of the social group and as the material for the next genera
tion. Without deliberate religious culture the normal social 
forces would' to-day keep the growing generation non- 
religious. But religious organisations dominate life to such 
an extent that they are able to bring pressure upon each 
newcomer into the social group, and thus secure a religious 
expression of forces that are “  essentially ” secular. Thus 
the essentially non-religious character of man is shown by 
the fact that every child born has to be made religious, and 
not merely made religious, but kept so. It is an inoculation 
that wears itself out unless the virus is renewed from time 
to time. This inoculation religion secures by the pressure 
of the home, the school, and of social life generally. Religion 
is perpetuated because it succeeds in capturing the children 
of each generation. Give Freethought the same opportunity 
for a single generation and all the pulpits of Great Britain 
would be to let as rostrums for auctioneers.

“  When Mrs. Kavanaugh of this city complained to the 
courts of the attempt of the Rev. Father John Bergen to 
deflower her daughter Katherine, aged twelve years, she 
forgot in her excitement that she was committing tho sin of 
disobedience in accusing a priest, and withdrew the charge 
when ordered to do so by the Rev. Father Deneen, of the 
Holy Cross Church. That proceedings had gone too far t j  
be stopped she will probably regret to the end of her days. 
That the case came before an upright judge, Magistrate 
Butts, is unfortunate for the accused. 1 It was the purpose 
of the priest,’ said the Magistrate, ‘ to strip Katherine 
Kavanaugh of all innocenoe and ruin her in body and in 
soul,’ and he pronounced the Rev. Father Bergen guilty. 
Tho narrow margin by which justico escapod defoat in this 
case raises the question how many such assaults are 
attempted or accomplished by lusty priests on girls whose 
mothers are restrained by their spiritual advisers from 
lodging complaints with the civil authorities. In matters 
involving an ecclesiastic, and tending to create scandal, a 
Catholic or other layman is denied the right to speak except 
through another priest.” — Truthseeker (New York),

According to a cutting from a South African paper, a 
native preacher has been committed for trial at Aliwal North 
on charges of housebreaking and indecent assault. While 
the parents of two European children, aged four and six, 
were attending divine service, tho colored exhorter entered 
the house, ransacked the premises, and molested the 
children. He admitted the indecent assault and explained 
that he was drunk. It is a pity the Lord cannot keep his 
servants straighter.

Another South African cutting reports a discussion on 
the Potchefstroom Town Council as to whether electric light 
should be supplied to churches at half price. There was 
some very plain speaking on the question, but the Church 
party was strong enough to muster as many votes as the 
other side. The half-price proposal was lost, however, by 
tho casting vote of the Mayor. An article on the debate in 
the local Herald refers to “  the clever satire of Mr. John 
Latham ”— a local Rationalist leader—and advises Coun
cillors to avoid it by a stricter attention to good business 
and common sense.

We see by the Glasgow Evening Times (Aug. 8) that 
“  Three pen uib3 represented last week’s gifts to the alms- 
box at All Saints’ Church, Wellingborough.”  The vicar is 
not cheerful over this phenomenon. “  Nothing makes me 
so despondent and sad,” he says, “  as when men deliberately 
go out of their way to mock the Almighty,”  How does he

know that, in this case, the donors went out of their way ? 
Possibly the pen nibs were just handy.

The Rev. F. C. Spurr, writing from Melbourne, reports 
that the Chapman-Alexander mission is a great success. 
He says that “  huge audiences ”  have been attracted, but 
admits that “  the real man in the street ” remains on‘ 
touched, while the problem of “  capturing the multitudes 
outside the Church remains unsolved.” This is the ® 
story. “  Huge audiences ”  means members of churches ana 
chapels who desire a few evenings’ dissipation in singing 
revival hymns, while the number who lose interest in al 
religion becomes steadily greater. We fancy that a gréa» 
many clergymen see the utter futility of these élaborais y 
engineered missions, but for many reasons they are 
inclined to say what they think.

not

Pastor Russell's People's Pulpit wails in the following 
manner:—

“ The masses have less and less confidence in the clergy- 
The people do not know what the clergy believe even when 
they hear them speak, for their address may be from tne 
standpoint of the creeds or from the standpoint of H'g“ ® 
Ciiticism, according to their moods. The result of tni 
uncertain sounding of the trumpet is that the masses ar 
coming to the conclusion that the whole matter of religion * 
a big guess and that some of the guesses are influenced 0] 
temporal considerations. .

“  The unbelief of the people grows and threatens 
become Agnosticism, or worse, Atheism 1 Those who 
brought about this condition of things during the past thir y 
years are the college professors and the beat educate 
pulpiteera of Christendom. And now they stand astonishe 
at the results, which they should have foreseen.”

There is some truth in this. And the case goes on from bad o
worse. Which is all we quote Pastor Russell for. He ia n° 
good from any other point of view.

It is fifty years ago since England had such wintry 
weather in August as was experienced in the Bank HoluW 
period of the present month. The temperature dropped a 
low as 38 degrees— only 6 above freezing point, and t 
weather menu included snow and ice. Thanks ought to 
returned to “  Providence ”  for these seasonable gifts.

A telegram from the Milan correspondent of the Daî H 
Chronicle, dated August 8, ran as follow s:—

“  A very interesting custom has just been carried out 7 
the Arab population of Tripoli. Several huge cranes 
salvage work recently arrived there from Genoa, but be 
onu t.f t.liA SOO Arab workmen oonlil he induced tO _any of the 500 Arab workmen could be induced 
operations, the Moslemm priests were summoned. 

of an elaborate rite, during whicbegan the celebration u, u,u en»uui*,c u .c, u f 
large number of young Iambs were immolated on an a ^  
The new salvage plant was smeared from top to bo ¡to® 
the priests with the blood of the victims, and the °®re® .tet 
concluded with a sacred dance around the cranes. 
this the Arabs set themselves joyfully to work, int-vely 
assurance that the powers of evil had been effecti 
paralysed.” y

Those Arabs, of course, are very superstitious. But are 
really worse than Englishmen ? A roligious service a 
starting of a crano is quite on a level with the ” chr18 , 
in g”  of a battleship. As for the blood, the Moslems use * ^  
of animals, whilo the Christians draw from “  a fountain _  ̂
blood “  drawn from Immanuel’s veins.”  The blood 
Tripoli lamb is just as oflicaoious, we should say, aS 
blood of “  the Lamb of God.”

n
The Bishop of Southwell appears to have hit UP°gaid, 

unnoticed cause of the Labor unrest. It was not, h° nt. 
difficult to find out why there was so much *̂8C° 0i?eS, 
When people saw tho rich spending thousands on thems ^ # 
and giving only a shilling or two to tho clergy, “  wa y.0f}l& 
wonder that the working classes began to say, ‘ Why 8 or0 
wo not share in these things ?’ ”  Evidently, then, 
foe the Labor unrest is simple. The rich simply 11 g^ ec 
give more to tho clergy, and the dockers and al , at 
laborers will be quite content. They are merely : z * s p ° ct 
the clergy not getting enough. This puts quite a new 
on the Labor problem.

p 6col-
According to Sir Edward Hertslet’s Foreign 0 . f ce 

lections, when the first Protestant Bishop of Jerusa D(esSiie 
appointed it was thought that it would be a more imPjjtjti0li 
advent if he were conveyed to the Holy Land in * CM  
ship of war. The ship proposed for the voyage wa  ̂oget, 
the Infernal. Bishop Alexander was indignant *  A n <  
He refused to go in a ship bearing such a name. j
vessel was found for him. It was called the J>ev’ ¡g(jopsl 
The difference wasn’t much, but it pacified the P jy) to 
traveller, who had no objection whatever, apparpeac«- 
sailing on a battleship as an agent of the Prince of
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements Sugar Plums.
(Lectures suspended until September.)

To Correspondents.

President's H onorarium F und, 1912.—Previously acknowledged, 
*178 lls. i i j .  Received since :—A. A., 5s. ; Five Edinburgh 
“ Wnts, 10s. ; Admirer, 10s. 6d .: T. Kaff (S. Australia), £2 2s. ; 
w- H., 5s.; T. C. Kiglin, 2s. 6d.
• A. Jackson.—You must have bad a diabolical time in that wet 
Weather—you and Mr. Gott together. But there's some 
°onifort in company. Besides, the Lord sendeth his rain 
?“ ke upon the just and the unjust. So both sides get it. 
Which is which can stand over. But were you grateful 
enough to the pious old lady who told you you were going to 
hell? The information might have been welcome in such
O'rcumstances.

j '  -Psackrat.—See paragraph. Thanks.
■ Robertson.—We shall be glad to be kept informed of the 
Progress of the struggle at Edinburgh. The police of the 
whole of Great Britain seem bent on de-troying free speech as 

. as possible, and the public authorities are hand in glove 
With them. They fight first to get rid of all open-air meetings, 
&nd then to set up a police censorship by means cf a rule that 
nieetings licensed by them shall be held—but no others. We 
3f8 pleased to see that this police policy in being resisted at 
■Edinburgh.
• P- Ball.—Much obliged for cuttings.
®Aac Newman.—No one is under any obligation to attempt 
^Possibilities. If every Freethinker followed your example, 
jind did what he could for the cause, it would be more 
flourishing.
•Wilkinson.—Glad you consider the Burnley visit, under the 
Northern Tour, so successful; including Mr. Jackson’s 

g  ectures and the sale of the Freethinker. 
t~A. F oster.—-Wolverhampton certainly ought to have a 
N- 8. 8 . Branch, and Freethought propaganda should be 
°»rried on in the town. The whole question of Freethought 
organisation in the Midlands will be dealt with as soon as
- — It can hardly be taken up just at the moment.
• Hobdxy.—Pleased to know that your wife, as well as yourself, 
oonsiders our last week’s front article “  splendid ” and “  eagerly 
‘‘waits the concluding portion.”  Also that the Freethinker is

^  fle last journal you would drop, if you had to drop any.
H— Several of the largest subscribers to the President’s 
uud have died during the last year or two. Still, we hope, 

With yon, that “  somo well-to-do Freethinkers will come along 
aud make up the leeway before the year is out ” Your views 

the other matters yon refer to are much the same as our 
Wn. •« Saints ”  sometimes forget that we cannot always give 

^Public reasons for public acts.
• Raff (W. Australia).—Business part of your letter passed 

v®c to Bhop manager. Glad to hear you have such admiration 
nd respect for this journal. We endorse all your praise of 
°seph Symes. We were delighted to see our old friend again 
bon he cams back to England, but his death here is one of 
ur tragi0 memories. It is sad to learn that the loss of his

Personality has left Freethought propaganda and organisation 
T fl°where ”  on your continent.

' Riolin.—Large type Shakespeares are naturally rather
q PflnBive. The Macmillan edition in three volumes— 
afl’ne<ReS' Histories, Tragedies—is well-printed on good paper, 
,, 3 the type is very legible. The text is the same as the 
Sh t 8 "  e<Rtion in one volume—the text of the “  Cambridge ” 
Aiark ^eare‘ Pr‘co’ ttfter discount, would be near your

arriv ° — Sorry> hut we cannot insert long obituary notices

R.

Dr . n8 on Tuesday. Surely a report of a funeral on the 
Alveus Friday might have reached us earlier. Next week

?'ghbuAN'~ Thank8‘ But we don't mean to advertise the
int v3ry Corner gentleman you refer to. He will soon sink 
tea k'8 natural obscurity. The N. 8 . 8 . presumably has 

for regarding him as an undesirable.
Fa . AflAR Society, L imited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street,

.raiia!5inRtIon-Btreet E.C.
pa f Tt°NAL Beoular S o ciety ' s office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 

en 8don'street’ E.C.
With*ie services of the National Secular Society in connection 
8hn„ij ,°u*ar Burial Services aro required, all communicationsshomd be addressed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vance.
2 M88 *or the Editor of the Freethinker should bo addressed to 

t,,0tD WoaaUe-street, Farringdon-street, E.O. 
atr^.* Notices must reaoh 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-*flSerted ^  drat *>0S* Tuesday- or *hoy W'N not he
J?*onea0t literature should be sent to the Shop Manager of the 
and * * Press, 2 Newoastle-street, Farringdon-street, E .C .,

^ c : tothe Edit°r
to a8„ j  , forliterature by stamps arespecially requested

in* j,r lalfpenny stamps
°fficl ‘ ettlinker will be forwarded direot from the publishing 
lOs. ¿dP°Sv. free’ at the foll° win8 rates, prepaid One year, 

• • half year, 5s. 3d.; three months, 2s. 8d.

Mr. Foote starts his new season’s lecture work by a visit 
to Manchester on the last Sunday in September. South 
Lancashire “  saints ”  will please note. That will be Mr. 
Foote’s only lecture in the provinces this year. He has 
engaged to lecture continuously on Sunday evenings at 
Queen’s Hall, London, from October to December inclusive. 
The experiment is at the desire of, and will be financed by, 
the Board of Directors of the Secular Society, Ltd. We 
shall have a good deal more to say about it presently. It is 
enough to say, meanwhile, that Mr. Foote intends to put his 
very best work (for what it is worth) into these lectures, 
and that the London “ saints ” will be asked to co-operate 
by doing' their best to advertise the meetings and bring 
“  heathen persons ”  to the hall.

Mr. Mangasarian is not coming to England after all. He 
has had to leave Paris for Chicago rather suddenly; cer
tainly sooner than he expected. There are reasons for 
getting home. We very much regret our loss of the pleasure 
of meeting him again, but we hope the pleasure is only 
deferred until his next visit to Europe. Meanwhile, our 
best wishes are always with him, and we shall be glad to 
hear of ever greater and greater success in his Freethought 
work at Chicago.

We regret to state that Miss Vance has had no response 
yet to her appeal to London readers of this journal to send 
her a note of any halls to let in their neighborhood that 
might be suitable, and obtainable, for Sunday evening 
Freethought meetings. London in this connection means 
Greater London. In fact, the farther off the centre of 
London the better, for the lectures would then catch the 
resident population. Until other halls can be found, at 
least, the Secular Society is arranging to “  run ” a number 
of Sunday evening lectures at the Workman’s Hall which is 
in the control of the West Ham N. 8 . S. Branch. Special 
lecturers will be engaged for those evenings and special 
advertising done throughout the district.

Wo doubt if any other paper in this country has such a 
body of readers as the Freethinker. Many of them do not 
like it— they love it. It is one of the last things that 
poverty or necessity would make them give up. Its arrival 
is a red-letter day of the week. This has been noticed 
lately by Mr. T. A. Jackson on his Northern Tour with 
Mr. J. W. Gott. “  Ono thing has much impressed me during 
my tour,”  Mr. Jackson writes, “  and that is the devotion 
with which readers of the Freethinker speak of the paper as 
a necessity of life. I managed to pick up, a few days back, 
a batch of old numbers which the widow of an old Free
thinker allowed me to take. They had been preserved for 
years and read and re-read. One of the earliest contains 
the report of the dinner on the release of Mr. Foote from 
Holloway. Few indeed will the journals be that are 
hoarded up as the Freethinker is.”  The fact is there. And 
what is tho reason of it ? We think wo can tell. Our 
appeal to our readers touches the best part of their natures. 
It is puroly intellectual and disinterested. We promise 
them nothing—not even tho millennium next week, nor a 
rise of wages, nor easier work, nor any material advantage 
whatever. We offer them mental liberation, a new dignity 
of life, a perception of truth and honesty never known 
before, a heightened self-respect, and an assurance that all 
this will turn to tho world’s profit in ovory way— when they 
aro dead. It is because wo promise nothing that we promise 
everything. This sounds like a paradox, but paradoxes to 
the senses become certitudes to the intelligence.

The London County Council has not replied to a perfectly 
civil letter from the N. S. S., of which it formally acknow
ledged tho receipt some weoks ago, but it has at last issued 
summonses against Miss Vance for “  gathering money ” — 
that is, collecting at the North London Branch meetings— 
at Parliament Hill on Sundays, July 21 and 28. The sum
monses are returnable at the Marylebone Police Court on 
Monday, August 19, at 2 in the afternoon. Tho case is not 
a personal one. Miss Vance did not take up collections for 
herself, but for the Society, as has been done for tho best 
part of throe years with the County Council’s knowledge 
and sanction. Tho case will be fought out. If tho equal 
rights of citizens aro to be overridden by tho “  permits ”  of 
tho London County Council, tho poople go into slavery under 
the persons they have elected to do their business.

Wo have just space to note that a summons has also been 
issned against Mr. Cunningham on account of Finsbury 
Park. This is returnable at the Highgato Police Court on 
August 21 at 10 a.m.
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The Evolution of L ife .-II.

[Continued from p. 502.)
THESE four-footed animals varied greatly in size 
Some were no more than two or three inches in 
length; others were a foot long. But the lords of 
creation were the labyrinthodonts, whose skulls alone 
attained the measurement of a foot or more. These 
creatures, with other members of the carboniferous 
amphibia, were all descended from fishes, to which 
they displayed the closest structural affinities.

The Carboniferous period passed away, and the 
Permian period dawned. The amphibia developed 
apace, and some commenced to evolve in the direc
tion of crocodiles. Reptiles equipped with better 
skulls and brains than their amphibian ancestors 
now assumed the position of the leaders of life. 
These new arrivals were distinctly progressive, and 
as the Permian period neared its close many of them 
assumed a marked resemblance to mammals, not 
only in dentition, but in bodily structure. These 
theromorphs, or “  beast-shaped ” reptiles attained 
the art of walking with their stomachs clear of the 
ground. Many theromorphs were vegetarians, but 
others were ferociously oarnivorous.

Among the more peculiar forms were reptiles 
provided with quaint crests, supported by spiny 
growths. Another reptilian departure was in the 
direction of tortoises. The fishes were going for
ward with some rapidity. Ganoid fishes had im
proved their internal structure, and their tails were 
assuming a more modern appearance. Numerous 
soft-boned forms of fish had multiplied exceedingly ; 
genera, both old and new, were abundant. Certain 
fringe-finned ganoids had lost ground, but the more 
progressive members of this group had played an 
honorable part in the evolution of the amphibia. For 
some unknown reason, the sharks were not doing so 
well as formerly. The invertebrates, as a whole, 
were in a stationary condition. Certain forms, 
whioh recovered in later ages, were sadly depressed. 
These were reduced in numbers and decreased in 
size. The Permian period, as a whole, bears abun
dant evidence of glacial conditions, and the fallen 
temperature adversely affected marine life. Many 
of the older forms of land vegetation suffered greatly, 
but trees of the conifer type firmly established them
selves as the Permian period approached its end.

The Palaeozoic age had now departed, and the 
Mosozoic era dawned. The newer plant life sproad 
in all directions. The antique vegetable growths 
were surpassed by firs, yews, spruces, and maiden
hair trees. Fern forms proved vigorous and resource
ful. And now primitive star-like flowers varied the 
green mantle of nature.

The land population added beetles to its insect 
life. In the waters the sponges were abundant and 
varied. Many of the marine organisms were re
covering from their Permian despondency, but others 
were passing away or only survived in modernised 
forms. The ammonites rose to their greatest heights, 
but there were ominous indications of their coming 
decline. The progenitors of crabs and lobsters made 
their entry into the world’s strife. Sharks were 
once again forging ahead, and the less predaceous 
fishes were prospering. Pike-like pieces presented a 
progressive development in their spinal structure. 
Other ganoids had evolved well-ossified vertebral 
columns.

Among the amphibians the labyrinthdonts had 
immensely advanced. One of those—the mastodon- 
sauras—carried a cranium more than a yard in 
length. But their rivals, tho reptiles, were triumph
ing over them; and although the amphibians made 
a brave display through the greater part of this 
period, as it drew towards its close they dwindled 
away.

The reptilia displayed great powers of adaptation. 
Some evolved towards the lizard type ; others deve
loped in the direction of long-snouted crocodiles. 
Beast-shaped reptiles were abundant, but the out

standing forms were the dinosaurs. These “ ter
rible lizards ” were seemingly carnivorous without 
exception. Their hind limbs were well developed, 
although their fore limbs were comparatively short- 
One of the most extraordinary forms was the anchi- 
saurus, with a bird-like skull, which stood five or 
six feet in height. These dinosaurs were the first of 
the bipeds.

The Triassic age witnessed the advent of the 
plesiosaurians, who swam and ducked and dived m 
the waters in search of prey. These reptiles bear 
marked anatomical traoes of descent from land
dwelling forms. The ichthyosaurs, or fish-lizards, 
were also descended from terrestrial ancestors, but 
had reverted further than the plesiosurians towards 
a fish-like appearance. Tortoises of quite modern 
aspect vegetated apart from the madding crowds 
ignoble strife. Further changes were in store, and 
as the Triassio neared its end prototheres, or primi- 
tive mammals, emerged into being. They appear to 
have been pouched like the kangaroo, and were cer
tainly no bigger than rats. Their nimbleness, greater 
brain power, and increased care for their young 
enabled them to surmount the difficulties and dangers 
of life.

The Jurassio period had now arrived. Marine 
invertebrate life continued to hold its ground with 
various slight modifications of form and habit. Fish 
life was moving towards its contemporary represen
tatives. The soft internal structure whioh charac
terised all the earlier fishes, had, in some instances, 
been transformed into an ossified skeleton. In other 
words, teleostean, or true bony fishes, now lived in 
the seas. The landscapes were the finest that bad 
thus far appeared. Ferns, conifers, oyeads, and 
other plants flourished with tropical magnificence- 
The old-fashioned “ horse tails” were fewer, and the 
club mosses had shrunk to the size of shrubs. Insect 
life had added to its abundance. Ants, bees, mos
quitoes , orickets, gnats, and termites were all 10 
evidence.

A few diminutive amphibians held on with di"J' 
cn lty ; but the reptiles rose to the height of their 
glory. They now ruled the land, the waters, and 
the air. In North America, the diplodocus, over 
eighty feet in length, browsed by the lakes and 
streams. Tho brontosaurus, another herbivorous 
reptile, measured sixty feet from head to tail, wbil0 
the atlantosaurus was even larger than diplodocns- 
Stegosaurus was smaller but of most astonishing 
appearance. From head to tail his back was shield0 
with bony prominences. Still another vegetarian 
dinosaur was the bird-footed oamptosaurus. ,

The flesh-devouring reptiles were huge an 
ferooious. Megalosaurus was a powerful and dang0r' 
ous carnivore provided with strong jaws and sb&rP 
saw-like teeth. Ceratosaurus strolled about on hi 
hind legs and proudly carried himself eight f e e t ! 
tho air. Smaller and more aotive reptiles probab 7 
made a meal upon the birds whioh had by this t*0? 
arrived upon the scene. Crocodiles were moving 1 
a modern direction, but had yet to evolve the p0'! 
which living forms possess of breathing u°\.g 
water. The plesiosaurs and ichthyosaurs, a 
sharing the general reptile prosperity, had evob 
many formidable forma. The pliosaurus, a in 
repulsive looking monster with a body thirty fee

tolength, and with powerfully pointed teeth fixed 
his jaws, must have been a dangerous enemy 
encounter. Some of tho lizards had taken to a®r 
navigation. These varied from the size of r° 
to that of ravens. As the Jurassio period neared 
olose true birds were on the wing. The arc • 
pteryx, a European bird, was provided with êo. ’eo 
long reptilian tail in which the scales had b 
transformed into feathers, and carried other 
of its reptilian origin. Mammals had become 
numerous but remained insignificant in size. " r. 
presence of such sanguinary reptilian oontemp  ̂
aries they did well in maintaining their as yet 
place in nature. otil09

At tho dawn of the Cretaceous period, the r0P^gr0 
wore still the masters of the world. But signs

_ ® or0 
In tb0



August 18, 1912 THE FREETHINKER 523

ôt wanting of their impending decline, and towards 
tae middle of this period their onward career was 
^rested. Owing presumably to pressure of popula- 
’on, extensive migrations took place. The iguano- 

?°nt, a reptile some fifteen feet high, roamed 
fiorthern Europe, and other dinosaurs descended 
r°m Jurassic forms are well represented in the 

Dretaoeous rocks. North American triceratops— 
the three horned”—was an extraordinary looking 
east. It oarried an enormous cranium, provided 

w’ th the brain of a pigmy. This reptile was a 
^egetarian, and its neck was adorned with a fan
atically frilled collar of modified bone. Other 
orious dinosaurs boasted an incredible number of 
eeth, and appeared well fitted to cope with the 
eniands of the times in which they flourished. But 
°r some unknown reason they all became extinct. 

Crocodiles, however, were still marching forward, 
heir breathing apparatus had improved, and their 
jwkbone had become more flexible. They were now 
m to breathe under water, while drowning their 

Prey without running any risk of drowning them- 
j 6b. Other reptiles were moving in the direction 

snakes. The chelonians were still somnolent, 
,. QQgh some of the tortoises had taken to marine 

0> and turtles were now in being. Others, again, 
ai* sdapted themselves to an existence in moist 
rth. The ichthyosaurs had now lost their teeth, 

v . by the middle of the period had practically 
^nished from the scene. After a prolonged period 
^ Prosperity, during which many remarkable forms 
c, re evolved, the Plesiosaurians sustained a sad 
j., e°k> an  ̂ ôwards the passing of the Cretaceous 

9 plesiosaurus passed too.
j  **yiog lizards had grown to vast proportions. All 
harasaic forms were small, but during the Cretaceous 

6e creatures navigated the air. Poeranodon pos- 
lar88̂  an exPanse wing of eighteen feet, and even 
 ̂ rger forms prevailed. But, like the fish-lizards, 

, °y had become toothless, and, like them, they 
£acne extinot.

¿}0 do battle of life in the fish world had now 
r ®P.enod. Doubtless, their numerous bird and 
’ pll>o enemies had helped to eliminate the poorly
sts forms, but the fishes continued their
c, ady advance. Sharks of a more specialised 

Victor appeared, and saw fishes were in the 
tiv er,8.' Gar>oid fishes, particularly the more primi- 
tu 8 kinds, were now completely outdistanced by 
■ lr more bony rivals and competitors. These hard

’a f teleosteans now assumed the leadership
J8n life, and have continued to hold it ever since, 

v? ° Crnstacea were progressing, but the cephalopods 
^er8 1â rn6?ling with adversity. The ammonites 
belp° .lin ing towards death, and the ranks of the 

D’ nites were terribly thinned. Molluscan life, 
life*1, w^°ie> waa well maintained, and invertebrate 

S p ir a lly  made very considerable progress.
’ate*** . ^ e *n Gretaceous times presents many 
rotjgreafing features. Aquatio birds were very nume- 
r6pi.' ^ho teeth were still in ovidenoe, but the old 
r6pj Ia°  tail of the Jurassio archneopteryx had been 

by an appendage of more modern design, 
¡̂rd rePGlian wing-claws had also disappeared. 

gt6b8 snggestivo of geese, storks, flamingoes, diver- 
^Garn and cormorants haunted ocean, marsh, and 

Th *sitjjij0 Vegetation of the early Cretaceous period was 
ar to that of the period which preoeded it. 

as tb*1 ohange came over the spirit of the scene 
bigbee. centuries passed away. Angiosporms—the 
hiore planta—began to competo with the
air. jPriInitive gymnosperms for soil, water, and 
and will°ws, oaks, planes, birches, poplars,
Over p bGr angiosperms slowly extended their sway 
any JUr°po from some more northern region. In 
Caba^a90» similar trees and shrubs flourished in 
Ag b̂Q ^ 0re they reaohed more southern latitudes. 
% tre0 Gretaoeous period was drawing to an end, 
and otb P°Plara» the enoalyptus, various grasses, 
®iQWtli 6t angiosperms displaced the indigenous 
^Vei. vr Mammalian life still lingered on a low 

■̂ o fossil higher in the zoological scale than

that of pouched animals has so far been yielded by 
Cretaceous rooks. The reptiles still dominated the 
earth, but vast changes in land life were now about
t0 occnr- T. F. PALMEB.

(To be continued.)

Dolet : The Freethought Martyr.—III.

(Continued from p. 508.)
D o l e t  now worked hard at his Commentaries on 
the Latin Tongue, and early in Ootober, 1534, he 
went to Paris to obtain the royal licence for the 
publication of his work. Before the middle of 1535 
he had returned and published a Dialogue against 
Erasmus, who had attacked the Ciceroniana. 
Melancthon paid it the high compliment of sayiDg 
that “  it ought to be answered, if not by Erasmus, at 
least by someone.” It had a wide circulation, and it 
decisively introduced hi3 name to ths world of 
letters.

The literary aspirations of Dolet and of all his 
brethren were at this time, however, in danger of 
being baffled. King Francis was dreadfully worried by 
the seraphic doctors of the Sorbonne, who urged him 
to make amends for his vicious life by persecuting 
heretics and suppressing literature. On June 7, 
1533, the Sorbonne presented to the King at Lyons 
“ a memorial against heretioal books, in which it was 
formally urged that if the King wished to preserve 
the Catholio faith, which was already shaken at its 
base and attaoked on all parts, he most abolish once 
and for ever by a severe edict the art of printing, 
which every day gave birth to dangerous books.” 
For a time these black gentry were foiled by Budé 
and Jean du Bellay, but in 1535 they succeeded, and 
the King, on January 13, issued letters patent pro
hibiting and forbidding under pain of death any 
person from henceforth printing any book or books 
in Franco, and at the same time ordering all book
sellers’ shops to be closed under the same penalty. 
But the opposition to this infamous ediot was so 
great that it had to be withdrawn, and on 
February 24 the King “ directed the Parliament to 
choose twenty - four well qualified and prudent 
persons, ont of whom the King should seleot 
twelve, to whom alone permission was to be given 
to print in Paris editions of needful and approved 
books, but forbidding even the twelve to print any 
new composition under pain of death.” The Parlia
ment, however, again remonstrated, and the new 
letters patent beoame a dead lettor.

The circumstance which induced the King to yield 
to the solicitations of the Sorbonne was in itself 
trivial. In October, 1534, some placards were affixed 
to the walls of Paris, violently attacking the mass 
and the clergy. The Catholics were strongly in
censed, and the result waB a more severe persecution 
of heretios than Paris had ever before witnessed. 
From Novembor 10, 1534, to May 5, 1585, twenty- 
two persons were burnt for heresy in the Place 
Maubert, and the King and the Court are said to 
have witnessed the most horrid of thoso spectaoles, 
where six heretios were burnt together, and the 
strappado was first used. This delightful instrument 
was invented by the priests. Mr. Christie describes 
it as “  a kind of see-saw, with a heretic at one end 
suspended above a fire. He was allowed to descend 
and burn for a short time, and was then drawn out 
again, and so on from time to time. By this meana 
the burning lasted much longer, the torment was 
much more exquisite to the heretic, and the speotaola 
much more grateful to the pious Bpeotators."

The doctor who invented the guillotine perished 
under its swift blade himself; and if these sweet 
priests who invented the strappado had themselves 
been slowly roasted to death, who could Bay that 
their doom was too severe ?

Dolet soon had the first volume of his Commentaries 
ready for the press. In transcribing and correcting 
it he was assisted by Joan Bonaventure Des Periers,
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whom Mr. Christie justly calls “  one of the greatest 
names in the French literature of the sixteenth 
century.” The Cymbalum Mundi, published in 1537-8, 
gave great offence to the Sorbonne. Its witty dialogues 
ostensibly satirised the Pagan deities, but it was 
easily to be seen that the myths of the Christian 
religion were also glanced at. The Sorbonne con
demned the book as blasphemous, and the Parlia
ment imprisoned Jean Morin, the printer, and burned 
all the copies that could be found. The auto-da -fé 
was so successful that only one copy is known to 
have survived. It is now in the Public Library of 
Versailles. The Cymbalum Mundi is included in the 
admirable edition of Des Periers, which we owe to 
the indefatigable bibliophile Jacob.

On March 21, 1536, Dolet obtained permission to 
publish his Commentaries. The first volume was 
issued in May. “  It is,” says Mr. Christie, “  cer 
tainly one of the most important contributions to 
Latin scholarship which the sixteenth century pro 
duced.” The second volume followed two years and 
a half later. In the dissertations Dolet “  seems to 
show that he had a presentiment and foreshadowing 
of his terrible fate. In one place he prays that his 
life may never depend on the sentence of a judge; in 
another he confesses that he has no desire to die 
before his time, yet that he accompanies his devotion 
to letters with a constant meditation on and recolleo 
tion of death.”

While Dolet was laboring at these and other 
literary tasks, he appears to have spent his leisure 
not unjoyously. Mr. Christie writes:—

“ He was by no means an anchorite or an ascetic 
No man more thoroughly enjoyed the society of literary 
men, nor was he averse in moderation to the pleasures 
of the table. He was poor, not because he saw any 
merit in poverty, but because he loved learning better 
than wealth. He despised all the ascetic virtues even 
while to a certain extent he followed some of them 
Poverty, chastity, humility, obedience, indolent soli
tude, Belf-inflicted pain, were in themselves no virtues 
to him, any more than they were to Aristotle, Plato, or 
Cicero, any more than they were to Luther or Erasmus, 
to Bombo or Rabelais. But there was one thing he 
more especially enjoyed, and which shows him to us in 
an unexpected light. Ho was devotedly fond of music. 
‘ Music and harmony,’ he tells us, ‘ are my sole enjoy
ments. What is there more suited either for exciting 
or soothing the mind, what more fitted for allaying or 
extinguishing, or even rousiDg indignation ? What is 
there more efficacious for refreshing the jaded spirits 
of men of letters ? I care nothing for the pleasures of 
the table, of wine, of gaming, of love—at least I use 
them all in great moderation. But not so as regards 
music, which alone of all pleasures takes me captive, 
retains me, and dissolves me in ecstasy.’ ”

He was also very fond of swimming in the river. 
Altogether his tastes wore healthy, and bespoke a 
sound and even fine nature.

On the last day of December, 1536, a painter 
named Compaign tried to assassinate Dolet, who in 
defending himself killed his adversary. As he had 
already mode himself obnoxious to some persons in 
authority, ho dreaded being tried there, and by the 
assistance of his friends he escaped before daylight 
from the oity. He fled to Paris, where, before his 
arrival, his friends had prooured for him the royal 
pardon. But when he returned to Lyons the authori
ties disregarded it and threw him into prison. He 
remained there until April 21, when ho was pro
visionally set at liberty on giving security to appear 
for judgment when called upon.

Early in 1538 Dolet married, and we see by his 
works that the union was one of affection and a 
source of great happiness. His wife’s name has not 
come down to us, but Mr. Christie supposes her to 
have been related to Nicole Paris, a printer of 
Troyes. One son, Claude, was the fruit of this 
marriage. Wbat beoame of him and the widow 
after Dolet’s martyrdom is uncertain. M. Bonlmier 
concludes that “ his mother perhaps sought an 
asylum far from the oity which gave him birth, 
where they could live together in retirement, 
unknown, and sheltered from the persecutions of 
the devotees and too zealous defenders of the

Catholic religion.” But Mr. Christie thinks he has 
traced the unfortunate Claude back to Troyes, the 
supposed native town of his mother, where he 
became a flourishing citizen, and was elected as 
sheriff at the age of forty-seven.

Soon after his marriage Dolet, very wisely resolving 
not to trust to the slender and precarious income of 
a man of letters, decided to engage in business as a 
printer; and on March 6, 1538, he obtained a privi
lege or licence from the King. Before the end of 
the year his press was set up, and at least one book 
printed at it. Printers then could not be louts! 
they were obliged to be scholars, and their profes
sion was held in high esteem. Even booksellers had 
to know something of the insides of the articles they 
sold, unlike the present tribe, who often, as George 
Eliot remarks, trade in books just as a provision 
dealer may trade in tinned stuffs without knowing 
or caring whether they contain rottenness or nutri
ment.

Dolet printed for Marot, Rabelais, and other
Yet
eat

writers, as well as works from his own pen. 
he seems to have quarrelled with both these gr' 
men. The quarrels of authors are proverbial, aD 
we need not at this remote period concern ourselv03 
to allot their respective shares of blame. Dolet3 
editions of Marot and Rabelais are much sougbf 
after; they have for many years fetched enormous 
prices, and they will perhaps hereafter be still mor0 
highly valued.

Printers were then a suspected class. Their sy03' 
pathies were naturally with the party of progre88’ 
and the Church regarded them with a jealous ey0- 
By joining their ranks, Dolet, whose orthodoxy b® 
long been doubted, soon laid himself open to  ̂
charge of irreligion and even of Atheism. Some 
his published epigrams were full of bitter sneers a 
the monks, his Commentaries sharply attacked 
Soibonne for attempting to suppress the art 
printing, and he had in his letters referred to t 
bosom friend and trusted counsellor of the first Fr 
sident of the Parliament of Paris as “ that bco  ̂
Beda." His character was beyond suspicion ; he 'V 
a good husband, a good father, a good citizen; 
he disregarded Mass, and it was whispered that ^
ate flesh during Lent, 
the first two books issued

The natural result was
in I58; ’ •fod towere denounced as heretical, and he was on*

xl of the Archbi*h0P
of LyonB. Some trnmpery charges were 10 
against the Cato Christianas, and a more serious 
against the Carmina, in which he was alleged to 
used the word fatum in a Pagan and not a ^ “ rl8vJorlt 
sense. But it is probable that a poem in the , 
addressed to Melancthon gave still greater olio 
Mr. Christie translates it thus from the Latin

“  Many a tribe of fools and dolt3 supplies n) jutely 
abundant matter for laughter, but thuro i s » 0813 of 
nothing I moro enjoy laughing at than tbo ‘ ns.aU0j tt>0 
those who, as though they were tlio kindreu at6 
gods aud sharers with them of Jove’s heave ^ ^  
always discoursing concerning tho gods, and t00^  yoil 
how you may be able to arrive at heavou, or aitn< 
may bo sunk down into tho darkness of tho bl»c ^ y  
Foolish and intolerable race of mon I No t‘ °u j g| in 
have sat down at the table of Jove aud the 
order that they may in such wise dispense » 
celestial decrees.”  0<y

This thinly veiled satire reminds us of  ̂ a jftrjy 
Arnold’s saying that some theologians talk fa o0*t 
about God as though he were a man in 1 ,'jjgioo0 
street! Such insinuated scorn of the * 
doctors was indeed perilous in an age like tna •

Dolet was ordered to withdraw these boo [epfiD̂  
sale, and to give a written undertaking not to^ *y 0d, 
¡hem without permission. He, of course, j. B° 
and for throe years he curbed his reckless sp y0ar0 
as to steer dear of the law. Those , ê  0f b>9 
were the most happy and prosperous Perlij ]Ov0d’ 
life. He had a wife and son whom he do0) ' . r0putfl' 
constant and profitable literary work, a big ^ e0 of 
tion aa a scholar, and the society of all 1 bo&' 
letters at Lyons. This interval of repose
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ever, terminated by his arrest in July, 1542, and the 
rest of his life, with the exception of a very few 
Months, was epent in prison. q  p 00TE

(To be continued.)

Literary Gossip.

James Thomson (“ B. V.” ) dedicated his second collected 
olume of poems, containing Vane's Story and Weddah and 
n-El-Bonain— two of his masterpieces—to “ the memory 

n Poet of Poets and Purest of Men, Percy Bysshe 
, n^ LEY, with the gratitude and love and reverence of the 
Qthor.” It was a noble dedication by a great poet to a 

greater one. Spenser had been called “  the poets’ poet,” 
at how much more admirable was “  the poet of poets ”  as 

^Pplied to Shelley 1 According to Mr. Robert Blatchford, 
a°Wever, James Thomson was entirely wrong. Shelley was 
 ̂poet—of a sort; but he was not a great poet, and there is 
0 great poetry in him—any where. He said this some 

k °Qths ago, and he repeated it recently. He defies any- 
,, ay to find him “  any really groat poetry in tho works of 

a‘ vastly overrated poet.”  No lover of Shelley, who also 
ent et8 ân^s Mr- Blatchford, would attempt that ridiculous 

®rpriae. “  Find m e ” great poetry in Shelley, is Mr. 
«fihford’s challenge. Well, it cannot bo done. But tho 

0g ect ig not in Shelley ; it is in Mr. Blatchford. Shelley is 
nr)6' m0B  ̂ imaginative poets, and Mr. Blatchford has
g , ’ ?*ag*uation worth speaking of. Even his admiration for 
staj esPear0i sound as it is as far as it goes, bears out our 
SQ ,6tQent. His quotations are from Shakespeare’s philo- 
hial  ̂ ° r descriptions rather than his pure poetry— the 
Sad,! ?*8hts of his extraordinary imagination. “  Pin- 

’ n ■n*'ense inane ” is not attractive to Mr. 
h ie r f '° r  ̂’ vefy hkely it is unintelligible. He should 
in r-,Prforo leave Shelley alone. There is no abstract quality 
finddi' ®*at°hford '8 mind; that is why he made such a 
pljv . °f Hoterminism the moment he passed from the 

y®>cal to the psychological region.

an„ 18 *dle to challenge tho production of great poetry from 
" ^  ^0U Pro^uoe tho challenger has only to say
Oritj • ISn.̂  8ruat poetry,” and where are you then ? When 
of 1RtB *8 nothing but personal preferonca thoro is an end 
or 6tary judgmont. Some good minds seem stone blind— 
®XofiiiCn Wors®> quite pervertod—bofore certain forms of 
’Pear 6U°e' Mr. W, Carew Hazlitt, for instance, in Shake- 
intor * 1■ ^ 9 Man and His Work, which is a very able and 
tfeats kook, shows great appreciation of the plays, but 
ona 6 Sonneti as skimble-scamble stuff. After quoting 
and t Un°*; ' n he summarily describes it as “  theso poor 

°(U8h lines.” And that sonnet is the ono boginning— 
Not mine own fears, nor the prophetic soul 

0Qo *Jf the wide world dreaming of things to como.” 
legaly )'° c?nHi(l ° r8 «uch writing “  poor and rough ” is hope- 
fr°tQ a ° st in this field of criticism. He doesn’t know a ros® 
♦he wl , hage. A greater passage is hardly to be found in 
fioent rauS® literature. Tho conception is so magni- 
one of L| phrasing is so suporb. Curiously, too, it displays 
tell wh 1 alilonpeare’s special characteristics. You can never 
Sad(ien?n .** 8oing to take one of his miraculous flight*, 
ground w*thout a note of warning, his feot spurn tho 
H icb ’ ai?J he soars with more than lark-liko swiftness, 
hea^on °n ^ a Quick vision can follow, up, up into th® 
V i* 01i: whore his groat song sounds from horizon to 
®artfi on’ -aU^ then he drops down as suddenly to tho solid 
°0cnrre?ain> ftnd proceeds as though nothing particular had 

* * *%
8̂ePer !.ep,ntation of a great poot depends upon something 

any tn ,W^ er’ ttD<t more certain, than Mr. Blatchford’s, 
^heiie an 8i personal preference. What is a great poet?

* ?8û  shall supply tho answer. In that glorious 
as James Thomson woll said, 

tt enthusiasm and ornate beauty of an ode ”
^a-theJ“.® lol ?ical precision and directness of an elegant 
^ h g i J - ' .^ m o n s t r a t i o n , ” Shelley says: “ Tho jury 
i° ap tirn m i U(l8mont upon a poet, belonging as ho does 
^P^ellp,!0’ i mu8  ̂ he composed of his peers: it must be 
. ,aay Een fay Time from tho selectest of the wise of 
t 1,3 .skicte°!-a^ 0n8'"  Shelley can have but fow “  peers ”  in 
t  °Q th fi-0nse °* ^Je wor<I- but tho poets are entitled 
(¡vf^yson n JUry ’ aQd they have pronounced their verdict. 
A ° **st tn’i i'owning, Meredith, Swinburne, Thomson—and 

in k0 vastly prolonged—have passed judgment.
9 case there is no court of appoal.

higSj^ 8t.to Mr. Blatchford that whero he sees nothing, 
uiittod betters see much, he might bo more

diffident about his own eyesight. He has lately taken to 
praising Swinburne a great deal. We don’t quarrel with 
him for that. He could hardly praise Swinburne too much. 
But if he has really read Swinburne, instead of bits of him, 
he must know that Swinburne almost exhausted the vo
cabulary of laudation in writing on Shelley. His prose 
tributes run up into “  one word, and the only proper word, 
divine.” His tributes in verse run up into the splendid 
“  Cor Cordium.”  Is it not odd, then, that one who admires 
Swinburne as a lyrical poet—for he was that and nothing 
else—can see next to nothing in Shelley, whom Swinburne 
recognised as his own Master in that very line of accom
plishment ? A wise modesty would save a man from 
parading his defects. Is it too late even now for Mr. 
Blatchford to “  tak a thought an’ men’ ”  ?

* * *

What silliness does gat published in some of our high-and- 
mighty newspapers 1 The morning organ of the Noncon
formist Conscience came out on Saturday (August 3) with a 
“ Character Study” of the new German ambassador. It 
was written with a “ fetching”  mixture of greatness and 
condescension ; as if the Deity had sent down the Archangel 
Gabriel with instructions to temper the wind of his wisdom 
to the shorn readers of a halfpenny journal; in short it was 
remarkably like “  Tay Pay’s ” though it was sigaed with 
other initials. In the course of this article it is related that 
Baron Marschall von Bieberstein (we have got through i t !) 
was once sitting on the terrace of the House of Commons, 
and drinking tea, and graduating (unknown to himself) for 
his appearance in this Character Study in the Daily News. 
Talk was going on concerning the Bacon-Shakespeare theory, 
and the lady who started it asked the Baron, “  What is your 
opinion, Excellency? ”  “ Madame,” he replied, “  it is quite
immaterial to me who wrote those wonderful plays— Shake
speare or Bacon. What does it matter ? It is enough to 
read them and to bo grateful for them.”  The narrator 
evidently regards this as a wise utterance. But is it ? 
Gratitude is a personal feeling. It cannot go out into the 
vague. It must have a specific destination. And to say that 
it doesn’t matter to you who wrote the greatest and most 
uplifting works in the world is to say that you have no 
gratitude at all. If you had you would be anxious about the 
personality of the w riter; you would wish to greet his 
memory with reverence and thanks ; you would resent the 
idea of his being robbed by another of his primary place in 
the firmament of fame, and in the loving admiration of 
mankind. The statement that it doesn’t matter who 
wrote Hamlet, Othello, Macbeth, and King Lear, nevor 
came from the lips of any lover of the mighty but 
all-human gonius that produced them,

* * *

A first selection from George Meredith’s collected letters 
appears in the August numbor of Scribner’s Magazine. A 
second selection is announced to appear in the September 
numbor. Wo aro tempted to doal with this deeply interesting 
instalment, but as the whole collection is to be published in 
book form this autumn wo think wo had bettor wait and 
review it altogether, We propose to do this at considerable 
length, as the letters throw light upon Meredith's novels and 
poems—especially in regard to his personal convictions on 
religion as well as on political philosophy and literature.

G. W. F oote.

The Northern Tour.

On Sunday we tried a now centre for a sorics of throe 
lectures, Oldham being the place selected. The morning 
lecturo, in spito of unfavorable weather, was in every way 
a success. The afternoon meeting was a great success— 
thanks to tho help of tho notorious Mr. Ilunnable, fresh from 
tho North-West Manchester election. I believe he did his 
best, which amounted to much noiso and very little argu
ment. Mr. Jackson lot him down rather lightly, which 
encouraged him to promiso tho audience the total extinction 
of Jackson in tho evening. Needless to say, this brought a 
tremendous crowd to soe tho fun. Jackson no longer played 
with his opponent, but smote him hip and thigh, greatly to 
tho amusement of tho audienco. Many were the inquiries 
as to when Jackson would speak in Oldham again. The 
opinion seemod general that Jackson defonded Secularism 
with dignity and ability. Hunnable seriously warned every- 
body to avoid tho Freethinker, and to give it a very wide 
berth, even at a penny. The result was a big sale, and, 
although I offered to buy every copy back at 6d. each, I did 
not got a single copy. j  w  Gott
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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 Gbeen B ranch N. S. S. (Victoria Park, near the 

Bandstand): 3.15 and 6.15, F. A. Davies, a Lecture.
Camberwell B ranch N. S. S. (Brockwell Park) : 3.15 and 6, 

J. Itowney, Lectures.
E dmonton B ranch N. S. S. (The Green) : 7.45, Miss K. B. 

Kough, a Lecture.
Islington Branch N. S. S. (Finsbury Park): 11.15, E. Burke, 

a Lecture.
Kingsland Bbanch N. S. S. (Ridley-road, High-street): 7, a 

Lecture.
North L ondon Branch N. S. S. (Parliament Hill Fields): 3.15, 

Debate, C. E. Ratcliffe and Mr. Randall, “  Is the Bible True ?” 
W est Ham B ranch N. S. S. (outside Maryland Point Station, 

Stratford, E .) : 7, J. J. Darby, a Lecture.
W ood Green B ranch N. S. S. (Jolly Butchers Hill, opposite 

Public Library) : 7.30, Mr. Marshall, “  Silent Gods.”

COUNTRY.
Outdoor.

L ancashire and Y orkshire : Thos. A. Jackson—Bolto.i (Town 
Hall Square): August 18, at 11, “ Who Made God 7”  at 3, 
“ When I Was in Prison” ; at 7, “ The Faith of an Infidel.” 
Ashton-under-Lyne (Market Place): 19, at 7.30, “  Was Jesus a 
Failure?” Southport (on the Sands): 20, at 7.30, “ When the 
Sleeper Awakes ” ; 21, at 7.30, “  Humanity’s Debt to the Rebel.” 
Wigan (Market Place): 22, at 7.30, “ The Devil and All His 
Works.” Colne (Cumberland-street) : 23, at 7.30, “  Who said 
Damn 7” Nelson (Technical School Yard): 24, at 7.30, “ The 
Latest Thing in Gods.”

B urt (Town Square) : Joseph A. E. Bates—Sunday, 
August 18, at 7.30, “ Gods—Ancient and Modern” ; 19, at 8,
“  Behind the Veil.”

H eywood (Town Centre): Joseph A. E. Bates—Tuesday, 
August 20, at 8, “  Comique-Opera Christians.”

R ochdale (Town Hall Square): Joseph A. E. Bates—Thurs
day, August 15, at 8, “  Evolution of the Cosmos ”  (diagram illus
trations) ; 16, at 8, “ Friedrich Nietzsche” ; 17, at 7.30, 
“ Rationalism, Crime, and the Criminal.”

America’s Freethought Newspaper.

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

CONTINUED BY E. M. MACDONALD, 1883-1909.
G. E. M A C D O N A LD ................................................ Edito*
L. K. WASHBURN ... ... ... E ditorial Contbibuio®'

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

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

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

which are free.
THE TRUTH SEEKER COMPANY,

Publishers, Dealers in Freethought Books,
62 Veset Street, New Y ork, U-B-A

THE TRIAL OF J. W. GOTT FOR BLASPHEME
The Clarion says: “  An inquiry into what blasphemy 

and an account of the trial and imprisonment of J. W. Gott. 
Those who followed that trial will find Ernest Pack’s boo» 
very interesting.”  Price Is. —  F reethought SociaUsI 
L eague, 28 Church-bank, Bradford.

50s. S U IT  FOR 33s.
This is a very special line of High-class Suits to measure 

Warranted all wool. For hard wear thoy cannot be beaten- 
Fit and satisfaction guaranteed. Patterns free with sell" 
measure form.—J. W. Gott, 28 Church-bank, Bradford.

PROPAGANDIST LEAFLETS. New Iasue. 1. HuntM 
Skunks, G. W. Foote ; 2. Bible and Teetotalism, J. M. Wheels11 
3. Principles of Secularism, C. Watts; 4. Where Are Y0** 
Hospitals i R. Ingersoll. 5. Because the Bible Tells ^ 
So, W. P. Ball; 6. The Parson’s Creed. Often the means 0 
arresting attention and making new members. Price 6d. P 
hundred, post free 7d. Special rates for larger quantity’ 
Samples on receipt of stamped addressed envelope.—N. B' 
Secretary, 2 Newcastle-streot, Farringdon-street, E.C.

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

Company Limited by Guarantee.

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

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

Secretary—Miss E. M. VANCE.

T his 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 upon super
natural belief, and that human welfare in this world is tho proper 
end of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
To promote universal Secular Education. To promote tho com
plete secularisation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such 
lawful things as are conducive to Buch 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 Bociety.

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

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

The Society has a considerable number of members, but a much 
» ger number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 

gained amongst those who read this announcement. All who join 
it participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of 
its resources. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa
tion that no member, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from 
the Bociety, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 
any way whatever.

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

but are capable of re-election. An Annual General MeotinJ eCt 
members must be hold in London, to receive the Report,
new Directors, and transact any other business that may a ^edi 

Being a duly registered body, tho Secular Society, Li rjty*81
the1'

can receive donations and bequests 
Those who are in a position to do

with absolute 
bo are invited to

donations, or to insert a bequest in tho Society’s favor 
wills. On this pqint there need not bo the slightest appriE pCutor® 
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The oX 6fl o' 
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary c0  ̂ jo 
administration. No objection of any kind has been ra jjaa 
connection with any of the wills by whioh the Socio r 
already been benefited. eki P

The Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Battc 
Rood-lane, Fenchurch-street, London, E.O. 0{

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a sufficient fo^ ¡̂¡i 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators:—1,1  ”,
“  bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum ? ei  Vf 
“  free from Legacy Duty, and I direct that a receipt 
“  two members of the Board of the said Society and the D tb0 
“  thereof shall be a good discharge to my Exocutors 
“  said Legacy.”

Friends of the Society who have remembered it in t ,flty p 
or who intend to do so, should formally notify the be & 
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, eBg»Cl 
(if desired) treat it as Btrictly confidential. This is not 
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost 
their contents have to be established by competent tes
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THE BOOK THAT WAS WANTED,

D e te rm in ism  or Free W i l l  P
BY

C. COHEN.
Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.

^ clean and able exposition of the subject In the only adequate light— the light of evolution

CONTENTS.
q Question Stated.—II. “ Freedom" and “ Will.” —III. Consciousness, Deliberation, and Choice.—IV. Some Alleged 

onsequences of Determinism.—V. Professor James on "T h e  Dilemma of Determinism.”—VI. The Nature and Impli- 
a«ions of Responsibility.—VII. Determinism and Character.—VIII. A Problem in Determinism.—IX. Environment.

OPINIONS OF
]on ^ r- Cohen has written just the book that Rationalists have 

,S.beeu inquiring for. " —Literary Guide. 
but Very able and clear discussion of a problem which calls for, 
ia c Sê °m gets, the most severely lucid handling. Mr. Cohen 
Leude ^  *° ar8ue definitions down to bed-rock.” —Morning

Written with ability."—Times.

THE PRESS.
“  The author states his case well.”—Athenceum.
“  The first seven chapters state the case for Determinism

with clearness and fullness......There is probably no better
popular summary than this of Mr. Cohen’s...... Mr. Cohen has
some excellent passages on the nature and extent of the psychic 
whole, which is constructed out of the accumulated experiences 
of the race.”—Ethical World.

PRI CE ONE S H I L L I N G  NET,
(P o s t a g e  2d.)

PUBLISHED BY THE WALTER SCOTT COMPANY.
Also on Sale by

lHE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.O.

A LIBERAL OFFER— NOTHING LIKE IT.
l a t e s t  Popular Family Reference Book and Sexology— Almost Given Away. A Million sold

at 3 and 4 dollars— Now Try it Yourself.

Insure Your Life—You Die to Win; Buy this Book, You Learn to Live.
Ignorance kills—knowledge saves—be wise in time. Men weaken, sicken, die—not 
knowing how to live. “  Habits that enslavo "  wreck thousands—young and old 
Fathers fail, mothers are “ bed-ridden," babies die. Family feuds, marital miseries, 

divorces—even murders—All can bo avoided by self-knowledge, self-control.
You can discount heaven—dodge hell—hero and now, by reading and applying the 
wisdom of this one book of 1,200 pages, 400 illustrations, 80 lithographs on 18 anatomical 

color plates, and over 280 prescriptions.
OF COURSE YOU WANT TO KNOW WHAT EVERYONE OUGHT TO KNOW.

T he Y ouno— How to choose the best to marry.
T ub Married— Hew to be happy in marriage.
T he F ond P arent—How to have prize babies.
The Mother—How to have them without pain.
The Childless—How to be fruitful and multiply.
T he Curious—How they “  growed "  from germ-oell.
T he H ealth! —How to enjoy life and keep well.
T he Invalid—How to brace up and keep well.

Ur. p t Whatever you'd ask a doctor you find herein, or dr not, Dr. F. will answer your inquiry free , any time)},
5rii aj, to a books have been the popular instructors of the masses in America for fifty years (often re-written, enlarged) 
JPoken a^8 kept up-to-date). For twenty years they havo sold largely (from London) to all countries where English is 
by 00t' ^ d  everywhere highly praised. Last editions are best, largest, and most for the price. You may save the price 

DQying, and you may j0Je y0ur life (or your wife or child) by not knowing some of the vitally important truths it tells.

M ost Grateful Testimonials From Everywhere
tt3lVoda r .lan„ ’ lnclla : “ It is a store of medical knowledge in plainest 

s, by j. aSe> ®>nd every reader of English would be benefited 
H Q  7 W. L. N.

and J .rn<lla: “  I have gone through the book many times,

So

Panderma, Turkey : “ I can avow frankly there is rarely to be 
found Buch an interesting book as yours."—K. H. (Chemist). 

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

Laverton, W. Aust.: 111 consider it worth ten times the price. 
I have benefited muoh by it ."—R. M.

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

G. ÿ, .V on*y benefited myself but many friends also.”-

Price EIGHT SHILLINGS by Mail to any Address.

ORDE R OF T H E  P I O N E E R  PRESS,
2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.O.
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THE CHURCH CATECHISM  EXAMINED.
«
BY

Jeremy Bentham.
With an Interesting Biographical Introduction by the late

J. M. WHEELER,
Author oj the “  Biographical Dictionary of Freethinkers. ”

Bentham was the most drastic reformer of his age. He rendered financial assistance to Robert Owen 
and Richard Carlile behind the scenes. Macaulay said of him that “  he found jurisprudence a gibberish 
and left it a science.”  Mill and all the most brilliant early Radicals were his followers. He was
undoubtedly an Atheist as well as a Republican, although his biographers have sought to hide the fact. 
His motto was “  Maximise morals, minimise religion.” His Church Catechism Examined is strong, racy, 
and merciless. It was written and published in 1817. Bentham’s great name, and the price of 20s. on 
the title-page, alone saved it from prosecution. The Church of England still exists, and this little book
of Bentham’s should also be kept in existence.

EIGHTY PAGES. THREEPENCE.
(P o s t a g e  id .)

THE PIONEEB PBESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STBEET, FABBINGDON BTBEET, LONDON, EO-

An Im portant New Book for Freethinkers.

Penalties Upon Opinion.
Some Records of the Laws of Heresy and Blasphemy.

BROUGHT TOGETHER BY

HYPATIA BRADLAUGH BONNER.
Issued by the Rationalist Press Association.

P R I C E  S I X P E N C E  N E T .
BOUND IN C LO TH  O NE SH IL L IN G  NET.

(P o s t a g e  2d.)

O R D E R  O F  T H E  P I O N E E R  P R E S S ,  c
2 N E W C A S T L E  S T R E E T ,  F A R R I N G D O N  S T R E E T ,  L O N D O N ,

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

BIBLE ROMANCES”
G. W. FOOTE.

With a Portrait of the Author
Beynoldt'e Newspaper says:—11 Mr. G. W. Foote, ohairman of the Secular Sooioty, is woll known an * jjjd 

exceptional ability His Bible Bomanoe* have had a large sale in the original edition. A popular, ro,vlS?DicloP' 
enlarged edition, at tho price of 6d., has now been published by the Pionoer Pross, 2 Newcastlo-streot, *'ftrrl.D|cIe*fl 
street, London, for the Secular Society. Thus, within tho reach of almost ovoryone, tho ripest thought of tbo 
of modern opinion is being placed from day to day."

H i  Large Double-Column Pagee, Good Print, Good Paper

S I X P E N C E — N E T
(P o s t a g e  2d.)

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONE

ot

Printed and Published by the Pioniib Paisa, 2 Newcastle-street, London, E.O.


