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illegal in a positive sense—that is, in the sense of
entailing punishment—it was illegal inasmuch as
the law would not encourage such a purpose by
assisting the enforcement of any contract in its
favor. Mr. Cave laid the greatest stress upon this,
probably feeling that, in view of the uniform decision
of the judges since the Coleridge judgment, his first
point wa3 a very doubtful one. Practically he was
asking the Court to declare Freethinkers, as such,
outlaws. The law would not punish them, but it
would not give them the same protection and assist-
ance that it gave to other members of the com-
munity. - *

In the hearing before Mr. Justioe Joyce the
Society’s counsel, Mr. Tomlin, was not called upon
to reply. One naturally, therefore, awaited his reply
with some little curiosity. A very few minutes
sufficed to show that the Secular Society’s oase was
in good hands. Mr. Tomlin’s opening note was, in
my opinion, an admirable one. He asked the Court,
at all events for a time, to put on one side all
thoughts of the ecclesiastioal judgments and
mediaeval precedents cited by Mr. Cave, and look at
the matter from a modern point of view. As he
reminded Mr. Cave later, we were living in the
twentieth century, not the fourteenth, .and. it,,was.
impossible to deal with such a case as the present
one from the point of view taken up by Mr. Cave.
Mr. Tomlin did not evade or ignore any of the issues
raised by Mr. Cave. In turn he dealt with them all,
but he placed them in their proper perspective, and
in dealing with some of them he employed just that
lightness of touch which they appeared to demand,
and with a sufficient dash of humor that brought
even the law into the confines of the palpably human.
Mr. Tomlin’s speech lasted about two and a half
hours, and appeared to me quite conclusive.

* *

*

Mr. Tomlin took Mr. Cave’s first point last, but |
prefer to reverse the order in describing the proceed-
ings. Mr. Cave had based his argument of the
Society’s positive illegality on the strength of
numerous cases—supported by citations from the
Ecclesiastical Courts—dating from pre-Coleridge
days. Many judges had deolared that any attack
on the principles of religion, seeing that religion
was established by law, was illegal. Mr. Tomlin
in reply argued that whatever the law may have
been, the law now was as laid down by Lord Cole-
ridge. But quite as deadly a reply to Mr. Cave was
the taking of many of the cases oited and proving
that the essence of the Coleridge judgment— namely,
that the law would not punish a discussion of the
principles of Christianity, provided it were done
decorously— was an opinion towards which a number
of earlier judges had inclined, some had openly ex-
pressed that opinion, and that Lord Coleridge’s
judgment was the summing up, a more authoritative
and a more complete exposition of a long-standing
tendenoy in English Common Law. This seemed
a complete and effective reply to Mr. Cave’s attempt
to discount the value of the judgment of the late
Lord Chief Justice on the oooasion of the trial of
the editor of this journal.

* * *

With regard to the seoond point, Mr. Tomlin took
his stand upon the fact that the Seoular Sooiety,
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Limited, was a properly and legally constituted body,
with its purposes plainly set forth in a Memorandum
of Association, He read nearly the whole of the
articles, pointing out that not one could ba con-
sidered illegal in either the wider or narrower 3ense
of the term. And even if it were held that the
Society was formed for an illegal purpose, while
this might be a ground for winding up the Com-
pany, it could ba no ground for withholding a gift.
But in the main, he put forward the view expressed
by Mr. Justice Joyce, that even though the Society
expended its money on purposes which a court might
consider illegal, that might be good ground for pun-
ishing the Society or the Directors for that particular
offence, but it gave no ground whatever for with-
holding from a legal entity the right to secure and
hold property. Moreover, money given to the Sooiety
was not given for any express purpose (Mr. Tomlin
meant was not given to be expended on any one of
the objects mentioned in the Memorandum of Asso-
ciation) and, therefore, if some of the objects of the
Society were declared illegal, there was here no
ground for withholding the gift; while the Society
might wind up to-morrow and the whole of its funds
pass into the hands of a perfectly unobjectionable
legal charity. In brief, said Mr. Tomlin, a gift
to the Society is on all fours with a gift to Mr.
Foote—with the difference that in the latter ease
there is no legal guarantee of expenditure. Either
Mr. Foote or the Incorporated Society may become
punishable at law for their expenditure of a gift, but
a gift cannot be withheld from either on that ground.

This is as far as | feel justified in going for the
present; but our friends will be enabled to judge for
themselves what is the present position of the case.
Other aspects of the trial must perforce wait until
judgment is delivered. So far as | am concerned,
| see no reason for withholding the fact that I
await that judgment with all confidence. It would,
of course, ba easy to refrain from expressing any
opinion, and then when the result is known to say,
with an air of supreme wisdom, “ 1 knew it!” And
the law is proverbially uncertain. Still, | feel that
the Secular Sooiety will emerge triumphant. It never
aimed, as some people have imagined it did aim, at
evading the law. It only sought to comply with the
law, but with the law as laid down in a more humane
age and by more enlightened judges. Other people
and other societies were driven by force of circum-
stances to defy or to evade the law. It is to the
credit of Mr. Foote that he saw how some of the
obstacles to the free discussion of opinion might
be removed by exact compliance with the law.
There still remain laws bearing upon the publio dis-
cussion of opinion, and the removal of some of these
is one of the purposes of the Secular Society, Limited.
But this cannot by any means be construed as an
illegal object. It would, indeed, as Mr. Tomlin said
in one of his telling sentences, “ be an extraordinary
state of things if it was legal to try and gat Parlia-
ment to alter the law, but illegal to try and get one’s
neighbor to alter his opinion." | have every confi-
dence that Mr. Tomlin’s will be the view taken by

tho Court of Appeal. C. Cohen.

Religious Revival and the Y/ar.

The Christian Commonwealth is the organ of what
used to ba called the New Theology, which as a
distinct, aotivo movement, is no more. Possibly it
would be more accurate to say that the New Theo-
logy has only ceased to be a controversial faotor in
the life of the Churoh. The views for which it stood
are still being held and taught by a larger number of
people than ever, but because the statement of them
is much less aggressive and magisterial than it used
to be at first, they no ionger occasion any disturb-
ance or alarm. The Christian Commonwealth itself is
not the combative journal that it was six or seven
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for ever in hell-fire. Did God punish them for their
unbelief by oufcting them off in the flower and prime
of life? If so, they are doubly punished; first, by
being suddenly deprived of the life of probation
given them on purpose that they might believe and
inherit life everlasting; and second, by being prem-
aturely thrown into hell before their natural chance
of salvation had been exhausted. Thus, from what-
ever point you may consider it, God’s connection with
the War positively dishonors him, and makes it flatly
impossible rationally to believe in his goodness; and,
naturally, whatever casts a cloud upon the Divine
character inevitably injures the cause of religion.
When, therefore, the writer of the articles in th8
Christian Commonwealth avers that the War is bring-
ing people back to religion, he is at once guilty of
insulting the intelligence and the moral sense of those
people, and of discrediting God in the eyes of all
whose thinking powers have not been hypnotised

thO J. T. Lioyd.

The Sleep of Death,

“ Death, not armed with any dart,
But crowned with poppies.”
— Julian Fane.

“ And the worst that we dread is. after a short, fretful,
feverish being, after vain hopes and idle fears, to sink to final
repose, and forget the troubled dream of life.”

— W illiam Hazliti.

Shakespeabe, the supreme genius of literature, has
told us that “ our iittle life is rounded with a sleep.”
Tho materialistic similitude of death to sleep is a
thought which appears to have possessed a psouliar
fascination far great writers, ancient and modem,
but more particularly for Shakespeare, whom it
always prompts to utterances of unusual sublimity.
With this lofty thought is mingled a touch of simple
pathos that strikes home to every heart, as, for
example, in the saying, “ Tired wa sleep, and life's
poor play is o'er.”

Sleep ! All that the human fancy can conceive of
refreshing and delightful things is comprised in that
gentle word. Poets in all ages and in all countries
have sung its praisss ; but of all tributes uttered on
this theme, the most striking, probably, is that which
Cervantes puts in the mouth of Sanoho Panza:
“ Sleep ! It covers a man all over, thoughts and all,
like a cloak. It is meat for the hungry, drink for tho
thirsty, heat for the cold, and cold for the hot.”

Priests, on the other hand, have ever sought ad-
vantage from the fact that man is mortal. They
have taught man that death was the most dreadful
evii. All the terrors that theology could gather
from savage nations were added to increase the
horrors, and they invariably tried to paralyse reason
with the clutch of fear.

The advent of Christianity deepened this terror.
Never has death been the cause of such craven
timidity as in the Christian world. To visionaries
like Catherine of Siena or Emanuel Swedenborg it
may have been different, but to the masses death
has been, and is, the king of terrors, from whose
approach they cower in an agony which Marcus
Aurelius and Socrates would have scorned. These
great Pagans invested death with dignity, but Chris-
tians fear death as children fear the dark. St. Paul
tells us, since by man came death, the last enemy
that shall be destroyed is death; but Marcus Aurelius
bids us regard death as a friend :—

“What is it to die? If we view it by itself, and
stripped of those imaginary terrors in which our fears
have dressed it, we shall find it to be nothing more than
the mere work of Nature; but it is a childish folly to
be afraid of what is natural. Nay, it is not only tho
work of Nature, but is conducive to the good of tho
univorse, which subsists by change.”

Lucretius, the greatest Roman poet, writing, be it
remembered, twenty centuries ago, tells us that
death is dreamless rest:—

“ Thou not again shall see thy dear home's door,
Nor thy doar wife and children come to throw
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Their arms round thee, and ask for kisses more,
And through thy heart make quiet comfort go.
Out of thy hands hath slipped the precious store.
Thou hoardest for thine own, men say, and lo !
All thou desired is gone. But never say
All the desire as well hath passed away.”
Omar Khayyam, the most splendid singer whose iyre
sounded under the Mohammedan crescent, was as
emphatio —
“ Oh, threats of hell and hopes of paradise !
One thiDg at least is certain—This life flies ;
One thing is certain, and the rest is lies,
The flower that once has blown for ever dies.”

Most of the great poets have been Freethinkers,
and it is gratifying to turn for a few momenta from
the paltry paradises and horrible hells of the priests
to the sublime ideas of the poets. Shelley, in the
opening lines of his Queen Mab, sings of death and
sleep being brothers. Most of all, this great poet
looks on death with longing and audacity in his
immortal dirge, Adonais. Matthew Arnold intro-
duces pure Secularism into his language concerning
death. In his monody on Arthur Hugh Clough he
tells us —

“ Bear it from thy loved, sweet Arno Vale,
For there thine earth-forgetting eyelids keep
Their morningless and unawakening sleep
Under the flowery oleanders pale.”
This feeling assumes at times tones of irony, as in
his fine lines on the death of a favorite dog, entitled
Geist’s Grave :—
* Stern law of every mortal lot,
Which man, proud man, finds hard to bear,
And builds himself | know not what
Of second life I know not where.
But thou, when struck thine hour to go,
On us, who stood, despondent by,
A meek last glance of love did throw,
And humbly lay thee down to die.
Thy memory lasts both here and there,
And thou shalt love as long as we.
And after that thou dost not care !
In us was all the world to thee.”

Byron did not believe in immortality. How finely

he apostrophised the longing for a future life:—
* Still wilt thou dream on future joy and woe,

Regard and weigh yon dust before it flies.

That little word saith more than thousand homilies.”
In his letters, Byron noticed the deep-rooted Secu-
larism in people which is for ever bubbling up and
asserting itself in the most unexpected places. He
mentions two touohing epitaphs which he saw at
Ferrara: “ Martini Luigi implorapace,” and “ Lucrezia
Picini implora eterna quieta.” Small wonder they
struck a responsive chord in the heart of the English
Catullus.

Swinburne, who wore the imperial mantle of the
great poets, has quite a materialistic view of death.
In his superb Ave Atque Vale, in memory of Charles
Baudelaire, ho strikes the keynote —

“ Thou art too far for wings of words to follow,
Far, too far, for thought or any prayer;
What ails us with thee, who art wind and air ?
What ails us gazing where all seen is hollow ?
Yet with some fancy, yet with some desire,
Dreams pursue death as winds a flying fire ;
Our dreams pursue our dead, and do not find.
Still and more swift than they, the thin flame flies,
The low light fails us in elusive skies;
Still the foiled, earnest ear is deaf, and blind
Are still the clouded eyes.”

And again in the same splendid poem:—

“ Content thee, howsoe’er, whoso days are done ;
There lies not any troublous thing before.
Nor sight nor sound to war against thee more,
For whom all winds are quiet as the sun,
All waters as the Bhore.”

It is of Prospero’s metaphor of this sleep-rounded
life of ours that Andrew Lang sings in his poem on
Omar Khayyam:—

‘1Bo still were we before the months began
That rounded us and shaped us into man.
So still we shall be, surely, at the last,
Dreamless, untouched of blessing or of ban.”

George Meredith was contented with an earthly
paradise, and he asks us with a fine touch of
Stoioism:—

“ Into the breast that gives the rose
Shall I with shuddering fall ?”

But no poet peers with such audacity as Walt

Whitman into the “ superb vistas of death.” He
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person who is not a Hebrew scholar di,a0ga*f!t jf.

admire the marvellous flexibility of a  s0o *e j

of such diverse interpretations.”— .

Science and Hebrew Tradition (1901), P- >
IN the following number of the $ttloi, Wgtit
Mr. Gladstone replied to Huxley» ‘ ¢gOR8tbf
manipulation of the first ohapters ept
attempted to bring them into ag pO®Rb jar?
facts of scienoe. Mr. Gladstone» ® pbr™3 eg;
remarks, possessed “ great skill aOinjpth
great shrewdness in adapting the m ~e0oeB
words to conflicting necessities rOot°r?d 'k
derful power in erecting showy "KJ'
ment upon the smallest basis Ol
almost preternatural in ‘explsij3a?6" <
seme realities." His arghmEDV:b Jir ™ A
decorated with the rhetorio in w owefQORAIf «r
is so skilled an artificer, andl it ~jaj a®™
average man ' as a structure keaa0 t®
—like Borne Chinese fortress
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7a00d with porcelain and defended by oross-

:!mw aa morO exper( than Gladstone in the

etk D °'Sapua words and phrases—whioh, indeed,
Bt tj,:8t°b-in-trade of the professional politician.
MilicaB gaalit7> however valuable an asset in the
i.coOf ~or~> is absolutely valueless in the discus-

Ncule8 entifi0 Questi°n8>where its use only invites
Wthy and contempt. As Professor Huxley re-
i JIn a later discussion with Mr. Gladstonel—

? BX™e chieftain, famous in political warfare,
ful u*eainto the region of letters or of science, in
fa@ n“denco that the methods which have brought
ke j ™ honor in his own province will answer there,
EQl_aPl to forget that he will be judged by these
t°  ’'oa whom rhetorical artifices have long ceased
tooefté ™e°k’ and tc whom mere dexterity in putting
at Of6r °ieverly ambiguous phrases, and oven the great
weatis °nOnsive misrepresentation, are unspeakably
insite0112 And, it that weariness finds its expression
Asgte™ m' the offender really has no right to cry out.
feu. ayl ridicule is no test of truth, but it is the
8 nameed of some kinds of error.”f

“nesla™p Mr. Gladstone’'s further defence of

rofc88or Huxley observes :(—

ad honestly confess that notwithstanding long
Grtaini  strivings after clear insight, I am still un-
treersaTi ™ er Gladstone’s 1Defence ' means that
toperiay, =~ Qa *or a revelation from God ' is to be left
*ithdta m dialectic desert, or whether it is to be

ae ava;ruiUn™er protection of such skirmishers as
0 able for covering retreat.”!

H Crates «, .
j Elitus arePorted to have said of the works of

N that h what he could understand was so
iOtleof th*6 Was di8P088(3 to believe in the excel-

rdty_,,  whioh he found umntelllglble Oa the
Nj TTnvin . ji-d,
.+  —U luo reverse of good, that | ha®If °tbat

Permitted myself to doubt the va QJad-

C/do not, understand." And as toxiSx.
MtJ aiaciaisition upon the method an <« deair0
“«J,ot Genesis, says Huxley, Ironioally, j

doubt unon but, on the contrary, marvel
4  exaOtnees of Mr. Gladstone’s information a
¢ ° Onbid« ations which * affected the method of

C tt Gladstone’s attempt to explain away the

Sd V eptUe8 exi9ted- according to the ge

~ ¢ 10°g before birds, whereas>the writer ot
8Places them after, Professor Huxley rema.

J° 1 future to doubt that the inconvenient intru-

t™mav M H?t7 PiblértS'V ufquito 'smoothly,

stand there, importunately
W«L°Wevai different may bo the practice in that con™
adla8atmosphere with which Mr. Gladston  -P
itr > ent8bisfamiliarity, in the atmosphere of science

@:\ J@ o avail wibaieyer t@ ey o 2 w
LS O

y e bury them out of sight under a
metoric.”

eati()j"’\8t°ne’8 rearrangement of the order
Hg >itjiaa ‘“cfossor Huxley remarks ohi e
tharf~-i0  rat'her more inconsistent with
Q°hser v o fourfold predeoessor.” And be
1If

GHan08°d the ‘ Mosaic writer ' to be inspired,
Ui~tioa, (j°n° does, it would not bo consistent with
Qoable / esP°ct for the Supreme Being to imagine
afelyi @ O frame a form of words which should
"anin ' ar 8ast] haL lnaecurately, express His
f ¢ 8% Itig sometimes said that, had the state-
W-Nificall 1Qed in the first chapter of Genesis been
tcuO, they would have boon unintelligible
t SjO, People; but how is the matter mended if,
,* 'mcally untrue, they must needs be rejected
'HilI* . e* People ?”

the opening words of Genesis, In

f °f Scitnee, vol. i.,
"Clejice and Christian Tradltlon (1902), pp.

1y &

& lce and Hebrew Tradition (1901), p. 107.
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the beginning God oreated the heaven and the earth,”
he remarks:—

“ Some say that the Hebrew word bara, which is
translated ‘create,” means ‘made out of nothing.” |
venture to object to that rendering, not on the ground
of scholarship, but of common sense. Omnipotence
itself can surely no more make something out of nothing
than it can make a triangular circle.”

Of the statement, “ And the earth was waste [“ with-
out form” in the Authorised version] and void,”
which most people seem to think implies that the
matter of whioh the world was to be formed was a
veritable “ chaos,” devoid of law and order, he
observes:—

“ If this interpretation is correct, tho nebular hypo-
thesis can have nothing to say to it. The scientific
thinker cannot admit the absence of law and order,
anywhere or anywhen, in nature. Sometimes law and
order are patent and visible to our limited vision;
sometimes they are hidden. But every particle of
the matter of the most fantastic-looking nebula in
the heavens is a realm of law and order in itself; and,
that it is so, is the essential condition of the possibility
of solar and planetary evolution from the apparent
chaos.

“ 1Waste ' is too vague a term to be worth considera-
tion. ‘Without form,’ intelligible enough as a metaphor,
if taken literally is absurd ; for a material thing existing
in space must have a superficies, and if it has a super-
ficies it has a form. The wildest streaks of marestail
clouds in the sky, or the most irregular heavenly
nebulse, have surely just as much form as a geometrical
tetrahedron ; and as for 1lvoid,” how can that be void
whioh is full of matter ? As poetry, these lines are
vivid and admirable; as a scientific statement, which
they must be taken to be if anyone is justified in com-
paring them with another scientific statement, they
fail to convey any intelligible conception to my mind.

“ The account proceeds: ‘And darkness was upon
the face of the deep.’” So be it; hut where, then, is
the likeness to the celestial nebulse, of the existence of
whioh we should know nothing unless they shone with
a light of their own? “And the spirit of God moved
upon the face of the waters.” | have met with no form
of the nebular hypothesis which involves anything
analogous to this process."*

The Professor concludes: “ Until some farther
enlightenment comes to me, then, I confess myself
wholly unable to understand the way in whioh the
nebular hypothesis is to be converted into an ally of
the * Mosaic writer.””

Thus did Professor Huxley, onoe for all, show the
impossibility of reconciling the Bible with Science.
As Mr. Bonn observes —

“ Not merely in good temper, not merely in powers of
sarcasm, not merely in literary skill, but also in erudi-
tion and logic, he proved himself Gladstone's master,
and inflicted such punishment on the Old Parliamentary
Hand as in the course of a long and varied experience
had never befallen him from either side of the House
of Commons.”!

That eminently pious Christian, Professor Henry
Drummond, in the artiole “ Creation ” in the popular
Chambers’ Encyclopedia, dealing with these attempted
reconciliations of the Bible and Science, observes:—

“ An attempt by Mr. Gladstone, so recently as 1885,
elicited a reply from Mr. Hnxiey, who, in the name of
modern science, not only repudiated the immediate
theory but made it obvious that no reconstruction along
that line was ever likely to square with acknowledged
facts of science....... on the general question of gradnal
development versus specific creation, the concensus of
mature scientific opinion is now so pronounced that
anyone still clinging to tho latter would find it impos-
sible to impross his views upon his age.”

Even that pillar of religion, Sir Oliver Lodge,
contemptuously dismisses the story in Genesis. He
says:i—

'In tho dawn of civilisation God 1walked in the
garden in the cool of the day.” Down to, Bay, the
middle of tho nineteenth century He broaght things
into existence by a creative Fiat, and looked on His
work for a time with approbation ; only to step down
and destroy a good deal of it before many years had
elapsed, and then to patch it up and try to mend it from

* T. H. Huxley, Science and Hebrew Tradition, pp. 188-9.
f A. W. Benn, History of English Rationalism, vol. ii., p. 455.
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time to time. All very human, the endless rumble of
the machinery is distressing.”*
So far from regarding the account as a beautiful
poem, as some pretend to do, Sir Oliver only finds it
“ distressing."

The late Sir William Dawson was one of the last
of the old school of geologists to attempt to recon-
cile the Bible with Science; and we had the novel
spectacle of a defender of the science of the Bible
being attacked by a Canon of the Church of England.
For Canon Driver, the eminent Professor of Hebrew,
dealing with Sir William Dawson’s attempt to re-
concile Genesis with Science, observes: “ The two
series are evidently at variance. The geological
record contains no evidence of clearly defined periods
corresponding to the ‘days’ of Genesis.” Of the
Mosaic account of the existence of vegetation before
the creation of the sun, Canon Driver said: “ No
reconciliation of this representation with the data
of science has yet been found.” And again: “ From
all that has been said, however reluctant we may be
to make the admission, only one conclusion seems
possible. Read without prejudice or bias, the narra-
tive of Genesis i. creates an impression at variance
with the facts revealed by science.” The eminent
Professor ends by saying that the efforts at recon-
ciliation are “ different modes of obliterating the
characteristic features of Genesis, and of reading
into it a view which it does not express."t

On another occasion, when reviewing Sir J. W.
Dawson’s book, Modern Science in Bible Lands, Canon
Driver observes:—

“ His first chapter is an attempt, by the use of violent
means, to force the cosmogony of Genesis into harmony
with the teachings of modern science. The word deshe,
translated ‘grass’ in Gen. i, should be rendered, he
tells us. cryptogams (i.e., flowerless plants—ferns, sea-
weeds, mosses, lichens, fungi). A reference to other
passages where the same word occurs will show how
impossible this renderingis. Psa. xxiii. 2: ' He maketh
me to lie down in pastures of cryptogams.’”

And Canon Driver concludes :—

“ The endeavor to reconcile the narratives of Genesis
with each other and with science is prompted by laud-
able motives; but if it does not succeed by the use of
legitimate methods, it must be abandoned; and un-
learned readers should not be told that Hebrew words
mean what they do not mean.”j:

Many other eminent Church dignitaries can now
be cited on th9 same side. Canon Cheyne, Professor
of the Interpretation of Holy Scripture at Oxford, in
the article on “ Creation” in the Encyclopedia Biblica,
finds “ The basis of the story mythical.” *“ It is out
of the mould of primaeval folklore that the great
creation-myth has drawn its life ” (vol. i., pp. 941-
946).

Bishop Ryle, Professor of Divinity at Cambridge,
declares, “ No attempt at reconciling Genesis with
the exaoting requirements of modern science has
ever been known to succeed without entailing a
degree of speoial pleading or forced interpretation to
which, in such a question, we should bo wiss to have
no recourse ” 8§

The late Dean Farrar—the author of that soppy,
but popular, Life of Christ—in an article “ From the
Creation to the Dawn of Human History,” con-
tributed to The People's Bible History, says of the first
chapters of Genesis, “ They are not, and were never
meant to be, taken in all their details for accurate
science or for literal history” ; and, again, ‘‘ The
faintest semblance of harmony,” he says, “ between
Genesis and physical science can only be obtained by
a licentious artificiality and casuistry of exegetio
invention.” |

One of the latest pronouncements on the subject is
by Professor Bonney—who is a Professor of Geology
and a Canon of the Church of England—in his book,
The Present Relations of Science and Religion (1918),
dealing with the Deluge and the story of the Lord§

* Bir Oliver Lodge, Man and the Universe, p. 31.

| White, The Warfare of Science, vol. i., p. 24C.

} Contemporary Review, March, 1889.

§ White, Warfare of Science, vol. i., p. 19.

1 Bee Review in Review of Reviews, June 5, 189G, p. 557.
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a
forming man from the dust of the ground,
them as “ crude ideas,” and observes:— 0
“ We must frankly admit that at the Pre3DFjrtad
geologist of any repute would accept the nar
the Deluge or that of Creation as actual a
history. Records of both of these are to be
the clay tablets which once formed part of an ~
library, and they may be traced back frO® gdait:
days of that monarchy to the times when tn  tke
had hardly begun to blend with the Snmer
(pp. 34-120). .. veraictol
It is not necessary to add more. If the e/
Hebrew scholars and geologists who are ©
Church will not convince the believer gde
scientific and untrustworthy character of ™ 8y
it is not likely that anything else wilh R j&d
the old lady who declared that if the Bib'O
that Jonah had swallowed the whale, she wo
believed it. W.

, &

Cartooning and Cant.
It

“ And still it moves,” said the old™ JsO¥
Galileo, the astronomer, when forced to eat j
words; and still it moves seemed the only ,
thing to say when, by acoident, coming across -
g, a new Review, | was suddenly reminded O, *:g;
pages in the very early numbers of the FritWw* (
and turned to my shelves to re-study the®
bound volume of The Comic Bible, by Leo T fJ &

Bole s Review is one of the very latest—and P* »
— of attempts to exploit the War. Itis f°?D6 bk
edited by a person who makes great d®®8 Rl

eard on world politics, his greatest point aPP*-test

being that he once served under “tbO f, =t
journalist, and one of the greatest men of
century.” a

¢ ?nyji*00™ lodges might demur to this j/of

of Mr. W. T. Stead, though haviDg a high re% Gt
nim; but the greatest—well, that's gnitO

6t0ry’ . .
Oour new teaoher has other claims besideO"

of W. T. S. He has been tailor’s errandt 9r
foreign correspondent, brass filer and insur®
vasser, sawyerandadvertising agent, T

journalist, and various other things, butabo O gfis
thing,he has always “ regarded language a9 ® pe=3

nor',anc™eE|ld.” So now he is able to search J? tiCi3

of Europe and give to us the thoughts, »sp
IOt .

A O8I E ORR D R S he Ref ij

bo to “interpretEurope toBritain,”

impossible to outline any policy

reason that | am quite unaware of it _
Call him only wise,” said Helvetica Wv dr°

clear “Why” and “ Ho”"-which might be<£V

] 80me by. Says our new teacher _
lie was great because he was sincere—0 ,,igi

cere because he was great” ; and qur{°, Bia _ g
maker forthwith lays the founda\(li'd’ﬁiL of 0 rﬂﬂ

giltr

q

greatness by olaiming at least one o " &
attributes. “ We are all sincere ” a tbo ,
“ most enthusiastic staff it has ever,,
mortal to gather round him.” “1° * uyjl
Prophet—Figs 1” ,, and

And now the reason for saying .firy
moves.” At the end of the introO ¢~
which is entitled “ Progress and Reg i
the following choice sentence —

“ In conclusion, | would like to Ls*
will not bo a ‘ high-brow ' paper, » , corrav@3 jjt
cally not be a ‘low-brow ' paper, a ®©c
vulgarity will never feature between t0 scp

occasionally, a foreign cartoon ®&e. ggrticO

because {ts ja Yo

/\/\e

sary to emphasise the idea v/imeu
the partowAtet, And sneH idea Fvin
important to justify its insertion.

If this plea be valid it is a very
movement"if not progress. One m°Bg
inflaited idea of the value of Mkab' ~ ag
“ Historicatnre,” to find a shfed

ho'~
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;3a5 "“strucbicjn in tha cartoon which fills up

*3a*mo8” impossible to imagine how any
"+ljev 9standing of James Trnaootfe & Sons, Ltd.,
1isaelr bAIVe ~3en Persna”™O™ to print and allow to
Ihj Eaci>an abomination.
[i !'ssued thirty years ago, Leo Taxil’a Comic
N5 at least the merit of a new idea. The
h 'n”° 00NOr6te form an idea as visualised
~ that tvf ar*st> and there is not the slightest
“&i. the abstractions of a good many believers
i1 8 keen shocked—and weakened—when a
| vetvreen a new consideration of a very
idj .o airy> nebnlons idea into a shape which
Nl  remdVed from the mind.
& Christians were hit and badly hurt, we
«@mjjc the Taxil (FredRick) wawtoemss, s repro-
diyre as early numbers of the Freethinker, were
>0V OnBible for easting oar Editor and two of
Nt uqudR into a prison for long; weary manthsy

Hr aQ 1Bany spirit of fair-play or even sincere
“fair<l! Christians to day, some body should
chance of similar treatment at an early
e">m R point of view of draughtsmanship
'S8 a 3 hideous and the plagiarism of ideas
e rif~ Parody in its worst form. Bat the
a firm like Truscott’'s eould bs

PR at

T. S

Acid Draps,

?17m0int3 0 n a National Day—July 14, It is neces-
*yf im 'm OGELISe we have just been treated to

~ Nation ™ ays' And to that hangs a story. The
« lo {,i?& Bay is Jnly 14. It is the day that
V7 htnen o E£10-PMdistillfe, tithelt listrtiitith Wiheth bétadd,
ht old’ a3thO Bymbol and incarnation of the worst
hionen ,reSlnae. It was a visible sign of the tyranny
6its O y aud aristocracy of old France. Its fall
Ve of angLt of a people rondered desporate by
'Y ked tjf an<™ Ay th® memnory of cemturies of il-
‘he opening of a now era in French history,

new era in European history, for the revo-

‘oticij r - only French by a geographical accident.
Ni>*astH, Irm FaropOan ()Ssq;[:() \When the
J' .JBriotEnl?l,() report,edpto th;r!(ing, e said, WF1y,

VU i*gthe  w' Was the reply;-*it:is a revolation,”
\e U a ’ostinct of a threatened vested interest.
the at; * ~ NI10 break up of the old order, the

ttridtocracy of France.

6gIVQo 1
a' Bho offi0-r?ason £or oar having had two French
o *7? an one waa on July 14. But there was
A ., is '.%nial Flaa e ash-0Hw 72. At thee pnr-
relieve our glorious aristocracy of an
i~lt ° IfoR, 't Bor the aristocratic world to have
'S n renek Flag Day altogether would have
INtfl a*eb par( . °?”~ have been an insult to our Allies.
wAtii—on duiy 14—would also havo been

h' ran°U<« have been celebrating the downfall
1~ "' The aa,, y aQd aristocracy. So a via media
°t “an,- 18tocracy, and all tho odds and ends of

A nie ™ ' arrangef a ®Fhy Day for July T

‘Do uadt 6Papers™ Jd aloof from the Fla roper'
oShes PRI J—uly will have notgPaYa? ABRe

V'S of ,il*Ln tu°7 fhat figured on the Flag Day of
% >hojj a of Juiy x4_ TLo only name of note
%t?8 uy 14 .gOter of Mr. Lloyd George. The result
‘b5 ou®@ Pisasedd 8010 a thoroughly democratic effort.
it 'L>>I{§%,,?_?O that it was a thoroughly sue-

jd'd, Mot diah iy i#. s simply

. m d_H]jn« ono’ and i Igave a ’essoa to

-i dotraii o 0 spirit of our glorious aristocracy.
aftaid nffspirit of 1789, over a century ago.

L 1 still.
\%
' Phrases in the Bible. One of them
Advr™ Oeral” Bramwell Booth equals this
< i@ in8 “ a clay of prayer,” on July 15,

iNWG-m i *0ad™tminster, he announces that “ young
a attar, t0d'"" Fresumably, all Salvationists
,°hea J'Cmonts aro made to keep out the
S It ”J'S occasion. We do not blamo

601118 unnecessary.
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“ Mythology and the newspaper cannot co-exist,” writes
Mr. A. G. Gardiner, of the Daily News. This might be
true if tha editors of newspapers were not maids-of-all-
work for the clergy.

The Rev. A. N. Colley, Vicar of Great Baddon, Essex, says
in his parish magazine that “ God is indeed punishing Eng-
land for her offences.” Will the reverend gentlemen explain
why the “ punishment” extends to most of the nations of
Europe ?

“ Drinking among women” was one of the subjects dis-
cussed in the House of Convocation on the initiative of the
Bishop of London. What hysterical creatures parsons are !
There is no more truth in the stories of thousands of drunken
women than there was about thousands of “ war babies.”

The war-loans of the principal nations up-to-date stand
at : United Kingdom, ¢£935,000,000 ; Germany, ¢(£676 000,000 ;
France, 336,000,000 ; Austria, £2-18,000,000. And they all
profess to follow the “ Prince of Peace,” and to respect his
commandment, “ Thou shalt not kill.”

Ono of the most amazing religious articles ever written is
to be found in that most remarkable religions journal, the
Christian Commonwealth, for July 17. It is entitled “ The
Mobilisation of Faith,” occupies the leading position, and is
signed “ J. M. T.,” which are presumably the intials of Pro-
fessor Thompson, of Oxford. The Professor pronounces tho
title a good phrase, and the question he discusses is, What
is faith, and in what sense can it be mobilised ? What he
assumes is “ that, whatever faith means, it includes trust in
God’s care for ns as individuals and as a nation. Such faith
is an essential part of religion.” We offer no objection to
that definition of faith, our oniy concern being, not with its
accuracy, but with its application to the facts of life. Faith,
as thus defined, is without doubt an essential part of religion ;
but of what practical use is it? It isin his treatment of this
point that Professor Thompson displays at once his own
eccentricity as a religious apologist and the extrema ab-
surdity of the faith he professes.

The Professor astonishes us by the sophistical manner in
which he endeavors to safeguard his definition. His first
qualification, as ingenious as it is naive, is that faith as
defined is an essential part of religion only “ upon one
condition, namely, that God, and not the nation (stiil less
the individual), is the judge of what is best for us, and
how to bring it about.” That is to say, if we are finally
defeated in the War, it will be because God considers
defeat to he better for us than victory. If Germany in-
vades and conquers this country, Mr. Thompson is pre-
pared to submit quietly, believing that German supremacy
would be the best thing for she British people. If this is not
a practical denial of faith, while theoretically holding it,
what in tha name of common sense is it ?

We are glad to find that Professor Thompson is perfectly
fair to the Germans in that he admits that they possess a
faith not one whit inferior to his own. Then he makes this
astounding statement which cannot but startle his religious
readers —

“ And even supposing that we could mobilise a faith
superior to theirs, would there not bo something very
repugnant in such a contest of faith ?”

Surely, we have not met with such a superb example of
Christian humility on the part of any other follower of the
Lamb. No, there must be no conflict between different
faiths. True, defeat would be a fearful calamity, so far a3
this world is concerned ; but the proper mobilisation of faith
would bring us the rich comfort “ that, whatever may happen
in this life, another life is secure, and that no material thing
is of any account in comparison with the spiritual happi-
ness of being at one with God.” After all, God's care for
us may not permit us to have what would be be best for us
here below, but wo may rest assured that it will abundantly
make up for it when we get above.

After all tho praise bestowed upon faith, the Professor
says that “ wo can make sure of winning this War if we
havo enough men, enough guns, enough ammunition.” Faith
must now take a back seat. You may pray night and day,
but prayor will not affect the fortunes of War in tho slightest
degree. Mr. Thompson gives the case for faith completely
away in tho following sensible passage :—

“ Science and organisation are more effective than faith.
Whatovor faith can contribute to military efficiency, it con-
tributes whether it be a right faith or a wrong one.”

Sir William Robertson Nicoll would not say this, but he, too,
acts upon it.
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The time has now fully come when even the British pulpit
cannot deny that the Germans are, in their way, quite as
religious as ourselves. Thair faith in God knows no bounds;
but Professor Thompson maintains that the real value of
faith lies, not in its truth, not in the God behind it, but
simply in the intensity with which it is held. Faith in
the Devil would be ,as entirely useful as faith in God
The prayer for victory, however earnest and believing, will
never bo answered by any act of God; and if it does any
good at all, it will do it by virtue of the faith behind it, not
by any active interference of the being to whom it is ad-
dressed. Such is Professor Thompson's teaching in the
following extract: —

“ So long as the Germans believe that they are on God's
side, and that they are defending their country against a
league of zealous and unscrupulous rivals, this faith will
do for them as muoh as the consciousness of truth and
right will do for the Allies. It is not the rightness or
wrongness of a belief which makes it successful, but its
power of appealing to us.”
With what violence the wrath of the orthodox divines will
burn against this honest but dangerous traitor in the Chris-
tian camp.

Although war is favorable to religion, as the clergy are
always telling us, military men do not trouble much about
any forms of faith other than the Government brand. The
Rev. T. N. Tattersall, a Baptist Army-chaplain, interviewed
by the Daily Chronicle (London), said, "1 was the only
Nonconformist chaplain to 25,000 men.”

The Sketch had a good joke recently, none the worse for
being profane. It was entitled “ Fatted Calf; War Price,”
and ran as follows :(—*“ The Son: ‘Farver, your prodigal
son’s come 'ome.” His Father: 10h, 'as 'e! Then he can
go back until veal’s less than two-and-six a pound 1'”

A great undiscovered continent near the North Pole,
referred to by many American papers, turns out to be a
myth. We are glad there is one country where Christians
cannot cut each others’ throats.

There is a note of hysteria in some of the war-messages
in the newspapers. A recent communication informed
readers that a Russian general Lreceived ten thousand
bombs on his front.” This is nearly as touching as the
report of the battle of Santiago, published by an American
paper, in which it was stated: LAdmiral Sampson had a
very narrow escape. He was bit on the head by a six-
inch shell, which bounded off.” The broad-chested Russian
and the hard-headed Yankee are as wonderful as some of
the Bible characters.

The Chairman of the Executive Committee for Agriculture
(Cornwall County Council) writes to the press complaining
that much hay has been spoilt that might have been saved
by Sunday labor. They seem very staunch Sabbatarians in
Cornwall, since the Chairman writes of the men reluctantly
standing idle on Sundays, watching the destruction of the
crops. He says it is clearly lnot a question for laymen to
decide whether Sunday harvesting should bo practised;
that is a question for the Church.” We prefer to say
it is for the common sense of those outside the Church. In
many parts of England we fancy that the question has
already been settled—and in the right way. The sooner
the farmers of Cornwall shake off the fear of Church and
Chapel, and rescue their crops from destruction, the better.

The clergy are up in arms against Sunday harvesting.
These Christian gentlemen have not protested against the
armies fighting on Sundays.

Canon Rawnsley thanks God that these latter days, these
times of savage war, have come, and deolares that the young
men who have gono to the Front are treading in the footsteps
of gentle Jesus, meek and mild. They have been baptised
by the Holy Ghost and seen a heavenly vision, and by-and-
bye they shall receive a crown of glory. To the majority of
the soldiers this will bo most startling news, and wholly
incredible. Never was the pulpit “ so sweetly mawkish
and so smoothly dull ” as it is just now.

It looks as if Billy Sunday will soon be talking to us all
in choice American. The religious papers are full of puffs,
one of which reads : “ Billy Sunday. His life, evangelism,
and message. 400,000 converts. The twentieth century
Elijah. This book should be read by every Christian and
intelligent person.” We are glad the writer makes a dis-
tinction between Christians and intelligent persons.
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The Christian Endeavor Times informs ns (S
Billy Sunday leaned over the pulpit, his soul in N9 »
We thought that the heroes of penny novelettes ®
only men who kept their souls in such a place.

fic=
A correspondent sends us the following Para
the Yorkshire Evening Post of July 8:— . iSif;
“ With regard to the remarkable story which 1
circulated, of how, during the retreat from
soldiers are said to have seen angels
them and the advancing enemy, Mr.
Ada-street, Keighley, writes :— ny A
| should esteem it a gegat faver indeed un% &
soldier who saw this wonderful vision, will wl gudii-;
the Rev. A. A. Boddy, All Saints’ Vieu.rag@™rittrm
confirming the statement, a3 this vision surely
been invented.’ ” eilin
We should not be at all surprised to learn thattlf% .
will send these gentlemen the 1levidence'’ s ’3'
But that will not remove the fact that the BorJjYo a,’
pure invention, and that the public were treate
factured evidence months afterwards.

While the Bishop of London, Dr. Horton, and Y=
declare that the War has been the means °
good to multitudes of people who were previous i/
to religion, and that a great religious revival 19 ias${j
everywhere, Canon Green, of Manchester, con
assertion by confessing that “ there is more dang” fd\
fatal surrender of truths which are vital to . Iss,
Faith than there has been at any time during 1 tt

centuries.” As a matkey of fank, the CanogWw”
direct to Dr. Horton’s contention that present- P
fundamentally in adeBFd with the doctrines of 8 tof-,
most distrustful of those men of scienoe who litf*
as allies of Christianity, affirming that they ES)
gorous as alleged supporters than they”™ ~eoarson
antagonists, The fact is that the word of a P, fol
be accepted as truth. Men_like Canon

exception to the rule, for which we should be

-

o lili

must be°~ou/h/a iijatthe explanation of the ft

reverend eentfm ID Philosophy, not in sciec®

never yet succeed? ~ aware that P& i3
science of hfnf in solving this problem li-

the facts of lifogy alorie Coat has the means of IDj (i1
intcC apart from an inves* >
that he h™ | ~ 18P°ssible. Dr. Horton « « W

sience, 02t iy, e FRGRSER o WSSl .

the sand, with which only the unthinking genk mi
feel the least satisfaction. The revere ~ ba&
simply a believer, not a knower, and know °
demolished thousands of beliefs.

m ex"

At the Representative Church Oonjao” = .
Lord Parmoor moved the following resoW natOjsl Q@ *
“That recent events emphasise j 9 jn sob®
maintaining effective religious teachi g uj

grades.” W MIjjiC
Presumably, “ recent events” refer to ueiofl3
how this can emphasise the need for r S gt oii Njti-
the sohools it is hard to say, and Lord PJ £orio9*Lr f*

that would enlighten one on that point- g geo?
the only nation engaged in this War * ~ ce, " jtev,
cation established in its schools is gisbp

whether it is meant that France wourltvance’0 t$oat;f

it kept religion in the schools, or that Pa”™ cp
ing religion was a cause of the War. al )
hardly intend either of these things* Oth

countries, other than France, have relk* fjoti_
more or less. It would seem as thoug 9 2y bi*0' jegit™
not reflected upon the resolution move S

at a Church Congress, it was perhaps » Pre
occasion on which to make capital out
tion in the interest of religion. | oy
\%
She has gone to heaven ; thank..f B e e
George Marshall, of Walworth, aftc\l/’|ap§)§,@ r
who kept house for him. Probably
self as an instrument of “ Providence
. (o}
o
Winie singing in the choir at HO,I'
Wandsworth, one of the choristers die
Freethought hall, there is no moral. (i
------ tn df

A necklet of oriental pearls was s0' flr)s
sale for (5,000, and another rope of P et.gail
This happens in a country where a paBv
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To Correspondents.

Re#. ? Hosobaricm Fund, 1915.—Received irom March 15 :
T acknowledged, £102 1la. 7d. Reoeived since:—
iis Jj\,?!jern Australia), £2 2s.; J. M. Murray, 10 francs
hr ' West “Ham Jilranch N. S”S., 10s.; Constable, 5s.
flai ‘ice: R. B. Stirton and Friends, £1 3s.—The £1
‘eng6 m our last issue from T. Griffiths should have
N .
Ia'%i%%‘. that Freethinkers generally owe a deep debt of
I'dt  0'he contributors to the Freethinker for their writing
-r @™ the way they do. The writers in question
'sG Bij()dd e the compliment paid them.
iyof .? pleased to learn that after receiving a specimen
B ribet6 FZ* think' r, y°a have decided to become a regular
Mplg . e hope that many others will follow Yyour

trew, i @1 °t our readers made a resolution to secure
'Cities ubsor'her during the next month, the financial

(H cenneoted with the paper would be nearly at an
~ail™8, See “ Aoid Drops.”
'Nicke are u°t surprised that the editor of the Daily

(rja cased to insert your letter on the Mons affair. Tour

b »t W all a trouble. We are always pleased to hear
n., are interested-in the work.
-«Ub ' very useful.

.'mtscriijip*l? Bandkbs desires to thank E. B. for so kindly

5R tyd ‘®" Uohanan's poem in response to her inquiry.

S ofthe  /Mere has never been any delay in the produc-

“Sty at n*reet” nker, and if it does not reaoh your publio
j, 7®proper time, the fault lies entirely outside this

*sk wrhould be there by the Thursday morning of each

dlid's a*7 win, bear in mind your other suggestion, but
*0 o™ ng with the War—in its relation to Freethought,

48rla ~aro constantly appearing in these columns.
,dt ™ Jate for this week. Will find room for it in our

dei '’

i/\

P:Iheque received, and apportioned as desired.
®@">tor of the Freethinker should he addressed to
aon'Btreet’ rjond°n-e -°-
' ~ 18 Donkinmns* reach 61 Farringdon-street, London, E.O.,
% fQi.. *Ussday, or they will not be inserted.
p ‘era™ re should he sent to the Shop Manager of the
Yy24itot 9> Parringdon-street, London, E.C., and not to

Bto w'b be forwarded direot from the publishing
‘e PretiRis bar* °* the world, post free, at the following
One year, 10a. 6d .; half year, 5s. 3d.; three

Sugar Plums.

thought Demonstrations in the London Parks

by the N. S. S. Executive. The first

« ay (July 25) ftt Finsbury Park, at 3 o'clock,

~ea™ers will bo Messrs. Rosetti, Davidson, and

at a second one in_the evening at Hyde

-JPe& Uv BSle Meears. Rosetti, B3MHiA, and Gal¥agher
3 Mt,-?1lr>Oohen addresses both meetings. Our old
\ 0 QGa ~Son>has kindly promised the use of a brake

8 aud we bope that all Freethinkers who
n hiake it a point to be present.

«=SnSe S a k'L ni7t®&efcer announces Mr. Foote's recovery

< 0“editmSet’ ous blness, and congratulates him on his

Say5Pleasi'\P8 Freethinker with force and dignity.”

"lili 8i'een 8 °°.mpliment, but not altogether true. Mr.

* iWriting in the Freethinker for many weeks,
8still the responsible editor.

Personal.
i ? 1 Visit o .
h@ ~-Qierioa, in Ootober, 1896, | was
via fl. abd n Germanic was boarded by re-

\SJ 1Qatir,r'SOna °* any distinction asked all
,% Nst a (with answers) for publication.

u\l, libg. ™ one what ono thought of Amerioa
undine - “~ey went to work fairly and
C °ttoeePin* n° Pavtisan vieéws themselves,, or

«iNJ , NnJ/1??1 on™ °f interview. That
Ciﬁ i und the same

H N o o
ttrsOM’\(the((jj'I! Cyll"nerstB/e\ /i\r;ajthe regoH.mThe
lik"Fio 8 dony you a hearing. You are
\ Rblioity fikss, and deoeumced and

h § Itprward8. Yon cannot reply to
~ticism, for the poblie are not
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allowed to hear what you have to say, and defence
would be as useless as it is impossible.

*

The English press, | say, simply blots you out by
not reporting yon. It reoognises no duty to the
world; it owes no obligation to truth or fairplay.
You are to be hunted down by being smothered. It
is an anticipation of German war-gas. The vital air
of human society is denied you. You live and defend
yourself as you can, and this is not a new thing.
Partisanship ran strong hundreds of years ago when
John Dryden oould say that “ every man is a rogue
or a fool to the other side.”

* * *

The English press to-day will give hundreds of
pages to reporting the oase of a threefold murderer
who disposes of three brides fay drowning them all
in the same way in three different baths. Litigation
over a pet dog or oat commands oolumna. So does a
commonplace letter from the Front, and the same
may be said of a vulgar divorce case, when the
parties happen to belong to what is called Sooiety.
But let anything of real importance or value to the
world ask to be introduced to the pubiio, and the
door is Blammed in its face. Publioity, in faot,
is given to the worthless, and denied to the worthy.
That is why | was astonished at the reports in some
of the London papers of the Bowman oase, whloh
was finished in the Court of Appeal on Friday after-
noon. Surely, the world is turning round the other
Way. * *

The fullest report of all appeared in the Daily
Telegraph, which waB the oase when Mr. Justice
Joyce gave the verdiot from which the present aotion
is an Appeal. It would be dangerous to print a
report in the Freethinker unless it were absolutely
verbatim, and without comment; for while the trial
is over, the judgment is not yet delivered, the judges
having decided to deliver it in writing, probably by
the end of July. It would never do, therefore, for
me to express any opinion as to what their lordships
will say, but I may state as a mere matter of faot
that I am not very apprehensive as to the result. |
am also free to express my view of soma of the per-
formers iD this piece of litigation. Mr. Cave, K.C.,
heads the list. He worthily represents the fine, old,
crusted bigotry of a hundred years ago. Indeed,
one is tempted to believe that he flourished at that
time, and was named Cave out of justice to his
wearisomeness and obscurity. Mr. Tomlin, K.C.,
handled his brief well, as far as one can judge by the
Telegraph report; but he was compelled by Mr. Cave’s
opening to argue a number of things which, while
interesting enough in themselves (as, for instanoe,
Positivism), had no vital relation to the specific points
which it was his dnty to maintain. It seems odd that
the Secular Sooiety should have to pay the bill for
two or three hours’ disoussion on Positivism. What
Mr. Tomlin had to disenss and defend was pointed
out with great simplicity by Mr, Justice Joyce at the
trial. 1t was all very well for people not very
friendly to say nasty things about the Secular
Sooiety, Ltd , but what did it say for itself, and that
was to be found wholly and solely in its Memorandum
and Articles. Mr. Justice Joyce should have been
an example in this respect. He said that no
man of sense could find anything immoral, ir-
religious (in one sense of the word), or contrary to
the existing law of England. That is what the
Master of the Rolls, Mr. Justioe Warrington, and
Mr. Justioe Pickford had to find whether it was true
or not—and nothing else. In a way their task was
narrower, because they have to find something that
upsets Mr. Justioe Joyce’s verdict. In other words,
they are trying the judge as well as the appellant—
a contradiction in terms, hut a reality in faot. So
mnoh, | believe, | am free to say; at any rate, | have
said it. | might Gome aoross the Defenee of the
Realm Aot if | said any more.

I am speaking as plainly as | oan afford to do now.
I will speak more plainly when the case is over, and
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judgment delivered— 1 hope in our favor. There are
things that ought to b8 said, and | will say them. |
know the Blasphemy Laws and their adjuncts better
than any other man in England, and | have made a
more serious and strenuous effort to demolish them
than any other man in England. All I regret is that
I am not in London and able to attend these legal
sittings myself, but | have won nevertheless. The
wheel has come full circle. One judge, and that
the first, before whom the Secular Society, Limited,
has had to render an account of itself, has given it a
certificate of legal soundness.

N N

I looked in vain for any mention of my name in the
reports of this Appeal against Mr. Justice Joyce’s
verdict in the Bowman case. All sorts and sizes
of legal gentlemen had been mentioned as arguing
opposite sides, with a hope that each would win,
while I, the only person who really knew what the
Sooiety really was, and was really intended for—I,
who brought it into existence, who upheld it in
times of trouble, who protected it in hours of danger,
who brought it triumphantly at last through a trial
before a high judge in the Court of Chancery— I was
not so much as alluded to. My very existence was
unsuspected. | do not complain of this. Everybody
knows that all laws were made for lawyers, and lay-
men never figure in the reports when they serve in
any way as an advertisement. Not that | am anxious
about an advertisement. | have been working
without it all my life, so | have not contracted a taste
for it, and do not feol prompted to complain desper-
ately at my time of life. Still, fact is fact, and this
kind of thing is so common, that Freethinkers them-
selves do not look upon it with the least astonish-
ment. Considering who made the world, it is not
so strange after all that its comicality should be
so pronounced. & w _FoqtEi

Studies in Supernaturalism.

Among men of science, the direct attack upon super-
stition has in large measure been transformed into a
method of explanation. We witness the more re-
spectable results of supernaturalism in the strongly
established and cleverly garrisoned religious organisa-
tions of yesterday and to-day, and the causes which
contributed to their evolution now form a very con-
siderable percentage of the studies of anthropologists
throughout the civilised world.

In his latest work,* our eminent anthropologist,
Sidney Hartland, complains that investigators so
widely separated in standpoint as Sir James Frazer
and the late Andrew Lang have attached in-
sufficient importance to the influence exerted by
human emotion in shaping theological beliefs. In a
series of essays gathered into a slim volume, The
Threshold of Religion (1909), and a year later in his
inaugural address as Reader in Social Anthropology
at Oxford, whioh he entitled the “ Birth of Humility,”
Dr. R. R. Marett has set forth his theory that reli-
gion is mainly a social phenomenon, and that it is
permeated with the magical concept. Other students
of comparative religion have reached similar con-
clusions, and their contentions have evidently made
a deep impression upon Sidney Hartland, whose
Ritual and Belief contains, in addition to other in-
teresting and informative essays, an extremely able
and learned study of the relations of magic and
religion.

In passing, one may perhaps be permitted to demur
to Hartland’s assertion that Dr. Marett was the first
to recognise the powerful stimulus of emotion in
the development of religious phenomena. Herbert
Spencer and Sir Edward Tylor, to name no others,
long ago emphasised the same truth. Possibly, with
the rapid accumulation of later contributions to the
constantly growing science of anthropology, the
pioneer work of the Victorian giants is apt to be
ignored or forgotten. Be that as it may, the new

* Ritual and Belief (Williams & Norgate), 1914.
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volume of Mr. Hartland will be read with thete**
enjoyment by all of its readers who take ar¥. "irb
interest in the soienoa of man. It is a bod
deserves the study of all who are anxious™jgNi
further light on the rise and progress

customs and ideas. i
Writing of the essays which oompcse his «
their author says:— n

“ Their primary intention is not controversial ~
rather seek to express some of the results of a
of the phenomena, from the point of view of »»
has been convinced that the emotions and the i
tion—and not merely the individual but the @
emotions and imagination—have at least as”‘Hfs
with the generation of religious practices ana
the reason, and that for the form they bavef &
physical, social, and cultural influences nust
accountable.” -

In his opening essay, “ Learning to *Think ,
Hartland pays a well-earned tribute to the yetl
pir. Edward Tylor, who, in his invaluable
Primitive Culture, “ laid the foundation of the®3"

study of the hlstoryltofscw isation.”™ critks
noted that Tylor always insisted on L
scrutiny of the statements of travellers y
sionaries, and the demand for accurac dtifr
4 0pen Hikews kE Kes Al BiBR g
to himself adopt. Missionaries and O wW

been sometimes misled by the answers
savages to their not too tactful inquiries rteg‘z’S
native beliefs. There has also been °° ©
tendency to read into the religions notion”™

conoepts that only arlie mn\? hi %r«égal* »We *

re_t_rnjugt’\tl"l’r6], Eltafc the shrewd naw* p

%ratlfy Je in 0-- ?d of ™ Ower which is
hristian ¢ ngnl8,tlve inquirer. When an a gj

AR ol W FPRERREISS IR, ol
rr1nencal' morgé and religions tﬁmr@@fmi

appen eptiona

{-rUub?IE‘s %o \?.i% nﬁchl% Helf- @Wﬂg throtJI

for the preposteraus betieda of his £ «ifulv SEP,

ain, the beliefs which to the prom v:0g
E'fg kipge BR0438 mean W8 ﬂf-‘"@"ejy
matter of life and death, are also 8apfOJ It
and not subjects for common conversa jsOOwr
fore need cause no astonishment w  ra008" j

Vanious uncivitised and party @v!!'™ ronjee it
sionally deliberately deceive their nanJed »° of

patronising questioners. Mafieus  _ jgIfu- "
pologiots have learnt the truth of au git $
sonal experience. Among tho bO.. Mit® 1*
discoverell that to-ask que¥adrs wadV au
cence of the most disconcerting for B{jC

missionary who resided among th'
period was driven to the conclusion t A

were unoonscious of their own ousto o003k

Uncivilised peoples not only fav . the?
the motives of the scientific inqair . jjotts I°t I
the ridicule or reproof of their r° ;0Oiou

gators. Then there arises the @SP
meddling missionary may appeal -igtr"®
exeroised by the resident foreign m onjrf

there is also the quite natural feeh*b> ner® y
contrived questions are dictated j ~ 0 WV$SW
curiosity. A certain Mr. Batohelor, j #iEDK ~
many years among the wild Ainu

considered himself qualified to Wf‘:’?ﬁ@*\'%om

them. After residing among thém

a. very interd§ting work appraded froQ of [w»
sionary’s pen ; but after a further etLiti»{/

years, the BObHSY admitted BRat * Wiag 6o fy

book I must frankly confess thatopb'® 3 7

had | for many years after, t

practised at all by these people.” figi @°> "}
YBt, despite aH suoh difficuitied» &, fy - w

reHahle data has bren aoenAmui® ﬂI%y B o
realise that it is imperative tha® Of tbB»

selves as far as possible in the P0811,.~ 00 '™ 3s)m

and steadfastly endeavor to survey “ Oiej ™ f
the savage’s standpoint. Then*®® flif o

as may be, deliberately divests

judioes and predileotions born ot j0fo*e

culture, and approaches the probleQl

A



.5 B

w
@
*x

58

iti
fitl

S?

TNEDEE 2 5%

8 TV

ME 1915

L°fn mind, without attempting to magnify
%ﬂ’efﬂ"any particnlar theory, however dear to
2 >nthe full determination to saorifioe all
g, @Ptions in the service of truth alone. This
(f® .» lofty ideal, but it is one that is par-
aimed at, and not infrequently reached, by
\j Cf that splendid group of conscientious
various workers who have already made
HitY °ience” one of the most valuable and
) *ntdepartments of human investigation,
Slep&y with Della Seta, whose opinions we
O yg.reviewe(3>Sidney Hartland holds that
bv djed8i°n arise from a common root, flourish
and are ultimately to some extent
‘lﬁ}) >0 black and white magic. Hartland
cf&l nlngest and most elaborate essay in his
i ‘stregt! ~elaHons of Religion and Magic.”
:3 g 3 c°nsists of four parts : 1. The Common
1er>n Bories ana Definitions. 8. Development.

well*ahte8ted evidence which
'fad- " that magic and religion have evolved

reet.  Hartland accepts nothing that
M;W?g@/ above suspicion ; all the statements
Hon

from the moot trustworthy sources, and

y. easubjected to the most critical treatment,
°i the inferences drawn are suoh as won.

AMINMthe assent of most men  of trained

o Mrera

% difficult

A

j.d rellgllgn even In ;tﬁedl?itglﬁe

i< pet we descend towards Prl“ Itlv, \$eB6

h fc the more completely blended do thes™
:B cfr of the same phenomenon become. J®

vJ contended that religion represent thow

C,8 andbeliefs which support social wel -be g,
on the other hand, is essentially ar

e ncharacter. And this opinion is expresoligion
.0 acknowledge that both magio and g

ang T‘Fom a smgle source. »,,fnrilv

5 MRoRAHIRR HeliaR RUIENE¥ S Pso ”%l}éll}
J?y another. As a matter of f >

conce{)t is colored by the Bocial and

1 .opHlatm,— in whioh he himself has lived.
4 i?hcfrcai purposes the definition proposed
omach is as useful as any: “An assem

~ oifBWhIBh stand T thewayof the free
sltftl2gtigles.’r Magio, however, is more
ﬁ 1S According to Hartland’ the
3t "l1d1 t Idea. POMNY no matter how
k\ ,Mth, magioian wields on his own
1l acte til;e aid of the spiritual beings,
e only obtained by prayer and

ults, th')lre

I S5*tion self-abasement, flattery, are the reli-

Winning the help of divinities. Where

*'er called gods r dovlls or by gE

suous title of sp [rits
,\A> £ MWiththe.call is n d(}’en 7no Brocedure is

tnana isirresisti E,‘ an

wS~fr'ence to the claim that it3
! th agi®’ inasmuch. as Ifc “ be employed
istflrO 0i a magician mJ aetriment of

made.

o EXYE

171C S a Tbe dividing™~ X T o n e may
indeed, be thin when th
t4“ ‘o«» other u oircemetonoea J

C ithisoppositely s a B  brougbtb
7%3 Fk)Jarge of geing anti—l(n'a g Wa)é

, L~f charge brought aga__ tUe cbarge

Hu hﬁﬂra%%tlcaqaﬁussmn é‘%nstlan agam%othe

I the™st of Europe, it », »
reproach o orthodox Chnstlans

hgj, @B .. ah shades of Rationalists.”
Hf?eh mn, Ortioism of Durkheim’s dis-
¢0 We a™MOn and magio in a furthei
Cannot refrain from quoting

SNiftuni?161'8 °wn benefit, to th

rw oomm?nts ro*-

-m im8 a%among ourselves, m g’
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Dealing with the religious orimes of tho Holy
Inquisition, he remarks:—

“ They were, it is true, not performed by super-
natural instrumentality, or for supernatural purposes...
...But they were carried out by persous consecrated to
religion, as religious acts, surrounded by religions rites,
by exorcisms, imprecations, conjurations, shielded by
the Church with all her powers, and sanctioned, if not
set in motion, by the highest ecclesiastical authorities.
They desolated every society where the institution was
introduced.  Secrecy has been already noted as a
characteristic of magic as opposed to religion. Natur-
ally, anti-social acts are performed in secret. The
deeds of the Holy Office were done in the deepest dens
of the building, and surrounded by impervious precau-
tions against discovery, except the last dread act. In
that consummation of cruelty, that supreme Act of
Faith, its officials nominally took no part; though it
was well known that they insisted upon it relentlessly
and with every terror, ghostly or secular, which they
knew so well how to wield. On the other hand, the
African sorcerer, conjuring the rain or the sunshine so
necessary for the crops, performs an eminently social
work, and does it very often in the open eye of day and
and before the assembled people.” *

However subtly some metaphysically minded an-
thropologists have striven to sever magio from its
alter ego, religion, each of them has been foiled by
the stubborn fact that the twin phenomena are as
inseparable as oxygen and hydrogen when these two
gases combine to form water. Dr. Marett concedes
this when he confesses that “ Together they belong

_ to the supernormal world, the x-region of experi-

ence, the region of mental twilight.”

In his Deutsche Mythologie, the celebrated Jacob
Grimm commenced his chapter on Magio by erecting
a barrier between divine Wundern (miracle) and
satanio Zaubern (enchantment). Miracle is godlike,
while enchantment is devilish. But Grimm read
into the magio and divination of primitive Teutonic
paganism the culture of his own eighteenth century.
It is now recognised that magic to the early Teutonio
peoples was an essential part of their religion. As
Professor Da La Saussaye proves in his Religion of
the Teutons (1902), the great gods, Odin and Thor,
the giants, dwarfs, and elves, were all invoked in the
practice of magio. In all ages, and with ail faiths,
the value and importance of the supernatural army
mainly reside in its magic-working powers.

T. P. Palmer.
(To be concluded.)

The Fourth Gospel.

Nicodemtjs.

After the fiction of “purging the temple” the writer
of the Fourth Gospel says of his pseudo-Jesus: “ Now
when he was in Jerusalem at the Passover, during
the feast, many believed on his name, beholding
the signs which he did.” This brings us to the
third chapter which commences:—

“ Now there was a man of the Pharisees, named
Nicodemus, a ruler of the Jews: the same came unto
Jesus by night, and said to him, Rabbi, we know
that thou art a teacher come from God: for no man
can do these signs that thou doest, except God be
with him.”

Here we have a seoond believer—the first being
Nathanael—who is not mentioned in any of the
other Gospels. There was, however, in circulation
in the pseudo-John’s day an apocryphal writing called
the “ Gospel of Nicodemus,” which work no doubt
suggested to that writer the idea of making this
apocryphal Nicodemus come to Jesus seoretly—*“ by
night ”—in order to hear some of his teaching. In
this chapter we have a sample of the kind of instruc-
tion given to a new convert in the pseudo-John’s
time, though the writer has placed it in the mouth
of his new Jesus. That Savior commenced by telling
his visitor that “ Exoopt a man be born again, he
cannot see the kingdom of God.” This language
is, of course, metaphorical; but Nioodemus is repre-

1]

* Ritual and Belief, pp. 78, 7!).
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sented as understanding it literally, and stupidly asks
“How oan a man be born when he is old? Can he
enter a second time into his mother’'s womb and be
born ?”

Jesus should then have explained what he meant,
but instead of doing so, he said: “ Except a man be
born of water and the Spirit, he cannot enter into the
kingdom of God.” This explanation left the matter
still unexplained. The pseudo-Jesus might be refer-
ring to a statement of John the Baptist (Mark i. 8),
or he might be recommending a stiff glass of Irish or
Scotch cold, or some other “ water and spirit” of a
stimulating nature. Whatever he may have meant,
Jesus did not further explain, except by saying “ That
which is born of the flesh is flesh; and that whioh is
born of the Spirit is spirit ”— which profound philo-
sophical utterance left the matter exactly where it
was. If Nicodemus did not know what the expression
“ being born again” was supposed to mean when he
came, he must have gone away unenlightened. In
his further discourse to Nicodemus, Jesus, among
other matters, is represented as saying.—

“1f | told you earthly things, and ye believed not,
how shall ye believe, if | tell you heavenly things.”

Here the writer appears to have forgotten that his
imaginary Jesus was speaking to a believer, and not
to the Jews, who reposed no faith in his assertions.
In any case, the Savior of the Fourth Gospel displays
very little knowledge of “ earthly things,” and nothing
at all of things “ heavenly.” He says again :—

“ For God sent not his Son into the world to judge
the world; but that the world should be saved through
him. He that believeth on him is not judged: he that
believeth not hath been judged already, because he hath
not believed on the name of the only begotten Son of
God.”

The word “judge” in this passage means “condemn”
— as rendered in the Authorised Version. Here Jesus
is made to say that he was not sent to condemn man-
kind, but to save them: yet, in the same breath he
says that those who do not believe him to be the “ Son
of God ” were already condemned by their unbelief.
This style of reasoning is characteristic of the pseudo-
John. If we turn to the Jesus of the Synoptics, we
find that that Savior never uttered a word about
being “ born again” or of being “ born of water
and the spirit,” or that he ever referred to other
matters that figure in the discourse to Nioodemus:
he was a different Jesus altogether— and at this time
he was in the wilderness, in about the second week
of his forty days fast.

Jesus a Baptisee.

Next, the veracious writer of the Fourth Gospel
saysi—

“ After these things came Jesus and his disciples into
Judea; and there he tarried with them, and baptised.
And John [the Baptist] also was baptising in iEnon
near Salim, because there was much water there.......
For John was not yet oast into prison " (iii. 22—24).

Here the writer makes Jesus enter into rivalry with
John the Baptist in the matter of baptising—the two
being engaged in dipping converts at the same time.
In commencing his fourth chapter the pseudo-John
states:—

“ When therefore the Lord Jesus] knew how
that the Pharisees had heard that Jesus was making
and baptising more disciples than John (although Jesus
himself baptised not, but his disciples) ho left Judea,”
etc.

According to this remarkable sentence, Jesus did not
find it very difficult to beat the Baptist—though it
was somewhat unkind to set up an opposition shop.
Such an act was evidently one which the pseudo-John
would have had no hesitation in doing; for he seems
to have delighted in devious ways.

But the statement that “ Jesus himself baptised
not” is not in agreement with that previously made
—that “ he tarried with them, and baptised.” On the
other hand, there is no reoord in the first three Gos-
pels of Jesus baptising a single person—or even of
his disciples doing so. When the latter were sent
out to preach they received the command: “ Heal
the Biok, raise the dead, cleanse the lepers, oast
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out demons: freely ye received, freely g»e J'£
X. 8). Nothing is said about baptising in
Gospels, save in the later additions at the eni (
xvi. 16; Matt, xxviii. 19). The statements re®»
Jesus entering into competition with the Bap»’
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Presbyter John.
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ttanr 8 68 therefore said one to another, Hath any

Jjiterowolit him anght to eat? Jesus saith unto them,

» F 18 to do the will of him that sent me, and to
C P shbis work” (iv. 32-34).

y Hy) V2 Jesus employs metaphorical language,

'Srme OP£es> like Nioodemus and the woman
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Christianity. Until the Jewish religion, was recognised as
legal, it was illegal to give a legacy for the purpose of
teaching it. Counsel also cited the cases of Johanna South-

cote and Mrs. Besant. In the latter case the custody of her
child was refused to Mrs. Besant on the ground that she had
directed that it should not be taught religion in any form.
It was also held that a bequest directed to the publication of
a book on the “ absolute inalienable supremacy of the Pope
in spiritual matters ” was void, as contrary to public policy.

How, then, he asked, could a bequest to promote Atheism
be legal ?

Mr. Tomlin, for the respondent Society, submitted that on
the narrowest construction of the Articles of the Society the
money need not necessarily be applied for any illegal object
at all. The legacy was not given for any definite purpose.
It was a gift to a legal entity (the trustee) with no obligation
upon that entity to apply it to any definite purpose, within
oertain limits. The money might within a few weeks become
the property of a perfectly good legal charity. Even if any
object of the Society was illegal, the validity of the gift was
not affected.

Positivist T eaching.

Counsel proceeded to deal with the various Objects of the
Society seriatim. The first object, to promote the principle
that human conduct should be based on natural knowledge
and not on supernatural belief, was the Positivist idea. In
other days one might have been burnt for propounding that
view. But, fortunately, we were in the twentieth, and not
in the fourteenth, century. The Positivist idea had many
eminent and learned followers, not one of whom had hitherto
thought he was a criminal. As to the object of promoting
“ the secularisation of the State so that religious tests and
observances might be banished from the legislature, exe-
cutive, and judicary,” how could that be improper ?

Lord Justice Warrington: Do they wish to abolish the
attendance of the judges at Westminster Abbey on the
first day of the Michaelmas sittings ?

Mr. Tomlin: No; it must be things which are imposed
by law.

Lord Justice Warrington: Is the King to b8 prevented
from attending service in the chapel in Buckingham Palace ?

Lord Justice Pickford: The judges take the oath of alle-
giance, but we make a declaration instead, if we like. What
other religious test or observance is there ?

Mr. Cave: Prayers are said in the House of Commons and
the House of Lords.

The Master of the Rolls remarked that he was under the
impression that neither a Jew nor a Nonconformist could be
Lord Chancellor.

Lcrd Justice Piokford: There are certain religious observ-
ances by judges on circuit, but | do not know that any judge
is bound to follow them.

Mr. Tomlin thought there would be nothing illegal in
members on circuit getting up and agitating, with a view
to stopping the observance of a custom, religious or other-
wise, which the judges had formed for themselves on circuit.
It would be an extraordinary state of things if it was legal
to try and get Parliament to alter the law, and illegal to try
and get one's neighbor to alter his,opinion. With regard to
the object of promoting the recognition by the State of
marriage as a purely civil contract, that was only to bring
our law into line with the law of Franco.

Lord Justice Pickford: They aim at taking away the
recognition of the religious part of marriage.

Mr. Tomlin: That is a perfectly legitimate object, however
much we may disagree with it.

Free Discussion.

Mr. Cave, in his reply, put the hypothetical case of
limited company formed to carry on highway robbery, and
submitted that a bequest to such a company would not be
legal merely because the company also performed the per-
fectly lawful business of purchasing horses, etc. The ques-
tion in the present case was not whether a man could be
punished for what he was doing, but whether the Court
would hold under the law as it stood that a bequest to carry
out his purpose was a good one. With respect to what was
punishable as blasphemy, it was held in the Queen v. Brad-
laugh that if, by writing or verbally, anyone denied the
existence of the Deity, or the providence of God, he was a
blasphemer. All the older authorities took that strict view.

The Master of the Rolls : The current of recent authority
is strongly against your contention on that point.

Mr. Justice Pickford: We havo got rid of a great many
fetters on froe discussion.

Mr. Cavo submittod that the Blasphemy Act created a now
offence, and a new penalty for that offence. Although there
was no reported conviction for broach of the Blasphemy
Act, that Act was still law, and it was enough to decide this
case

The Court rosorved judgment, the Master of the Roll
saying it was hoped to deliver the decision before the Long
Vacation.—Daily Telegraph.
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SUK.DAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.

Notices of Lectures, etc., must reach us by first post on Tuesday
and be marked “ Lecture Notice ” if not sent on postcard,
LONDON.
Outdoor.
Bethnal Green Branch N.S.S. (Victoria Park, near the
Bandstand): 3.15 and 6.15, Mr. Burke, Lectures.

Camberwell Branch N. S. S. (Brockwell Park) : 6, Miss Kough,
a Lecture.

Finsbury Park: 3, Freethought Demonstration. Speakers :
Messrs. 0. Cohen, R. H. Rosetti, W. Davidson, and Mis3 Kough.

Hyde Park: 6, Freethought Demonstration. Speakers:
Messrs. C. Cohen, L. B. Gallagher, R. H. Kosetti, E. C. Saphin,
and others.

Kingstland Branch N. S. S. (corner of Ridley-road): 7.30,
J. W. Marshall, “ The Way, the Truth, and the Life.”
North London Branch N. S. S.: Parliament Hill: 3.15, F.

Schaller, a Lecture. Regent's Park: 3.15, L. B. Gallagher, a

Lecture.

West Ham Branch N.S.S. (outside Maryland Point Station,
Stratford, E .): 7, W. Davidson, a Lecture.

LATEST N. S. S. BADGE.—A single Pansy
flower, size as shown ; artistic and neat design
in enamel and silver ; permanent in color; has
been the means of making many pleasant
introductions. Brooch, Stud fastening, or
Bcarf-pin, post free in Great Britain, 9d. each.
Exceptional value. Only limited number in
stock.—From Miss E. M. Vance, General
Secretary, N. S. 8., 62 Farringdon-street, London, E.C.
N.B.—Note compulsory slight advance in prices.

THE LATE
CHARLES BRADLAUGH, M.P.

A Statuette Bust,

Modelled by Burvill in 1881. An excellent likeness of the great
Freethinker. Highly approved of by his daughter and intimate
colleagues. Size, 6Jins. by 8J ins. by 4J ins.
Plaster (Ilvory Finish) ... 3/-
Extra by post (British Isles): One Bust, 1/-; two, 1/6.

Thb Pioneer Press 61 Farringdon-street, London, E.C.; or,
Miss E. M. Vance, Secretary, N. S. S.
All Profits to be devoted to the N. S. S. Benevolent Fund.
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THE SECULAR SOCIETY

Eegistered Office- 62 FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.

Chairman of Board of Diresters—Ms, G. W. FOOTE.

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

The Memorandum of Association sots forth that the Society's
Objects are :—To promote the principle that human conduct
should be based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super-
natural belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper
end of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry.
To promote universal Secular Education.
plete secularisation of the State, eto., eto. And to do all such
lawful things as arc conducive to such objeots. Also to have,
hold, receive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised,
or bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of
the purposes of the Society.
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CCNa&'~teUectual, and moral elovation for

KVs* d°h wtth anti-sooial tendencies.

V V U16C the moral law to animals, so as to secure
“ti*lon m I * andlogal protection against oruelty.
AldhAItratir,1 Peace between nations, and the snbsti-
'Ne», loi Wa* in the settlement of inter-
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