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, n cases we find that that view of life which would
Intain that we, either as individuals or as a race, are
KJ protection of some external Providence will not
~ facts of our experience.
— Sir Francis Yodnghusband.

With the Angels.

&t ,Re are people who write because they have
Q@ ? something to say, and must say it. There are
tj 7rsyho write because they feel there is a public

.wkb them to say a certain something, and,
dev PO on*lwhat it is that this publio requires,
‘ead 8tra\gbtway produce it. No really thoughtful
Infier confuse these two classes of writing.
rste, 8 a ring about the one that is altogether
%le *r°m 0™ er' With a glib pen, a slapdash
P1>and a nose for what is likely to sell, there is

nnmber books that a writer of the
~at d <7888 oan ~nrn ou”™ ®rne>be writes nothing
VAjj live ; but that is not his concern. He

BPiV° 8N’ an™ Ne a’bicYe sales is to
t§ “be passion of the moment, and present it in
a a™are 80 fam*bar to the particular publio
g ~°r that it will not have to exercise its brains
5 “~Btand it. And as one phase of popular pas-
d Q@ Merest suoceeds another, so there is a stream
~868 t~m ty for producing bundles of printed
corL ."bat, because of their appearance, one is
ij8l>eato call« books.”
atdQ 8 laite frank, the commercial possibilities of
het.°n ~be question of the Mons Angels appears
V oir°aly justification for a recent work by Mr.
Aidli, “ 86bie with the title, On the Side of the
' Mr. Beghie has nothing new to say on the
digj. C and what he does say is devoid of the
*titiD8t.°riti°al judgment. As a pieoe of religious
essay i 1N 5Qite lacks the “ reverential ” note ; as an
Piece nf OvMence, it is beneath contempt; and as a
% tk f~r™ ng—well, even the Church Times points
Jhsq & the style is atrocious.” Quite apart from
m  tk °n whether there were really angels at
% the be k°°b is badly conoeived, badly written, and
c*tecin  8tnpidly argued. It is an almost avowed
*hich ® for the most stupid class of religionists,
i"veis .delights in details of the marvellous, and
Qnf ~eannoiations of those who criticise them,
y excuse for work i8 that while the story
Hjljj ec* Interest there was room for a book. It
Itw.] * And sales mean royalties.
al °0 remembered that the story of the angelio
3 eua battle of Mons—which took plaoe at
Oesa August—first appeared in its religious
a nu0l0 months after the fight in the pages
t Q°h Magazine. Then it began to make
b ~lergymen all over the country began to
they had heard from officers, soldiers,
X iC NMays witti a curious absence of verifiable
~Nith  ~aes® stories were reprinted and repeated
M Olie details added—still without names, and
j °hen ~*ng along swimmingly, when Mr. Arthur
3 ptOve” ered upon the soene. And he olaimed—
H&n of i —that he invented the whole story as a
X 1? writing as far back as Sep-
tppOfj! 1914. There was the artiole in print in
1784 118 claim. And sinoe then Mr. Maohen
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has reprinted his artiole, with an account of its
origin and a criticism of the “ evidence ” offered to
prove that his invention was an unconscious narra-
tive of fact, or a miraculous anticipation of the
actual.

It is this book of Mr. Machen’'s to which that of
Mr. Begbie’'s is intended a3 a rep'y. Mr. Begbie can
quite understand that “ a hothead of infidelity”
would laugh at people believing in such a story;
but his pure and sensitive soul is shocked at
Mr. Maohen’s “ lamentable failure to realise the
aouteness of human suffering and the intense eager-
ness for oonsolation which are now lying at the heart
of English existence.” It is indeed “ an aot very
near to saorilege ” that, having had that story sug-
gested by the Battle of Mons, and “ having created
a thousand hopes and a thousand consolations,” Mr.
Machen should now admit that it wa3 all imagina-
tion. Such a proceeding justifies, in Mr. Begbio’s
opinion, “ those foreign critics of England, who
accuse us, not only of lightness and frivolity con-
cerning serious things, but also of an inourable vul-
garity of soul.” And he solemnly warns Mr. Machon
that “ not to believe in the angels is to believe in a
mindless, meaningless, and soulless universe.” Hence
Mr. Begbie rushes forward “ to undo, so far as my
powers will permit, the mischief wrought” by Mr.
Maohen. The days of chivalry are not over, even
though knights be armed with a pen instead of a
sword, and reoeive royalties in plaoce of some fair
lady’s favor.

One oan quite believe that, had Mr. Begbie been in
Mr. Maohen’s plaoe, he would have aoted differently.
The mere aooident of a story of his having no
foundation in fact would never have led him to shatter
“ a thousand hopes and a thousand consolations ” by
“ pointing out the nature of its origin.” In Mr.
Begbie's mind, only “ a hothead of infidelity” would
do this.

Nevertheless, Mr. Begbie protests too much. It is
really not a question of the acuteness of suffering,
or of the hopes of people, or of our possessing in the
eyes of foreign critics—and probably breaking up
tho Quadruple Entente—a vulgarity of soul; it is
really a question of whether the story is true or not
—although Mr. Begbie never appears to realise this
simple faot. Nor is it true that not to believe in the
angels offers no alternative but Materialism. Mr.
Maohen does believe in angels, but not in these par-
ticular Mons angels. And as he created them, he
has excellent ground for his disbelief.

It was said of a certain famous person that no one
oould possibly be as wise as he looked. Paraphrasing
this, I venture to say that no man—with even a
moderate education—oould possibly be as credulous
as Mr. Begbie olaims, in this book, to be. His cre-
dulity is almost miraoulous. He questions nothing; he
aooepts everything. The story of an unnamed wounded
soldier, who told a nurse, who told a lady superin-
tendent, who told Mr. Begbie, is acoepted as “ a most
convincing and satisfactory statement.” Also there
“ are many,” both in France and England, who oould
support the stories of angels seen, “ if they were so
minded.” How Mr. Begbie knows this, we are not
told. | am only surprised at Mr. Begbie’s modesty.
He might just as easily have put the number of
witnesses at, say, 10,000—if they were only minded
to speak.
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Everything is fish that comes to Mr. Begbio’s net.
He cites Dr. Horton’s sermon in support of the angels
at Mons, but in hia desire not to rob anyone of hope
or consolation, or expose the English to a charge
of * vulgarity of soul,” refrains from pointing out
that Dr. Horton told Mr. Maohen that his sermon
was based upon the statement of the Vioar of
Clifton that Miss Marrabie knew officers who had
seen the vision. With rare self-restraint Mr. Begbie
does not inform hia readers that Miss Marrabie wrote
publicly denying having any such evidence, or that
she ever said she possessed any, Mr. Begbie also
supplies his readers with the sworn testimony of
Private Cleaver that he had been at Mons and had
seen the vision of angels. But he does not inform
them that Private Cleaver’s superiors report that he
did not reach France until after the Battle of Mons
was over. Perhaps this was for fear of robbing folk
of their hopes and consolations. Still, Mr. Begbie
remains on the side of the aDgels—and other things.

We shall come to more serious matters later.
Meantime, it 19 instructive in a study of writers
of Mr. Begbie’s type to notioe what he considers
evidence — or professes to consider evidence—in
favor of th8 angels. There is “ a wounded soldier”
who made a statement to a nurse, and whom Mr.
Begbie says he afterwards visited. “ A wounded
Grenadier Guardsman” told him the vision was
“common talk on the great retreat.” Thera was
also a “ Lancashire Fusilier” who gave his experi-
ence to another nurse. An unnamed Abbe spoke
to an English nurse of the visions seen by French
soldiers. A wounded man in a London hospital told
a sister that he had seen them. An unnamed second
lieutenant said that angels had been seen at Neuve
Chapelle. An Irish lady knew a member of the Dublin
Fusiliers who, when told of the story, replied, “ Yes,
I saw it myself.” A “ Mrs. ---—---- ” went to see a
wounded cousin in Bucks who said that some angels
had saved his detachment. Another lady reported
that a nurse had shown her three letters from soldiers
who had “ personally seen the angels,” etc.

There is a wonderful resemblance, and yet a curious
contradiction, between these stories. The striking
thing is Mr. Begbie’a amazing oredulity—so amazing
that one cannot help expressing doubts as to its genu-
ineness. It never dawns upon him to subject any of
these stories to the slightest critical examination—
that might show avulgarity of soul which Mr. Begbie
dreads. Delicate minded people, he is convinced,
will be quite willing to aocept them at their face
value. It does not appear strange that with all
these stories no definite name and address is given.
It is all Private Blank or Lieutenant Dash. That is
quite enough for Mr. Begbie, and he thinks it ought
to be enough for other people.

The names of only two soldiers have appeared in
oonneotion with the Mons legend. One is that of
Private Cleaver who was soon shown to be a very
plain, ordinary kind of a liar, ready to repeat the
Btoriea that were suggested to him by his questioners.
The other name is that of Private J. E. Seymour, of
the 8rd Hussars. He actually was in the Battle of
Mons, fighting rearguard actions, and ho says in a
letter to the Daily Mail of August 20:—

“1 never saw any angels during that time. Since
August 22 | have spoken to thousands of men who
went through the retirement, and | never heard angels
referred to. Also, while this controversy has been in
progress, I have spoken with soldiers on this subject
who described it as ‘bosh.””

It is a little remarkable that the spiritual minded
Mr. Beghie does not notice this soldier’'s testimony
concerning the angels. Perhaps it was too vulgar!
But to those who have not reached the level of Mr.
Begbie’'s spiritual development, it will appear strange
that of the two soldiers who have given their names
and regiments, along with their evidence about the
angels, the one endorsing it is a conceited liar, while
the one whose statements remain unchallenged de-
scribes it as “ bosh.”

But Mr. Begbie remains on the side of the angels,

and ? (To be concluded.) C. Cohen.
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A Mischievous Doctrine.

The Christian dogma of forgiveness is pecnLar
the Christian religion. No other religion n . rus
sun contains it ; and it is safe to affirm that it
done more harm in the world than any other to
of superstition ever promulgated by the Pprgi3
We are repeatedly assured that the very heart of M0
Gospel is the declaration that the sins of the who»
world were fully atoned for and forgiven by
8aorifioial death of the only begotten Son of °B
the cross of Calvary, so that all sinners have to doi
to claim the forgiveness which is already EeirB,
jure. In other words, forgiveness is God's ?ﬁ%ﬁ
to the guilty rebels of the Fall, who are "W
called upon to believe in his love and sincerity® tis
Father, and receive it. It is ours mi¢ngly — £
asking. But if we da nat ask far It, we shall ygirs
hell and suffer for ever on aooaunt of the VOr'wiat
for which Christ fully atoned when he died. .\§
the Gospel Bays to every one of us is, not “ B®
and your sin will be atoned for,” but, “ Your Bn ¢p
been atoned for, therefore believe ” ; and this is #
guintessence of immorality. Forgiveness is oa .
“ blood-bought heritage.” It cost the life oi
beloved Son, and it becomes ours the movaen™ »
appropriate it by faith. No matter what we a fil
have done, faith in what Christ did for us jgt>
centuries ago dears us of all evil in Heaven a 8
We are justified, forgiven, and no iniquity 1 nl
puted to us. But if we fail to believe, we are
bered among the damned. Lather was_Pe™pj3
sure of this when he exclaimed that “ nothing “

but unbelief.” , . N(ib
This is a crucial point. Salvation is by fOr
Justification, whioh is really only another na H

pardon, is for all time. This is how Professor
Smith puts it:— n
" Winat happened when we first repeoted $Bd

We were assured of our forgiveness; but forgive(D n,
what ? Not of our past sin only, but of every 00 jp
which will ever overtake us. It was the sin ° -p
whole world that was laid on the Savior long ag®; q
Atonement covered not only the past, but the fn-0 jp
humanity; and it covers not only the past, pn

futuro, of every penitent sinner. God knows th® jp
from the beginning, and when he received yon ,a8 pd
at the first he received us with the future in VIO °

no fresh sin takes him by surpriso. ~g
Mark the process of thought. Forgiveness, 0Qbi
past, present, and future, is & “blo® ' jsts
heritage,” purchased by the shedding of pt
precious blood. Freely and fully is it ours 1 (ip*
humbly receive it. If the biggest scoun« ~ ps
ever breathed but receive it in the last boo jje@
life, he will enter heaven like an allconqu ~ Of of

and be for ever with the Lord in thg €NIoYZLpt
ineffable bliss. On the other hand, they w
appropriate it go down to the plaoe & jy,
therein to be kept and punished to all 6001 ”~0d
because they are wioked, but because they. ~p9
unbelief. Christ atoned for their sin, C ~ pv
their debt, and bought their forgiveness, ™ gjr f
they are doomed to bear the penalty 0 geQati®j
over again, without the least hope of eJer,ei

pardon. Is this in harmony with the alle®odsr
order of the Universe, whioh is said to be gort
direotion and control of a God of love ? for ®
sees no inoongruity in the idea that the 6 'gOf ,
bearing away of whioh Christ @@ :0

once for all, may yet be visited upon the a®.P ]id
those for whom the sacrifice was made, -- b,
them to be treated as vessels of wrath thro
less ages.

There are two Gospels, the Gospel ©° .
the Gospel of Nature, which contradict
on almost every point. The Gospel of ~
na fargiveneas to offer, the very hesrt 0 DO j
expression in the words, “ Whatsoever a
that shall he also reap.” We are the
heredity and environment, and froni g
dominion of those two factors there 18
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evif ThOy ri1™9 cs with a rod of iron, and com-
iili ~*8 oseless. In a deep and solemn sense, man
~Ware's slave, and may become her dost; bat if
1 %C&)ts the spar of explicable pains,” and lives

«mincreasing conformity to her “ rigid laws,” he

fW e etner8es “ her jnst Lord.” But there is no
wJaility of reversing or setting aside a single one

t Jaws. In a semi-poetica,l sense, Sir Ray
Krider speaks of man as “ Nature's Insurgent
Ine 116 means by the phrase is that we
Lj,Sf@Beded, in a remarkable degree, in convert-
t~, 8 I&v of Natural Selection into onr servant
10 awstill exists, but we have become, by the use
jjd/nits, its just lords, rather than its miserable
@3 -Bat it remains as true as ever that “ what-
idmn QlaQ Bcweth, that shall he also reap.” Such
I ,~°spal of Nature, to the truth of whioh all the
pee Qar witness. Now, the Gospel of Christ re-
i'tgjj3 an ignorant, and more or less ignoble,
50 P to be emancipated from what many feel to
'W 8av*ab bondage to Nature. While acknow-
Kjyf Of defending the essential justice of the God
K.i,trQ>the superstitious flee for refuge from his
&e 088nesa to_the God of Grace, who delighteth
I igpWely BeftiiAg the God Bf Nature it Herlatise.
miiiftarr*ve at the Gospel of Forgiveness, which
th ®ake3 just gaum of in his Earth and Man.
~norant man, Nature’s yoke is galling :—
1Therefore the wretch inclines
Afresh to the Invisible, who, he saith,
Can raise him high : with vows of living faith
be m kor little signs.”
%]J.~na to imagine that his real affinity is, not
" trerq “esiblo, but with the Invisible, and that he
ioth”  ~abar0’s prisoner. “ By virtue of his
W , be facies that he has nothing in common
rates and knaves.” Therefore,—

From dust, of him abhorred,

He would be snatched by Grace discovering worth.
Sever me from the hollowness of Earth |

“f® take, dear Lord.” ”

v B _ _
~ fe iIQPray6r °i a coward, of one who cringes
s WhiV1l conbemplation of the law of reaping,
tovijg cil be mainly hopes the Fables of the Above
frying« merciful release. Bnt what is the nse of
HisiB Meredith reminds us that there is no
Vtth hears and answers, and that the truth
0 who looks aloft for aid is that—
His cry to heaven is a cry to her
He would evade.”
~t(latawords, the Gospel of Forgiveness, if true, is
1 banriCtally immoral, wicked Gospel; and, if false,
ie”aaifr° nonnOG™ mosb misleading and deoep-
a6GOver invented. From this point of view,
id be a greater insult to common sense,
It °fth§raceful' playing upon the superstitious
v~ 60redulous, or a more unforgivable attempt
JNe {7 of Giaoi3 in opposition to the God of
VACf~An ~ofessor Smith’s article in his Corre-
if 29 ~°biinn in the British Weekly for Ssp-
Nve t the following as a sample of this
“cAching:-
Cai™ Message of the Gospel is, that when Christ died
mada a fall aEd final atonement for the
6foty ¢ QWorld, He bore the sin of the whole world—
?Ve i, Pashi present, and future, of every sinner. His
P& j, N stands complete and final, and all that we
1? haa®W d° is to appropriate the mercy which

f8~firrfon ror B> A s already ours *n virtue of
ae Sacrifice, and we have no need to plead

W 8k 67ave 0D>y to claim it, and rejoice in it."
mt'b jf e8s means release from the law of reaping,
A tdP%0 was procured for us by a sacrifice as

&N 1 Ifir Bambeen fruitless. Hueh a release is an
vifig Q °aBfl>ility. Though a zealous preacher of

ABPel, Paul admits its unreality in several

~a*n and again does he maintain that the

U’rﬂ’i"b atn mankind will be according to cha-
d tjQ tibude to Christ; according to deeds done
a”™ Wording to belief or nnbelief. What

W 800 tn?i is wickedness, injustice, fraud, dia-

%r i e law of and for a Persou gQiItX
j1 B QOforgiveness. If he has the strengt

1 by the help of the love and sympathy of

ERE FREETHINKER

627

relations and friends he manages to cease to play
knave with hi3 conscience, and learns to wean the
passions from their state of servitude to the pleasures,
he will eventually find Nature’s frown transformed
into a smile. There is no other way of salvation,
either for individuals or for nations; and it is a
salvation to be realised in the world that now is.
The carious thing is that, in practice, the divines
are powerless to ignore the truth of the Gospel of
Nature. What they say is, that God’s forgiveness
in Christ does not interfere with the natural conse-
guences of the sins forgiven. What, then, does it do?
Nothing, so far as the outward life is concerned, the
blessing that it brings being purely a spiritual one.
It engenders within us, they inform us, a sense of
glorious peace with God, a sweet feeling of harmonious
communion with the Invisible. In the body, the law
of reaping still holds sway, but in the soul it has been
supplanted by a higher law, the law of the spirit of
life in Christ Jesus. In other words, even according
to the divines themselves, forgiveness is only an
emotional transaction, the value of which cannot
be expressed in terms of earthly life at all, and
the reality of which cannot bo demonstrated until
we leave the present world. Is such a dootrine
true ? we ask, and the divines answer, “ We feel
it to be true, and that emotion fills our hearts
with joy; but for the outward evidence of its truth
we must wait till we enter heaven, when, not only
the guilt and power of sin, but all its consequences
as well, shall have ceased from troubling us.” We
firmly hold that such a doctrine is at once utterly
false, and frightfully pernicious in its effect upon
character. A Christian is a person whose wrong-
doing no longer counts against him with God. He
is forgiven and accepted in ths Beloved, and he
is, in consequence, serenely happy, be his character
and his deeds what they may. However much he
may deceive and defraud and injure his neighbors
daring the week; on Sunday he can kneel down
in church or chapel, saying, “ God be merciful to
me a sinner,” and be as happy as the angels before
the throne, being able to start another week with an
emotionally clean slate. Alas, there is no more dam-
nable and damning heresy, nor any lie that has done
half as much to retard the progress of the world.

J. T. Lioyd.

The British Yalhalla.

“ Aux grand hommes la Patrie reoonnoissante.”
— Inscription on the Pantheon.

“ Let the sound of those they wrought for,
And the feet of those they fought for,
Echo round their bones for evermore.”
— T ennyson.

“Westminster Abbey or glorious viotory” was
Nelson’s word in action. Yet when the time came
the little admiral was not carried to lie in the royal
dust of Westminster. St. Paul’'s took him, eagerly
as ever an ancient church took the wonder-working
relies of a saint. Yet the Abbey is the more vener-
able building. Apart altogether from its religious
aspect, it is richer with historical association. It
is the last resting-place of many famous men and
women, of every rank and creed, and of no creed,
and every form of mind and genius. It contains
the bones of Charles Darwin, one of the greatest
of scientists, whose august name towers over the
other celebrities buried there. One name alone sur-
passes his; bat only a statue represents William
Shakespeare, whilst his dust makes Stratford-on-
Avon the central spot of the world’s idolatry.

The Abbey is to England what the Pantheon is to
France, what the Yalhalla is to Germany, what Santa
Groce is to Italy. Yet, owing to elerioal prejadioo, it
is bat an imperfect and irregular commentator of
greatness. A building from which clerical hostility
excluded Byron, Shelley, Swift, Pope, Gibbon, Keats,
Burton, Swinburne, and Meredith, whilst many of
small and no fame sleep within its precincts, hardly
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deserves to ba regarded as the Mecca of the English-
speaking race.

Westminster Abbey bolds the dost of St. Evremond,
a mere rake and man-abont-towu. It immortalises
such actresses as Anne Oldfield, Susannah Gibber,
Hannah Pritchard, and Anne Bracegirdle. It throws
a halo round the memory of John Broughton, the
prizo-fighter, and sanctifies the bones of Mrs. Aphra
Behn and Tom Brown, two of the sauciest scribblers
in the language. The Abbey should be the Valhalla
of our greatest dead. If we except about a hundred
of real eminence, it is crowded with the tombs of
what Shelley calls “ the illustrious obscure.” For
every eminent name inscribed on its monuments,
there are a score of nonentities either interred or
commemorated within its walls.

It was Nelson’s wish to be buried in the Abbey, but
neither for him who made the world resound with
the splendid tumult of his deeds, nor for Wellington,
the victor of a hundred battles, was room to be found,
for the Abbey must find space for the bones of its
own dead clergy, and sometimes of their wives.

One marvels at the monuments which meet the
eye. The cenotaph, justly raised to the Earl of
Chatham, which proudly declares that he “ was
worthy to rest near the dust of kings,” is jostled
by the colossal monument to three of Rodney’s cap-
tains, doubtless worthy individuals, but possessing
no claim to such extreme honor.

This work of supererogation was long thrown in
the shade, however, by the prodigious mass which
commemorated the peaceful death of Admiral Tyrrell.
Hard by rests Sir Cioudesley Shovel, “ wearing the
eternal buckle of a long periwig.” Tyrrell and Shovel
were brave men; but what is to be said for Gsnerals
Fleming and Hargrave, who never heard a shot
whistle in anger ? Hargrave was one of the richest
men of hia day. The clergy, who imagined that Isaac
Watts, Mason, and Shadwell were very great posts,
had no scrapie in honoring this military nobody.
Hargrave's burial roused muoh indignation. The
monument was by Roubilliao, and when Oliver Gold-

smith saw it, he said, “ I find in the Abbey memorials
erected to several great men. The names of these
great men | forget, but | remember that little

Roubilliao carved the tombs.”

Some of the insoriptions, too, are in had taste.
The caustic remarks of the great Daohess of Marl-
borough, as she gazed on the epitaph erected to
Congreve by the second duchess, with whom Con-
greve had been very intimate, might have been
uttered by Thackeray. The epitaph alludes to the
happiness and honor the second daochess had enjoyed
in her intercourse with Congreve. “ Happiness,
perhaps,” scornfully ejaculated the Dowager, “ but
the less we say about honor the better.”

To place the Abbey on a level with the ever-
extending wants of a great Empire, it should no
longer be the private property of a prejudiced and
purblind priesthood. The Abbey should be the pos-
session of the nation. A narrow and sectarian body
is by no means a fit judge as to who is worthy to
rest under the Abbey's time-honored roof. The
clergy admitted Dickens and Longfellow, both of
whom were Unitarians, and excluded scores of men
who were Freethinkers.

Indeed, it would be well if the people knew their
famous men better, and praised them with their due.
It will be well for the children that they hear about
Herbert Spencer, who took all knowledge for his
province, and of Sir James Simpson, whose great dis-
covery concerning chloroform has soothed the pain of
millions, no less than the stories of the lron Duko
and the little Admiral. Few people know in what
battle Sir Philip Sidney died, but all children should
know that he gave a cup of cold water, brought for
himself, to a poor nameless soldier, who was dying
beside him.

It is well to remember that the sculptor is not the
only artist whom we oan call in when we would
commemorate a great man under the anoient roof of
Westminster. There are monuments whioh are
more enduring than brass. A few inches upon a
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wall, room for the carving of a few words,

great man may have his memory handed down 1l ~
undoing sentence. Who is better remernbere™f
St. Paul’s, the Bsa-captain, with his tons of 1°
ing allegories in marble, or Sir Christoph®r
the architect, with his few words of Latin?

At Westminster should be written the I
history of a_mlghty Empire. Here Shouwnggrﬂvl
nered the mighty and the noble dead.
present regime the Abbey’s sculptured glories
their shade over the tombs of unknown clei
and their wives, whilst many memorials are ex
There is n

Citizens #

by reason of religious prejudice.
for it but to Bupplant tho clergy.

demand full freedom in the National Valha. *
new day has dawned for Freethinkers, an“. jo®
legal shackles have been removed. And E&al fij
dawn there stands the petticoated, clerical " m

the new _day—flgures emblematipgg«
ancient tale of wrong and of a night that isr
Mimnbbmo»

The Land of Rubens and Maeterlin™"'»

(Concluded from p. 620) _
Iti 1899 a scheme of Proportional Repressn{&ba.
adopted in "Belgium, whioh has now beén m Uy
vion for over fifseen years, aod has oons gy
refused to realise the ideal results confide ~jet
pected from it. The new system favors
organised parties. The smaller semi-inaep™.™ ]
groups, in order to escape annihilation, were jjticy
in some instances, into alliance with °” ei ,0pbi8
bodies with votes to spare. A few P*1 ~ te
Conservatives who had severed themselves  a

Clerical Party were amo the most
""" 1 i‘dp‘b‘ff%‘ﬁ%?gg%teﬁw. This
group almost disappeared as soon a3 the ney ijj

was put into operation, and, in order to sarVial
the struggle for political existence, they wer® $
palled to return to the Clerical fold. Agai°>”" D#

Liberal Party, which had previously broken Joi
the Doctrinaires of the contending schools) sc
evolved a progressive wing under the skilfm un-

ship of the orator, Paul Janson, had now on r
native save political combination. Under <«
tional Representation, unity is essential
and the quandam ant_agMonists sank their 3w
in the interest8® of W Even t h e eOE
Socialists to some extent joined hands 7a ~u°Qiet™
of 1912, particularly in Flanders, where to0
outnumber all the reformers combined. , § tE
But even the Clericals have consolm%_ Il\él
forces under the pressure of tHe new %t AT
party, however unprogressivo it may
enjoyed unbroken power for thirty years» 19
to develop diVérgent ihterests irﬁlnﬁgﬂﬁ‘ K934
its own ranks. Prior to 1899 the Christian t.
or Demoorats, had severed them&9ives P :
offioial Catholic Party, and in Flanders pfop(Ag]
\ere promising when the advent ot 0cL
Representation almost™  ended their
existence. The warring sections within *
group itself are owmlg kept Withiln owe fl
treugh the pressure @xeriad Hy an ndur
whioh favors the organised party 10
expense of all revglv fxoiw the sules In00 60 ? |
incontinently exaoted by men who/aliel”~J t
and pretensions of the Ghurch abave a~o b
Those of us who recognise that al ~ jji> A
ohanges ever accomplished in the W0 o9
brought into being by minorities, an nored
tiny minorities, are loath to _p\a?(Qy Iko<gteC
powers in the bands of mere major»X®86 O\i ~c*
lativo vote which formed part of goGilfr ~
Board system enabled supporters of itos,
tion to become members of the B° jsb* ef([}
unquestionably have failed to secure™ ~
been possible in any separate borong
votes for one candidate. If ft ~
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,f. a8 system of Proportional Representation
;.C* would really secure the representation of
% « 8 *kat are °” erw*e swamped by the
;eil&fi party vote, such a soheme would be warmly
by all real lovers of freedom. But from
it j~dpoint the Belgian plan has proved an un-
ilrand* failure. It is merely a party ticket
Jfment. Theoretically, men of independent
«Nj.N'ght be returned to the Chamber, as outside
i 88 Rre M'S~™le f°r election. But, unfor-
¢ Heen years' experience proves that the
*ko electors confer their votes upon
£ ates wk°8e names appear in their par-
fofar party lists. In other words, the mass of the
ars reocrd their suffrages for the candidates
b? «>e Official parties. The people’s repre-
S Ma are selected for them ; they do not select
p rePresentatives.
W b? onwar”s>the two leading parties have
“lg 80 literals and Clerioals. The liberation of
was accomplished by the two parties acting
5dfi 6r ani”™ as a result Coalition Governments were
°e Coring the fifteen years that followed the
0. 10n of Leopold 1. In 1846 the truce was
ge Q and from that date until 1884 the two parties
3800 e country in turn. From 1884 to 1914,
\ p6r> Clericals remained in power ; but when
"‘ax °PeaD ™ ar be8an ™ Belgium, like
Qiit? an™ mor0 recently England, formed a
iit) .°n Ministry. The present Belgian Govern-
V nr”~ea the foremost representatives of both
Tre Gra*an” Socialist Parties.
i"UOWer™  Clerical Party has an economic as
%6GBa ™ e°logical basis. Directly or indireotly,
i“th'®*8~ 0 greatest property owner in Belgium.
Te® GMformation, Catholicism has been supreme.
8tim oonlialne a handful of Protestants, who
Vv ty ee™lers from other lands, and a small
Hioi ~GW8, ~ha native Belgian is either a
8tns °r a “cchhinkor, while nearly all the women

ke[

ke a’r thn tKoMB of th& priest. W& highly
w ifTQand icister circumstance “ has had the
Consequence, that on various occasions

Qo«gwthe recurrent franchise dispute, Catholics
N gani™oste” women’s suffrage, which Liberals
8ba Mava rejected.”
rEspects the moderate Liberals are little
setpj&utemporisera and trimmers, but they have
£ ¢ C ie2liBs service in opposing the tyranny of
\Vfig G, In eduokkiddal matters. The advanced
“1ttrj " e tho genuine philosophical Radicals of
(,ptera England, are consistently anti-olerioal, and
Dij ~J° g0t the root oif the diseasa. Xbe
itt the Socialists, who return the detes-
full measure. Young Belgium has long
S * 2 4 the perils and dangers of the Black
of ~?0a* We in England can form no concep-
NV * t Catholicism means where the Church
i'etoenOrfal. Thg ieSson has been learnt in all the
cesi'r UPaE 00mes of century-old experience in
1 -pfn, Portugal, Italy, and ether Catholic
b j B®tban classes in easy circumstances in
% 8sPip Q8 to Liberal Individualism, and view
> o, * W the ever-widening extension of State
(LaMaj.Q @ reoent developments have led the
N r~ista®Oepfc *n somG degree the theories of the
NMo31Qj Liberal Party is a Walloon group,
S/ H sr? Httle progress among the Flemings.
the fates deoide that the future of
H&°0(l j, 0 IP°0 committed to German control, there
>((>6L ?a®ons for tho belief that Flanders will
h~ta ta™ »«to line with the Radical and Socialist
A> ~ roral population is intensely 6uper-
Hp* 0 them tho aoademio dootrines of the
. ~N@° appeal. They require more solid
J‘"',>4*t0e\ liberal table will provide; and there
O the Socialist evangel is not alfco-
mp» gf f~ among them, despite the solemn

[\VAN *eir spiritual pastors against the
s°% 03 of the Red rebels. What has
N U o~ shire may be repeated in Flanders.

s the English cotton couqty returned.
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Tories to Parliament, and the orthodox Liberals
were constantly defeated. But instead of pursuing
tho normal conrso of political evolution, the electors
began to ponder over the Socialist gospel that was
preached to them, with the result that a very large
percentage of the Labor members have been three
times returned with large majorities for consti-
tuencies that were either chronically Conservative
or which swung with the pendulum as parties rose
or fell.

In addition to her many other shortcomings, the
Churoh in Bslgium has proved herself the uncom-
promising foe of all educational progress. Until the
late ’'eighties, the Clerical Party thwarted every
attempt to improve the lot of the propertyless
classes. A few cf the more gensrous and enlightened,
and some of the astutest, Clericals were constrained
by the industrial troubles of 1886 to devote some
attention to social reform. In consequence of this,
excellent social legislation has been enacted. But
most of the reforms were designed to benefit the
agricultural and peasant population, and to tighten
the already fast grip in which the clergy hold the
Catholic countryside.

In 1894 the Socialists appeared for the first time
in Parliament. The extended franchise enabled
them to elect twenty-nine representatives, many of
whom aro men of very exceptional ability. In
Belgium, Socialism and Co-operation coexist. The
wonderfully successful co-operative stores form the
basis of friendship, propaganda, and—abovs all—
monetary assistance. And these influential organisa-
tions are oertain in the long run to prove stronger
than the Churoh societies to which they are opposed.
In their conflict with the Clericals, the Liberals depend
more on the Freemasons’ lodges. One extraordinary
outcome of religions and political oleavaga in
Belgium is that Catholics and Liberals very rarely
enter into private friendship, while the Clerioals and
Socialists aro almost invariably social as well as
religious enemies. “ The separation,” writes Mr.
Rowntree, “ extends to cafés, gymnasia, choral, tem-
perance, and literary societies ; indeed, it outs right
through life.”

Freedom to teach in schools was granted by the
Gonstitntion of 1831. The Church assumed oontrol
of primary education, while the Government con-
cerned itself with University training. Shortly
afterwards the present University system was estab-
lished—the two State Universities of Liege and
Ghent, and the two “ free” seats of learning, the
Catholic University at Louvain and the unsectarian
academy at Brussels. In 1842, an Education Aet
was passed into law, under which every commune
was bound to maintain a school in which elementary
instruction was to be free. la the event of one
sohool proving inadequate, outside agenoies could
provide further schools. Grants were made by the
State to the communes to enable them to compen-
sate the outside agenoies—usually the Church—
which supplied the additional teaching. In the
State schools, the Catholic faith was to be ex-
pounded. This branch of learning was entirely
controlled by the priests, who were at liberty to
enter the schools “ at any time” to assure them-
selves that Catholic theology was being properly
taught. The priests were also given the power to
eontrol moral instruction, and had the right to ban
any reading-book that did not please them. This
scandalous system lasted for thirty-six years.

Discontent manifested itself when the Liberal
statesman, Rogier, advocated a system of adult
schools in 1868. Rogier was willing to permit the
priests the same privileges in the projected adult
sohools whioh they possessed in the primary schools.
But ho failed to carry the Cabinet with him, and he
was compelled to resign his leading position in the
Ministry. With Rogier’'s retirement, the Liberals
were to some extent freed from the Clerical incubus;
and ten years later, when tho Progressives were onoe
more in power, Frére-Orbau asserted the rights of
the State. His Education Law of 1879 turned the
priests out of the sohonls during sohool hours, denied.
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them all control over secular education, and made
the teaching unseotarian. Theologioal lessons might
still be given in the public schools, but only before
or after the ordinary hours of attendance, and
facilities for the accommodation of the clergy were
to be furnished. “ The adopted Catholic schools
lost their rights to grants, and the communes could
no longer adopt them.” The influence of the cleric-
ally controlled communes was weakened by the
creation of a Government department of Public
Instruction, which now assumed complete control.

This mild reform maddened the clergy. Naturally
enough, the number of Clerical schools had been
decreasing for several years, as the priests wsre
supreme in the schools maintained by the State.
As usual in times of trouble, the bishops were busy.
They promptly published a pastoral forbidding
parents who desired to escape everlasting torment
to permit their children to attend the godless schools.
Teachers and inspectors were threatened with tem-
poral and spiritual penalties if they continued to
carry cut their duties in them. The parish priests
labored incessantly to provide Gatholio schools, and
tbs superstitious population seconded them in their
efforts. Sheds, stables, and inns were taken ever,
and new structures were hastily raised. The clergy
did not pause at damnation in the next world. In
their pulpits they fiercely recommended—

“ the boycott of Liberal tradesmen and the eviction of
Liberal tenants ; while every known Liberal was refused
absolution and the sacraments, besides every form of
temporal assistance........ The Pope, Leo XIIl.,, was ap-
pealed to by both sides, and affirmed his desire to
mediate ; but as all the concessions which he suggested
were to come from the Government, Frére Orban lost
patience with him. and withdrew the Belgian Legation
from the Vatican.”*

The fury engendered by this conflict would, in a
more religions age, have led to a sanguinary civil
war. The State scheme was wrecked, all true friends
of education were embittered, and the Catholics
failed utterly to secure anything approaching in-
struction in their improvised schools. As a result
of the reaction that now set in, and in consequence
of the disgraceful electoral laws, the obscurantists
returned to power in 1884. The new Education Law
was immediately repealed, the worst features of the
old system were restored, and the Clericals abused
their powers as only Clericals can. Serious disturb-
ances occurred in all the leading cities, and fierce
fighting raged in the Brussels streets. The com-
munal elections took place a little later, and the anti-
Clericals wen such astonishing victories that the
King was driven to intervene to compel the worst of
the reactionaries, Woeste, to resign. But the
Clerical Government refused to modify the law.

Instruction in Belgium, though free, was not oom-
pulsory. Many thousands of Catholio children never
saw the inside of a school. Probably ten per cent,
of the children never attended, and the irregular
attendance of the remainder made the elementary
system little better than a farce. In the schools
themselves, the influence of the priest tended to
lower the standard of effioienoy. Needless to note,
the worst illiteracy in the country is to be found in
Catholio Flanders. According to Mr. Rowntroe’s
careful inquiries made on the spot, it is a fair deduc-
tion that over twenty per cent, of the entire popu-
lation can neither read nor write. In the Walloon
districts, where the Clericals have been kept in
oheek, the percentage of illiterates sank to 11-75 per
cent. This applied to Brussels, Antwerp, Liege, and
Ghent. In the remainder of the country, “ the
returns from the Walloon communes showed a per-
centage of 17-34, and from the Flemish communes a
percentage of 84 69. The illiterate percentage of
people over forty in the Flemish communes was
5810.” The Clericals have been very influential
everywhere ; but in those parts of the country where
their power was supreme in all things, both secular
and religions, the ignoranoe of the people is most
profound.

* Ensor, Belgium, pp. 178, 179.

THE FREETHINKER

October 3 1015

Freethought pressure has wrung some oonctfs3
from the Clericals. Despite the inflexible aw
of the Gatholio Woaste, the Government was
into the adoption of compulsory education. n
an Act of 1918, this reform was effected,
teachers must now pass a Government exacnina-

In the face of great difficulties, the Balg'ans
made considerable progress in recent times- n
reforms are still imperatively needed, but j
that progressive spirit in the paople which
ultimately secure the redress of the grievances a
which they suffer. When they have shaken o s
priests and discarded the shifty politicians, PI0®
is bound to be made at an ever-inoreasing PacO'].dx
us trust that Belgium will be permitted to w°r %
her own salvation as an independent State, ti
from the country now afflicted, with its n «
destroyed, its land laid desolate, its children ~ N
rorised, and with its cities shattered, may ar“ &
emancipated nation, which may once more s®
a beacon to all oopressed peoples aspiring to

T. F. PASIR
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The Break-up of Europe; or, Chri®s i
Revealed.

L

Between war and peace, between love and hate, tiiere <

half-way house. re «

"Twas never merry England since gentlemen” C&&' [k

The present Euro-Christian outburst of sacrifice

balisra has already lasted a year. Most likely 1 ~gors' y
another two at least. The higher civilisation, tha Sl
titoniby, Mina plreaty joWiked 8 Heath by hoplliess 1 i aP
moans of spikes stuck at the end of poles, or destroy 6Sja
marred for life by other means, soma twenty ro”’*0 jos"
miserable dupes. The humble believer ought to L
at the fruits of his philosophy, which teaches

beings are *“ perfected by suffering,” and Indey’ R
shedding of blood there is no remission of sins. nt |
the man-God he worships said plainly that ho ﬁeréﬁe
come to bring peace, but a sword.” Everything, .,

is for the best in the best of all possible worlds® b,

God has gone on “ educing good out of ill ” 1°a8 @ijgft

may look forward to a millennium where nothing = jpr;
empty ibarracks, mifitary Rying-madhines, E%HHQFF{)\— om
and sizes, explosive bombs and bullets, aspbyxia * ?,j C
inflammable liquids—and nothing else. Tbe~rr~o jtel
levdiciot tw sttbviifinial veridiioaliichiu will have-,n .«Qg o
eff and ita dupes along with it in ene grand w got
fire. What I wish to point out here is that the *y it"J
tain duration, and the methods employed to ¢ it
render it perfectly logical and legitimate from 1U* ~
Euro-Christian standpoint; at any rate, to des o,
and children of both sexes and of almost any chq siji
Qusiglas it may gp en another two years, as nﬂﬁn)’@% ;
sixteen years of age ought to be killed as , tfi® i(;
because they will be ready to serve in two

if left alive, will only help to prolong tb e ~ ~ ead™.;.
therefore, it is only “ highest mercy in disgniso”®

to a “ better world” (it could hardly be a wors? ibd
But as ne one kaows how Jeng tHY1A3r may'Tac 0

is true of boys of any age, and also of the ma i,Nc¢ftf
these Christian reptiles and cockatrices
therefore, all women arrived at puberty aD €0 f

should also bo put to death. Nature made w

petuate the species, but Christian love and du y”~y o0 »
and loving-kindness now renders it imperative
themselves to turning out as many instruments™ ~ ip
possible. This justifies their extermination

well as that of their murderous little fraterna Of
Tf the Germans—canlocate-acart?iW§ ractory.j|jOn,~
girl graduates” turning out cartridges by “B® -jin

to blame the former if they dispatch a Y
the latter to smithereens ? .

The Socialists, with their usual stupid ed.
discovered Ve panaeea; kU is Une nation grcijij w p
arrangement, rendering the nation and the” of
same thing, justifies wholesale extermina’\jjO iiee
nation. It is, in fact, impossible to draw g
the civilian who directly or indirectly Prenfv,0 I
to B # deeds,” HWd ¥AB aBdhmEs WHB UE " o ¥
thema When this Saaialist mll]ﬂﬂmum" Inyu* wr
Euro-Christian brats will bo born pickel-n*" th&tfet P
can walk, and “ thinking in continents” bo[ co»3
and the nation’s enemies may very proper

v



Qctober 3, 1915

»ERopor place for them is the end of a pike or in
ti; veaa |1 do not write this to approve of Christian
n ZV “hve," bnt to demonstrate that, logically carried
4,ji ®vhised” warfare is a contradiction in terms, and leads
idch = kack Pr*mitive sacrificial cannibalism from
Bt li BPrang- You cannot serve God and mammon,
i.f fn war and peace, between love and hate, there
" Db half-way house.

W. W. Strickland, B.A., Trim Coll., Cam.

Acid Ds'ops.

Is not John Bull's strong point, in spite of its

b StecerR deliverance on God and the soul. And in a
< ‘he retirement of Mr. R. J. Campbell, the writer
WI1j ’'h seems, to illustrate what we have just said. He

Win? OR"8 M*- Campbell on his “ rare courage” over the

campaign, and adds, that while it was a hard
tacll.s victory was his,” there being no doubt as to the
: service rendered to intellectual religion in the end.

titl °* kno where Mr. Campbell .has over dis Iayed
H M#”a%l & knew that He had Hll ewef—s-pr
- Theology preaching which was really very old-
Q5 k heresy—and that B Kiliiy T&OUpie was o ity
4,tche body which could not be interfered with by other
Maa S APart from this, we do not know of a siDglo
cause that Mr. Campbell has ever championed, or a
S t s - « , movement that has ever commanded his
=iry WPP°rt- He has always been in receipt of a good
% ulte h -S eaS" rQan” es* courage when there is an
% g hacking large enough to prevent one from experi-
'%(&zany serious damage. Real courage is shown when
faui B*ial ostracism and poverty in defence of an idea
5it a ' and while we cannot say whether Mr. Campbell
we do say that his career affords
Rs presence

mi(3°8v tVCampbell having gained a victory with his New
it tlat is certainly not the case. He soon ceased to
je™ -aud one was bound to assume that he could not

IMiptifPP°8'*on- Here, for example, is Mr. Campbell’s
ox a of tine Bible God..in..the. early.days of his New
"Th afQPa™ n- We seem, ho said, to have two god3 :—

dtn,? ®&st R asort of an old woman who made the world
Wevii cf aS-~ough he expected everything to go right, and
#s plan misery to mar the work of his hands. Bnt he laid
v@Q so badly that the whole scheme went awry, and
Mil y8 ~een 'n mourning ever since.
rvin' lam sare- forgive me for the seeming irreverence
witf ~ at *kat God is a fool. And the other God—or
Podh. 1 the other face—is not much better. This other
'Sdiled i 'rePared a bed for tl
CUaiilth3 r'shteoas wrath. He has made it big enough to
»nlegfI®3I™hole rRce, and into it the whole race will have to
*®erjna ‘hey repent in time and avail themselves of the
a6for W °h he has graciously inflicted upon someone
t theol 6+ benedt....... Thia is a hateful sort of God which
MU °Slans have made in their own image, and | hope
°n be dead and buried.”

" a further expression from tho same sermon :—
* a-B yon doing, sitting up there on your sapphire
the ,i Jetting people come into this tortnre-cliambar
V&ty anf ad tidings of your marvellous love? You have
1> haVQd We are starving. You can see, and we are blind.
iMwhat °/nn'P°tence, and we are crushed by pitiless fate.
If, awin °nt that bell of yours? Ought you not to be in
» “°f R- yonrself? Bah! You are contemptible, you
> than?’8and Bord of Bords, if you have nothing more
3tes ‘hat you will accept our penitence and remit our
, trust a We are dead’ tf we only believe! | would

el St Own humanity than your divinity.”
bVJd bat “~derstand these expressions shocking religious
tcaders of Mr. Campbell’s sermons cannot but
VS-wa he grad-u-ally--reve-rt_e(_j to a more orthod(?x
o *s at present anticipated that he will

“ter the Church of England.

Vfj.fiulj a

$0 PMpg 3a”s that “ it required a rare courage to flash

p B v Thon ‘“e °td>°W story.” But they wore all

VtN\vau Paine near a hundred yoars before, and

~t»elrént etnan who flashed them long afterwards
pa:d for his trouble.

Su

®y also says that ho was misunderstood,

VvV MY ARJi@eonted ” for these opinions. What a per-

gthoa ary running into four figures, twq motor
PPlause of the ladies.
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There seems something rather peculiar about the following
case, the only particulars of which we possess are in the
subjoined report published in the Daily Mail of Sept. 22 :—

“ | cannot allow a man to give evidence who cannot taka
the oath,” said Mr. Ingleby Oddie, to a witness yesterday
while presiding at the Westminster Coroner’s Court.

“ Repeat the words after me," said the coroner’s officer.

The Witness : Yes.

Bay : “ | swear.” —Yes.

Say the words : ‘‘ | swear.” —Yes.

Efforts to make the witness read the printed words from a
card were equally fruitless.

The coroner decided to dispense with the man's evidence.

But however peculiar may be some of the features connected
with the case, one thing is clear, and that is the coroner’s
declaration, “ | cannot allow a man to give evidence who
cannot take the oath.” This is the second case in London
within a very brief period, and it is high time the Home
Secretary stopped these gentlemen, dressed in a little brief
authority, setting the law of the land at defiance. The laws
of this country give a witness the full right to affirm if he
chooses to do so, and it is simply monstrous that a mere
coroner should take to himself the right to negate those
laws with a consequential “ | cannot allow." One of thess
days this impertinent assumption of power will occur with
a witness who will insist upon his legal rights, and then, we
fancy, there will be an unpleasant surprise for these
Solomons of the deadkouse. Meanwhile, we would ask
whether the Home Secretary is content to remain a silent
partner to this treating of English laws as mere “ scraps of
paper 7 ? .

Miracles do not happen, but a contemporary professes to
have discovered one in a most unexpected quarter. The
article is headed “ The Miracle of Lloyd George.” The idea
of a successful solicitor being a “ miracle ” is sufficient to
cause the resurrection of the twelve disciples.

The merry birthday of the Man of Sorrows is not to bo
disregarded in the fighting lines, and a leading newspaper is
collecting subscriptions for supplying Christmas puddings
for the soldiers. Among the subscribers are the Bishops of
London and Rochester, the Dean of Lincoln, Canon Rawnsley,
and other Church dignitaries. Let us hope that the clerical
subscribers will not insist on giving a tract with each plum
pudding.

Pre-eminent saintliness and extreme cruelty often go
together. We read that St. Dominic was thrilled by an
intensely evangelical passion for souls. When he drew near
to any town or village, he wept over it. His sweet com-
munion with the Lord was broken only by sleep, which only
visited him when he was completely exhausted by his
anxious vigils. Yet St. Dominic is usaally regarded a3 the
founder of the Inquisition, the most savage and brutal insti-
tution the world has ever seen; but it is certain that,
whether he shared in the atrocities of the war against the
Albigenses or not, he remained the friend of Do Montford,
its intrepid and bloodthirsty leader, to the end, blessing the
marriage of his sons and the baptism of his daughter. The
truth is that Christian zeal hardens tho heart, and renders
possible the worst horrors of persecution against unbelievers
and heretical Christians. Christianity is, of necessity, the
most heartlessly cruol of all religions.

Even the Church Times for September 21 admits that the
Dominical ideal is not congenial to the temper of our age;
but it does not occur to our ably conducted contemporary to
add that this lack of congeniality is due to the decay of
Christian zeal. The twentieth century is more tolerant than
the twelfth simply bocause it is less distinctively Christian.
In proportion as humanism develops, supernatural belief

declines. Tho Augustiniau doctrine of sin and redemption
was bound to materialise in something like the Spanish
legnisition.

The Church Times does not often mince important matters,
but speaks out with all plainness. In a recent issue, it
sorrowfully confesses that never was there a time, perhaps,
in the history of the Anglican Church when the average
preacher did his work so badly as he is doing it just now.
The confession is doubtless true; but behind it i3 the un-
deniable fact that the proacher, as such, is a greater non-
entity than ever, now that people are beginning to think for
themselves. Who ever goes to church or chapel primarily
to hear tho Gospel preached ? The Gospel is out of date ;
it is the orator, tho man of outstanding and magnetic per-
sonality, or tho cunning trickster who has learned well the
high art of playing to the gallery, it is such a man who is to-
day the popular preacher. Such a preacher will always
have hearers, because the majority of people are always so
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easily gulled ; but the Gospel, in itself, has lost its attraction ;
it is now quite dead and unheeded because the living belief
in its truth is a thing of the past.

Gold is a snare, and wealth but a burden. All the more
honor to Kev. G. B. Hadow, of Warminster, who carried till
the day of his death the burden of £94,031, and the Rev, J.
Spovart, of Bournemouth, who cheerfully faced the snare
offered by £34,722, and only with death turned his back
upon it. Such shiniDg examples are object-lessons to the
ungodly.

Sir George Birdwood, in a letter to the Times, suggests the
reissue of the coin known as “ the angel,” with figures of
saints on the reverse side, in order to counteract the
“ Atheistical ” teaching of our Board Schools. There have
been no “ Board Schools ” for many years, so Sir George’s
“ angels ” will not be wanted.

What quaint ideas the clergy havel *“ It is not enough to
say to your children, IThou shalt not,” and to suggest nothing
positive,” says the Rev. Charles Brown. Yet Brother Brown'’s
“ God ” worded his commands in that way, and we tremble
to think where the reverend gentleman will spend eternity.

The National Brotherhood Conference has passed a strong
resolution against Conscription, and some strong remarks
were made concerning the newspaper crusade following com-
pulsion. One speaker said, “ The press gang wanted to
introduce the press gang again.”

Christians are trying to get what comfort they can from

the present War. Alderman Wilkins, speaking at the
National Brotherhood Conference, said, “ Almost all the
British soldiers had been Sunday-school scholars.” Just

so 1l And they show their love for their enemies in exactly
the same way as the non-Christians.

Archdeacon Wilberforce, speaking at Westminster, advised
Ilan ever-increasing economy in luxuries and even in neces-
sities.” It will be difficult for the poor curates and poorer
organists ; but the bishops might start the ball rolling.

We hope to notice at some length— so soon as opportunity
offers— Mr. Balfour’s just published Theism and Humanism.
There is no need for hurry ; and the subject is not likely to
lose its interest on account of a little delay. Meanwhile, we
desire to say a word or two on a review of Mr. Balfour’s book
by Mr. Harold Begbie in the Daily Chronicle of September 23.
Mr. Begbie appears to have heard one of the lectures which
make up the volume, and although he “ tried hard to follow
the lecturer,” had finally to give it up. This we can quite
believe. Mr. Balfour, whatever be his faults, certainly
possesses intellectual ability, and we can easily realise that
a presentation of the case for Theism from him would over-
tax Mr. Begbie. He would be more at home with the argu-
ment as presented by Dr. Dixon or a Salvation Army con-
verted burglar. Mr. Balfour wouldn’'t come down, and Mr.
Begbie couldn’t get up. That seems to sum up the case.

But on reading the book— or, to be exact, and to quote
Mr. Begbie’s own words, “ the book of these lectures is now
at my side,” which does not guarantee a reading, still less
an understanding— he has realised the fact that Mr. Balfour
believes in a god. True, Mr. Balfour's god is not Mr.
Begbie’s god ; but that matters little. It is a god, and any
sort of a god is better than none at all. It gives Mr. Begbie
hope, and he repeats—in reviewing Mr. Balfour— exactly
what he says in writing of “ Burglar Bill's” conversion.
And his unconsciousness of the incongruity of it all is enough
to earn for Mr. Begbie the title of the Charlie Chaplin of
the religious world. Thus: 1If there be no God...... there
is something to be said for the German gospel of brute
force ” ; “ Consider what would bo the state of Europe if
Christ had debated the existence of God ” ; “ Use your
reason, your reason only, and you must believe in mind” ;
“ The march of the human race is towards God ” ; “ Atheism
is only possible to the fool.” And so on, and so on. The
same thing whether Mr. Begbie is reviewing a philosophical
volume or writing advertisements of the Salvation Army.
No wonder Mr. Begbie found himself, when listening to Mr.
Balfour, “ wondering what in the world he was driving at.”

“ Use your reason and you must believe in mind ” 1 But
who on earth disbelieves in mind ? We wonder whether it
is a too severe tax on Mr. Begbie to point out that the
question of the nature of mind is not the same as whether
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mind exists. Perhaps Mr. Begbie means by “ mind,
But in that case, what becomes of the example of J®
whom, he says, never debated the question ? “ Tb@&B g
the inescapable faith of rationalism,” so that

people appear, somehow, to have dodged the inescap ,
and Mr. Begbie ought to add this to his list of mira
More, as “ the march of the human mind is toward®
these same millions must be marching away from the P
they are making for. And as the race begins with a a

ini

versal belief in God, the problem becomes more Paz
still. We had better, perhaps, give it up, becans s
“ Atheism is only possible to the fool,” it would be 9

sing to believe that the number of fools in the wotW 8 i
larger. Only one alternative theory offers itself.
that Mr. Begbie is determined that the atheistic fool seH
not have the world to himself. There are other Richmond
in the field.
. . : not g° O

A little girl, having been told that she would to
heaven if she did not behave better, replied: “ I've ¢ jbo
the Zoological Gardens, and I went to the Hippodrom
other day; | really can't expect to go everywhere.’

.bya

A woman sentenced to three months’ imprisonmen s
London magistrate, asked the Almighty to strike the
gentleman dead. Religion is such a restraining power-

By a packet of his mother’s letters in a breast-po® e’ g
life of Private C. Murrell was saved at Gallipoli, tbe
diverting the shot. Had the soldier been saved by a P
Bible, there would have been a lengthy moral.

The Young Men’s Christian Association is rapidly”’jy,
the patent medicine proprietors in the race for P jj¢e
Oue of the advertisements asks that remittances ® peta-
forwarded to a certain Royal Highness. Won'Qxesfich
Andrew, and the other longshoremen stare at tbe soDp

It was surely a slip of the tongue on the part of Nete
deacon of London to tell his St. Paul’s hearers ,, anjjfit &
are those who are devout but not honorable. _
insulting reflection upon God, who, we are led to 10 ~ &
them reverent, holy, pious, but neglected to make <
able, truthful, honorable. In his very next BeDupoo
¥Bu. Xiii }0Ithes vmiowes the whole iesponsibility
Divine shoulders by saying, “ God make them not les

but more honorable.” Poor old God of the Char
his all-crushing load of accountability !

Ch'1

Dr. Jowett, of New York, says that ‘‘the belie™e” a{

Jesus is to be distinguished by his buoyancy - Os
“ the man whom nothing can sink,” who is “a Jaye":8°
top of circumstances, their master and not their 8 gt®
that when the spirits of others are sinking he bea fi Y
and lifts them up by his own unquenchable aDytbid
worst about this glowing description is that it 1 nj
but true. Dr. Jowett loves to deal in byperbol0 .g
latives are his constant delight. Simple trot opP°’®
him. In the present instance, the truth is " fjati»0\!.
of what he says. Taking them as a class,
adigd, hod for cheerfunbnegss, but far their sor.r -r dejeCa
their contempt for the present world, and ta puds}
outlook upon life. As Hawthorne metaphorica”™”s”?,
“ crossbones, scythes, hour-glasses, and otbe.r. j, th®7 #
mortality ” are the things for displaying wh*
chiefly distinguished.

From the Observer of September 24, 1815 «Tei

“ The common bellman gave notibeein Stain K D\pgfy
week, that the wife of------ Issey was then a«  toal*r
Inn, to be sold with tbe consent of her husba . rv%
inclified to buy'her Mike oRiTy bidder WaR Uer ™ yg £Vt it
offered 3s. 4d. j this degrading custom 6ee bligati°n
received by the lower orders as of equal o
most serious legal forms.”

And in Christian England, tco 1

Professor Kirsopp Lake, of Harvard Um* te;>
the Churches to “ translate their message 1 u0% &P

to day.” There is no need. Tbe collect*O
languages.

The Catholic War Correspondents of tbe -el#
very' v el-u-st-neus—m—wr-a—t—a—ng—puﬁ*?é’lf'or the|r (t;pn@.w\\//
of them—reecertiysaili thalt There-whfe 2 Ai
for France in the Trenches.” This *BS orjest8 !
geration, for there are only about 30,000 agal ¢S st-

and only a percentage of them are of 13, actia®
majority of these are non-combatants aB

chaplains.
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To Correspondents.

's Honorarium Fund, 1915.—Received from March 15 :
acknowledged, £150 5a. 10d. Received since :(—

, o.—gorry we cannot find space for your lengthy cri-
"Osmof Dr, Licorish’s recent article. If you could put your
SJ? °f view with greater brevity, we should be happy to
t Nshit. While we are on this point we may say, for the
i °* *Tser correspondents, that letters intended for pub-
cstlonmust be strictly to the question at issue, and also of
P —uie length. Otherwise we are quite unable to publish.
'Warwick,—R eceived.

,*Bright—Your chief complaint seems to rest on the fact

leading men in the Freethought cause ” do not mix
alir  with their advocacy. We have already said that in.our
M ‘ion this is the wiser course to follow, aud the vast majority
j reefffinkers appear to be with us on this question. This
| snot, as a matter of fact, prevent their taking a very keen
~tinall sorts of political questions; and, generally, we

* fkeir freetbinking helps them to a saner view of political

than might otherwise be the case. We fully appre-
eyonr own very warm interest in Freethought, but we
eron a question of policy.
correspondents are warned that we take no notice what-
ndnymous communications. They only serve to fill

i >a—We quite appreciate your remarks. The man who
jai,"*10r* to conduct a Freethonght journal must be a pretty
H 9Z™ sort of a fool, and his anxiety would not be a bad
fil6 0* Eis inability for the work. We can understand a
Jff hajhng it necessary for him to do so—but that is a quite
etent question.

Tf an—Always pleased to hear from our readers in the
s des. Driving Freethinking soldiers to Church Service
Ot 6 'n aocor<T with the Christian spirit, although it is

of* Wery likely to convert them to a more favorable view
J great lying creed.”

0i.5131SN— Will try and find Bpace for your communication in
J, £ “extissue.

68 Glad to receive your appreciation of Keridon's article.
tqQ ?.ee with you that his indictment of Huxley’s fatuity was
I q too severe. It is a case of save us from our friends.
Waa just before the sinking of the Lusitania that

Wentan Eatl “ Why fear death? It is the most beautiful
fit ®e that life gives us.” We would much prefer to

3t in the company of a man who could say that
Hnx a lime, than with one whose mouth was filled with
Kiy, | 6thiage-

'I''oo r ICKLAND—T hanks for copies of the Buddhist Review,

hgt Sr We are well acquainted with that publication. We

Jiao*»,. iT6 Western races are rather better than your
<p““WBwould indicate. Other things in hand.

79  Didsbury is not the only place in which, as a town
'ger, the attendance at church decreases

~e'la would suggest that you approach the Glasgow
cGnn ,°°’ety on the matter. We are not on the spot, and
titter expected to give an authoritative opinion on local

fitin P> .We feel sure that the Committee of the Glasgow

elke,. gladly co-operate in any direction that promises
I5*C  ° it9 propaganda.
E®COOl|:_rY>Limited, offloe is at 62 Farringdon-street,
Secular Society's office is at 62 Farringdon-street,
E.C.

“H °* 1118 National Seoular Sooiety in connection
~otilfl valat Eorial Services are required, all communications
rSloa, eaddressed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Yance, giving
% s , °tlce aalisible-

1~ Arr,0r tbe Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to
t v~doo-street, London, E.C.

> 1 fitg °11CT18must reaoh 61 Farringdon-street, London, E.C.,
A,SBJu B Tneaday, or they will not be inserted
,> < h8 Bend us newspapers would enhance the favor by

BHBr e . Passda t6 whioh fhiéy wish 08 ® eall attention.

rtp 'tetaturo should bo sent to the Shop Manager of the
ditof688' 61 Earringdon-street, London, E.C., and not to

will bo forwarded direot from the publishing
th s PraatlT Part of the world, post free, at the following
htha. 2?a'§j-—0ne year, 10s. 6d. ; half year, 5s. 3d. ; three

Personal.

S
o Ot OthD® rea”™ a n'ce ar™°~° on Bradlau
Yier of my coelleagues in last week’s vee-

tCelf - = RAH written %Y MbeH BR tMB stbyject
Aht ?r the last quarter of a century that |
ICV 4 8t>ould like to read something fresh from
0,H]y peQ with at least the charm of novelty, and
é3t0er Othing more; but | was disappointed.
11 arn referring to written artioles, and not
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to outdoor lectures, with wbioh, at my age, | cannot
be expected to be concerned. Perhaps the silence about
Bradlaugh’s birthday was due to the fact that this is
a time of war and he was a man of peace. He was
always for peace and always against war. It is war
that rules and fascinates the world to-day, but peace
will have its day again, and Bradlaugh’s name will
shine again as one of her bravest and most loyal
apostles. His service to Freethought can never for
a moment be eclipsed, and some day his real bio-
graphy will be written with a view to his position
as the greatest champion of Freethonght in the nine-
teenth century. What exists in print about him at
present is not so much biography as materials for
biography. The biography of a great man is rather
the work of an artist than a chronicler. 1 do not
know if I shall live to see it, or who is going to write
it, but the man will arise and the work will be done,
and the world will be the richer for the new life of
one of its most indisputable heroes. 1 can do no
more in this brief space than introduce Bradlaugh to
the younger generation, and | introduce myself in
relation to him in my Reminiscences of Charles Brad-
laugh, whioh | believe is still in print (or soon will
be) and whioh has won the praise of some good
judges. *oOokL*

Mr. Balfour's Gifford Lectures for 1914 have been
published. They are on the subject of “ Theism and
Humanism.” | have not read the book yet, but I
lectured in reply to it when it was first published at
Glasgow as a report in the newspspere. | have read
enongh of Mr. Balfour to know that there is nothing
in him, except a somewhat graceful academio style,
which gives a wonderful charm to many illiterate
people. Mr. Balfour may have improved with years,
and as he is a champion spokesman of conservatism
and reaotion, I may notice his book if I come across
it without trouble.

It is strange how few review copies of books o
good standing are sent by authors or publishers to
Freethought journals. George Meredith used to
send me his volumes of new verse. He was far
above tbe prejudices of his profession, if 1 may call
it eo. He knew that | read him myself, and that an
introduction to other readers from such a critic was
not unpleasant. | have been offered pounds for the
volume of poems he sent me when | was in Holloway
prison for “ blasphemy.” Meredith sent it to me
personally, with an inscription in his own hand, and
the good old Governor, himself but half a Christian,
let me have the volume. It is doubtful if Meredith
sent out half-a-dozen copies of that book in all to
friends and reviewers. So said one who should
know, the late Mr. Bertram Dobell. It was a rare
distinction, and | hardly need remark that it is not
for sale. * ok x

I have just received the August number of tbe
Examiner, Christchurch, New Zealand, edited by my
old friend and colleague, W. W. Collins, formerly of
Birmingham, and now upholding the local flag of
Freethought as the organ of the New Zealand
Rationalist Association. The front page opens an
article by Mr. Collins himself on the deoision of
the three judges as to the Bowman Case in the
Court of Appeal. He congratulates the Freethonght
Party on this tremendous measure of progress, and
ends by a reminder which ought not to be needed:—

“There is something peculiarly fitting in the fact that
the Secular Society, Ltd., which will benefit to the
extent of some £10,000 by the decision of the Appeal
Court was founded by Mr. Foote, who himself suffered
twelve months’ imprisonment for doing wbat ought not
in theso days to bo treated as contrary to public policy.

At such cost aro such victories won ! For tho price of
Liberty is eternal vigilance— and Sacrifice.”

I thank Mr. Collins for his tribute, but | shall be
much surprised if the legacy realises £10,000 or
anything like it. * ok K

The future of the Freethinker will soon be occupying
my attention. It has weathered many Btorms, and I
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suppose my imprisonment for a whole year was one
I never saw it during the

of the worst of them.
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whole of that time except surreptitiously, but kind
and devoted friends looked after it in my absence,

and

it was going strong, with a balance at the

bank, when they handed it over to me on my release;

for it had a larger circulation by the circumstances
of my absence, my martyrdom giving it a big adver-
Its subsequent diffi-
culties and dangers are too numerous to relate at
present, but it has held its own in spite of them all,
and has proved its immense vitality as the organ of

tisement throughout the world.

what George Meredith, in a letter to me, called “ the

best of causes.” ook *

We have weathered the War so far while scores of

other papers—some of them “ advanced ” enough—

have sunk and perished.

has been in such excellent hands meanwhile.

My recent illness must
have entailed some disadvantage, though the paper
Some

of our readers have been killed in the War, and will

never cut open the pages of their dear old Free-
Others are still in the fighting

thinker any more.

lines, or on the ships at sea where Britannia still

“rules the waves.”

through sheer consequence of

terrible War.

poverty in
We were bound to suffer

A number of poor readers—alas
and alas'—have had to drop their weekly copy
this
in these

ways, but it has not been as heavily as might have

been expected.

Nevertheless, we are not the Times,

and our circulation is not that of John Bull, and we
had reason to tremble when our cost of production
was shockingly increased. Unlike so many Christian

employers, |
employees’ wages.
the same money as ever, and for the same work.

did not find relief in reducing my
Every man working for me ge'ts

bear all the loss, being the bloated capitalist of the

And now |
“ the end of all things.”

enterprise.
Lord Rosebery calls

am threatened with what
I have

just received another notice from my paper-merchant,

and you know what that means.

but I am going down. And, then,

Paper is going up,
the Coalition

Government, with pooled salaries (I'll pool, especially
with the bishops) has descended upon me (with a lot

of other people,
postage in my poor, struggling office.
do with the Freethinker in these circumstances ?
the subscribers won’t pay a little more, |

I admit) and abolished halfpenny
What am | to

If

really,

believe | shall have to carry the paper round myself.
Anyhow, joke or no joke, this problem has gob to be
met, and our conclusion shall be notified next week.

Meanwhile, |

beg to say that | cannot run half-a-

dozen different subscriptions in the Freethinker. The
one fund whioh has shown any ability to stand on its

own legs is the President’s Honorarium Fund. It

is

a fund quickly dealt with and may easily be used in

support of whatever may be immediately required.

* * *

Some months ago | announced that a medical con-

sultation had decided that Mr. Keir Hardie required
at least six months’ rest and retirement to enable

him to enter public
breakdown.
parable. Ho never returned.
last (September 26).

as an extravagant one. Mr.

life again after his nervous
Unfortunately, his breakdown was irre-
He died on Sunday
I commend this to the atten-
tion of soma who have talked about my own illness
Hardie courted the

Churohes in his later years, and professed to belong

to one of them himself, but I

political and social

else. But this is certain.

a Freethinker.

Branch of the National Secular Society.

faith.

discovered a more profitable one. 1 do not

have heard that he
was never a Christian at all, exoept as a matter of
convenience, just as Napoleon
(Heaven save the mark!) was a Catholic at Paris, a
Protestant in Switzerland or Germany, a Moham-
medan at Constantinople, and anything else anywhere
Hardie was brought up
His father and mother were members
to the very day of their doath of the Glasgow
He had
the impudence and ill-taste to blame them publicly
in after years for bringing him up in tho Seoular
He had found it stand in his way, and had
like
saying this over a man’s coffin, and there is a certain
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truth in the proverb, Speak no ill of the dead.

as Renan said, truth is higher than politeness, ey
in the presence of death. With Mr. Keir Hami
political and social opinions | have, of coarse,
concern in the Freethinker, and being neutral in
great battle of a future life, | wish him well where?
he has gone. He certainly devoted his life in jt
main to the good of his kind, as he understood
and, even if he sometimes failed, this is a ca35a
which the intention must be allowed to count

the deed. q Foot®L

Sogar Plums.

Partly because of the difficulty of obtaining halls forleC
turing purposes, partly because the public mind was B
with the War, the Glasgow Branch of the N. S. S. b»* '
lectures last autumn and winter. This autumn the Sod '
has, very wisely, we think, decided to resume work, aD* ,m
Cohen opens the session with two lectures on October
After so long an interregnum Glasgow “ saints” Sﬂo&ll@ &
gather in large numbers, and even the general pub" .
hail the lectures as an agreeable break in an eterna
of war messages.

pti

Mr. Cohen lectures to-day (October 3) before the n
Union, Abertillery, Mon. Tho lectures are afternw
evening. We hope there will be a good gathering of
-'ree~hinkers and Christians— particularly of the latter.

We are asked to announce that a “CommemW®"",
Professor B. S. Beesly,” the well-known English - ¢
will bo held at South-place Chapel to-day (Octot}%cdt
4 p.m. We very gladly do so, and we trust
meeting will be in every respect worthy of the
Professor Beesly did good work in his time for a D »
of advanced causes, and it is well that those who rem%
this should place the fact on record, and also introduce
a newer generation. Conservative interests always
to bury the memory of the reformer, and very °~??.b38
complete success. At tho South-place meeting a, ,nl
will be given by Mr. Frederic Harrison, Mr. R. Applflo
and Mr. S. H. Swinney. Admission is free.

Last Sunday was “ Bradlaugh Sunday,” and wear
to learn that a number of speakers, both in London
provinces, made the life of that great Freethinker
for their lectures. At Birmingham a special fane
held at the Market Hall, and speeches were (ig]ehve’\ -

this WesJ
number of those who were present. All Freetinnk*
gxeszew@itihgr, bud we would mxgiesa upon » f Wv U

jiji

Nt

N
50
0"
fight against the great superstition that it was

purpose of his life to crush. _

East End Freethinkers will please note that on
Thursday, September 30, the weekly Branch mQ0.ja-fu
be held in Earlham Hall (Room No. 12), Earl 7/l
Forest Gate, at 8 p.m. Friends and inquire
welcomed.

It clears print something wonderful,” exclaim0“ Liir

“and of late, for want of power to do anything tw
sunk Bownto reading the mewspaper, andeOL(‘jndto° i
interesting. 1've had a good dash at the or 1+

'tis curious to see that fighting was just a3 (F~d$el
in Old Testament days as it be new. The on gfjghvr
is that then they always knowed which side * {1330
afore they went to war, and now wo never kno ” jjfo”
wards. If the Almighty took the same pleasIl~

%@ He done in Israel, we should just W

earth.” -Eden Phillpotts, The Whirlwind.

PRAISE INDEED.
It was in one of the Southern States of
eachor wished to introduce to his flock a br°" rct ~
who had made quite a reputation in his own “* "i3J 3
“ This notod divine,” said tho home Prea®
de greatest men dat ever lived. He knows 0 ao0Q
ho can do de undoable, and he can unscrew d°

eric9j
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loos Freethinkers | Have Known.—IX.

Touzeau Parris and W. W. Collins.

ﬂfnRa’\er the famous trial of Mr. Bradlaugh and
erli annt tor publishing the Knowlton pamphlet
N aled The Fruits of Philosophy, in 1877, 1 had
¢.Pleasure of meeting Mr. Touzeau Parris, another
TetnBajshed Freethonght lecturer. He had taken a
N fv e part in assisting, in various ways, the two
561 an*S*n this action, and | remember him telling
Hn °W wtlen he went to the house of Professor
Fawcett to serve a subpoena upon him to
Ck*s aSa witness, the blind Member of Parliament
ID™ tts0 fireplace and put his bauds behind
In  that the paper should not be served upon him.
te 00 circumstances, Mr. Parris did not serve
*rFPa;na, as bath Professor Fawcett and his wife
unwilling to be called as witnesses.

(e g™, years later I beoame more intimate in my
0 L with Mr. Parris, and he used frequently
come to tea with me at my humble abode in
sey. At that time he was in business on
senr’H? aecoun0>in a fairly large way, in Spa-road,
rij jioo town hall. When he came to see me, we
PIlititQ dl8cass nil the great problems of the day—
hojjCal’ 8°cial, and religious. He took a particularly
i NOw of things generally, and was very inde-
aayp in his criticism, very rarely agreeing with
I* that was in, or out, of power. On religion
dl «.* extrcmely well-informed, having read nearly
111010 important wor&s on the subject, from

hdj every point of view.
stohD® tte years | knew him | never inquired
kew1Searly career, but | understood from him that
‘Bthatfriot,t the same age as Charles Bradlaugh, that
*' 00 was born about 1832 or 1833, and that he
?een a Unitarian minister before he came over
Fitp f; réothangiht huovdiviting el tagk his place
Seth* 1 *8a<NDg advocates of the day. The veteran
‘ffltn *UKO=Mr. W.-H—Maorrish, of ‘Bristol, who knew
S>savi3 wOen he was aboy and went to school with

6 belie w”en y°uiaS Parris grew into manhood
JjW [ \?a bhat became a printer, and subse-
Htof @ bookseller’'s shop at Clifton, near

Jthi’ ~ere he sold advanced publications.

p fiaA bbci'e can be no doubt whatever that if Mr.
S j * CTer a bookseller, he sold books of a very
iP8of ,20ara°ter, and saturated his mind with the
3. j A 8 leading philosophers and thinkers of his
h' Har = n°b °ftOn have an opportunity of hearing
JW(m IS lecturepecause, iR the @ng;i%'Ué daya

]~ on Sunday myGelf that i could not get an
tNvej jr bo go and listen to a colleague. When,
ptiiig j r-Parris leotured in London on a week
dp 0Oy Otnbraced the opportunity, and on more
j Kkjt °°casion | had the pleasure and privilege
«A bhe chair at his meetings. He was a
b «?, b]JaOme man>°b medium height, with a long,
.V a beard. His eyes were large and pene-
It On ko had a commanding platform appear-
v~ 9CG.e °f his lectures impressed me very mnoh.

against God an Impossibility,” and
*9 ebistr Wibb an elaborate series of arguments
CeHy abion8) alike powerful, apposite, and con-
% edHedi“her very interesting lecture of his
1 UAirina, a°ts about the Bible worth Kaowing,”
A &I@Eﬂf useful information not often given
it M, jj*urera on the subfjeot. As far as | reraem-
CAgrillr|s never had a public debate, and did
~9 @Qato fa*th in their utility. In faot he wa3
*aQtacher than a lecturer, more of a student
tW Hem °~ergialist. He could see some truth in
HsAhip +°b belief and uabeliefj aind he thoughd it
MK'bibtiT.jby to explain their origin and evolution.
9dis9 Heyj. to lecture so long as he was abl —
\ N tiA 0d his tiihD &0URlYy to buBloessl
VvV naato °ae day he met with a serious accident,
V a ' Ab 8 death.
Btho.~lQker and reformer he witl--be-romem
0 Who knew him and heard him for many
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a long day; and | am glad to write this brief sketch
of his career to try and keep green the memory
of one who worthily upheld the banner of Free-
thought when it required courage and earnestness to
walk side by side with the warriors of a noble cause.

William Whitehouse Collins.

It is many years ago since | first met Mr. W. W.
Collins. Long before he ever thought of going to
New Zealand, | paid a visit to Birmingham and
delivered a lecture on the subject of “ Salvation,”
with special reference to the brilliant effort of Colonel
Ingersoll, entitled “What Must We do to be Saved?”
I should think it was about the years 1881—2, and
Mr. Collins did me the honor of taking the chair.
I don't know what he thought of me on that
occasion, but I know that | thought a good deal of
him, and for many years afterwards | watched his
career as a lecturer very olosely.

Like Mr. Parris, he came to sea me on two or three
occasions, and we discussed together the prospects of
Freethought in this country. Mr. Collins and | ware
about the same age; we were born in the same year,
1855, though, | believe, in a different month. He was
born at a small place called Harborne, a suburb of
Birmingham. Upon leaving school he was put to his
father’s business—that of a designer and die sinker,
at Mary Ann-street, St. Paul’s, Birmingham. A friend
of his tells mo that young Collins, having the artistio
temperament, soon beoame a most efficient craftsman.
His great speciality was floral designs, and his minute
knowledge of botany enabled him to produce mar-
vellously natural results — beautiful leaf effects.
Together with his friend *“ Ignotus,” they became
immersed in the Synthetic Philosophy of Herbert
Spencer, and read together First Principles, Biology,
and other works of the series. Indeed, the study of
philosophy beoame such an absorbing study to young
Collins, that he put everything else aside, even to the
business of his life—that of a designer. He joined
the Freethought movement in Birmingham, and soon
began to deliver lectures at the Temperance Hall,
Temple-street, which proved so successful that he got
invitations from various provincial societies, and,
finally, he came to London and leotured at the Hall
of Soience. | heard him several times. One of his
most successful efforts was a lecture on “ The Design
Argument,” which was a most powerful and luoid
presentation of the case from the Freethought stand-
point. Thi3 lecture he issued as a pamphlet, and I
find that it is still in circulation, and advertised in
the list of publications sold by the New Zealand
Rationalist Association, Christchurch.

In 1884 young Collins became a speoial lecturer of
the National Secular Society, and he is proud of
the certificate he received on that ocoasion, signed
“ Charles Bradlaugh.” For some years W. W. Collins
continued to lecture in this country, until an invita-
tion from New Zealand attracted his attention, and
he went over to try his hand in a new oountry under
more favorable conditions and with greater soope for
the exeroise of his talents and ability.

In Christchurch, New Zealand, he ha3 since
achieved considerable success, bath politically and
as a Freethought lecturer. He is the editor of
a journal called the Examiner, which he has kept
afloat for over nine years uuder very trying con-
ditions. On Sundays ha gives lantern leotures on
“ The Story of the Heavens,” in answer to th9 erratic
American evangelist, Pastor Russell; and also at
Everybody’s Theatre, illustrated science leotures
on “ The Story of the Earth.” | regret to learn
that his health has suffered severely of late on
account of his strenuous labors; but 1 sincerely
hope that he has quite reoovered ere this, and that
he has many years of useful life before him.

Arthur B. Moss.

In my early days | constantly made the foolish supposition
that conclusive proofs would change beliefs, but experience
ha3 long since dissipated my faith in man’s rationality.—
Herbert Spencer.



Jesus on the Stage—IIlI.

A Lecture delivered in Chicago by M. M. Mangasarian.
(Concluded from p. 621.)

Neither did Jesns have what we might call “ the
malady of the ideal ” which haunts all great souls.
He was devoted to no great issues, such as political
liberty, free government, universal suffrage, woman'’s
emancipation, or the problems of labor, education,
slavery, war, race prejudice, the fight against disease,
the intellectual enfranchisement of man—not one of
these mighty issues commanded his sympathies. To
save his own followers and glorify his own tribal God
was the extent of his ambition. 1 really think the
players in the Oberammergau performances make a
great mistake by exaggerating the role of Jesus in
history. An oven greater mistake is to dwell so
much upon what they call “ the passion of Jesus.”
The idea that a god could suffer pain is too absurd to
deserve consideration. If Jesus was a god, he was
perfect, and pain is a defect; if Jesus suffered pain,
he was not a god. An infinite being cannot afford to
be in trouble. Men have died from worry, and worry
might kill a god, if he were susceptible to it. But if
it was the human in Jesus that suffered and groaned
with pain, then, as already shown, the sufferings of
Jesus appear slight in comparison with the unspeak-
able tortures endured by mere mortal man through-
out the ages. To weep over the imaginary sufferings
of a god is to shut our eyes to the heroio sacrifices
made by man for conscience’s sake.

The figures, characters, and scenes of the Passion
Play are modelled after famous paintings in the
European galleries. The most impressive spectacle,
for instance, on the Oberammergau stage is the List
Supper, whioh represents Anton Lang and his twelve
fellow actors breaking bread and drinking wine in
commemoration of the Lord’s Supper, and is copied
from Leanardo’s famous painting of the same subject.
Likewise in the descent from the cross, the entomb-
ment, the resurrection, etc., an attempt is made to
produce the masterpieces of Bernini, Van Dyck, and
Raphael in the art galleries of Europe. The man
who impersonated Christ during the last performance,
Anton Lang, submits to a make-up behind the scenes
which suggests to the spectator the picture of Christ
before Pilate.

In this connection, it is worth noting that, though
Jesus was a Hebrew, in not one of his pictures in the
galleries of Christendom is he made to look like a
Jew. Being of Jewish parents, it is highly probable
that Jesus had the features of an Eastern Hebrew.
Notwithstanding this, the painters invariably give
him the features of an Aryan. The portraits of
Jesus are made to order. Yet the liberty which the
artists have taken with his features is not even a
circumstance to the liberty the theologians have
taken with his teachings or character. Christianity
is as much the result of a process of acoretion or
compilation as the Christ portrait. The theologian
made his Christ, even as the artist made his Jesus.
And as we have positively no way of finding out what
kind of a looking man Jesus was, we have no way of
knowing exactly just what were his teachings. The
Italians painted Jesus to look like an Italian, the
French artist gave him the likeness of a Frenchman;
in Germany, Jesus has the features of a German;
and in Russia he is painted to look like a Slav. A
Christ with Jewish features in Russia would not be
tolerated. The history of the past twenty centuries
would have been different had Jesus been painted to
look like an Oriental Hebrew. In the same way, the
Christ of the Presbyterian teaches Presbyterianism,
the Christ of the Catholio is abeliever in the papacy,
the Christ of the Lutheran belongs to the church of
Luther, and the Christ of the Unitarian or the
Quaker repudiates all other sects and recognises only
Channing or Hicks as his true apostle. This raises
the question of the historicity of Jesus, upon whioh
I am not now going to enter except to say that it
would have been almost impossible to take such
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liberties with Jesus, his life, and teachings, hed re
really existed. While the portraits and oHaracher ~
a Washington and a Lincoln remain in essentials »
same, there are as many different portraits of
as there are schools of painting, and as many
ent Christian creeds as there are religious sects-
The Passion Play is given in three parts,
is first the prologue, which announces to the ani“le,ue
what is to follow. This feature reminds one of.
times when the real noting was supposed to®
place behind the scenes, and hence someone, gs
ally the Virgin Mary, ran to the front of the 8 .»
and announced to the audience what was hapPeB
behind the curtain. Following the prologue, @
the choir and the living tableaux. There are a
twenty-two of these, representing scenes from
Old Testament, supposed to have a bearing 00
Christ tragedy. " The Expulsion of Man from ~
dise ” is the subject of one of the tableaux.
supposed episode in the life of man, when he
turned out of the Garden of Eden, is really t“0 "
lude to the tragedy of Calvary. If Adam
eaten of the tree of knowledge, if he had not
to disobey God, there would have been no Cb£B' s
is the fall of man whioh made the atonement
sary. The liberal theologians who pretend
believe in Christ, though they have discards
fall of man as a mere allegory, hold a position o
seems to us very inconsistent. The sacri j
Christ is meaningless without the doctrine of or BYj|
sin through Adam’s transgression. We ma"j,na
have a kind of Jesus left, but if Adam goes,

must go too. . _.-se
Although all the actors in the Passion b-

Catholic, and the play is given in a Bavarian Ca

town in that part of the German Empire ~Llio

Catholics are more Catholio than in any ”~ao8gr
country, and although a priest is the stage-010
and author of the libretto, yet the play is so

and presented as to avoid offending any of t“0 . jj
Christian sects. It has been explained that N
done for the purpose of drawing an audience £ @
the religious denominations of Christendom- #j.
Catholics may have the true faith, but tbo jje
tants have capital, and it is capital that snppC*
Passion Play. If this is the motive, the
commercialism plays a great part in the prese ~ 1
of the Passion Play seems to be well founded-
promised to steer clear of that phase of my 8

In the Oberammergau performance, tbe &C]
Sapper, which is the holiest mystery of
is celebrated on the btage by laymen, whmh ,Mjjc

tion is difficult to reconcile with the Roman J-
attitude toward the “ Holy” Mass. n
tolerate the celebration of the Maas on a M-
by laymen ? And again, Anton Lang, rep
Jesus, asks his comrades, representing the &Y

to partake of the wine as well as of the brea * ctf
also is in direct violation of the teaching an“Jj,ic™ 1
of the Catholic Church. And, by the way» K
the Christian way of celebrating the

as it is celebrated on the stage or as it i0”™,rch vy,
in the church ? In the Roman Catholio Cb
priest alone partakes of the wine, giving ony
bread to the communicants. If that is
way, why do they have a different way in the fiJtj
And if the way the Lord’'s Sapper iscelobrat ~gt®'

Oberammergau stage is the right way, a jitifl
Church not follow that practice ? This is®  w,
tant point and we wish to press it homo- 1 js*f

the Communion is celebrated on the
according to orthodox dootrine, then it 19 arOb
on Christian teaohing, and the Catholio Cb°® f) -
be accuesed of double dealing. If, boV jgsij
Obsrammergau version of the Last Suppa™jfsfi3'
tural, then the way the Catholics oalebrat (
ohurch is a heresy. 0jjo3N
The soene in the Passion Play which 60 opP e
spectator is the one in whioh Mary, toe fVisl
mother of Jesus, appears on the stage- « K
pioture of desolation. The most imprO0Sa
about her is her loneliness. She has Al
wonderful son, according to report, but b
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her as his mother. She cannot go
and-safietowomen friends, “ Look at my
Drﬁ;ny son ! See the boanty of his face! Listen
nonsic of his words. Mark how wonderful are
He is my son—my son!” Bat he
oot let her call him son. He is agod. Sheis
my®woman How could a woman mother a god ?
it js very touching! A son become a god
. oms his mother. The grief of Mary, the ohild-
Mother, is superb.
'8 it not remarkable how, throughout the
rere Play. as al80 throughout the Gospels, Jesus
a™ re880s Mary as mother. He calls her
1f >Bat n°t once does he call her mother. Even
€ cross he looks down upon her, and addresses
& “woman.” And he could have made the
iea fragrant, if he had only, once at least,
% tnove<to look into those womanly eyes, and
~essed her as my mother !
if §-'ffe see Mary weeping at the oross, one feels as
g 8 8&onld b3 congratulated on the death of her
ir* . n§" for now, now that he is dead, she may take
Km!Q ~or arms, kiss him on the cheeks, and clasp
? i10r bosom, which she was not permitted to
@ <!le ho was alive. But | am not sure that any-
i "ae Oberammergau Theatre realised how great
jQ@ 7 ®aaguish of Mary, the disowned mother. Bat
Blhllas ~One joskio® t° Mary. She is now “ the
* eg*°f God” in all church calendars.
~other very beautiful scone, which is spoiled,
is that in which the woman @ives_her
rohief to Jesus with which to wipe his face
B j. oty is not in the New Testament, but be that
tw“ may> Jesus spoils it by saying to her, “ The
Wy r w'ii reward you for this.” What a pity!
"8 8 Ost VaV to a loving woman ! Must every-
i Nno N9
1hatf’\ wn’Qa/t\O{’Nee1 givp\)leagt of agreat play is to show
I]erOSre is something in human nature which,
w Averse circumstances, is provoked into
igp r Power and beauty. Wo are disappointed
QK?Br°w aud failure crush a man'’s spirit instead
oiQ KIg him stronger and braver. When a oat
AREDS @AMQ & bird we do not admire the aot as
~ abOt when we see the bird, with the help of its
ipo,,its claws and its throbbing breast, charge

~thoughts !

cafc to save its young, ah, is not that
o' It is not the courage of might, it is the
4® love that is beautiful. It is not the death

" bat the life of man—man struggling in the

‘Wi 3 and the tempest to keep his rudder true,
Bsublime!

Correspondence.

Darwinism and lamarckism.

T° tub bditor of “
Js!|a7rln

thb freethinker.”

rePly to the criticism passed by Dr. Licorish on
e. °f June 6 last, | wish to remark that | was not
rPosgj the respective merits of the Darwinian as
vSSMb? N0 Lamarckian theory of Evolution. My article
the v? " Science and the Bible,” and | was dealing
s Aof p ea °f Evolution as a whole, as opposed to the
oration, and not with any particular theory of
IO, 12 of species.
"@f'ak objects to my statements that, previous to
k 'hrv Dkero were plenty of hypotheses like Lamarck’s,
A 'la~ere only ingenious guesswork, and provided no
s ul ~at Darwin “ supplied the scientific proof for
¢t W j Dio philosophical naturalists in Europe were
L~<>Lé' hence his groat success.” I maintain both

ja ;*- B rieieey e R,
wt Abec cK advance for his theory that the neck of the
IL.k ( elongated through being continually stretched
" ., ™0 leaves at the tree-tops? Or, for his idea
vjgh ]6s.lost their extremities and became elongated
ILS ¢ aving taken up the habit of moving along the
j eakng themselves among bushes, and passing
%] Alt. i~ ow spaces ?
VAT~A~d.O lodd has remarked, in his Pioneers of
1 speculations on these matters have been
0 “ the museum of biological curiosities.”
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On the contrary, as Dr. Licorish himself remarks, “ un-
doubtedly Darwin succeeded in demonstrating the truth
of organic evolution; but he did bo, not by scientific proof,
but by accumulating a vast array of facts in organic life—
which appealed to the minds of the majority of intelligent
scientists the world over.”

Well, if Dr. Licorish prefers the phrase “ accumulating a
vast array of facts ” in place of “ scientific proof,” |1 do not
mind; it seems to me a distinction without a difference. |
think it would be difficult to prove that, prior to the Dar-
winian theory, “ the truth of organic evolution had already
taken hold of many minds at home and abroad, especially
France.” It would be nearer the truth to say that it had
taken hold of very few minds, and those, with a few excep-
tions, of obscure men. When Darwin published his theory
of the origin of species, it was'opposed by Owen, Agassiz,
and Virchow, who all believed in the Creation theory. Carl
Vogt and Sir Charles Lyell deserted the Creation camp and
came over to Darwin. Huxley and Hooker were sitting on
the fenc6, and at once came down on Darwin's side. To-day,
every scientist is an evolutionist— thanks to Darwin.

But, objects Dr. Licorish, Darwin was altogether wrong in
his theory of Natural Selection as the cause of the origin of
species, and Lamarck was right when he declared that
evolution, “ as regards animals, is brought about indirectly
through the needs or wants of tho animal as manifested in
species, not as in individuals,” and that “ without the trans-
mission of acquired characters there can be no evolution.”
He farther remarks that “ Darwin has become to many
evolutionists even as a Pope; but we Freethinkers need
neither a Pope in science nor one in theology.” True;
but why overthrow tho Darwinian Pope to set up the
Lamarckian Pope in its place ?

Apparently, Dr. Licorish imputes to me a desire to
champion every statement and theory propounded by
Darwin; but I have stated more than once, in these
columns, that if Darwin’s theory was disproved, the truth
of organic evolution would remain untouched.

As to the cause of variation and the transmission of
acquired characters—about which Dr. Lioorish writes so
positively and dogmatically—1 keep an open mind. The
very fact that the keenest minds in Europe are divided
into hostile camps on these questions, proves that there
is not a sufficient accumulation of facts at present to settle
them. That these questions will be settled sooner or later,
is certain; and when they are settled, those who have been

least dogmatic will have least to regret. w  Mann

If God Rules.

“ We plough the fields and scatter
The good seed on the land ” ;

Then priests begin to chatter
Of “ God’s almighty hand.”

If “ God” would do the ploughing,
And put the seed in too,

We would not mind allowing
Whatever praise is due.

If good things around us
Do not depend on work,
Then trust tho Lord, and thank the
All men can “ shirk.” [Lord,

“ God only is the maker,"
Of all things near and far;
He makes the wayside flower,
Ho makes bronchial catarrh.
“ The winds and waves obey him,
By him the birds are fed ” ;
And yet sometimes poor people
Drop dead for want of bread.

If good things, etc.

No thanks to thee, “ O Father ! ”
If things are bright and good ;
Thy storms, thy droughts, thy earthquakes,
So oft destroy man’s food.
Priests call this “ over-ruling,”
And say that “ God knows best,”
When rain spoils half a harvest,
And lightning blasts the rest.

If good things, etc.
“ Esee.”

“ Some day, perhaps, music will be international. Wo are
all trying to make it so.” What a dreadful prospect 1 It is
as benumbing as the harps of heaven, where the concerts
never leave off.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.

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

LONDON.

Outdoor.

Kingsland Branch N. S. S. (corner of Ridley-road): 7.30,
E. Burke, “ The Tyranny of Words, Dogma, and Formulas.”

COUNTRY.

I ndoor.

An Tillery (New Era Union): C. Cohen, 3, “ The Physiology
of Faith ” (with Special Reference to the Mons Angels) ; 6.30,
“ Is Religion a Disease?”

Sheffield Secular Society (Committee Room, Foresters' Hall,
Trippet-lane): 7, Meeting of Members.

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
Scarf-pin, post free in Great Britain, 9d. each
Exceptional value. Only limited number in
stock.—From Miss E. M. Vance, General
Secretary, N. S. S., 62 Farringdon-atreet, London, E.C.
N .B.—Note compulsory slight advance in prices.

THE LATE

CHARLES BRADLAUGH, MP.

A Statuette Bust,

Modelled by Bnrvill in 1881. An excellent likeness of the great
Freethinker. Highly approved of by his daughter and intimate

colleagues. Size, 63 ins. by 8] ins. by 4J ins.
Plaster (lvory Finish) ... 3/-
Extra by post (British Isles) : One Bust, 1/-; two, 1/6.

The Pioneer Press 61 Farringdon-street, London, E.C. ; or,
Miss E. M. Vance, Secretary, N. S. S.

All Profitt to be devoted to the N. S. S. Benevolent Fund.
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America's Freethoisght MowBpaPc?
THE TRUTH SEEKEK.

FOUNDED BY D. M. BENNETT, 1873.
CONTINUED BY E. M. MACDONALD, 1S83-1SwW
G. E. MACDONALD

L. E. WASHBURN - ” Editorial Costs""

Subscription Raies. » Q0
Single subscription in advance — — Vq
T wo new subscribers 50
One subsoription two years in advanoe — eStri

To aH foreign countries, except Niexioo, &0 cents per an? X6
Subscriptions for any length of time under a year, atin
25 cents per month, may be begun at any bine.
Freethinkeri everywhere are invited to tend for tpectmt
which are free.
THE TRUTH SEEKER COMFANY,
Publishers, Dealers in Freethought Books>
62 Vsss* Sirs**, New

« gA

Determinism or Free
By C. COHEN.

Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd"

I Ce7 and ab,e "Position of the subject *
only adequate light-the light of evolutW

CONTENTS. <l

I. The Question Stated.—1l. “ Freedom" and *“ wiU",'fee3
Consciousness, Deliberation, and ChoioA.—1V. Bormne
Consequences of Determinism.—V. Professor James on 3
Dilemma of Determinism.”— V1. The Nature and £
of Responsibility.—V 11, Determinism and Character*~ »
PraDlem m Reterminism.—bk4. Enviroament*

PRICE ONE SHILLING NR

(Postage 2d.)

EG

T he Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon-street, LondoUi

SOCIETY

(LIMITED)

Company Limited by Guarantee.

Begietered Office— 62 FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.O.

Chairman of Board of Directors—Me. Q. W, FOOTH,

/Secretary— Miss

This Sooiety was formed in 1898 to afford legal security to the
acquisition and application of funds for Seou'ar purposes.

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

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

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

The Sooiety has a considerable.number of members, but amuoh
larger number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be
gained amongst those who read this announcement. All who join
it participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of
its resources. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa-
tion that no member, as such, shall derive any Bert of profit from
ih Society, cither 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
iwolvb members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

E, M. YANCB,

but are capable of re-election. An Annual Ge*eroii S f
members must be held in London, to receiv
new Directors, and transact any other business tha

Being a dnly registered body, the Secular te

can receive donations and bequests with 2 m
Those who are in a positisn to Wo se . « , Aa,,. »
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Societys ,jeW
wills.  On this poind tihere need not be the slight " Tela o1
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests-

have no option but to pay them over in the or nr*
administration. No objection of any kind has go<B

connection with any of the wills by wbiob = g

already been benefited. .. B*ttc”
The Sooioty’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper
Rood-lane, Fenchuroh-Btreot, London, E.O.
A Form of Bequett.—Tho following is B - -0 ¢t
bequest for insertion in tho wills of testa- epaﬁ Yy

bequeath to the Secular Society, Limh”~""ueip*
" free from Legacy Duty, and | direct that a ,,;"t3>e

“ two members of the Board of the said Society ®
* thereof shall be a good discharge to taj ¢iP:
' said Legacy.”

Friends of the Society who have remember6 Sfei5

or who intend to do so, should formally N0 Xoirtf9Qe *ife
the fact, or send a private intimation to the L. Spo]~jd,
(if desired) treat it as Btriotly confidential- Ot 'Wjinjfe’
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes ge* ,dfll i@*
their contents have to be estabiiahed by oomPsi
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Mtional secular society.
{ President : G. W. FOOTE.
¢Miss E. M. Vanci,62 Farringdon-Bi., London, E.O.

Principies and Gfojacis.
B¢ S . teaches that conduct should be bas on reason
yA[ (0Ove3ge. It knows nothing of divine guidance or
,nc6; it excludes supernatural hopes and fears; it
.ypidoss as man’s proper aim, and utility as his
»“ &mee.
I'Vuatist? a® reea that Progress is only possible through
fgtjj w*ich is at once a right and a duty; and therefore
W u renjove every barrier to the fullest eqnal freedom of
(S ' acticn, and speech.

t declares that theology is condemned by reason
~ 8it Itious’ an(™ ~y experience as mischievous, and
& " the historic enemy of Progress,

tojj accordingly seeks to dispel superstition; to

W allon ; to disestablish religion; to rationalise
~aiai ' to Premote peace ; to dignify labor; to extend
'Well-being ; and to realise the self-government of

NNMg80? *s eDgiblo B3 a member on signing the
"l , §declaration —
aite to join the National Secular Society, and I

** admitted as a member, to co-operate in
Rg>aobjects.”

*«*

®si* -atlon should be transmitted to the Secretary

S'“hsonption.

“Met0-I* a mirs'maai °* Two Shillings per year, every

‘w18 left to fix his own subscription according to
8and interest in the cause

Immediate Practical Objects,
Mt gQ.Ration of Bequests to Secular or other Free-
Mox . *®&>for the maintenance and propagation of
Jiticg °Plnions on matters of religion, on the same
lotions *¢ Christian or Theistio churches or

Oi Blasphemy Laws, in order that
of f ae canvassed as freely as other subjects, with-
hinp 16 011 Imprisonment.

I>sindahlisblaent and Disendowment of the State
>Hboi;i- 8land, Scotland, and Wales.

“i"aL 10a °1 all Religious Teaching and Bible Reading
jjjHtate°r otilo2: educational establishments supported

al °1 all endowed educational institutions to tho
Abtoo °1 all classes alike.

f&rVOUOE alh lawa interfiing with the free use

Ar Pl ParPCXQoi culture and reoreation ; and the

Galjpy ol 87ate an”™ Municipal Museums, Libraries,

hjjHrta 1Qs
fo*, Marriage Laws, especially to secure
h~ty .°*.nnsband and wife, and a reasonable liberty

i Vi dwcef .
, 0 log8* Hiatus of men and women, so
bo independent of sexual distinctions.
§ticA'on of ohildren from all forms of violence, and

<\ i 6Ubn'l*boao who would make a profit out ol their

IW_glitin™ . o .
'm0 a all hereditary distinctions and privileges,
Ajy °d. *** antagonistic to justice and human

3ail,@.oni by all just and wise means of the con-
and v “or tBe massba °* *he people, especially
&=a°” e8>Whore insanitary and incommodious
A the Want of open spaces, cause physical
0_ aBo, and the deterioration of family life.
"iINV*8ujOa °* the right and duty of Labor to organise
As/®8alv,»", anGeconomical advancement, and of its
ihlatitat; tcc“I®n in such combinations.
» (A tteu°* idea of Reform for that of Punish-
~aQda, ont °i criminals, so that gaols may no

Ah ph° <Catalisation, or even of mere detention,
A ae Intellectual, and moral elevation for

?2V* *tiied with anti-social tendencies.

A 1 the moral law to animals, so as to seoure

A @G> tiOatmant and legal protection against cruelty.

'H ,vIbitr»f°* Peace between nations, and the snbsti-
NisMaiion (or yyai jn ujO aettlement ol inter-
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