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Priestly mummeries will last as long as there is a 
demand for them.— G. W . F o o t e .

Views and Opinions.

Scien ce  a n d  T r a d e .
It is really not much of a compliment to ourselves 

a® a nation that a sense of the importance of 
scientific knowledge and training should be awakened 
ooly in connection with the question of oapturing 
German trade. For some time the newspapers have 
keen busy with the topio ; the Daily Telegraph has 
Published a series of special articles from leading 
^en, and an imposing doonment, signed by a number 

eminent scientists, has been issued, calling atten
tion to our neglect of soience in commercial life, as 
^ell as in general affairs. Muoh of what has been 
Written is quite admirable; muoh of it— and this, 
°ne fears, applies to the general publio—misses the 
essential point. For you cannot create a national 
interest in soience by turning out a given number of 
commercial experts, nor by dwelling upon it merely 
8,8 an instrument for oapturing a rival’s trade. The 
application of soienoe may bring commercial suooess, 
“ at its cultivation will depend upon a love of soienoe 
f°r its own sake, and an appreciation of its uplifting 
value upon human life. A lively appreciation of the 
value of scientific research as an end in itself has 
nearly always been the condition of good scientific 
Work. * * *

Oür  N e g l e c t  o f  S c ie n c e .
It is undeniable that neither the people, considered 

as a whole, nor the leaders of the people, show, or 
nave shown, any great regard for the cultivation of 
scientific knowledge. Daring the nineteenth century, 
Wo have the authority of a late President of the 
British Association for saying that the amount ex
pended by the British Government did not exceed 
*1*200 annually. This was oertainly not because of 
enr inability to afford more. The explanation lies in 
lhe fact that no general recognition existed of the 
heed for Bpending more. To most people, scientific 
r®80aroh is a mere hobby, more or less harmless, but 

no speoial ooneequenoe. Had there been a general 
emand for a greater expenditure, it would have been 
erthooming. Governments rarely lead in such 
otters; they follow. The real leadership in such 

ases lies with those who have the training and 
oulding of publio opinion. Nearly forty years ago, 

^cekin said
I say we have dospised science. “ W h atl” you ox- 

claim, “ aro we not foremost in all discovery, and is not 
the wholo world giddy by reason, or unreason, of our 
inventions ? ”  Yes; but do you suppose that is national 
Work ? That work is all done in spite of the nation ; 
by private poople’s zeal and money. We are glad 
enough, indeed, to mako our profit of science ; we snap 
UP anything in the way of a scientific bone that has 
moat on it, eagerly enough; but if the scientific man 
pomes for a bone or a crust to us, that is another story. 
What have wo publicly done for science? We are 
obliged to know what o ’clock it is for the safety of our 
Bmps, and therefore we pay for an observatory; and we 
ohow ourselves, in the person of our Parliament, to be 
nnually tormented into doing something, in a slovenly 

1,804

way, for the British Museum; sullenly apprehending 
that to be a place for keeping stuffed birds in, to amuse 
our children. If anybody will pay for their own tele
scope, and resolve another nebula, we cackle over tho 
discernment as if it were our own. If one in ten thou
sand of our hunting squires suddenly perceives that the 
earth was indeed made to be something else than a por
tion for foxes, and burrows in it himself, and tells us 
where the gold is, and where the coal, we understand 
that there is some use in th at; and very properly knight 
him ; but is the accident of his having found out how to 
employ himself usefully any credit to ut ?

How mnoh improvement has been effected since the 
above was written is evidenced by the fact of a 
Government department— after war had broken ont 
— advertising for ohemists, with a University degree, 
at a salary of forty shillings and sixpence weekly.

* * *
P r o f it  a n d  L o s s .

That typical representative of average pnblio 
opinion, the late Mr. W. E. Gladstone, once pat the 
British attitude towards science in a sentence. He 
had been witnessing a series of very beautiful experi
ments conducted by Faraday. At the conclusion 
oame the inqury, “ What’s the use of i t ? ”  The 
query was deplorable, but characteristic. If, as at 
present, it can be shown that we are losing trade, or 
likely to lose trade, because of our negleot of scienoe, 
then it will be easy to work up a spasmodic agitation 
in favour of reform. But the insistence must be, as 
in the present agitation, upon the commercial value of 
soienoe. We must show by our ledgers that we lose 
by its negleot. And in that spirit we rush towards 
sure ruin. The cultivation of scienoe demands, 
not a keen nose for profits, but a sincere love of 
knowledge, an intense passion for disoovery. You 
cannot apply the methods of the ooanting-house to 
the laboratory without inviting disaster. Very few 
scientific discoveries have had any commercial value 
at first, nor have the great pioneers of science 
laboured to that end. And so long as a people allow 
themselves to think of soience from the Gladstonian 
“ W hat’s the use of i t ? ”  point of view, so long will 
they lose even the material benefiGs that soience 
brings, because they will have failed to cultivate the 
moral and mental temper which trne scientific 
research originates. * * *

Ou r  N e e d  o f  Sc ie n c e .
The position is really one of increasing gravity. 

The need for effective mental equipment, for the 
right mental temper, was never greater than it is to 
day. Everywhere we Bee emphasis laid upon the 
necessity for our maintaining a superiority in trade 
or armaments, it being forgotten that neither, nor 
both, can maintain national greatness, nor even ensure 
national security. Venioe could not maintain itB 
greatness by trade, nor Spain by its armies. Every 
nation to-day is bound to rely upon its brains if it 
would hold its own. The foroes of social life and the 
conditions of national competition become more and 
more intellectual, however material their form. 
Even war becomes more a matter of brains than 
muscle. Invention as applied to weapons and 
machinery, and organization as applied to the human 
material, foroes the conolnsion that in future the 
prize will be to the nation that has best organized 
and developed its intellectual resources. In this 
respeot the relation between human groups is re
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peating the leBsoa of the relation between man and 
the universe. Jnst as in the latter caee man owes 
his supremacy over the animals to a bigger anc 
better formed brain, so it is the nation that is best 
equipped mentally which can look to the future with 
the greatest confidence. Even on the lowest plane, 
our need of science is urgent; bat the condition of 
success even here is the recognition of the value of 
scientific research and of the scientific temper in 
both the moral and intellectual spheres.

* * *
R e l ig io n  a n d  Sc ie n c e .

At the risk of inviting a “  King Charles’s Head ”  
retort, one must point out that a very powerful 
obstacle to an adequate recognition of the value of 
science is the influence of established religion. It 
would, indeed, be remarkable if a religion that had 
existed for so long, enjoying so groat a prestige, and 
with so large an army of representatives possessing 
unique opportunities of getting the publio ear, should 
fail to create an intellectual atmosphere favourable 
or unfavourable to scientific pursuits. And there is 
no question that the atmosphere created by religions 
influences is wholly unfavourable to science. The 
opposition of Christianity to science is historic and 
undeniable. And when direct opposition could no 
longer be offered, every opportunity has been seized 
to belittle its claims and to dwell upon its limita
tions and its ineffectiveness. Even the present War 
has served the clergy as a text for their favourite 
thesis. Because in Germany greater attention has 
been paid to the general cultivation of science than 
in this country, thousands of tho clergy have seen 
in the War proofs of the danger of trusting to soienoe 
for national well-being. It did not, of oourse, suit 
them to recognize that the evil was not the develop
ment of knowledge, but its application to an un
worthy end. In all the thousands of sermons 
preached year after year, how many of them stress 
the importance of intellectual development ? Very 
few. The overwhelming bulk dwell upon the in
ability of science to deal with the valuable things of 
life, upon its failures, upon its fundamental im
potence. These are the things that the religious 
preacher notes with the greatest joy. He cackles 
joyfully that science oannot explain the origin of life, 
the origin of conscience, or the origin of something 
else. He dwells upon our ignorance with a pleasure 
that would be surprising were it not that one remem
bers how much his own position depends upon its 
perpetuation. The publio mind is so played upon by 
a orowd of professional obscurantists that it uncon- 
Boiously comes to think of its ignorance as something 
to be proud of rather than as something of which it 
ought to be ashamed. + * *

S o m e  Co n s e q u e n c e s .
Naturally, a public schooled in this manner pro

vides but scant encouragement for the scientifio 
worker. Still less is it likely to bring pressure to 
boar upon the Government so that it will eneourage 
scientific development. Naturally, also, there exists 
no general appreciation of the valuo of science as 
an agent in mental discipline and in the development 
of character. Instead of this, thero is spread abroad 
a conception of the scientist as a mere crank, of no 
special value to national life, and the cultivation of 
the “  What is the use of it ? ”  attitude cultivated by 
Gladstone. The value of scientific culture as a 
means of cultivating habits of accuracy in speech, 
carefulness of observation, impartiality of mind, and 
— above all—the love of a desire for truth, without 
any personal or ulterior aim, is lost. The value that 
might be oura as a nation from tho holding up as 
examples to the young of those who have laboured 
amid poverty and discouragement to place knowledge 
within our grasp, is lost. The successful soldier or 
merchant, the fanatical religious leader, usurp as 
ideal figures the place that should be taken by those 
who havo kept the lamp of knowledge burning from 
generation to generation.

— A n d  a  M o b a l ,
I have dwelt upon the importance of intolleot in 

progress because a recognition of this strikes me as, 
at present, our greatest need. I am not, however, 
blind to the function of feeling in human progress; 
I would only protest against its occupying the place 
of dictation. For whatever may have been the ex
aggeration in the famous generalization whioh traced 
all progress to the growth of knowledge, it expres
sed an important truth. For one may, in a broad 
sense, express the difference between ourseives and 
the savage in terms of mental acquisitions and their 
transmission. Each age discovers and invents; it 
hands on its discoveries and its inventions to a 
succeeding generation, and it is this accumulating 
mass whioh lies at the base of what we oall civi
lization. Strip man of this accumulated knowledge, 
and civilization would disappear. Nor would the 
moral feelings remain unchanged. They would de
teriorate, and that rapidly. For it is tho application 
of soience to life that makes even moral progress 
possible. On the unconscious side there is the influ
ence of inventions as applied to life, with improved 
sanitation, better medioal knowledge, batter built 
cities, eto,, as agencies that profoundly influence 
moral growth. And so far as these things are per- 
oeived as snob, we have the con3oious application of 
science to human betterment. Above all, soienoe 
enables us to see life steadily, and to see it whole. 
It enables us to face our destiny with the confidence 
of a well informed mind. It gives no an appreciation 
of the facts, and, I believe, inspires U3 with the 
courage to grapple them. And, given these two 
things, most of our ills, sooial and individual, are 
ultimately oerabie. Cb a p m m  Coheh .

“ Faith in War Tima.”
----- ♦-----

M b , H . G. J e f f e i e s , of Dundee, candidly admits 
that “  the cad happenings of our time cannot be re
conciled at all with popular conceptions of tho 
Deity.”  The same gentleman makes the further 
admission that, “  as a matter of fact, wo can hardly 
prove anything—perhaps nothing at all—and that 
without the exercise of faith the wheels of life would 
stop.”  It is perfectly true that “  we cannot escape 
having a faith of some kind,”  but on Mr. Jeffries’s 
own showing wa cannot reasonably be expected to 
exercise faith on the popular God. There can be no 
suoh thing as absolute and invincible Divine sove
reignty. Dr. Campbell Morgan’s conception of God, 
for example, is utterly irreconcilable with “  the sad 
happenings of our time,”  and cannot bo held by any
one who has tho courage to faoe tho faots. It is un
deniable that wo are compelled to take Important 
things on tru st; but we cannot possibly take the 
alleged fact that a God of love rules tho world on 
trost, beoause all the faots known to us testify that 
omnipotent love has never been regnant on our 
planet. Mr. Jeffries misses the point altogether 
when he tells us, in the Christian World Pulpit for 
February 2, that we believe things and rely upon 
thorn with the utmost confidence when wo know 
quite well that they are altogether beyond demon
stration, because this is true of people who have no 
faith whatever in the supsrnatural. Wo havo no 
wish to deny that Professor Huxley wa3 an earnest 
advocate of faith as the ground of all our actions; 
bub everybody is aware that Professor Huxley did 
not believe in a personal God. A thoroughgoing 
Atheist could truthfully repeat the following oreed

I believe that tho experience of tho past is a safe 
guide in our dealings with tho present and the future. 
I boliovo in tho universality of ordor. I boliovo in tho 
validity of tho law of causation. I believe in the trust
worthiness of tho human intellect as a truth-discovering 
instrument.

Mr. Jeffries is radically mistaken, however, when 
he deolares that faith in suoh things leads eventu
ally to faith in God. As a matter of faot, it does not, 
as thousands of Agnostio scientists could testify. No
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doubt “  some have beoome sceptioal on aooount of 
the abominations of the War ”  ; but it is totally un
fair  ̂ to describe such Soeptios as people whose 
‘ bright hopes and visions of the future are dashed 
to the ground,”  and for whom there is nothing but 
dejection and despair. We know many Atheists who 
are incorrigible optimists in spite of the War and all 
its horrors. Pessimism does not neoessarily enter as 
faith in God retires. It is a wicked lie to assert that 
Freethinkers have no real belief in goodness, but 
cherish a very strong faith in the supremacy of evil. 
-1-hey do not always turn up the seamy side of things, 
Dor do they believe that it is no use striving for 
Righteousness. Mr. Jeffries himself gives expression 
to the fact that multitudes, having lost their faith in 
God, “ fall baok on humanism, and take up as oheer- 
folly a3 the circumstances permit the duty of 
serving their brothers and sisters in a struggling 
^orld where love will always be welcome.” As 
humanists, unbelievers are represented as giving the 
following account of themselves :—

We decide that God is not to be trusted ; that hitherto 
he has been very disappointing; that it is useless to 
rely upon him to do anything; that it is questionable 
Whether he is really interested. We must therefore look 
to ourselves and make the best of it, serving our day 
and generation as well as wo can.

^8 a believer in God, Mr. Jeffries cannot do justice to 
humanism. “ Why should we believe in m a n ?” he 
?8k s; and we answer, “  W hy should we not believe 
,n Dian ? ”  Man is here, and God is not. Ho says we 
0tlght to bear in mind that, during the War, faith in 
jDan has suffered “  fully as much as faith in G od” ; 
hot that is the very opposite of tho truth. The War 
Represents humanity at its lowest and w orst; but 
humanity at its highest and best oondemns war as 
. the game of beasts,”  whioh exerts a dehumanizing 
influence upon all who take part in it, and humanity 
ht its highest and best is to be found even in the 
Rations most direotly responsible for the present 
hrutal confliot. The War has not weakened our 
faith in humanity, but it haB rendered faith in God 

utter impossibility for thousands. It is sheer 
f°%  to contend that “  faith in man, whenever it 
Romes to stay, will imply faith in God, and will never 
ho a real dynamic otherwise.”  Mr. Jeffries cannot 
ho ignorant of the faot that faith in God has been in 
active existence from times immemorial, but has 
Dover been of practical benefit to mankind. Not 
RDiy it has not put an end to war, but it has been the 
Direct instigator of many of the bloodiest conflicts 
?d record. Some of the worst and oruellest antagon- 
Rams, divisions, controversies, and wranglings havo 
been traoeable to its malign influence upon the minds 

men and women. There is no truth whatever in 
"ho statement that human brotherhood has no 
assured meaning divorced from tho idea of Divine 
fatherhood. Is it not beyond all doubt that belief 
*d the latter has never resulted in tho praotioe of the 
former ? Listen to the following rhotorioal out
burst:—

It is faith in tho All-Fathor which inspires our hopes 
for tho raco and which binds us to our fellow-mon. 
Tako that away, and yon havo romovod tho foundations 
of racial solidarity and all chance of making a nnitod 
human family. Tho obligation to our follows lies in tho 
fact that God is the Father of all men and that ho 
hath made of one blood every nation under hoaven. It 
is all very well to shout brotborhood phrases, and to 
spoil humanity with a capital H ; but taken by them
selves, apart from spiritual values, these things havo no 
solid substance in them. They indicate merely a very 
sincere and laudable sentiment resting on nothing.

^hat Mr. Jeffries fails to realize is that history does 
^ fu r n is h  a single scrap of evidence of the truth 
, his theory. If the raoe has a Divine Father in 

Raven, it has every reason to be heartily ashamed of 
RD. No human father ever had such a quarrelsome, 

k bellioua, and disunited family as God is supposed to 
allT ' .though he is conceived to be all-wise, all-good, 
pi ' loviug, and all-powerful, ho has never enjoyed the 
, asure of presiding over a peaceful, contented, and 

Rppy home. Whether this is tho fault of the ohil-drea or of the father, or of both, we do not under

take to determine; the only point of importance 
being that, as Father of the race no less than as 
Governor of the World, God has been a lamentable 
failure, and faith in him as either, or as both, has 
never bean anything but the deadest of dead letters. 
In other words, supernatural religion has never done 
a single thing to justify its existence.

Like most of his brethren, Mr. Jeffries does not 
even attempt to establish the truth of any of his 
wild assertions. His condemnation of humanism 
proves his utter inability to free himself from the 
tyranny of prejudice. Humanism has never been 
tried, because supernaturalism, in one form or 
another, has always occupied the field. There have 
been many individual advocates of humanism, but 
they never had a chanc9 of putting it into praotioe, 
or of giving it a fair trial. But this preacher dis
misses it as being of no value whatever as a substi
tute for the Christian religion. Then he triumphantly 
exclaims : “  Thus are we foroed baok on God, both by 
reason and the sheer necessities of our human life.” 
Who are the “  we ”  of whom that is so dogmatically 
declared to be true? Mostly the paid champions of 
Christianity, whose profession and livelihood would 
be gone if the people generally were to lose their 
faith in it. Naturally, then, the clerical "  we,”  the 
preachers of the Christian Gospel, are “  forced baok 
on G od” ; but the majority of the inhabitants of 
Christendom are being slowly but steadily forced 
away from God, “  both by reason and by the sheer 
necessities of our human life.”  Humanity may be 
frail enough, but it is all we have upon which we can 
centre our hopes. Even in Sootland, often boastfully 
spoken of as the most religions country under the 
sun, many thoughtful people no longer regard “  faith 
in God as an indispensable oonviction.”  Such people 
are oonvinoed that religious belief does not supply us 
with a working theory of life, but with a fantastio 
theory, which nobody has ever succeeded in living up 
to for a single day. We admit that to a man of Mr. 
Jeffries’s oalibre Materialism may have nothing to 
offer whioh he can accept; bat wo make bold to 
maintain that humanism, divorced from all super
natural associations, offers us all that we are capable 
of appropriating and turning to good use in the con
duct of our lives. It ministers to the best in us, and 
nourishes it. Lave, goodness, virtue, nobility, hero
ism, and unselfishness are, undoubtedly, glorious 
possessions, but they are as natural as they are 
glorious; and neither in their origin nor in their 
development can they legitimately be treated as 
“ tokens of the spiritual realm.”  They are the fruit 
which the tree of humanity is by its very nature 
adapted to bear. Does it not necessarily follow, 
then, that tho faith we need in war-timo, aB well as 
in any other timo, is faith in ourselves, in the poten
tialities of our nature, and in our power to convert 
those potentialities into actualities day by day ? 
God has had his day, and is wholly discredited. 
Man’s day is yet to oome ; but when it does arrive, 
we believe that he will rise to the occasion, and 
make it a day of power and glory. j  T L

The Lost Art of Letter Writing.

It haa ever been a hobby of mine, though perhaps it is a 
truism, not a hobby, that the true life of a man is in his 
letters.—John H enuy Newjun.

L e t t e r  writing, as known to our forefathers, is a 
lost art. Their mode of correspondence was different 
from ours. When they wrote their letters they were 
in no hurry, and they invested their thoughts in 
court dress, and frequently delivered themselves in 
stately sentences. Their handwriting often abounded 
in flourishes. Lady Wortley Montagu, one of tho 
best of English letter writers, has explained the 
seoret of success in correspondence. “  Remember 
my unalterable maxim,”  she writes, “  when we love 
we have always something to say.”  But letter writing 
is not an art that flourishes in this oountry, and in a
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correspondence between a man and a woman it ia 
generally the man who tires first. Edward Fitz 
Gerald wrote thousands of letters, yet he said “  the 
English do not generally love letter w riting; and 
very few of us like it the more as we get older.” 
Sydney Smith says the same thing in his witty way, 
“  Correspondences are like small clothes before the 
invention of suspenders; it is impossible to keep 
them up.”

Much of the most interesting literature is treasured 
up in letters. Byron’s letters, for instance, are 
among the best in the language, and are thoroughly 
characteristic of the man. The eloquence, impu
dence, humour, and force make them eminently 
readable. Here and there are touches of that reck
less fun which he displays in Don Juan, as when he 
confesses that his handwriting is as bad as his char
acter. Jokes about motbers-in-law are as old as the 
everlasting hills, but Byron could jest upon anything. 
Who can help smiling when he reads that Byron’s 
mother-in-law “  has been dangerously ill, but is now 
dangerously well again.”  Byron loved to accuse the 
poet, Tom Moore, a model husband and father, of 
corrupting his morals. It was all, he said, those 
sugary love-poems of “ Thomas Little,”  as Moore 
called himself, which led him astray. John Murray, 
the publisher, had to endure the shafts of Byron’s 
wit. Murray was deeply shocked by the language of 
the Devil in Cain, and piteously urged modification. 
Byron declared cynically that no alteration could be 
made without making the Devil talk like a biehop. 
Although Byron feared neither God nor Mrs. Grundy, 
he had communications from pious people. One of 
the most ourious was a letter from a widower who 
had found among the papers of his dead wife a prayer 
on behalf of Byron, whom she never knew, but whose 
genius she admired. The freethinking poet wrote a 
courteous and sympathetic letter to the bereaved 
husband. Byron’s heresies got into his correspond
ence, and in disoussing the question of a future life, 
he urges th a t:—

dwelling together in that buoyant humour, of which 
he alone had the secret. His letters are not in the 
least like anybody else’s. Being amused by the oddity 
of his friend Haydon’s address, he sent him the fol
lowing reply to an invitation :—

My Dear Haydon,—I will come with pleasure to 22 
Lisson Grove, North, at Rossi’s, half-way-up, right-hand 
side, if I can find it.

C. L ajib.
20 Russell Court,

Covent Garden, East,
Half-way-up, next the corner,

Left-hand side.
The only fault of this facetious letter is its brevity. 
When Bam Weller was rehearsing his valentine to hib 
critical father, the latter protested against its “  rather 
sudden pull-up.”  “ That’s the werry art of letter 
writing,”  replied Sam, “ it makes you wish there 
was more.” In his letters, Charles Lamb was simply 
himself. Writing to his friend Manning, he says :—

I have published a little book for children on titles of 
honour: and to give them some idea of the difference of 
rank and gradual rising, I  have made a little scale, sup
posing myself to receive the following various accessions 
of dignity from the King, who is the fountain of honour. 
1. Mr, C. Lamb. 2. C. Lamb, Esq. 3. Sir C. Lamb, 
Bart. 4. Baron Lamb, of Stamford. 5. Viscount Lamb. 
6. Earl Lamb. 7. Marquis Lamb. 8. Duke Lamb. I 
have sometimos dreamed of advancing as 9. King Lamb. 
10. Emperor Lamb. 11. Pope Innocent, higher than 
which is nothing but the Lamb of God.

His letters, which were written during office hours, 
bubble over with humour. Here is his facetious com 
ment on a visit to Coleridge in the Lake distriot:—

Glorious creatures, fine old fellows, Skiddaw, etc. I 
shall never forget ye, how ye lay about that night like 
an entrenchment. But I  felt very little. I had been 
dreaming I was a very great man. After all, I could 
not live at Skiddaw. I could spend, a year—two, three 
years—among them, but I must have a prospect of see
ing Fleet Street at the end of that time, or I should mopo 
and pine away, I know. Still, Skiddaw is a fino croature.

All punishment which is to revenge rather than cor
rect mu3t bo morally wrong, and, when the world is at 
an end, what moral or warning purpose can eternal tor
ment answer? It is useless to tell me not to reason, but 
to believe. You might as well toll a man not to wake, 
but sleep.

His letters are full of Shakespearean quotations, 
always most happily applied. He cannot desoribe 
a crush at the opera at Venice without remarking 
that in shouldering his way he almost beat a Venetian 
and traduced the State.

Heine said, with brilliant wit, that every woman 
wrote with one eye on the public, and the other on 
some man, exoept the Princess Hahn-Hahn, who had 
only one eye. Mdme. de Sevigne never had ono eye 
on the public, but she is one of the most charming of 
letter writers. The moment her name is mentioned 
we think of the mother who loved her daughter, of 
the woman who has become a classic without effort 
or intention. We see her writing in her cabinet, 
dancing at court, bantering Mdllc. de PleBais, re
sponding to the wit of La Fontaine and Pascal, 
enohanting cardinals and philosophers; ready to die 
of laughter fifty times a day, and idolizing her 
daughter for ever. Truth, wit, and vivaoity are 
the secrets of Mdme. de Sevigne’s charm. A born 
writer, she expressed herself naturally. She wrote 
for no purpose but to say what she felt, and to 
please her reader. Sincerity is in all she w rites; 
as when she says she went to ohurch one evening 
out of pure opposition, whioh taught her to under
stand the “ saored obstinaoy of martyrdom” ; that 
she did not keep a “  philosopher’s shop ” ; that it 
is difficult for people in trouble to bear “ thunder
claps of bliss in others.”  It is the same from her 
first letter to her la st; from the proud boasting 
of the young mother with her first ohild to the 
candid shudder at the approach of ago. Withal 
she is delightfully feminine.« A voluminous writer, 
she never dated her letters correctly.

Charles Lamb's letters resomble his incomparable 
essays; a quaint wisdom, literary taste,a brave heart

When his friend Dibdin was at Hastings ho advised 
him to go to the little ohurch :—

Go in the night; bring it away in your portmanteau ; 
and I will plant it in my garden. Sevon people would 
crowd it like a Caledonian chapel. The globe-land may 
yield two potatoes. Tithes out of it could bo no moro 
split than a hair. Its first fruits must be the last, for 
'twould never produce a couple. It is truly the strait and 
tho narrow way, and few thore bo of London visitants 
that find it. Go and seo, but not without your spectacles.

Edward FitzGerald, who gave us the immortal version 
of the Omar Khayyam, confessed to a “ very young 
lady-like partiality ”  for writing to his friends. His 
correspondence is eminently interesting and stimu
lating. He was a man of many and notable friend
ships, chiefly kept up by interchange of letters. Tho 
companion of men like Tennyson, Thackeray, Carlyle, 
and Lowell must have been no ordinary man. Nor 
would it have been possible to write dull letters to 
such intellectual giants for forty years. Letters show 
the man, and we have “ Old F itz”  here set out before 
us just as he was, in all his kindliness and humour, 
in his appreciation of literature and art, in his 
strength and weakness. A man with his tastes 
oould not write to suoh men without talking of 
unforgettable things. His speoial favourites were 
Cervantes and Soott, Mdme. de Ssvigne, and that 
old-world Freethinker, Miohel de Montaigne. Boo- 
caccio, too, “  makes a kind of summer in his room,” 
and Dickens “  is a little Shakespeare.” He even 
wished to “ go and worship at Gadshill, as I have 
worshipped at Abbotsford." FitzGerald was one of 
the last of the great letter writers. He was at 
leisure all his days, and nothing is more old-fashioned 
now-a-days than leisure. M im n e b m u s .

“ What’s in a name” ? asked the poet. A man named 
Charles Christ was a witness at an inqueBt in London. 
It may comfort religious folk to know that ho was a 
“  German Alsatian of French extraction.”
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Religion, Science, and the War.—VI.

(Continued from p. 91.)
I verily believe that the great good which has been effected 

in the world hy Christianity has heen largely counteracted by 
the pestilent doctrine on which all the Churches have insisted, 
that honest unbelief in their more or less astonishing creeds 
is a moral offence, indeed a sin of the deepest dye, deserving 
and involving the same future retribution as murder and 
robbery. If we could see in one view the torrents of hypo
crisy and cruelty, the lies, the slaughter, the violations of 
every obligation of humanity, which have flowed from this 
source a'ong the course of the history of Christian nations, 
our worst imaginations of Hell would pale b3side the vision. 
—Professor Huxley, Essays on Controverted Questions (1892), 
p. 356.

The Vedas and the Shastas—the writings of the Buddhists 
and those of the Parsees and the Chinese—contain nowhere 
such a justification of wholesale murder as do the Scriptures 
of the Jews and of the Christians. From these have been 
drawn the power to persecute, and if possible to exterminate, 
those who worship God in a different fashion to those in 
Power.—Dr. T homas Inman, Ancient Faiths and Modern, 
P. 62.

The fruits of Christianity were religious wars, butcheries, 
crusades, inquisitions, extermination of the natives of 
America, and the introduction of African slaves in their 
place ; and among the ancients there is nothing analogous to 
this, nothing that can be compared with it.—S chopenhauer, 
Religious and Other Essays, p. 39.

The Christian apologist listens impatiently to the 
awful record of the orimes of Christianity, and while 
admitting the truth of the record—for it is written 
jjy Christian historians—ho protests that these 
horrors were not the result of the teaching of Jesus 
^hrist, but were done in direot opposition to them.

faot, say the modern apologists of the tricky, 
sleight-of-hand, Chestertonian school, “  Christianity 
18 not a failure, because it has never been tried,”

Let us examine this argument, for we hear it re
peated with “  damnable iteration ”  from the religious 
Pre8s and pulpit. Those sophistical, duBt-raising 
apologies always emanate outside the Churohes, be 

noted, from men like Chesterton, and are seized 
J'Pon by the clergy, who send them reverberating 
from pulpit to pulpit, as if much shouting will make 
them true. In this case, however, they really think 
that in relying upon the teachings of Christ they 
have entered an impregnable fortress from whioh 
they oan aefy all attacks.

Even some Rationalists have gone astray here, and 
hnnoeded more than the faots of the case warrant. 
r :r- Robert Blatchford, for instanoe—and we oite 
h*m because he always puts his case dearly and 
®°noisely— in dealing with a oritio who cited the 
hodaration of Jesus, "  I oame not to bring peaoe, but 
a sword,”  observes:—

No plain man can bo in doubt as to the convictions of 
Jesus on the subject of resistance and war. His whole 
life, as related in tbo Testament, proves that when ho 
commanded non-resistance he meant exactly what ho 
said. Ho know that tho Jews meant to kill him, but 
ho did not resist, ho did not evon try to escapo. When 
he was arrested, and Peter drow a sword in his defence, 
he disarmed and rebuked Peter. Ho went silently to 
trial and submitted meekly to insult, to blows, and to 
death. That is what I argue from, not from a text.*

Iq contrast to this view, we may cite the testimony 
n ,?  clergyman. The Rav. Charles Hargrove, in an 
iki f 6 ° D "  Warlike Context of the Gospels," 

ntributed to the January number of the Hibbert 
Urnal, says:—

It is constantly assumed that Jesus was specially dis- 
hngnished in all tho milder virtues, “  meek and lowly 
wore his ways ” ; but this is a view of his character 
foundod on a few striking statements, and not justified 
(,y the story as a whole. It is written that ho looked

round about with anger ”  on thoso who watched 
Whether he would heal on the Sabbath, and 11 ho was 
moved to indignation ”  when tho disciples kept the 
.‘ttlo children from him. There is nothing of mildness 
m his action when ho drove the buyers and sellers out 
of the templo precincts, nor in his denunciations of the 

cribas and Pharisees, fierco and ropeated as they are ; 
^ ^ ^ t h e  parables in which he sets forth with relentless

* The Clarion, January 21, 1916.

severity the doom of the unmerciful servant, of the 
guest who had not on the wedding garment, of the un
fruitful tree, the unprofitable steward, of the husband
men who slew their lord’s son and heir. And though 
the words of the prophet, “  He was led like a lamb to 
the slaughter,”  are applied to him, it is not meekness 
but dignity which strikes us most in the record of his 
conduct before the High Priest or the Governor.

Much more might be said on this point. As Pro
fessor Franois Nswman remarked: “  Some of his 
invectives (as reported to ub) outdo Tacitus and 
Suetonius in malignity, and seem to convict them
selves of falsehood and bitter slander.1’ * All this is 
tru e ; but, taken by itself, it would not have led to 
the wholesale wars, slaughters, and persecutions 
which Christianity has caused, and for which it is 
responsible. Something more than this was needed 
to rouse the seven devils of hatred and cruelty 
recorded in Christian history.

The fact is, that the Christian doctrine of love 
applies only to believers. When Jesus sends out the 
twelve apostles to preach, he instructs them as 
follows : “ Whosoever shall not receive you nor hear 
your words, when ye depart out of that house or 
city, shake off the dust of your feet. Verily I say 
unto you, It shall be more tolerable for the land of 
Sodom and Gomorrah in the day of judgment than 
for that c ity ”  (Mathtew x. 14-15). He upbraids 
Chorazin, Bethsaida, and Capernaum because they 
would not submit to his authority, and passes the 
same judgment upon them. He further deolares :— 

Whosoever shall deny me before men, him will I  also 
deny before my Father which is in heaven. Think not 
that I am come to send peace on earth : I came not to 
send peace, but a sword. For I came to set a man 
at variance against his father, and the daughter against 
her mother, and the daughtor-in-law against her mother- 
in-law. And a man’s foes Bhall be they of his own 
household (Matthew x. 33-36).

No ono oan deny that this prophecy has been fulfilled. 
As Feuerbach well says:—

Tho Bible curses through faith, blesses through love. 
But the only love it knows is a love founded on faith. 
Thus here already it is a love which curses, an unreli
able love, a love which gives me no guarantee that it 
will not turn into hatred; for if I do not acknowledge 
the articlos of faith, I am out of the sphere of love, a 
child of hell, an object of anathema, of the anger of 
God, to whom the existenco of an unbeliever is a 
vexation, a thorn in the oyo.f 

Therefore, neoessarily, as Feuerbach farther 
deolares, “  Faith has within it a malignant prin
ciple. Christian faith, and nothing else, is the 
ultimate ground of Christian persecution and de
struction of beretios ”  (p. 821). As David says 
(Psalms cxxxix. 21-2), “ Do not I hate them, 0  Lord,
that hate thee ?.......I hate them with perfect hatred:
I count them mine enemies.”

That this principle is still operative, the following 
quotations will show. Pastor Zoebel, speaking in the 
great Lutheran Church in Leipsio, said :—

It is this deop consciousness of our mission that 
permits us to congratulate ourselves, and rest contont 
with a heart full of gratitude, when our guns beat down 
tho children of Satan, and when our marvelloas sub
marines—instruments to execute the Divine vengeanco 
— send to tho bottom of tho sea thousands of the non
elect.

Wo must fight the wicked with overy moans in our 
pow er; their sufferings should give us pleasure; their 
cries of despair should not movo German hearts. There 
ought to bo no compromise with hell, no mercy for tho 
servants of Satan—in other words, no pity for the 
English, French, and Russians, nor indeed for any 
nation that has sold itself to tho Devil. They have all 
been condemned to death by a Divine decree.

Still more apposite are the words of Professor 
Rheinhold Seeby, who teaches theology in the Uni
versity of Berlin. This Protestant theologian uses 
the same language the Catholio Inquisitors used to 
the viotims they were about to torture. Preaching 
in Berlin Cathedral, he sa id :—

We do not hate our enemies. We obey the command 
of God, who tolls us to love them. But we believe that

• Francis Newman, Christianity in its Cradle, p. 54. 
t Feuerbach, The Essence of Christianity, p. 265.
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in killing them, in putting them to suffering, in burning 
their houses, in invading their territories, we simply 
perform a work of charity. Divine love is seen every
where in the world, but men have to suffer for their 
salvation. Human parents love their children, yet they 
chastise them, Germany loves other nations, and when 
she punishes them it is for their good.

To give one more example. Pastor Fritz Philippi, 
of Berlin, from his Protestant pulpit, among other 
things, sa id :—

As the Almighty allowed His Son to be crucified that 
the scheme of redemption might be accomplished, so 
Germany is destined to crucify humanity in order that
its salvation may be secured....... It is really because we
are pure that we have been chosen by the Almighty as 
His instrument to punish the envious, to chastise the 
wicked, and to slay with the sword sinful nations.

The Divine mission of Germany, oh, brethren, is to 
crucify humanity; the duty of German soldiers, there
fore, is to strike without mercy. They must kill, burn, 
and destroy ; any half measures would be wicked. Let 
it, then, be a war without pity. The immoral and tho 
friends and allies of Satan must be destroyed, as an evil 
plant is uprooted.*

All this is quite in keeping with the language of 
the Jews when they were slaughtering the peaceful 
inhabitants of Canaan, as recorded in the Bible. It 
is the same language as that recorded of the Cru
saders of the Middle Ages. It is the words of tho 
inquisitor in the torture-chamber to the victim on 
the rack.

Such is the result of Bible teaching when put into 
practice. It has been the cause of more bloodshed 
and cruelty than any other doctrine or dogma in tho 
history of the world. w  Mann>

(To be continued)

The Image.

T h e  Rev. John Western gazed anxiously into the 
face of his Bishop and smiled weakly. For some 
time past the Bishop had oaused him a great deal of 
worry— ever Bince tho War started, in fact. The 
Rev. John Western, not knowing exactly where he 
stood as a professional Christian in relation to the 
fog-horn patriotism which surrounded and agitated 
his daily life, had, in weak moments, fallen back on 
the Bishop for counsel and advioe ; but whenever 
this happened, the Bishop contrived to leave him 
more bewildered than before.

“ My principles,”  the Curate was saying quietly, 
“  seem to be tottering upon the edge of an abysB. 
What would Christ do ? That’s whai I keep asking 
myself. What would Christ do ? ”

The Bishop rolled his eyes but did not reply.
“  What I feel,”  went on the Curate, “  is that 

Christ would....... ”
“  Take up the sword,”  snapped the Bishop, inter

rupting. “  Of course he would. Most certainly he 
would. W hat’s it say in the New Testament. Read 
yonr Now Testament. Read your Old Testament. 
Read ’em b oth ; and don’t worry me with stupid 
questions. In this great and glorious War— a war 
which is drawing all men unto God in one common 
humanity, one fact stands forth clearly : Christ has 
taken up tho sword, and don’t you forget it.”  The 
Bishop made an impatient gesture and picked up the 
Times, whioh had fallen upon the floor, and settled 
back in his comfortable armchair. His companion 
stared at the Turkey carpet and twisted his hands 
nervously.

“  Somehow or other I oan’t seem to sec Christ with 
a sword in his hand,”  he remarked softly. “  Look at 
that beautiful image of Christ whioh stands upon 
your altar. Do you know, eometimes that wonderful 
figure seems to come to life. I ’ve often notioed it. 
When the afternoon sunlight streams through the 
amber and crimson stained-glass window and falls 
npon the white image—it’s, it’s wonderful.”

* These three extracts are taken from the Daily Neics, Jan. 14, 
1916, which cites them from the Methodist Timet,

The Bishop lowered his Times and gazed with 
astonishment at the Curate. “  You’re getting senti
mental,”  he exclaimed, leaning forward in his chair 
and looking into the Rev. John Western’s troubled 
eyes. “  Do you realize that England is engaged in 
the greatest war of all time, and that sentimental 
Christianity ¡3 out-of-date ? ”

The R3v. John Western lowered his eyes. “ I 
don’t know where I stand,”  he murmured, “  that’s 
what troubles me. Where do I stand? I can’t 
reconcile the vision of the peaceful Christ, as I have 
seen the vision upon the altar of our church, with 
this idea of taking up the sword and joining in the 
orgy of mnrder just like ordinary anti-Christian 
men.”  He looked up at the Bishop, who did not 
answer. The Rav. Western raised his hand. “  Don’t 
remind me,” ha continued, “ that it is the funotion of 
official Christianity to compromise with whatever 
happens to be in power and favour. I ’ve realized all 
that Bide of the question long ago, and I am troubled 
with it. We have blasphemed the vision. We and 
our tribe all over the civilized world have— have 
blasphemed. That’s what we’ve done.”

His voice grew louder. The Bishop smiled and 
waved his fat hand.

“  I'm not going to argue with you,”  he exclaimed. 
“  Read your Old Testament diligently and you will 
find an answer to all yonr doubts. I am very busy 
jast now ; you must exouse me.”

The Rev. John Western said nothing, but looked 
out of the window npon the lawn, where the Bishop’s 
wife was drilling a Bqnad of khaki-clad girls. He 
snatched his hat from the table and wont quickly 
from the room.

Three hours later the Bishop handed his old friend, 
General Wypem, a whiBky-and-soda and lit a fragrant 
oigar.

The General drank the whieky-and-soda at one 
gulp and smoothed his iron grey moustaohe. 
“  Bishop,”  ho remarked in a friendly voice, “  you and 
me have been pals since we were schoolboys. We’ve 
had our little differences of opinion on theological 
matters, but we’ve never failed to agree npon the 
great fundamental faot of Christianity. Begad, Sir ! 
Christianity is a fighting-man’s religion.”

The Bishop half-closed his eyes and nodded slowly. 
“  Just what I find it so difficult to make my curates 
realize,”  he said. “  They seem to imagine that our 
Christ, yonr Christ, the ohurch Christ, in short, the 
Christ of the Now Testament— they seem to imagine 
that he is a sort of seoond-rate Tolstoyan fanatio. 
Good God, S ir ! its disheartening. Here we are to 
day, having built up a decent and fairly well-paid 
profession, and then a lot of half-witted onrates oome 
to me and tell me I am in the wrong.”

“  How do yon aooount for it ? ”
“  It ’s the image,”  replied the Bishop after a pause. 
“  The image,”  repeated General Wypem in a 

puzzled voioe. “  What image ? ”
“ It was sent to me from Now York,”  answered the 

Bishop, “  many, many years ago.”
General Wypom nodded. “  I know what you mean. 

It stands on the altar.” The Bishop nodded. “ Funny 
thing,”  went on the General, “  I ’ve often been struck 
by that little image. Sometimes the sun comes right 
through the stained-glass window. My daughter
notioed it too. Damned fine effect....... ”  The
General stopped short, arrested by the expression on 
the Bishop’s face.

“ Something must be done about that image,” 
exclaimed the Bishop, rising and pacing up and down 
the room. “  Something must be done, and done 
quiokly. Ah, I have i t ! Exonse me, General, but I 
must motor into the town immediately. Have 
another whisky-and-soda and help yourself to the 
cigars.”

• • • • •
The Bishop’s large motor-car hummed into the 

main road and turned swiftly in the direction of the 
town. “  Stop at the large toy shop opposite the 
Station,”  shouted the Bishop through the speaking-
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tnbe. In five minnte3 the oar drew up ont3ide 
‘‘ Perry’s Toy Emporium,”  and tbe Bisbop walked 
into the shop. Mr. Perry rubbed his hands together, 
and after bowing several times, served the Bishop. 
“ The Allies are doing magnificently,”  remarked the 
Bishop, as he took the large parcel which Mr. Parry 
had tied up, and paid the bill.

“  It’s very reassuring to hear you say so, Sir,”  said 
Mr. Perry. “ The sooner the War’s over the better.” 

“  It’s a magnifioent war,”  continued the Bishop. 
" God fights with the Allied Forces.”

“  Of that I am sure,”  responded Mr. Perry, showing 
the Bishop to the door. “  I hope, Sir, that you will 
not forget us in your prayers.”

The Bishop nodded condescendingly and got into 
his motor, placing the large parcel beside him. 
“ Drive me to the church,”  he said.

. The July sun was sotting as the Bishop entered 
the ohurch and orept stealthily towards the altar. 
So paused as he rsaohed the first row of pews and 
stood gazing at the image. The rays of the sinking 
sun edged the figare with burnished gold. The light 
streamed through the etained-glass windows and
felted upon the altar in orimson pools.......The
Bishop placed the paroel upon the floor of the 
ohnrch, and untied the string, taking out a large wax 
hgnre, which ho quickly undressed. Ho then crossed 
over to the image and plaoed the clothes which ho 
u&d removed from his purohase upon it, stepping 
“ Ack to admire the effeot. “  Splendid! ”  he exclaimed, 
prosing himself with fervour. “  This is indeed an 
^provement whioh will give my people fresh heart.” 

• • • • •
The same evening as Mr. Perry closed the "  Toy 

Emporium,”  he remarked in a puzzled voioe to his 
a8sistant, “  I wonder what the Bishop wanted with 
that Boy Scout doll ? A r t h u r  F . T h o r n .

The Right to Affirm.

5. If any person to whom an oath is administered 
desires to swear with uplifted hand, in the form and 
manner in which an oath is usually administered in 
Scotland, he shall be permitted so to do, and the oath 
shall be administered to him in suoh form and 
manner without further question.

6. The Aots mentioned iu the Schedule to this Act 
are hereby repealed to the extent in the third column 
of the sohedule mentioned.

7. This Act may be cited as the Oaths Act, 1888.

A dd Drops.

The Olasgoiu Herald of a recont date reports a protest 
made by the Rev. W. Binnie at a meeting of the Ayr United 
Free Presbytery concerning the appointment of military 
chaplains. Mr. Binnio said there was a great scandal in 
Ayr concerning these chaplaincies, because they were all 
paid for, and some men were drawing salaries as minister 
and chaplain at the same time. Meanwhile, places to which 
no salary was attached could not find a minister to conduct 
the services. His conclusion was that “  while there was 
keen competition for posts which carried with them a salary, 
there was no competition for doing religions work to which 
no salary was attached.”  A correspondent also writes ns on 
the same subject:—

The clergy in Scotland are tumbling over each other in 
their hunt for chaplaincies in the Army. £10 a week of pay 
to a padre makes Tommy’s soul precious. In a number of 
presbyteries brethren left behind have vigorously protested 
against the “ scandal” of the runaways from the smaller 
paid spheres of labour to which the Lord had called them. 
Some of the “ dug-outs,”  acting as substitutes, are curious 
specimens of divinity ; they may yet furnish a clue in the 
search for the lost ten tribes of Israel. There are said to be 
more than 300 ministerial applicants over the country wait
ing for post3 of chaplain. Is it correct to say that the extra 
pay over the average stipends is the sole temptation ? With
out a doubt many of the younger men are glad to seize the 
opportunity, without loss of prestige or pelf, to escape from 
the internment of the pulpit. At the Front they are the odd 
men in the battalions, chummy and useful in a variety of 
ways non-ministerial. The humau expands with their new 
freedom, and their greatest regret is that the job is not 
permanent.

-*
In s t r u c t io n s  t o  W it n e s s e s , J u r o r s , a n d  

Ot h e r s .
>  following is the exaot text of tho Oaths Aot, 
1888

A n  A ct  t o  A m e n d  t h e  L a w  a s  to  Oa t h s . 
. B o  it enaoted by the Queen’s Most Exoellent 
Majesty, by and with tho advioe and ooneent of the 
^ords Spiritual and Temporal and Commons, in this 
Present Parliament assembled, and by the authority 

the same, as follows :
1. Every person upon objeoting to being sworn, 

a®d stating as the ground of suoh objeotion, either 
l*at ha has no religious belief, or that tho taking of 

oath is contrary to his religious belief, shall be 
Permitted to make his solemn affirmation instead of 
aking an oath in all plaoes and for all purposes 

«hero an oath is or shall bo required by law, which 
'R a t i o n  shall be of the same force and effeot as 

ho had taken the oath ; and if any person making 
hch affirmation shall wilfully, falsely, and oorrnptly 
Grtn any matter or thing whioh, if deposed on oath, 
Quid have amounted to wilful and oorrupt perjury, 
0 shall be liable to prosecution, indiotment, sentenoe, 
Qtl pnnjgjjment in all respeots as if ho had oomraitted 
fful and corrupt perjury.
-• Every suoh affirmation shall be as follow s: 

and solemnly, sincerely, and truly declare
oafh^ lrm," an  ̂^ e n  ProoeGd w*th the wordB of the 
im  ̂ Pr90cribod by law, omitting any words of 

PrG0atian or calling to witness, 
tat' an oath has been duly administered and

8n> tho fact that tho person to whom the same 
°ath a^m*nlsfcered had, at the time of taking suoh 
afp n° religious belief, shall not for any purpose 

the validity of Bnch oath.
««j  * Every affirmation in writing Bhall commence,
and 7 r ~ ’ ----------» e° l °mrlly an(I sinoerely affirm,”

tho form in lieu of jurat shall bo “ Affirmed at 
"  »this -----------day o f -----------,1 8 —. Before me.”

Tho Professor of Theology at tho Univorsity of Santiago 
says that his hoart has been “  deeply touched by the removal 
of the Ferrer Monument from Brussels by the Gormans." 
We quite accept tho genuineness of th6 tributo, and can 
readily believe that Ferrer’s Froothought was as obnoxious 
to tho German as to the Spanish Christian. Bnt we suspect 
that after tho War the Professor’s feelings will bo harrowed 
by tho restoration of tho monument.

The Liverpool Echo roport3 the death of Private John 
Williams, of Fostiniog, who has been killed in action. 
Privato Williams was shot through tho heart, and tho 
ballet passed right through a Bible ho was carrying. There 
seems something unnanal about this story. The Bible ought 
to liavo stopped tho bullet. That is tho way it usually acts. 
Perhaps Private Williams was a Freothiukor, in which case, 
of course, tho Bible could not bo expected to exert its pro
tective power. _____

Bishop Trodsliam tolls tho following amusing story in a 
book ho has published :—

While a crowd, including tho bishop, was waiting on the 
quay of a Queensland port for a tender, a shrill-voiced child 
asked her mothor, “  Mummio, how old is God” ? Whereupon 
a solemnly drunk cane-cutter staggered ucross the quay, laid 
liis hand on the child's arm, and pointing to the bishop, said: 
" Missie, you ask that bloke in leggings. He’s one of the firm.”

Sir David Boatty, who is described as onr youngest admiral 
—judging by his philosophy he should bo about seven—is 
sure that God did not intend this War to bo just a hideous 
fracas. “  There must be a purpose in it.”  Well, wo judge 
by results. God's purpose is to seo how many thousands of 
strong, healthy lives can bo blotted ont by his Christian fol
lowers. Or perhaps his purpose was to give a chance to 
Count Zeppelin to boo what amonnt of destruction his 
infernal machines could do. God’s purpose, forsooth I Ono 
would think that even Christians ought to bo able to realize 
that the less they say about God at present tho bettor. If 
God wero away on holiday, and the orthodox Devil were 
arranging things daring his absence, he could not manage 
them worse than they have been managed for this past 
eighteen months.
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The Admiral's pious letter to the Birkenhead Branch of 
the Society for promoting Christian Knowledge, from 
which the sentence in the preceding paragraph was taken, 
has given orthodox journalists a fine chance of exploiting 
the Navy. Religion “ seems incidental to the profession, 
at any rate so far as its better minds are concerned,” 
says the Daily Chronicle, which specially refers to Nelson. 
Why drag in the little admiral? His piety was rigid, but his 
morals were as loose as the trousers of his seamen.

The Shakespeare Tercentenary Celebrations, which will be 
held in April, promises an unctions outpouring of clerical 
wisdom. His Grace, the Archbishop of Canterbury, is one 
of the patrons, and the clergy of all denominations have been 
asked to pay a “ fitting tribute”  from their pulpits. Many 
of the clergy will be as well equipped for this job as the 
Frenchman who referred to Shakespeare as “ the divine 
Williams.”

The clergy still assert that the War is favourable to re
ligion. The Christian World recently mentioned that in four 
Nonconformist churches in a crowded part of London, where 
the seating accommodation was 2,900, the worshippers num
bered 319. A theatrical manager would describe this as a 
beggarly array of empty benches.

Owing to the War, Bobbie Burns’ birthday this year was 
more honoured in the breach than the observance. One 
daily paper says that Bnrnsian oratory was getting “  de
ficient in sincerity,”  and “  the presence of the minister 
of the kirk ”  had “  ceased to be a novelty.” Perhaps the 
two things were related. Fancy a Christian minister pro
posing the health of the poet who said, “ The Church and 
State may go to hell, but I ’ll go to my Anna.”

It is always safo for the shoemaker to stick to his last. 
Major-General Sir Alfred Turner has been airing his views 
on theology, and he says, “  The only mercy the Redeemer 
showed to the Gadareno devils was to cast them out of human 
beings and put them into swine.”  As the poor pigs were 
drowned, it is curious that the incident commands the 
respect of an officer and a gentleman.

New Days falls foul of a lady writer for assuming that 
Christianity has failed, and points out that she “ is clearly 
thinking of social reform, which is something quite distinct 
from religion.”  With this we cordially agree. Religion is 
quite distinct from social reform— or any other reform, and 
we should like apologists to bear the fact in mind.

New Days, by the way, sooms to be working hard to repre
sent that type of mind which combines a hopeless obscura
tion with much talk of reform. In the issue for Fobruary 5. 
for instance, it discusses whether the preservation of em
blems of the Christian faith amid the ruins of churches 
and villages is miraculous or not ? It has even asked a 
number of clergymen and other Christians to give their 
opinion on this absorbing topic. The imbecility of the 
inquiry is monumontal. In the first place, all religious 
emblems aro not preserved. Second, other things that are 
not religious escape destruction. Third, some things escape 
destruction in every bombardment and catastrophe. Fourth, 
are not the churches themselves emblems of the Christian 
faith ? And if Providence could preserve—sometimes—a 
crucifix within the church, why did it not preserve the 
church itself and have done with it 1 It is hard to realize 
the kind of intelligence that can take such inquiries seriously, 
but its existence must be accepted as a fact, and also as an 
evidence that the savage in our midst is as active as ever.

The answers given to the inquiry initiated by New Days 
are worthy of the subject. The Rev. Dr. Maldyn Hughes 
(Methodist) thinks it possible that God “  is designedly 
teaching the belligerents that the guns which destroy and 
mutilate, leave the foundations of the Christian faith un
shaken.” Rev. J. S. Barran (Church of England) thinks 
“  the signs and tokens which are left are a sure testimony 
to God’s good will and forbearance.”  A lady novelist, who 
writes under the name of “ Rosa Mnlholland,” thinks it no
wonder “  if his angels and his saints....... always watchful
among us, should interfere to save such consecrated things 
from desecration by the cruel and the blasphemous.”  Others 
write in the same strain, and the harmony is quite remark
able. On any sensible subject they would manifest a diver
sity of opinion. In a matter where common sense has no 
standing, they coo at each other with all the gentleness

of sucking doves. And these people have the audacity to 
talk of uncivilised peoples! ___

It is a pity that Providence which could work miracles in 
order to preserve a crucifix in a French village, could not 
have done something in the same line on the occasion of the 
last murderous Zeppelin raid. Six or seven Zeppelins visit 
this country, slaughtering women and children, and the 
Providence which watches over a wooden post in France 
not only does nothing to guard human beings from assault, 
but it permits the air-ships to return unscathed. Among the 
other tragedies of the night we see that a lady speaker at a 
Mission Meeting was killed while reading from the Bible, and 
several of the audience shared the same fate. And yet the 
pious stupidity, or the stupid piety, of people prevents their 
realizing that every instance of “ providential protection ” 
only accentuates the strength of the indictment against 
“  Providence ” for not aiding in all instances.

The Home Secretary has to deal with matters of Church 
preferment. By reason of Mr. Herbert Samuel’s religious 
persuasion all Church matters are done by other officials. 
The British Empire is a far larger place than the old-time 
little England, which was aggressively sectarian.

Charming people, the German clergymen, so sweetly inno
cent in their sermons, which are filled with Christian love. 
In a sermon published all over Germany, it says it is the 
Fatherland’s “  divine mission to crucify humanity to ensure 
its redemption. It must bo a war without pity.”  There is 
an echo of Joshua and the Canaanites in this sermon, but 
even the Huns dare not follow too closely “ God’s chosen 
people.”  _____

Some quite wonderful letters appear in the religious press 
from the Front— of course, without names being given. The 
St. George's Parish Magazine (Leeds) is responsible for a 
sentence from a letter to the effect that our soldiers know 
when prayer is slackening at homo by their lack of success 
in the Trenches. We understood that it was chiefly scarcity 
of ammunition that was the trouble.

Some people—parsons in particular— have queer notions 
of right and wrong. The othor day, the Rev. G. Martin was 
charged in a London police court with breaking the window 
of a picturo shop. His reason for doing so was that ho 
objected to the character of some of the pictures displayed. 
The magistrate did not agree either with Mr. Martin’s action 
or his description of the pictures as indecent, and promptly 
fined the self-elected censor 30a. The impertinence of people 
on a religious or moral crusade is proverbial, but wo hope 
that Mr. Martin’s iconoclastic ardour will be cooled for a 
time. ___

At last wo havo the secret of the Durdauellos failuro. The 
Bishop of Chelmsford, in reply to the question, “  Who was 
responsible for failuro in the Dardanelles ? ”  replies: “ If wo 
believe the Biblical story of the success of Joshua so long as 
Moses held his hands up, then they must believe that if tho 
whole Church had been keen in prayor, in sacrifice, in real 
fasting, and in getting close to God, then last August they 
would havo been through the Dardanelles.” Really, if that 
is a fair sample of tho British intelligence, we do not think 
one need look further for failuro in any direction.

Rev. Dimsdale T. Young says ho views this War as a 
“  chastening.”  Unfortunately, the wrong people got chas
tened. And, anyway, we are rather puzzled how anyone 
who is blown to pieces by a Zeppelin bomb in England, or a 
German shell in Flanders, can bo chastened. To chaston 
a person is to purify him ; but these people aro not purifiod, 
they are simply killed. Even Mr. Young isn’t improved by 
the War. He talks more stupidly than ever.

Mr. Grant Ramsay declares that “  the best, cheapest, and 
most hoalthy clothing is air.” This is the clothing that King 
David wore when ho danced before the Ark.

In a recent publication, The War and the Prophets, tho 
German Kaiser is identified as “  Antichrist as portrayod in 
the Bible." Our pious forefathers used to imagine that 
the great Napoleon had that honour, but other times othor 
manners.

Mr. George R. Sima says St. John’s Wood used to be known 
years ago as “  The Grove of tho Evangelist.” Many people 
have a hazy idea that it had something to do with “  Reve
lations.”
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To Correspondents.

Cohen’s L ecture E ngagements.—February, 13, Liverpool; 
£ebruary 20, Birmingham ; February 27, Leicester; March 5, 
Portsmouth; March 19, South Shields.
■ Dcbnfobd.—You will see that ¡we are reprinting this week a 

j  C0Py of the Oaths Amendment Act. 
ii. —We are obliged for the help you are giving in
obtaining new subscribers. The account of your friend’s death 
13 rM°3t \n*'erest’ng> and we are not surprised that it left an 
'ndelible impression on your mind. Doubtless many of these 
attempts to secure death-bed conversions are all well meant, 
out this does not negate the bad taste displayed. It only serves 
0 illustrate how effectually religious conviction overrides good 

manners, and, very often, ordinary decency.
R> K. N oyes (Boston, U.8.A.), writes :—“  Always count 
on me as a subscriber while living. You have the best paper in 

.1 B Wor̂ '"  We have done the counting—and the blushing. 
to LflCK'—Sorry we cannot find room for your letter, although 
2? nnd ourselves in cordial agreement with a great deal of it. 
Ve are afraid few people recognize in times such as these that 
be man who stands out against a popular clamour offers an 
sample of a higher and rarer courage than those who yield, 

f̂ nd it ig not a question of being in the right. It is one of 
having convictions and not being afraid to stand by them, 

bat, if people could only realize it. is one of the most valuable 
 ̂0£ a nation’s assets.
' —We have every hope of getting the thousand new
Raders before the year is out. Pleased you appreciate so 

^highly our weekly bill of fare. It encourages one to persevere.
uf ®INQHAM-—It is the spirit that counts. Mr. Cohen will be 

g A based to see you when he visits Liverpool. .
■Irving.—Mr. Foote’s Bible Romances will be reprinted as soon 

3 Possible. But the present condition of the paper market 
p °mpels caution in the matter of new publications. 

rw°HABD3.—Your experience is interesting and pleasant, but 
°t, we are glad to say, unusual. The Freethinker has readers 

' nd admirers in all quarters and among all classes, and these 
continually turning up in the most unexpected manner, 

s are sending on a supply of leaflets. Thanks for offer. 
Bdrbidoe (Truro) will be glad to learn whether the parcel of 

reethinkers, sent in response to a note in this column some 
^ eeks ago, reached its destination.

1| 4tlw .—Thanks for cuttings, which are always welcome ; 
,ab f°r your efforts in the local press. We are not surprised 
 ̂the other item of information in your letter. Substantially

same reports reach us from other parts of the country.
yy oar help in assisting our circulation is much appreciated.

• .bton.—We shall be very pleased indeed to possess the early 
“bpies of the journal to which you refer. Thanks for compli- 

^ment and good wishes.
p®, 8. Benevolent Fund.—Miss E. M. Vance acknowledges 

p « - L loyd, 2s.
Kacgett.—Thanks for second subscription to Memorial Fund, 

si L yourself, we should like to see a much larger number of 
,3°ribers to this Fund, but the times are difficult, and many 

a't until the last moment before sending.—The gentleman you 
«ntion receives the Freethinker regularly. We would cer- 
lnly print postcards with Freethinker headings if we thought 

hi 616 h® a demand for them.
fifi?8 *.or *he Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 

Obd * bbb’ngdon-stroot, London, E.O.
literature should be sent to tho Business Manager of 

® Pioneer Press, Cl Farringdon-street, London, E.G., and
Elinot to the Editor.

bv «a* ^ °t,0S8 must roaoh 61 Farringdon-street, London, E.O., 
Th I108* Tuesday, or they will not be inserted. 

offi*'riet^ n*er w'h h0 forwarded direot from the publishing
rat°6 *° an? Part of tho world, post free, at tho following 

propaid :—One year, 10s. 6d .; half yoar, 5s. 3d. ; three 
“*onths 2s. 8d.

Concerning the “  Freethinker.”

' Government decision to restrict the import of 
iQ f a k i n g  material has brought about something 
flouhf na^are a crisis. Paper now stands at quite 
hot , k0 prioe it was before the War, and there is 
aro 0nly the promise of a still further rise, but we 
hain 0rea ên0d with a paper famine. Most papers are 
0rdog a cheaper quality, and many fewer pages, in 
f0r , , to pieet tho situation. But to those responsible 
^eoom *8B° e Peri°^i°alsi the paper question has 
he (j a nightmare. Our Business Manager tells us 
fetj0 r0an3a of mountains of paper by night, and we 
thine • rnns about seeking them by day. The first 
h e w  18 k °w to get a supply of paper. The seoond, 

So ? 88  ̂ ^  &t a reasonable prioe. 
siZ0 ar there has been no alteration in either the 
h0Wevr Gnalit-y of the Freethinker, and I had hoped, 

er great the struggle, to have kept it so to the

end. With the cost of material doubled, one is com 
pelled to review the position, and there are three 
courses open. (1) The prioe of the Freethinker might 
be raised. (2) We might issue 12 instead of 16 pages. 
(3) Print on a commoner paper.

I think most readers will agree with me that the 
last is the wiser course to adopt, and it is that whioh 
has been decided upon. We have enough paper in 
hand for several weeks, but when that is exhausted 
another quality will be used. This will not be a 
cheaper paper, as owing to the ruling prices, it will be 
about 50 per cent, more than we paid eighteen months 
ago. Still, it will bring the coat within more manage
able limits, and so make the burden lighter.

The cost is not the only cause for anxiety. The 
supply also gives occasion for concern. We think, 
however, that we oan see a way to get over this 
by taking advantage of an opportunity to purchase 
a six or seven months’ supply within the next two or 
three weeks. If this can be done, we shall have 
taken all the precautions possible. We may, how
ever, be faced with the difficulty of making a cash 
payment for this stock of paper, but with the aid 
of a few friends I think this can be accomplished.

Personally, I find this paper difficulty the more 
annoying because it gets in the way of the realization 
of several new features I had in contemplation for 
the Freethinker. Among other things, I was making 
arrangements for the issue of a monthly four-page 
literary supplement, which, I am sure, would have 
been greatly appreciated. For the present this will 
have to be put on one side, as will the issue of several 
new publications which were in hand. These, and 
other things will, however, be proceeded with as 
soon as oircumstances are favourable.

The matter of new type for the Freethinker, to 
which I referred some weeks ago, is being proceeded 
with. This should have been secured two years ago, 
and naturally the need for it grows more aoute. In 
the course of two or three weeks the Freethinker will 
bo reset in new and, I think, more attractive type. 
Some of my readers may think this is taking on a great 
responsibility in these times, but one can’t run a paper 
such as this without faoing responsibilities, and the 
only good rule is to face them as cheerfully as 
possible.

Fortunately, the sale of the paper continues to be 
satisfactory, and I must take this opportunity of 
thanking all those who have been helping to increase 
its oiroulation. Thanks to their efforts, we have not 
only made good the loss of readers caused by the 
War, but have seoured a substantial numbor of new 
ones. These help us to meet, even if they fail to 
cover, the increased oost of production. And we shall 
reap the full reward of this increase with the close of 
the War and the return of our old readers to civilian 
life.

So the outlook is not, after all, so black as it might 
be. The Freethinker is passing through the most try
ing time it has ever experienced during the whole of 
its existence, but it will weather the storm safely. 
All those who are working for its success may, 
therefore, oontinue in the full confidence that their 
energy is not being expended in vain. Our difficulties 
now are no more than an investment that is destined 
to seoure a splendid return in tho future. p p

Sugar Plums.

To-day (Feb. 13) Mr. Cohen lectures in the Marlborough 
Hall, Hardman Street, Liverpool. There will be two meet
ings—afternoon and evening—and we hope there will be a 
good rally of Freethinkers from Liverpool and district. On 
Saturday evening (Feb. 12) there will bo a meeting of Free
thinkers at the Clarion Cafe, Lord Street, at 7 p.m., at 
which Mr. Cohen will bo present. The purpose of this 
gathering is to unite local Freethinkers in an endeavour to 
put tho propaganda of the district on a satisfactory basis, 
and we hope that all who can will make it a point to be 
present. It is impossible to make the most of tho situation 
unless all who have an opinion on the subject attend. 
Whatever differences may exist— whether on personal or
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public grounds—can then be brought forward. It may be 
possible to find a via media, and, in any case, it will clear 
the air— and, we hope, the gronnd.

Two crowded meetings rewarded Mr. Cohen on Sunday 
for his visit to Abertillory. Judging from the attendance 
at the lectures, as well as from what we hear, South Wales 
is ripe for a very vigorous propaganda. The sale of the 
Freethinker is also increasing in this district.

Judging from letters received, the idea of a “  Freethinker 
League,”  referred to in last week’s notes, for the purpose of 
increasing the sales of the paper locally, appears to have 
caught on. And we must say that we foresee quite a number 
of interesting possibilities if the scheme is properly developed. 
Several have written expressing their willingness to co- 
operate, and if all who are ready to do so will favour us with 
their names, wo shall bo pleased to place those in a given 
locality in communication with one another, and so make for 
economy of action and efficiency of effort. One place from 
which we require two or throe more names is Wigan. Wo 
have received one name and address only from there.

The “ G. W. Foote Memorial F und”  has now been in 
existence just over two months, and we had hoped when it 
was initiated to have closed it at the end of January. 
Although the response for the first few weeks was very 
satisfactory indeed, it has “  tailed off ” latterly, and we 
should like to see an improvement effected. Of course, we 
quite recognize that we are living in abnormal times and 
that it is the worst possible time to raise money. Still, the 
occasion is itself an uuusual one, and should appeal with 
peculiar force to all Freethinkers. We know of many people 
who intend subscribing, and others may be waiting to let the 
course of events determine the amount of their subscription. 
But, withal, we must confess to being a trifle disappointed 
at the result of our appeal thus far. To say nothing of the 
amount, there should be at least a thousand subscribers to a 
Memorial Fund of this description, and we hope to see 
this number before the Fund is closed. At any rate, we 
sincerely trust that the response will be such as will enable 
us to announce an early date for closing the subscription 
list. _ _ _

Mr. Foote’s books were those of a reader and a student 
rather than those of a collector, although there were among 
them a number of volumes possessing a personal interest, in 
the shape of presentation copies from George Meredith and 
others. The whole of the books wore, however, purchased 
by the sons of the late Bertram Dobell, who continue their 
father’s business ; and tboso of our readers who would like 
to possess a memento of our late chief will thus have an 
opportunity of doing so. There is also a very interesting 
personal appreciation of Mr. Foote by Mr. P. J, Dobell on the 
first pago of the catalogue. We have ourselves looked long
ingly at quite a number of the books catalogued, but have had 
to be content with thinking what a hole wo would have made 
in that catalogue had our means equalled our desires. Messrs. 
Dobell’s advertisement will bo found on the last page of this 
issue.

A public debate has been arranged to take place to-day 
(Feb. 13) in the Birmingham Town Hall, between Mr. 
Samways, Editor of the Birmingham Weekly Mercury, and 
Mr. Clifford Williams, representing the Birmingham Branch 
of the N. S. S. The subject for discussion is “  Secularism v. 
Christianity,”  and from what wo know of both gentlemen, 
we have every confidence in predicting an interesting dis
cussion. Mr. Samways is able, courteous, and fearless, and 
Birmingham Secularists have the utmost confidence in their 
representative. We hope that th9 Town Hall will bo 
crowded, and wo see no reason why it should not bo. There 
is to be a charge for admission, and the “  not proceods ”  are 
to be divided between the Birmingham Markets Charity Fund 
and the Birmingham Gazette Fund for providing comforts 
for the troops.

There is a vacancy in our publishing office for a lad of 
fourteen or fifteen. The labour is not arduous, neither does 
it involve long hours, and it affords a good opportunity of 
becoming acquainted with the routine of work in a publishing 
office before launching out on a wider career. Particulars 
may be obtained any day on application. No previous 
experience is necessary.

The members of the KiDgsland Branch invite all mombers 
of the N. S. S. resident in North London to attend a meeting 
on Sunday evening, February 13, when matters of importance 
concerning tho propaganda in that district will be discussed. 
For further particulars see Lecture Notice.

G, W. Foote Memorial Fund.

(To take the form of a Presentation to Mrs. Foote.) 
This Memorial Fnnd is intended as an expression of 
respect and admiration towards tho dead, and as a 
discharge of a duty towards the living. No man has 
deserved better of Freethinkers than our late leader, 
G. W. Foote, and in no way can the gratitude of Free
thinkers be better expressed than in making provision 
for his widow and unmarried daughter. When the 
Fond is completed it will be either invested, or 
arranged in the form of a Trust, for the benefit 
of Mrs. Foote. The ultimate form it may take 
will be made publio in due course, and tho accounts 
properly audited by an incorporated accountant.

It is hoped to close the Fund at as early a data as 
is possible.

Cheqnes should be made payable to the “ G. W. 
Foote Memorial Fund,”  and crossed “  London City 
and Midland Bank, Clerkenwell Branch.”  All com
munications should be addressed to “  Editor,”  Free
thinker, 61 Farringdon-street, London, E.C.

“ The Roll of Honour.”—Tenth List.
Previously acknowledged, jE356 19a. fid.— Mr. and Mrs. 

Shiel, JG1; R. Hodge, 5a.; R E. Bingham, 5a.; W. Hill, 5s. i 
G. A. Revnolds, 10a.; Ormyrc, 10a.; E. Raggett (2nd sub), 
jEI l a . ; P. J. and A. E. Dobell, £6 5a.; F. Gray, 5a.; J. H., 
2a. 6d .; R. Bell, 2a. fid.; H. S., la . ; W. Me., I s . ; R. P., I s . ! 
R J., Is ; W. A., Is .; C. H., la .; W. Barton, la. fid.; E. 
Garrard, la .; A. Smith, fid.; W. King, 5.3,; A. Gillimau, 23. 

Per Miss Vance : R. Lloyd, 2s.

Well-Known Freethinkers I Have Met.
----- ♦-----

III.—F. J. Gould.
M o s t  of the Freethinkers whose oar6ers I have out
lined in the articles I have written in these oolumns, 
would be correctly described as “  aggressive ”  in 
their attitude towards the Christian superstition. 
Bat though they were aggressive tdwards beliefs 
whioh reason and experience convinced them were 
untrue in themselves, and mischievous in their 
effects upon mankind, it must not be supposed that 
they were not men of constructive minds— that they 
did not desire to build as well as to pull down.

Some time ago I was talking to a friend of mine, 
who is a well-known dramatist, and I referred him to 
a criticism of one of his plays that appeared in a 
well-known journal. Well, replied my friend, “  Any 
motley fool can take a pickaxe and knock down a 
house, but it requires a very olovor man to construct 
or build one.”

Undoubtedly the constructive mind is the rarer; 
but when you find tho destructive and oonstruotive 
qualities in combination, in one and the same person, 
you find a gem of tho first wator.

Mr. Fred. J. Gould, whose oareer I am about to 
describe, is essentially a man with a constructivo 
qnality of mind. By critical examination and Iogioal 
analysis he has been able to liberate himself from the 
oreeda of Christendom. Ho has not only been able 
to see through their errors, but he has been able to 
preserve all that was good in tho old faith, and out 
of the old materials and materials of still older faiths, 
ho has been able to construct a more rational and a 
more banefioial philosophy for the rising generation-

Frederick James Gould has had a most interesting 
and romantic career. He was born at Brighton, 
December 19, 1855. His father was an Opera Chorus 
Singer, and as that is a very precarious occupation, he 
frequently found himself unemployed and in poverty- 
Between July, 1865, and June, 1868, young Gould 
was choirboy at St. George’s Chapel, Windsor Castle- 
He was very attentive as member of tho Bible-olas9 
of Lord Wriothesloy Russell, Qaeen's Chaplain, who 
subsequently placed young Gould in comfortable 
lodgings. Later, Mr. Gould b3oame a teaoher at » 
school in the village of Chenies, Bucks, and Lord 
Russell was the Rector of the parish ohuroh.
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Between 1871 and 1877, young Gould studied hard, 
prayed hard, believed hard, amid very peaceful rural 
BnrronndiDgs, and though the Rector tried hard to 
'ndnce him to join the m in is try , ha remained faithful 
to his choice, viz., that of a duly certificated teao’ner 

a National School. He soon became the head 
teacher of the village school of Great Missenden, 
Books, where he helped to establish a library and 
institute.

About this time he began to question the efificaoy
°f prayer, and the reality of the happening of
piracies, as well as the question of whether the
Bible was the inspired word of God. In short, he
heoame very restless in mind, was troubled with all
kinds of doubts, and finally deoided that the only
^ny to get anything approaohing intellectual freedom
would be to come to London, where, among a mighty
nrowd of inquirers, he would not bo noticed.

Consequently, he oame to London in 1879, took
onto himself a wife, and became assistant master at
Jurin Street Board School, Bethnal Green. Scon his *- • -
iightiinquiring mind led him to seek intellectual en-

fonnd
onment in various directions, and before long he

— emancipation from some of his early supersti- 
ons by listening to Charles Bradlaugh, G. W. Foote, 

& ®r,es Watts, and other Freethought orators at the 
of Soience. Gradually, as ha became convinced 
y Jim truth of Secnlarism, he began to speak in 

« « i *  Park in criticism of Christianity and Theism, 
Phi f11 Be published his first Freethought pam- 
 ̂ ef> The New Pilgrim's Progress from Freethought to 

and ar*SW’ a 8̂0 Became a Freethought leoturer, 
a°oepted engagements at Laioester and various 

ranches of the N. S. S.
n 1885 he began to write for the Literary Guide, 

,  °n for the Secular Review, (later the Agnostic 
*5*01). This led to serious trouble for him in his
8.U688*00 ns a schoolmaster under the London 
p ?°1 Board. Tho parent of one of Mr. Gould’s 
ta-̂  • Was fiBown a copy of the Secular Review con- 
a n d an ark*°I0 0,1 khe horrible doctrine of hell-fire, 
Wa Ŵ 0n Be saw Mr. Gould’s name as the author, he 
of a8konished and disgusted that he sent a oopy 

the publication to the Rev. J. R. Diggle, then 
s a,r® an of the London School Board. Mr. Diggle 
arti i ° r ^ r‘ ®ould an  ̂ questioned him about the 
^ ° ‘e> Mr. Gould at once acknowledged that ho 
0j 8 the author, and further, that he was not ashamed 
had** 8 ®ree^Bought views, but, on the contrary, he 
in of , r°a80n to be proud of them. Howover, the 
te j0r was brought before the Board, with the 
J i t  that Mr. Gould was transferred to another 
fr 0°l»,Northey Street, Limehouse, and withdrawn 
bei*0 religions instruction, the Bible lessons
(0,,nf? Banded over to tho headmaster. This went on 
fJ B r e e  years—from 1888 to 1891— when Mr. Gould 
Boafl *S position so intolerable that he wrote to the 

rd asking to resume Bible teaching as an 
Vievv *°’ *n nkher words, to teaoh the Ethioal 
Wk; , °  ̂ the Bible. After an animated debate, in 
B ov  ^ 0V- Bkewart Headlam, the Rev. Copeland 
V j, *!> and two others supported his application, 
ti0 . Mrs. Besant voting in favour of Mr. Gould con- 
Waf|InJ> ko give Secular instruction only, his request 
p declined; he shortly afterwards resigned his 
oar l0?  nnder the Board and entered upon an active 
Bis pf ln Ethioal movement. During this period 
Infe ltGrary output was very extensive. He wrote a 
Conc ̂  T>runo, Stepping Stones to Agnosticism, and A 

p lse History of Religion, in three volumes. 
the inis1899 1899 Be aB8l9l;ed Dr. Stanton Coit in 

lcn,l movement, helped to start the Ethical 
BthjP’ ,a woekly journal, and to found the Union of 

g ^ooieties, also the Moral Education League. 
OcCasi nrlDg this time he did not oease to write 
Mw °nal nrtioles for the Freethinker, whioh were 
Foote accepted by its late Editor, G. W.
fr0rri th a 6 a,8°  wro Ĝ Tales from the Bible and Tales 
point 0f . w Testament, from an entirely rationalistic 

Prom TlGW» alB0 Pioneers of Modern Thought. 
to thQ L i 89 1908, Mr. Gould acted as Secretary
the Sun)j1Ce8*er Beoclai' Society, whore ho oonduoted 

day-school, delivered lectures from time to

time, organized bazaars, arranged operettas and other 
entertainments, and painted the soenery. Suoh 
versatile talents deserved recognition. But this was 
not all. Mr Gould found time to stand as a candi
date for the Leicester School Board on a programme 
which embraced the novel idea of S90nlar Moral 
Instruction as well as other drastio reforms. Mr. 
Gould, I believe was returned second on the poll, 
and he very soon persuaded the sensible members of 
the Board to adopt his scheme of moral instruction, 
which has since spread in various forms to other 
towns. While at Leicester, he wrote works entitled, 
Religion of the First Christians and Will Women Help ? 
He also edited the Leicester Reasoner for two years.

After this, from 1908 to 1910, he carried on the 
Leicester Positivist Society, or Church of Humanity, 
but maintained friendly relations with the Secular 
Society, of which he has been a member from 1899.

From 1904 to 1907, he varied his duties by becom
ing Labour Member on the Leicester Town Council, 
and again in 1909-10. While a member of this body, 
he raised the question of Secular Education on three 
occasions, and on one occasion he appeared at the 
Police Court as a Passive Rssister to the Eduoation 
Tax and as a protest against Bible teaching in 
Council Sohools. This protest appeared to amuse 
soma of the Church of England party, and demon
strated to the various dissenting bodieB that Free
thinkers had a better right to protest against religious 
instruction than they had, since they only wanted to 
substitute one form of religious instruction for 
another.

In 1909, although opposed on placards by three 
vicars, Mr, Gould was, nevertheless, returned again 
to the Leicester Town Council. When he resigned, 
a year later, he aoted a3 Demonstrator, that is, he 
gave a large number of lessons to ohildren, before 
adult audienoes, for the Moral Education League. 
Mr. Gould is a born teaoher, and his methods of 
oonveying instruction are at ones novel and attrac
tive. He has given demonstrations in forty oities in 
the United States, tho daughter of the illustrious 
Colonel R. G. Ingersoll (Mrs. Hill Brown) organizing 
his meetings in New York. He has also given 
similar leotures in India.

Although Mr. Gould oannot claim to be an impas
sioned orator, ho nevertheless has a very pleasant 
delivery; while his genial personality, his noble 
ideals, and his fine powers of conversation, make him 
a great favourite wherever he goes. He is a splendid 
writer, and has written a large number of works in 
addition to those I have already mentioned. There 
is a good deal of humour in Mr. Gould’s composition; 
in a moment he sees the ludiorous aspeot of a subjeot, 
and with a merry twinkle in his eye, he turns it 
readily to acoount. But he can be as serious as the 
melanoholy Jaquea when ocoasion serves.

Mr. Gould still leotures for Ethioal and Seoular 
Societies, he is also a member and lootures for 
the London Positivist Society— the group associated 
with that brilliant writer and thinker, Mr. Frederic 
Harrison.

Mr. Gould tells me that he has been greatly in
fluenced by the teachings of Auguste Comte, and has 
a good deal of admiration for the Frenoh philosopher, 
Bergson. He is constructive and educational by 
temperament, and though he has completely aban
doned theology, he believes that all faiths have 
served human welfare in the past, and does not 
balieve any age was ever “  DarTc.’ ’ He takes for his 
motto, “  Love for principle, Order for basis, and 
Progress for end.”  All of whioh is good Seoular 
teaohing— sound in theory and admirable in praotioe.

Arthur B. Moss.

The Gospel of Mark.—Y.

(Continued from p. 85.)
T he next question that requires elucidation is the 
apologetio theory of the Gospel of Mark being
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“  original ” — that is to say, with no doonments 
behind it npon which it was based— and that this 
Gospel was the source of a large portion of Matthew 
and Luke. In order to get some light upon the sub
ject I now proceed to test this theory in the only way 
in which it is now possible to do so.

The following quotation from Strauss’s New Life of 
Jesus appears in an apologetic work by the late Dean 
Farrar, which I commented upon nearly a year ago:—

The review of evidence with regard to the first three 
Gospels gives this result, that soon after the beginning 
of the second century certain traces are found, not indeed 
in their present form , but still of the presence of a con
siderable portion of their contents, etc.

What, it may be asked, did Strauss mean by the words 
I have italicized ? Well, he meant that in the first 
quarter of the second century he had noticed that 
passages were quoted from an unnamed Greek Gospel, 
which passages were of a more primitive character 
than those in our present Synoptical Gospels. To 
illustrate this point I take some short examples 
from the First Epistle of Clement— whose date apolo
gists place at a .d . 95, but whioh should be A.D. 130 
This Epistle is from “ The Church of God whioh 
sojourns at Rome to the Church of God sojourning 
at Corinth.”  In paragraph xiii. of the Epistle appear 
the following sayings, whioh I have numbered for 
reference:—

Remember the words of the Lord Jesus....... for thus
he said: (1) Be ye merciful, that ye may receive mercy;
(2) forgive, that it may be forgiven to you ; (3) as ye do, 
so shall it be done to you ; (4) as ye give, so shall it bo 
given to y ou ; (5) as ye judge, so shall it be judged to 
you ; (6) as ye show kindness, shall kindness be shown 
to you ; (7) with what measure ye mete, with the same 
shall it be measured to you.

One need not be a Biblical critio in order to peroeive 
that the foregoing sayings are of a more primitive 
nature than those now in the canonical Gospels. 
Clement, too, professes to give the exact words—
“  for thus he said ”— and as he was writing to the 
ohuroh at Corinth where the sayings would be known, 
he would certainly take care to give them correctly. 
Yet not one of the sayings is in exaot verbal agree
ment with any in our Gospels, though five of them 
are near enough to be identified with the following:—

portion of Matthew seems to have been left un
touched, and most of the narratives in that Gospsl 
are really more primitive than the parallel ones in 
Mark or Luke. As to the relationship of the Synop
tical Gospels, I have, after a recent examination of 
the portions common to the three, arrived at th0 
following conclusions: (1) that Matthew in a primi
tive form, and without the first two ohapters, was 
the first Gospel in Greek; (2) that nearly all the 
narratives in Mark were taken from the primitive 
Matthew; (8) that Mark, in taking from Matthew, 
has, in most cases, added words or phrases which 
he thought would improve the narratives; (4) that 
Luke has taken much from Mark, but Matthew 
nothing.

The following short examples will show more 
clearly chan a long dissertation how Mark’s Gospel 
was constructed. The words in italios were added 
by Mark to the narratives taken from Matthew :—

(1) . Matt. iv. 17.— Repent ye ; for the kingdom of heaven 
is at hand.

Mark i. 14.— 7 he time is fulfilled, and the kingdom of 
God is at hand: repent ye, and believe in the Gospel.

(2) . Matt. xiv. 14.— And he came forth, and saw a great 
multitude, and he had compassion on them, and healed 
their sick.

Mark vi. 34.— And he came forth, and saw a great 
multitude, and he had compassion on them, because 
they were as sheep not having a shepherd, and he began 
to teach them many things.

(3) . Matt. xiii. 34.— All those things spake Jesus in para
bles unto the multitudes ; and without a parable spake 
he not unto them.

Mark iv. 33.— And with many such parables spake be 
the word unto them, as they were able to hear i t : and 
without a parable spake he not unto them.

(4) . Matt. xxvi. 8.— To what purpose is this waste ? For 
the ointment might have been sold for much, and given 
to the poor.

Mark xiv. 5.—To what purpose hath this waste o f  the 
ointment been made ? For this ointment might have 
been sold for above three hundred pence, and given 
to the poor.

(5) . Matt. xxvi. 11.—For ye have the poor always with 
you ; but me ye liavo not always.

Mark xiv. 7.— For ye have the poor always with yofli 
and whensoever ye will ye can do them good : but me ye 
have not always.

(1) , Matt. v. 7.— Blessed are the merciful, for they shall 
obtain mercy.

Luke vi. 36.— Be ye merciful, even as your Father is 
merciful.

(2) . Matt. vi. 14.— For if ye forgive men their trespasses, 
your heavenly Father will also forgivo you.

(4) . Luke vi. 38.— Give, and it shall be given unto you, 
good measure, pressed down, etc.

(5) . Matt. vii. 2.— For with what judgment ye judgo, yo 
shall bo judged.

(7). Matt. vii. 2.— With what measure ye mete, it shall be 
measured to you (also Mark iv. 24 and Luke vi. 38).

Clemenfc’s third and sixth quotations, though taken 
by him from a Gospel in use at Rome in his day, are 
not found in any of our present Gospels. Now, what 
do all these inconsistencies mean ? They mean that 
the Gospel from which Clement quoted was a more 
primitive version of Matthew than the one whioh has 
come down to us; that is to say, that our present 
Matthew is a revised version of the Gospel known 
to Clement ; that many of the early sayings (more 
especially in the Sermon on the Mount) have been 
remodelled, and some of the most doubtful or un
satisfactory ones omitted : in addition to whioh the 
first two ohapters (containing the Virgin Birth 
stories) have been added.

Dr. Estlin Carpenter, in his First Three Gospels 
(p. 825) says:—

It may bo that the Gospel now bearing Matthew’s 
name embodies much, or indeed all, of his collection 
of the Master’s sayings. As one or another rendered 
it from Aramean into Greek, additions would be re
corded, and those may in time have been gathered 
up and recast under the editorial plan which can be 
so clearly traced in the present Matthew. But the 
steps of this process can be no longer followed.

“ Them’s my opinions, gentlemen” —with some modi
fication. Yet notwithstanding this revision, a large

(6) . Matt. xiv. 19.— And he commanded the multitudes to 
sit down on tho grass; and he took the five loaves, and 
the two fishes, and looking up to heaven, he blessed, 
and brake, etc.

Mark vi. 39, 40.— And he commanded them that all 
should sit down by companies upon tho green grass. And 
they sat doivn in ranks, by hundreds, and by fifties. And 
he took the five loaves, and tho two fishes, and looking 
up to heaven, ho blessed, and brake, etc.

(7) . Matt. viii. 24—26.—And bohold there arose a great 
tempest in the sea, insomuch that tho boat was covered 
with the waveB ; but ho was asleep. And thoy came to
him, saying, Save, Lord ; we perish....... Then ho aros0>
and rebuked the winds and the sea ; and there was a 
groat calm.

Mark iv. 37— 39.— And thero ariseth a great storm o' 
wind, and the waves beat into tho boat; insomuch that 
the boat was now filling. And ho himself was in the 
stern, asleep on the cushion. And thoy awake bin1' 
and say unto him, Master, carest thou not that 'f,e 
perish ? And ho awoke, and rebuked the wind, and 
said unto tho sea, Peace, be still. And the wind ceased, 
and there was a great calm.

(8) . Matt. ix. 23—25.— But when Jesus came into tb®
ruler’s house....... he said, Give p lace: for tho dams0*
is not dead, but sleopeth. And they laughed him t® 
scorn. But whon the crowd was put forth, he entered 
in, and took her by the hand: and tho damsel arose.

Mark v. 39—42.— And when he was entered in, l1® 
saith unto them, Why make ye a tumult and weep- 
tho child is not dead, but sleopeth. And they laugh00 
him to scorn. But he, having put them all forth, take"1 
the father o f  the child and her mother, and them t,ial 
were with him, and goeth in where the child was. AO0 
taking the child by the hand, he saith unto her, Dam*6" 
I  say unto thee, arise. And straightway tho damsel r09
up and walked ; for she was twelve years old....... And 'l
commanded that something should be given her to eat.

All tho foregoing extracts from Matthew would se01*’ 
to have escaped revision: it is difficult to imag*13
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narratives of a more primitive oharaoter. Also, the 
compiler of Mark appears to have had more imagin
ation and judgment than Matthew, and to have 
“ ought out every story which he copied, adding new 

’•“ aginary details wherever he thought neoessary— 
e result being that his Gospel reads more like 

oe narrative of an eye-witness than either of the 
other two Synoptios. After reading Matthew’s hald 

°ry of the tempest, for instance, Mark pictured to 
imaelf the boat tossed by the waves and Jesus 

. 9 6eP ¡n jk  Then the details came to him : the 
°at was filling with water, Jesus was asleep, to 
9 comfortable he must be in the stern with his 

ooau on a cushion. When awakened, he not only 
robuked ”  the winds, but gave a command to the 
ea—<< Peace, be still ” —which is now the burden 

a well-known hymn. The last example shows 
ar,£ a£ jjjg keak jjjs additions certainly make 

Q, e aocounts in his Gospel read like the narratives 
an eye-witness, But all these details, however 

atural, were purely imaginary. No one ever wit- 
ssed the raising from the dead of the ruler’s

of fi.— r> or of the tempest, or any
p I*10 other miracles recorded in the Second Gos- 
^  —not even the apostle with the preternatural 
t j.rnory, from whose imaginary preaching, apologists 
j ,na, all the narratives in the Gospel of Mark were 
drived. -

now to the apologetio contention that 
atthew and Luke made use of Mark in compiling 
cir respective Gospels, we find that this is correct 

to t la 0080 Matthew, as already stated,
°k nothing from the Seoond Gospel, and probably 

tiyVe j e^08 on kuke, like Mark, had the primi- 
q 6 Matthew before h im ; but he also had the Seoond 

*rom *n 80me oases he drew largely,
or | 0 *n others he took nothing, or merely a phrase 
of a 0, iohowing is Luke’s version of the last 

ohe foregoing examples:—

true. Nearly all those who have written about Shelley’s life 
have tried with all the zeal in their power to exonerate the 
poet from the stain that must for ever cling to his character, 
with the result that the majority of the people who have not 
the time to investigate for themselves, have in their minds 
a confused idea of the poet’s true character.

On the occasion of Shelley’s Centenary, the frequenters at 
Horsham would not have resorted to whitewashing that 
character if there was no need for it. The reason for 
their doing so is to be found in the fact that there existed, 
as indeed there still exist, people like myself who can 
agree with the poet’s views on religion, admire his beautiful 
writings, and yet not be blinded to his faults.

I  do not desire to make a long defence for his wife, 
although I am prepared to take up the cudgels if I were 
called upon to do so. I should like, however, to draw 
your attention to the fact that Harriet Westbrook was 
slandered unmercifully for a long while by all those of 
Shelley’s protagonists who had never known or seen her. 
Hearsay was enough for an accusation. She was described 
as having been unfaithful to Shelley, uneducated and extrav
agant. All these calumnies were exploded by Hogg and 
Peacock, who were personal friends of hers. The last 
shred of evidence, manufactured or otherwise, hitherto em
ployed in extenuation of Shelley’s conduct has had to be 
withdrawn.

Shelley did not live with Harriet Westbrook in Free Love. 
In a letter to Hogg he argues very well in favour of matri
mony. We all know now, even the Philistines who will not 
admit it, that Shelley was directly responsible for the down
fall of the girl whom he carried off at the age of sixteen. 
Southey’s scathing denunciation of the poet’s behaviour is 
none too severe. The poignant grief and miseries of the 
unfortunate girl so shamefully misled and deserted, as re
vealed in her correspondence with Katharine Nugent, will 
not only move the heart of everyone who sits down to 
peruse it, but will call forth the severost criticism of the 
wrongdoer.

Finally, as a Freethinker, I beg to state that, in my eyes 
Shelley’s Froethought and fearless outspokonnesa will no 
absolve him from his moral responsibilities.

“  Science Student.”

Luke viii. 51— 55.—And when he camo to the house,
ho suffered not any man to enter in with him, save.......
the father of the maiden and her mother. And....... he
8aid, Weop n ot; for she is not dead but sleepeth. And 
"hoy laughed him to scorn, knowing that she was dead. 
Eut ho, taking hor by the hand, called, saying, Maiden 
hrise. And her spirit returned, and she rose up imme
diately: and ho commanded that something be given hor

It

fcion6 Be° ^ a t  ^nke ^as all Mark’s addi-
(¡w ,s’ including the statement that the girl “  was 
he . v°. years old ”— the latter being placed at the 

hning of the narrative, whioh is omitted here 
itddif*00ant °* 8PacG- The words in italics are Luke’s 

r “ ens to the paragraph in Mark.
I?jr 0O*:*DK now at the foregoing extraots from the 
j^a ? and Seoond Gospels, the question arises, Did 
or k “ako from Matthew, and in so doiDg amplify 
^ke f detaila narrative ? or, Did Matthew
atia ir°tn Mark, and in making his copy strike out 
Wa °,71̂  the words given in italics? Whioh of these 
per0 j 00,80 ? Every rational person will, I think, 

eiVe that the first alternative is the most natural 
a t i /^ a b l e .  Moreover, against the seoond altorn- 

the fact that no historical first century Mark, 
ku0wWas *n a position to write an original Gospel, is 

n : ah those mentioned in holy writ are mere 
be Bij8' *n the latter oase, too, it would have to 
sillv °(Wn whenoe the narratives were obtained. The 

story of Mark and Peter will not wash.
(To be concluded.) A b r a c a d a b r a .

THE NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY.
TO THE EDITOR OF “  THE FREETHINKER."

Sir ,— At our recent Executive Meeting I  was instructed to 
send a circular letter to all lapsed mombers of our Socioty, 
but as, in consequence of changes of address, I am unable to 
reach many old members, I should bo very grateful if you 
would bo good enough to print it in full, knowing its appear
ance in your columns cannot fail to bo of the greatest servico 
to us by bringing it to the notice of many old friends, who 
will, I hope, take it as a personal invitation. Tho letter runs 
as follow s:—

You are one of the old members of the N. S. S. whoso 
active co-operation at the present time would be extremely 
welcome. Our immediate need is to strengthen and consoli
date our membership. You are one of thoso who took a share 
in, and can testify to the splendid work of tho N. S. 8. in the 
past. Will you help to renew and perpetuate that work?

Brave pioneers have cleared the ground. The least their 
successors can do is to sow the seed, even though it be left to 
others to reap the harvest. But what of that, so long as we 
contribute our share to the betterment of human lifo ? Thus 
only can we honourably discharge our debt to the heroes 
whose names have been successively inscribed on our banner. 
One of those pioneers was George William Foote, whoso re
moval from our midst necessarily involves some reorgani
zation. Tho burdens borne by past leaders have to be 
read jested to the shoulders on which they fall—the more 
inevitably in a Society of Freethinkers, every unit in which 
has ideas of his own about policy and tactics.

With a view to co-ordinating those ideas, and consolidating 
our strength for a united effort, the Executive is issuing this 
appeal to our old supporters, begging them to revive thoir 
interest in the Cause, and give it once more the benefit 
of their adhesion and influence.

May we then ask for your co-operation in the endeavour to 
place the Cause again in a position such as its dignity and 
value should command ?

Correspondence.

THE LIFE OF SHELLEY.
g  TO TH a KDITOR OF “  THE FREETHINKER.”

^¡th no doubt that all who have some acquaintance
i- graph °^'s will mouru with Mr. Salt that no proper 
“®s entir^i°* Poe* kins appeared yet. The fault, however, 
afltoiret(je ^with tho attitude taken up by some of Shelley’s 
aad drivel *°Ur oon*ributor states “ Dowdon himself preachos

°ver the Harriet matter.”  That, indeed, is quite

I shall be pleased to send forms of membership ou appli
cation, but tho declaration form, which so often appoars in 
tho Freethinker, could bo usod by auyono dosiring to rejoin.

E. M. Vance, General Secretary.

A daily paper says "  time was when Bernard Shaw literally 
flew along the Strand," but now he walks at quite 11 a sober 
pace." Wo have heard Mr. Shaw referred to as “  tho great 
St. Bernard,” but this suggests angelic qualities.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc-

LONDON.
I ndoor.

Kingsland Branch N. S. S. (5 King's Square, Goswell Hoad, 
E .C .): 7, Special Meeting.

Outdoor.
H yde P ark: 11.30, Messrs. Sballer and Saphin, “ The Crimea 

of Christianity” ; 3.15, Messrs. Kells and Dales, “ Christianity 
and Womanhood ”  ; 6.30, Messrs. Saphin, Hyatt, and Beale.

COUNTRY.
B irmingham B ranch N. 8.S . (Town Hall): 7, Debate, E. 

Clifford Williams and G. R. Samways, “ Secularism v. Chris
tianity.”

G lasgow B ranch N. S. 8 . (Good Templars' Hall, 122 Ingram 
Street): 12 noon, Important Business Meeting.

L iverpool (Marlborough Hall, Hardman Street) : C. Cohen, 
afternoon, “ Mr. Balfour on God and Man” ; evening, “ Chris
tianity and the European War.”

LI F E - L I KE  PORTRAI T
OF

G . W . F O O T E .
Art Mounted, 10 by 7. With Autograph.

Suitable for Framing.

Price ONE SHILLING.
(Postage : Inland, 3d. ; Foreign, 6X)

T he P ioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon-stroet E.C.

A m erica 's  F rseth ou gh t N ew sp ap er

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

CONTINUED BY E. M. MACDONALD, 1883-1909.
G. E. MACDONALD _  ~  ~  Editor.
L. K. WASHBURN Editorial Coktbibuiob.

Subscription R ates.
Single subscription in advance ~  3.00
Two new subscribers —. •— 5.00
One subscription two years in advanoe ~. 5.00

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

25 cents per month, may be begun at any time. 
Freethinkert  everywhere are invited to tend for specimen copies, 

which are free,
THE TRUTH SEEKER COMPANY,

Publishers, Dealers in Freethought Books,
62 Vasal Sirbit , Nbw Yobk, U.S.A

RUSKIN HOUSE SCHOOL,
SOUTHEND-ON-SEA.

CONDUCTED ON RATIONALISTIC LINES.

Established 1903.
Recommended by Prominent Freethinkers.

Write :
W. H. THRESH, Principal,

FOR PROSPECTUS.

NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY,

Secretary : Miss E.M, VANoa,02Farringdon-Bt., London, K.O,

, Principles and Objects.
S b c ü l a r îsm  touches that conduct should bo basod on reason 
and knowlodgo. It knows nothing of divine guidance or 
interference ; it excludes supernatural hopes and fears ; it 
regards happiness as man’s proper aim, and utility as his 
moral guide.

Socularism affirms that Progress is only possible through 
Liberty, which is at onco a right and a duty ; and therefore 
seeks to remove every barrier to the fullest equal freedom of 
thought, action, and speech.

Secularism deolarea that theology is oondomned by reason 
as superstitious, and by experience as mischievous, and 
assails it as the historio enemy of Progress.

Secularism accordingly seeks to dispel superstition; to 
spread education ; to disestablish religion ; to rationalise 
morality ; to promote peace ; to dignify labor ; to extend 
material well-being ; and to realise the Beli-governmont of 
the people.

Membspsblp.
Any person is eligible as a member on signing the 

following declaration :—
" I  desire to join tho National Seoalar Society, and I 

pledge myself, if admitted act a member, to ca-operata in 
promoting its objects."

2 J rt *+* *

Occupation

Dated (hit--------- dap c f.~ ............... 190

This Declaration should be transmitted io the Sesretary 
with a subscription,
P.S.—Beyond a minimum of Two Shillings per year, every 

member is left to fix his own subscription according to 
his means and interest in the cause

Immediate Practical Objects.
The Legitimation of Bequests to Secular or other Freo- 

thought Societies, for the maintenance and propagation of 
heterodox opinions on matters of religion, on the same 
conditions as apply to Christian or Theistio churches or 
organisations.

The Abolition of the Blasphemy Laws, In order that 
aellgion may be oanvassod as froely as other subjeots, with
out fear of fine or imprisonment.

Tho Disestablishment and Disondowment of tho State 
Churches in England, Sootland, and Walos.

The Abolition of all Religious Teaching and Bible Reading 
in Schools, or other educational establishments supnortod 
by the State.

Tho Opening of all endowed educational institutions to tbo 
children and youth of all elasseB alike,

The Abrogation of all laws interfering with the freo uso 
af Sunday for the purpose of onlturo and recreation ; and the 
Sunday opening of State and Municipal MuseumB, Libraries, 
&nd Art Galleries.

A Reform of the Marriage Laws, especially to Bocuro 
qual justice for husband and wife, and a reasonable liborty 

and facility of divoroe.
The Equalisation of the logal status of men and womon, so 

that all rights may be independent of sexual distinctions.
Tho Protection of children from all forms of violence, and 

(rom tho greed of those who would make a profit out of thoir 
premature labor.

ino Abolition of all hereditary distinctions and privileges, 
¡ostoring a spirit antagonistic to justice and human 
brothorhood.

The Improvement by all just and wise moans of tho con* 
difciona of daily life for the manses of the peoples especially 
in towns and cities, where insanitary and incommodious 
dwellings, and tho want of open spaoes, cause physical 
weakness and disease, and tho deterioration of family life.
. Tbe Promotion of the right and duty of Labor to organise 
tsalf for its moral and economical advancement, and of its 
claim to legal protection in such combinations.

The Substitution of the idea of Reform for that of Punish
ment in the treatment of criminals, so that gaolB may no 
longer bo places of brutalisation, or even of mere detention, 
jut places of physical, intellectual, and moral elevation tot 
those who are afflicted with anti-social tendencies.

An Extension of the moral lav/ to animals, so as to scour® 
hem humane treatment and legal protection against cruelty.

The Promotion of Peace betweon nations, and the substi
tution of Arbitration for War in the settlement of inter- 
cation* 1 disputed
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Books Every Freethinker Should Possess.

History of Sacerdotal Celibacy, by H. C. Lea.
In Two Handsome Volumes, Large 8vo., Published at 21s. net. 

Price SEVEN SHILLINGS. Postage 7d.
This ia the Third and Revised Edition, 1907, of the Standard and Authoritative Work on 
Saoerdotal Celibacy. Since its issue in 1867 it has held the first place ia the literature of

the subjeot, nor is it likely to lose that position.

The Idea of The Soul, by A. E. Crawley.
Published at 6s. net. Price 2s. 9d., postage 5d.

Mr. Crawley’s reputation as an Anthropologist stands high, and the above is an important 
contribution to the anthropological aspeot of tho belief in a soul.

History of the Taxes on Knowledge, by C. D. Collet.
With an Introduction by George Jacob Holyoake.

Two Vols. Published at 7s. Price 2s. 6d., postage 5d.
Mr. Collet was very closely associated for very many years with the movement for abolishing 
the tax on newspapers, and writes with an intimate knowledge that few others possessed. 
Mr. Collet traces the history of the subject from the earliest times to tho repeal of tho tax

after the Bradiaugh Struggle.

The Theories of Evolution, by Yves Delage.
1912 Edition. Published at 7s. 6d. net. Price 3s., postage 5d.

A Popular, but Thorongb, Exposition of tho various Theories of Evolution from Darwin onward.

THE PION EEB PEERS, 61 FABBINGDON 8TBEET, LONDON, E.O.

A Selection of Pamphlets by G. W. FOOTE.
THEISM OR ATHEISM:

Whioh is tho More Reasonable ?
Price 6d., post lid .

ROME OR ATHEISM:
The Groat Alternative. Price Id., poet id.

THE ATHEIST SHOEMAKER.
A Study in Lying. Prioo Id., post id.

CHRISTIANITY OR SECULARISM:
Whioh is True ? Price id., post l£d.

Da r w in  on  g o d . peco 2d., post id.
RESURRECTION.

A Missing Chapter from tho Gospel of 
Matthew. Price Id., post id.

BESANT’S THEOSOPHY.
A Candid Criticism. Price Id., post id.

^HAT is a g n o s t ic is m
Also a Dofenoe of Atheism. Prioo Id., post id.

O t t e r s  t o  t h e  c l e r g y .
A Dieoussion of Prayer, Miracles, eto.

Prioo 8d.,'post l£d.

INGERSOLLISM
Defended Against Archdeacon Farrar.

Prioe Id., post id.

BIBLE AND BEER. Price Id., post id.

HALL OF SCIENCE LIBEL CASE.
A Full and True Aocount of “  The Lseds 
Orgies.”  Price 81., post Id.

THE SIGN OF THE CROSS.
A Candid Criticism of Mr. Wilson Barrett’ s 
Play. Price 8d., post lid .

THE NEW CAGLIOSTRO.
An Open Latter to Madame Blavatsky.

Prioe Id., post id.

THE PASSING OF JESUS.
The Last Adventures of the First Messiah.

Price 2d., post id.

THE IMPOSSIBLE CREED.
An Open Lottor to tho Bishop of Peterborough.

Price Id., post id.

PHILOSOPHY OF SECULARISM.
Price Id., post id.

THE PIONEEB PRESS, 61 FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.



THE FREETHINKER February 13, 1916

FLOWERS o" FREETHOUGHT
BY

G. W. FOOTE.

FIRST SERIES.
Fifty-One Articles and Essays on a 

Variety of Freethought Topics.
213 pp., Cloth, 2s. 6d. net, post 4d.

We beg to annonnoe that having purchased the 
Library of the late G. W. Foote, we are offering 
¡he same for sale. The Catalogue is now ready 
and will he forwarded post free upon application.

SECOND SERIES.
Fifty-Eight Essays and Articles on a 
further variety of Freethought topics.
302 pp., Cloth, 2s. 6d. net, post £d.

These two volumes contain much of the Author’s best 
and raciest writings.

T hh Pioneer Press 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.

BOOKS FROM
G. W. FOOTE’S LIBRARY,

P. J. & A. E. DOBELL,
77 CHARING CROSS ROAD, LONDON, W.C.

BIBLE STUDIES
ESSAYS ON

Phallic Worship and Other Curious 
Rites and Customs.

BY
J. M. WHEELER.

Price ONE SHILLING Net.
(Postage 2|d.)

A

BIOGRAPHICAL DICTIONARY
OF FREETHINKERS 

OF ALL AGES AND NATIONS.
BY

J. M. WHEELER.

Price THREE SHILLINGS Net.
(Postage 6d.)

The P ioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon-street, London, E.C.

Determinism or Free WillP
By C. COHEN.

Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.

CONTENTS.
I. The Question Stated.—II. “ Freedom" and "W ill ."—III. 
Consciousness, Deliberation, and Choioj.—IV. Some Alleged 
Coneequencee of Determinism.—V. Professor James on “  The 
Dilemma of Determinism.”—VI. The Nature and Implications 
of Responsibility.—VII. Determinism and Charaoter.—VIII. A 

Problem in Determinism.—IX. Environment.

PRICE ONE SHILLING NET.
(Postage 2d.)

BY THE SAME AUTHOR.
AN OUTLINE OF EVOLUTIONARY ETHICS. Published 

at 6d., price 3d., postage Id.
So c ia l is m , A t h e i s m , a n d  Ch r is t ia n it y . Price Id., 

postage |d.
Ch r is t ia n it y  a n d  Bo c ia l  E t h ic s . Prioe id., 

postage id .
Pain and Providence. Price Id., postage id.

T he P ioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon-street, London, E.C.

T he P ioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon-street, London, E.C.

PIONEER PAMPHLETS.
Now being issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.

No. I .—BIBLE AND BEER,
By G. W. Foote.

FORTY PAGES— ONE PENNY.
Postage : single copy, id . ; 6 copies, l id . ; 10 copies» 

3d.; 26 oopies 4d. (parcel post),

No. II_DEITY AND DESIGN,
[A Reply to Dr. A. R. Wallace.) By C. Cohen. 

THIRTY-TW O PAGES— ONE PENNY. 
Postage : Single oopy, id . ; 6 oopiea, l£d. ; 18 oopies, 

2Jd. ; 26 oopies, 4d. (parcel post).

No. III.—MISTAKES OF MOSES,
By Colonel Ingersoll*

THIRTY-TW O PAGES— ONE PENNY. 
Postage: Single copy, id .; 6 copies, l id . ;  18 oopies» 

2id. ; 26 oopies, 4d. (parcel post).
Special Terms for Quantities for Free Distribution or t° 

Advanced Societies.

T he P ioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C-

A Propagandist Issue.

G, W. Foote Memorial Number
OF

“ THE F R E E T H I N K E R . ”
With Portrait and Appreciations*

Price TWOPENCE.
(Postage id.)

T he P ioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London,

Printed and Published by the P ioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon-street, London E.C.


