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Our Jubilee—1881-1931Ix
/  *° llistory of periodic journalism only two 
^Pcis devoted to Freethought have survived 

is ti,e A S enough to celebrate their Jubilee. One 
the p, Tll̂ LSCCker, published in New York, the other
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however, without leaving some sign o c
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Nearly every one of them have lived
1 to have made some impression on thev 1 1 * ouun. liilj.il c^i' Ml uni 1111-

'  ̂ not i !et 1Uoû er of superstition, and even if they 
"°&has to avbieve tlieir own Jubilee their
f ’ld'iers ,.!ila<. ^ possible for us to achieve ours. Like
fom rein-r^nie "  10 llavc held back the enemy until 
death n!' S r̂r'Vpb> or like pioneers who have met 

lho end of the trail they have blazed, the 
Past. t° /he present is built upon the failures of the

It is A .  '*.s sahite the pioneers
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Attain that these earlier journals did not lack 
part of those responsible for their ex-

'«n ^either were tliose for whom tliev existed
Î/Ve ber- 'Z enthtisiasni. Few propagandist causes— ...............  ------■'k
kre;.,üeen better served in both directions than lias
of, bought by the periodicals issued from the days 
I'ooi UL °hl Richard Garble down to George W illiam 
lll(| /  * here lias been nonracre o f a ve rv  hindi orrli r
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- • i Here lias been courage of a very 
; an intellectual ability that would b ^  . .

Public honour and position in any other dnccti 
V Ihat of Preethought. , loaders had

* S i n'e * *  T  T t T *  & « ■^  cause 1° complain of want

tlloiv supporters. But in t .je tB with
th/ men and women poorl. „ er is,

World's goods, and the maintenance ition.
side, a purely — » “¿ 'J  „ .

»Pir-meVers pm « *> P ank ,md f,le 
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successfully shoulder. The surprising 
many of tligm lasted as long as theySo

/  toalized'- <nvn Unrealized— and probably never to 
lll‘se brav à ‘‘■ ''nbitions is to see published a history of

"’’d. Wort]'° I'toueers of Freethought, with a complete 
, ' ve es- lv account of tlie propagandist journals that
u p. * lsted fiiiw.—  j 1 . — i----  —j -----
to distvs.r.'̂  " '"'e  1 think the world would be surprised4K ,"'ere <1( nii i
, 'lost , , "OW much it owes to tliese, at present, 
,]'s t r , 'Ullk"own 
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papers. Certainly nothing is more
than to find so many of those who to-day 

k toiQpj '/Afik orthodox Christianity evidencing such 
tfcKiou -knoignce of what has been doue in the 
h'3V toditant Freethought. Perhaps one day we 

a research scholarship established for this

purpose. If this ever happens I venture to predict 
that the outcome will be more illuminating, and cer
tainly more inspiring than those bulky volumes which 
so often succeed in giving honour where it is not due, 
or piling up honour where its accumulation is quite 
unnecessary.

*  *  *

The first number of the Freethinker was. 
dated May, 1881. It began as a monthly 
journal, and consisted of eight pages only. It was 
issued at the popular price of one penny. Its editor 
was G. W. Foote, the printer, as advertised was E. W. 
Whittle, the imprint that of “ The Freethought Pub
lishing Company.”  Within a few months both the 
name of the company and that of the printer was 
dropped, and the Freethinker was announced as pub
lished and edited by G. W. Foote.

This was not Foote’s first adventure in journalism. 
He had started the Secularist, in conjunction with 
G. J. Holyoake, and had founded a monthly maga
zine, the Liberal. He was also a frequent contributor 
to Bradlaugh’s National Reformer, and bad issued a 
number of pamphlets. Tn all these essays he had, 
however, travelled mainly along the lines marked out 
by Freethought journalists. Hitherto Freethought 
journalism had followed a severe, even a sedate, road. 
Naturally, a great deal of it had been called by its op
ponents “  vulgar,”  “  ribald,”  even ”  indecent,”  and 
there had been loud outcries against holding religion 
up to contempt. But in the main, as anyone can see 
who has the opportunity of running over a collection 
of the earlier Freethought papers, the manner u'as 
wouclrously grave.
There were two reasons for this. First, the puritan- 
ism of English life had bitten very deeply. It con
taminated both those who believed and those who dis
believed. It fouled everything it touched. It was, 
indeed, an impure form of religious ascetism. It dis
liked mere happiness, it hated laughter, and even in 
the act of denouncing monasticism its ideal was still 
the raonhk And it had marked religion as soniething 
tq bg treated with tremendous gravity. W it and 
humour were sure signs of religious backsliding. ' ft 
was ill-work joking with the Lord.

Jjhe second cause of the gravity with which religion 
was treated was that they who attacked it w-ere so 
recently liberated as to be profoundly impressed by 
Christianity even wh.en they were consciously fight
ing against it. In such circumstances men take the 
criticism of religion seriously because they have only 
just ceased seriously to believe it. There was ridicule, 
but the ridicule was inclined to be grave and even 
apologetic.

The avowed policy of the Freethinker was from the 
outset on different lines. We are reprinting as part 
of this Jubilee Number, the first issue of the Free
thinker. and readers of its statement of policy may 
judge as to how far and how well it has lived up to its 
first professions. It had in its friitpr a man tvho
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wielded one of the ablest pens ever brought to the 
service of Freethought propaganda, a man of wide 
reading, of fine literary taste, of absolute fearless
ness, one who was not only a Freethinker who 
claimed his own right to speak, but who over and 
over again stood up for the right of free speech for 
those with whom he was in complete disagreement. 
Timid Freethinkers were alarmed, but men such as 
Sir Richard Burton and George Meredith singled the 
paper out for their notice Indeed, throughout the 
whole of its history the Freethinker has never lacked 
able writers, nor do I know of any Freethought peri
odical that has ever contained more of what G. W. 
Foote called “  fundamental brain stuff.”  If a man 
had anything to say that was worth saying he could 
say it in the Freethinker. Whether he cared to say 
it in grave language or in terms of sarcasm or ridicule, 
was always his own concern.

The Freethinker gave the boldest challenge to re
ligion ever offered in this country. There 
was to be no pretence of treating a religion 
so absurd and so bigoted as Christianity with 
deference or respect. The foolish and stupid 
profession of treating an opinion with respect was 
deliberately thrown overboard. It was the right to 
express an opinion that was to be respected. And as 
though to emphasize the need for such an attitude as 
that adopted, the Freethinkers of the country had be
fore them the object lesson of the Bradlaugh struggle, 
in the course of which the Christian world, with a 
few exceptions, showed that no lie was too gross, no 
slander too vile to stir up prejudice against the hated 
unbeliever.

Christians were outraged by the audacity of a paper 
which said without any kind of apology or evasion, 
tha'; it not merely intended to teach people to disbe
lieve in Christianity, but also to laugh at it. Ob
jections came from other quarters. There have
always been in the Freethought Party a number of 
individuals who paid greater attention to gaining the 
good-will of Chrisians, than they did to putting an 
end to Christianity. Had Lucian or Voltaire lived in 
England instead of in Rome and France, they would 
have had to face the same criticism. These people 
thought the Freethinker too frivolous. Christians 
said it w'as coarse and vulgar, and without reflecting 
that Christians had always said much the same about 
any attack on their religion, these susceptible critics 
“  rationalized ”  their timidity by repeating the accu
sation. We note in the fourth issue of the paper a 
reply to “  A. Fisher.— You say the Freethinker is in
valuable, but a little frivolous. Well, we cannot 
suit everybody’s taste. We can only do our best. 
Perhaps it would be well to have a separate column 
‘ For dull readers.’ ”

Only four monthly numbers were issued. The 
success of the venture warranted a more frequent ap
pearance, and on September 4 the paper made its first 
appearance as a weekly— still containing but eight 
pages.

The inauguration of the paper as a weekly con
tains one article, not remarkable in itself, but notice
able as a promise of things to come, and in the light 
of after events of great importance to the whole of 
the Freethought movement in the country. This 
article consisted of a review by the editor, of the ap
pearance in France, of Leo Taxil’s La Bible Amus- 
antc. The following are the opening paragraphs: —

Voltaire’s method of attacking Christianity has 
always approved itself to French Freethinkers. They 
regard the statement that he treated religious ques
tions in a spirit of levity as the weak defence of 
those who know that irony and sarcasm are the 
deadliest enemies of their faith. Superstition dis
likes argument, but it hates laughter. Nimble and

far flashing wit is more potent against c*ror thao- 
slow dull logic of the schools, and the great a 
ists and wits of the world have done far ni°ret0 , f 
its head and sweeten its heart than all ft* 
philosophers from Aristotle to Kant.

And after a description of the book with its nun>ell)"' 
illustrations, the article concludes with ^

The designs are admirably conceived and 
executed. We shall reproduce in the Freet1 
some of the raciest plates. We shall be greeted ^ 
shrieks of pious wrath if we do so, but vve are

tbe

easily frightened.
The prophecy was fulfilled as to the shrieks tj,cof

to b>ce

,,ratb

as was also the promise that the courage 
storm would not be wanting. . c>s ’’

The first of the famous ‘ ‘ Comic Bible Ske*c ^  
appeared in the issue dated November 6, n fpliis 
first Christmas number followed in December- ollj 
was an issue filled with illustrations and 111 iĵ is 
sketches bearing on Christian doctrines.  ̂p  
Christmas number contains the first signed ar j.jt]C

for

igned art'^ t,
Dr. Aveling, although I fancy he had writte ,jic
before then. J. M. Wheeler had written [,c- 
paper from the first number, although he did not

lato-come sub-editor, officially, for some months  ̂^  
Foote was not out in his anticipation as to t)ic 

illustrated Freethinker would be received jjgjoiU 
bigots. The paper was a direct challenge to r 
striking it at its weakest point and with the ŝ  ^  
weapon. “  You may not believe in llf ’ 
Christians, “  but for God’s sake treat us wit 1 
nitv. Meet solemn absurdity with solemn arg ^  
and the people may not quite realize what 
But do not laugh at us, or we die.”  all tJ

Epithets of “  Vulgar,”  and “  indecent 
fly about. They did good service for the big® ; ’ jp- 
even to-day are not worn out. I have had t ¿ji 
cription of the Freethinker given me by men 'v 0]d
not know the paper save by repute. I am. too- •erf
enough to remember when the same phrase* îi. 
common concerning both Ingersoll and Brat j flic 
My own experience offers a curious illustration ,̂1- 

in which these slanders work. Until I 'vif'
o f  x\rrvt*lr a h  f l i

way
ally at work on the Freethought platform
nothing of the National Secular Society, ft'
name, I had seen a few issues of the Na^ 0]1 ■
former, and one or two copies of the Freeth111 
had no contact, even that of a listener with aW re
thought speaker. My impression of Bradlan^’^ t 
ceived from Christian and “  liberal ”  friends 'vi*cat$• 
he was a strong man, able, but coarse, uned11 . 0:oOL
and vulgar, and the National Secular Society 3 l>‘ ft- 
vulgar ranters- Had I been governed by the^o„]<! 
pressions my connexion with the movement 
have ended before it began. * j$1$

But the general effect was enough to warn ° r i- 
The usual snobbishness of the English chat'-1*- (l ,r 
such as to keep many off anything that is n° 0{ te‘ 
spectable,”  and when the taboo enters the fie’f 
ligion it is all powerful. . uft1

What was overlooked in the case of the Free ..„„ft
was the fact that the paper was planned as

dii*
iibu 'challenge to the assumption that religious * \o 

should not be dealt with as arc other matter*' pi 
one objects to caricaturing in politics, in art. ^„4 
science. To mark off religion as something th!L t f lv 
not be made the subject of caricature is to ‘ f)fjii'
grant the essential Christian claim. It is this P131̂ ,
ciple that is responsible for the existence of d,Cj ¡jii1' 
phemy Laws, Sunday Laws, and all the ê5 îegri 
social regulations that give religion special Priv1  ̂]4' 
The man who objects to religion being caricatm'* ^ 5 
no light whatever to usk for the repeal of tb*- 
phemy Laws. For the fundamental objection t0 
laws is not that they punish too heavily, or tba
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arc administered with partiality, hut . to other 
reKulations about religion th a t do no *

subjects of discussion. freetfctttfecr
So much has been said about t res ^  two of

cartoons that it is worth while taking them. l n
'be characteristic statements concern ars the
'be Freethinker for January *5< ' ie* . oaper—th e
following quotation from a Pl\ m°'j- :ssUe and
b estem Figaro. R eferring to  th e  o rtu  ^
'°  'bo Christmas num ber th is critic  sa' ft ' ^ vd and

The publications before us arc sir 1 blasphemous
ordinai caricatures of what to the majority of

• i. Occasion isoary people arc sacred subjects • ■ • birth  of 
'aken of the season ju st past to rulicu• hideous
°uv Saviour, who is represented m  th  • imbccijc 
o' drawings, surrounded by a collection ^  another 
°'d men who are tendering their gifts • • • , the
equally artistic wood-cut Eve is repicse

Vlllrrar ------'ulgar
style manner, and of the writing a fair sampleftiost ■ 4:7 Jehovah

of its otyie is one page in  which Jcsu* conversa- 
urc represented as having a free am us is in-
hon on general topics . . • The stu vUjo-ar in  ex- 
f;unously bestial in its suggestion am ^  rebgi0us 
pression, apart from the offence m e taken to
People; and we sincerely hope steps '
Prevent their further issue. . -

! 'fcre ls the letterpress referred  to. lh e „p fu n d  un- 
God the F ath er is  presented as old 

1 ’ "’1th Jesus in  attendance. tbe fa th e r
Presently the massive bony °  g promptly

" as convulsed w ith a fit of coughing, .1 ' aftcr a
"Pplied a restorative from the Pb > ‘ During 
'ifihle struggle the cough was s"  irom wall to 
!ls scene the Dove fluttered violen torcd the

^11. When the patient was thoroughly rest: 
ollowing conversation ensued. , ,
Jesus: Arc you well now my a . ^  how my 
Jehovah: Yes, yes, well enough- ‘ fi^ed these 

s' rcnRth wanes! Where is the pith ■‘ ? Where
an"s when I  fought for my chosenX hen  1 courted lc fiery vigour that filled my '
-'our mother ?

(Il<
Jesus;,,„C *dle hove fluttered and looked down.)

Ah. sire, do you speak thus. You will re-Rain

Jehovah • X T----- 0V“ ’
°ven x ^ ay» nay, and you know it. You do not

0y: i r °id str“ g 'b .
wish 

eise me to recover, for in my weakness you
JcSl.s fo r e ig n  power and rule as you please.
> . a • \ I cil*« _

Th,

, Jehovat,0 A” 0’ slrCl
Wq j. n • tome now, none of those demure looks, 
saintg eao.b °'bcr too well. Practise before the 

Jesus - °U 1'ke’ don’t waste your acting on me. 
at is H dear Father, pray curb your temper. 

Co,nPlain f VCry 'bing the people on earth so much

"ell p]'c dl ' beloved Son, in whom I am not at all 
’s as \ a,Cd’ dcs' st from this hypocrisy. Your temper 
y°Ur t- ad as mine. You’ve shed blood enough in

Je.SUsnC’ and 11Ce<J n 0 '  r a ’ J a t m e -
Jehovi ' sire- mily the blood of heretics.

"orthy d l : heretics, forsooth! They were very 
f’oopfc for the most part, and their only

"e ■ that tliey neglected vou. But why should
We stand or fall together, and I am

"r,

plaèç*'. Satan draws most souls from earth to his 
"h0 ’ ’ ’’Ending all the best workers and thinkers, 
Wo le' c.needed to sustain our drooping power; and 
flabbvCeiVe nothing but the refuse; weak, slavish, 
big • s°"ls, hardly worth saving or damning; gush- 
half-batachers’ Pious editors, crazy enthusiasts and 
brea^ked oltl ladies of both sexes. Why didn’t you 
Vou', a different Gospel while you were about it? 
Hever ?  ^le chance once and let it slip; we shall 

JesiK?VC ano'her.
l° inn- : .̂ Iy dear Father, I am reforming my Gospel 

Jelir °  !t  suit 'he altered taste of the times.
* ’ ^'nfi and nonsense! It can’t be done;

"bl,
W et

people see through it ; the divine is immut-•jpe ' _
a c 0ùly remedy is to start afresh. Could l 

Uew Sou all might be rectified ; but I cannot.

I am too old. Our dominion is melting away like 
that of all our predecessors. You cannot outlast me, 
for I am the fountain of your life ; and all the multi
tude of “  immortal ”  angels who throng our court, 
live only while I uphold them, and with me they 
will vanish into eternal limbo.

Now although a great deal was said by many 
about the crudeness of the drawings, they as a matter 
of fact compare not unfavourably with a great many 
of the newspaper illustrations of the late seventies 
and the early eighties- Besides, the Freethinker was 
not an art magazine, and did not set up to educate 
the public in the art of picture-making or of engrav
ing. And the one picked out by the Western Figaro is 
peculiarly unfortunate as an illustration of the writer’s 
statement. For the picture is quite classical, almost 
severe in outline. There is just the standardized pic
ture of Eve, clad with a girdle of fig leaves, with a 
serpent erect on its tail, standing beneath the bough of 
an apple tree laden with fruit. It is the kind of picture 
that one sees in many old Bibles and in some of the 
pictures of famous old painters.

Of course, I do not mean it to be understood that 
all the Freethinker cartoons were on this level. They 
were not. I cite it to prove that it was not the carica
ture, but the subject caricatured to which objection 
was taken. Such words as “  indecent ”  “  vulgar,”  
“  lewd,”  and so- forth are old weapons in religious 
warfare, and they usually have the effect they had in 
the Freethinker controversy. They give the bigots 
so many bricks to throw, they furnish a certain type 
of heretic with something that enables him to gain 
the good-will of the religious world by his disowning 
his bolder brother heretic, and they create a cry 
which passes into a tradition.

As to the letterpress, what we have here is some
thing in the style of Lucian’s Dialogues of the Gods, 
a form that has been followed in numerous books 
that have now passed into the ranks of the world’s 
classical writings. Only a little while ago the papers 
of the country were lauding Green Pastures as a great 
“  spiritual ”  play, a book in which God is represented 
as walking into the heavenly office, throwing things 
about, smoking ten cent cigars, discussing with Moses 
how he can “  out-trick ”  the Egyptian conjurors, 
and using language at the side of which the discus
sion selected for abuse is severely puritanical by com
parison.

Of course, times have changed, but the gallant little 
Freethinker has played no small part in bringing 
about tin's change. In this country religion had not 
merely demanded respect, whether one believed in it 
or not, without caring in the slightest for the intel
lectual degradation involved in a man dealing “  re
spectfully ”  with what he considered contemptible, 
but it had enforced it. It was this demand that had 
to be broken down, and no other paper did so much 
to do this as the Freethinker. It made the air freer 
for the more timid to breathe, and even Christians 
laboured with the greater security on account of its 
work.

But more serious things were in store. In Feb
ruary, 1882 the matter of the Freethinker was raised 
in the House of Commons, in the form of a question 
addressed to the Home Secretary, Sir William Har- 
eourt. To this question that spiritual ancestor of 
“  Jix ”  and Clynes replied : —

I am sorry to say that my attention lias been called 
to a newspaper published in Northampton, and 1 
agree that nothing can be more pernicious to the 
minds of right-thinking people than publications of 
that description, but 1 think it has been the view 
for u great many years of all persons responsible for 
these matters, that tnoic haun than advantage is 
produced to public morals by Government prosecu-
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tions of tliis kind. I believe they are best left to the 
reprobation which they will meet in this Country 
from all decent members of society.

This talk of “  morality,”  “  right thinking ”  “  decent 
members”  was was quite in line with Christian tradi
tion, and admirably calculated to frighten all who 
move in fear of the great goddess Grundy. And yet, if 
Harcourt had seen the Freethinker, he would have 
known that it was not published in Northampton at 
all, but in Condon. But there was then some hopes 
of damaging Bradlaugh in his Parliamentary fight by 
associating him with “  indecency ”  and “  immor
ality.”

A  further attempt was made in the House to prod 
the Government into action, but without avail. 
Eventually a move was made in another direction, 
and on July n ,  Messrs. Foote, Ramsey and Whittle, 
as editor, publisher and printer of the Freethinker ap
peared before the Iyord Mayor at the Mansion House 
to answer the charge of publishing a blasphemous 
libel. The case was adjourned, and before the second 
hearing a further summons issued which included Mr. 
Bradlaugh— a false step, as Bradlaugh had no con
nexion at that date with the Freethinker. Ulti
mately the whole four were committed for trial at the 
Old Bailey, but the charge against Whittle was with
drawn, he having ceased to have anything to do with 
the printing of the Freethinker. But the case was not 
tried at the Old Bailey, Bradlaugh having obtained a 
writ removing it to the Queen’s Bench. Subsequently 
Bradlaugh foiled the bigots in another direction by 
having the charge against himself tried separately, 
and as he was able to prove that he had no connexion 
with {he Freethinker when the incriminated numbers 
were issued, he was discharged from the case. But 
his legal knowledge remained, of course, at the ser
vice of the other defendants.

It was this charge that was heard some months later 
before Cord Coleridge.

One consequence of the summons was that no comic 
Bible sketches appeared in the paper for the issue 
dated July 16 and 30. This was due to Whittle refus
ing to print the pictures for the 16th— and on the 23rd 
he refused to print at all. It was only at the last 
moment that a few' copies of a number was pulled from 
a hand press for the purpose of maintaining continuity 
of issue.

There was still some little trouble, even when the 
usual publication was resumed, and the issue for 
August 6 contains No. 1 of “  Serious Bible Sketches,” 
accompanied by the notice that as “  Comic ”  Bible 
sketches were objected to some pictures from old 
Bibles would be issued. The first one represented 
Moses sitting in the cleft of a rock, and looking with 
astonishment at the back parts of a crowned figure 
which represented God. Only one of this series ap
peared. This was rather a pity as many of the old 
Bible illustrations would have supplied some curious 
samples of quite orthodox “  blasphemy.”

From, the' date of the issue of the first summons 
until Foote’s liberation from prison in February 1SS4, 
the Freethinker bore at the top of the front page, in 
heavy block letters, the legend “  Prosecuted for 
Blasphemy.”  The bigots were to have the full bene
fit of their action. In a Christian country Freethinkers 
can never expect full justice, and must always be pre
pared for rebuffs. But they can, if they are u'ise, al
ways make the bigots pay as dearly as possible for 
their victory. As will be seen later, their victory in this 
case was to be one of the dearest they had yet won.

Naturally the prosecution of the paper attracted 
wide attention. No Freethought paper ever pub
lished excited the virulent hatred that was ex
cited by the Freethinker. It gave no mercy and it 
asked for none. There were complaints over and over

again of the police visiting newsagents and e T̂ pet 
them of the risks they ran in supplying  ̂k, apl
Some of the wholesale agents refused to 
naturally retailers followed. This was to

supp1! ’
verco®c

many places by private individuals 
handle the paper.

ivaitiU!
tbeir

It was while Foote and Ramsey were aw ĵ ous 
trial in the Queen’s Bench, that a further s • 
was issued mainly with respect to the sec 
trated Christmas number— that of Deceit ieriforIna- 
A  police officer, one James Macdonald, lai  ̂by 
tion that his religious feelings had been °V1* ^ thc 
this issue, and in all the pompous solemn1 
law the three alleged blasphemers— '̂oote’t]ie 
and Kemp— were ordered to appear before 
Mayor and justify their action.

The hearing opened on the 2nd of February
'JF

“*» ........ ............ : ------- ; n the defe°d'
issue was a foregone conclusion, and an y
ants were committed for trial at the Old Bai

The case was tried before the nototi°1 1 ¿jsc,
North. North was a bully, a bigot, and in 1
at least, played the part of prosecuting coU1̂ jê ot b3'1

been, and was certainly a disgrace to a body 
who stand first in the world’s judicatures f01 ‘ 
and consideration towards those brought bem ; flyii 
He refused to postpone Foote’s speech 111 tl'e 
defence until after lunch, obviously counting t 
advantage to the prosecution of breaking & 11 ,.:v >l

as judge. He was everything" a judge should 11 ¿¡cii

lunch, obviously cquntiug^ t,v'' 
, rosecution of breaking jt 1 ĵ je il 

parts; he repeatedly interrupted the speech ' ^er 
was being made, and was gratuitously a111 ^  ĵ jri 
ately rude whenever he had the opportunity
so. And when the trial resulted in a disag1 e_ k 1 
among the jury, and a new ----

' llC Tjth

it

was so eager to sentence the prisoners that
; one became uecessa■ *• lie. ,J,

and"1!the new trial for Monday, three days later, tlif 
studied vindictiveness declined to permit bai^.^jll 
interval. At the end of the second trial, and ''rfefic
the malignant pleasure of a modern Judge;

Foote’5,; 0t
he sentenced Foote to twelve months im pt^1 j epl.v'

Tba'dy> W
Ramsey to nine, and Kemp to three, 
to the Judge on hearing his sentence, “  - 
my Lord, the sentence is worthy of your cr°c 
become historic. It was the most biting c°
ever given in similar circumstances.

North’s conduct stood out in marked contta^ l̂Cli 
that shown by Lord Coleridge. F o r tu n a te ^  ̂ ¡5!)

at»id

Fortunately p

judges as North are not common on the _  ̂yyid1
bench, although I have myself seen a man dvi1’^  ̂d 
diabetes given by Mr. Justice Avory the s
nine months imprisonment for ridiculing . f. 
Religion and humanity do not run well togy pt1'1

reh r

,le
The sentence was sheer vindictiveness?, 

brutality. Not even North could have bee11 
enough to believe that the sentence w ould stoP ipfCc- 
“  blaspheming,”  or that it would crush th® 
thinker out of existence. On the contrary. ci w1' 
went on as strongly as ever. The only differe < ^  
that by Foote’s express order the illustrati0'1 Vj th£

- e at liberty- < '• 
editor, with 

Aveling’s abihri^

forbidden until he was once more at liberty-  ̂
interim Dr. Aveling acted as editor, with  ̂
Wheeler as sub-editor. Of Ayeling’s ability ĵfi 
could be no question, and Wheeler had a hcf° i° 

the frailest of bodies. Immediately after - ^m
prisonment he had a mental breakdown, an 
sent from the paper for some time.

d
So soon y; ̂  

released he resumed his work and continue0 
editor until his death. 1 can only say that  ̂pO 
count myself fortunate to have a sub-editor "  .¿p *' 
half of Wheeler’s learning, ability, and dev'0
Freethought. __ .lltftK

With regard to tl]e illustrations in the E rC‘ j  jj»'* 
on which the North trial mainly turned. ^  M f1', 
said these were discontinued during Foote’s 1 • j  ¡t°: 
ment, pn his instructions. He was relea*e
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Prison
_ <vvierc was a kugc on February 25, 1884. "  ‘ . g e was

«owd awaiting him outside the prlS0, ' u eoQ) and 
driven direct to the Hall of Science to a m Hali
bvo days afterwards he delivered a ‘ec™ . j?vi-
°i Science, on “  How I  fell among , pim (>{
dently twelve month’s in gaol had not cthe

- vulgar ”  habit of being witty wbe ^  ®.gsue 0f
concerned; Foote resumed editorship wi following
March 2. The next week, March 9. 1
sentences appeared in an editorial: ^  wear

1 feel a little stiff in writing, 11 roughout the 
off in a few weeks, and my fnends_ throu„ .. ..
Fnglish-speak;” ~ *•j----apeaKing world may look forwa t . ■
cave to look forward for anything of niine)
"lore trench»"*-enchant articles against “  the infamous ” 

any I have ever penned.  ̂be Ficc n|!u 
as I promised

than ~  i oe a
Mudl, x promised from Holloway ^
greater terror than ever to priests <■ as j
shall hate it with the hatred of fear, desnico •

hate it
thê Pv ,̂ !le' r Power, and 1 would rather return to 
Whole V :S°me br'ek vault I have tenanted for a 
l,airv- ,.°n^ year than suffer them to divert me ar»s , 0 - uau super
this > 3 oaafh from the policy 1 have pursued since

journal was ' *
he foil.Tl

"a te
Sl<etch,

as started.
owing issue, dated March i6> the ̂ earliest 

at which it could be done, the Count 
es ”  were resumed with a cartoon as¡S o u *

’ Jhdge y  Stlever- gt worth

'lity squirm. A  copy of the paper. 'V  x̂ orth 
t a compliments was left at the house of ]ud

0 . W . Foote him self. N orth w as ^  an

tbej heneflt of his sentence. 'Cpvistmas
jhhated Summer number, Decern >C( Bible

with each week a daring ^ a ;uued
And these illustrated «sues ner  ̂ ^  m

.Co '"stinas numbers, and extra num e • fetches
Altogether about 300 of these Bible'hireiw,,.. -

blas-
There was also an open letter 

which should have made a man of

f w lssue(1-w  te o«Ce T hey were then dropped, having, as
l,Cv , remarked to me, served their purpose, 

'fot Rhdivn the bigots that the Freethinker was
lll)Ue 'thg6, Ttiruidated.
le*s t o ! ' 58 Tln coFsequence. >s a . aay- It '

They hated the Freethinker 
They hate it none the 

the r“* ' lt is sti11 the best hatecl of papers' .That 
iieitij' c,,niPliment paid it by those who know it can 

^  r bought, frightened nor bullied into silence. 
Uo  ̂ 1UUŝ  retrace our steps a bit. *1 here was 
Had C°1.111 °f criminal appeal in those days. 
k'liA _ lere been it is probable that the sen- 
dto^-'Uld have been either reduced or quashed

bin Legal opinion was fairly general con-
'S ^ the^ lu!̂ airness of tlie trial, and almost unitedto
>
tor 'vas ti>savagery of the sentence. What could be

a r • ‘memorialize the Home .Secretary, asking 
, 1boriaTniSŜ on °J the sentence imposed. This 
'"ries ])e' " as Very widely signed, among the signa- 
ettGrs mig many- well known men of science and 

'r/ nd a number of well known clergymen. 
. tbose who refused to sign (one notes the

VT
s ,
y y

Of
of

f0r‘ Veorge Jacob Holyoake) were probably 
I'hev' '̂*' reblsa  ̂ when they saw who had signedthey saw who had signed 

e been in excellent compony. 
with that fatal facility of his for say- 

1,,,. on critical occasions that heartened 
ns lather tin,

r -  H o ir  'vould bav 
‘be ..Tyoake,
¿¡s®
"'arq tli -
dlat tlm ^ utasticai objections to signing the petition

an helped Freethinkers, put for-

S;iT jvu » mem°rial asked for “  the mercy of the
(,|‘!lla tb's implied a renunciation of doing the
"”vi~ •  ̂ aPain, and that the prisoners were not

S S m  f°r blasphemv“ hut
muii. 'vas

‘outrage.”  The first

Wr
i

but -*5. ? quibble, the second Was a sheer un- 
11 m one of those untruths that pass into an

. ‘st iilst:,n,,Uc:irioned tradition because it is used in the 
f° discount attacks on certain established 

‘ S’ by .̂®! and is endorsed either tacitly or explic- 
Irniy who ought to know, better. The truth

is tjiat there is not one of the illustrations, or even 
one of Jhe incriminated pieces of writing that would 
have been considered an outrage if used with refer
ence to any subject other than that of religion. Cer
tainly no prosecution would have been possible with 
regard to them. It was the fact that the illustrations 
and letterpiess dealt with religion that constituted the 
outrage; and a Freethinker above anyone should be 
the last to countenance so obvious and so dishonest 
a trick.

Let me repeat what I have already said. No man 
who considers it justifiable to punish me for using 
language or exhibiting cartoons dealing with religion 
that would not be punishable if used with relation 
to other subjects, has the slightest grounds for ob
jecting to the existence of the Common Law of blas
phemy. For that is precisely the ground on which 
the law of blasphemy is justified to-day.

On this point the attitude of the Freethinker has 
always been the same. No matter what a man has 
done every charge of blasphemy must be resisted. 
If a man has really been guilty of abusive language, 
or indecent language, let him be dealt with under 
such laws as apply to all citizens alike. Until that 
is done a charge of blasphemy is an outrage on the 
principle of the equality of all before the law. “  In
decency ”  is a mere subterfuge for the exercise of re
ligious intolerance. And yet, in spite of the assur
ance of the Lord Chief Justice in his charge to the 
jury, in the third trial, that while Air. Foote might 
be guilty of blasphemy, “  you do not find him 
pandering to the bad passions of mankind,”  there 
are still to be found those who will calmly inform 
you that it was the vulgarity and coarseness of the 
Freethinker that led to the prosecution!

The Freethinker was not yet done with the courts. 
The first charge, which had been removed from the 
Old Bailey to the Court of Queen’s Bench, and which 
concerned Foote and Ramsey had yet to he tried. 
This came on during April, and both men were 
brought from Holloway to answer the charge. Each 
prisoner conducted his own defence, and both 
speeches were worthy of the occasion. But that of 
Foote’s was striking in its power and brilliancy. I 
have, I think, read nearly all of the speeches delivered 
by. defendants in blasphemy trials during the past 
couple of centuries, so far as they are available, and 
I have no hesitation in saying that there is not one 
that otiite equals that speech of G. W. Foote’s. I 
regard it as the most impressive speech ever delivered 
in a law court in answer to such a charge. It was not 
the greatest legal speech, hut for the manner in 
which it covered the ground, the appeal it must have 
made to the jury, and also to the outside world, it 
stands above all. As I intend shortly to republish 
this speech, my readers will have a chance of forming 
their own judgment as to its intrinsic excellence.

The speech made a great impression upon the jury, 
and this combined with tile fairness and courtesy of 
Lord Coleridge, and the character of his summing up. 
made it a turning point in the history of trials for 
blasphemy. It should also he said that the judge 
treated the men before him with unfailing courtesy 
and consideration. He made no secret of his disgust 
with the treatment Foote and Ramsey had received, 
and did what he could to remedy it.

The trial resulted in a disagreement among the 
Jury; and as the Lord Chief Justice made it known 
that he would take the case if it came on again, the 
Crown threw up the sponge and withdrew it from the 
list. It was not a victory in the sense of securing an 
acquittal, but it wag .1 victory in the sense that the 
prosecution backed out for fear an actual acquittal 
shouLJ bij obtained}.

Ip icjpd ape} copstitutional history that trial, on
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account of the restatement of the common law of blas
phemy as laid down by the Lord Chief Justice, 
marks an epoch. This was quite new in substance, 
but it was laid down in such a way that there could 
not in the future be any doubt that a man might criti
cise the Christian religion in the most thorough-going 
manner provided “  the decencies of controversy ”  
were respected. What was left wanting was some 
clear definition of what constituted the decencies of 
controversy.

One other important consequence arose from this 
trial, although it did not eventuate for some years. 
A  large number of bequests had been lost to the Free- 
thought Party in this country on the ground that a 
bequest to an association which existed for the pur
pose of attacking Christianity was illegal (in the 
sense of not being enforceable). I have always held, 
ever since I joined the Freethought Party, that this 
was a mistake, and was one of the very few mistakes 
made by Bradlaugh and other Freethought leaders on 
a point of law. My point of view was that a legacy 
left to an unregistered body was substantially a 
legacy left to the individual members comprising 
that body, and that while the legacy could be ob
tained on that ground, there was no security of ex
penditure. The law would have to wait to see how 
these individuals expended the money, but it coulo 
not prevent their getting it. To claim it as an associ
ation was quite another question. It was playing 
into the hands of the enemy. But I was met with 
the authority of Bradlaugh, and my judgment went 
for little, until a case, in which the Franciscans were 
concerned, came before the courts in 1908. The 
legacy was claimed on the lines I had suggested might 
be done in the case of legacies to Freethought bodies, 
and the Judge decided in favour of the claim.

The Coleridge judgment gave the fertile mind of Foote 
a plan by which the legal security of a legacy to a Free- 
thought body might be established. In a way that no 
future judge would be likely to gainsay, it had been 
laid down, that it was perfectly legal to attack the funda
mentals of the Christian religion. That being the case, 
what was there to stand in the way of a Society being 
formed which should avow this as its substantial pur
pose? It was not likely, in view of the decision of Lord 
Coleridge, that registration would be refused. The result 
of this was the formation of the Secular Society, Limited, 
a Society which had for its purpose all the substantial 
propaganda of the National Secular Society. The Society 
was formed in 1898, and already it has been the means of 
placing the Freethought movement on a better financial 
footing than has ever been the case. The formation 
of the Secular Society, Limited marked a turning point 
in the history of Freethought in England. It was the 
greatest piece of legislation that had yet been done, and 
it had its birth in the trial of Foote and Kemp before 
Lord Chief Justice Coleridge in 1883. That is what I 
had in view when I said that the prosecution of the Free
thinker carried its own Nemesis to the Christian world. 

* * *
I have spent a great deal of my available space on an 

account of these earlv years of the Freethinker because 
it contained the seed of so much that happened after
wards; Its bold policy taught Freethinkers that the 
Christian world was more likely in the end to yield to a 
bold defiance than to a half-hearted attack. For the 
future the powers that be left the paper severely alone. 
It kept up the line for which it was attacked and 
slandered, and men imprisoned, until there was no 
longer a possibility of any such attack being repeated 
Henceforth the enemy had to resort to boycott, to silence, 
to an elaborate pretence that all was well, while it was 
forsaking position after position on account of the way 
in which the public mind was being educated and 
liberated.

I must pass very rapidly over the succeeding years. 
In the issue lor August 24, 1890, there is a notice 
from the Bethnal Green Branch ot a lecture by C. Cohen 
in Victoria Park. This must have been my first lecture

from a Freethought platform. The following sl1' ¡py, 
was lecturing from that platform nearly every, ^
and I observe a note from CL W. Foote that ^
members had been enrolled in the Society lr 
station. Evidently I was giving Christians son' 
for which to thank the Lord. f(j

The first article I can trace from m3. Pcl1 j0uf 
early in 1S96. This was an account of a lectin111.-, ^
which covered some thirty-three days. During.threeUet.ŷ - - . n.,
time I had visited twenty towns, delivered th« ) .jg, 
lectures, held two debates, and travelled i>5°° ]ater 
Articles appeared occasionally, but about two }c‘ e3jtra

' the
uvvacjiunau y , ijul.  ̂£

I commenced to write regularly, with sometimes <
article under another name, and contributions - ^ cf 
“  Acid Drop” columns. I wrote very much nm ,,
the death of J. M. Wheeler in 1S9S, and gradual 3 ¡1
to pi33- the part of sub-editor. Wheeler’s dent of 
great "loss both to the Freethinker, and to the u 
the Freethought movement. He had been connec ^ ^  
the paper from its first number. He was a man pi 
reading, careful research and genuine scholarship’ 
a real love of books, not merely a knowledge 0  ̂*
and he brought to his work a singleness of m"u
wole-hearted devotion that cannot be over-praise 
articles, week by week were fine examples °’ , 
and scholarly work. He would have been an . ,jcatid 
to write a history of Freethought on the lines 10 
at the opening of these notes.

I wish I had space to note the number of caU’ 
behalf of which the Freethinker spoke, even t'’1”  eV 
was quite opposed to the cause in question. 1 , pr
forgot that freedom of speech and publication St ¡̂cS' 
above the particular opinion or the particulai V 
tion that was threatened. Even Roman Catholic-* ^ 
defended when it appeared that they were being pjo- 
unfairly. In 1909, just about the time when if and
testing against the murder of Ferrer by the ChurC(r|.,,pli 
Government of Spain, I find the following parnf- -j

Catholic meet
ft*

vw j , w lt0
may even call it a disgrace to Liverpool, and indue 0  ̂
the whole of England. Such a state of affairs on?1 ̂  #

fir

til o«?b.,cti

dealing with Protestant assaults on 
in Liverpool :—

“ This sort of thing, of course, is very regrettabl
nghf -

dealt with firmly. Mob violence should not be tolef^^ja 
a moment in a civilized community. It makes no 01 ^  
whether Catholics attack Protestants, or Protestants ' ^  
Catholics, or both of them attack F reethin kers; ( 1 cjff.

blic f
Cl'Clvdutv of the public authorities is to maintain Pu 

and order and secure to every citizen the fre& cxCj 0 th1“’ 
his rights. Jf it takes all the police in the place to c .̂|lC|f 
and the soldiers behind them, it should be done- ^

nnrim’nrr Tlî nrrl̂ r ctVirtnlr! lie 'gillshould be no temporising. Disorder should be 
pressed. Those who attack their fellow-citizens 1,1 
of religion, or anything else, are waging war again5 t tl*f'

all'5
tb*

society; and mere self-preservation dictates tb®  ̂yf*1
should be brought to heel as promptly as possible,

We would f> »
Id PJV  
den0”

all the severity that may be necessary, 
the Liverpool Catholics at all cost, just as we won 
Protestants, Jews, Freethinkers, or am- other 
tion.”  ' { pi

And a little, earlier, when the French Government 
disestablished the Church and was inclined t° j. tl’f 
with unfairness, the late W. T. Stead pointed D̂ )ie ’J1 
of all the English papers the Freethinker stood â j,iir . 
its whole-hearted protest against singling out the ^  d'c 
for special legislation. It insisted that so 1°,!? 
Church was in France it should receive cxactF' 1

t
_ j sbf#

and many other phases of the work of the papel r 0f ' 
like to have dealt with had I the space. ^ atlL, v'1’1'

treatment as other organizations.
There were many other contributors to tlic Freĉ

writers, for obvious reasons, found it advisable   ̂
under assumed names. Nearly alwav-s it has hat 
ber of working journalists writing for it who 051 
its pages an anti-toxin against the drudgeiy an<a»d
ness ”  of their everyday work. They all helped ¿y

' om \fi
A

the Freethinker what it was— one of the most cO’d’U
of Freethought papers in which men did n°̂  (ycfi' , 
wisdom with long faces, and never needed to ‘̂ ,^3  f 
their learning in order to secure appreciation- ' d ' 
these are now beyond reach of any tribute to * -j, f 
ot their work, but that work, flowers and t*'a i " 
larger and wider mental life that is now ours-
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1915 brought to the Freethinker ^ a t “ ¿ f£ ad been 1 
have been disaster. The health of G. '  * j  Qcto- 1 
tailing ior some years, and bis death oec blow from I
bc,r: 1915. The loss of such a man " aS rcd. 1
"Inch many journals would never na\ . instance a 

There was, moreover, the tradition nr gePjotn sur- 
iairly reliable one—that Freetliought pape . the case 
'iyed their founders for long. Phis a Even the
with nearly every Freethought journa • „Ration of 
•̂ afiouai Reformer, with the tremendous ^vQ y Cars. 1 
hradlaugh behind it, survived him but a tradition, 

;"u proud that the Freethinker br° 'c  was under 
as it has broken others, and proud also '• 1
'"V editorship that this was done. editor and

hut it was not merely the death o 1 ^  ^is death 
’«under that the Freethinker had to face. vear of its i 
’he European War had concluded the n ■ rapidly. I 

and things were beginning to ug p>aper was ,
. ®TC was first of all the paper difficulty- ^  were 

T's'nK rapidly in price. When the war °P r_ In
laying just over twopence per P°'uu t rhrcc-half- I
’hober, u)i- prices had advanced by about. * \

!*«* a pound! Then the prices did ” otJ ± apaying as 
lamped, Before the closc Qf  the war u c  ‘ nd, and
V.1UC?1 as onc shilling and threepence quality we I
* «d t° gct putting up with w • d fortunes
2 2 }  **h. The Government » ' S i  a ,cy « «

"n the reach of the paper m erth. ’ nitv. 1
°T,slow t0 avail themselves of the °P1 0ctob'et( 191?, I 

'at was not the end of the trouble.  ̂ lucrative posi
t i o n ^  3gent’ probably flUd'd Swe were left w ithout a ’ threw up his business and we '  1

' ’(cc of supply, supplies were to
, ’overninent order was issued t and paper- 1
nlaTUt down to half the normal (fuant to any-
«lie VS reb'sed to arrange for a regu ‘MeauWbile 1 had I 
c0, )llt their established customer.. *  ̂ pamph- I
. 'Ueiieed publishing a number o _ (YO up. We 1 

b and the sales of the Freethinker bega ^  and
W(, "e°ding about twice as much Pap vvc pad been 1 
"etr 0fflc'al'y cut down to half the Tu‘ . 'nd to be paid 1 
ltirU”g; A"d any paper we couh make the situa- 1
tin,, ' xv'th order or on delivery. exchequer was, l
as ’"'ire interesting the FrftfthJii,'C ■ great I
; ; - d ,  beautifully empty. The difficulties

y,'R 1 to be ciuitc fascinating. cannot now he 1
t o l , r ^  papcr difficulty was overcon  ̂ in case of 1 

V s well to keep a card up one s • ’ ^  months,
in the future. But wi 1 ‘ nood friends. I

>1 u ^ V h e  effective help of a ic\v '  supply of 1
Panor U y was made certain that d t0 lav up 1
tnti w°nld be secured, but we hat 1 ‘ on defivery. I
y'o b̂an six month’s supply, all Pa and that 1

kt1cw lo what pass things mV-, { tbc war. 1
l t ^  »tore was maintained until the end

TV a bvelY and interesting time. connected 1
îth If were some other interesting m orthcKfle influ-1

«nc«,, war period. Thanks to th intensive w ar-l 
W  c Government had embarked on . were hired I
by ..aanda. Papers were bought, journalise ^  prc.

SCOre’ cveryone, who could w " • £ ressed into l 
\  0 turn out standardised articles  ̂ received a l
'Bit b Vlce- Just at the beginning ^inkers and
’>USi °m two men who professed to b them, nor l

uien in the City. 1 did not know tn^
linker out’ trorn their conversa^ 't intcrest  111 1 
”ic J  Who did. But they professed a g  .vcd whcn 1
ll 'niabt r,’ anA thought that the tune ffi were will- 1 
\  to be burned into a company, anc had to say, 
■ "id ,, purchase. T listened to what t - nt them 
"l'oi, o doubtful whether 1 had to co"  P tbise with 1 

ftlcir business philanthropy or • e at  1
S i  S o c ia l  folly. I  found afterwards t h a ^
'"lo ,k , . tlu- two was a government ag .  ̂ teacher 1
y "Oncost thfr0Ugh inciting a Dt:rby^"loyd George, and 
;Vn a a fantastic plan to poison  ̂ jroin people J  1 
,:"c.\v ‘ as informer. 1 had other visits r°w > tbeir
< t  'vbo were engaged in Government wo ^  I
y,ttlitit)U<nng to induce me to utilize a by tail of 

preaebiug ww uud  ̂would
tit« by w ^k These proiesse . had

have not done so since. But they were quite sure that 
I ought to fall into line with other papers, and be as 
jingoistic as possible.

My reply to these was that there were plenty to preach 
war, without my adding my voice to the number. Be
sides, I would take no hand in disseminating the fan
tastic tales that were abroad, or to make more difficult 
the solution of peace problems once the war came to an 
end. It was not the business of the Freethinker to op
pose the war, and it was certainly not its business to 
join in the foolish talk of seventy millions of people 
being made up of none but scoundrels and degenerates. 
We were at war, and more than ever was it necessary 
to do what one could to keep men’s heads level, and to 
see that feelings of common decency and justice were not 
completely forgotten. Moreover, Freethinker readers 
had not been accustomed to find in the paper only that 
with which they were in agreement. The Freethinker 
might die, blit if it died it would go down with its flag 
flying, true To both its name and its policy.

Well, the Freethinker did not die. Its circulation in
creased. Very large quantities were sent out, 
gratuitously, to the armies in France and elsewhere, 
and many were the letters received from men saying 
that it was one of the very few papers that retained its 
sanity. I also made the acquaintance of a large number 
of officers and men in consequence of what was written. 
I am glad to say that most of these still remain regular 
readers of the paper.

Only twice did the Freethinker come into conflict with 
the authorities. I had been writing some paragraphs 
dealing with the Russian steam-roller, and pointing out 
that the tales about the wild enthusiasm of Russians 
for war could not be depended on. The Russians were 
never enthusiastic for war. I received a communication 
suggesting that it would be advisable to follow the ex
ample of other papers and submit such paragraphs for 
censorship. I replied curtly that there had never been 
a censor in the Freethinker office, and so far as I was 
concerned I had no intention of setting one up.

On another occasion T received a visit from two men 
in military uniform who wished to inspect our sub
scriber’s list. I declined to do anything of the kind. 
“ Did T mind answering some questions?” I said it 
depended upon what the questions were. “  Well, did I 
send papers abroad?” “ Yes.”  “ Did I take any pre
cautions as to whom I sent them?”  “ Not the slightest.”  
“  Did I not exercise care to see the}’ did not go into 
enemies hands?”  “ Not the slightest.”  I said if the 
Emperor of Germany sent along twopence halfpenny for 
the Freethinker, it would be posted to the address given. 
If the Government stopped the paper in transit, that was 
their responsibility not mine. I heard no more of the 
matter, but I had made what arrangements were pos
sible if any attempt was made to interfere with the 
paper. Perhaps, as bribery, cajolery, and half-concealed 
threats had failed, and as it was the Freethinker they 
were dealing with, they decided that the wisest policy 
was to leave it alone.

My calculations were wrong in one direction. I 
had kept the paper at twopence because I knew 
that every increase in price made it more difficult 
to get new readers, and it was propaganda I had in 
mind. I thought that when the war closed prices would 
begin to come down, and stop at a reasonable increase 
on per-war prices. In that T was mistaken. Instead of 
decreasing, prices in iqra jumped up. There was no 
help for it. The price of the paper was advanced to 
threepence. It made no great difference to the sales, but 
it made it more difficult to increase them. Persistent 
advertising was needed, and funds have never been 
available for that.

*  *  *

For very many years a Sustentation Fund, under 
different names had been necessary to maintain the 
Freethinker. Directly after the death of G. W. Foote, 
very many wrote me greatly concerned over the future 
of the paper. Many offered financial assistance, and I 
was urged to open a Fund at once to make sure of the 
necessary money to cany on. I declined to do so, but 
gave the assurance that everyone might rest content 
the faiper would go on, but I would wait until the end 
of the first twelve months in order to see how we stood.



JUBILEE SUPPLEMENTg-

I did $o, and in spite of the advance in prices wan abje 
to announce no more than a loss of just over £400. 
This was subscribed at once. Until 1925 there was a 
Sustentation Fund, promptly subscribed to, in order to 
make good the annual deficit. Then in 1925 a happy 
suggestion was made by my good friend, Mr. W. J. W. 
Easterbrook. He said, “  Many of us subscribe year 
alter year, and are quite happy and content to keep ou 
doing so.”  Why not adopt a different plan. Let each of 
11s capitalize our annual subscription, give that, and form 
a trust, the income oi which will supply what is re
quired?” The idea was a good one, and when it was 
broached to a few friends it was readily adopted. A 
Freethinker Endowment Trust was formed. Mr. H. 
Jessop, an extremely generous subscriber to the Trust, 
consented to act as Secretary', and Messrs. Easterbrook, 
Bush and Side, all of whom subscribed handsomely to 
the funds, formed, the Trustees, with th  ̂ addition of 
myself.

The Trust was formed in October, 1925, and an appeal 
made for a capital sum of ¿8,000. Mr. P. GoPeabody, an 
American friend of the paper also came forward with 
an offer of ¿1,000 if seven thousand was subscribed by 
December 31, 1927. By the date named the sum was 
over-subscribed, and no one ever parted with a thousand 
pounds more readily than did Mr. Peabody'. Owing to 
the suspension of the ordinary Sustentation Fund during 
the raising of the Fund, a sum of ¿800 had to be taken 
from the total amount—as was announced, and the 
balance duly invested. Further sums have come along 
since, and it is now the aim of the Trustees to increase 
the capital of the Trust to a clear ¿10,000.

No such sum for purely propagandist purposes had 
ever been subscribed in the space of two years in the 
history of the Frccthought movement in this country, 
and it was Certainly one of the greatest things ever done 
in the history of Freethought journalism. It gave the 
paper a security such as it had never before possessed. 
I felt proud of the result, as 1 think did everyone con
nected with it. I may add one other thing.
Ever - since G. W. Foote became President of
the National Secular Society, the Freethinker has 
been its official organ. This has given rise
to the belief that in some way the paper shares in the
legacies' that have of late years accrued to that body' and 
to the Secular Society, Limited. This is not the case 
The paper stands absolutely alone. It gives its ser
vices cheerfully and generously to the movement through
out the country without making or receiving a penny in 
payment, I do not expect that this will remove misap
prehensions on the subject, but it is only' proper that it 
should be said.

There was yet another reason why T was pleased to 
see this result. I had no fear that so long as I was able 
to conduct the paper, and so long as T did nothing to 
forfeit the confidence of the party, enough money would 
be. forthcoming to meet any loss in running the paper. 
But one day' my editorship would come to an end, and T 
was anxious to see something in the shape of financial 
Security established while the new editor, whoever he 
might be, was making good. It was the cause I had iii 
mind, and the cause is greater than the individual. One 
day T mu hoping to see the paper with sufficient funds 
to indulge in an advertising campaign, and then I fancy' 
we may see some striking developments.-

.Finally, it may be said that the instant and striking 
success of the Endowment Trust, bore testimony to the 
affection existing between the Freethinker and its 
readers. There are many other papers in the country 
that are liked by their readers, but I do not know any 
other paper of which the term affection could be so 
truthfully used. The letters received from week to 
week, and from all parts of the world, hear testimony 
to this. It proves the existence of a feeling between 
writers and readers of which any editor may be proud.

I am proud of one other thing. As I have already 
said, 1 wrote my first article for the Freethinker at the 
beginning of 1896. T wrote occasionallv for it for the 
next eighteen months or so. Then 1 commenced to 
write articles regularly, with many paragraphs, with an 
occasional extrsf article under another name. For three 
years pefore the cleq.th of |dr. Foote I had been practi
cally editing flic paper, and have been the responsible

cn that
for

out
tit-editor ever since October, 1915. It will I* ,8' JUI . 

of fifty years of publication I have been vrP ‘rcCord 
Freethinker for thirty-five years. That is 
which I feel very proud.

* * * , .„igr
. free

Looking over the fifty year’s issue of the , ^  11’.- 
hus been a lengthy task, but an interesting 3 i n 
spiring one. A friend of mine once called 1 cut if 
oleum of buried genius. I11 a sense it is )Cf IP-' 
another sense it is decidedly not true. *'1C J 0uc >":ll 
never had the circulation it ought to have bar >  ̂
truthfully say, the circulation it deserved. I'1 
the criticism is justified. But it has exerted an 
out of all proportion to the circulation it_ *_iaS ft#- 
On anything that really affected the position ^ f0r 
thought in this country thousands have l°°^e point1’1'1 
leading and they have not, I think, been '
It lias its readers all over the world, and ^ o ' cl 
have had from India, China, Japan, America, 33‘  ̂ 0f tP 
the British Empire saying how much the js rcu-'
paper is looked for, and with what appreciation' ^  tin’ 
are enough to make those who are regpons1̂ ’ vf0iil'
maintenance of the Freethinker rightly Prolll ’,l0ic. "I1’ 
also like to add a word of appreciation of ^  
had not written for the Freethinker, but "  ny?" 
worked for it. It is the silent help of large 1,3  ̂yie 
men and women all over the world that has (l-;d' 
to keep the paper in existence. Without V"_0ssî f' 
and generous help success would have been »'

Above all it has been a genuinely deniocra ,,evd 
in the very highest sense of the word. If 1UlaccO?''! 
put its space at the service of a man merely 011 _ p̂itF"

so1>tUe
to "lt;

of his position or his wealth. It has never 
itself to consider whether an article pleased 
offended others. To go upon that plan 1i- 
one’s work of all character and of all real infl'^^ îjsl'1’1 
readers do not expect to agree with all that is I” A0ql 
in its columns, am} there is no reason why thO | j( C  
The Freethinker is a voice, not an echo. A«*1 
manage to create other voices it will have, done • 

Looking back over these fifty years it is n°C 
too much to say that Freethought in this cou» *5̂  c> 
not he what it is to-day had the Freethinker 11 .cBp,lil, 
isterl. It lias been a means of liberation to tin * jjC 
and a spur to keep the timid up to the mark. ”  is1 
pares the state of public opinion in 1881 with '
1931 011 the cpicstion of religion 011c may apP1 '■ } lo '̂\ 
far we have moved since the first issue of tl*1̂  y , 0 
saw the light. I am not absurd enough to aS" 09®
even to hint that the Freethinker has played n>01 ̂ „;flic!',' 
part in bringing about this change in Pub'ic 
but that it has played a notable part no urlP
person could doubt. \ IF' j

Just a final word as to the future of the paPeI'e 
had many good friends of the paper suggest to tfd 
a less aggressive name than the Freethvl ' i ĥ'1 ( 
adopted, it might make its way into circles fr°^ejvc'l ’, 
it is now excluded. And quite recently I ,
tentative offer to give substantial financial 3?9,f’gjii<l ‘ 
a plan for converting the Freethinker into 3 
Freethinking folia Hull, or John o’ London, a". ' \ IF'̂  
its Ereetbought message less obtrusive than i t 1S’ ,
no doubt whatever tjiat the circulation of the p3" 
be increased by the latter plan. But. such 3 j c*?1',' 
would not be the Freethinker, and 1 replied tJ>3 0f F, 
only count success in terms of the advapce®£ ^  pt? 
ideas for which it has always stood. There lf\ 
need as ever for this paper, and the future 1P3'  r]y d:1-, 
show that the need is greater than ever. In the ^  S' 
of the paper the feature of open persecution 3t j„ J* , 
clarion call to Freethinkers all over the count'.' ■ . t, o11« , . . ■ — - . ... - Li- tVl** /»1'L.days we settled down to fight a silent boycott "  ¿ri’y  
no incitement to resistance, and so has sapped
pf many who needed open persecution to rQllf1 tl'3-’ »!>• 
effort. The last stage is more difficult to fiffh t*’ ,i 
first one; but we have come triumphantly th'_1’ .
Bcligioti is to-day more aceonimodating than 1 .(.
on that account more dangerous. The n ^ 'j  d’ .y 
Freethinker is evident, and I am quite eoiiv'1'1-1' ,̂,. P‘ , 
friends all over the world .will see to it 
thinker remaiua to meet that need It lias 
and it will Continue to do sq.' 1 c ^ '

GuaM,a>' v



I'O OUR READERS-

will
. — not bote you with a long never be

itavmng a catai0gUe 0£ promises that 1 and
if* - The Freethinker is an anthCbnstnan organ.^ ^  
kmi therefore be chiefly aggressive. nd against
^tless war against Superstition m g^ erab  ^  .»  best
; tlst'an Superstition in particular. 0iarship, Phil°- 

« & V  the resources of Science, > ^  ppdc as a
. Phy and Ethics against the claims employ' for
hy»w Revelation; and it w ill not scruple to emp ̂ same Tnurn'e/« that

Se
•““e purpose any weapons of ridicule or sarcasm 

be borrowed from the armoury of Commonr +1----
C “S(r- During the summer months RPecT̂ !,ctp0ught. Our
gK?'vW to the out-door advocacy o ',n which
t, st "umber w ill give a fair idea of the styi

" Paper w ill be conducted. , reasonable
st%  competent Christian w ill be allowed reasosPtce iu mia.v .
thnitv11'  U;h'lch to contest our views; and if fuller oppor- 
a in,;,18 desired, the editor will be always ready to hold 
(life] lc debate with any clergyman, minister, or acere-

epresentative of the other side.

SECULAR POLICY.

Ou”o* pf. .
''hjoh TO,,ClPlcs are purely and exclusively' Secular ; by 

jneau such principles of human thought and
« §  thep -y; and th I1'?st c'ritical investigation shows to be 
othè^.demc..,
(,ISS: mi'-'Dlcs we may be ready to weigh and to dis-

nth 11 Ce ri-.le widest, longest, and most enlightened ex- 
ltmc>nstrate« fn tr» 1mmnn snr-if't.v. Allpri^™“nstrates to be useful to human society. All 

hut w* Freeth0Ughtitle "uc.we shall not adopt them until F 
Illtal‘ , ^ c e  warrant them as true and useful

tfntl,J1 'V  VTC do not claim for ourselves, but onlyA n r i  o r .    . . .  e 1 1  Î   .1 .1 1  . . i . 1  
\

i.!"
» ¿■ 'it A » s . as we are fully convinced that all other 
„°°lvs 01. .^fallibility, whether on the part of persons, 
, hwelfifp/'^t’tutions, are nought but shams; that all 

U$0] , aS,!'. are false and also useless; that all false 
t|U,l1au nri* things are real nuisances and hindrances to 
'' uttor,,Xa?cemhnt and happiness; we shall attack to 
Qur t)r St oi °ur power.

be*.""y'ples belong entirely to tlie regions known 
)ay know to man- ' What we know, othersor 1 ^ n ovv W  , “...‘U fo i- in we have no occult or mysterious sources Vip,„ ‘ ‘nation - . . •, ■, r__  ....._L

j:‘'VKen angels, spit
.„un °f \vWT,. ̂ deed.. we have not the remotest concep-

110 Profound secrets to hide from vulgar 
« Aon ... J°ds, angels, spirits, or devils have ever

.■ ’fy their'lt are like nor who they are. We know 
1 '̂es, r,(.r' " anies> as we know the names of fairies, 

ffcr kiio.1' atld ff°hlins. Michael and Gabriel are no 
I,strangc.r Vn to ns than Puck or Odin; Satan is as great 
pte'ente as f’luto; and Jehovah as empty as Jupiter, 
"'r ' Tb»' UnHnown to us, and so are Purgatory and 
ti "turn ]•,seParate existence of the “  soul”  and the 
• f Cp-!1.. “ are to us inconceivable; and we believe
V. " Stians are just as ignorant respecting them as

or^ titio0 reSard all Theological doctrines as sheer 
Action IV We catltiot draw any principles of thought 

/dhty ’foerefrntn TTXi- h c  f l m  ** verities ** nf Christ-1 verities ”  of Christ-
........  Regarded as legitimate objects of

:'”'l tr£* i0t Dope, fear and reverence, we ignore them, 
'vDiid iely attack and ’ridicule them as monstrous mytli?

s f e f *  s i t e  Foi ”  11,0
Me S e lv  ’!?pe- ie:
» .  atAack an - _________ ____ ____________„ -
v. Ir'Me {.? nlléd tlie world with fantastic hopes an 
], a -iòni; T  ’ Dave lent themselves as instruments and 
tl,»e r°ukort+itllC 'V°rst form of cruelty and tyranny; 

“ain, 1 .roe world to most unnatural strife; drenched 
1 h’.-;... With seas of blood; and burnt the noblest of
<son‘tnf to«IRE asDes for daring to think and speak as

“ •tated.

Shaking oil all Theological prejudices, we turn to 
nature as expounded by Science ; to human society in its 
necessary elements and workings. From these we draw 
all our principles, freely availing ourselves of all that 
the world’s Workers and Thinkers have secured and ex
hibited for the use of man. Whatever there is in human 
life which experience shows to be good and useful, that 
we adopt, and shall strive to elaborate and illustrate it, 
to render it better known, and more useful still. What
ever we may evolve by Freethought, from present or 
future materials and elements, which may be of use to 
man, that also we shall recommend : as we shall all 
of the same description found and exhibited by others.

X.

MR. BRADLAUGH’S ADVISERS.

Advice can always be had for the asking, and frequently 
without being asked for at all. No commodity is more 
plentiful. Every man keeps an abundant stock of it, 
which he is always ready to dispense; and ignorance of 
the matter in hand is seldom thought to justify reti
cence. About tlieir own affairs men are conscious of 
difficulty; they recognize the necessity of caution; and 
have to admit that in the complicated problems of life a 
practical decision often involves a departure from tlie 
strict line of principle on this side and on that. But 
when they deal with another man’s affairs they make 
little, if any, allowance; they demand that he shall ad
here to the principle which happens to be predominant 
in their minds, without any respect to other principles 
that may predominate in his; and if the following of 
their advice entails great sacrifice of fame or fortune, 
they prefer it all the more insistently, and even feel 
within their bosoms a virtuous glow, as if they bad per
formed the sacrifice themselves instead of enjoining it on 
another.

Mr. Bradlaugh has just experienced the truth of this. 
Many highly disinterested persons who have access to 
newspapers have offered him excellent moral advice, 
although it does not seem that they are prepared to 
offer him anything else. He is to carry out their advice 
at his own cost; a vicarious practice of virtue which 
commends itself to them more forcibly than it does to 
Mr. Bradlaugh. He has already subjected himself to 
monstrous penalties through his adherence to the prin
ciple of affirmation, and by pursuing the same course 
after bis re-election he would subject himself to further 
penalties. Yet this is what his virtuous advisers counsel 
him to do. Now it is but fair that these persons should be 
asked what contribution they have made towards the 
expenses he has already incurred, and what contribu
tion the}' intend to make towards the expenses he may 
incur in the future? We are afraid this question would be 
unpleasant to them and that a truthful reply to it would 
ill accord with their virtuous advice.

We are all agreed as to the injustice and folly of main
taining the oath ; that is, we who think Mr. Bradlaugh 
is now practically justified in taking it, and those who 
say he is not. The Parliamentary oath has been so 
whittled down that anybody with any kind of God may 
take it. As Mr. Gladstone said, in His splendid speech 
for which all Freethinkers are indebted, those who main
tain the oath "c lin g  to a narrow Theistic ledge;”  and 
their test of legislative fitness is so absurdly devised 
that it would exclude all the Buddhist subjects of her 
Majesty and include all the Mohammedan. It is simply 
a relic of the tyrannous imposition of a dominant creed, 
and is upheld chiefly by those who represent iu the 
present the worst traditions of the past.

Mr. Bradlaugh, of course, lias no wish to take the 
oath, nor abstractly could lie be justified in taking it. 
But practical life is not an abstraction, and public men
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have often to reconcile contending' duKes. Tf Aft. Brad- 
laugh were attending to his private affairs, and were 
gratuitously demanded by authority to swear an oatli, 
he would be morally bound to refuse and to take the 
consequences; and we have no doubt that he would do 
so with as much alacrity and fortitude as could be dis
played by his present advisers. But that is not his 
situation. The problem he has definitely settled for 
himself is not so simple; on the contrary, it is very com
plex ; and any decision he might form would certainly 
do violence to some public principle. He has wisely 
determined to adopt the course which promises least in
jury to any public interest.

From the list of Mr. Bradlaugh’s advisers we select 
first the Pall Mall Gazette, a journal ably conducted by 
Mr. John Morley. It remarks :—

“ Mr Bradlaugh says he hopes ‘ in this great battle I shall 
quit myself as better men have done before.’ If he intends 
that, he should imitate their example, and refuse to take the 
oath. His refusal to comply with what he regards as a 
degrading formality and an unreal mockery would do more 
to abolish the oath than the Bill which he may introduce, 
but which, in the present state of public business, cannot 
be passed.”
Now there is much exaggeration in this. Mr. Bradlaugh 
considers the oath “ unmeaning”  so far as its reference 
to God is concerned, but not otherwise; and he has 
never described it as “ a degrading formality.”  The old 
oath “ on the true faith of a Christian” was a degrading 
formality to Jews, because it implied a profession of faith 
which they had not; but the utterance of such words as 
“  so help me God ” has no more moral significance to 
Mr. Bradlaugh than saying Abracadabra or repeating 
the alphabet backwards. The degradation of his taking 
the oath lies entirely with those who prostitute religion 
by insisting on its terminology being used by unbe
lievers. The objectionable phrase is sacred to them, not 
to him, and they are responsible for its sinking to a 
“ degrading formality.” Since the question was first 
agitated they have had ample time to prevent this by
passing a Bill to allow all objectors to the oath to affirm, 
instead of taking it. But they have not chosen to do so, 
nor have they evinced any disposition to do so in the 
immediate future. Mr. Bradlaugh’s course is therefore 
plain. lie  has cleared his conscience by the most em
phatic statement of his convictions; and if the House of 
Commons insists on retaining the oath after all that has 
happened, lie may take it, and his seat, with no more 
violation of conscience than if lie had said " so help me 
Mumbo Jumbo”  instead of “ so help me God.”  The 
words are simply nonsense to him, and further protest 
against them at present is not worth the cost of time and 
money it would involve. Most of us have to put up with 
a good deal more nonsense in the course of our lives in 
order to avoid much smaller sacrifices.

The Christian World follows the same line of objec
tion. It pays Mr. Bradlaugh some handsome compli
ments on his forensic ability, and then say-s that his 
latest decision “  has lowered the whole discussion.”  It 
speaks of his “ lending himself to a solemn farce,”  and 
says that he resolves to “  submit to the ordeal for the 
sake of his seat.”  It does not occur to the Christian 
World that Mr. Bradlaugh owes a duty to the electors of 
Northampton as well as to the principle of objection to 
oaths, and that the course he has resolved on may ap
pear to him the only practical solution of the difficulty. 
But even if he submitted to a little farcical procedure for 
the sake of his seat, who except a mere doctrinaire 
could censure him? The fruit of thirteen years’ striving 
is not to be lightly risked by him who has won it, how
ever much other people may regard even its total loss 
with perfect equanimity.

Another critic whose name we refrain from mention
ing, as he labours under a horrible dread that he may
be suspected of personal rivalry-, recommends “  consist
ency- and honour, however much it may- stand in the 
way of our interest or advancement.” But we have 
clearly shown that Mr. Bradlaugh’s personal interest is 
the smallest factor of the problem, and that if it be set 
aside altogether, his decision to take the oath may be 
justified as the only practical way of reconciling the 
principles at stake. The same critic is unable to see 
how Secularists will manage to hold up their heads after 
Mr. Bradlaugh’s defection. This again is exaggeration. 
Our heads will not droop much, and we do not think the 
posture of the critic’s cranium will be greatly affected.

The last critic we have space to mention says that 
“  Mr. Bvadlaugh’s clear course was to have quietly sat

down outside the door of the House until it ' n( th 
to him.”  What an eminently practical som g0rd J 
case! Mr. Bradlaugh squatting there _ wou 1 j H°" 
comical sight to the members passing in an eive, U!'J 
he would obtain his meals we are unable to P yVilfrj1' 
less Air. Sullivan brought him buns and Venate1-' 
Lawson lemonade. Mr. Bradlaugh has ĵ.c fh 
avoided that alternative. He has resolved t ̂  p» 
oath as his last practical resource, and we fail fon
ile could have reasonably- come to any other fj po0r£.

G. •

ACID DROPS.

The Chicago Sabbath Association has undertak^tflĈ

" " it  '
r  

0

£»•

force Sunday law in that city. Its circuit - , 
istically says : “  The complaint is not so ni" rf is 
people work on Sunday, but that they- pfa-v,„moving-against sinful recreation that we are inovu'e- ol 
ligious bigots are always incensed at seeing tllCFjlfiU1!' 
enjoy- themselves. Macaulay savs that the 
abolished bear-baiting, not because it pained ti , tfcf 
but because it gave pleasure to the spectators, ^  tfcj 
Chicago Sabbath Association is clearly animate? ^  f: 
same spirit. Should it ever issue a hymn-book 11 be fir 
course include that delightful song, “  Let us au 
happy- on Sunday.”

___  ^  ji
Sunday play, however, is just what the ^

forbid; it only prohibits Sunday work. t‘’i
play the fiddle on the Sabbath or dance a Brevet U 
mustn’t mend boots. We are free to do W '• ^  ' 
Bible does not condemn. Scripture does n ,
mustn’t eat on the Lord’s Day, so all good „ 
eat. In like manner, it does not say we mu- 
on the Lord’s Day, so all good Christians may

d,

..................................
else, and her symptoms were at once ag. 
when he

There’s nothing like faith. Dr. Hammond 
International Review, said that lie 
Lourdes to a pious patient, saying it was tj-

. . ^r£l'I from-p
e used common water, telling- her it v̂‘2s.cli tF 

miraculous spring, she at once improved. “ ® 
hath strong imagination,” as Shakespeare say='

■ ill bi-The revised version of the New Testam ent '  L] t , 
joint property of the Universities of Oxford ‘ gS11'
bridge. Iso doubt it will bring them in  a hand^
If copyright were perpetual, as some insan  ̂oi1 
wish, and Jesus Christ had secured the copyr*S jjj f1 , 
Gospels to his own family for ever, what a sP'f 
pet ty it would b e! Renan originated l'llS

th0U ght” ___  y*
The new version will, it is said, differ matef1̂  .̂¡11 . 

the old in numerous important passages; and - ,
found that 
generation

‘ of £V
many people, perhaps the majority.^pi!',1̂  
since the reign of James I., have e go* ■< 

radically false ideas as to salvation, and have o tic*1 
to hell without knowing it. The only cons 
that Hell is to be softened by the revisers im° ,

——
Mr . H arry Long, the rabid leader of 

Orangemen of Glasgow, is reported to be P ,< 
in his efforts to form a secret society of 2>oli£’ns ,fi 
ites,”  who will vote according to his instruct1 ^  jfd ( 
next .School Board election in the city, in order^ ot‘ , 
Protestant ascendancy in educational matters—̂  f  
words, to place Harry Long at the head °* 
Humble H arry!

A• J Hi1
L ord Cairns is a pious Christian and a rl°-jijiiiflp' 

„.id no doubt he has a profound belief in the 1 ptf 0,i 
of his great Master that everybody without ‘ f£d 
should sell his clothes and buy- one. He aPjCrfiiiJ,, 
the platform of Exeter Hall, when it was V
as the head-quarters of the Young Men’s 
Association, and delivered a “ very solemn’ .pi 
the members and their friends on the transce j C‘lj ;  
portance of “ individual personal knowledge ,,e i',‘ j|i 
as their saviour.”  And that very same evening „ech’„J 
in the House of Lords his memorable Jingo y  gufTA'
1 1 .1 .1 ^ 1 . 1 , 0  o t i f i t n l l t r  11 K 1 i , c 1 iß r l  ”  -fo t- f l , o  T i n t i n a r  0 * c,ll1*̂which he actually “  blushed ” for the honour 
because the Government had concluded
peace with the Boers, instead of “  vindicating1 
of our finer ”  by killing a lot of them before

;fl£'



1 bisHis lordship's sermon in "Exeter Hall an  ̂ . g  when 
"wre blood iu tlie House of Lords ■ means as
taken together. Sceptics know wha ̂  ^  course he
well as his lordship. They remember, a does, G i b b o n ^
time: ------------ ’ f th a t in-  - gravely satirical *tate™£j'e as all equally 

es religions were held by the P P , and by the
true, by the philosopher as equally -’oU uscjul to 
'tatesmen as equally useful. ”  to the people.Statesmen is almost sure to be perme

■ tHF. Lev. C. Bullock, editor of proceeds
*Pying horrible blasphemy m hot- _ iiaVe answered 
tu rebuke a number of his readers '  “ Most of the 

Prhle Questions”  in an heretical sp • to them to 
writers,” says he, “  seem to think V doctrines, [or- 
1‘ronounee an opinion on the Chin ■ utioti, and that 
setting that the Church is a divine 1 - and aq  sepa-
■l" divergence from her teaching is 1 - ¿jVine institu
tion from her order is schism. d of annually
'°u should support itself on miracles - , ,ea\th. 'The 
c°ttsuming ten millions of our ’iatl°  rtaintv of finding ^fallibility about it is.the dead certamu 
'ost of its ministers fanatics or loo

Tins
\ P lristianshep tlip '"',‘an warns all ministers of Christ not to 

tire srw> i • “  in the fallacies of Matthew Arnold
;t Some f a.t,ons oi Herbert Spencer,”  lest they should 

, ,,ristia„  t  out on Sunday. 
aUd 1 have ahl e n, l1 ,.,- .-

et --„». I ia u c ll opeuv - , , . <“re r>f -•* j et us,”  adds the
ve able ministers of the New 1 estanieut, 

^Kaein,, ?̂. do without refutations of infidelity.”  that 
hilt it I s blrd- the ostrich, sticks its head in the sauds, 
heath ‘6aves °ther vulnerable parts sufficiently exposed 

,W Vertakĉ  ’ t all the same, and the only result of 
'«ore ls that it dies not with its face, but with a‘¡fnoble Part to the foe.

hie 5IST. says Mr. Spurgeon, lias not only undone
liei,JSc ue£ wrought by Adam, but lie has p ’
Whi r -ecured to us the freehold of a licavenU 1 aradi. , t],.;;11 is inr...“  ’ •

tic. ls .■   ̂ .................

themkcma?d damned? Christ hasn’t done much

----- - me ireciioici ot a ncaveniy 1
1  infinitely better than the precarious ten ^

at Para‘lise enjoyed by our fi > L  about the
m elcet en?uKb iov tlle eleCt; 1

Kton'ilaIn the Srcat theatre of the'next " or̂ -  ^ ^ ast in 
the ,„ s a seat booked among the gods. admis-

a1>Cr cirete. lie  ought to be thankful1 or {or
1'iin to SUCh select company. But it «  * tlie unfortunate exT>ect the same thankfulness

r°\vd stewing in the pit.

i[,kesK Arthur  M ursell is  a  h>ver ^ ê nistjan 
H'orM Mc recently filled a column , ..-itticisms
We cvt.r'Vlt1’ a quantity of the drearies ,, the Corp0r-
ttii), ,® 'v- For instance, lie opined  ̂ of Korah,
'laths,. Aorthwich must be lineal desc 'l e ;n<r situ-
;ite > *  and Abiram,”  because their houses, bein„ 
into uVer salt '

i'^ iu ev, - -

Ijibie'S auoclous’ IIcrc is a \>r“ [ fm o s tLstartling in- 
makes fun of one of its • „  is a Bap

tist v ,°i divine retribution. Arthur 1 , -0j.c about
?if> cL a,be allows himself to crack a , others to believe 

th(.;^e?- How can such men expc 0[ what
sincerity when they thus makeMight o ..V j j rePresem -X - -- '

>1
'lis.

- mil mines, have a constant tendency to sink 
narth. The joke is infinitesimal, and below the 

, °f a pious tea-meeting. But its blasphemy

I l, t̂ pCr 1 as sacred? We advise Arthur Mursell, if 
s > t  prinf M?te sma”  puns and jokes, to speak them 

SH1/Ursing t t lc,n'. He is in his proper element when 
rH,)eet ,p a Birmingham crowd on a sensational 

°n hi,,. whispers to Wives,”  but beyond that we 
s very small fry. Let him stick to his last.

11 °f Ti,°" °ver a Pantheist?”  enquired a correspon- 
Vtr Was.”las Carlyle. “ No,”  replied the sage, 

’ 110r a Pot-Theist either.”
'iniii'Ch,,,.,..
gocJ td tlie _ «cnieai says that “  for the dunce and the 

a earCOr Urcb >s materially and eommereially as 
as lie could choose.”

h'ldlJ’a flŷ "01’ " ’alk into my parlour?” said the slider 
H'lvj ler, a' c ..-. , same sweet tune was sung by Mrs. 
'k-rf|°ills for R'.r.ltlst medium, to yirs Hart-Davies, »> lady
V  • K1,“ ‘ ' - - - -lngs from her dead mother. With won-

oth ’e victi,u was fleeced; her jewels, rare 
h(l nn(],?r va'uables were transferred to the disin-

uitn, vvlio conveyed messages of advice to

that effect from the spirit-world. Judge Hawkins has 
sentenced Mrs. Fletcher to twelve months’ imprisonment 
with hard labour, and however potent the spirits are, we 
don’t think they will succeed in getting her out of 
gaol before the term expires. The revelations made 
during the trial were highly edifying. The “  brotherly 
hugs,”  the “  scrunching kisses,”  and other endearments 
between the plaintiff and the defendant’s husband, com
bined with the fraud which was so daringly practised, 
sufficiently indicates the moral atmosphere in which all 
the parties moved. Modern Spiritism is a strange com
pound of credulity, fraud, and sensuality. “  Sex,”  as 
the Spiritists call it, is always coming to the front; and 
is there a medium who hasn’t been condemned by the 
law or by rival practitioners for trickery and cheating? 
We recommend all persons in the incipient stage of 
Spiritist disease to read Robert Browning’s “  Sludge the 
Medium.”  If after reading that wonderful poem they 
still show a disposition to be duped, they must e’en go 
to perdition in their own way, for nothing short of a 
miracle could save them.

Professor F iskf, has a very poor opinion of Joseph 
Cook. In the North American Review he says that 
Joseph’s books contain “  little else but misrepresenta
tion of facts, misconception of principles, and floods of 
tawdry rhetoric.”

A W esi.eyax minister of Sheffield has invented a Tor
pedo-boat Exploder. He is a proficient in the blowing- 
up business. Perhaps he wants to people heaven a little 
faster.

T he Rev. Canon Clarke has contributed some Jingo 
doggerel to the St. James’s Gazette. He tells us that 

“ England’s flag and ’scutcheon 
Are covered with disgrace.”

This is because our Government wouldn’t murder more 
Afghans and Boers. Canon Clarke is a worthy minister 
of the Prince of Peace.

Secularism in Edinburgh has a good deal of bigotry 
to contend with. Mr. Alexander Orr, the Society’s 
secretary, secured a book-stall in the Waverley Market 
some time ago, and did a roaring business in Free- 
thought literature, until the authorities became alarmed 
and turned him out. The Sunday lectures used to be 
advertised in the Scotsman among the Church Notices, 
but the clericals resented this, and they now appear 
among the Public Amusements. Quite recently the 
editor refused to insert one of Dr. Aveling’s subjects, 
“ The Wickedness of God,”  which, it must be admitted, 
is pretty strong for such a pious city as Edinburgh. The 
Doctor, however, threatens to post it on the walls in the 
biggest letters next time he goes there.

T he Leeds Mercury, edited by that pink of perfection, 
T. Wemyss Reid, makes a great boast of its Liberalism, 
but it persistently refuses to advertise the subjects of 
Freethought lectures delivered in that town, although it 
is not above taking money for announcing where and 
when they may be heard.

Professor Bruce, of Glasgow, has just delivered at 
the Presbyterian College, London, a series of lectures on 
Revelation. In one of these, speaking of the miracles of 
Christ, he said that they “  were all useful, morally sig
nificant, and beneficent works.”  Now, we should just 
like Professor Bruce to show us the utility, moral signi
ficance, and beneficence of the following miracles :— 
First, the cursing of the fig-tree for not bearing fruit 
out of season ; second, the turning of a large quantity of 
water into wine at the marriage feast in Cana of Galilee 
after the guests were already well on; and third, the 
easting of those devils into the herd of Gadarenc swine, 
without compensating the owners whose pigs were 
drowned. When Professor Bruce has shown the beautv 
and holiness of these miracles, we will supply him with 
a few more.

Tai.mage says that the welfare of your father, mother, 
wife, children, or friends, is nothing compared with your 
own salvation. Yet this clerical mountebank tells us that 
Christianity is the pure Gospel of love.

John Stuart Miix once sneered at pious people who 
couldn’t teach the multiplication table without reference 
to the number of Jacob’s sheep. What would he think 
of the idiot who wrote the following rubbish, which we 
cut from a Christian paper of wide circulation ?
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" Now, have yon got dqwq the-number of Baal’s prophets? 
Well, subtract, from these the number of. people on board 
file ship that was cast on the island of Melita. You know 
Paul was one of them. Subtract from this number Jacob’s 
age when, he died. Add the number of provinces .over 
which Ahasuerus reigned. Subtract the number of parts 
into which the 119th Psalm is divided. Multiply by the 
number of men who drew water for David from the well at 
Bethlehepi. Add Abraham’s age when he died. Subtract 
the, number, of cities that, Solomon gave Hiram. Add the 
number of stripes Paul received on any, one occasion from 
the Jew's. • Subtract Sarah’s age at the time of her death. 
Subtract the number of prophets whom Obadiah hid in the 
cave. Add one to the number of times Paul was shipwrecked, 
mid then add the result to the last product. Add the nuffl- 

, bcr of men Gideon led against the Midianites. Multiply 
the age of Uzziah when he ascended the throne, by the davs 
in which Jonah said Nineveh would be destroyed, and add 
the result to the above. Subtract from this the years in 
which Abraham was told his descendants should be afflicted. 
Add one to the age of Zedekiah when he ascended the 
throne, and add the result of the previous answer. You will 
then have the number of chapters in the Old Testament." 
Children who are. made to waste their time over such 
nonsense are certainly being prepared for Colney Hatch.

Canon I.ihpon the other Sunday referring to Carlyle, 
intimated that Christians found a painful lesson “ in the 
bearing of this great and gifted man in the presence of 
death. In the Reminiscences just published we saw him 
all through liis pages face to face with the terrible 
mysteries of human existence, and hearing the load with 
a long-suppressed wail of agony. One could but regret 
that a man so rightful and true should have thus for
feited the supreme consolation of the simple believer.” 
This style of fastening the responsibilities attaching to 
dyspepsia and tlieistic pessimism on lack of faith in the 
Christian my thus, is ingenious after the clerical fashion, 
hut it can only impose on an audience in St. Paul’s, 
Canon IJddoti could not be expected to appreciate the 
argument that Carlyle’s error lav in not carrying his 
Scepticism far enough. Rut he might fairly be asked 
(i) whether fie thinks many Christians could support an 
unmurmuring faith during threescore and ten years of 
dyspepsia? and (z) how he accounts for the fact that Mr. 
Ruskiii, who is understood not only to believe, like Mr. 
Carlyle, in a future life, but in tint redemptory functions 
of Jesus Christ, has been, if anything, a more miserable 
man than Mr. Carlyle?

SUGAR PLUMS,

A merica is perhaps the freest country in the world, not 
only in a legal hut also in a social sense; and there can 
be no doubt that much of the world’s future lies there in 
genu. I)r. Darwin approves, the Rev. Mr. Zincke’s 
opinion that all the past history of mankind is of mean
ing and importance only in relation to the great stream 
of emigration from the old world to the new. Yet in the 
first of his “  Latter-day Pamphlets,”  published thirty- 
one years ago, Thomas Carlyle sneered at Americans in 
a most outrageously cynical manner. “  What have they 
done?” he growled. ‘ ‘ They have doubled their popula
tion every twenty years. They have begotten, with a, 
rapidity beyond recorded example. Eighteen Millions 
of the greatest bores ever seen in this world before.” 
Yet Carlyle’s will, recently published, speaks of them in 
a far different tone. He confesses to “  a variety of 
kindly feelings, obligations, and regards towards New 
England,’.’ and recognises," with gratitude how, much of 
friendliness, of actually credible human love, I have had 
from that country, and what immensities of worth and 
capability T believe and partly know to be lodged, 
especially in the silent classes there.”  On the whole, 
Carlyle’s ideas of America approximate Very closely to 
those of Walt Whitman, whose democratic fervour no 
one will doubt; and it may interest, some of those who 
feel that Carlyle was at bottom a fierce cncmjT of all re
mains of the old order of things essentially opposed to 
the new, that Whitman accounts him “ the most service
able democrat of our age,”  and doubts if any country in 
the world has one to show like him.

The Christian World pays a high tribute to Mr. Brad- 
laugh’s forensic ability. It say's that he "  displayed 
more than his wonted sagacity and skill in conducting 
his own ease, and it is acknowledged that lie showed

Cfitl
himself fully equal to the task of grapp&jj? 
30 able anrl experienced an advocate as 
GilTard.”

circulationsIn addition to the increasingly wide p̂ioi
to the writings of Herbert Spencer, Matthew ■, 311 
Professor Clilford, and others whose works ĵ do» 
analogous tendency, Mr. Bradlaugh and the ^  jjc 
secularist societies are actively supplying In( . sCjentific 
colonies with pseudo-philosophical and _ to U
literature intended to promote scepticism in retoale<# 0 
ligion. Translations of such papers into the 1 eju£,’’sil 
India are also circulated; the colonial press ’s 11 ,jjre:il' 
with a similar purpose, and the ill effects ur 
apparent.— The Christian.

mc>Ilbci
Mr . Brahi.augh has been again returned us ^ tK

for Northampton. His majority was sin 
victory was signal, for he had to contend aff . 
most unscrupulous appeals to theological bigotr>'fl0t)l,' 
vast majority of Nonconformist voters 'vcr? ^ th 
superior to such appeals, and steadily adhered .. $ 
principles of civil and religious liberty. By tn g,ie"' 
Mr. Bradlaugli won, as he himself gratefully a 
ledges. As for the Nonconformist Whigs 'v ,nlie 
and voted for the, Tory candidate, they have 1
Devil’s work without getting his wages.

flit

Coroner I ngkrsorr is to visit England s°oinC, 
Freethinkers here will give him a hearty wen 1

----- ditiof 1
W. E. Sudden has already issued a secouk e \̂\e ‘J, 

the Colonel’s “  What Must I do to be Saved . ^  
of Frecthought literature has immensely inert“*'*- 
the last few years.

After one of Professor Calderwood’s lcct’’rĉ .  \c 
ligion in Edinburgh Inst month, Mrs. Harm ■ 
permitted to offer some opposition, which 
ously replied to. }

Christian missionaries in India have to 
serious rival. At Lucknow there is a Barge P1'1', 
nient, employing Soo men, for lithograph’1'--̂  
editions of the Koran. Another establish®on ^ w'' 
pore employs 300 men. it is said that an a1;1  ̂
sounded at the forthcoming missionary meeting

~~~ . x-Moody and Sankkv, who arc coming to  ¡r
in September, have experienced very great d’
San Francisco, owing to the sceptical spirit "  
vails there. The inhabitants of that Western’
prefer Paine and Ingersoll to Moses and the L'

The Rev. Newman Hall

-atto
tl”;l VL

■ i'twiuau Jiau says: “  Through0'1/,,]
country, in all denominations, there is the-sort0' * to 

........... • 1 —  -mission that the progress of the Clmreh .T eIcJ a11' K 
pace with the population. There is a ditnii” 1’. ¡fsio1* 
ahee at public worship; there arc fewer a1 
Christian fellowship.”

A P I O U S  Y A R N .

— * —  e
T he Christian Herald is distinguished for its '*cj,iliV.|y 
about Freethinkers who get converted by B*-t 
or some such slender agency; who get ig11. * if’ ‘j,,; 
routed by weak adversaries; or who die howl’ 
pair. Jts number for April 13th contains tb j,;K
yarn :

“ All infidel’s loss of a sovereign recently ,,|C-
a gentleman was preaching out of doors in tbe. (jic ,p; 
London, The objector frequently interrupted ”j)e d’1, c\ 
noisy and insulting manner, by declaring that _esCl' .g 
believe in the Bible or in God. A tall Irishman', '.-/r;; 
claimed, ‘ What do you know about the Bit” sgV̂ \ jv’f, 
(putliug his hand in his pocket and pulling out a - i
‘ I-will give you tips to repeat a dozen verses to? || !’•' <■ ' 
of it. You can’t; I knew you couldn’t! You *■ igjilE ji«'1. 
for six! Not vet, eh? You shall have .it f’or- ’I'1,
that, either? I’ll show you up, my hoy; faix, y°l . a”’1-], i’1' 
it for f7co! ’ But the infidel was speechless, atla,id f 
jeers of the audience, confessed by his s h a t n e  . ,

how truly the Irishman had judged him,” lito1’* if'1 
Now we thoroughly believe this to be an 

coction. Still, it may be true; arid we invitf {IF U 
to authenticate it; in which case the sum whi® .gj ( I1’ 
finished infidel did not earn shall be handed 
to the Christian Herald circulation fund, or 
some equally pious purpose.
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i *t o the P tih ■coimnirtncations should be London, EX-
listiivs at, the office, 28, Htonecuttcv ■ ' ^  I-'ootk,

bitF.H.uii communications to the hditoi, ^l1' n<j0n, W.C.
•do. 2, South Crescent, Bedford Square, do

H* freethinker sent monthly post free or ‘ • newspapers 
b s  shall he obliged if our readers "'ill send u 

or cuttings likely to he serviceable.
b ■ L. S.—Thanks for VigratviU...

m.
1.1

'•«tuitous ( i | .I°c,yotir subscription for three copies. The 
Serially aid n Û hn °f a few copies every month will

1?" Acid
our circulation.

G{ course, notDrops " 'and  " Sugar Plums The public
sublime phrases, but there is no harm must  attract its ’'"'V-a-days is in a great hurry, ant . 
attention before you can be heard.

' 'a* Quarterly Meetin
National c‘ ’ ' ..... g of the Central of*Science,.«viunal Secular Society will be held in - the evening
i 1 Street, K.C., on Sunday, May 1st, ,i n attendance 
lecture; Mr. Ü. W. Foote will preside. A tant busi-
1 ‘"embers is desired, as there will be m to transactansact.

BIOGRAPHY.

"s futI,er‘!1S S'eii«emau was
':,s »io ei; r ne was c>od <iv111-, 1 '“‘irth A1- 4-1.

the first that ever lived;
....... (Ruke iii., 3S), and his mother

" or 1 * °f thc Rtbund (Genesis ii„  7). Adam was
S ’ at or manufactured, or born, or produced

<-t. In the first instance he was made the 
Vl'r ( U wjth liis wife, viz.., on the first Saturday that 
1 NWd nC>l ’ al'd after this gigantic effort the creator 
M\i, , , 'v®r*c» “ rested and was refreshed”  (Exodus, ana was - " - ‘« ‘ 1 ^
lie;“' }i) 'b’riny the first of Sundays, and lias, we 

n Alone no work to speak of since. .Jpnared
foi ,:’” s t'irst creation Adam found the world P I -
same As n °od' one of b,s late descendal,ts

... --- “ tjaiderlv ushered in
v° a prospect all bright mul burnished .

tennnt he for life's back slums-—; ■
3 e «wiles to the world, as a  gentleman come 

0 u lodging readv furnished.” ,
h i & : was the earth, in all its vastness of glory, 1 ^
H cd  iUo1’ a • "ystalline ^ o f (tunp  ̂ a U  _ m00?1|
And st’ ,.lnn“ since) , m which w ere .amkr through

S T  ^ thc’Sbist" can,°wiSth no ^ f t o ^ e

sapphire vault, roof at one  ̂ What a 
. aiuV floor ot the musicians of the got >

' S -  .......................
Vn,t—  toes .’by m m lv '^ n tiiT g  «fwards, and dvamnti- 

M, frying, “ Behold!” vegetable
w i* »  Adam first opened h is eyes upon _ fungus
hiM 1 »«I parasites were found aaywbe» ^  of 'tbc trees 
Rfmv '.u 'r a chance to grow, the ' ’ floated into 
fruit’ ¡ut "over decayed ; the blossoms co j  ima1s
too ;,.U’e fruit ripened; but it nevei f e l l . lavt.d
With . i10 in a  m ost ex trao rd inary  sta te . tbc hawk

« *  « * • “ ;  t i c m l ,  St^ t i w hci sparrow, it was merel\ m ’ dreamt of 
111 found would as s«.mi 1. ™

'* ' t y i n g a  crow-bar as a fish. In those day
shart '  browsed in the meadows , and «• _ ....
S f i  firew fnr ............. ’"•* ....... .......

,, - W.iv UiUi51t.JlHlO '-»4. HD- ftVV*v; * *V WUW ‘
1,1 I’roii CVIT permitted to decay! Had it been kept
Slepti,. , b repair the theologian might confound bis 
mlu. ■ ?* foes h....... . 1 • A1 ' ■ 1 ’ ’ ....... “‘Ally

?* that'/v' *at "P°n nought but sea-weeds. Then it 
j 'bgs, th'KcrK bad neither fangs nor claws, the wasps up 
. t tlieii- ' sorP°nts no poison; mosquitoes bad not yet 
, H phyi]5^“ s> the locusts had neve 

l[yobrmls'Xc>ra And the Colorado beetle iina never cast 
i'liese ’ , cA’es upon vine, grape or potato.

.""■ icd .1 \(Te delightful times when our first parents 
O ' l’!c tlTM’S«lvos ’n “ Eden’s bonny yard,” untroubled 

*ts 0r “n.?bt of debt or danger, untrammelled with 
“A, t|lf. Pantaloons, big, romping babies, that they 
“»it Ad-i'°l'" iniage of tbeir father!

Urn rieq lVT s sec°nd Advent was. different. In the first 
u' ’ All,.., , Avas made, but of what material we know 
lv,Mmsis be was made tbe second time it was of dust 
x°E:.,i • '•> 7). Whether ,the dust was moistened and 

nitxlcrn " ltdl water, like plaster, of Paris, is not said. 
(k'rif'i’.l ....111:1,1 consists chiefly of water; Adam’s one 

“t sa? dnst- Aybcther it was stone dust, or clay 
avv dust, or gold dust, or diamond dust, or

brick dust, òr coal dust or a mingling òf them, we can
not say. Divine wisdom has not seen fit to enlighten us 
further than to condescend to inform us that our first 
father, was made o f’ the dust of the ground ’.and 
as the dust of the ground differs so in .different 
regions, we must leave the solution of this in
teresting problem till the Great Day, when the whole of 
his descendants will, no doubt, rush to him simultan
eously- and exclaim, “  Oh ! Reverend sire, out of what 
dust did thy creator form thee?” Adam’s reply must,
I am sorry- to add, be postponed sine die.

As Adam consisted of dust, and as sons and fathers 
ire usually- of the same material, I presume it is but 
logical to infer that Adam’s father—or God—-was also of 
the dust. One thing is certain, he has been turned to 
dust or something less substantial for many ages ; and 
his worshippers can no more find a relic of his than 
they can one of Eve’s hair-pins.

When Adam was made on this second occasion, and the 
dust was worked up into its required form, proportions, 
symmetry, and consistency-, his maker “ breathed into 
his nostrils the breath of life, and man (Adam) became 
a living soul.”  Tbe result must be pronounced wonder
ful and altogether different from what might have been 
expected. It must be remembered that he breathed into 
Adam, that is, the creator breathed out of ,himself or 
expired his own breath; and that breath would have 
poisoned Adam if lie had been previously- alive, for it 
must have been highly charged with carbonic acid. So 
it appears that what would kill a live man will make a 
dead man liye.

Of course, we should not believe this story- if we found 
it in Homer—unless we had been coaxed to believe it by- 
a promise of heaven or frightened to it by a threat of 
hell ; but seeing it is in the Bible, and reflecting that we 
must be damned if we doubt it, it seems safest to believe 
it.

When God the second time created Adam, he certainly 
did not improve upon his work ; for this time Adam 
found the earth bare; he himself was the very first living 
thing created. When he awoke to life there was nothing 
to eat, no one to speak to. A little later he saw a gar
den rise suddenly around him, and then beasts, and 
birds, and insects crowded into life. But: none of them 
suited him, though the creator seems to have tempted 
him to amalgamate with beasts. The Lord God thought 
it uot good for Adam to be alone, and so gave him a 
sleeping draught of extra power, and while he lay in 
deep repose, proceeded to vivisect him. Opening the 
side of the sleeper, the surgeon-creator extracted a rib, 
and then stitched up the wound, leaving Adam a lighter 
if not a wiser man. Of the extracted rib the creator now 
made a woman. When Adam’s skeleton is dug up it 
may- easily be identified by being a rib short.

Here we face a decided difficulty-, ff Adam was or
dinary- man, a rib of his would make but a very small 
woman, and merely a bone woman after all. A woman 
so small must have been a very poor “  help meet ” for 
Adam, even if consisting of bones and flesh and all 
things human ; and a woman of hone, whatever her size 
or shape, must have been of far less value than one of 
ivory, not to mention marble or the precious metals.

This, however, is merely a sceptical difficulty, and 
decidedly dangerous. We. prefer sticking to God’s holy- 
word, though we cannot tell bow a rib, no more than a 
pound or so in weight, could become a woman, weighing 
140 lbs. For if tbe rest of tbe material was taken from 
some other place, then manifestly only one one blin
di ed-and-fortieth part of Eve was due to that rib; and, 
therefore, the Lord God did not make that extracted rib 
a woman, as the story avers. Tt would have required 
all Adam’s ribs and nearly all the rest of him to make a 
woman of respectable proportions as compared with him
self. Still it is better to believe than be damned.

(To be concluded.) J. Symes.

SHAKESPEARE ON TH E OATH QUESTION.

Most of the great writers of our literature have repro
bated oaths altogether, in Parliament and outside; and 
especially the great poets, who always reflect the truest 
and humanist spirit of the nation. Beginning wjth 
Coleridge, we might give a long list of these; but we 
shall go at once to our supreme poet, and the master
mind of our race. Shakespeare makes one gentleman a 
great stickler for his oath. When Portia asks Shylock 
to be merciful he piously- replies—
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An oath, an oath, I have an oath in heaven;
Shall I lay perjury upon my soul?
No, not for Venice.

This scrupulous gentleman’s oath was to have a pound 
of flesh from Antonio. His oath was only a minister to 
his revenge, and it was ultimately disregarded for profit 
when revenge could not be obtained. Now let us take a 
very different case. When the conspirators are met at 
the house of Brutus to determine the death of Caesar, and 
Cassius says “ let us swear our resolution,” what an
swer makes “  the noblest Roman of them all ” ?—

No, not an oath : if not the face of men.
The sufferance of our souls, the time’s abuse—
If these be motives weak, break off betimes,
And everj’ man hence to his idle bed;
So let high-sighted tyranny rage on,
Till each man drop by lottery. But if these,
As I am sure they do, bear fire enough 
To kindle cowards and to steel with valour 
The melting spirits of women, then, countrymen, 
What need we any spur but our own cause 
To prick us to redress ? what other bond 
Than secret Romans, that have spoke the word,
And will not palter? and what other oath 
Than honesty to honesty engaged,
That this shall be, or we will fall for it ?
Swear priests and cowards and men cautelous,
Old feeble carrions and such suffering souls 
That welcome wrongs; unto bad causes swear 
Such creatures as men doubt: but do not stain 
The even virtue of our enterprise,
Nor the insuppressive metal of our spirits,
To think that on our cause or our performance 
Did need an oath; when every drop of blood 
That every Roman bears, and nobly bears,
Is guilty of a several bastardy
If he do break the smallest particle
Of any promise that hath passed from him.

After this “ high-inspired ”  protest from the august 
sovereign of English literature, and therefore the spirit
ual monarch of our race, we may surely dismiss the pre
tended utility of oaths as no longer credible except to 
the ignorant and superstitious.

OUTDOOR ADVOCACY.

T iie Central London Branch of the National Secular 
Society intends to carry on the open-air propaganda 
vigorously during the summer months, and in our next 
number we hope to give a good account of its work. 
Two conferences have been held of delegates from the 
metropolitan societies, one on March 20th, the other on 
April 17th; and a plan of operation has been agreed on, 
which is expected to be very successful. Other Confer
ences will be held from time to time as the need arises. 
The open-air stations will be at the Midland Arches, 
Gibraltar Walk, Clerkenwell Green, Victoria Park, and 
Mile End Road. As the season advances other stations 
may be included. .Societies throughout the country 
should emulate the example of those in London. During 
the summer it is often difficult to induce people to enter 
close lecture-halls, especially when the platform is not 
occupied by a professional lecturer. It would, therefore, 
be well to go out of doors, and find the people there, and 
preach Secular sermons from the mount. The following 
is a list of the out-door lectures to be delivered during 
May :—

O P E N - A I R  P R O P A G A N D A .
L e c t u r e r s  e o r  M a y .

STATION AND TIME. 1 8 15 22 29

Gibraltar Walk,. .11 15 Orout Norrish Pagan Haslam Ramsey
Victoria Park, .. . 3.30 Norrish Pagan Haslam Norrish Grout
Mile End, ........ .11.15 Pagan Ilamsey Norrish Thurlow Pagan >
Clerkenwell Green11.30 Moss Haslam Poote Ramsey Grout .
Midland Arches, .11.30 H asiani Moss Grout Job Moss

EARL BEACONSFIELD.

The great Hebrew-Englisli statesman is dead. His funeral 
panegyric may be found in the newspapers. Here we have 
no concern with his politics. In religion he was a professed 
Christian, but blood is thicker than water, and he always 
yearned townrds the Semitic creed of his fathers. He fre
quently sneeml at Christianity as a parvenu religion com-

■ ,1 subhir1'
pared with Judaism . and he attained to the cyntf - a foot 
m his “ Life of Lord Bentinck,” when lie suggest je8(j ot 
note that Judas Iscariot deserved a monument j  pevef 
reprobation, as without his betrayal Jesus Christ u jaUgheu 
have been crucified. No doubt" Benjamin Dpra 
m his sleeve at the idea of poor jesus Chnst sofl’f 
about the earth, old and decrepid, vainly byseee ,»gnall? 
body to kill him for the benefit of mankind, drear?' 
being obliged to commit suicide in order to end 
business.

J O S E P H  C O O K .

Boston’, as every one should know, is the 111 , tk
hub of the universe. Joseph Cook tells uS 0( tk'
operator at an establishment for the shorten1 .7̂  m0"’ 
hair in that city can discuss, even wiî L hiâtest 
profound philosopher and theologian, the lat . ^  s#r 
on philosophy; and an authority almost as rc ‘ pbof1;’ 

.s that the radiation of superabundant '̂ ¡]l "Cl iJ LI AAV*
guardians of the nley „.taeJ *’■' 

...>1, iwirnr hg11!, aDn
mises
from the crania of the 0______  _
time enable the city to dispense with being o jj0stpn 
the aid of black cats and sticks of sealiug-'va* ’ |,ut >' 
not only does the thinking for the United S*3 ,oricl "'t ! 
prepared, on short notice, to supply the old  ̂ sol'J 
orators and thinkers who will, for a considers 
any problem that demands explication. When, >.eeP 
days of the minute sub-division of labour, a * 1 jit 
ing nation whose thoughts are mainly absorb ^  tb 
ledgers and leaderettes, wakes up to "the fact 
relations of religion and science are somewhat el? pjati0' 
it as naturally looks to Boston for their rec01 1, C'i 
as to China for tea or to Egypt for lentils. J°?c.|.(i Pl”, 
had been advertised on the covers of his pubhs 
ton lectures as having “  carried off the prizes at _ 
as often as his sensitive conscience would all0'' ,ef 
contest them,” and as coming forward “  as a jr#. 
the religious thought of the nation, and as j jc
at all points to resist assaults upon the faith. _ jjpd(':1| 
popularly supposed to have quelled infidelity U 
Before his prowess Emerson and Theodore *a . p. U 
fallen. J. E. Clarke, O. B. Frothringhani, i*nT gcff. 
Iligginson began to sing small. Colonel Bob £ U 
meditated caving in and joining the .Shakers, • o)1 t 
kcr Pillsbury pusillanimously refused to nffb > o'j( 
pitiful plea that “ You can’t strike the ding ^  on|l-(| 
cow-bell.”  So the cow-bell was brought over. epa«
words, Joseph Cook, the new broom specially 1 
at Andover to sweep out the on-rushing tide 0 ^
ticism, was hired to lecture in England. JlYs C0,l"ip 
had told his American auditors how in tlus 
Unitarianism was a bar to a man’s getting 111 pt !,3„ 
ment. Yet, at the last election, a notorious A4 ^.jCc 
been returned, and, we are now happy to add, . ^
turned, despite his Atheism. Evidently _some 
quired to be done. Bible Defence Associations, s''1 
Evidence Societies, etc., notwithstanding their 11------------r- -  1  1 • 1 -------  ..1 1 ( 1  „ o i l 1

nd el l
Church and Dissent alike in one measureless 
tempt. But, alas ! we fear, as far as infidels 
cerned, this new great doubt-dispeller has not 
to dispel the doubts of his own pretensions- *̂eV-
found onlv the same bounce and bluster widen, „j

prestige, find the tide swelling higher and  ̂ ^
threatening to carrv away the old landmarks al1 r c('- - - - -  ■ -- J ■ - - -i,a ro>’

hik li
read in the Boston Monday lectures. They

, liJ“
wfoiinn t,,i

same pretentious enumeration of strategic PoS'nosd'Y'ii' 
same disorderly catalogue of inconsequent pr°l ¡ijr.j 
the same muster of names in default of an arra> pita 
ments; Beale placed before Darwin and Bo'-'U.^-k, 
against Haeckel; the same pseudo-scientfie Ĉ L| f’L 
and experiments; the same mixture of mist > ,lfV
many and offal from the dissecting-room; 
and dry-rot too—in short, the same lectures; tb . fly 
rhetoric now accompanied with histrionic gcSl c s'1

of the perform« ^

Meantime. Professor Fiskc has basely taken aTfforll()[

----- ... ......... .......... ............... .... filK’.hC
Theological Charlatanism,” and the Profess0*^ 0f

in short, the same lectures; 
companied witl 

dering the play-acting nature 
palpable.

Meantin.^, . __ .
of Joseph’s absence to send a criticism of lmj ■ 
atices to the North American Review under t*1  ̂
“ Theological Charlatanism,” and the Profess0̂  , 
the ready acceptance of the charlatan an evido’1 j
sad straits into which orthodoxv has fallen. in
with many who earn their bread by the wa? .e)- p'Ai 
tongues, Joseph Cook has to make a little m« po-„,t 
long w ay; so England was not only treated to
lectures, but often to the same lecture under d,l_ 
titles. Now. as The F reethinker means t° I1'? pad'1;:: 
is nothing like variety to meet the taste of a 
and as there are certainly a few difficulties ren1,1 ^ ' 
the orthodox faith, we would humbly sugge,st
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'"•M'k a lew subjects which how '  e’,t , genius, 
Hiaractr.r will, \vc think, su it the ben  ̂ ' ¿ vjiiely
aud may tarry out his statem ent th a t C hristianity in 
'Mended that there should be a silting should be the «'is last aKc and that a defeat of doubt shouio

tesuT — . „* the lake of five'• lhe mean average tem perature o
and the time it takes to get used to  it. , an(y his

-■ The moral influence of tlic story
daughters. Cnlomon illustrated?• New readings from the Song of >

dissolving views. „ r . . .  , ock  when the4- What Moses saw in  the cleft of th '•nrd passed by.
5- The marks of design in parasites.

How Joshua stopped the sun. , ^ ose that'• Biblical asses, including Balaam -
to Joseph with liis brethren. subjects as

When Joseph has taken up somf  ‘ t0 him. u.se we may have something more to . .

ÏHb; y
ARROGANCE o f  m o d e r n  s c e p t i c i s m .

to tin tk‘s beading Mr. Francis Peek, understood 
Hevil 01!e of Hie proprietors of the Contemporary 
ii'annl’ «'scourscs in tlie pages of that periodical in a 
If ¡s altogether touching to the freethinking mind. 
priebJ a '.haPs not unwarrantable to remark that pro- 
sho\v k 'T  '.s the main qualification Mr. Peek has to 
■ 'lececi ' .wr't'nR in a leading review. What he cine > 
''ovta: ,s proving is tliat he is very angry; though lie 
f’°ttanf îv0es that in a manner that has the not umm- 
talcon ‘terary merit of naïveté. If Mr. Peek is to be 
!" inf J* a, lair specimen of the orthodox laity, it is to 
bon i, ^  that—to borrow a religious expression—the 
C o i'T  mitered the soul of orthodoxy. The compara- 

experience of being treated with ill-disguised 
"ruth Cf- W "'en of undeniable eminence, stirs it to 
K'ckv ' Ve'1 vc"ts itself in excited “  protests ”  like Mr. 
s"ch a r b would be interesting to know, howcvei, \\
!)o tW Cndcrs °f the faith hope to effect by protesting. 
’b'xW  exPeet that Mr. Leslie Stephen and 1 rofessor 
fully l  ";iU take warning, and hereafter speak respect
ée assi Ibe occupants of pulpits ? It is with pain tlia 
>iinS Al'\ Peek there is little prospect of such a eon- 
H  :a , He has shown, by quoting Professor Hux- 
tliiui-g ,xec°nd-band, that he is acquainted with that 
kvie«,. ,,s.E'itings through quotations in other writers 
"'et , tlcles, but in bis general reading he must have 
kanCe a good many utterances indicating the arro- 
VVstî« O'tf'odoxy. He can hardly expect that after 
V t ?  llave foi- centuries insulted Freethinkers, the 
T i i t " ’bo have never professed to offer the cheek to the 
S u e Plht°l,lc! ren'ain timidly silent when they feel the 
'h\. , of opinion daily altering in their favour, f lier 
HIUii0 00 lo"g endured the contumely of fox-hunting 

' ’tl ,e pitv of well-iiieaiiing Liberal statesmen, the 
"jiti 01 "'i-Christlike priests, and the insolence of itin- 

si,n̂  American lecturers. Orthodoxy lias had its da  ̂
Ï,'' (';L ,nacy- lf Mr. Peek, like Mr. Tubbs, feels hurt, 
" W Y  0 ’’is cause little good bv announcing the fact. 
9"ly had better do is to abstain from reading not 

'ec-n,¡^thinking review-articles, but articles in w ne i 
"'uy V lkcrs arc criticised and quoted from. In this war 
v''\:,Uj0n "ttained an intellectual “ Nirvana” free from

narrative of the misfortunes of Memnon, calls "th e  in
sane project of being perfectly wise,”  is really too like 
the attitude of orthodoxy in this very business of the Re
vised Version. That is the summing up of it. After 
rubbing along for all these years with a translation 
which had what Butler could surely prove to be the merit 
of being fully in harmony with the very badly-con
structed system of religion it embodies, English-speaking 
Christendom has at length, after much toil, put together 
a translation which shall, according to the popular 
clerical phraseology, present the Divine Word unclouded 
by any of the mistakes of fallible man. Freethinkers 
have hitherto constituted the bulk of the select few 
among the millions of English-speaking Christians who 
knew with some clearness the extent of these mistakes, 
and they are, therefore, debarred from sharing in that 
sense of the queerness of the Divine Word in its naked 
purity, which, it may be presumed, will force itself on a 
number of Nothingarians who will to some extent read 
the Scriptures in the New Version under the influence of 
curiosity. It may not be extravagant to assume that a 
few persons of that thriving class may acquire, further, 
two new notions, viz. :— First, the significance of the 
fact that the Church now admits tlie existence of untold 
and vital flaws in the body of writings she has for two 
centuries placed before the people as the authentic 
“ God’s truth” ; Second, that the Church is virtually 
indebted for this purification of her precious Word to the 
activity of those very sceptics whom she has always re
garded as the contaminators of society. Only the Free
thinker, however, can take note of that truly instructive 
proof of tlie tendency and value of the system—the fact, 
namely, that generations of orthodoxy have produced a 
class of intelligences which regard a revised translation 
with aversion.

Only the Freethinker, too, can see all the unconscious 
humour of the air with which ortliodoxy-inade-flesh lays 
i “ revised translation ”  before a world in which Bishop 
Colenso and M. Renan, Matthew Arnold and Charles 
Darwin, Professor Huxley and Herbert Spencer, live and 
speak. At this stage of progress the act has really a 
startling significance. It will hereafter be told of eccle- 
siasticism that it used stone knives in its mummeries 
when men skinned their goats with metal cutlery, and 
that it believed it combated scepticism in the year 1881 
of the Christian era with a corrected translation of a 
select few of the heterogeneous second-hand manuscripts 
pored over by (comparatively) early Christians. Shall 
we say that the clergy, true to their remarkable function 
of supplying the community with the very sublimation 
of human falsehood as the “ highest truth,”  have made 
a really moral effort to produce the falsehood unadul
terated ? Shall we say that, in systematically and openly 
aecepting the result of two centuries’ grammatical and 
other elementary criticism they have proved that they 
have mastered the A. B. C. of Freethouglit ? Or, remem
bering liow thousands of them avow their absolute rejec
tion of entire portions of the Bible in any guise what
ever, while they read these very portions regularly to 
congregations, half of which believe it all blindly : re
membering all this, shall we ask ourselves whether our 
reverend instructors in the “  highest truth ”  have yet 
learned anything in a sub-department of truth which 
they specially affect—whether, in short, they have yet 
mastered the A. B. C. of morality? Well, it is perhaps 
time to revert to the Spencerian attitude.

IJIE A. 13. c. OF FREETHOUGIIT.

timers, M"c‘”°n of the month of May, iSSi ; for Free
's .A°vise(i v ° r .c'""'eliinen, will be the appearance of 
f;iji.!is'' thUs ers'°n of the New Testament. No doubt it 
)':"i<r°s °f u ° *akc '*■  f°r granted that, after repeated 

''Jieork :if10i a"Hi°rities concerned to produce their 
'iii ""'g their < a*:es '"""ed, they will finally succeed in 
The ^""ioiiai \von' ’ Hut a Freethinker may be pardoned 
k|tor -lings ,, .Pse ’"to incompletely justifiable faith. 
¡'L fr0iu th" - 1' Hiis phenomenon excites in the spec- 
)il,i'jS"tablc ()c hreetliought standpoint, will probably be 
l;|sinSoPl’ical r.,P""Senti according as lie is Spencerianly 
Hop For 'I* • his ways or humanly prone to sar- 

rt t],c yar,0"s reasons it might be questioned 
‘¥ sec,.i °""er attitude is always preferable on 

ai grounds. What Voltaire, in liis brief

PROFANE JOKES.

A FATHER and his boy w ere looking out of window while 
the former discoursed on religion. Presently a drunkard 
reeled by. “ Dad,” said the boy, “ did God make that 
man!” “ Yes Tom.”—“ Well, dad,” replied the boy, “ I 
wouldn’t have done it.”

An ironmonger took his boy for a country walk. “ Father,” 
said young hopeful, “ is hell as big as that field?”—“ Bigger 
my lad.”—“ Is it as big as all these fields put together?”— 
“ Yes my lad. and bigger than that.”—“ I say, father, 
wouldn’t you like to get the contract for the fender.”

An Englishman was boasting to a Yankee that they had a 
hook in the British Museum which was once owned by 
Cicero. “ Oil, that ain’t nothin’,” retorted the Yankee; “ In 
the Museum in Bosting they’ve got the very same lead 
pencil that Noah used to check off the animals that went 
into the ark.”

"  There is no peace on this side of the grave,”  said a dis
tinguished clergyman, when preaching at the grave of a
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friend. “ Well,, old qhap.”  said a jolly Jack tar. "You 
can come ovei; on this side, we are quiet enough here.”

An old sailor, who had visited every portion of the .world, 
was once taken in hand by a pious old fellow' who sought to 
get a few' interesting points from him relative to portions of 
the Holy Land. There were quite a number of ladies and 
gentlemen present, and during the conversation he asked 
him, “ Mr. Splicer, what were your impressions of Jerusa
lem?” “ Jerusalem? Jerusalem’s the meanest, one-horse 
town that I ever saw. You can’t get a drop of good liquor 
in the whole confounded place.”

A colo u red  brother in a Virginia church prayed at the 
close of a white brother’s sermon : “ Lord, bress de brudder 
to whom we has listened to so patiently.”

A st r id e  a log sat Sam and another sinriC'r, engaged in a 
little game of seven-up, when a minister approached, who, 
after a solemn contemplation of the game, laid his hand 
upon Samuel’s shoulder and said : “ My friend, is that the 
way to save your soul?” “ Perhaps not,” answered Sam. 
who having just played a card,' was attentively considering 
the hand; “ perhaps not, but it seems about the best thing 
I can do to save my Jack.”

A  m o t h e r  was explaining the origin of things to her 
little daughter. Having been told that God made the earth! 
the child asked, “ Who made God?” When her mothet 
hesitated a moment for an answer, the child said, "  I sup
pose lie just blistered right out!”

R E V I E W S .

The True Source of Christianity; or, A Voice From the 
Ganges. By A n I n d ia n  O f f ic e r . (London : Freetliought 
Publishing Company.) (is.).—This is a reprint of a very 
scarce work, and although naturally not abreast with the 
latest scholarship, is nevertheless valuable to all who are 
interested in the question which it treats. We notice that 
the author, in his introduction, erroneously represents the 
famous Rabbi Ilillcl, at whose death Jesus was only ten 
years old as, having "flourished at the end of the second 
century ” ; and the work may contain some other inaccur
acies. But in the main it is trustworthy, and no one cart 
doubt the author’s conscientious spirit. He gives a thorough 
analysis of the Gospels, and shows how they differ from 
each other and from authentic history; traces the obliga- 
.tions of Christianity to Pagan and Rabbinical teaching, and 
the close resemblance of many of its doctrines to the tenets 
of the Ksst-nes; examines the prophetical claims of the 
Evangelists on behalf of Christ; and freely criticises! 
although in no ungenerous spirit, the moral and religious 
ideas of Christ himself. He does all this with considerable 
aid from authoritative scholars, and his numerous quota; 
tions will be especially valuable to the amateur champions 
of Freethought in their contests with the representatives of 
Christianity. We cordially recommend this little vol
ume of 138 pages, which is one of the cheapest shilling’s- 
worths we have yet seen.

What Must J Do To Tie Saved? A Discourse by C olonel 
R obert I n c ir s o l l . Second edition (3d.). See advertise
ment. —This handsome bijou edition of the great American 
Freethought orator’s humorous, pathetic and eloquent dis
course on an all-important question, reflects great credit oil 
the taste and enterprise of Mr. \V. Lamer Sugden, who is 
responsible for its publication on this side of the Atlantic. 
Mr. Holvoake calls Tngersolt “ the Voltaire of America.” 
This is the language of hyperbole, and the Colonel himself 
would be the first to admit it. Voltaires are born about once 
in a thousand years. “ Bob,” as his friends call him, is, 
however, very much superior to Mr. G. A. Sala’s estimate of 
him, and his wit is undeniably fine and trenchant. I11 this 
discourse he honours Jesus as a man, and contends that 
the orthodox terms of salvation were unknown to the 
apostles, if it be true that three of them wrote the synopj ! 
tical gospels. Mr. Jlolyoake considers this “ a novel 
ground,” but it is nothing of the kind; for it has been 
maintained by advanced Unitarians for at least a century, 
and by many writers and speakers of more pronounced 
views. Mr. Gjmson, of Leicester, has long been hammering 
away at the same idea, as Mr. Holyoake should know; and 
lie find it singularly effective against orthodox critics. Colonel 
Iugersoll, however, by his eloquence and his power of witty 
illustrations, presents the idea with wonderful freshness. 
His own gospel is one of “ kindness, honesty and justice.”
“ To preach less,” he adds, “ is a crime, and to practise 
more is impossible.” Everybody should read this racy dis
course.
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