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Universal training in science has become as necessary
to national efficiency as universal training in military
movements and the use of arms.—Sie B. Lankestek.

Views and Opinions.

Piety and Pictures.

Piotnre palaces have never found much favour
with the “’unco guid,” particularly as they com-
mitted the unforgivable offence of opening on Sun-
days. The police authorities all over the country
have borne testimony to their influence in restraining
the volume of drunkenness; but even this did not
diminish the hostility to the oinema. But while the
foot of the opposition is religions, the avowed reason
IB as usual, a moral one. And, thanks to the obser-
vations of some muddle-headed magistrates, who
aPpear to labour under the delusion that their posi-
tion makes them authorities on questions of sociology
and morals, a great deal of nonsense iB now written
and spoken about the effects of the pioture palaces

children. We are used to this kind of ohatter
horn both these sources, but it is surprising to find
a journal like the Lancet, in commenting on the
iooreasod juvenile lawlessness, urging local autho-
rities to suppress all films that oreate in children
toolings of wanton bravado and other forms of
Motion that find vent in orime.

* * %

Children and the War.

®he lawlessness of children is said to have in-
creased since the outbreak of war. | do not know
‘hat there are any reliable statistics to be obtained
the question, but it would not be surprising were
*ttrue. But does not the period during which this
‘“crease of lawlessness is said to have ooourred
oarry with it its own explanation? And is this
Mother instance of the *“moral uplift” that the
gantry is experiencing as aconsequenoe of the War ?
Jr we may judge from the reports appearing in the
jimglish papers, exaotly the same complaints are
oing made in Germany. And in both countries the
,eal cause may well be identical. Children naturally
mitate their elders, and one of the first proofs
j this, after war broke out, were the war-games
|% ed by ohildren, and the mimio fights oarried on.
till more important is the faot of so many families
whioh the father is away fighting. In the vast
j?ajority of instances this must be taken as
f e removal of a controlling and disciplinary
*r°ei with injurious oonsequenoes to young boys.
<68 sohool teachers, if questioned, would, I think,
ritoalt that it is more difficult to keep boys in order
| an it was two years ago, and that a spirit of “ law-
‘SaBness” ia more prevalent now than in the pre-War
Period, A well-known educationalist issued a very
»iemn warning in this direction the other day, and
,aopportuneness is shown by the faot that in many
.‘ooaentary Bohools teachers appear to make it a
Point to talk war almost daily to their pupils.

q4Qt e?Planation of the phenomenon in question lies

Piotu *° “an”» an” there i0 no need to drag in the
J r° Palaces for that purpose.
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Peice Twopence

Education and the War.

Few people except those SEecially interested in the
subjeot are really aware of the extent to which this
War has reacted on the child-life of the country, and,
in consequenoe, of the extent to which it will affeot
the future. Evening sohools, sohool clinics, technical
schools, etc., have been dosed, and nearly 200,000
children released from school in order to engage in
various kinds of labour. When the need for economy
—to carry on the War—arose, educational institu-
tions were the first on whioh the economizing “re-
former” oast his eye, and, later, his hand. That
whioh should have been maintained to the end, has
been the first to suffer. Our leaders have warned us
that we should be poorer people when the War is
over—although it hardly needed a Solomon to dis-
cover that. But worse than being a people poorer
in pocket, we shall bo a people poorer in mind. We
shall be a less eduoated people, and so laok the most
powerful means of recuperation. Sir James Yoxall
well summed up the position in a bitter sentenoe the
other day : “ I will not say that education is being
wounded in the house of its friends, for it has never
had many friends in this country ; let me rather say
that education here is being treated very much as
though it were Louvain.”

* * %

A Bishop on Death.

What is life? What is death ? These are old
questions, and in a sense two forms of the one
inquiry. Naturally, the replies have been numerous,
and to these the Bishop of Chelmsford has just added
another. *“Death is life freed from hindrances to
development.” The Bishop probably considers this
a very important contribution to the subject, and
one may take it for granted that many who read it
will feel that now their information has received a
considerable addition. Really, it is one of those full-
sounding phrases of whioh people with small capaoity
for genuine philosophical thinking are so fond. Life,
in the mind of the Bishop—if he had anything
definite in his mind—is evidently something that is
imprisoned in the body, and wbioh, by achieving
freedom, acquires the condition of development. And
a more absurd conclusion than this it is difficult to
conceive. To use an old simile, it is equal to arguing
that the destruction of the atmosphere would remove
all obstacles to a bird's flight. The body is not a
hindrance to the development of human life, but its
essential oondition, and without which human life is
unthinkable. *oRx

Life as Adjustmeht.

To realize the truth of what has just been said,
one needs but to bear in mind that life can have
neither meaning nor value when divoroed from its
present environment. As a mere biological faot, life
implies the existenceof conditions—physical,thermal,
chemioal — without which it would cease to be.
Deorease below a certain point the quantity of
oxygen in the atmosphere, and human life would be
non-existent. Raise the temperature above, or reduce
it below, a certain degree, and life disappears. Trans-
port man to a planet a thousand times the mass of
the earth, and he would be orushed beneath his own
weight. Biologically, life is a question of adjustment
to conditions.  Psychologically, the same truth holds
good. Try and think of a man hearing without an
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organ of hearing, seeing without an organ of sight,
smelling without an organ of smell. It simply can-
not be done. The activity of every one of the
senses implies the existence of certain definite con-
ditions. Even the continuation of life beyond the
grave will not affect that truth. For if the indi-
vidual continues to exist.it must be amid an environ-
ment substantially similar to the present one. Life
cannot be thought of even save as a species of
adjustment, wherever we consider it existing.

The Value of Death.

True to his trade, the Bishop considers death as
a hardship and a curse. At that we need feel no
surprise. It is the business of the clergy to en-
courage a fear of death, and excite our apprehension
as to what lies beyond. And yet, are we quite
certain that death 1s without benefit? Of course,
death, involving as it does the breaking of the
dearest ties, must always be a sad fact. It is well
that it should be so ; but, on the other hand, may it
not be that in that very fact lies the secret of all
that we prize most in life ? In what lies the secret
of a parent’s love for a child, of the affection of one
human being for another, but in the fact that all life
is terminable, that all are exposed to the accidents,
the diseases, the catastrophes of existence ? Gua-
rantee us against these, let everyone be aesured of
living for ever, absolutely immune against disease
and disaster, and how long would human affection
endure ? It would perish of sheer inanity. Human
affection has been reared against a background of
death. It is death which gives to life its whole
value and significance. Death defines life and con-
ditions it. The grave is as essential to development
of character as is the cradle. Immortality would
not secure development; it would make its achieve-
ment an impossibility, and of no value were it
possible. * *

Anthropology and a Foture Life.

On this question of a future life Mr. William
Archer and Sir Sydney Olivier have lately crossed
swords in the pages of the Daily News. Sir Sydney
twits Mr. Archer with having remarked that modern
anthropology has analysed the illusions whioh gave
rise to the belief in survival, and asks for some evi-
dence that this has been done. Sir Sydney’s attitude
is curiously illustrative of the way in which many
people evade the real point at issue. Whether
anthropology has analysed—in the sense in whioh
a chemist analyses a compound—the belief in sur-
vival is not an important point. The really pertinent
consideration is that modern anthropology has traced
back the idea of a " soul ” to the ghost or double of
the primitive Bavage,and has described the conditions
amid which such a belief originated. To say then
that anthropologists have not analysed the belief
in a survival is pure evasion. They have described
how it originated in the fear-stricken uninformed
mind of the savage. And in doing this, they have
demonstrated that the belief in survival is pure
illusion. For there can be no question that the
most refined or the most metaphysical theories of
the “soul” have their origin in this primitive illu-
sion and nothing else. And it is this position whioh
the believer in immortality ought to—but never does
—face. He refuses to face the faot that the condem-
nation of the survival theory lies in its history. We
cannot really accept the proposition that while the
savage was unable to understand thousands of every-
day facts, he saw quite clearly a truth whioh the
wisest of philosophers has been unable to prove. We
know the conditions that gave this belief birth, and
wo all reoognize that these conditions led to the
greatest psychological blunder ever made by man.
And if the whole belief is based on an illusion,
it remains an illusion to the end of the chapter.
Philosophy may invent excuses on behalf of the
belief in survival, but all the excuses in the world
can only disguise its origin. It can neither destroy it,
nor prove the primitive theory true by subsequent

experience. Chapman Cohen.
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Byron,

The like will never come again ; he is inimitable.—Goethe.

I claim no place in the world of letters; I am, and will he
alone.—L asdor.

The art of the pen is to rouse the inward vision.—Meredith.

Byron IS one of the most fascinating figures in
English literature. He flashed through his brief life
with a disastrous glory. An aristoorat, a man of
illustrious descent, he flung poems broadcast in a
golden largesse. He was the Napoleon of passion
and poetry, and Europe admired him. When he died a
soldier's death at Missolonghi, Byronism became a
contagion. From Moscow to Madrid, armies of young
men lengthened their hair, shortened their collars,
and were in love with poetry and their neighbours’
wives. Both snpremaoy in genius and personality
belong to Byron. Astounding, perhaps ; but what a
poet, what a man !

Byron’s genius crossed all frontiers. He loosened
the shackles of English literature; he moved the aged
Goethe and roused the youthful Victor Hugo. What,
said Castelar, does Spain not owe to Byron ? Maz-
zini sounds the same note for Italy. Sainte-Beuve,
Stendhal, and Taine speak of his power in Franoe.
He was the intellectual parent of Pusohkin and other
Russian writers, and the revival of Polish literature
dates from Byron. Goethe and Eokermann, in
Germany, help to complete the vordiot of the conti-
nent. Why ? Byron was a great poet and he was
easy to understand. He deals rhetorically with ele-
mental emotions, and he enjoyed the fame of being a
rebel, an aristocrat in exile, a champion of the people.
Eloquence makes a wide appeal, for it expresses with
vigour the simple feelings of men. “ Give me liberty,
or give me death !” That is the kind of thing; a
sonorous and impassioned phrase flung out to thrill
the hearts of thousands. Byron’s verse has this
speoial quality. Verse upon verse of “ Childe Harold”
reads like oratory, grandiose and sweeping:—

Roll on, thou deep and dark blue ocean, roll!

You can almost see the outBtretohed arm, hear the
resonant voice. The effeot is prodigious. * The
Isles of Greece,” and “ Ode to Napoleon,” and “Lines
on Completing My 86th Year,” have the oratorioal
note and ring—omphatio, strenuous, and impressive:
The sword, the banner, and the field,
Glory and Greece, around me see.

The Spartan, borne upon his shield,
Was not more free.

There is musio in it; the trumpets sing to battle.
Nor is this all, for Byron had a Voltairean gift of wit
and satire, a superb recklessness of mooking phrase
and rhyme. There he was no poseur, but all that was
potent and sincere in him beoame triumphant, and
the writer of “ Don Juan ” is a deathless delight. At
least, he was a man. Like ono of the Greek heroes,
ho was youthful and resplendent. Compared with
many of his rivals, his voioe was as the roar of a
hurrioane above the whisper of the ocean-foam. His
burning words roused men like a tempest blast. This
man sang of liberty, took up arms in her cause, and
died in her defenoe. Even his prosaic countrymen
were oaptivated, whilst his magnifioent musio thrilled
the heart of Europe, compelling a continent, as at a
god’s command, to turn to the altars of liberty. Bis
sympathy with the revolutionary si)irit showed bis
Freethought, and he tells us that all forms of faith
are of equal uselessness:—
Foul superstition, howsoe'er disguised—
Idol, saint, virgin, prophet, crescent, cross,
For whatsoever symbol thou art prized—
Thou sacerdotal gain, but general loss,
What from true worship’s gold can separate
thy dross ?

“The Vision of Judgment,” in whioh Byron’s
genius for satire has full foroe, is startling in its
blasphemy. From its audaoious opening with the
angels singing out of tune, to its dose with King
George the Third practising the “ Old Hundredth,’
it is full of satire of Christianity. Every epithet bits»
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every line that does not convulse with laughter,
stings. In the Preface to “ Cain,” Byron sardoni-
caIIP/ remarks that it is difficult to make the Davil
“talk like a clergyman,” and that he has endeavoured
to restrain him within the bounds of “ spiritual
politeness.” The drama is a forcible protest against
the fundamental doctrines of orthodoxy.

In “ Childe Harold ” there is a suggestion of the
nature-worship of Rousseau—the same Jean Jacques
whose books were condemned by the Archbishop of
Paris. In this atmosphere, the potty religions of
man all dwindle and disappear, “like snow upon the
desert’s dusty face ” :—

Even gods must yield ; religions tako their turn ;
"Twas Jove’s, ’tis Mahomet’s, and other creeds,

Will rise with other years, till man shall learn
Vainly his incense soars, his victim bleeds—

Poor child of doubt and death, whose hope is
built on reeds.

Byron may have hopsd at times for immortality; he
certainly did hot believe in it. How finely he apos-
trophizes this longing:—

Still wilt thou dream on future joy and woe ?

Regard and weigh yon dust before it flies,
That little word saith more than thousand homilies.

Ho uttered a predominant mood when he wrote .—

My altars are the mountains and the ocean,
Earth, Bea, stars—all that springs from the great whole
Who hath produced, and will receive my soul.

Leigh Hunt, his friend, says Byron was “ an infidel
by reading.” Thomas Moore, who wrote his life,
admits that tho poet was “to the last a sceptio.”
Apparent as his heresies are in his poetry, his letters,
particularly those to his friend, Hobhouse, show he
Was no Christian. In his correspondence with the
Rev. Francis Hodgson he is even more emphatio.
His soeptioism deepened as he grew older, but far too
early came “the blind fury with the abhorred shears,”
outting the thread of his existence. Few men im-
pressed themselves so much upon their generation.
Tennyson has told ns that, when Byron died, it was
as though the firmament had lost some mighty
peculiar star, in whose vanishing the world was left
again to chaos and night; for when Byron went
Hashing and glowing down tho troubled skies, trailing
clouds of glory, his sudden and untimely quenching
afflicted men as with tho sense of some prodigious,

elemental phenomenon. MIMNERMUS.

“The Gospel of Peace and Goodwill.”

Iie above title is the self-complacent motto adorn-
ing the banners which, metaphorically speaking, the
Church has proudly flown over her sanctuaries for
nineteen centuries. And yet | suppose it would be
difficult to parallel it with an instance in wbioh
biotto and oondoot are in such diametrio and tragic
contradiction.

During ordinary times, few people rcilaot upon
the absolute antagonism which exists between Chris-
tian profession and Christian condnot, though, “ like
the poor,” it is ever with us. Bat when eleven
nations—nine of whom are Christian, and the othor
Wo only brought into the fray through Christian
intrigue—are at war, it is asked, quits psrtinently,
Can there be any truth in the above motto ? And
sighting the danger to which their ethereal craft is
esposed, the olergy have rushed forth to the rescue

if they were a body of soldiers called opon to save
a Zeppelin In a storm. It is amusing to see how
arenuously they tug at every cord and rope, and
*bake use of every available sandbag, in a deter-
mined frantio effort to save the Christian ship from
neooming an ethioal wrook amid the murderous
&arm whioh now rages over Europe with unparalleled
vbatnoss.

Their predicament is not snoh as to fill us with
@nvy; they are in an awkward plight; they oontinue
tQ profess and preaoh a religion of universal love,
°be whose oharaoteriBtio ethio is epitomized in the
c’ajtnaud to turn the other cheek to the Bmiter.

fehkthinher
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And yet each side, in this titanic struggle of life and
death, strains the human infcelieot to its utmost
capacity to devise more and more deadly and efficient
means of devastation, ruin, and murder. The irony
of the inconsistency is too palpably tragic for even
tho self-oomplaocent olergy to ignore entirely; with
the result that the pulpit and its press have become
factories for pouring forth a continuous stream, not
exactly of poisonous gas, but of a thiok sophistic
mist, to obscure that reprehensible contradiction that
exists between Christian profession and Christian
practice.

The truth of the motto could easily be tested his-
torically. The reader oould be taken for an “ excur-
sion,” not through spacs, but in a “time-maohine.”
He could bo invited to make a start at Anno Domini
One, and oondueted through the recorded scenes of
the Christian era up to the year 1916. The sights
would be neither Elysian nor paradisiacal; they would
be more oomparable to those witnessed by Dante as
he wended his way through Inferno. Lurid soenes
of agony and bloodshed; of war and massacre would
almost continuously meet his view. Nowhere could
he see any sign of “ peace and goodwill ” save on the
banners whioh the Church has had the effrontery to
wave over soenes of desolation and death.

Though such a time-excursion would be highly
instructive, and, to most, a rude awakening from a
self-complacent reverie, yet that is not our purpose
in this paper. Our object is rather to Bhow that
from its very nature it was impossible for Chris-
tianity to be a “ Gospel of Peace and Goodwill.” It
was from its birth an inevitable Bonrce of disoord
and animosity.

In the first place, it was a religions reform, and as
such it was essentially a movement caioulated to
awaken resentment, provoke antagonism, and stir
up strife. To reform religion means breaking with
the past; destroying the continuity of religious
thought and feeling—an experience which, to the
average person, is attended with so much mental
distress and pain that he bitterly resents any
attempt at doing it.

Mankind is cat up into a great variety of religions
species, whioh retain their characteristic features
more or less unchanged in a manner somewhat analo-
gous to that in the zoological world. And, as is the
case with the animal body, these mental species
preserve their type through inheritance from the past.
The Mohammedan ohild will assume the mental
features of Islam, and the Christian ohild will aoquire
those of Christianity, as troly as the offspring of an
animal will resemble its parents in form and in-
stincts. The difference is in tho mode of transmis-
sion. Tho latter is internal, in the form of con-
genital disposition ; whilereligious ideas are transmit-
ted externally, by means of language. These, by the
bye, have one humorous characteristic; each reli-
gious speoies considers itself to be the only true and
right form of religion, as if the pig or the ass was
to consider itself the only true and perfect type of
animal life |

To what, then, do religious species owe their com-
parative fixity of pattern ? In other words, why are
they so resistant to ohange ?

Raligions derive their remarkable stability from
both our intelleotual and emotional natures. Our
mental kosmos, be its nature what it may, is a
oomplote unity whioh holds together by the perfect
mutual adaptation of all its parts. Every idea
within it is dovetailed so perfaotiy to the rest so as
to form an indissoluble whole. In the mental world
it is not only troths that are mutually congruous.
Quite as oommonly, if not more so, it is a case of error
fitting into error, and of myth into myth, embraoing
each other as closely and completely as the com-
ponent crystals within a crystalline mass. Such is
che solidarity of this mioroooam that to remove or
distort one cardinal element means npsetting the
whole mental fabric—a orash that is usually attended
by more or less angaish; and for that reason most
people resent it with mooh anger.
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Bat the most effective obstruction to any change
comes from the mass of sacred emotion thrown
aronnd such ideas in ohiidhood. Everything con-
nected with religion is taboo or holy. This feeling
of sanctity acts as a moat and rampart, forbidding
any approach to them. To get near Is as difficult as
to approach a trench protected by lines of wire en-
tanglements ten deep. No access is passible till
this emotional barrier is broken down, and pene-
trated. And it is as true, mentaIIP/ as physically,
that nothing but “high explosive shells” can demolish
such effective protection. But that means disoord
and tumult and warfare, and not “ peace and good-
will.”  That figment of a reform—the New Theology
—caused at the time no end of stir and flutter,
and a good deal of ill-feeling, though it was, as we
now know, only a spectacular display of a few squibs
and rockets.

All this talk, you may say, is only theory. Very
well; turn to the accepted record as preserved in the
Gospels. What have we there ? Nothing but the
story of a prolonged bitter quarrel between areformer
—the reputed Founder of the cult—and the repre-
sentatives of the then current orthodox opinion;
that is to say, only an account of a normal conflict
between new and old ideas, attaining its tragic
olimax on the cross.

Are such events the symbols or the outcome of
“ peace and goodwill ?”

To ask the question is to answer it.  KEBIDON

[To be concluded.)

The Ruins of Christianity.

We imagine that the writer of an artiole entitled
“Birth and Death,” in the Times Literary Supplement,
had serious qualms in approaching his subject. For
nearly four columns he gyrates gracefully. Finally,
we are left with a sense that Christianity means
anything, and it is a calamity for apologists that the
enemy countries are Christian. With the greatest
desire to be just, Freethinkers are absolved from the
responsibility of the piety of the German and Austrian
Emperors. Having thus cleared the ground, let us
examine a few assertions made by the writer, who
seems to have a vory bad case:

“In no religion do birth and death play the part
which they play in Christianity.” In this manner
the artiole commences. We agree; we should also
agree if the writer had included marriage; and for
these three aggressive reasons of tyranny, we say,
hold, enough! 1In the name of common sense, the
capaoious maw of Christianity shall not take all.
It has taken these three central facts of existence
—and look at the result. It is indecent to speak
the word Christendom. That useless body, oalled
priests, have laid hands on humanity, and blasphemy
—worse than Voltaire’s is the result. Yes, with
eadness in our hearts we agree that in no religion
do birth and death play the part which they play,
not oven in the religion of the Eskimos, the
Choctaws, or the benighted heathens who have only
sufficient sense to worshiﬁ the sun—the giver of
light and warmth, at whose approaoh the earth
becomes clad in flowers.

Presumﬂtion was a Greek sin; the flight of Icarus
towards the sun exemplified this ; the wearing of
Achilles’ armour by Patroolos oaused the death of
Achilles’ friend. In a word, presumption is arro-
ganoe; and if we felt inolined to moralize, the Euro-
pean debacle is a punishment for Christian arro-
gance. Yes, truly and with sceptio generosity, do
we concede and admit the truth that the baptismal
font is neglected by Freethinkers, and the grave, for
us, beoomes a place where we strew a few flowers,
and, in the words of our late leader, we show our
respect for the dead by service to the living. At this
time of day it requires very strong eyes to examine
the aocount of the stewardship of Christianity in
which birth and death play so great a part.

SHE FBEETHINKEB
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Hear the apologist again: “The Lord’s birth is thO
most joyous and universal of the festivals of Christi-
anity, the most beautiful of Christian stories, the
most gracious and human of the subjeots of Christian
art.” Now, patient readers, with our gloves on, let
us turn to the New Testament. In the Gospel of
Matthew ii. 16, we read —

Then Herod, when he saw that he was mocked of th8
wise men, was exceeding wroth, and sent forth, and
slew all the children that were in Bethlehem, and in all
the coasts thereof, from two years old and under, accor-
ding to the time which he had diligently enquired of
the wise men.

Do Christians read their Bible ? Do they imagine
that their CEitios do not ? And, one asks in exasper-
ation, can anyone writing the English language
assert this utter nonsense with a straight face that
it is a story “the most gracious and human of the
subjects of Christian art”? With ths events
surrounding Christ’s birth, as stated by Saint
Matthew, then, by the wooden shoes of Joseph, we
shudder to examine the least “gracious and human
subjects of the Christian art.” Once again, yea,
birth and death play a great part, ad nauseam.
What are we to think of this extract? “ Sober
judgment cannot help noting of it that it [Christi-
anity] is the only religion which has frequently, and
in large numbers, made men mad.”

We trust by now that the reader will not imagine
we are quoting from a madman’s diary. This is
in defence of Christianity; this is to justify the
present position of Christianity; this is to prove
the superiority of Christianity! Let us see; the
savage, when he perceived a rad glow in the east,
stood up in amazement and probably exclaimed in
wonder, God ! The sun was warm. The birds in the
trees awakened and began to sing. Under the cool
shade of a tree, the savage could watoh the fruit
ripen, and when the sun sank in the west, he would
probably go to sleep. Do we not see the superiority
of Christianity now ? Are you wearied reader ? Does
not the deluge of reliﬁions apologetio books from the
press proclaim that there is something rotten in the
state of Christendom ? Let us see how the heathen
stories read compared with the grnoious and human
stories of Christianity —

That night the wife of King Suddh6dana,

Maya the Queen, asleep beside her Bold,

Dreamed a strange dream; dreamed that a star
from heaven—

Splendid, six-rayed, in colour rosy-pearl,

m\Whereof the token was an Elephant

Bix-tusked, and white as milk of Kamadhuk—

Shot through the void ; and, shining into her,

Entered her womb upon the right. Awaked,

Bliss beyond mortal mother’s lilled her breast

And over half the earth a lovely light

Forewent the morn. The strong hills shook ;
the waves

Bank lulled ; all flowers that blow by day came
forth

As 'twere high noon; down to the farthest hells

Passeﬁ _t|r|1e Queen’s joy, as when warm sunshine
thrills

Wood-glooms to gold, and into all the deeps

A tender whisper pierced. “ Oh, ye 1” it said,
“The dead that are to live, the live who die,
Uprise, and hear, and hope 1 Buddha is come!”

In this wise was the holy Buddha born.

This is rather refreshing after the carnival of
blood according to Saint Matthew. Now lot us look
elsewhere for the rays of the dawn of humanity.

In the Iliad, conveniently ascribed to Homer, we
find that about 1,000 years B.c., the poet had observed
a child plucking at its mother’s gown in the desire to
be picked up and carried. In no other book do we
find such stress laid on the virtue of hospitality:
beggars are sent by Zeus, and are to be received as a
duty. In our present day, we are so oivilized and
Christianized that earthenware tablets warn off fd®
vagrants—the flotsam of mankind made in tbs
image of God,

As literature, no one will quarrel with the Bibl®>
but to impose its divinity by aggression, is the osseno0
of Christianity which all rational men will resist-
Christianity is not a philosophy. Philosophy is likO
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a gentle breeze—moist and warm. Christianity is
the roaring gale that tears np treee, and destroys
homes to prove that it is—a roaring gale.

We confess that we have no patience to proceed
farther with our examination of “ Birth and Death.”
As Freethinkers, we say, make merry with what you
will; but if you hurl at us your creed of Judaism,
and the stuff preaohed by that unspeakable fanatio,
Paul, then for the protection of ourselves, we decline
to believe in the revelation of the Bible. Our path
lies in another direction. In our search for Human-
ism we can only stay to examine the Bible and pass
on to other lands where fairer flowers bloom for the
traveller—for all who walk in that land known as the

Heart of Humanity. William Repton.

Talks With Young Listeners.

IV.—The Opening Evyes.

Many were the Gods whom Man the Maker created
10 his dreams and fancies, his broodings and visions.
One of these was Yahweh,* the God of the olden
Hebrews.

This Yahweh could make gardens, and rivers, and
animals, and angels, and men. He made man in this
wise,—he got dust or day, and moulded the stuff
into a human shape, and breathed or inspired into its
Nostrils, and the shape roee up and walked. Then
Yahweh ﬁlanted a garden and there he put the man,
Adam, whom he had formed, to work as gardener. A
gfeat fount of waters bubbled from the soil of Eden,
and rolled in four streams four different ways; and
u°ggets of gold and bits of glistening onyx-stones
Were to be found in the earth. Two trees spread
*heir mighty boughs in the middle of this park; one
Wes the Tree of Life, and the other was the Tree of
"Hb Knowledge of Good and Evil.

“Eat of the fruit of what tree you will,” said
Yahweh to the man,llbut never of the Tree of Know-
ledge of Good and Evil. Eating its fruit will bring
death into the world."

And now the man began to find the use of names.
His own name was Adam, or Man ; and to the orea-
tores that crept, walked, flew, or swam, he gave
names as he would,—lizard, horse, eagle, oarp, and

on. But to none of them oould he give the name
y'end or Companion. So Yahweh caused a deep
®Jep to fall upon Adam; and, while the man slept,
*8hwoh drew one of the ribs from the sleeper’s side,
aod shaped it into a woman.

“Woman,” said Adam, as he looked upon his friend
and companion,—* this is bone of my bones, and

0@h of my flesh.”

They were both naked, the man and his wife, and
,,ere not ashamed. Their eyes were not opened to

knowledge of good and evil, for they had not
yen of the forbidden fruit.

The oerpont, four-footed and olad in gloaming

°ales, looked at the woman with its subtle oyes, and
a,d, “la it true that God has not let you oat of
fry fruit in this Paradise?”

X, ' she replied, “for we may not eat of the
r? ~ree wo dje.”

a , Hie yon»will not,d' said the subtle one. *“ Eat,

~do °"r "B kO °Pore<* 800 Hiinga not seen

She pluoked the ripe and rioh fruit,—apple or
aj.y°8ranate, the legend sayeth not what; and she
mnfl gave some to her husband.

Hy, heir eyes were opened. They knew they were
atl,do and they é:;athered loaves from the fig-tree,
» ®ade leaf-girdles to hang down from the waist.

Adam,” oalled a voioe. “Adaml”
ald Was vote of Yahweh, planter of Paradise
th6 naoHder of animals and man; and the man and

ghrgh°man *n *aar shade of thick-growing

Vid ﬂﬂn%wrhten Jehovah, sometimea Jaliveh, or Yahveh, or
I’'he name may bo pronounced Yah-way. _ ru
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Thus had knowledge begun. They knew naked-
ness; they knew fear; and this new Knowledge, or
Conscience, would grow fast enough, and painfully.
Stern was the judge, and hard the doom. They must
needs come to the light, with bent heads and trem-
bling, and three dooms were dealt out to the three
sinners, for nothing was gained when the man
blamed the woman, and the woman blamed the
subtle one.

These were the dooms,—For the serpent, loss of
feet, and war for ever between the sons of man and
the sons of the snake. For the woman, the pain of
ohild-bearing, and the oare of child-rearing. For the
man, toil, endless toil, in tilling the earth, and
fighting its evil growth of thorns and thistles, and
so must he labour and sweat till Death came, and
man, made of dust, would return to the dust from
which he was moulded.

The serpent, gliding on its belly, slunk into its den.
The man and woman, clad in rough garments of skin
which Yahweh had fashioned, went sadly out of
Paradise Lost. Nor could they enter again, or eat
of the fruit of that other tree in the middle, even
the Tree of Life; for Yahweh’s terrible guards, the
Cherubim, kept the gate, and a fiery sword, flashing
up and down and right and left, swept its terror
across the path.

And so the human eyes were opened to curse, and
pain, and care, and struggle, and labour, and Iobs.

And love. For the woman bore ohildren, girls and
boys, and the first Family dwelt in the first shelter,
and the best of all names was first named when
Adam oalled his wife Eve ; for Eve means Mother.

Human eyes were opened now to love and friend-
ship, to the value of helping and of servioe.

The knowledge grew, and the open eyes were to
learn the meaning of wrath, and war, and bloodshed,
and death, and the grief of the mourner who weeps
over the slain.

Cain, the eldest son of Adam and Eve, offered
Yahweh a gift of fruit, in token of his worship, and
of his obedience to God. Abel, the younger son,
offered the body of a young animal,—kid or lamb ;
and Yahweh chose the animal gift. Cain, in jealousy
and anger, felled his brother dead to the ground;
and when the voice of Yahweh asked him where
Abel was, ho answered sullenly,—

“ Am | my brother’s keeper?"

Then a ourse waa set on Cain, and Yahwoh
branded a mark upon his skin (perhaps his hand,
perhaps his brow), so that all might know the
murderer.

Cain was father, or chieftain of a tribe ; and these
Cainites were artificers, or men of skill and wit;
some skilful in the building of cities ; some in shep-
herding tho flocks in pastures round about the tents
of goats’-hair; some in framing three or seven-
stringed lyres and the Pan’s-pipes made of reeds
whose blowing made music; some in forging tools of
bronze and iron, or weapons for wounding and killing
animals in the ohase, or alas! tho wounding and
killing of men. And so men’s eyes were opened to
yet wider fields of knowledge,—building, hunting,
shepherding, smelting and smith oraft, war and musio
and song. « « «

Snoh is the talo of the happy Golden Age, and of
the Fall, or Sin, of Man, as told in the book of
Genesis.

Another Hebrew legend is found in tbe book of
Enoch. This Enoch is supposed never to have died,
and the book contains an acoount of his vision. He
tells how he saw a huge date-tree on a mountain, and
under this tree was the throne of God, the Eternal
King. Thence he travelled across a land of sweet
spices, and so came to a garden where spikenard and
pepper grew. This was Eden, or the Garden of
Righteousness, and in it Enoch saw the Tree of
Wisdom, on which hung clusters of fruit like purple
grapes. The garden had three gates, and out of two
gates blow the winds of evil fortune, and out of the
ether blew the soft breeze of good fortune.

The Greeks told that the King of Heaven was
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angry with Prometheus for stealing fire, and planned
a very cunning punishment. A beautiful woman
was made out of olay, and named Pandora, and sent
to Prometheus’brother as his wife. Now Prometheus
had begged his brother never to take a gift from the
Gods, but he forgot his warning, or, if he rememberer
it, he heeded not. Pandora found in her husband’s
house a strange box which he bade her not to open.
Well, she pulled the lid off, curious to see what
the box contained ; and out flew all sorts of horrid
diseases and spites and troubles to fill the world with
woe. One little magical creature was left in Pan-
dora’s box, and that was Hope ; for amid our worries
and sorrows, we can always hope for happier times.

You will notice that, not long after Adam and Eve
left Paradise, a city was built, and then came in-
ventors who made tents, tools, weapons, and musical
instruments. This is the Bible story of the beginning
of civilization.

In our last chapter on the story of the Unfolding
or Evolution, we heard how man unfolded from an
ape-like creature of the forest. He lived in no
happy Golden Age, for he had to struggle for exist-
ence against the tiger, the bear, and the wolf. Early
men lived in their clans, or groups of families, in
caves,- and made rude huts. Men learned to hunt
animals, to tame them, to use fire, to sow seeds, to
make clothing, to fashion stone tools and weapons in
the Stone Age, bronze tools and weapons in the
Bronze Age, and iron tools and weapons in the Iron
Age. They thought stones and trees and rivers and
stars and animals had life and feeling like them-
selves; and in their fear and worship of these things
they began the story of religion. To the Gods they
offered saorifice, and in honour of the Gods they
danced; and no doubt some of the first musio
was drawn from the twanging of bow-strings or the
blowing of reeds in Pan’s-pipea. Such is the tale of
Early Man as it is told to-day.

The legend of Paradise Lost is related in the way
of the poet by John Milton, whose poem tells;—

Of Man'’s first disobedience and the fruit
Of that forbidden tree, whose mortal taste
Brought death into the world and all our woo,
With loss of Eden.
And Milton carries the tale on to the sad geing-out
at the gate, when Adam and Eve Baid farewell to
Paradise:—
They, hand in hand, with wandering steps and slow,
Through Eden took their solitary way.
But, in truth, there never was any Fall of Man. The
story of man is the story of a climbing, or Asoent,
from very grim days of forest-life, and wars with
beasts, and wanderings in wild plaoes, to the days of
cities, and quiet homes, and gardens, and schools,
and the opening of the eyes to soience. Much more
of the long road has yet to be climbed, so that our
human race may rise above the wars and the
diseases and the hunger of the old times.
Courage, comrades ! We will go on climbing.

F. J. Gourd.

Correspondenoe.

SLANDERING SHELLEY.
TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir,—Your correspondent, who signs himself “ Science
Student,” appears to know as little of science as he knows
of Shelley. Had he a sense of humour, ho would scarcely
have rushed into print with his posthumous advice to
Shelley and his lamentations at the errors of his ways.
“ Science Student's ” ideas on the subject of marriage and
irregular unions may bo of interest to himself; but ho
is very unconvincing in his role of judge. It is quite clear
he has never yet realized that Skolley’s greatest error was
his marriage with Harriet, while his least mistake waB his
union with Mary, which was at first irregular. There are
more things in heaven and earth than are dreamt of by
“ Science Student.” The psychology of genius is a b'g
subject, and not to be measured by the canons of respect-

* Such as the long, winding cavern of Wookey Hole in Somer-
setshire.
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ability. If your correspondent will reflect, he will find that
the life of Nelson and the career of Napoleon were ghastly
failures if judged by the rigid ethics of Upper Tooting.
“Pity 'tis, tis true.” Instead of grumbling because out
geniuses wear so curious and unusual an aspect, the best is
to be for over thankful that wo have them at all.

Mimnermus.

TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir—In reply to a “ Science Student ” on Shelley, in the
Freethinker of February 13,1 deny the fact that we have
no proper life of the poet. Edward Dowden’s is an excel-
lent work, and cannot be surpassed as a detailed biography |
it is adequately expressed, and does not fail as a criticism of
his work. For critical essays, we have an admirable one by
Robert Browning, and another by Francis Thompson, to say
nothing of many good criticisms contained in other books.
We have had in the “Lives” of Shelley every possible
solution to the world's “rights and wrongs ” of Shelley’s
actions. Take, for instance, the headings of two chapters
in Salt’s Biographical Study—* Marriage Without Love”
and “ Love Without Marriage.” This is sufficient evidence
of the truth, and shows that Shelley’s action was inevitable;
therefore there is no cause for argument either for or against
the action.

Shelley married. Finding the life impossible to his tem-
perament, the bond was broken, and he loved again, which
is a perfectly natural action to a man of his principles. It
is also an event which is continually occurring around us.
Admittedly, it was a terrible tragedy, but it was unavoid-
able ; Harriet was undoubtedly the greater sufferer of the
two, but in all such affairs one suffers more than the other.

Moreover, what possible bearing has the private life of
Shelley on his creative work? None whatever. Your cor-
respondent fails to see the dividing line between the poet’s
genius and the poet's morals—the two have no connection.

We already have a “Life” of Shelloy slandering him as a
man and slaudering his work, written by Thomas Jeaffroson,
a biography which no porson should tolerate. The only
“ Life ” wo havo not had is a large volume entirely occupied
with the abuse of Shelley’s “ morals.” Presumably, a
“ Science Student ” sees necessity for the publication of
such a book.

Every criticism of the action of Shelloy is futile, for his
poetic genius and his steadfast principles will surmount all
the slander of the world.

Shelloy certainly was a Freethinker ; your correspondent
calls himsolf one aho. Strange that ho should not allow
Shelley the freedom of his own actions. .

“ABRACADABRA” AS CRITIC.
TO THE EDITOR OF 11 THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir,—May | reply briefly to some criticisms passed on my
views by “ Abracadabra ” in his interesting articlos on the
Gospel of Mark ?

His chief quarrel with me is that | am inclined to accept
Papias' statement, derived from John the Presbyter, that
Mark was Peter’s interpreter, and wrote from what ho bad
heard from Peter. In accepting this | have no intention of
suggesting that Mark excluded matter from other sources
which ho thought reliable, still loss that Peter’s publio
preaching consisted of anecdotes, such as those found i°
the Gospel. All that | infer from Papias is that Mark
served Peter as an interpreter—an uneducated Palestinian
Jew would bo glad of a companion, who know Latin, to
accompany him in visiting Italy—and that Mark lator
worked into his Gospel, with other matter, what Petor
had told him in conversation.

“ Abracadabra ” objects that if true, this would bo known
to all churches in the first century, and not havo boon
“news ” to Papias in a.d. 140. But how does ho know
it was nows to Papias? Ironseus, Clement of Alexandria;
and Eusebius, all “considered it worth making a noto oh
but “ Abracadabra ” does not suggest that it was nows to
them, To appreciate the signifioanco of Papias’ statemonti
we must romember tho nature of his work. He entitled
“ An Exposition of the Sayings of the Lord,” and said in
according to Eusebius, that he preferred to rely on oral rathe*
than written tradition. To justify this, Papias referred to the
two written Gospels which a'.ono, apparently, he considered
worth noticing, Mark and the Primitive Matthew, and criti-
cized them—Matthew as faultily translated into Greek. Mark
as having no arrangement. This is Papias’ motive for rof0C
ring to Mark, and not, as “ Abracadabra” assumes,to impa*
“news.”

“ Abracadabra ” says Mark cannot have been Potor’s inter-
preter, because Peter only preached to Jews, and “ wool®
have nothing to do with Paul and his Gentile converts*
so that ho needed no interpreter. This is not what tu
passage in Galatians says. So far from having nothing
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to do mith Gentile converts, Peter got on quite well with
them till “certain came from James,” and only then dropped
their acquaintance. For all we know, he may have veered
round again later. Even if he only preached to Jews, an
interpreter would have been useful to him on a visit to
Borne, for other purposes than preaching. So much for
the rationality of Papias. There is no need to drag in
«enoeus and Clement of Alexandria, whose remarks are
obviously mere embellishments of Papias.

“Abracadabra’s ” second criticism of me turns on the point
whether Mark is an original Gospel or derived, as he thinks,
from the primitive Matthew. The examples “ Abracadabra”
S'ves of Mark’s dependence are none of them convincing.
tallls, would such a lover of the marvellous as Mark have
omitted to give the details of Jesus' alleged encounter with
Satan, if he had known them ? *“ Abracadabra ™ gives eight
Passages in his article of February 13, in all of which ho
thinks it evident that Mark has amplified Matthew's version,
to make the narrative read more like that of an eye-witness.
But why should Mark have done this if, as “ Abracadabra’
Says, he wa3 a second-century bishop, who wrote frankly
Under his own name, and could not pretend to be an eye-
witness ? In all the passages quoted, it is just as likely that
the compiler of our Matthew abridged Mark’s story in order
to make room for the discourses, etc, which he wished to
msert in his Gospel. This is Renan's view, and there is
nothing necessarily “ apologetio ” about it.

Again, if Mark j3 admitted to be a second century bishop
°f Aelia Capitolina, what are wo to think of *“ Abracad-
abra’s ” remarks re thenon-existenco of Nazareth ? Nazareth
Bdistinctly named in Mark i. 9. Now," a Roman Christian
>n Italy may have been mistaken about the existence of a
tillage in Galilee; but a bishop of Jerusalem can hardly
havo been so careless as to write of a non-existont place
about seventy miles from where he lived. “ Abracadabra's”
arguments, therefore, contradict one another.

To clinch this matter of Mark’s originality, take the fea-
jnros peculiar to his Gospel. They include, among others,
the attempt of Jesus’ frionds to arrest him as a lunatic; the
~Nability of Jesus to work many miracles in his own village;
the reference to tho young man who fled naked from Geth-
aetnane, and to tho sons of Simon and Cyrene, Alexander
and Rufus ; and tho statement that the women told nobody
about the ompty tomb, because they wore afraid. Does
' Abracadabra ” think a second-century biahop invented
these touches to improve tho narrative ? What value could
they have had? What, e.g., wore Aloxander and Rafas but
samos, in tho Church of a.d. 135 ?

Tho fact is that one, if not two, persons named iu tho
Now Testament are quite conceivable as authors of tho
Second Gospel. “ Abracadabra ” dismisses John Mark of tho
A°t8 Mark of tho Pauline Epistles, and Mark of 1 Poter v.
N*. simply becauso Paul know nothing of any Gospel narra-
tes, tho Acts are unhietorical, and First Peter is a forgery !
A romancer or forger would try to authenticate his work,

ho could, by introducing real rather than imaginary peoplo
as companions of tho contral figurel When ono forges a
‘otter, ono doos not givo tho show away by putting in “ Kind
tegards from Mrs. Harris."

The foregoing remarks of “ Abracadabra ” show, | submit,
aWant of logio which impairs tho effect of his wide reading,
aJfl a disposition to provo too much which, whilo almost
Universal among Christians, is unhappily not unknown
a>Uong Freethinkers. It is not, I need hardly add, as an

apologist,” but as a lover of literary and historical truth,
hat I vonturo on this ground respoctfully to join issue with

Abracadabra.” Robert Arch>

Acid Drop*.

I "It seems as though God himsolf wero sitting on the
®hce," tsaid the Bishop of Chelmsford the other day at
. . Queen's Hall. It should bo explained that the Bishop
a'd this “ reverently ”—which makes all the difference. If
O«aid tho same, it would bo blasphemy; but tho Bishop
sQ@ up God's attitude “ reverently." And yet that does
uOta to sum up God’ attitude. What was ho doing whon
~OLusitania and the Arabic wero torpedoed ? What was
1 Boing when tho Zeppelins visited England—God's Eng-
a 9? What has ho dono to protoct women and children
jp'nat murdor and outrago iu this War? Obviously, nothing.
a2 *emainH as neutral as death, as impartial as a blizzard or
q earthquake. Carlyle complaiuod that “ God does nothing.”
Ocan only say that ho does it consistently.

v ° no thing is clear, we shall have to get through tho War
j ‘thont God. And wo hope the moral of this will be realized.
~ We can manage without God for two or three yoars of a

ai such sb this, wo should bo able to get along without him
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in the task of social organization and reorganization. And
we might reflect that social orgamzation, plus God, has not
prevented—even if it has not contributed to—the present
state of affairs. Social organization, minus God, could hardly
be worse. At any rata, the experiment is worth trying. Shut
up all the churches for a year, or two; educate the clergy to
some really useful social work, and use tho revenues of the
churches for experiments in social enterprise. The experi-
ment might yield some wholly unexpected results. We have
had a world with God, why not try a world without one ?

“ A converted and instructed clergy is tho first need of the
Church," says the Church Times. What further proof is
needed of the failure of Christianity ? They have had
it pretty well all their own way for centuries; they have
had a finger—more often a whole fist—iu every national
pie, and now we are told they need converting apd in-
structing. And who is to instruct them ? To what are
they to be converted ? And will anyone succeed in doing
one or the other while they represent ono of tho largest
vested interests in the country ? The only way to usefully
instruct the clergy is to rationalize the public mind. And
that will convert them to some better way of getting a living
by making present methods impossible.

But when all is said and dono, wo are not inclined to be
over harsh with the clergy as individuals. They are the un-
desirable products of a vicious system. Givon auy body of
men that represent a vested interest, and there will be
elaborated a class ethic suitable to its preservation, with
a strong tendency to maintain things as they are, and
to resist all change. But when wo have, in addition to
this, a religion, a crass conservatism is inevitable. For
the whole life of religion is rooted in the past, the whole
reason for its existence is in tho past, and every step
forward makes tho position of tho clergy less secure. That
is why the clergy of all religions and of every nation, as tho
Church Times admits, “ conform to the standards of tho
world about it, mistakes formality for piety, and confuses
respectability with virtue." The olergy will reform quickly
enough when the system that holds them beoomes impossible.
There is often a man associated with the priest, if one can
only dig him ont.

A paragraph in the press statos that a popular cinema-
aotor receives £300 a week for his servioes. *“ Angols and
ministers of grace defend us!” The poor Archbishop of
Canterbury does not get more.

Astonishment has beon expressed in Conservative news-
papers that a Cambridge butler loft estate valued at £16,160.
He was employed at Corpus Christi College. According to
tho Gospels, Christ himself was sold up for thirty shillings.

A jumble salo at Fakenham, in aid of ambulance work at

tho Front, realized £4,058. Won’t tho dear clergy bo
jealous ?
“This is war-time; nobody cares what they woarj |

don't,” said Judgo Bray at Bloomsbury. Yet it would re-
quire rare courage to imitate tho dresses of tho twelvo
disciples.

A good story is told of a strapping young Christian who
had beon invited to enlist, and who wrote to tho rocruiting
committee: “ 1 do not fool I ought to leavo my wifo while
there arc any single men left at homo in this district.”

Mr. Israol Zangwill, writing in the Daily Chronicle, says
“tho Gorman god is not agod at all. He is only a Gorman."
Whero do Mr. Zangwill and tho oditor of the Chronicle expect
to spend eternity ?

N A fear of doath and what catno after,” was said to be
a’ characteristic of Lieut.-Colonel Stokes, who committed
suicide in hospital tho other day. Less religion might
easily havo divostod tho peor man of this, one of tho most
markod products of a religious training.

Tho Rev. F. H. Gillingham, tho cricketer-parson, regrets
tho " growing softnoss in our public schools,” and refors to
tho timo when, " with groat dignity and due solemnity, wo
recoived six or twelve strokes with the birch.” It is charac-
teristic that a Christian clergyman should associate the idea
of flogging children with solemnity and dignity.

Thero is talk of a National Mission of Repentance and
Hopo to bo held next autumn. That is another clerical
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contribution to the eolation of our national difficulties, and
may, presumably, be taken as a justification for releasing the
clergy from the obligations of the Military Service Act. The
mission cannot be held until the autumn because time is
needed for advertising, organizing, etc. And when the
people have been properly instructed as to what is expected
to result from the mission, and how they are to behave during
the mission, we shall be duly informed as to the spontaneous
outpouring of the spirit, etc. After that, things will go on as
before this elaborate piece of clerical bluff was perpetrated.

The Bishop of Chelmsford said that the need for a national
mission was seen in the fact that the churches were no better
attended in Mayfair than in Spitalfields, and “in many re-
spects the Church was out of touch with the great mass of
the people.” This we quite believe, but how is the mission
going to effect this ? The mission will, as usual, be attended
by those who look upon these revivals in much the same way
as a periodic drinker looks upon a recurring drinking bout.
These people attend every revival that comes along, they are
regularly and duly “converted” at each, they congratulate
each other on having had agood time, and the outside world
remains quite unaffected. The only benefit, so far as we can
see, is gained by the clergy. It advertises them, and im-
presses unthinking outsiders that religion is still of value
to the nation at large.

The dear Daily News says that “the late Mr. Kier Hardie
to most clergymen was something like the Beast in Revela-
tion.” As the Kaiser and others have been identified with this
sacred animal, there will soon be enough of the “beast ” to
fill a zoological garden.

A wounded soldier, returned from the Front, referred to
the strapping young curates who have not yet enlisted as
" Mother’s Fireside Fusiliers.” Not a bad description !

Father Watt, a Roman Catholic priest, preaching at Alton,
said “ Charlie Chaplin was more important to many people
than Almighty God.” This does not indicate the much-
advertised revival of religion.

The Bishop of Chelmsford, Dr. Watts-Ditchfield, speaking
at an intercession meeting in London, said “ God had his
politics.” Progressive Christians will hope fervently that
they are not the samo as the Bench of Bishops.

Colonel Lockwood, M.P., says "it pains me to see the way
children are brought up in elementary schools. Enormous
sums of money are spent on education, but somehow we have
not got the right end. We must teach the children to re-
spect God." The gallant colonel ought to know that in the
Church-schools the children are taught little else than to
“ respect God "—and their masters and pastors.

At Westcliff-on-Sea Mr. Herbert Spencer has been ap-
pointed as curate to one of the churches. Christian Evidence
lecturers will note that this is not the world-famous phil-
osopher. .

Most of our readers will remember the hubbub in the
religious world when Mr. R. J. Campbell, then posing as
a daring revolutionary thinker, published his book on the
New Theology. As wo said at the time, Mr. Campbell
was neither a thinker nor a revolutionary. And we also
pointed out that he lacked staying power. Events showed
that our judgment was quite correct. When Mr. Campbell
found that the old-fashioned and infantile Freethought advo-
cated was likely to cause trouble he began to “ hedge,” and,
finally, as our readers are aware, rejoined the Church of
England. Now, the notorious Mr. Kensit has written to
the Bishop of Birmingham questioning Mr. Campbell’s ortho-
doxy. To him the Bishop replies that “ a searching examin-
ation has been made by four clergy” into Mr. Campbell’s
beliefs, and report that Mr. Campbell’s book was “with-
drawn by him," and there is 1no doubt of Mr. Campbell’s
present orthodoxy.” So ends the career of this daring and
robust thinker.

The Church Times suggests a week of “real and genuine
prayer, accompanied by some voluntary penance........ as an
act of reparation to God." But why reparation ? This
world is God's world—if there be a God. He made it. He
made man also. He has—if he is God—the power to stop
the War, as he had the power to have prevented it begin-
ning. Really, we think that what is needed is an act of
reparation from God to man. We think it was Winwood
Reade who said that if there be a day of judgment, it will
not be man’s place to kneel suing for mercy. His place will
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be that of an accuser charging his Creator with gross cruelty
or downright bungling.

For quiet prayers, the Rector of Nevendon, Essex, has an
ideal post. Writing in the WicJcford Parish Magazine, he
says: “ For over four years | have said the early service
alone, and therefore consider it useless to announce or keep
to any fixed hour until I find some who are willing and able
to attend such services.” This beats some of our City
churches, where the congregations of some half-dozen or so
are said to listen to services performed by well-paid parsons.

The Bible is a really wonderful book. You can find any-
thing you like within its covers. It altogether depends upon
how you read it; and if, on reflection, you don’t like the
interpretation of to-day, you can easily invent a new one for
to-morrow. Naturally, then, it was to be expected that even
Conscription would receive a Biblical warranty, and the Rev.
J. E. Roscoe has supplied the proof in a little pamphlet,
entitled Conscription in the Bible. He finds it in Numbers
i. 2-3, “ Take ye the sum of all the congregation of the chil-
dren of Israel after their families, by the house of their
fathers, with the number of their names, every male by their
polls ; from twenty years old and upward, and all that are
able to go forth to war in Israel.”

Sir John Rees is setting an example in economy by travel-
ling third class on the railways. Perhaps the bishops, thirty-
nine of whom share salaries amounting to (180,700 will
follow this example.

Why is it that religious people permit themselves such
undue licence of expression, Statements made by the Rev.
F. B. Meyer as to soldiers' drinking habits have brought a
caustic reply from Lady Limerick, who says, “ 1 never
thought it possible that an ecclesiastic should go out of
his way to slander the brave fellows. The next suggestion,
I suppose, will be sackcloth and ashes for the boys.” We
hope Brother Meyer appreciates his “ Limerick.”

We are indebted to a contemporary for the following:—

Pastor F. Koehler, of Berlin, has published a pamphlet
entitled The. World War in the Judgment of German Protestant
Preachers. Herr Koehler has examined abont 800 war ser-
mons, and gives the quintessence of them in his pamphlet.

Firstas to the Divine mission entrusted to Germany : “ We
firmly believe that Eternal Providence is using our people to
execute a universal judgment on our enemies ” (p. 19). “We
make war as a holy crusade against all that is profane and
gross in the world” (p. 31). *For our part we continue the
work which Christ has sealed by the Cross—namely, that the
Prince of this world may he expelled, and that the power of
the wicked may bo broken ” (p. 31). “Germany conducts tbe
War as a Divine service ” (p. 41). “ We fight for God and for
the victory of his just cause in the world against his worst
enemies” (p. 41). " Wo mnst now—itia for this wo are called
—defend God against the world ” (p. 42).

Although of German origin, this does not como to us with an
unfamiliar sound. Wo have had much the same sort of thing
from our own clergy, with tho substitution of the Allies for
Germany. Between the clergy of the different nations there
really seoms little to chooso. Thoy are all equally stupid, or
equally energetic, in trying to keep other people so.

The Bishop of Bangor does not feel that he can set himself
against tho policy of reprisals. The Bishop calls it a “ puni-
tive ” policy, and, wo suppose, in this way salvos his con*
science, forgetting that it is essentially the fact of tbe
punishment in these air raids falling upon non-combatants,
against which all right-minded people revolt. The Bishop
says that in a war liko this we cannot separate combatants
from non-combatants, which is precisely the offence for which
wo blame Germany’s conduct of the War. We quite admit
that, in any war, non-combatants suffer with combatants.
That is inevitable; but to deliberately act so that they
shall suffer is to divest war of the last shred of decency
that covers its barbarism.

We quite admit that the Bishop has Biblical warranty f2r
his attitude. So also have those who are opposed. That is
one of tho beauties of taking tho Bible as a guide. You have
“an eye for an eye and a tooth for a tooth,” and if that does
not suit you, you have the counsel of non-resistance and tho
injunction to turn one cheek when tho other is smitten. That
is _v(\j/hat makes the Bible such a convenient, if not reliable’
guide.

According to a theatrical paper, the cheaper parts of the
theatres are fuller than ever, and “the gods ” are more
numerous, Does this mean a revival of religion ?
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To Correspondents.

Mr. Cohen’s Lecture E ngagements—February 27, Leicester;
March 5 Portsmouth ; March 19, South Shields.

*h Robert.—You did quite right in walking out of the recruiting
office when the officer declined to permit affirmation on the
ground that he had no instructions from the War Office.
The authorities should see to it that the officials they appoint
know their duty. And the ignorance of the major, before whom
you also appeared, but who knew nothing about the right to
affirm is inexcusable.

3' Meredith (Calcutta! sends his congratulations to editor and
staff on keeping the Freethinker up to so high a standard,

ft. Dudley.—Mr. Cohen replied by post to your comments on
articles for children, but the letter has been returned through
the Dead Letter Office—after some delay.

A MdKee.—Sorry we are unable to use the communication you
send us.

Raggett.—The editor of the journal you name is quite at
liberty to reprint the whole or any part of Mr. Cohen’s
Iviews and Opinions.” The more fréquently, the better.
Anno D omini.” —It was good of you to send out this paper to
aman at the Front, and his assurance that it has been eagerly
read by others beside himself is, we expect, the return you
would most prefer for your action. It is not, however, the first
ease of a first acquaintance with the Freethinker being made in
the trenches.

S. M—Don’t allow the officials to prevent your exercising what
1Bundoubtedly your right. Be firm and respectful, and you
will most probably get your own way.

H. Laycock—By all means join the .local Branch of the
N. 8. 8. We are sending your address to the Secretary, who
will doubtless write you. Glad you liked the lectures. You
have hit on the reason for a few leaving before the meeting was
concluded. Where audiences are gathered over a wide area,
such things are inevitable.

* C. White.—Your letter is a very good one, but its length
rather invites the editor to decline it if he has any inclination
that way. Thanks for promise to co-operate with the " Free-
thinker League.” Other matters noted.

W Dodd.—Thanks for good wishes.

'e Anderson (Edinburgh).—We will advise you so soon as we
receive other names from your district for a “ Freethinker
League.”

L. A—Of course, it will be a struggle, and we may have to take
an extra reef in our waistbelt, but we shall pull through, and
fhat is everything.

IN. Hirr—It is not, as you say, a favourable time in which to
raise money, but there was no choice in the matter. Death
comes when it will, and we must make the best of it.

S quiring Christian.”—We do not see that any useful purpose
Would be served by following the matter further at present.

M.—Thanks for document, which will be useful.

Walker.—The sentenco had, as the context indicates, refer-
ence to mental capacity. All that seems possible here is a
development, and there is no evidence that we can see this
development is inherited by a man’s descendants, except so far
aa his mental activities become part of the general social
structure.

ml. Watkinr.—Thanks for all you are doing to help the paper.

ffoLLYWBLL—Wo do not think you could get a copy of Bon-
Wek’s Egyptian Belief and Modern Thought except at second
‘ancl stores. It is not a scarce book and wo daresay some

~ dealer would get a copy for you.

‘Lale (Egypt).—Pleased you receive the Freethinker regularly,

and that some of your comrades appreciate its contents. We

uuve no doubt that some, as yon say, will be regular readers
~when they return home. Once read, always read.

m8. 8. Benevolent Fund.—Miss E. M. Vance acknowledges :
A. Poyton, 5s. 3d.

'8- S. General Fund.—Miss E. M. Vance acknowledges: G.
A poyton, Cs.
the services of the National Secular Sooioty in connection
7*th Secular Burial Servioes are required, all communications
“Uould be addressed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vanoe, giving
&long notice as possible.

_ Secular Society, Limited, 0ffloo is at 62 Farringdon-street,
J, London, E.C.

* National Secular Society's Offioe is at 62 Farringdon-street,
~ondon, = él g

gT»s for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to
j,  Parringdon-street, London, E.O.

who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by
N~ arking the passagos to whioh they wish us to call attention.

ube N otices must reaoh 61 Farringdon-street, London, E.O.
J first post Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.

for literature should be sent to the Business Manager of
®Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon-street, London, E.O., and
*** {0 the Editor.

oK reethinker will be forwarded direot from the publishing

fat *° any part of the world, post free, at the following

to®8’bPr%SPa|éjd:—One year, 10a. 6d.; half year, 5s. 3d,; three
“ths 2s. 8d.
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G. W. Foote Memorial Fund.

(To take the form of a Presentation to Mrs. Foote.)

Betow We publish the Eleventh List of subscriptions
to the “G. W. Foote Memorial Fund.” It will be
seen that we are still a little short of £400; we
intend dosing the subscription list at the end of
March. As was said last week, we hope by that
time to have reached the round figure of £500.
This cannot be said to be an extravagant aspiration
when one considers in whose honour the Fund is
being raised and the purpose for which it is intended.
Personally, | have a strong conviction that the £500
will be secured, but | should like it to be secured as
early as possible.

One friend has written me asking, Why close the
Fund at the end of March? Why not keep it open
until the desired amount has been secured? Of
course, | could do this, but I feel that a number
are withholding their subscriptions until they see
that the list 1s to be closed, and if instead of
March 81, | said December 31, I do not expeot
they would send before December 29. As some
of these dilatory ones are among my own personal
friends, no one can accuse me of malioe in saying
so much.

So | think we had better keep to March 81 as the
dosing date. There is a full month in which to raise
the sum of £100, and there is at least another thou-
sand Freethinkers whose names should figure on the
list. For the Fund is not an ordinary one. It is in
essence a mark of respect paid to a great fighter
in the cause of humanity and progress. rr

“The Roll of Honour.—Eleventh List.

Previously acknowledged, £367 6s. 6d.—F. S. Keeble,
2s. 6d. ; R. H. Chancellor, 33.; F. Saunders, 23. 63. ; W. H.
Blackmore, 2s. 6d. ; C. J. Maxwell, 2s. 6d.; J. Watson, 5s. ;
C. E. Hearson, £2 2s. ; Mr. and Mrs. Snelling, £1 Is.; J. R.
Holmes, £1 Is.; Anno Domini, 10s.; W. Dodd (2nd sub.),
£1 ; A. Goodwin, 5s. ; Pte. G. Barker, 5s.; J. Boston, Is.;
T. W. Hicks, 5s.; J. A. Roid, 2s. 6d.; A. J. Fincken, £5 ;
H. C. Strong, £1 ; Sceptio, 23.; Mr. and Mrs. J. Watkins,
2s. ; J. T. Watkins, jun., 2s. 6d.

Per Miss Vance : W. Tipper, 5s.; T. Judge, 2s. 6d.

Per J. N. Ilill : J. Barrati, 6d. ; G. Roberts, 6d. ; F. Watts,
6d. ; J. Read, 6d. ; J. Hill, 6d. ; B. N. Hoyo, 2s.; J. N. Hill,
2s.

Per H. Courlander (S.A.) : R. Alexander, £1 Is.; A
Phillips, £1 Is.; T. A. Battern, £1 Is. ; H. Courlander, £1 Is.

Sugar Plums.

There was a good and very appreciative audience at
Birmingham on Sunday last to listen to Mr. Cohen’s address
on “ Christianity and the War.” On Saturday ovoning Mr.
Cohon attended the Annual Dinner of the Birmingham
Branch as its guost, and spent a most enjoyable evening.
There were speeches brief and bright, songs tuneful and
well sung, a couplo of excellent recitations from the Secre-
tary, Mr. Partridge, and a clever sloight of hand performance
by a gentleman with whoso name wo aro unacquainted.
Altogether, the Birmingham Branch is fall of “go,” and
we hear that the recent debate in the Town Hall between
Mr. Williams and the editor of the Birmingham Weekly
Mercury left an excellent impression with thoso who heard
it. A summarized report of the debate, by the way, appears
in the Birmingham Weekly Mercury for February 19.

To-day (Feb. 27) Mr. Cohen lectures at the Secular Hall,
Humberstono Gate, Leicester, at 630. His lecturo will be
a criticism of Mr B.alfour’s Gifford Lectures on ” Humanism
and Theism.” These lectures were widely advertised as a
most important contribution to the literature of Theism, and
many will no doubt be interested in a criticism of them
from a Freethought standpoint.

Our readers will notice with regret that Mr. Lloyd’s pen
is absent from this week’s issue, When we wrote last week



188

we had hoped to be able to report more favourable news, but
unfortunately a severe attack of bronchitis supervened, and
he felt quite unable to write this week. The bright side of
this dull cloud is that Mr. Lloyd tells us he is sleeping
better, and that will enable him to fight his way back to
health the more effectively. And although we desire him
back on the paper at the earliest possible moment, we should
not like him to retard his recovery by working until he is
quite fit to do so. In these matters, “ hasten slowly ” is the
best rule, and in writing this we feel that all Mr. Lloyd’s
friends and admirers will agree with us.

Several groups of the “ Freethinker League ” have already
been formed, and others are in process of formation. The
idea of this “ League ” was suggested by one of our readers,
its purpose being to secure small groups of five or six
persons who would between them induce local newsagents
to display the paper, by guaranteeing the sale of a certain
number of copies. The loss would in any case be no more
than a few copies weekly, and might not be anything at all.
Where the plan has been put into operation, it has mot with
success, and other places are waiting to get to work. Single
names have reached us from Crouch End, Edinburgh,
Cardiff, Newport, Wigan. York, Peterhead, Glynmeuth (S
Wales), Beccles, and Huddersfield. We are anxious to meet
the others who will co-operate with them. If the names
and addresses are sent to us, we shall be pleased to effect the
necessary introduction.

If this plan of a “ Freethinker League ” is carried out on
anything like a general scale, we feel quite certain of that
thousand new readers we asked fora few weeks back. There
are, of course, many other ways in which new members may
be secured, and we don’t care how they are obtained so long
as we get them. And it may cheer ovoryone up to know
that we are getting them.

Mr. Bowman, of 14 Southgate Road, London, N., and Mr.
R. Miller, of 8 Sidar Road, Wood Groen, would be glad to
hear from Freethinkers in their localities who would co-
operate with them in canvassing newsagents on behalf of
the Freethinker.

The Government decision to restrict the importation of
paper-making material by one third, will probably have the
effect of steadying prices, although it will keep them high.
It will probably press heavily on the smaller buyers. Papers
with large circulations and plenty of capital, will be able to
get first in the market, while the poorer ones will have to
struggle along as best they can, victims to such as thrive
upon their necessities. We are making every endeavour to
cope with the situation; and it is on occasions liko these
that one feels the need of capital, also the inconvenience of
living from hand to mouth.

Although wo stated distinctly in our issue of February 6
that even printing on a cheaper paper would mean an
increase of 50 per cent, on the pre-war cost of production,
some of our readers appear to have formed the impression
that a cheaper paper would wipe off the increased cost. We
must point out that this is not the case, and since wo wrote
there has been a still further rise in price. There is no
paper on which we could print that would not represent an
increased cost of about six shillings per ream—which
prints about 500 copies. And it is not only paper that has
risen, but other things as well. To put the matter graphi-
cally, every copy of the Freethinker is now costing about a
farthing-and-a-half more to produce than was the case
eighteen months ago—roughly about thirty shillings per
thousand. Our readers will now have some idea of the task
of keeping a paper alive which, at its best, could only just
makes end meet. Still, it will be kept alive. Nothing but a
German occupation of London will stop the Freethinker
appearing. But it’s a devil of a job, all the same.

There will be a meeting of Liverpool Freethinkers to day
(February 27), the particulars of which—place, time, and
subject of lecture—will be advertised in the local press
on Friday, February 25. Will Freethinkers in Liverpool
please note that the local Secretary is Mr. W. McKelvie,
21 Globe Street, Kirkdale, Liverpool.

We had a visit on Tuesday last from a friend at Bristol
who is both willing and anxious to help the Freethought
movement in that city. And from what he tells us, the city
needs a vigorous Freethought propaganda. But to carry
this out, it is necessary to get the names of, say, half-a-dozen
people in Bristol who are willing to co-operate. If free-
thinking Bristolians who see this paragraph will communi-
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cate with us, we shall be pleased to place them i°

communication with each other.

One of our readers, home from the trenches, writes :—

I am glad to be able to confirm fully the various extracts
you have printed from letters from the Front- | have found
out that, however good Christians my friends were, their
religion had very little restraining influence. As for the
Church Parade (which wa3 compulsory except when we were
working in the lines), why, even the most hardened Christians
“ cussed ” and swore at it 1 | could almost sympathize with
them, and always took advantage of their grumbles to discuss
Christianity and the War.

I should like to mention one incident which, though not
interesting in itself, is very interesting as showing the origin
of “ miracles.” One of the “boys” of my company bad
had a parcel from the good people of his chapel. Naturally,
be wanted to write a nice, polished letter to thank them. 8°
he came to me (in spits of my avowed Freethought. | had
some little reputation of being a “ scholar” amongst my
half-educated mates), and asked me if a sentence, something
like the following, was correct (in grammar, not in fact)

“ It is a strange thing that, though the Germans have shelled
most of the churches round here, yet the crucifixes are all
unharmed.”

Truly miraculous1 No doubt the letter will have been
read in the local Bethel by now, and probably will have
appeared in the village “ Times.” The only thing that mars
the beautiful story is that it is absolutely untrue. | can
vouch for it that this particular fellow has not yet seen a
damaged church in the part of France that we were working
in.  Needless to say, | rated him roundly for his propagating
another Christian lie. And in any case, even If the story
were true, and God had spared bis own image, wbilsf
destroying their temples, it would only serve to show that
Roman Catholicism is the only true religion -a conclusion
which somewhat disconcerted my Protestant friend. Still,
the letter went 1

A correspondent writes ns, from Scotland, that in four
years he has had no less than 150 letters advocating Free-
thought inserted in local papers. This is a fine and credit-
ablo record, and must havo served a useful purpose. We
believe that this method of advocacy could be used to »
much larger extent than is the case at present. And it i9
good to let the world know that Freethinkers are alive and
vigilant.

The Book of Revelation.

That eminent Christian, Mr. G. K. Chesterton, re-
marks in one of his stories that in religions contro-
versies Christians always qnote soienoe and Free-
thinkers always gnote tho Bible—or wordB to that
effeot. Whatever may be the oase as to the first
part of his observation, there is no donbt that Mr-
Chesterton is right in stating that Freethinkers, as
a rnle, show more alacrity than Christians in oiting
the *“ Book of Books." The reason is obvious: there
is no more damning evidence against Christianity
than the kind of writings whioh, at one time of
another, it has upheld as divinely inspired—nnles®
it be the kind of aotions which, at one time or
another, it has officially applauded. Consequently»
those of us who deny that Jesus of Nazareth wa0
“God of God, Light of L'ght, Very God of Very
God,” need not go to the trouble of proving a priort
that God is a superstition; they need only demon-
strate the intellectual and moral limitations showO
by the Jesus of the Gospels. Those of us who
deny that the Christian soheme "justifies the way9
of God to man,” need only quote the savage aod
immoral teaohing of Paul on vioarious atonement
and on predestination. Similarly, those who deny
that the New Testament is aJ)ure outpouring

lofty benevolence and love, need only point to th®
HIRevelation of St. John the Divine”—a veritably
howl of hatred and bloodthirstiness, not surpass®0
even by the worst of the Psalms. The Revelation
is probably the least familiar of the books of

New Testament, and is apt to be quietly disregarded'
both by believers who regard it as a book of mysteri®9
which we are not permitted to fathom, and by a*"
believers who treat it as the ravings of a madman-
In reality, both views are less than just. The RevO*
lation is a human document, and regarded as such»
and not as part of the “Word of God,” allowance
be made for its ferooity, whioh is partly due to t0
oircumstanoes in whioh it was written. Its propQL
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counterpart is to be sought, not in the eccentricities
°i Old Moore, but in the outbursts of the early
Quakers and ths Scottish Covenanters of the seven-
teenth century.
The date and oircumstanoes of the writing of the
Revelation can be more closely determined than jd
the case of any other book of the Bible. The internal
evidence shows that it was written before the
destruction of the temple of Jerusalem, but when
the fall of the city was recognized as imminent,
tn ohapter xi. 1-2, the writer represents himself
@ being commanded to measure the temple with
arod, but to leave out the oourt outside it, “ for
't hath been given unto the nations: and the holy
°ity shall they tread under foot forty and two
Months.” In chapter xii., verses 6 and 14, there
Ba reference to the flight of the Jewish Christian
community from Jerusalem to Pella on the eve of the
8%ege. The work therefore belongs to the years 68-70
AG That it is later than the death of Nero is proved
hy the references to the current belief that that
emperor was alive and destined to return and take
vengeanee upon his enemies (signified by the healing
of the death-stroke of the *“beast” in chap. xiii. 8).
The date oan be even more closely fixed from ohapter
*vii. 10 11. Here, interpreting the seven heads of the
“east, an angel says, “they are seven kings; the five
are fallen, the one is, the other is not yet come; and
“hen he cometh, he must continue a little while.
And the beast that was, and is not, is himself also
an eighth, and is of the seven; and he goeth into
Perdition." The interpretation of this is not free
from difficulty, but it is at least clear that the
Ariter thought that the restored Nero was to be
Qe eighth in the series of Roman emperors. This
Pots the book in the reign of the Emperor Galba
(AD. 68-69) who followed Nero. The ambiguity
arises from the reference to the “seventh” as “not
yet oome.” Galba was himself the seventh, if the
Accession is reckoned from Julius Caesar, as was
customary in those days. This, however, raises a
ciffioulty, as Nero must have been dead at the time
(“was, and is not"). If the aeries is reckoned from
Augustus, the sixth emperor is Galba, and the seventh
not yet come ” may be explained as an allusion to
vitellius, who had been proclaimed emperor by the
fegions on the Rhine a little while before the actual
Assassination of Galba by the partisans of Otho.
Anocther view, whioh Renan takes, is to identify
fjalba with the emperor who “is,” and to regard
~ero as omitted from the five who “are fallen,”
kQ as identical with the emperor “not yet oome,"
apd with the “eighth” who “is of the seven.” In
e'ther case, the date of the book would fall in the
i0'gn of Galba. The traditional date, viz., the perse-
cution of Domitian, A.D. 95, oannot be reconciled with
fee foregoing references.
The object of the Book of Revelation is to exhort
Jnd comfort the Jewish or “ Ebionite ” Christians of
Asia Minor, by predicting the speedy advent of the
AleBeianio kingdom, which is fixed to begin three years
six months from the fall of Jerusalem, regarded
immediately impending. The triumph of the Mes-
“ah, however, is to be preoeded by the renewed per-
secution of the “ saints” by the returned Nero, and
,Sabattle between the latter's army and the angelio
°sts of the Messiah (ohap. xix. 19-21).
p That the work belongs to the Jewish side of early
ihdstian thought is evident. All through, the writer
N Qns himself a Jewish patriot, and deeply opposed
Othe universaliat idea of a religion that should do

Way raojai distinctions and privileges, suoh as
~.advocated by Paul and became the Christianity

history. *“Jew ” is a term of honour; some of the
(./ter’Bopponents are denounced as “ they whioh say

are Jews, and they are not” (chap. ii. 9). The
j 000 persons who are to be saved from among the

are placed in a separate oategory from the Gen-
p e. believers (ohap. vii. 4 8), and in a privileged
sl @i°n (chap. xiv. 1-5). Jerusalem is the *holy

“Dpeloved” city (ohap. xi. 2; xx. 9). While
Le mass of the Gentiles refuse to be converted
ythe plagues inflioted on them, but merely "blas-
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pheme” the more, the people of Jerusalem in the end
oome round (chap. xi. 13; cf. x. 20-21; xvi. 11). The
Messianic kingdom is conceived after the pattern laid
down by Jewish writers; all the nations are to be
“ruled with a rod of iron" (ohap. xii. 5; xix. 15).
It is significant that the number of apostles, in
the Revelation, is pointedly limited to twelve, thus
excluding Paul (ohap. xxi. 14). Paul, indeed, has been
reasonably regarded as tbe object of some of the
bitterest attacks in the Revelation. The church
of Ephesus, in the prefatory letters to the seven
ohurohes, is complimented on having *found false
them whioh call themselves apostles, and they are
not.” Now, the only dispute of which we know
in the early Churoh, relative to the title of apostle,
was that oentring round the olaims of Paul. Ortho-
dox commentators have imagined this to refer to some
heretical “Nicolaitans”; but we have no evidence,
exoept that of quite late writers, that there was any
such body at this time. The “ Nicolaitans ” of Reve-
lation, however, are evidently identical with the per-
sons described as those “that hold the teaching of
Balaam, who taught Balak to cast a stumbling-block
before the children of Israel, to eat things sacrificed
to idols, and to commit fornication." As “ Nikolaos”
in Greek is equivalent to “Balaam ” in Hebrew, the
necessity for seeking for an historical “ Nioolaitan”
heresy may be dispensed with. Paul’s teaching on
the matter of food offered to idols was of an accom-
modating kind, when compared with the strict views
held by the Jews and later Christians on the subjeot
(2 Cor. x. 28-38). As for * fornication,” Paul himself
oould not fairly be oharged with recommending it;
but we know that one of the Jewish Christian charges
against Paul was that he advocated the commission
of sin, in order to enhance the meroy of God in par-
doning believers (Rom. iii. 5-8); and some of Paul’s
converts, though of course without his approval, cer-
tainly put this into practice. It was, Indeed, the
logioal outcome of the maxim, “All things are lawful
unto me.” In the light of this, the vituperation of
the Apooalypse has some sting in it. The language
applied to Paul is scurrilous, but not more so than
that of Christians in mutual disputes has always been
apt to be.

From the evidence of the Apooalypse, whioh is to
a small extent borne out from another source which
I shall mention soon, it appears that there was a
marked set-back to Pauline Christianity in Asia
Minor in the few years preoediDg the appearance of
this work. We know that in Paul’s lifetime the
Jewish-Christian party had attempted, with varying
success, to upset his influence among his own con-
verts. His imprisonment and death may have given
them a fresh opportunity. The forger of the pseudo-
Pauline epistles to Timothy (about AD. 100) makes
Paul say, just before his death, that " all that are in
Asia turned away from me.” This passage (2 Tim.
i. 16) written by a Pauline Christian a generation
later, may be founded on the memory or tradition of
an aotual * slumlg) ” in Paulinism in the last years of
Nero. The set-back at Ephesus, at any rate, seems
to have been serious; but the writer of the Apocalypse
fears lost the effeots should wear off (chap. ii. 4-5).
In the other ohurches of Asia, the Jewish-Christian
onslaught seems to have borne less fruit.

The question of the authorship of the Apooalypse
has been complicated by the theory of many modern
critics, who see in it a compilation of several Jewish
or Jewish-Christian prophecies, put together by an
editor of later date. This view is in part supported
by the inconsistencies in the work itself. For example,
the “beast” in Revelation is mentioned first in chap-
ter xi. 7, as coming up “out of the abyss” and killing
the two unnamed prophets of Jerusalem. He is then
introduced, as if for the first time, in chapter xiii. 1,
where he comes up “out of the sea.” In ohapter
xvii. 8, 8, the beast is again introduced, as if for the
first time, and this time is to rise “out of the abyss.”
It is imprudent, however, to expeot consistency or
perfect dramatio unity in a work suoh as this, in
whioh the author to a Iar%e extent puts down his
ideas just as they enter bis head, The separata
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sources, if they exist, cannot be unravelled without
hopeless confusion and difficulty. Moreover, in spite
of the disorder in which the book abounds, there is
just enough dramatic symmetry to suggest one hand
rather than many. The symbolical characters occur
in opposed pairs ; the “lamb that was slain ” (Jesus)
is opposed to the “ beast whose death-stroke was
healed ” (Nero, the Antichrist); the “woman arrayed
with the sun, and the moon under her feet, and upon
her head a crown of twelve stars” (lIsrael, or the
Jewish Ohuroh) is opposed to “the great harlot that
sitteth upon many waters ” (Rome). Without wish
ing to be dogmatic, | venture to think that the work
is single, and not a compilation.

As for the author, we must be content to remain in
doubt. He calls himself “John,” and professes to
write from the island of Patmos in the iEgean, his
place of exile, captivity, or refuge (we are not told
which it was). “John,” used without 3ualification
in AD. 68 or 69, would have been understood by
Christians as signifying the apostle John, the
“pillar” of the church at Jerusalem named by Paul
in Galatians ii. 9, and in the Synoptic Gospels.
Justin Martyr (AD. 150) assigns the work to him;
otherwise, the. external evidence is weak and cuts
both ways. The book itself, however, contains no-
thing incompatible with his authorship, and he is far
more likely to have written it than to have written
the Fourth Gospel. The principal objection i3 based
on Revelation xxi. 14, which speaks of the *twelve
apostles ” as having their names written on the
foundations of the “New Jerusalem.” In my opinion,
however, the man who is reported by Mark to have
asked for the privilege of sitting next to Jesus in the
Messianio kingdom (Mark x. 87) would have been
quite equal to assuring his readers that his own
name, among others, was written on the foundations
of the heavenly city. The most persistent oritics of
the apostolic authorship of Revelation have, in fact,
been Christians of various ages, from the third
century to the present, who, having sufficient liter-
ary sense to see that the Fourth Gospel and the
Revelation could not be by the same author, and
wishing to vindicate the former, have been willing to
throw the latter overboard, thereby hoping both to
preserve the “ gospel of love ” and to disembarrass
the canon of a “ hymn of hate,” which, in these days
at least, has become rather scandalous to the refined
taste of the day. It is far more likely, however, that
the Revelation is the authentic work. It is at least
thirty years, and possibly fifty years, older than the
Gospel, and whether we accept or reject its apostolic
origin, we in no way weaken, but rather render
impregnable, the already strong case against the
authenticity of the Fourth Gospel. Robert Arch

The Three Races of Europe.

The precise centres from whioh the chief European
races took their rise cannot with certainty be stated.
Much of the past has been lost, apparently beyond all
hope of recovery. But the origin of the *“"Caucasian”
Bgoples,with their wanderings and settlements, com-

ine to form a most fasoinating subject of study, not
only to the geographer and anthropologist, but to that
steadily increasing public whioh takes an interest in
the manifold aspeots of organio evolution.

Several modern ethnological investigators, of whom
Professor Ripley may perhaps be considered the
leader, have conclusively proved that nationality
has no neoessary connection with race. All the
Earopean peoples are of blended stook. From the
standpoint of soience there is no pure Frenoh, Ger-
man, Russian, Dutoh, or any other race. Even the
so-called British race is a medley of very composite
strains.

In the most praiseworthy manner, various men of
letters have demonstrated the immense superiority
of the British Celt to the inferior Saxon who de-
scended on our island. It is true that other scholars
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have returned the compliment by proving to their
own, and even other people’s, satisfaction that the
supreme eminence of the English nation is distinctly
traceable to its Saxon anoestry. But, although this
animated discussion has produced much excellent
writing, it has served on the whole to ohsoure the
real facts. Apart from its literary merits, the paper
conflict between the champions of the Saxon and the
Celt has added nothing towards an elucidation of the
problem. As we have stated, nationality is no index
of race, and it is now clearly seen that language is no
criterion either. Many have been misled into think-
ing that the use of a Celtic language stamps its users
as Celts. But calm scientific Btudy, unclouded by
national or patriotic prejudice, has elucidated the
circumstance that even within the small British
area the folk who speak Celtic tongues are by no
means all of the same ethnic stock. And what
is more significant is the fact that the tiniest per-
centage of the speakers of Celtio languages possess
any positive trace of Celtic blood. Crossing the
Channel, we discover that in Brittanly the native
Bretons are a mixed raoe, and that although their
language is that of the * Celtio ” Welsh, their ethnio
characteristics are not those of the ancient Britons,
from whom they are supposed to have descended.

That language and race are two distinct phenomena
is illustrated by Ripley’s Races of Europe in that
scientist’s survey of the tongues and peoples of the
Iberian Peninsula. It is not contended that Spain
and Portugal possess a homogeneous population.
Apart from prehistoric intermixture, various racial
blendings have ooourred within historical times, yet
the stock is comparatively pure. The vast majority
of the inhabitants are members of the Mediterranean
race. But this verit?/ is hidden by the presence of
two separate nationalities who speak three different
tongues. Portuguese is spoken in Portugal, while
Castilian or Spanish, and Catalan are both in use
in Spain. Says Dr Marion Newbigin in her Modern
Geography :—

Catalan is nearly related to Langue d’oc, tho language
of Provonce, across tho French border. Provencal
again, before its gradual displacement by tho LangoO
d’eeil, a true French, was spokon by mon of tho Méditer-
ranean, as well as of the Alpino race. Within both
French and Spanish territory still another languag®>
Basque, is spoken.

We thus discover a nearly uniform race speaking
fonr separate languages, while the political frontier
of the Pyrenees divides at its eastern extremity tw®
peoples of Mediterranean stook, whose languages or0
similar; while one of these tongues, Provencal, is, or
was until reoently, the language of an Alpine raoe
settled in the uplands of south and middle France.

The multiﬁlicity of language thus met with in con-
junction with racial identity is easily accounted f°r
in terms of Ripley’s theory. The Iberian country
was oolonized by African emigrants in prehistoric
times. These wanderers were a variety of th®
Mediterranean race known as Iberians, and they
orossed over into Europe at the Straits of Gibraltar.
These invaders so firmly established themselves }°
the Iberian Peninsula that, despite all the racia*
vicissitudes the land has sinoe experienced, th®
Iberian typo stands out most strikingly throughout
the country.

The Spanish Peninsula always lay open to fd0
African incomer, and was periodically recruited by
the arrival of newcomers from the region from wbi°b
the original stook arose. Those already settled °°
the soil resisted the advance of the later invader®»
and for a time with sucoess. But at last tho Mbo®
and Saraoens entered and conquered the greater pa.
of the Peninsula, and the original Iberian inh»hbl
tants, like the Welsh and Soottish Highlanders
Britain, when our island was invaded from
Earopean Continent, were thrust into the hill® Ot
Spanish Galicia, the uplands of Castile, to the bigQ'
lands of Aragon and among tho Pyrenees. In
long run, tho older populations recovered their 1°9
territories and drove tho Moors further and
south, until the remnant of this remarkable MoslGiO
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People who survived the struggle were forced to
return to Africa. In their retreat the Moors were
roenaced from three different parts of Spain, from
the isolated hills of Aragon, Castile, and Galicia.
The marriage of Ferdinand and Isabella united the
crowns of Aragon and Castile, and Castilian Spanish
became the language of the upper classes, while in
Catalonia the Catalan tongue remained the speech of
the people. Those Iberians who had retreated before
the Moors into the mountains of Galicia now steadily
advanced along the ooaetlands and laid the founda-
tions of modern Portugal.

Afamous authority on the subject of Mediterranean
ethnology, Professor Sergi, the Italian anthropologist,
Bapowerful advocate of the hypothesis of the African
°rigia of the Iberian race. Sergi tells us that:—

Concerning the primitive inhabitants of the Iberian
Peninsula, their physical characters and cranial forms,
we possess undeniable evidence; the Kjokkenmodings of
Mugem, the grottoes of Casa da Moura, and the dis-
coveries concerning the metal age in the south-east
of Spain have demonstrated the existence of cranial
types which are undoubtedly of African origin.*

The relics of the earliest European savages are
those of the Palaeolithic Old Stone Period, when
Mankind sheltered itself in caves and fed on the
spoils of the chase. The remains of these primitive
People are most abundant in the Mediterranean
Region, but no proof isalet forthcoming that Palseo-
othio man ever existed in Scotland or Scandinavia,
¢his southern stock was succeeded by Neolithic or
“ew Stone Age humanity. The Neolithic peoples
Stained a far superior stage of culture than their
Processors, and their remains are much more richly
"Presented throughout Europe.

The graves of these prehistoric savages are numer-
°0Os in the wvest of Britain, and are found as far north

the Orkneys. These anoient memorials of the dead
Paveyielded many remains, including skeletons. The

Phiuli or barrows of this antique race arc identified
ytheir elongated form, by their contained chambers,

by their skeletons, which are almost invariably

Pose of a long-skulled stock. Long heads and long
arrows are discovered together in Britain, as well as
Qother parts of Europe, where they occur. The
QP8es were laid in the graves in a curious manner,

hich closely resembles the appearanoe presented by

?0 human babe while still in the womb. This
‘'Pgular observance is thought to indicate a faith

some future life. Some regard it as *“a record
Jj_a naive hope that man could ‘enter a second
JIPo into his mother’s womb and be born again.”’

Arrows containing the bodies of long-skulled men,

were presumably of the Mediterranean race,
b .e been opened in Germany, Soandinavia, Western

, Ptain, Southern Europe, and elsewhere. The evi-
A P00 available indicates the invasion of Europe by
at Ethiopian raoe, which settled in the Mediterranean
VA and subsequently Bpread throughout North-

ens Europe.

Top representatives of this race now possess, and
@ *ar as is known always possessed, dolichocephalic
i ’\a_rk"a’r’eg/es*arK*com lexion, a medium and
$ar « bullt body, and a somewhat broad nasal organ.
bic’1°?no’u”es that four important varieties of this

exist. The anoient Egyptians, tho Berbers, and
4ft™ans>pH belong to a stock which never forsook its
tQl0an birthplace. The three remaining varieties
"grated into Europe, which they reached by the
best available routes, where the narrowest
"gpra divide the two continents. The Iberians
°ver ky Gibraltar and became domiciled in

dj",@ The Ligurians landed in Sicily, journeyed
8y Ifcaly» R* wandered along the Riviera until
p er® opposed by the IberianB, who had crossed

jiP yreneeB into Southern Franoe.

Gpee third and last group, the Pelasgians, put in an
aoe *n Greece, employing the islands of the

V? P~rgo for purposes of transit. Palmolithio
lace of origin is problematical, but evidenoe

PPes to accumulate to prove that Europe was

Mediterranean Race, pp. 159, 1G0.
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first colonized on any considerable scale by an immi-
grant Ethiopian race. No doubt this newly arrived
race remained in Southern Europe for very many
centuries, but as it increased and multiplied, it began
to extend northwards, particularly to those western
countries which enjoy the benefioent mildness con-
ditioned by the Gulf Stream.

In this newly found home, Mediterranean man in
North-West Europe was not long suffered to remain
undisturbed. In various European lands, including
Northern Britain, round barrows repose in association
with the long ones. In the valley of the Clyde these
circular and elongated barrows co-exiet. The con-
tents of the round barrows demonstrate their later
origin. The builders of the long harrows were in the
Stone Age, but the culture of the round barrow people
was of a far more advanced type. The circular graves
yield pottery, fine ornaments, and weapons of bronze.
The human remains usually betray signs of fire, hint-
ing at cremation, and the skulls are those of a round-
headed race. Just as long heads are usually found in
long barrows, so round heads appear in round bar-
rows, at least in Britain.

These circular sepulchres constitute the earliest
evidences of a people named Alpine by several
anthropologists. It is also known as Celtic, Celto-
Slavic, and Eurasian. The term Alpine is in many
ways preferable, and is now adopted by several of the
more progressive ethnologists. The members of
the Alpine race are men of medium stature, but are
more substantially built than the members of the
Mediterranean group. The Alpine head is round,
and the face broad, and the hair and eyes are lighter
in colour than those of the southern stook. The
majority of ethnologists regard this raoe as of Asiatic
origin.

,gs already stated, the tumuli of these two races
are found together in Britain. Their knowledge
of metals conferred upon the Alpine intruders an
immense advantage over the Neolithic people whose
land they had entered. For atime the newcomers
appear to have subjugated the native raoe, and to
have fastened their customs and perhaps their lan-
guage upon them.

So far as may be judged, whenever the Alpine and
Mediterranean peoples came into conflict in Europe,
the iacoming stock triumphed over the Iberian raoe.
The Eastern raoce swept into the south of Europe,
and established itself on tho hills and among the
pastoral lands. These regions were doubtless of
prime necessity to them for their flooks and herds.
The invaders drove out the long-headed inhabitants,
and have kept them at bay ever since. In the Iberian
countries, where tho Mediterranean stock was con-
stantly reinforced from Africa, it maintained its
position. But the Alpine intruders oooupied, and
are still well in evidenoe, in Southern Franoe. In
the south of Italy, in the islands of Corsica and
Sardinia, as well as in Sioily, Mediterranean man
held his own; but the Alpine conquerors settled
themselves in tho northern slopes of the Italian
Peninsula. In the Eastern Mediterranean the dark
peoples were divorced from their territories, and the
lighter skinned broadheads are everywhere in the
ascendant, exoept on the sea margins, to which the
dispossessed race was driven to retreat.

In other European areas the Alpine race proved less
suooessful, and the phenomena under review became
complicated by the advent of another raoe, whioh has
since exercised a great influence over the political
and sooial history of our continent. But of this
stock more anon.

Alpine man, even now, constitutes the main popu-
lation of most of the upland pastures of France. In
Britain the Alpine race, although it appears to have
carried all before it in its initial conflicts with tho
Iberian population, is very poorly represented in the
contemporary British people. The Alpine race—the
true Celts—are, in reality, now very rare in Britain.
A Celtio language certainly remains, although the
Alpines or Celts themselves are on the verge of
extinction, or have become absorbed.

(To be concluded.) T. F. PALMER.
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