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I thinkyou will find it true, that, before any vice can fasten
on a man, body, mind, or moral nature must be debilitated.

Oliver Wendell Holmes.

Views and Opinions.

Civil War.

It was said last week, in commenting on Lord Bryce’s
lecture on “War and Progress,” that our mental and
moral development has failed to keep pace with our
economic growth. One result of this, it was pointed
out, is the failure to realize that in applying Darwinian
Principles to social evolution”™ the social organism is
ceasing to be the group, and is rapidly becoming the
humanity. And a direct consequence of this—one that
1sonly fitfully seen, if even at all—is that the present
conflict is, in very truth, of the nature of civil war.
Technically, so many nations are at war. And there
are political and geographical boundaries by which these
nations may be defined. But in the deeper and truer
sense can we really regard the European “ nations”—
to carry the analogy no further—as separate and inde-
pendent groups or entities ? Looking at the intellectual,
nroral, and physical requirements of Germany, France,
Britain, Russia, and the rest, can we say with truth that
each of these nations represent a separate organic entity?
Most certainly they do not. Shut off any one of them
completely from the rest, and its life would be a truncated
°ne. They are not independent, they are interdependent.
War between them means not alone a dissipation of
energies that might be more usefully employed, it means
the impossibility of each one living its fullest possible life
s® long as they remain divided by war. War to-day
between European nations is as much civil war as would
have been a war between the North and South of England
Nlcouple of centuries ago. * *

Militarism and History.
“On a review of the whole nation,” said Lord Bryce,
war would not be found to have quickened, but to have
greatly retarded, the upward march of man.” That this
Isa sound historical generalization, few who have care-
hdly studied history will deny. Every nation in the past
that has tried to build itself on a basis of military con-
gest has failed. The one genuinely military State of
Ancient Greece, Sparta, possessed little real culture,
and exerted no influence worth mentioning on the life
MStates surrounding it. The one clear effect of Roman
Militarism was to sow the seeds of national weakness
tind decay. In more recent times, Christian Spain,
Electing the science and industry of its Mohammedan
Predecessors, and attempting to subsist by military con-
T~st, only paved the way for its own disintegration.
r’rm the days of Ancient Assyria to those of Napoleon
ere is no exception to the rule that militarism carries
'Vthin it the seed of its own destruction. Essentially
~rasitic in its nature, its whole tendency is to destroy
e effectiveness of the social structure on which it lives.
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As one writer has well put it, the nation that remains
military decays. If it prospers, it does so in virtue of its
taking part in the life of the world, and so ceases to be
military. *or

Ruskin on War.

Against this we have the well-known saying of Ruskin
that:—

All great nations learned their truth of word and
strength of thought in war; that they were nourished
inwar and wasted by peace; taught by war and betrayed
by peace—in a word, that they were born in war and
expired in peace.

This much quoted passage has been sadly misunderstood
in the quoting; although, on the face of it, it bears out
what has just been said about the destructive conse-
qguences of militarism. For the purpose of war is,
after all, peace. A nation fights, not to keep on fighting,
but to conquer its opponent—in other words, to secure
peace. And if it be true that nations are nourished by
war and destroyed by peace, we reach the strangely
curious conclusion that the more rapidly and the more
certainly a nation conquers its enemies, the more cer-
tainly it secures its own destruction. What Ruskin
had in front of him was the undoubted truth that all
militarist nations have decayed. And the only safe
conclusion from this is, that while a nation turned mili-
tarist can pursue its conquering career in virtue of the
qualities that must obviously have been developed in
peace, its military life is so sterile for anything save
sheer destruction, that it is unable to maintain its exist-
ence under peaceful conditions.
» O *

Two Kinds of War.

But”it should be remembered, in justice to Ruskin,
that when he spoke in praise of war, he meant war
as waged by a mere handful of combantants, by men
who were filled with a pure love of adventure, or
chivalrous desire to right admitted wrong. For modern
war he had, and expressed, the most profound contempt.
Remember, he says, that “ whatever virtue or goodliness
there may be in this game of war rightly played, there
is none when you thus play it with a multitude of human
pawns.” Above all, the ordeal by battle that Ruskin
believed in was the ordeal which tested individual keen-
ness of eye, strength of hand, and clarity of brain. “ You
must not make it the question which of the combatants
has the largest gun, or which has got behind the biggest
tree, or which has the wind in his face, or which has
gunpowder made by the best chemicals, or iron smelted
with the best coal, or the arguist mob at his back. De-
cide your battle, whether of nations or individuals, on
these terms—and you have only multiplied confusion
and added slaughter to iniquity.” Ruskin’s comments
on the present-day clergy with their stupid vapouring
on the moralizing effects of this war of machinery and
sewer-like trenches, would have been poignant reading.
The Power of Thought.

The true line of national progress was properly indi*
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cated by Lord Bryce as being due—

partly to competition, but chiefly to thought. Thought
is not helped by war. It is the races that know how to
think, rather than the far more numerous races that
know only how to fight, that have led the world. In-
vention and scientific inquiry have given us improve-
ments in the arts of life, and that knowledge of nature
which has brought wealth and comfort. Thinking has
produced literature and art.

This is finely put, as is also the following i—

Now, the thought of a people is more active when it
is brought into contact with another, because each loses
its variety and freedom of play when it has worked too
long upon accustomed lines. Isolation retards progress;
intercourse quickens it. Such contact with the process
of learning which follows therefrom may happen by war,
but happens far oftener in peace, and it is in peace that
men have time and taste to profit fully by it. A study
of history will enable us to dismiss with an easy con-
science the theory of Treitschke that war is a medicine
which Providence must be expected constantly to offer
to the human race for its own good; and we may pro-
perly address ourselves at the end of a war undertaken
to vindicate the eternal principles of right against the
spirit of militarism and aggression to the task of trying
to help forward the progress of mankind, not through
the [strifes and hatreds of the peoples, but rather by
their friendly co-operation in the healing and enlightening
works of peace.

| cite this with the greater pleasure because, as readers
of this journal are aware, it is precisely the lesson I
have been trying to enforce whenever | have dealt with
the subject of the War. Neither the survival nor the
supremacy of a people will ever be secured by its
efficiency in the military prize ring. Above all, progress
is not secured by that method. The peaceful trader is
historically, a much greater civilizer than the most suc-
cessful soldier. Civilization, in olden times, followed
the great trade routes, and the same is broadly true of
modern times also. This was not because the trader
went his way filled with ideas of brotherhood and human
progress. He cared very little about these things; but
his influence made for civilization because it represented
that peaceful intercourse which Lord Bryce properly
regards as a prime condition of progressive culture.

* * * <

'The Militarist Fallacy.
Bearing in mind all that has been said, applying it to

the matter in hand, we are now in a position to realize
the full force of the objection to the theory that war is a
“ biological necessity ” ; that it serves to keep a nation
virile ; or that it serves as an agent of civilization. For
the central meaning and significance of social life is that
it suspends the operation of the biological form of
natural selection by substituting corporate action, and
thus raises the struggle to the level of moral and intel-
lectual progress expressed in terms of social improve-
ment. In this sphere there is provided all necessary
incentive to struggle, while the combative instinct in
man receives full and, on the whole, beneficial expres-
sion. Second, there is no instance in history of a nation
ever having been kept virile by war. Germany is no
disproof of this. For whatever its power or greatness
may be, it has been made during peace, and her rulers
are now busy dissipating her inheritance in war. It is,
moreover, quite obvious that, given even the most suc-
cessful of military causes, a nation must cry a halt
sooner or later in a career of conquest. If it continues
long enough, it ends in ruin. If it pauses for recupera-
tion, the pause itself is proof that its real strength comes
from other than military activities.

* * *

Intercoursej.versus lsolation.
Finally, militarism strikes at the foundations of pro-
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gress because it presupposes barriers and isolation where
intercourse is essential. Suppose the Romans had never
landed in Britain. Suppose that the Norman invasion
had never occurred, and that the succeeding waves of
more peaceful invasion had never transpired. Suppose
Britain had remained shut in by some Chinese wall, and
secured against communication from the rest of the
world. Does anyone imagine that English civilization
would be what it is? Under such conditions any great
degree of civilization would have been impossible. Of
course, it may be said that the two examples cited were
both military invasions, and go against me. But to
this the reply is, that the military conquest was quite
sterile, and what remained was really the fruits of
peaceful intercourse. And so far as | am aware, there
is no example of progress in civilization at any time or
anywherejsave from the impact of competing cultures or
teachings. Isolation, to repeat Lord Bryce, retards
progress; intercourse quickens it. Intercourse, the
fuller and freer the better, gives room for variation, for
struggle, for survival. We have thus all the elements
of the Darwinian formula retained, but they are opera-
tive upon a higher plane. And it is the militarist, not
in Germany alone, who loses sight of the whole import
of history and of social evolution, in his endeavour to
perpetuate activities that can be only a degree less
disastrous to the conqueror than to the conquered.
Chapman Cohen.

The Latest Theodicy.

At the recent meeting of the Free Church Council at
Bradford, a Theological Conference was held before
which a paper, entitled “ The Theological Outlook in
Time of War,” was read by the Rev. A. E. Garvie,
M.A., D.D., Principal of New College, Hampstead. As
far as scholastic attainments are concerned, Principal
Garvie is pre-eminently competent to discuss such a
topic. We find that as a student he took first class
honours in philosophy at Glasgow, and theology at
Oxford; and for the last thirteen years he has been a
teacher of theology in London. The natural inference
is that he possesses special qualifications for dealing
intelligently with theological subjects; and in the papef
just mentioned, which was published in the Christian
World Pulpit for March 22, he undertakes to justify fiie
ways of God with man, particularly with reference to the
present War. It affords me keen pleasure to admit that
Principal Garvie does not indulge in the pious talk one
so often hears, such as “ that God has sent this Wat
upon us for our sins, and that he is allowing it to go Q1
until we have learnt the lesson it is intended to teach
us.” He is equally displeased with the saying that
God could stop the War at any moment if he wished to
do so. At this point, however, the Principal lays h*®&
self open to serious criticism. Whilst conceding that
“ the way in which many Christians speak about God'5
Providence entirely justifies the taunt of unbelief tbat
God must be either not loving or not almighty, since he
allows this War, he pours ridicule on the notion fhe®
the Divine Being can, or may, do anything we can co®
ceive or desire.” According to him, the term “ omnip0O
tence,” as applied to the Deity, is inexact, becaus6
“ there are certain metaphysical impossibilities in thC
very nature of reality,” and, consequently, *“ certaill
moral impossibilities for God.” | have no desire to den™
the truth of that statement; but when Dr. Garvie g0%
on to affirm that God “ has voluntarily, in creating ™
as a free personality, subjected himself in grace to

to certain limitations,” he falls into the error of de™°
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mg God’s character at the expense of minimizing his
power. He clearly perceives that if the belief in Divine
omnipotence cherished by the overwhelming majority of
Christians be accepted as true, “ it may be confidently
asserted that no theodicy, no justifying of the ways of
God to man, is possible.” 1 fully agree with him, and
venture to observe, further, that the theodicy he himself
elaborates is founded upon a false doctrine of man.

In order to be fair to Principal Garvie, | give his
theory in his own words :—

God is, as Creator and Preserver, responsible for the
creation of free personalities, for whom sin was a
possibility, and for their continuance when sin became
an actuality. That we must admit and maintain; and
we can justify God’s ways to man only as we can show
that thus and thus only could he attain the Supreme
Good of a humanity freely willing dependence on, com-
munion with, submission and resemblance to, himself;
and that he has resources of truth and grace in himself
of which the promise and pledge arc given in Christ, to
secure that Supreme Good.

That is the whole of Christian theology in a nutshell,
and the best we can say of it is that its alleged justifica-
tion of the Divine character exists only in the author’s
own imagination. In the first place, there is not a scrap
of evidence that man was created at all, or that matter,
of which all existing things, animate and inanimate, are
hut so many different forms, ever began to be. In the
estimation of the greatest thinkers, the Universe is at
once infinite and eternal. Even Sir Oliver Lodge, theo-
logian though he be, admits the eternity of existence and
denies creation. Plis words are worth quoting :—

Whatever really and fundamentally exists must, so far
as bare existence is concerned, be independent of time.
It may go through many changes, and thus have a
history; that is to say, must have definite time-relations,
so far as its changes arc concerned; but it can hardly be
thought of as either going out of existence, or as coining
into existence, at any given period, though it may com-
pletely change its form and accidents (Life and Matter,
p. 101).

In the second place, there is no proof whatever that

enan was ever a perfect being. The history of the
human race is one of slow but fairly steady progress.
Physically, mentally, and morally it stands higher to-day
than it ever did before. It is essentially an evolving
race. its wealth of ideas and the character of its ideals
are now greater and better than at any previous period.
This is the doctrine held by all anthropologists and by
lhe most thoughtful divines, and it is difficult to see on
'vhat rational ground it can be rejected. In the third
P~ce, the conception of a free personality is wholly un-
scientific. Leibnitz declares that man “ is free only in
fhe sense of being exempt from external control,” being
>h every other sense bound to submit to the law of his
being. The character of every act is determined by an
Irresistible motive. Why is one man a drunkard, another
a hbertine, and another a philanthropist ? Because of a
institutional impulse that cannot be gainsaid, and no-
ting short of a constitutional revolution can interfere
'vdh such impulses.
. PT Garvie’s doctrine of man is not only unscientific,
'a that it ignores the facts, but also dishonourable and
«/creditable to the Creator, whom it represents as, first,
rnging into existence an imperfect creature, and, after-
wards, as providing a scheme by which an imperfect,
infill humanity can be perfected and cleansed. Here
"\& have a Creator creating a being who needs to be re-
futed, and who, if the re-creation does not take place,
li doomed to endless perdition. The Principal is equally
~complimentary tO Clod in his treatment of him as
~server

God’s continuance of sinful mankind is itself an indi-
cation that in the end he will gain the mastery over sin,
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and secure the supreme good of the community of free

personalities, perfected in holiness and blessedness.
“In the end” ! Already sinful mankind has been con-
tinued for countless thousands of years, and there is no
sign whatever that its re-creation and redemption are
about to occur. God as Preserver is as disappointing
as he was as Creator. He perpetuates the evils of the
world, and this itself is an indication, we are assured,
that in the end he will blot them out. This is the most
curious and abnormal logic we have ever come across.
I do not hesitate for a moment to emphatically deny the
existence of such an immoral Deity, whose cruelty knows
no bounds. It is perfectly true that the natural order,
on the whole, makes for progress ; but the natural order,
as such, works quite unconsciously and undesignedly.
The law of heredity transmits from sire to son evil
tendencies as readily as good ones; it knows no prefer-
ences. It is an incontrovertible fact that the innocent
often suffer more than the guilty. This is a truth from
which there can be no escape. Now, if Dr. Garvie is
right, the natural order is an expression of the will of an
infinitely good and loving Father, who is on the side of
virtue only on the whole.

The Principal speaks with great confidence of God’s
punitive justice, which “ must be regarded not only as
necessary for man to deter from and prevent sin, but as
also necessary to God as expressing the essential and
eternal antagonism of his perfection to sin.” The rev-
erend gentleman must have forgotten that, according to
his own teaching, it was God himself who made it pos-
sible for man to lose himself in sin; and, surely, to punish
him for doing what his Maker qualified him to do, is to
be guilty of a wicked distortion of justice. What the
divines call the sins of the world are but the inevitable
consequences of our Heavenly Father’s creative blunder,
and of the signal failure of his costly scheme to rectify
that initial blunder. 1 assert that if the Deity described
by the Principal exists, he must be held solely responsible
for all the evils that are rampant in the world. And yet
this is how the Principal applies his teaching:—

We may speak of the War as God’s judgment Ol sin
in the sense that it is the inevitable consequence of the
sins of the nations in their relations with one another;
but we must not speak of it as if it were an arbitrary
punishment inflicted by God. We may say that it will
go”™on until the nations have learned the lesson, not in
the sense that God, by his direct action, will prolong it,
as a schoolmaster might who was keeping his boys in as
a punishment for some youthful escapade, but in the
sense that it will go on until the nations arc brought
into the moral condition in which they will desire peace
rather than a continuance of war.

I cannot but feel that Dr. Garvie has a remarkably ac-
curate knowledge of the real causes of the War, but that
his belief in God as Creator and Preserver of free per-
sonalities, who are sinful simply because they cannot help
it, prevents him from conveying that knowledge to us in
a thoroughly natural and sensible language. As a matter
of fact, his exceedingly ingenious paper, instead of being
a theodicy, or a justification of God’s ways to man, is an
exposure of the monstrous cruelty and injustice of the
Deity whom he believes in and proclaims. Indeed,
Freethinkers look upon every theodicy ever invented,
from that of Liebnitz down to this presented to the
Free Church Council, as a most cogent argument for
Atheism. Dr. Garvie condemns the popular theology
because of its crudeness and shallowness; but 1 must
confess that, in my opinion, his own teaching in this
paper deserves condemnation on the same ground.
To speak of a Divine Love that never fails in a world
like ours is sheer mockery. To preach the “ Christian
Gospel of the Crucified and Risen Lord, and the Father-
hood revealed therein,” is a culpable waste of time and
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energy, because nineteen centuries bear overwhelming
evidence to the falseness and complete impotence of

that Gospel. i L 1oyd

“The Tan-faced Poet of the
West.”

I shall raise the despised head of Poetry again and render
her worthy to be embraced and kissed by all the great and
master spirits of our world.—Ben Jonson.

Of all the English-speaking countries outside the British
Isles, America is the only one which has contributed
anything of real consequence to the literature of the
language. Australia and Canada are but in leading-
strings. Doubtless they will, in time, form their own
ideals, and shape their own literary future to noble
ends. At present their literature is more or less an
echo of the writing of the land of Shakespeare and
Milton. The most notable among the men who laboured
to lay the foundation of a national literature for America
was Walt Whitman, the “ tan-faced poet of the West.”

There are poets who have revolted from the bonds of
convention and tradition, and who have chosen to deliver
their message by original modes of speech, but Walt
Whitman went further than that. He tried to found
a democratic art, free in its choice of style, and free
in its choice of subject. Classicism he regarded as
aristocratic. This American genius contended that
democracy can never prove itself worthy until it founds
and produces its own special forms of art, as distinctive
in its own sphere, as all that exists or has been produced
under opposite influences. Whitman, therefore, revolted
from literary tradition of set purpose. With the music
of the great poets in his ears, he deliberately elected to
displace what exists. He knew the melodies of the great
singers, whose language America has inherited. Yet he
turned his broad back on it all.

His own work is unlike anything else in poetry. It
was not the freak of a writer trying to be eccentric at all
costs, but a new and extended criticism of life. If Whit-
man had merely re-arranged the old poetic materials,
such a departure would in no sense be remarkable.
He set himself resolutely the Herculean task of dealing
with the world in the nineteenth century without any
regard to convention. His contemporaries were content
to carve cherry-stones, but this man elected to hew
granite.

The appearance of Leaves of Grass in 1855 raised a
storm. To hear one party, you would fancy the author
was a madman. According to another, his inspiration
was as unbounded as his genius. Never did a book
suffer so much from outward appearance. It was rugged
and colloquial, astonishing to those who love poetry best
when it sets noble thoughts to superb music. A man,
at the first onset, must take breath at the end of a sen-
tence; or, worse still, go to sleep in the midst of it. But
these hardships became lighter as the traveller grew
accustomed to the new road, and he speedily learned
to admire and sympathize, just as he would admire
an old cathedral, in spite of the quaint carvings and
grotesque images on doors and buttresses.

Physically, Whitman was a remarkable personality.
“ He looks like a man,” said the keen-eyed Abraham
Lincoln, as he saw the poet from the window of the
White House. In Leaves of Grass, Whitman expressed
his personality, and he insists on the supreme value of
individuality. Shakespeare had asked i—

Which can say more
Than this rich praise, that you alone are you ?
Shakespeare was addressing a beloved friend, but Whit-
man says the same thing to the whole world. Of “ man,”
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the American poet has nothing to say. In his universe
there were only individuals. The man who held such
ideas could not help being audacious, for this egoism
is the centre from which Whitman’s morality radiates.
Morality to Whitman is simply the normal activity of a
healthy nature, not the product of tradition or rational-
ism :—

I give nothing as duties,

What others give as duties I give as living impulses.

Shall I give the heart’s action as a duty ?
It is this idea, that whatever tastes sweet to the most
perfect person is finally right, that underlies the much-
abused poems, Children of Adam. It is the antipodes of
the Christian ideal, and is, in some measure, a return
to Nature. Whitman speaks of man’s life in terms of
Nature’s life, and mingles them together. All the func-
tions of human life are dear to him, because they bear
about them a savour of the things that are sweet to him
in the world :—

Of the smell of apples, of lemons, of the pairing of birds,
Of the wet of woods, of the lapping of waves.

From this exalted vantage ground Whitman always
wrote. His was a manly attempt to raise noble func-
tions, for twenty centuries tainted with obscenity, to their
true dignity and natural relation to the universe. Emer-
son’s praise was not overcharged when he commended
Whitman’s courage and his free and brave thought. The
poet was no trained scientist, yet it is impossible to
guestion that he had divined scientific truths of the
utmost importance. Take his attitude towards sex
and the body generally. For the lover there is nothing
in the beloved impure and unclean. Most men, however
advanced, would stop here. To Whitman it was true of
every living creature. This conception of purity is but
a poetic rendering of the scientific fact of the purity and
beauty of organic life. It was a lesson most sorely
needed in our overstrained civilization. “ Dismiss what-
ever insults your own soul,” is Whitman’s insistent cry.
The poet’s message is based on P'reethought, and he does
not look upward to the blind sky:—

There is no god any more divine than yourself.

This is no random utterance, it is the general tenor of
his teaching.

Whitman’s phraseology is at once felicitous and un-
borrowed, witness “ the noiseless splash of sunrise,” the
“ capricious and dainty sea,” and the magnificent allu-
sion to “ the huge and thoughtful night.” Two pieces in
his Leaves of Grass outweigh much of his work. More
than that, they are poems which no other American
writer has equalled for passion and depth and nobility
of thought. One of these is the opening song of “ Sea
Drift.” It is the song which tells how, as a boy, the
singer listened through the night to the bird’s lament for
his dead mate; how, with tears, he cried to the sea f°r
consolation ; and how —

Answering, the sea,

Delaying not, hurrying not, [daybreak

Whispered me through the night, and very plainly before

Lisped to me the low and delicious word “ Death.”
The second, “ When Lilacs last in the Dooryar™
Bloomed,” is even more beautiful. It is, indeed, 0°e
of the loftiest threnodies ever written. Never has death
been sung in a more sane and virile song than in th*s
solemn death-carol by this poet of the people.

Whitman was a true singer of democracy, and he had
a genuine love for his kind. He had the keenest syfo'
pathy with life, and all activity interested him.
world-wide love is the key to those poems of his 1l
which he made what seems a catalogue of human occU
pations, merely naming the singing of the stevedores, the
raftmen sounding their bugles, the Arab turning t° }
East. He gave other men credit for a sympathy as tire
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less as his own. This sympathy, which was his natural
gift, was reinforced with emotion, sometimes very start-
ling, as in his significant words, addressed to a prostitute,
“ Not till the sun excludes you do | exclude you.” In
all the poems on slavery and the war he lost himself in
the great moment, and the claims of humanity are eternal
m his songs. There is no false rhetoric or brazen bravado
m his beautiful lines, “ Dirge for Two Veterans” :—

The moon gives you light,

And the bugles and the drums give you music ;

And my heart, O my soldiers, my veterans,

My heart gives you love.
“You who celebrate bygones,” Whitman says to the
historians, “ I project the history of the future,” and,
indeed, America has not yet grown up to his gorgeous
dreams.

For thousands of years poet after poet has sung and
Wept and echoed the old, hopeless, immortal song of
death as the last enemy, but Whitman’s is a far other
strain. The contemplation of death as a deliverer, dis-
severed from any thoughts of future rewards or punish-
ments, exalts him to ecstasy. He enforces the idea of
death as of a dark, warm tide, silently rising and sweeping
away the agonies of sentient existence. No poet peers
with such longing and audacity into the “ superb vistas
of death.” The awful dreams that may. come in that
sleep of death have no terror for him. The dead are
made one with Nature. Death is “lovely and soothing,”
and the body, weary of life, turns like a tired child
nestling close to the bosom of its mother:—

Dark mother, always gliding near with soft feet :

Have none chanted for thee a chant of fullest welcome.

Then | chant it for thee, I glorify thee above all.
Truly Whitman was a pioneer, and he has left the
Priests and their superstitions far behind. Beyond the
fabled hells, the tiresome purgatories, and the tawdry
Paradises, the resplendant vision of the great poet floods
the sky and pours its serene splendour over the world.

Mimnermus.

The Fossil Remains of Plants.
The problem of plant development, particularly in rela-
tion to the higher vegetable life of to-day, was positively
exasperating in its complexity until the discoveries of
tile last few years. Considerable light has now been
thrown on the mystery, and in no department of the
'mportant science of botany is recently obtained know-
ledge more conclusive than that which relates to the
Angiosperms, or modern flowering plants.

The data upon which botanists rely are to some extent
derived from a detailed study of contemporaneous plants,
fhe toilsome labours of science during the past two
Centuries have been largely devoted to the determination
°f the earth’s flora, and to arranging a rational system

botanical classification. Where these efforts have
been crowned with success, plants have been so grouped
that from the evolutionary standpoint they are seen to

related among themselves, much as the various
tTlembers of a human family are related to one another.

these natural affinities have in some measure been
Ascertained by applying the comparative method to the
anatomy and physiology of plants. The famous Hof-
'neister, some seventy years ago, made plain the affinity
'vhich exists between the flowering plants and the
ngher cryptogams— the ferns and their relatives. He
Aso indicated the kinship of the mosses to the cryp-
~gams, and this pioneer’'s achievement, as Professor

H. Scott reminds us, “ still forms the foundation of

°ur knowledge of the affinities of these great groups
0 Plants.”
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The information thus acquired has proved of priceless
service to palseobotanists when studying the fossil frag-
ments stored in the solid rocks. Through the com-
parison of living with extinct forms of floral life, they
have been materially assisted in reaching sound conclu-
sions concerning the paths traversed by vegetable nature
in the innumerable modifications it has undergone.

It is, of course, an entire error to suppose that evolu-
tion is necessarily progressive. Although the available
evidence clearly points to a general advance from the
simpler to the more complex, yet to assume that existing
modes of life are, as a matter of course, higher in the
scale of being than their ancestors, would lead to a grave
misconception of the truth. As a matter of fact,
abundant evidence exists of degeneration in each of the
great kingdoms of organic nature.

It has been very cogently observed that a botanical
novice would quite naturally assume that the duckweeds
— lowly blooming plants, relatively simple in structure,
in which stem and leaf are scarcely distinguishable—
are surviving representatives of an earlier stage in the
development of flower-bearing plants. But botanists
are almost unanimous in regarding the duckweeds as
organisms which have fallen from a higher position in
the vegetable world. These plants bear every appear-
ance of having descended from superior land flora, but
in consequence of the aquatic life they now lead, they
have become degraded.

There is still some difference in opinion among experts
as to the true position of the ferns and their allies when
compared with the Bryophytes—the mosses and their
relatives. From the human standpoint, the fern family
is undoubtedly more exalted than the moss group, and it
was at one time thought that the former was evolved, if
not from the latter, at least from flora of a kindred char-
acter. This verdict is now questioned, and in the light
of present knowledge many authorities have been con-
strained to conclude that the ferns are an older group
than the mosses, which appear to have become degraded
from a superior floral form. Indeed, Scott and others
have come to regard the lowly bacteria as the dege-
nerate descendants of more highly developed plants;
but ampler data are essential before this difficulty can be
solved.

Positive evidence, however, of the evolution of more
specialized from less specialized floral organisms is
available. No one can seriously contest the develop-
ment of cultivated plants from wild ancestors. Although
instances of reversion to the primitive state of plants
previously cultivated have been alleged, there still
remains overwhelming historical testimony concerning
the original development of numerous cultivated plants,
and in much the same manner the evidence of floral
evolution vyielded by the rocks is our surest guide in
interpreting the past history of the vegetable kingdom
as a whole.

The evolutionary story written in the rocks is broken
and blurred. But certain fossil fragments present un-
mistakable proofs of the truth of the doctrine of descent.
The palaeobotanical evidence is not as yet so over-
whelming as that furnished by animal remains, but the
testimony increases in strength as the years roll by, and
science will make the pile complete at last.

In some respects zoological fossils are more striking
than those of plants. But as an eminent botanist
says —

Though there is nothing in plants quite like the
skeleton, internal or external, of animals, so well adapted
for preservation, and so valuable as evidence, yet in
knowledge of outward form and anatomical structure
the fossil-botanist has the best of it. Besides the im-
pressions and casts of the steins, leaves, etc , which are
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the best-known kinds of plant fossils, we have in certain
formations the still more valuable petrified specimens,
in which the mineral substance, originally in solution,
has so thoroughly permeated the tissues as to preserve
the minute structure. We are thus able to study by
means of their sections the microscopic anatomy of
many plants of the Coal Measures, with almost the
same accuracy as if our specimens had just been
gathered from the garden, instead of having lain buried
in the earth for some millions of years.1

The Tertiary rocks are, geologically speaking, quite
recent formations, and the several millions of years they
represent sink to nothing in comparison with the vast
lapses of time embraced by the earlier epochs of the
earth’s history. Yet the various divisions of the Ter-
tiary Period are those during which the world’s flora
was broadly proportioned as at present. Marked changes
have doubtless occurred in plant life in the course of this
Period, but the same or similar classes of vegetation
which now mantle our planet were in the ascendant
right through Tertiary times, and the lowlier forms,
conifers and mosses, have occupied a subordinate
position.

In the Period which immediately preceded the Eocene,
the earliest Tertiary division, we reach Cretaceous times.
We now enter the concluding centuries of the Secondary
or Mesozoic Period. In the later Cretaceous rocks little
floral change is to be discerned. Some contemporary
types of floral life are preserved in the more recent, and
a few even in the more ancient, Cretaceous beds. But
signs of change are manifest in the fossil plants of the
older Cretaceous. A more primitive type of vegetation
exercises sovereign sway. Gymnosperms (cone-bearing
trees and their relatives) are now the leading forms of
plant life, and the Angiosperms, so triumphant in later
Tertiary times, reveal little promise of their coming
dominion.

In the still earlier Jurassic formation, so famous for
its remains of gigantic extinct reptiles, similar vegetable
organisms to the Upper Cretaceous are represented by
fossil remains. In Yorkshire and in the Midlands of
England the deposits of the Jurassic Period have
revealed a wondrous wealth of fossil plants.

Passing backwards into the even more ancient Triassic
Period, we are rewarded with an abundant harvest of
floral remains. The New Red Sandstone rocks were
deposited in Triassic times, and these are abundantly
represented in the Southern Britain; but so far they
have yielded few fossil plants, although petrified flora
are comparatively numerous in the New Sandstone
formations of the Continent. To the evolutionist these
remains are extremely important, inasmuch as they show
their affinity to the later Jurassic, as well as to the more
primitive Palaiozoic flora.

The oldest life-bearing rocks are those of the Palaeozoic
Period, as their name implies. As we journey back in
time from the opening of the Triassic Era, we arrive at
Palaeozoic times. The last days of the Palaeozoic Period
were passed in the Permian Epoch, so called from Perm,
in Russia, where the deposits of this extremely remote
era are represented in enormous proportions. Else-
where in Europe, Permian rocks abound, but the
Russian formation is the largest, and it contains a mag-
nificent collection of fossil plants. A wide interval
seems to separate the Permian from the preceding age;
very faint traces of Triassic flora are revealed, and we
seem to be transformed into a world of a much more
primitive character. Colossal club mosses, horsetails,
gymnosperms, and seed plants of classes utterly extinct
are leading members of this celebrated “ Permo-Car-
boniferous Flora, the most important in all the history
of the Vegetable World.”

1 Professor D. H. Scott, F.R.S., Evolution of Plants, p. 20.
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Still pursuing our travels into the remote and ever-
remoter past, we arrive in the world as it existed in Car-
boniferous times. These were the years when the chief
coal measures of the earth were formed. In the coal-
fields—the entombed remains of immense swampy
forests—are preserved the greatest treasures of ancient
vegetable life in every conceivable fossil state.

And now proceeding backwards through the untold
millions of years constituting Carboniferous times, we
at last reach the Devonian Period, which owes its name
to the Old Red Sandstone so extensively represented in
the Devonshire rocks. The same formation occurs in
Scotland and other countries, and it is of supreme value
to the fossil botanist, as it imprisons the relics of the
most primitive terrestrial plants, so far universally
accepted as such by science. The Devonian deposits of
Britain are poor in fossil flora as a whole. In some
Irish formations of the Period the rocks have yielded
numerous remains to the investigator. But it is in
North America that the Old Red Sandstone has revealed
its most abundant fossils.

Although these plant fossils are the earliest with cer-
tainty known, they are by no means primitive. On the
whole, the Devonian flora is similar to the plants of the
earlier Carboniferous, which succeeded the Devonian in
order of time. Some, however, are special to the
Devonian. This ancient vegetation was already highly
developed, and presupposes a previously prolonged
evolutionary career throughout the even more
ancient Silurian and Cambrian Periods. But of these
vast stretches of time extremely little is known con-
cerning their floral life. And even in the later Devonian
Period it is only the newer rocks which furnish very
distinct information.

Alleged discoveries of ferns and mosses in Silurian
rocks have so far been received with scepticism by most
scientists. These plants, or their progenitors, must have
lived in Silurian times, and incontestable proofs of their
existence may be confidently expected. Seaweeds have
already come to light in Silurian, and probably Cam-
brian deposits. With a more thorough examination of
the primitive Palaeozoic formations, many further dis-
coveries will presumably be made.

For all practical purposes, the flora of the present and
the past may be classified in four divisions, as follows :—

1. The Modern Tertiary and later Cretaceous; the
Era of the Angiosperms or Higher Flowering Plants.

2. The Mesozoic Vegetation ; the leading Period of
the Gymnospermes.

3. The late Palaeozoic Flora ; the Epoch of the early
Seed Plants and Cryptogams.

4. The most ancient of all; the older Palaeozoic Period,
the Age of the Algae.

A broad survey of plant life as revealed by the palae-
ontological record has now been submitted. More
detailed study of the many and various phenomena
associated with the deeply interesting and profoundly
suggestive problem of the development of the vegetable
kingdom may be reserved for subsequent treatment.
Modern evolutionary science and philosophy are certain
to exercise a constantly increasing influence in the
coming years, and it is eminently desirable that all
Rationalists should realize something of that magnificent
mass of knowledge upon which the foundations of the
doctrine of development so securely stand.

T. F. Paimer.

“ Now is the time to return to the medizval dream of a
Christian and sovereign Europe,” says the Times Litei
Supplement. We hope, prayerfully, that the “ sovereigns
will not include the two Kaisers.
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Acid Drops.

All are pious. The Allies, and also their enemies. There
>so0ne competition, that is of arms; there is another compe-
htion, that is of trade; and there is yet another competition,
that is of religion. Our conviction that God is with us is firm
and unshakable. The German Government returns thanks
that “ Providence’s gracious bounty” has frustrated the
Allies’ designs by moving its people to subscribe to the
War Loan. And the Albanians have issued an official prayer
with “ thanks to God and his Prophet ” for all he has done
for Germany and Austria, and asking him to acquire for the
Albanians “ the southern districts of our country, which are
Valona, Kriea, Grenokastra, and other places.” The thought-
fulness of thus guiding Providence over what might prove
a geographical difficulty is beyond praise.

Those who wish the War to be a short one will have to
reckon on the opposition of Dr. Bickersteth, Vicar of Leeds.
This gentleman says that we cannot ask God for a short war,
because the people of England would not learn their lesson
Ina short war. Of course, we all want the people of England
to learn any lesson they ought to learn, but it seems a big
Price for the world to pay for the education of the inhabitants
°f these islands. Dr. Bickersteth says that one lesson of the
War is that we need a national mission of repentance of hope.
We beg to suggest that one lesson of the War is that a muz-
Wng order for the clergy is one of the things of which we
stand most in need.

What extraordinary items do get into the newspapers! In
areport of the recent Kent air-raid one London journal said,
"The congregation at Ramsgate Parish Church opened the
evening service by singing the 91st Psalm,” which refers to
"the terror by night” and “ the arrow that fiieth by day.”
The association of arrows and aeroplanes seems like drawing
the long-bow.

An Australian paper, the Argus, that has just reached us,
represents Archdeacon Hindley as saying i—
In Australia the War, on the whole, has made devout people
more devout. Attendance at church and Holy Communion
have been larger, offerings have been more liberal, but,
with the exception of a few parents and friends of soldiers
at the Front, who have begun to attend for the first time,
the War has left the vast majority of the people untouched.
And it is not improbable that if peace were declared to-mor-
row, religion would have little part in the Commonwealth'’s
rejoicing.
We believe the Archdeacon to be too pessimistic. If peace
"Vere declared, or when it is declared, we haven’t the slightest
~°ubt but that religion will take a very prominent place. If
jhore are processions, the clergy will be in them. There will
e thanksgiving services ; officials will attend Church ; and,
Generally, the parsons will behave as though but for them the
"nr would never have ceased. Archdeacon Hindlcy may
rest his soul in peace. He may trust his brother-clergy

roinp in with all the bounce and bluster usual to them
01 such occasions.

. Sonic of the Bermondsey clergy are to work one day a week
~ & munition factory. They should be able to preach very
0fluently on the gentle art of loving one’s enemies.

“We have no hymns of hate in England,” writes Mr.
i(°bert Blatchford. Has he forgotten the touching lines,
Confound their knavish tricks, frustrate their politics ” ?

, hi these days of high prices and— in some cases— reduced
pChnies, it is cheering to learn that the Rev. H. T. Smart, of
Urley, Surrey, died leaving behind him the sum of £40,451.

0, A Colonel's Wife ” sends to the Daily Navs an account
a a native Indian ammunition driver at Gallipoli who,
a ough seriously wounded, declined to desist from his
.-.-until a substitute was found, on the ground that the
ar n >nthe trenches needed his help. “ A Colonel’'s Wife”

a'\k from this the moral, that the only way in which we can
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repay such conduct is by supporting Christian Missions in
India. This seems more like punishment than reward. In
any case, what good could Christianity do to a man of that
stamp ?

There are numerous instances extant of persons meeting
with summary punishment for desecrating the Sabbath. To
these we now have to add the case of the Rev. T. F. Stewart,
who was killed while riding a motor cycle from Hartlebury
to Droitwich, to take a service. The reverend gentleman
was picked up from under the overturned cycle, and died in
being removed to a hospital.

The much-boomed Prime Minister of Australia, who has
achieved quite a notoriety on the strength of grandiloquent
commonplaces that convey nothing definitely intelligible to
any rational person, says that when he was at school in
Wales he had his religious differences with other boys, and
he was in the habit of stuffing his stockings with exercise
books to protect his shins during the disputes. Religious
argument, in school or out of it—when it is free and un-
fettered— nearly always resolves itself into the same method.

We do not know whether the Mayor of Huddersfield is a
humorist or simply stupid. He may be merely a stupid man
trying to be humorous. At any rate, to a man who claimed
before the tribunal exemption on the ground of a consci-
entious objection, and who declared himself an Atheist, the
Mayor said, “ Have Atheists consciences, then?” We would
advise the Mayor of Huddersfield not to take advantage of a
position, for which he is evidently quite unfitted, in order to
make remarks that are both stupid and impertinent.

So far as we can see, the majority of these local tribunals
appear to have only succeeded in demonstrating their in-
capacity for exercising powers of a judicial character. They
appear to labour under quite a delusion as to the nature of
the task they are called on to perform, and exercise their
powers with the unreasoning insolence of a Dogberry.
Whether we agree with the conscientious objector or not,
and whether we believe the Government should have allowed
for their exemption or not, it is certain that the genuine con-
scientious objector is manifesting courage of a very high order
in standing out in opposition to the overwhelming majority of
his fellow citizens. And men with genuine convictions are,
at all times, scarce enough for us to respect their being, even
though we may disagree with the opinions expressed. At any
rate, the spectacle of men being grossly insulted by members
of these local tribunals for claiming a right conferred upon
them b>Act of Parliament, is a scene that, presently, all
decent people will look back on with a feeling of shame.

Mr. Edward Clodd, in his interesting lecture on “ Gibbon
and Christianity ” at South Place Institute, told a good story
of a Catholic mother and a clergyman. Seeing that the
mother prayed to the Virgin for her sick child, he asked
why she did not intercede with Christ instead ? She replied,
“ His heart is kind, but what does he know about children’s
complaints ? It is his mother who knows these things !”

Some clergymen arc not satisfied that the world-war is
doing good to religion. The Rev. J. Il. Weathcrall, of
Notting Hill Gate, says, “ The Churches have lost all moral
weight with the mass of the English people.”

Puritanism still lingers in the United States, and the
authorities at Toledo, Ohio, have prohibited the exhibition
of the feminine anatomy north of the ankle. This lends
interest to the famous American jest that it was a pity
that Plymouth rock did not land on the pilgrim fathers,
instead of the fathers landing on the rock.

The Young Women’s Christian Association has engaged
Drury Lane Theatre for a special performance in aid of
the “ canteens ” and “ rest-rooms ” for women workers. The
only religious item in the program will be the “ divine Sarah"
Bernhardt.
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The Beckenham and Peuge Advertiser gives the following
summary of a soldier’s daily life, as told in the words of
well-known hymns :—

6.30 a.m., Reveille, " Christians, awake.”

6.45 ,, Rouse parade, “ Art thou weary, artthou languid? ”

7.0 ,, Breakfast, “ Meekly wait and murmur not.”

715 ,, C.O.'sparade, “ When he cometh.”

845 ,, Manceuvres, “ Fight the good fight.”

11.45 ,, Swedish drill, “ Here we suffer grief and pain.”

1. o p.m., Dinner, “ Come ye thankful people, come.”

2.15 ,, Rifledrill, “ Go, labour on.”

3.15 ,, Lecture by officer, “ Tell me the old, old story.”

430 ,, Dismiss, “ Praise God from whom all blessings
flow.”

5.0 ,, Tea, “ What means this eager, anxious throng.”

6, o , Free for the night, “ Oh, Lord, how happy we
shall be.”

6.30 ,, Out of bounds, “ We mav not know, we cannot
tell.”

7. o ,, Route march, “ Onward, Christian soldiers.”

10. o ,, Last post, “ All are safely gathered in.”

10.15 .. Lights out, “ Peace, perfect peace.”

10.30 ,, Inspection of guards, “ Sleep on, beloved.”

it, o ,, Night manceuvres, “ The day thou gavest, Lord, is

ended.”

A writer in the Stirling Journal for March 9 says —

It is surely a strange anomaly that among the few classes
which are making a handsome thing out of the conditions
brought about by the War are many ministers of the Gospel.
At the declaration of Fiars’ prices last week, when an advance
in the price of grain, etc., of from 25 to 50 per cent, was fixed,
the stipends of 800 ministers of the Church of Scotland were
advanced at the same proportion. These stipends are, of
course, regulated by the price of grain. A living of {300
becomes one of over /400, and so on. | am credibly in-
formed that the stipend attached to St. Ninians Parish will
be advanced by about /300. It is returned in the Church
of Scotland Year Book for 1916 as (560 and manse, so
that it becomes quite a “fat living” as the result of last
week’s Fiars’ Court. Some neighbouring parishes also stand
to be substantially increased in value as “livings.” What sort
of a world are we living in ? At a time when our country is in
dire peril, and when every business interest is more or less
threatened with serious loss, if not actual ruin, we have
the spectacle of a branch of the Christian Church waxing
fat over the dearness of bread, | do not blame the lucky
ministers involved, but surely a system of payment which
begets such an anomaly is hopelessly wrong and unjust. It
is, in fact, a scandal which the Church of Scotland, in its own
interest, should make an end of.

We have not observed any desire on the part of the clergy
to dispossess themselves of these gains resulting from the
slaughter of their fellow-believers in Christ.

Writing in the Daily Mail on “ Unhappy Childhood,” Mr.
Edwin Pugh says “ every child is” a true offspring of “ Adam
and Eve.” Mr. Pugh should be an authority on fiction.

The Government restriction of paper will have one good
result if it reduces the sighs of the religious periodicals.

“ Resist not evil,” says the New Testament, also Christians
are commanded to turn one cheek when the other is smitten.
How, then, can Christians justify war? Dean Beeching finds
an easy answer. Christians are not justified in resisting force
that inflicts personal injury, but if the injury is inflicted on
others, then the Christian is justified in using force in return.
This, the Dean thinks, meets the religious objection of the
conscientious objector; it also allows the Christian to shoulder
a gun and set about killing Germans. The position is thus
quite simple. If a Christian by himself is attacked, he must
take it lying down. But if two Christians together are at-
tacked, then it is their duty to attack in turn, each fighting
for the other one. Being, we suppose, naturally obtuse, we
cannot see the difference between this and individual resist-
ance. It certainly makes no difference so far as the enemy
is concerned. And if everybody is fighting for some one else,
they might just as well be fighting for themselves. It is only
another case of the famous islanders who lived by taking in
each other’s washing.
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Of course, the root of the whole trouble is that Christian
teaching was not intended to supply a social code. It was a
counsel of individual perfection for the use of a select body
of believers. These were to suffer for the “ Lord’s sake,” and
their sufferings here would be counted to their exceediug
profit hereafter. This religious teaching is quite common
in the East, and nothing would have astonished the primitive
Christian teachers more than to have been asked how their
rules would work when applied to society as a whole. They
would have replied that they had nothing to do with this
aspect of the matter. Their duty was to withdraw themselves
from the world, and keep themselves untouched by its influ-
ence. The trouble began when Christianity took over the
control of society and attempted to apply its teachings in
a direction to which they were quite unfitted.

The death of the Rev. Stopford Brooke reminds us that
the foremost clergymen of the previous generation were men
of scholarly attainments. To-day the popular favourites are
such profound theologians as the Bishop of London and
Billy Sunday.

Despite the assertions of the clergy, things are not going
well with religion. The War Savings Committee requests
ladies not to buy new millinery, and this is bound to affect
the attendance at places of worship.

The Bishop of London told a meeting of the Church Army
that an old sea-captain had told him that he and some friends
had counted the number of women entering public-houses.
“ He and his friends looked upon it as quite a holiday
when they had to count only 400 an hour—the number
was generally 800.” We should dearly like to know that
captain. We wonder whether his name is by any chance
Munchausen ? We should also like to know the public-house
which served over thirteen women per minute for a whole
hour. Allowing for an equal number of men, that publican
must be doing a roaring trade. It is a tribute to the Bishop’s
sense of moderation that he did not make the number a round
thousand. Many with a less scrupulous regard for truth
would certainly have done so.

Thanksgiving Services were held in all the Deal Churches
because some were killed in that town during the seaplane
raid on Kent on March 19. It is true there were about a
dozen killed elsewhere, and about thirty wounded, but the
Deal Christians thanked God for looking after them. The
opinions of the people who lived in the other places that
suffered would be worth getting.

FAITH.
All Christians see at once how most absurd
It is, and even impious, to dare
With finite mind to read into his word
A literal meaning that it cannot bear;
As with his famous, “ Blessed are the meek ” ;
“ To him that smiteth turn the other cheek.”

Nay, let us rather look beyond the ill

We see, or think we see, in war’s behests;
The eye of faith will help us, and the will

To hear the deep note of our interests.
All work for death is cursed, the thoughtless say,
Yet even bishops find munitions pay.

No angel yet has ever been observed

To help a Briton in a British trench,
But Britons were by horseback angels nerved

In a case unforeseen by Sir John French.
Praise God for sending them, uninterceded.......
But praise him more since they are rarely needed.

The War has issues far beyond our ken :
Men fall like grass before the August scythes;
It raises hell on earth ;....... but then
It also raises the poor parson’s tithes.
The dead lie thick beneath a foreign sod.......
But Mr. Bottomley believes in God.
— Cambridge Magar.i>¢'
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Mr. C. Cohen’s Engagements.

April 16, Abertillery.

To Correspondents.

“Young Humble Freethinker.”—Why “ Humble” ?

Darwin was far too great a thinker to overlook the limitations to

the operation of Natural Selection by associated life. If you

read again the fourth and fifth chapters of the Descent of Man,
you will see this brought out in Darwin’s best manner. And
really the central significance of gregariousness is that the
struggle for existence between individuals of the same group is
thereby limited. This is still further the case when we deal
with man, who, by adding to the power of his senses by instru-
ments, by clothing, and by a number of artificial devices, pro-
gressively checks the operation of the biological form of the
struggle. This was seen and admitted by both Darwin and

Wallace.

Collette Jones— Thanks for second subscription to Fund. We
are also pleased you think the new appearance of the Freethinker
a “ great improvement.”

“One Out for Liberty.”—We don’t quite follow your remarks.
We certainly never had the impression that all “ conscientious
objectors” are Christians.

Yf. P. Ba11.—Thanks for cuttings.

R. D. Voss.—We are obliged for your good wishes and compli-
ments, which we hope to deserve.

0. Geytem—We think a limited time for such things is best.
And we have other things in view.

R P1umridge.—Your query is beyond us.

C. Chambers.— Your ideas are sound, and move along right lines.
But you need greater care in expressing them. Writing, like
other forms of activity, is a good deal of an art, and proficiency
can only be obtained by constant practice.

p. Watson.—We do not quite appreciate the “ pother.” Patriot-
ism is a specialized expression of the “ herd ” instinct common to
all gregarious animals. It is, so to speak, an instinct that has
become conscious of itself. It may, of course, be expressed
wisely or unwisely, but there is little room for doubt as to its
origin and nature.

‘Manchester.”—Sorry to hear of your great loss. Please accept
our most sincere condolence.

'Y. B. Columbine.—Glad to receive your congratulations on what
we have done, and are doing.

Tom Rennolis.—No “ Special ” this week.

Otters for the Editor of the "Freethinker" should he addressed
to 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.

Orders for literature should he sent to the Business Manager of
the Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C., and
not to the Editor.

Tlie "Freethinker" will he forwarded direct from the publishing
°ffice to any part of the world,post free, at the following rates,
Prepaid:— One year, 10s. Cd.; half year, 5s. 3d.; three months,
2s. 8d.

and

Sugar Plums.

1 ' —

A fortnight ago wc asked for the names and addresses of
1 hundred persons— preferably soldiers—to whom a month’s
j~Pply of the Freethinker would be welcomed. A friend has

een kind enough to defray the cost, and we hope the
teduired number will be sent quickly. We already have a
|'lluiber of addresses on hand, but need more, and we desire

supply the whole hundred from a given date. If more
an a hundred addresses are sent, wo will send the re-
minder ourselves.

flatter ourselves that wc are holding our own well in
the 'natter of circulation under most trying conditions, but
P still have that thousand new readers to make up. The
pinker is the only paper of its class, and one of the very
§ Papers in the country that has continued unchanged
"N r'né the whole of the War. This has, of course, meant
)it ,'vork and watchfulness on the part of those responsible,
p 1 has also been partly due to the loyal helpfulness of
al 1 'l,,ker readers. And while we thank them heartily for

scire N Have done, we beg to remind them that we are still
e Nstance from the desired thousand.
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From a naturalist’s point of view man is undoubtedly a
“ sport.” The development of mind, the fact of self-con-
sciousness, the possession of language, leading to the accu-
mulation of experience by the means of tradition and written
records, all lift him above the operation of many of the
physical and biological forces that dominate the life of the
lower animals. From this point of view our ever-welcome
contributor, Keridon, is undoubtedly right in calling man
a “ Prodigy and Freak of Nature.” He is veritably “an
animal run to brain,” and the consequences of this, with
important conclusions therefrom, are well worked out in
the booklet that lies before us, and which is advertised
on the back pages of this issue. Originally published at
One Shilling, it is now offered at half price, and we can
heartily commend it to all who are interested in the deeper,
but more important, aspects of social evolution. The number
of copies available is very limited, and those who desire to
possess a really suggestive essay on social evolution should
lose no time in securing one.

We are indebted to the Literary Guide for several kindly
notices of late, and we have to thank our contemporary for
an appreciative note of our efforts, in its April issue. But
what is called “ our gallant fight to continue the publication
of the Freethinker" may suggest to some minds that its con-
tinuation is in jeopardy. That, we are happy to say, is not
the case. Our fight is to improve our circulation, and to meet
the heavy extra charges that now affect every paper pub-
lished. But the Freethinker will be kept going. There is no
doubt whatever about that. We said that directly after the
death of Mr. Foote, and we repeat it with every confidence
now, hard though the struggle may be.

The Literary Guide puts the increased cost of its production
at a halfpenny per copy, which agrees with what we said on
the same topic some weeks back. As a means of meeting
this, the Guide contemplates raising its price to twopence
halfpenny. We regret that this should be found necessary,
as a rise in price is almost certain to mean a falling off in
circulation, and unless the increased charge is large enough
to meet this reduced sale, the object of the rise is frustrated.
Some of our readers have suggested the same course with the
Freethinker, but wc prefer to struggle along so long as is pos-
sible with the price and size of the paper unchanged. In the
long run, we do not think that cither ourselves or the move-
ment will be worse off on this account.

G. W. Foote Memorial Fund.

(To fake theform of a Presentation to Mrs. Foote.)

March 31 was fixed on for the termination of this
appeal, and as this issue is dated April 2, the Fund
must now be considered as closed. The full £500
has not been realized, the exact sum contributed being
469 16s. 3d. The disposition of this Fund, with other
matters of importance to the Freethought Movement,
will be dealt with at length in next week’s issue.

“Roll of Honour”’—Final List.

E. F. B, £y, E.B,, zs.; A. 0. W,, zs. 6d.; S. E. C., zs. 6d.;
Collette Jones, £5; J. Roberts, 10s.; R. D. Voss, 10s. 6d.;
G. Geytem, zs. 6d.; John Shields, £1 is.; J. Hayes, 5s.;
G. Backhouse Church, 10s. Od.; Miss M. Meredith, 10s. 6d.;
A. Button, 8s.; H. Porter, is.; G. Vickers, is.; M. F. M., £1 ;
W. F. C.. 5s.; A. Pross, is.; F. and H. Holt, 5s.; W. B.
Columbine, £5; G. Garett, 2s. fid.; John Weeks, 2s. 6d.;
J. K. Harris, 3s.; C. Mayer, 3s. qd.; E. Truelove, 5s.;
George Gee, is.; J. E. Cooper, is.; Secular School, Fails
worth, £1 is.; Ladies’ Weekly Subscribers, Secular School
Failsworth, £1 is.; Gentlemen’s Weekly Subscribers, Secular
School, Failsworth, £1 is.; Manchester, 10s. Per Miss
Vance.— D. Wright, 5s.; Miss E. Morrison, 5s. Per “ Truth-
seeker” (N.Y.).-F. Steen, 12s. fid.
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Talks With Young Listeners.

V.—Ruin and Renewal.
Sons of God married maids of the earth, and had giants
for offspring; giants that were brutal and raging, and
their wars shook hill and plain, and the world was like
to a den of wild beasts. Yahweh looked down from
heaven at this riot, and he said :—

“ I will destroy man.”

But not the man Noah, who was of a quiet and just
temper, and was a friend of animals, as well as of his
fellow-humans.

So the young earth, which had been made very good,
and now was evil, was to be brought to ruin; and
Yahweh'’s plan of ruin was to sweep all the wicked race
of men away in a vast flood. Eight souls, however,
were to be saved from the wreck, and these were to float
on the waters in a big house-boat, or covered Ark, which
Noah and his three sons built by command of God. A
door in the side led into the hull; upstairs you came to
a second storey; and above rose a third storey, and in
the roof was a flap, or trap-door; and the whole of the
outside of this wooden ship was smeared with black
stuff called bitumen.

Noah, the friend of animals and master of beasts of
the forest and the wild, brought together a troop of
goats, sheep, oxen, horses, asses, camels, and birds; the
“ clean” creatures (eatable by Jews) being in groups of
seven, such as sheep, and the rest; and the “ unclean”
in pairs, such as badgers, hares, pigs, and camels.
Walking or flying, the sevens and the twos passed into
the three-storied house-boat, followed by four men and
four wives; and Yahweh shut them in. The giants
seem to have had no inkling of the secret, and were
waging battle, and shedding blood, and turning the
world into a shambles, when Yahweh opened the win-
dows of the dome of heaven, and let the waters of his
mighty sky fall in torrents of rain. Valleys were filled,
little hills covered, then great hills, and then the highest
peaks, till the Ark, with its strange load of passengers,
floated alone on a wide sea, and all folk except eight
were drowned.

At the end of forty days, Yahweh closed the windows
n the dome, and the eight humans no longer heard the
patter of rain on the roof of the house-boat, though they
could still feel the roll and toss of their Ark on the
tumbling ocean.

Noah pushed open the trap door in the roof, and let a
raven fly forth. This black fowl came not back. He
also sent forth a dove, and this white-and-grey bird flew
back, having found no place on which to perch. After
seven days, he tossed the dove out again, and in a few
hours it returned with an olive leaf in its beak, and
Noah knew that the water had so gone down that trees
rose above the deluge. After seven days, the dove flew
forth once more, and it returned not.

When the earth was dry, the passengers joyfully came
out of the house-boat, and found themselves on Mount
Ararat. Then Noah piled up stones and earth in an
altar, and on it he burned slain animals, and Yahweh,
smelling the savour of the sacrifice, was well pleased,
and spake as follows :—

“ Noah, you and your sons are now to renew the race
of man, and be lords of the animal world. You may eat
of the flesh of animals, but have a care to drain away
the blood from the meat, for the blood is taboo. Nor
may man slay his fellow-man, for whoso kills a man
kills my image. And so that you may know this
promise of a new earth is sure, and that | will no more
wreck the earth by flood, behold my bow!”

The eight people looked up, and, across the sky, saw
the rainbow of the seven colours.
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Now, after the death of Noah and his sons, and the
sons of the sons, all the people of the race of Noah
journeyed from the East Land, with wives, children,
flocks, and herds to the plain of Shinar. The big cara-
van halted here, and the wise and elder men held a moot,
or discussion, about things in general; and it was agreed
that the whole tribe should settle in Shinar, and make a
city, and, in the midst of it, build a citadel with a tower
that should reach as high as Yahweh’s blue dome.
Using clay for brick, and bitumen for mortar, their
brave hands were soon busy rearing this vast structure.

Yahweh came down to see the city and the tower
which the children of men builded. It pleased him not
to think that they should crowd together in Shinar,
while so many broad lands waited for the touch of man’s
labour, and there were seas to be crossed, and unknown
continents to be explored. 'So he cast a spell of confu-
sion in their minds, and all of a sudden they uttered
words in languages which some understood, and others
did not understand ; and all the plain of Shinar was a
scene of uproar, and of mad and puzzled looks, and wild
lifting of hands, and stamping of feet. But out of
disorder came order; and the folk sorted themselves
according to their languages, and some went east, and
some west, and some south, and some north, over the
face of the earth, leaving the citadel—the Tower of
Babel—unfinished and lonely, a haunt for the owl, and
a den for the jackal.

The men of Babylon, the city of huge walls and
towers, told a Flood story in their folk-lore many
centuries before such tales got writ in the Hebrew book
of Genesis. They told how the Gods were wroth with
mankind, and planned a tremendous rainfall by way of
doom. One of the Gods, named Ea, was friendly to our
race, and he made up his godly mind to save Parna-
pishti the Pious. In a dream he warned the Pious One,
and bade him build a ship, and coat its outside with
bitumen, and divide the inside into many cabins. Into
this Ark the Pious One took his family and slaves, his
gold and silver, and a crowd of beasts of the field, and
he bolted himself in, and Puzur Bel, the pilot, handled
the helm. Then the black heavens poured out their
waters, and all life perished in the Babylonian Deluge
except the precious seeds of life in the house-boat of
Parnapishti the Pious. Six days the tempest raged, and
on the seventh, a calm followed. The Pious One
opened a window in the roof, and sent out three birds, a
dove, a swallow, and a raven. Two of these feathered
scouts came back, but the raven never. The ship
stranded on a hill, and the company of the saved
marched out. A sacrifice was offered, and the Gods
were pleased with the sweet smell. Perhaps this tale is
meant for a drama of the Sun-God escaping in his ship
of light and life from the gloomy storms of winter, and
the gold and the silver are his glorious rays.

Our friends the Greeks had a myth of the Deluge-
Here, again, the Gods resolved to destroy our fore-
fathers ; but here, again, the kindly Prometheus came to
the rescue. He warned his son, Deucalion, of a corninf?
flood, and advised him to build a little ship for two
people. Deucalion had wedded his cousin, Pyrrha, and
these two escaped the ruin. The flood was caused by
the overflow of a river now called the Salambria, >n
Greece, and you can find it on the map. People wb®
are very particular about dates in history say this affalf
happened in the year 1503 before Christ. The Delufe
lasted nine days, and then the boat stranded on M°unt
Parnassus, the hill where the nine lovely Muses dwelf>
and where poets and dreamers drank from the fountain 0
fancy. On the top of this mount the grateful coupi®
offered sacrifices to the Father of Heaven. They 'ven
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to the Goddess, Themis, who held the scales of justice,
and knew the secrets of law and order, and how to renew
the world after ruin; and they asked her how the race of
man might be restored.

“Veil your heads and faces,” she said, “ and, as you
walk, throw backwards the bones of your Old Mother.”

Now, who could this Old Mother be but the Earth,
and what could the bones be but stones? So they
covered their eyes, and picked up stones, and flung them
over their shoulders, and the stones which the man
threw became men, and the woman’s stones became
Women; and if this wonderful event ever happened at
all, it happened in 1503 ... ; of that you may be
Perfectly sure. Perfectly sure ! p j qOUd

Letters to my Daughter.

VII.
My Dear Joan,—

You came to live with us in the time of spring
bowers. At that time, in our little world, we had
daffodils, white and yellow tulips, and some primroses.
These were the flowers on which you first opened your
gyes; their influence, by all the signs | notice, has not
left you, but rather has it been intensified.

Curious though it may seem, your father’s first im-
pression of this world was first formed through flowers,
buttercups, cowslips, and lady smocks—gold and silver,
the sun and moon—in a meadow where my earthly
Paradise was found, these flowers were the first com-
panions for me when | was no bigger than you are.
After this, there was a village green ; and when | went
1° sleep at night it was to the sound of music far away.
An old man, fond of children, used to play his magic
concertina at night, and the country folk would dance.
Cnee a year, the village well was dressed with flowers
and boys and girls romped round a maypole.

These impressions, dear Joan, are engraved on my
fifiart ; not even the later inferno of church and Sunday-
shool can remove these, the sweetest, simplest, and
nfst beautiful remembrances that | wish to have. Can
aCod who made a buttercup have anything to do with
1 Preacher-man, fat and plump, who sent me shivering
to bed with nasty thoughts, with my mind puzzled about
awrd called wicked ? Can a God, if he exists, want

cnuse one tear in the eye of any child ? Perish me,
Sy I, if | think so low of a God if he exists. The
Sately lady smock told me nothing about him ; the cow-
1P told me nothing; and | went to sleep in nid-nod-

dreaming about bird’s nests, or meadow-boots, or
~fifing fishes in a clear brook. My homage to the
~  part of my childhood shall be used to make yours
eet, simple, and without fear of the black wretches

Oare not fit to kneel in the land of childhood.

A:nee again, I come to the music of A Midsummer

"~'s Dream. Many times have | listened to it, yet
th ySwbb delight am | carried along from the entry of
Th ~*r'es to their departure from the palace of Theseus,
j ®@®is a singing fairy, whose song transports your

er to that meadow:—
| serve the fairy queen
To dew her orbs upon the green :
The cowslips tall her pensioners be ;
In their gold coats spots you see.
These be rubies, fairy favours,
In those freckles live their savours.
f, hen I hear her singing about the cowslips, | am in

Q mead°w again; my hands are filled with wild

'§>arid 1 don't think | should like you to see my
y°u would not understand. Later on, you may

"'by a poet wrote about music as being the art,
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“Which is most nigh to tears and memory.” At
present, we will say that beauty in flowers and music
are the birthright of all children. Having arrived at
this conclusion, | think my letter has not been in vain.
You will now see, dear Joan, that I have made a god
formed of two qualities: colour and sound. With him,
I think, we can safely entrust little children. Your
present progress with a raspberry jam tart reminds me
that | shall have to add another quality.

Your loving father, T ristram.

Skeleton Sermons.

Il.—Ananias and SappMra.
A nanias was strongly dealt with. Unlike George Wash-
ington, he could tell a lie, and he told it. In consequence,
he fell down dead. Where Ananias made his greatest
mistake was in going into the Apostle’s room himself
to start the lying, and not sending his wife.

Of course, Peter knew the real state of the land-market
as well as Ananias did. There was no “ bluffing” or
fooling with Peter, so he stretched forth his hand and
the liar was “ outed ” on the spot.

Now, had the game been entrusted to the lady, the
sharp and swift punishment meted out to Ananias would
never have happened. She would have held up her skirts
just sufficient to show her dainty yellow sandals and the
lovely rounded ankles, as she tripped airily in with a
smile enough to coax chickens away from corn:

“ Good morning, Peter ! Dear me, how well you are
looking this morning! | am really half afraid to call on
you by myself. You are looking positively charming,
and you are just about the age when men are most
dangerous to the heart of a susceptible woman.”

After ten minutes or so of this “ salting ” the rooster’s
tail game, the cute little lady would suddenly exclaim, as
a sort of casual afterthought:

“ Oh, by the way, | want to pay you those horrid
taxes ; but you really looked so sweet that you drove
all thought of business out of my poor, foolish, little
head. Here is the money, ten pieces, and | am so
sorry it isn’'t more; but, you know, dear boy, times
are very bad with us poor people, and | feel all the
poorer because you never call to see me now!”

That's the way a lady would have put the “come
hether” on poor Peter, and he'd taken the ten pieces
he knew should have been thirty, and probably fake
the returns to oblige a lady.

A woman never seems more charming to a man than
when she is wicked, and never appears more candid than
when she is telling a lie strong enough to crack the ceiling
above her. The fate of Ananias might easily have been
averted had Sapphira made best use of her beguiling
ways; and when that kind of woman, or any other
good-looking woman, starts off to tell a lie, she generally
does it with a similar sweetness and assumed candour
that would fool the greatest saint that ever lived.

The Owl.

Pernicious Pars.

For some time past we have been deeply concerned by a
serious falling off in the attendances to Sunday-schools. Let
parents remember that the boys and girls of to-day are the
men and women of to-morrow, and send their children to the
Sunday-schools regularly. When we attempt to visualize the
results of the little ones’ non-attendance to the House of
God, we find it impossible to be optimistic. Remember
that the children are too young to be initiated into the
divine mysteries of religion by any other means. The
grown-ups are being educated in spiritual matters through
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the medium of the Churches, to say nothing of the War;
but the bairns are, unfortunately, too young to realize the
glories of war, and must therefore be enlightened by the
Sunday-schools. We therefore entreat parents to make
every effort to compel their little ones to attend the Sabbath-
school regularly, otherwise we shall be forced, in the interests
of humanity, to suggest a Bill to the Government for com-
pulsory attendance.— Sunday-School Slave.

Thank God for the recent Zeppelin raids. They bring the
reality of religion into the heart and mind of the masses.
These air raids force men, women, and children to their
knees with a glorious fear of death, which brings them
into close contact with their Creator. For who— Infidel
or Freethinker, Labour, Conservative or Liberal—can deny
the potency of prayer when a monstrous Zeppelin sails over-
head, showering death-dealing bombs upon the Agnostic
masses beneath ? It is at such divine moments as these
that the religious apathy of the average man and woman
melts away, leaving their souls clear, both of cant and of
materialistic indifference. It is at such supreme moments
that the ordinary man or woman realizes the ghastly reality
of the God they have so shamefully neglected.— Verger's

Vanguard.

A correspondent recently drew our attention to Mr. Dar-
win’s theory of the origin of man. Frankly, we are highly
disgusted with it. Mr. Darwin believes, or professes to
believe, that we are related in some mysterious way to
the anthropoid apes and gorillas. This, in short, is Mr.
Darwin’s theory. Horrible, is it not ? It involves the idea
that the same all-wise Creator who fashioned us in his own
image in the Garden of Eden, likewise fashioned the degen-
erate chimpanzee. Not a very flattering theory. We should
like to point out to Mr. Darwin, whoever he is, that no tribe
of monkeys has ever attained the perfection which Man has
attained. Monkeys, forsooth! Let Mr. Darwin direct his
energies upon some more fitting task in keeping with the
times. Can he not invent some new machine-gun, shell,
or cartridge? Is he oblivious of this great War? Has
he never heard of Freedom, Honour, and Truth ? For
shame, Mr. Darwin ! You would be much better employed
shouldering a rifle in the trenches than evolving these absurd
theories about the origin (sic) of your fellow-creatures. Re-
member, this is the twentieth century.— Scientific Sabbatarian.

Arthur F. Thern.

Correspondence.

NEW TESTAMENT CRITICISM.
TO THE EDITOR OF THE “ FREETHINKER.”

Sir,— In your issue of March 12 “ Abracadabra” returns
to his attack upon my conclusions. | should be inclined,
from one point of view, to let the matter drop; it is all to
the good that Freethinkers should differ on inessentials;
moreover, it is of no real consequence, in the twentieth
century, whether a certain man rode on a donkey into a
certain town one day in the first century or not—and many
of the points in dispute are of that nature. But it is of con-
sequence that Freethinkers should argue in accordance with
logic, and not in defiance of it; and it is also important that
we should not misrepresent one another's positions. And
the method by which 1 reach my conclusions is not “ to
strike out all the miraculous elements in the Gospel narra-
tives, and then to label the remainder as probably historical.”
The grounds of my conclusions were given in my articles,
and | need not recapitulate them here. In my letter of
February 27 | gave further reasons for my acceptance of a
certain theory of the date and authorship of the Second
Gospel, which “ Abracadabra,” for some reason, labels as
“ apologetic.” To those reasons | adhere.

“ Abracadabra’s ” method is to assume that, whenever one
of the evangelists claims that an event recorded by him was
a fulfilment of prophecy, that event must necessarily have
been invented on purpose to provide a fulfilment for that
prophecy. Now the illogicality of this will be obvious if we
take a parallel case. *“ Abracadabra ” is probably aware that
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certain cranky publications, sold not long ago on the book-
stalls, profess to show that the events of the present War
are fulfilments of Biblical prophecy. Suppose, for the sake
of illustration, that in the year a.d. 4000 little or no record
survives of the present War, except a copy of one of these
books preserved by a fluke. Doubtless some “ Abracadabra ”
of that day will argue that the European War, or at least
this or that feature of it, was invented by the author of the
book in question in order to “ fulfil the prophecy.” By just
such logic as this does “ Abracadabra” seek to prove that
Jesus, so far as we can tell, uttered no parables, never had a
disciple called Judas who betrayed him, etc.

Similarly with the story of the baptism. *“ Abracadabra”
says that but for the miraculous voice from heaven “ the
writer would never have represented Jesus as baptized by
John at all.” Happily, the New Testament itself affords the
parallel to this. In Acts ix. we are given an account of the
conversion of St. Paul at the gates of Damascus, accom-
panied by miraculous circumstances (a light, a voice from
heaven, etc.) which “ Abracadabra ” and | both reject. Are
we, then, justified in saying, in the language of “ Abracad-
abra,” “ But for this voice and vision, the writer would never
have represented Paul as coming to Damascus at all ” ? By
no means; for the first chapter of Galatians shows that
Paul's conversion, voice or no voice, did take place at
Damascus.  Similarly, the “ voice” on the occasion of
Jesus’ baptism is no reason for rejecting the whole story.

Lastly, as to the existence of the Q narratives in the first
century. | am really surprised that “ Abracadabra ” should
question this, seeing that it bears his own endorsement. In
his article of January 23 he tells us, “ Only the narratives
recorded by two of the three Synoptists may be regarded as
drawn from the common source document,” i.e., the primitive
Gospel. Q, then, comes from the primitive Gospel, according
to “ Abracadabra.” This primitive Gospel he attributes, in
his article of February 6, to the Matthew mentioned by
Eusebius as bishop of Jerusalem, whose date he gives as
about a.a. 78-85. So that « Abracadabra » himself stands
committed to the theory' that the Q narratives, among others(
are derived from this first-century document— though he
taunts me with holding almost the identical view of their

iai |
origin that he does ! Bouert Arch.

COLERIDGE AND SHELLEY.
TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir,— You suggest in your article on the late Mr. Foote
that in my' “ Memories ” | relate with “ a certain amount of
glee ” that my paternal grandfather did not exert himself to
prevent what was known as a “ Shelley hunt” at Eton. *
am sure you do not mean to misrepresent me, but 1 caD
assure you that my intention was not at all to sympathize with,
much less to express glee at, the unkind treatment of Shelley at
Eton ; and if you look at the passage in my book again y°u
will see that | mention the treatment of Shelley by my other
grandfather, which was most kindly, and | leave the contrast
in an obvious manner to the reader.

You also in your article compare my objection to Huxley s
allusion to “ the Gadarene pig affair ” in his controversy w'%
Gladstone with a supposed intentional omission on my P;lit
to mention Matthew Arnold’s comparison of the Trinity
“three Lord Shaftesburys.” The omission was not intesv
tional, and | have nowhere at any time defended that phrasC
of Matthew Arnold. But as a matter of fact, | think there
is a clear difference between these respective phrases al'
occasions.

Huxley’s phrase was, in my opinion, a deliberate effort tO
offend Gladstone’s religious susceptibilities, and seemed tO
me to be on that account vulgar and discourteous.

Matthew Arnold did not coin his phrase with the deliberA.
intention of hurting the feelings and violating the siB
bilities of any particular controversial opponent. .

I think these matters arc largely ones of taste. ThoUgI®
have no belief in the Heaven of the Mohammedans, | (
not, in any controversy with an Islamite, use phrases
would be certain to offend his religious sensibilities. a j
that is exactly what Huxley seems to me to have done- jeS
find no fault with him for disbelieving in the mirac®
related in the New Testament, nor for gravely and earne
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arguing that they are quite unworthy of the belief of reason-
able people, but I maintain that in all controversy deliberate
offensiveness of phrase that must offend the religious sensi-
bilities of an adversary is an exhibition of bad taste.

With much of your article | am quite in agreement.

Stephen Coleridge.

FREE CHURCHMEN AND LIBERTY/

TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir,— | have read with great interest Mr. Lloyd’s articles
in the Freethinker for March 12 and 19. In the first of these
he criticizes some recent utterances of the Rev. Dr. Charles
Brown at the City Temple, and refers to his intolerance of
those who differ from him, while in the second he discusses
the religious outlook, and mentions, incidentally, the pride of
the Nonconformists in the liberties they have won for them-
selves.

These articles bring to my mind certain remarks made in
the Presidential Address to the Free Church Council at
Portsmouth in 1911, by the Rev. C. Brown, who, if | am not
1 nistaken, is the gentleman referred to by Mr. Lloyd. A
brief account appeared at the time in the Daily Chronicle, to
which | wrote a letter criticizing the remarks in question.

As this was perhaps the occasion of his bitter attack on
the Sunday League, of which Mr. Lloyd speaks, the follow-
Ing extract from my letter, which the Daily Chronicle was
” unable to publish,” may be of interest:i—

Mr. Brown, after referring to their dearly, won liberty to
worship, asked, Why should they be debarred from active
participation in State functions ? Why should the Chaplain of
the People’s House of Representatives always be an Episco-
palian? Why should they be excluded from exercising their
ministry in the great cathedrals like St. Paul’'s and West-
minster Abbey, which really belonged to the nation ? Why,
indeed ? But—and this apparently Mr. Brown did not ask-
why should not Roman Catholics, Jews, Atheists, and bodies
representing all shades of opinion, religious and otherwise, be
accorded exactly the same right which he claims for Free
Churchmen ?

Later in his address Mr. Brown lamented the decay of
Sunday observance, and stated that indifference in religion
proceeded pari passu with increase of Sunday pleasure.

Now, when men claim liberty for themselves, they should
surely be prepared to grant equal liberty to those who differ
from them. But do we find this on the part of Free Church-
men ? | think not.

Whenever the opportunity occurs they, with other religious
persons, oppose the Sunday opening of licensed halls, theatres,
places of refreshment, museums, and picture galleries; Sunday
trading, bands, and papers, and in some cases Sunday trains
and trams. But is not this a denial of liberty to others, and
a step towards the compulsory attendance of all at their
churches and chapels, thus taking us well on the way back to
the intolerance of the Middle Ages, from which we seem, even
now, to have scarcely escaped ?

One ought to be able to look to Free Churchmen for a
higher ideal of liberty than merely that of liberty for them-
selves as against the Church of England, and liberty to do to
others as they are continually protesting they are being done
by. Why do they not recognize that an increasing number of
People do not, for various reasons, wish to go to church and
chapel, and that such people should have the same right to
spend their Sunday in their own way, even to golf and foot-
ball (Mr. Brown had mentioned these sports, apparently
tegarding themas the last word in Sunday desecration, as Free
Churchmen have to spend theirs ?

As the Rev, H. R. Gamble said...... "there is no limit to the
the forces of fanaticism once they are let loose.”

This brings out very clearly the following points:— (1) The
1 ntolerance shown by Free Churchmen in general to all who
filler from them. (2) Their curiously warped idea of liberty.
(3 Their readiness to share in any privileges and endowments
enJoyed by the State Church, to which they profess, on prin-
Qple, to be opposed. With them it is " Mydoxy,” but not
' Thydoxy ” ; and (4) the attitude of your much-vaunted
'free" press towards letters criticizing the utterances of
Public men on religious and certain other matters.

Finally, with regard to toleration, let us never forget that

passage in Thomas l'aine’s Rights of Man:—"The
'rench Constitution hath abolished or renounced Toleration
Intolerance, and hath established Universal Right of
onscience. Toleration is not the opposite of Intolerance,
ut the counterfeit of it. Both are despotisms. The one
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assumes to itself the right of withholding Liberty of Con-
science, and the other of granting it. The one is the Pope
armed with fire and faggot, and the other the Pope selling or
granting indulgences. The former is Church and State, and
the latter is church and traffic.”

And two years earlier Mirabeau said .—*“ The most un-
limited liberty of religion is in my eyes a right so sacred that
to express it by the word toleration seems to me itself a sort
of tyranny, since the authority which tolerates might also
not tolerate.”

I should not have troubled you with so long a letter but
for the fact that for the time being, at any rate, our liberty
of speech and conscience has all but disappeared, which, |
need hardly point out, is a matter for the gravest concern.

J. A. Tomkins.

“De Rerum Natura.”

To didactic verse

| confess I'tn averse,

Tho’ one might do worse

Than oneself to immerse

In Lucretius’ De Rerum Nature.

Great Poets have said,

At least, so I've read,

111 poesies’ bed

Men ought not to wed

Epicurean philosophy with
Shelley.

"Twere a sin, the muse

To insult aud abuse ;

Men’s minds to bemuse,

Their ideas to confuse—

Divine Keats in cap and in
gown ! O ye gods!

Yet sure ’tis no sin

The world we live in

To describe as a gin

To trap all fools in ?

Let philosophy Parnassus
ascend!

Tho’ fools thee assail.
And poets at thee rail,
Wc bid thee all hail,

And drink a wassail

To thee, philosopher-poet,

Lucretius. Harry Shaw.

S —_

Obituary.

The members of the N. S. S. and readers of this journal
will learn with regret of the irreparable loss sustained by our
esteemed colleague, Mr. Walter Mann, by the death of his
wife after four years of intense suffering. Mrs. Mann, who
was 50 years of age, and a native of Gravesend, succumbed
at Wolverhampton to that fell disease, tuberculosis, on Mon-
day, March 20 ; she and her husband having already known
the sorrow of laying to rest two boys, and a charming
daughter just blossoming into womanhood. She bore her
own sufferings with the fortitude of a convinced Freethinker,
her only anxiety being as to the future of her family. Her
increasing ill-health prevented her active co-operatiou, but
she nevertheless took the keenest interest in her husband’s
views and literary work.

1 had the privilege of her personal acquaintance, aud re-
member the generous hospitality and enthusiastic welcome
she gave to me and a party of Freethinkers, quite unknown
to her, when we descended upon her unexpectedly some years
ago in her home, then in Lincoln. Three young boys and
their father are left to mourn the loss of this dear, self-sacri-
ficing, and devoted woman. They have the heartfelt sympathy
of Mr. Mann's numerous admirers.

A beautiful Secular Service was read by our Mr.J.T. Lloyd
at the graveside; Mr. Dodd and Mr. Williams, of Cannock,
being present, with others, to pay their last tribute of respect.

Editii M. Vance, General Secretary,
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Sunday lecture notices, EicC.

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

LONDON.

Indoor.

Kingstand Branch N. S. S. (Mr. Banham's, 56 Richmond
Road, Barnsbury, N.): Business Meeting—To adopt the Lec-

turers’ List, etc.
Outdoor.

Hyde Park : 11.30, Messrs. Shaller and Saphin ; 3.15, Messrs.
Dales and Kells, “ Side Issues” ; 6.30, Messrs. Hyatt, Saphin,
and Kells.

AN any Reader recommend a competent Widow or

Woman Servant who seeks a permanency in a comfortable

home ? Man kept for rough work. Two in family. Small country
house.—Mrs. W ood, Mayfield, Totton, Hants.

PIONEER PAMPHLETS.

Now being issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.

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

FORTY PAGES—ONE PENNY.
Postage : single copy, Jd.; 6 copies, 1$d.; 18 copies,
3d.; 26 copies 4d. (parcel post).

No. I.—DEITY AND DESIGN,

(A Reply to Dr. A. R. wallace) By C. Cohen.
THIRTY-TWO PAGES—ONE PENNY.
Postage : Single oopy, £d.; 6 copies, 1$d.; 18 oopies,
25%cl.; 26 copies, 4d. (paroel post).

No. IlIl.—MISTAKES OF MOSES,
By Colonel Ingersoll.
THIRTY-TWO PAGES—ONE PENNY.

Postage: Single copy, Jd.; 6 copies, Ifd.; 18 oopies,
2%$d.; 26 oopies, 4d. (pareel post).

Special Terms for Quantities for Free Distribution or to 5 o copies in boards of this

Advanced Societies.

The Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.

THE

THE FREETHINKER

SECULAR

April 2, igib6

J America’s Freethought Newspaper.

THE TRUTH SEEKER.

FOUNDED BY D. M. BENNETT, 1873.
CONTINUED BY E. M. MACDONALD, 1883-1909.
G. E. MACDONALD E mtob.
L. K. WASHBURN ~ ~ Ediiobial Contributor-
Subscription Raxbb.

Single eubsoription in advance 3.00
Two new subscribers 6.00
One subscription two years in advance 6.00

; To all foreign oountries, exoept Mexico, 60 oents per annum extra

Subscriptions for any length of time under a year, at the rate of
26 oents per month, may be begun at any time.
freethinker! everywhere are invited to tend for tpeeimen eopiUi
which are free.

THE TRUTH SEEKER COMPANY,
Publishers, Dealers in Freethought Books,
63 Vasal Street, Nbw York, U.B.A

LIFE-LIKE PORTRAIT

OF

FOOTE.
With Autograph.

G. W.
Art Mounted, 10 by 7,

Suitable fob Framing.

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

Tna Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon-street E.C.

Remainder offer to clear out the edition.

MAN:

The Prodigy and Freak of Nature, or Animal
Run to Brain.
By KEEIDON,

most suggestive and thought-
provoking booklet ” are now offered at 6d., by post 8d.
(Published at is.).

London: W atts & Co., Johnson's Court, Fleet Street, E.C.

SOCIETY

(LIMITED)

Company Limited by Guarantee,

Begittered Office—62 FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, H.O,

Chairman.—Mr.

J. T. LLOYD.

Secretary—Mss E. M. VANC3.

This Society was formed in 1898 to afford legal seourity to the
acquisition and application of funds for Secular purposes.

The Memorandum of Association sots forth that the Sooiety’e
Objects are:—To promote the prinoiple that human oonduot
should be based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super-
natural belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper
end of all thought and aotion. To promote freedom of inquiry.
To promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com-
plete secularisation of the State, eto., eto. And to do all such
lawful things as are oonducive to suoh objeots. Also to have,
hold, receive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised,
or bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of
the purposes of the Society.

The liability of members is limited to £1, in case the Society
should ever be wound up and the assets were insufficient to oover
liabilities—a most unlikely oontingenoy.

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

The Society has a considerable number of members, but amuch
larger number is desirable, and it 1b hoped that some will be
gained amongst those who read this announcement. All who join
it participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of
its resources. It is expreesly provided in the Artioles of Associa-
tion that no member, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from
ih  Sooiety, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in
any way whatever.

The Society's affairs are managed by an elected Board of
Directors, consisting of not lees than five and not more than
twelve members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

but are capable of re-oleotion, An Annual General Meeting c.
members must be held in London, to receive the Report, els®
new Directors, and transact any other business that may arias-

Being a duly registered body, the Seoular Sooiety, Li©*1
can reoeive donations and bequests with absolute seour**£
Those who are in a position to do oo are invited to  jL
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Sooiety’e favor in
wills.  On this point there need not be the slightest apprehenfljO ’
It is quite impossible to set aside such begneats. The execnt00j
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary oours®
administration. No objection of any kind has been raised g
oonneotion with any of the wills by whioh the Booiety D
already been benefited.

A Form of Bennett.— The following is a sufficient forrO
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators “ 1 g0 9
" bequeath to the Seoular Society, Limited, the sum of
“ free from Legaoy Duty, and | direot that a reoeipt sign@®@
“ two members of the Board of the eaid Sooiety and the B°°r jjjs
“ thereof shall be a good discharge to my Exooutors
“ said Legacy."

Friends of the Sooiety who have remembered it in their «?$
or who intend to do so, should formally notify the Seoret»*~»
the faot, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, wb® ry,
(if desired) treat it as Btrictly confidential. This is not neo®86"™
hut it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or mislaid’
their contents have to be established by competent testi)»00?"



FLOWERS d- FREETHOUGHT

Fifty-One Articles and Essays on a

213 pp., Cloth, 2s. 6d. net, post £d.

Fifty-Eight Essays and Articles on a
further variety of Freethought topics.

~02 pp., Cloth, 2s. 6d. net, post 2d.

These two volumes contain much of the Author's best
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BY

G W FOOTE,

FIRST SERIES.

Variety of Freethought Topics.

SECOND SERIES.

and raciest vjritings.

Thh Pionhbr Press 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.

BIOGRAPHICAL DICTIONARY

A

OF FREETHINKERS

OF ALL AGES AND NATIONS.

BY
J. M. WHEELER.

Price THREE SHILLINGS Net.
(Postage 6d.)

The Pioneer Press, 61 FarringdoD-Btreet, London, E.O.

BIBLE STUDIES

ESSAYS ON

Phallic Worship and Other Curious

“the freethinker,

Rites and Customs.

BY
J. M. WHEELER.

Price  ONE SHILLING Net.
(Postage 2%$d.)

The Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon-street, London, E.C.

A Propagandist Issue.

G. W. Foote Memorial Humber
OF

AVith Portrait and Appreciations.

1]

Price  TWOPENCE.
(Postage 4a.)
1
Honker Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.

Pamphlets by G. W. FOOTE.

S. a
BIBLE AND BEER. 40pPpP. oo, poxid. 0 1
PHILOSOPHY OF SECULARISM. 32pp... 5 id. 0 1
WHAT IS AGNOSTICISM? 32 pp. » P- 01
ROME OR ATHEISM ? 32 PP.cvieecrieerineans » Jdd. 0 1
INGERSOLLISM. 16 PP..vrerieiereereereereeseesennan 1 id. 0 1
JOHN MORLEY AS A FREETHINKER.

KT o]« TR 1 id. 01
MRS. BESANT'S THEOSOPHY. 16pp. .. , id. 0 1
MY RESURRECTION. 16 PP...ccoirniereerereeeen. 34 id. 0 1
THE NEW CAGLIOSTRO. 16pp..ccccceeerunenn 1 id. 0 1
THE ATHEIST SHOEMAKER. 32 pp. e woid. 01
THE PASSING OF JESUS. 24pp....cccceee. x id. 0 1
THE IMPOSSIBLE CREED. 16 pp. nid. 01
DARWIN ON GOD. 64pPp. oo, 1 Id 0 2
THE SIGN OF THE CROSS. 48 pp. nlid. 0 3
HALL OF SCIENCE LIBEL CASE. 58pp. 11 Id. 0 3
CHRISTIANITY OR SECULARISM? 120pp. 1 lid. O 4
THEISM OR ATHEISM ? 92 pp...cciceriiinanns 4lid. 0 6
BIBLE HANDBOOK. 162 pp. Paper nlid. 0 6

Pamphlets by COL. INGERSOLL.

s. d.
A CHRISTIAN CATECHISM. 48 pp. post Id. 0 2
WOODEN GOD. 16 PP 1 id. 0 1
CRIMES AGAINST CRIMINALS. 29pp... 1 id. 0 1
THE CHRISTIAN RELIGION. 24pp. .. 1 id. 0 1
MISTAKES OF MOSES. Complete Edition.

136 pp.... .. Nett. 112id. I 0
MISTAKES OF MOSES. Pioneer Pamphlet,

No. 3. 32pp. .. 1 id. 0 1
COMING CIVILIZATION. 30PpP.cccererennnn nid. 0 1
DO | BLASPHEME? 28pp. 1 id. 0 1
THE DEVIL. 48 PPuuiiiieeeeeeeeneensneeennennenn, , Id. 0 2
ERNEST RENAN. 16 pp.... 1 id. 0 1
THE GHOSTS. 32 PP . id. 0 1
HOUSEHOLD OF FAITH. 16 pp. e id. 0 1
IS SUICIDE A SIN? AND LAST WORDS

ON SUICIDE. 28 PPueeceeceeeeeeeseseseeneneene » id. 0 1
MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE. 16 pp. nid. 0 1
THE GODS. An Oration. 47 pp. ... n Ild 0 1
LIVE TOPICS. 16 PPureeeeeeeeeereesereseeesereeneen 1 id. 0 1
MYTH AND MIRACLE. 14pp. .. 1 id. 0 1
WHAT MUST WE DO TO BE SAVED?

39 pp. .. 1 id. 0 1
ABRAUAM LINCOLN. An Oration. 30pp. 1 id. 0 1
VOLTAIRE. An Oration. 32 pp. 1 id. 0 1
ROME OR REASON. 48 pp...ccccccereiererenncnnns 1 id. 0 |
LIMITS OF TOLERATION. 29 pp. ]l x 01
CREEDS AND SPIRITUALITY. 16pp. ... 1» id. 0 1
SUPERSTITION. 48 PP.eereeeeeeeeeeereeeeesns 1 1d. 0 2
SOCIAft SALVATION. 16 PP.ceeeeeiecrereneen. . id. 0 1
DEFENCE OF FREETHOUGHT. 60pp... 1 id. 0 2
WHY | AM AN AGNOSTIC. 23pp. 1 id. 0 1

Other Freethoug'ht Pamphlets.

REFUTATION OF DEISM, by P. B. Shelley. B d.

32 pp. ... postid. O 1
UTILITARIANISM, by J. Bentham. 32pp.. » id. 0 1
PAGAN MYTHOLOGY, by Lord Bacon. 60pp. =* lid. 0 »
ESSAY ON SUICIDE, by D. Hhme. 16pp. 1 id. 0 1
MORTALITY OF SOUL, by D. Hume. 16pp. » id. 0 1
MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA, by M. Manga-

sarian. 16 pp. ... ¥ id. 0 1
CODE OF NATURE, by Diderot and Holbach.

LG PPt id. 01
FREEWILL AND NECESSITY, Anthony

Collins. 82 pp.... . 1d. 0 3
ESSENCE OF RELIGION, by L. Feuerbach.

82 pp. ... .. Nett. 11 Id. 0 6
LIBERTY AND NECESSITY, by D. Hume.

1721 o] o TSSO n id. 01
FROM CHRISTIAN PULPIT TO 8ECULAR

PLATFORM, by J. T. Lloyd. 64pp. .. 1 id. 0 1
WAS CHRIST CRUCIFIED? by A. Bierbower.

LGN o] o TP SRR PR L id- 0 1
BIRTH OF CHRIST, by D. F. Strauus. 34pp. 1* id. 0 3

IS IMMORTALITY A FACT ? by C. Watts.
BL PP t» 1d. 0 1

About Id. in the Is. should be added on Foreign and Colonial orders.

The Pionllk Pkliss, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.
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Books Every Freethinker Should Possess.

Priests, Philosophers, and Prophets, History of Sacerdotal Celibacy,
By T. WHITTAKER. By H C. LEA

Large 8vo. 1911. Published at 7s. 6d. !N Two Handsome Volumes, large 8vo.,
Published at 21s net.

Price 7s. Postage 7d,

Price Is. 9d, postage 5d.

History of the Taxes on Knowledge. s is the Thira and Revised Edition, 1507, of the Standard and

Authoritative Work on Sacerdotal Celibacy. Since its issue in
By C. D. COLLET 1867 it has held the first place in the literature of the subject, nor
is it likely to lose that position.

With an Introduction by George Jacob Holyoake.
The Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, B.C-

Two Vols. Published at 7s.
Price 2s. 6d., postage 5d. Determinism or Free Will?

By C. COHEN.

Mr. Collet was very closely associated for very many years with

the movement for abolishing the tax on newspapers, and writes

with an intimate knowledge that few others possessed. Mr.

Collet traces the history of the subject from the earliest times to ltsued by the Secular Society, Ltd.
the repeal of the tax after the Bradlaugh Struggle.

CONTENTS.
: I. The Question Stated.—IIl. “ Freedom "™ and U Will."—III-
Natural and SOClal MOFa|S, Conscionsness, Deliberation, and Choioj.—IV. Some Alleged
By CARVETH READ Consequences of Determinism.—V. Professor James on “ The

Dilemma of Determinism.”—VI. The Nature and Implications
of Responsibility.—V1Il. Determinism and Character—VIII. A
Problem in Determinism.—IX. Environment.

8vo. 1909. Published at 7s. 6d. net. PRICE ONE SHILLING NET.

Professor of Philosophy in the University of London

Price 3s., postage 5d. (Postage 2d.)
A Fine Exposition of Morals from the Standpoint of a Rational-
istic Naturalism. BY THE SAME AUTHOR.
Socialism, Atheism, and Christianity. Price ld«
postage id.

Phases Of EVOlUthﬂ and Hered”:y, Christianity and Social Ethicb. Prioe Id»
id.
By D. B. HART, M.D. postage _
Pain and Providence. Prioe Id., postage j-d.
Crown 8vo. 1910. Published at 5s.
Price Is. 6d., postage 4d.

The Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon-street, London, E.C.

An Examination of Evolution as affecting Horedity, Disease, Sex, ApOStOlICal ReCOTdS Of Early ChrlStIanIty

Religion, etc. With Notes, Glo:sary, and Index.

By the late Rev. Dr. GILES.

The Theories of Evolution,

By YVES DELAGE. Published at 10s. 6d.

A few shop-soiled copies reduced to

One Shilling.
1912 Edition. Published at 7s, 6d. net. (Postage 6d.) d
Price 35" pOStage 5d Thl Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London,

A Popular, but Thorough, Exposition of the various Theories of Printed and Published by The Pioneer Press (G. W. FooT?%
Evolution from Darwin onward.' and Co., Ltd.), 67 Farringdon Street, London, B.C. 1,SI"



