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Views and Opinions.

Crusading at Woolwich.
. From a newspaper paragraph we learn that Woolwich 
ls to be made the theatre of a special spiritual crusade. 
Var work has brought a large number of people— male 

and female —into the Woolwich area, and the crusade is 
e*ng organized under the patronage of the Archbishop 

Canterbury and a number of bishops, together with 
* e help of visitors, “ Pilgrims of Prayer,” etc. Sub- 
Scriptions are, of course, invited, the purpose of the 
Crusade being “ to raise the whole moral tone of the 

°̂Clal and industrial life as a first step in the reconstruc- 
on of modern conditions, in the belief that such recon

ciliation can only be effectively achieved on a Christian 
°undation.” What exactly is meant by a Christian 
Undation is not stated, but judging from experience it 

resolve itself into the acceptance of certain doctrines 
ich will have about as much influence in improving 

s°oial conditions as a knowledge of astronomy has in 
ering the price of margarine. And if the clergymen 

n̂Saged in this crusade really believe that it will lead to 
^construction of social conditions, one can only admire 

lr simplicity. If  they believe i t ! One suspects the 
ression is a mere formula, and that the real purpose 

*be crusade is, as usual, to “ keep the people in order.”
■ * * * *

^He-sided Conversion.
of uW We do not deny l*lat ^ *be “  whole moral tone ” 
jj “ C people of Woolwich could be raised it would 

a good thing. Let us raise the moral tone of every-
Oody,
Puzzles

everywhere, and as soon as possible. What
t — us is why the efforts of the clergy are restricted 
or v ° ° 'w*cb or Whitechapel. W hy not give Park Lane 
tyh , ^ a‘r a chance of salvation ? W hy not raise the 
; ■ ? e moral tone of people in these districts ? W hy not 
eve âte a crusade to raise the moral tone of those who, 

during a time of war, cannot resist the opportunity 
it a Un̂ eiang the community in all directions ? Why is 
ty0rk.Urned that these missions are only necessary to the 

lng-class ? Or, if the assumption is justifiable, and

the absence of a settled income and a good house really 
make a difference of “ moral tone,” would it not seem 
that the right way to go to work to remedy the matter is 
not to organize a “ spiritual crusade,” but to see 
that settled incomes and good homes are commoner ? 
Could any body of clergymen be found who would storm 
Mayfair with the avowed object of raising the “ moral 
tone ” of its inhabitants ? We doubt it. And imagine 
the indignation that would be evoked if it were attempted, 
or even suggested ! Think of what would happen if the 
homes of the “ upper classes ” were entered, in the way 
that the homes of the “ lower classes ” are invaded, by 
district visitors and the like, with the avowed purpose of 
improving their moral tone ? No, it is the working- 
class that are subject to this kind of thing. And while 
we do not marvel at the policy, we do marvel that the 
working-class (we stick to the conventional phraseology) 
do not more generally resent the impertinence of the 
pose and the insult of the inquisition. And if the insult 
is not more generally recognized by both the working- 
class and the clergy, we can only attribute this to the 
inherited servility of the one and to the ingrained arro
gance of the other. At any rate, we suggest to the 
working-people in the Woolwich area that as an indica
tion that they are not lacking in self-respect, they give 
these crusaders their marching orders in plain set terms. 
The man who submits to this kind of impertinent 
patronage may indicate his need for improvement, but 
he quite demonstrates the impossibility of his achieving
ff- *  *  *

Conversion with a Purpose.
But it would be a mistake to imagine that these 

“ spiritual crusades ” were without some definite pur
pose, even though many engaged in it are blind to its 
real object. These missions to the “ masses ” serve a 
dual purpose. They salve the conscience of the “ upper 
class ” ; they hold the lower class in check, and keep 
them properly thankful for the inestimable blessings of 
a “ Christian society.” The past two centuries have seen 
a gradual shifting of the obligation of the landed classes 
on to the back of the nation at large. There has been 
during the last hundred and fifty years the development 
of a commercial system that has gone far towards 
destroying all human connection between employer and 
employed, and of a financial system that recognizes no 
obligation save keeping within the letter of a law largely 
made in its own interests. Innumerable social and eco
nomic evils have developed, and in not a single instance 
has Christianity offered any opposition to their growth. 
Neither landowner, nor manufacturer, nor financier has 
ever found a fervent profession of Christianity incon
sistent with an exaction of all that commercial and 
financial rules permitted. The rich have spent freely on 
“ the Lord,” as our churches and missions show, but 
they have wrung all they could from the labourer. One 
hundred years ago, the factory-owner who was keeping 
children of six years of age at work in his mills, was 
most anxious they should be taught the Catechism and 
the truths of Christianity. To-day our governing classes
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are equally zealous in the same direction. An anodyne 
for the conscience of one class, a narcotic for the poten
tial activities of another class. In neither direction can 
Christianity be excelled. A  slave code is naturally 
beloved by the slaveowner; and if the slave comes to 
hug his chains, that, too, is no new phenomenon in the 
history of the world. * * *

fThe First Step.
Think of i t ! The Bishops of Southwark, London, 

Oxford, Rochester, Lichfield, Edinburgh, Woolwich, 
Kingston, Kensington, and Dover, headed by the Arch
bishop of Canterbury, and followed by a number of the 
minor clergy, all organized to raise the moral tone of 
Woolwich! What a desperate place Woolwich must 
be ! And how m'uch better will it be when the crusade 
is all over ? W ill they say anything about the real 
problems that affect Woolwich ? We are afraid not. They 
will talk of the beauty of the religious life, and the great
ness of Christianity in keeping so many men and women 
engaged in making guns and shells; but will they say 
anything of the real questions that lie at the root of 
social reorganization ? We know they will not do so, 
because they are not there to do so. They are there to 
keep the people in order. Their work is to perpetuate 
the Christian ideal of a society formed of a multitude 
dependent for existence upon the charity or interested 
philanthropy of a few. We are not, we repeat, surprised 
at these missions to the working classes; we are only 
saddened that so many thousands lack the courage and 
foresight to resent the insult, and send these missioning 
busybodies packing. And we are quite certain that 
until the working classes develop enough self-respect to 
do this, they will not have taken the first solid step 
towards genuine social reform.

* * *
The Slave Creed.

In sober truth, Christianity has always lived by 
mental, moral, and political pauperization. Independ
ence of mind and character it neither desired nor per
mitted— save under protest. It preached submission 
and humility to the poor, it encouraged an interested 
almsgiving with the rich, and so bred servility on the 
one side and supercilious self-righteousness on the other. 
To suffer in silence was a virtue, to revolt against estab
lished authority a sin. The late Czar in Russia, the 
Kaiser in Germany, the tyrant everywhere, has found it 
one of his most useful allies. Under its shadow the 
civic independence of the Roman world withered and 
died. It did teach the spiritual equality of men before 
God, but it emphasized the social inequality of men 
on earth as the condition of its realization. Habits 
engendered by so many generations of growth, and 
customs sanctified by centuries of rule, are not discarded 
or destroyed in a day. It is never the moral condition 
of such large numbers of our population that surprise us 
so much as their patience and their submission. It is 
really wonderful that so many should be content finder 
prevailing conditions, but it would be more wonderful 
still if, with a religion such as Christianity enthroned 
for so many centuries, social conditions were better than

they are. C hapman C ohen.

M ISSIONARIES.
Again, I have to put on record that I have absolutely no 

sympathy with missionaries. I cannot see the necessity for 
missions to the heathen ; as yet, there should be no crumbs 
to fall from the children’s table, while the children of Europe 
are in such a shameful state, as many of them are, far worse 
than any heathen I have ever seen in Africa.— Mary Gaunt, 
“ Alone in West Africa."

Humanism Caricatured.

T he Rev. Father Figgis is a distinguished member of 
the Catholic party in the Church of England, and he 
exhibits outstanding peculiarities. He is at once broad 
and narrow, liberal and conservative, a man of the world, 
and an ardent ecclesiastic. As preacher he is plain- 
spoken, powerful, and popular, and in almost every dis
course his characteristics are in full evidence. During 
the month of August he delivered four sermons, under 
the general title of “  Hopes for English Religion,” at 
Grosvenor Chapel, Mayfair, which were published 
weekly in the Church Times. In the issue for August 31 
the last appeared, in which Father Figgis’s peculiarities 
are all seen in the highest degree of manifestation. The 
subject is Humanism, the treatment of which is both 
inaccurate and absurd. Basing his address upon words 
attributed to the Gospel Jesus, namely, “ I am come 
that they might have life, and that they might have it 
more abundantly” (John x. 10), Father Figgis opens 
thus:—

The most dangerous notion that modern Christianity 
has to combat is that it means a shrinking from life> 
that by its moral system it closes the avenues of human 
experience, and that in that it is wedded to the tradition 
which starves the mind.

As a matter of fact, Christianity itself is rooted and 
grounded in that “ most dangerous notion,” and has, of 
course, never even attempted to combat it. On the 
contrary, it has always done its utmost to encourage 
and promote it. The Gospel Jesus lays it down as a 
fundamental principle that no man can be his disciple 
without hating “ his own father, and mother, and wife 
and children, and brethren, and sisters, yea, and his own 
life also ” (Luke xiv. 26). St. Paul expresses the sam® 
sentiment thus: “ Set your mind on the things that at® 
above, not on the things that are upon the earth 
(Col. iii. 2). St. John, also, commits himself to the 
same ascetic rule: “ Love not the world, neither the 
things that are in the world. If any man love the 
world, the love of the Father is not in him ” (1 John u* 
15). Now that New Testament disparagement of the 
world and its life has been strictly insisted upon by the 
Church in all periods of its history. The assertion that 
“ the Church is the true home of the soul and the body 
is utterly false. Lecky informs us that for many ce°" 
turies the orthodox saints “ all regarded the body as aa 
unmingled evil, its passions and its beauty as the most 
deadlyoftemptations ” (The liiseandInjluenccojRationaid"1 
in Europe, vol. i., p. 230).

Father Figgis claims that “ in the Christian Churc 
each man in the degree and measure of his capacity ca0 
have not less but more of the love of beauty as show®
in art, letters, and music ” ; but is he not aware that

from the sixth century to the twelfth, “  the ascetic i<fe  ̂
of ugliness was most supreme in art ? ”  H as he forgotten 
how terribly hideous Roman mosaics were during t 
long period, and that the love of beauty was practica r 
asleep in Christendom until it was gradually reawaken® 
and enthroned by the revival of learning ? Christianity* 
as such, has never been the friend of art for its 0 
sake. Indeed, those who were children fifty and si j 
years ago remember well how sharply they were r e b u  

whenever they displayed in looks and speech any J< 
enjoyment of beautiful things. T h e conclusion r  ̂
which there is no honourable escape is that it was 
the result of the secularization of art that beauty 
to regain the position it had occupied in Greek a ^  
Roman art. More than that, as L e ck y  well p01 ^  
out, “  the sense of beauty gradually encroached UP (  ̂
and absorbed the feeling of reverence,” which was
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form of religious decay very far from being confined to 
the history of art ” {Ibid., vol. i., p. 260).

The same thing is true of the love of beauty as shown 
in letters. The Church has always frowned upon what 
it called profane literature. Mommsen assures us that 
“ it is a mistaken opinion that antiquity was materially 
inferior to our own times in the general diffusion of 
elementary attainments. Even among the lower classes 
and slaves there was considerable knowledge of reading, 
writing, and counting ; in the case of a slave steward, 
f°r instance, Cato, following the example of Mago, takes 
for granted the ability to read and write ” (The History 
°f Rome, vol, ii., p. 391). But so soon as Christianity 
became the official religion of the Roman Empire, a blow 
was dealt to education from which it has not yet fully 
recovered. Within a century all the Pagan schools were 
closed, and both clergy and laity sank into a state of 
almost total illiteracy. It is well known how Theo
dosius II. put a stop to all public lecturing by men of 
learning, and with what ferocity Justinian burned Pagan 
books, imprisoned and tortured Pagan professors, and 
Plundered and suppressed the schools of Athens which 
bad been in existence for nine hundred years. Even in 
the fifteenth century enthusiasts for classical studies were 
denounced as Pagans. Is it not on record that Pope 
Gregory the Great showed his hatred of everything that 
bore the stamp of Paganism by attacking the temples 
ai*d mutilating the statues of Rome, by anathematizing 
classical poets and philosophers, by reducing to ashes 
Ibe Palatine library. Throughout the Middle Ages 
science was under ecclesiastical ban, and scientists were 
Imprisoned, tortured, and, in cases, put to death. Father 
Figgis is, doubtless, a lover of beauty, as shown in 
letters, but he is radically mistaken when he declares 
lbat Christianity either produces or sanctions the purest 
literary culture. He cannot be ignorant of the fact that 
the chief fault of Leo X. was, not that he disregarded 
the moral law, or indulged in vulgar vices, but that he 
Was a man of the world devoted to the pleasures of the 
chase, with a passion for amusements, and a lively 
jffierestin classical art and literature, and that St. Bernard 
Is held in highest esteem because he despised the world 
and lived alone for heaven. Yes, it is true that there 
ls a gulf between the Church and culture even to-day, 
and there is no way of getting rid of this gulf except at 
Ihe expense of completely changing the character of the
Church.

Curiously enough, Father Figgis has the hardihood 
to affirm that religion and culture ministered to the 
"ffiole life of the people “ in the great age of the thir
teenth century.” He says :—

Bishop Creighton was right in saying that the greatest 
agc yet known was the thirteenth century. There we 
find the high water-mark of achievement iu the greatest 
Gothic, like the Saintc Chapclle and all the subsidiaries. 
Boctry never surpassed the Divine Comedy of D ante; 
and the intellectual activity of the universities of those 
days put ours to shame, and it was not the possession 
merely of a class. Every part of life was claimed for 
God.

must be admitted that in some respects the thirteenth 
^entury Was a: truly great age. Father Figgis mentions 

ree aspects of its greatness, namely, architecture, 
Poetry, and scholarship. It is easy, he says, to sneer at 

s barbarism ; but we must not forget that it was then 
e beautiful church in Paris known as Sainte Chapelle 

^as built, and Dante’s famous poem composed. It is 

of a S a^C’ *°°’ we owe *he magnificent cathedrals 
th' m*ens ant' Chartres, and it was during this century 

* the wonderful preachers, St. Francis, St. Antony, 
. ^t. Lominic arose. It was in truth an age of many 

ts > but it was not an age of moral elevation and
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social purity. Cotter Morison describes it as “ an age 
of violence, fraud, and impurity, such as can hardly be 
conceived now ” {The Service of Man, p. 64). Has Father 
Figgis never read Archbishop Rigaud’s Regestrum Visi- 
tationum, which covers the years 1248 to 1269, Cardinal 
Peter Damiani’s Liber Gotnorheanus, or even Dean 
Milman’s History of Latin Christianity ? If he has not, 
he is guilty of trifling with his subject and of grossly 
insulting his congregation ; but if he has, it is difficult 
to believe in his honesty. Morally and socially, the 
thirteenth century was one of the lowest and worst ages 
known to us. Rigaud and Amiani portray it in the 
darkest colours. We learn from Pope Honorius III. 
that the Scotch clergy were addicted to “ shameless 
licentiousness ” ; and we also read that a ship sailed 
from pious France carrying three hundred prostitutes 
for the French soldiers who were fighting for the restora
tion of the Holy Sepulchre from the Saracens.

With such facts before us, it is nothing but sheer 
mockery to assert that Christianity is “ the sanction of 
Humanism in its best sense.” It is well known that 
modern Humanism is a system of thinking in which, as 
J. A. Symonds observes, the study of man, in the totality 
of his being, is made central and dominant, and that it 
began to manifest itself as a determined revolt against 
the scholasticism, or metaphysical theology, of the 
Middle Ages. In Italy, it very nearly supplanted Chris
tianity altogether. For upwards of seventy years the 
Christian religion was of very little account, some 
eminent ecclesiastics going the length of mocking at it, 
and treating Christ as a profitable myth, as Leo X. is 
said to have done. In Italy, however, Humanism,-as a 
movement, had exhausted itself before the end of the 
first half of the sixteenth century. The truth is that 
Christianity and Humanism cannot exist and prosper 
together, and that in proportion as the one flourishes the 
other of necessity languishes. Father Figgis, for all his 
profession to the contrary, is not a Humanist. He holds 
the view that it is not worth while to live, to seek after 
truth, or to go on “ with laborious toil unless we believe 
ourselves to have permanent value,” or unless “ we think 
we are immortal beings.” We maintain, on the con
trary, that virtue, morality, or social service is not de
pendent for its value upon the duration of individual 
existence. Though the individual’s span of life may be 
but short, the race endures. Personally we are mortal, 
but whatever service we render our fellow-beings is im
mortal ; and surely it is worth while to do our utmost to 
improve the race of which we are members, though the 
night may soon close in upon us and put an end to our 
existence. Humanism does not include the hope of 
immortality, which is nothing but a perversion of the
natural love of life. T ,r T

I. 1 . L loyd .

A Living Master of Literature.

In our fat England the gardener. Time, is playing all sorts 
of delicate freaks in the hues and traceries of the flower of life, 
and shall we not note them.— George Meredith.

I love life which is earthy life, life as it is— In this well of 
life I feel further from dfeath.—Anatolc France.

A mong modern English writers whose fame would seem 
to be assured, Mr. Thomas Hardy occupies the foremost 
place, and it is pleasant to reflect that he is an “ intel
lectual.” In his works there is the welcome brilliancy 
and spirit of the modern school united with lasting ele
ments of excellence. The precise place Mr. Hardy will 
ultimately occupy among the Olympians we cannot ven
ture to anticipate the judgment of Time by deciding. 
But that he has gained a true and lasting success, the 
magnificent works he has given us bear very sufficient
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testimony. Mr. Hardy has won his present enviable 
position after years of labour. His first published 
novel, Desperate Remedies, bears date as far back as 
the “ seventies ” of the last century. Since that time, 
his reputation has been steadily on the increase, until at 
the present he is paying the penalty of popularity in the 
attacks of a herd of imitators.

From Far from the Madding Crowd to Jude the Obscure—  
what a splendid range of novels. The characters, too, 
from Bathsheba to Sue Bridehead, seem taken from real 
life. The heroine, as in Two on a Tower, who wooes a 
lover younger than herself, is frequent in these novels 
and in real experience. She is almost ignored by the 
circulating library writers, whose many books proclaim 
their industry rather than their ability. The women in 
Mr. Hardy’s pages are not invariably charming, but 
they are entirely feminine, and their moods and whims 
are depicted by a master-hand. In his knowledge of 
“ the concrete Unknowable,” he is as wide and as true 
as Shakespeare; as modern as Meredith. He is no less 
successful with his male characters; witness Gabriel 
Oak in Far fram the Madding Crowd, Dr. Fitzpiers in 
The Woodlaitders, Michael Henchard in The Mayor of 
Casterbridge, Angel Clare in Tess, or the unfortunate 
hero in Jude the Obscure.

When, like many others, one knew Mr. Hardy’s 
novels without knowing the Wessex peasantry, the type 
seemed exaggerated; but a sojourn in the West Country 
redeems them from the reproach of caricature. Closer 
knowledge reveals his photographic power of reproducing 
life, for Mr. Hardy writes of these sons and daughters 
of the soil without sentiment, and, rarer still, without 
patronage; with the manlier tone of kinship with the 
least of these that, whined as it may be by specious 
hypocrites, is yet the noblest truth of our common life.

More than that, Mr. Hardy has sown broadcast over 
his work the most delightful, ironical humour. Not one 
of his rustics, of his working-class folk, but has a special 
originality, a native pleasantry— jovial or sly— and a 
cast of drollery. Few novelists have strewed over their 
work such abundant irony. He is, indeed, a master of 
the lash— as fertile as Heine, as pitiless as Gibbon, as 
acidulated as Renan.

Mr. Hardy has been called pessimist, but there is no 
lack of comedy in his novels. The Hand of Ethelberta, 
that most whimsical story, is as full of wondrous comedy 
as an egg is full of meat. The Laodicean is somewhat 
more eccentric. In each a far-fetched idea is worked 
out with earnestness, and in the true spirit of the highest 
comedy. Far from the Madding Crowd, written in his 
sunniest mood, is still his most popular work. From 
the opening description of Gabriel Oak’s smile to the 
ringing down of the curtain, it is a joy to anyone who 
possesses taste and perception enough to discriminate 
between a Molieresque humour and a riotous Charlie 
Chaplin farce.

One can hardly recall a modern writer who cares less 
for poetic justice and virtue rewarded. Nemesis, indeed, 
dogs the guilty in his novels, as in the immortal Greek 
tragedies. As his characters fulfil their doom, they drag 
the innocent to misery with them, as though they were 
actual people in real life. In The Woodlanders, Tess, and 
Jude the Obscure tragedies “ too deep for tears” grow out 
of trivial courses, true to the course of mundane things. 
Life's Little Ironies, a volume of short stories, as perfect 
as anything of Daudet or Maupassant, revealing some 
of the most delicate and faultless work of this great 
artist, is full of the same lesson.

Ordinary life attracts him. His favourite heroes are 
farmers, artisans, labourers, and middle-class characters. 
From these externally prosaic existences, this great 
magician makes us behold the eternal comedy and

tragedy of the human heart. We meet in his pages 
once more the failure of will, the calculations of egoism, 
pride, coquetry, passion, hatred, love, all our foibles, all 
our littleness, and all our errors. Small wonder that the 
smile on his face is often near tears.

The constant value in fiction is the manifestation of 
human nature. Viewed from this point of view, Mr. 
Hardy’s work stands fair and full above that of all con
temporary literature. What shapes arise as you recall 
i t ! Not sawdust dolls, not shadows, but full-blooded 
creations, moving in a living world, instinct with the fire 
of life. Where in all contemporary fiction is there 
nobler work than the more poignant scenes in Tess, or 
that other showing the dying Jude and the choristers, or 
the quiet figure of the bereaved girl in the closing scene 
of The Woodlanders, as wonderful in its way as Millet s 
picture of “ The Angelus.” In these is struck the con
summate tragic note, as in the pages of ASschylus and our 
own Shakespeare. They wring the heart as keenly as 
actual, individual experience. For they are life sublimed 
by passing through an imagination of singular capacity 
and a nature of uncommon force.

The attentive reader cannot fail to notice the essential 
Secularism embedded in these admirable novels and 
stories. Even in the earlier books, amid their picturesque 
colour, their delightful atmosphere, their delicious pastoral 
scents and sounds, we find a frank Paganism. As the 
author advances in reputation and grows in intellectual 
power, the note deepens, until, in Tess, it grows into aery 
of defiance, and, finally, in Jude the Obscure, a great sob of 
pain. Jude is a masterpiece among masterpieces. It lS 
a noble and significant work, worthy in every way °f 
the greatest living English novelist. It is an arraign- 
ment of Providence, and as we read we recall the biting 
words of the blinded Gloster in the greatest of all 
tragedies:—

As flies to wanton boys are we to the gods;
They kill us for their sport.

It is a further proof of Mr. Hardy’s genius that he has 
achieved success in poetry no less than in prose, and as 
he gets older he turns more and more readily to the 
Muses, and writes with all the zest and enthusiasm of a 
young poet beginning his career instead of a veteran 
who has enriched the literature of Europe with master
pieces for two generations. To open The Dynasts is to 
be confronted with a book of singular dramatic power» 
and one full of the pure stuff of poetry. Another volume 
of verse, Satires of Circumstances, Lyrics and Reveries, show'5 
his keen vision and understanding. Take, for example 
that fine and imaginative poem, “ God’s Funeral.” The 
author pictures a slow procession moving across a plain 
at twilight, and bearing a strange form. He listens to 
the lament of the mourners for the being they have 
themselves created, and whom they cannot any longer 
keep alive:—  *

Framing him jealous, fierce, at first,
We gave him justice as the ages rolled.
Will to bless those by circumstance accurst,
And long suffering and mercies manifold.

“ Sadlier than those who wept in Babylon ” follow the 
mourners, and some of them refuse to believe that all is 
over; and “ dazed and puzzled ’twixt the gleam an 
gloom,” the scene closes. It is a daring piece of work» 
comparable to Heine’s vision of a dying God having ^ e 
last sacraments of the Church administered to hirri’ 
albeit there is none of the terrible irony of the Con 
tinental poet.

Contemporary literature is so sugary, so full of romant>c 
imaginings, that such writing brings a sense of larg® 
ness; a reminder of the great winds and waters and wi 
horizons of the West Country, where men afid wonien 
know how to live and how to die, not submissively b
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fiercely. Modern drawing-room readers are ill-prepared 
for Mr. Hardy’s virile verse, and primly straighten 
themselves as his muse passes. But others there are 
who perçeive the distinction conferred on literature by 
the writings of a bright and particular genius. Mr. 
Hardy’s advice to us is to face the facts of life and to 
trust humanity :—

The fact of life with dependence placed 
On the human heart’s resource alone,
In brotherhood bonded close, and graced 
With loving-kindness fully blown,
And visioned help unsought, unknown.

Not to know and to exult in Mr. Hardy’s finest work 
1S to be dead to literature, or ignorant of the great effects 
of modern English speech. It is impossible to read his 
Pages without feeling ourselves won by his intense sym- 
Pathy, which covers everything as the arch of heaven. 
He has enlarged our ideas of life and the world. We 
feel, as we put his books back in their places, that we 
are more at peace with ourselves,'calmer in face of the 
Problems of destiny. And not for an instant does he 
eease to be an artist. By his genius he had added a 
Wondrous chamber to the house beautiful of art.

M im nerm us.

Science, Telepathy, and Com
munion with the Dead.

IX.
(Continued from p. 566.)

When we are banished from the earthly body, are we to 
join the wordy rabble which speaks by the mouth or the pen 
of the mediums? These wild utterances do not seem as a 
rule like revelations of the secrets of the prison-house, but 
rather like gibberings from a lunatic asylum, peopled by in
mates of vulgar behaviour and the lowest morals ; creatures 
that lie and cheat, give false names and unverifiable addresses. 
But the fact that things are unpleasant is no evidence that 
they are untrue; besides in some cases the "personalities” 
talk very good sense, quote Plotinus, and write really charming 
poetry. So much depends on whose ghost it is ; but still 
more, on whose lips or hands it is by which it communi
cates. That is the main difficulty about the spirit hypothesis; 
the unmistakable colour which the communications get through 
the medium. The late Mr. Frederick Myers cites Homer and 
Plato in the original through Mrs. Verrall, who is a lecturer 
at Cambridge; through Mrs. Holland, whose culture is not 
classical, he quotes nothing more abstruse than Tennyson and 
Rossetti ; whereas, through Mrs. Piper, the postmaster’s wife, 
he can only ejaculate bluntly, " Browning.” — The “ Times ■' 
Literary Supplement, July 9, 1908.

should be stated that Sir Oliver Lodge’s son 
^aymond was killed in the trenches at the Front on 
^ePtember 14, 19x5, a circumstance that I am quite sure 
eVery Freethinker wholeheartedly deplores. Everyone 

came in contact with Raymond testifies to his 
sferling qualities. His letters home reveal a lovable 
atld charming personality, which is reflected in the por- 
hait given in the book. The heart aches to realize that 

ls fine young fellow, carefully educated, trained, and 
^Itured to perfection, in the morning of life, should be 
t * .  *n a moment, shattered and broken, cast as rubbish 
0 the void, in this savage and brutish War.

t)n August 8, 1915, a few weeks before Raymond’s 
p. h, a Miss Robbins was having a sitting with Mrs. 
P Per> then in America, when a message was received 
k 111 the spirit of Myers, communicated to Mrs. Piper 
(IVT the spirit of Richard Hodgson. Miss Alta Piper 
Qj.rs< Piper’s daughter) sent the message on to Sir 

lver Lodge. It runs as follows :—

Hodgson : “ Now, Lodge, while we arc not here as of 
°ifii not quite, we afe here cnbngh to take and give 
'nessages. Myers, says you take the part of the poet, 
at>d he will act as Faunus. Faunus ! ”

Miss Robbins: “ Faunus ? ”
Hodgson: 11 Yes, Myers. Protect. He (Lodge) will 

understand.
“ What have you to say, Lodge ? Good work. Ask 

Verrall, she will also understand. Arthur says so.”  
[This “  Arthur ” means Dr. Arthur Verrall, the deceased 
husband of Mrs. Verrall.]

Miss Robbins : “ Do you mean Arthur Tennyson ? ”
Hodgson: “ No. Myers knows. So does----- . You

got mixed (to Miss R.). But Myers is straight about 
poet and Faunus.” 1

Sir Oliver Lodge promptly communicated the message 
to Mrs. Verrall, as the spirits advised. Mrs. Verrall 
referred him to Horace’s Ode (Cam., ii., xvii., 27-30), 
where Horace describes himself as nearly killed by a 
falling tree, the impending blow being lightened by 
Faunus, the guardian of the poets. “  Sir Oliver, natur
ally enough, could not make head or tail of the message, 
but was inclined to think that it referred to some pos
sibly approaching financial loss to himself which Myers 
might propose to avert— an instance of, at any rate, the 
‘ futility ’ of spiritualistic messages or warnings.” 2

Sir Oliver did not connect the message with Raymond 
until after his death in action on September 14, 1915. 
He then wrote to the Rev. M. A. Bayfield about the 
matter, complaining that Myers “  had not been able to 
ward off the blow.” This clerical gentleman rose to 
the occasion, and interpreted the oracle as follows (it is 
astonishing how many different interpretations these 
spirit messages may be made to assume; the spirits 
seem to make a point of being as vague and ambiguous 
as possible). The Rev. Bayfield explains that the 
“ lightening of the blow ” referred, not to Raymond, but 
to Sir Oliver himself, and that the “ warning ” was in
tended to “ protect ” Sir Oliver from being overwhelmed 
by the news of the death of his son. Major Cook 
observes:—

This somewhat far-fetched interpretation Sir Oliver 
accepts as final and convincing. It probably explains 
in great measure Sir Oliver’s acceptance, on equally 
slight grounds, of all the other “  evidences ” regarding 
Raymond’s “  communications ”  to him and to his family 
which followed.

To the writer, at any rate, the following explanation 
of the “  message ” appears at least equally probable 
and, indeed, in all the circumstances of the case, at any 
rate less far-fetched, than that of the Rev. Bayfield:

Mrs. Piper being, through her daughter, Miss Alta, in 
frequent correspondence with Sir Oliver, may well have 
been, and in all probability (as indicated above) was, 
aware that he had a son at the front, like many other 
people, with several sons, at the time in England. The 
“ message,” if it means anything at all, much more 
closely resembles an intimation of (and a counting by 
Mrs. Piper on) the extrem^ probability that this son of 
Sir Oliver’s at the front would be wounded, but, through 
the spirit-intervention of Myers, like Horace the Poet, not 
killed.3

Major Cook further points out that Raymond Lodge 
was born in the year of Mrs. Piper’s first visit to England, 
in 1889; and being a boy of seventeen, and possibly 
away at school at the time of Mrs. Piper’s second visit 
in 1906, may not have been known to her at all. “  It is 
much more probable that Mrs. Piper had Raymond’s 
eldest brother Oliver in her mind as, probably, the son of 
Sir Oliver at the front. Moreover, Oliver is the ‘ poet ’ 
-of the family, and has written and published a volume 
of his poems. The allusion to the ‘ poet,’ therefore, in 
the message, and the implied happening to him of some 
physical injury (‘ Myers is straight about poet and 
Faunus’), are natural enough in Mrs. Piper’s own

1 Sir Oliver Lodge, Raymond, pp. 90-91. 
a W. Cook, Reflections on Raymond, p. 46. 
s Ibid., pp. 48-49.
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mouth, writing, or normal consciousness, and do not 
appear to call for any ‘ supernormal ’ or other explana
tion than a desire on Mrs. Piper’s part to supply material, 
through Sir Oliver Lodge, for the investigations of the 
Society for Psychical Research, which she habitually 
does.” 1

On the other hand, as the same writer points out, if 
the message really came from the spirit calling itself 
“ Myers,” then, “ on the plain interpretation of the mes
sage, ‘ Myers ’ is not a spirit of Truth, but— as Oliver 
Cromwell described a similarly reported ‘ communicator ’ 
— a ‘ lying devil ’ ; for ‘ Myers ’ predicted what did not 
happen, and undertook what he did not perform.”

To sum up the matter, the message, as a prophecy, 
was false ; for Raymond was not “ protected ” by Myers, 
but was killed. As a warning it was a dead failure, for 
Sir Oliver Lodge did not connect the message with 
Raymond at all until after his death, but inclined to 
think that it referred to some financial loss to himself 
which Myers might avert.

If Myers could see what was coming, and wished to 
warn Sir Oliver, surely he would have sent a plain and 
straightforward message which anyone could understand, 
and not this vague and ambiguous rigmarole, capable 
of several meanings and of application to several different 
persons.

The plain fact is, that Mrs. Piper made a shot at a 
venture. She knew that one of Sir Oliver’s sons was at 
the Front, and speculated on the chance of his being - 
wounded, but purposely made the message so vague 
that, in the event of nothing happening, it could not be 
cited as a false prophecy, and, in fact, could be applied 
to any misfortune that might happen to any of Sir Oliver’s 
family, or to Sir Oliver himself.

We now come to the photograph incident, which Sir 
Oliver Lodge describes as “ a peculiarly good piece of 
evidence,” “ a first-class case,” and as “ one of the best 
pieces of evidence.” Major Cook has analyzed this 
first-class piece of evidence in his. little book, Reflections 
on “ Raymond." Let us, in his company, see what Sir 
Oliver considers good evidence.

On August 24, 1915, a “ group photograph ” of twenty- 
one officers, with Second-Lieutenant Raymond Lodge 
among them, was taken in France. Three negatives 
were made, and these, with proofs only, were submitted 
by the photographer to Captain Boast, a brother officer 
of Raymond’s. As the photographer had not enough 
printing-paper to supply all the officers with copies, 
Captain Boast purchased the negatives and sent them 
for printing to Messrs. Gale and Bolden, in England, 
who received them on October 15, 1915. A large 
number of photographs appear to have been printed 
from these negatives, for Mrs. B. P. Cheves— the mother 
of the Medical Officer attached to Raymond’s regiment 
— alone had, on November 28, 1915, half a dozen copies 
in her possession (with a key to the names). On this 
date Mrs. Cheves wrote to Lady Lodge, offering her one 
of the photographs; to which, naturally, Lady Lodge 
promptly replied, asking it to be sent. There was some 
unexplained delay in forwarding the photograph, and, in 
reply to a letter of inquiry by Lady Lodge regarding 
this, another note was received from Mrs. Cheves on 
December 7, stating that the photograph was being sent 
off. So there was at least a nine days’ interval between 
the reception of the news of the existence of the photo
graph in Sir Oliver’s household and the reception of the 
photograph itself. It is important tc£bear this in mind, 
as we shall see.

It is not known positively whether Raymond ever 
saw the photograph. He never saw the negatives; and

1 Ibid., pp. 49-50.

Captain Boast, writing in reply to Sir Oliver’s query on 
this point nearly eleven months after the photograph 
was taken, thinks that Raymond did see the proofs, but 
“ cannot say positively,” although he regards it as 
“ highly probable.” On September 12 Raymond wait 
into the trenches, and] on September 14 was killed in 
action.

Sir Oliver Lodge claims that the first intimation of 
the existence of this photograph was from the spirit of 
Raymond himself. On September 27, Mr. Vout Peters, 
a medium, at a sitting with Lady Lodge, professed to 
receive a message from the spirit of Raymond through 
the agency of his “ familiar spirit,” or control, “ Moon
stone.” He refers to the existence of this particular 
group photograph (so Sir Oliver asserts), saying, “ He 
is particular that I should tell you of this.”

On December 3, 1915, two months and six days 
afterwards, Mrs. Leonard (another medium), speaking 
for the spirit of Raymond through her “ familiar spirit,” 
“ Feda,” describes this photograph with remarkable 
accuracy.

Sir Oliver Lodge claims that we have here genuine 
supernormal evidence of Raymond’s “ surviving per
sonality ” in giving this information, because on Sep
tember 27 the negatives were not yet in England, and 
on December 3 neither he (Sir Oliver Lodge) nor any 
member of his family had as yet seen a print or copy 
of it.

Let us consider the communication of the medium, 
Mr. Vout Peters, through the agency of “ Moonstone ” 
(this “ Moonstone ” is supposed to be the spirit of a 
patriarch who lived to a hundred years, and was a 
“ yogi ” in his earth-life), who is in communication with 
Raymond. This is the communication

“ You have several portraits of this boy. Before l‘e 
went away you had a good portrait of him— two— no, 
three. [Note by Sir Oliver : “ Fully as many as that."] 
Two where he is alone, and one where he is in a group 
of other men. He is particular that I should tell y°u 
this. In one you see his walking-stick.” [Note by 
Miss Kennedy : “ ‘ Moonstone ’ (i.e., Peters) here put an 
imaginary stick under his arm.”] [Note by Sir Oliver1 
“ Not known yet.”].

This is the only reference to any group photo given by 
Peters. In his later sitting with Sir Oliver, on October 
29> 1915— a month before news of the photo a rriv e d "  
he makes no mention of it. ^  Mann.

(To he concluded.)

The Christian Law.
— *----  v

An eye for .an eye and a tooth for a tooth.
A new law I give unto you, that ye love one another.
The Papal Peace Note has been received with almost °nl 

versal derision.

T alk not of peace, 'tis treason;
Hold thou no truce with reason ;
Grim death must have his season—

This is the Christian law.

The maimed and halt pass by ;
Still let the children die ;
Still the widow’s cry—

This is the Christian law.

Loud let the great guns thunder;
Bid nations lust and plunder;
Thy brethren tear asunder—

This is the Christian law.

Behold the Nazarene,
No more’ in love serene ;
Let hate thy vision screen—

This is the Christian law. G adfl •
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Acid Drops.
— ♦ —

By the courtesy of the editor of the Literary Guide, we 
have been supplied with an advance copy of a letter by Mr. 
Edward Clodd in reply to our “ Views and Opinions ” of last 
week, and also in answer to a letter written by Mrs. Brad- 
laugh Bonner. Mr. Clodd admits that our comments on his 
“ few words ” were fair, and he desires “ with apologies ” to 
cancel them. As Mr. Clodd thus retires with credit from a 
quite indefensible position which ought never to have been 
taken up, there is no more to be said on that point.

A word or two, however, is called for in connection with 
certain sentences from the late Sir Leslie Stephen and Pro- 
lessor Huxley which Mr. Clodd says he had in mind. “ The 
Agndstic,” says Sir Leslie Stephen, “ is one who asserts that 
there are limits to the sphere of human intelligence.” And 
Professor Huxley says: “ In matters of the intellect do not 
Pretend that conclusions are certain which are not demon
strated or demonstrable. That I take to be the Agnostic 
faith.” But with all due respect to both these gentlemen, 
and as it is best to use perfectly plain language, we desire to 
say that so far as the relation of Agnosticism to belief in a 
God or in religion is concerned, they were talking undiluted 
nonsense. The counsel is excellent, but it would be ridiculous 
to count the voicing of these ancient platitudes as the real 
reason for coining such a word as Agnostic. It was the 
question of belief in a God which both these writers had in 
nnnd, and their great concern seems to have been to discover 
a word that should escape the odium attached to Atheism by 
the religious world. That they misled others only serves to 
make their action the more regrettable. And in relation to 
the existence of God there are only two positions— either one 
believes, and is a Theist, or one does not believe in a God and 
ls an Atheist. And, in the name of all that is sensible, if a 
man or woman is an Atheist, why not say so ?

The converted Atheist has again made his appearance; 
this time in the pages of the Royal Magazine. Ilis sponsor 
ls the Rev. F. H. Gillingham, the cricketer-parson, who says 
that this particular Atheist joined a college mission and 
became a Church stalwart. No name is mentioned, and 
the mission is also nameless. Perhaps the Rev. F. H. 
Gillingham will oblige with further details ?

The Rev. A. C. Dixon, Spurgeon’s successor at the Metro- 
P°titan Tabernacle, London, says, “ Faith in Jesus as one 
'v°nld have faith in Gladstone or Lloyd George saves 
nobody.” Is this a compliment to the distinguished Welsh 
baptist ?

, The clerical mind is a fearful aud a wonderful thing. This 
ls how the Rev. F. H. Gillingham, of Bermondsey, refers to 
the birth of his infant son : “ The spell which some evil 
Magician cast over the rectory has now. been broken; our 
'ttle son is the first child born in the rectory for many years.” 
he owner of this massive intellect defends the Christian 

religion in the pages of a popular monthly magazine.

The Church Times expresses its disapproval of t he desire 
a party in the Anglican Church to revise the Bible by 

meting the imprecatory Psalms. In its issue for Septem- 
ber 7 it says:—-

We grieve to find that there lived in the early nineteenth 
century rectors capable of sharing the strange fancies of the 
Lectionary Revision Committee of to-day. It appears that in 
a certain village, when the clerk gave out the 94th Psalm :—

the

O God, to whom revenge belongs. 
Thy vengeance now disclose,

the ^°Ung rector tapped the partition, and said out, for all 
church to hear: “ Handy, I don’t worship such a Being ; 

aijg lhe evening hymn.”  But such is the Deity revealed in 
js Parts of the Bible, even in the New Testament, where he 
4n êPresented as tormenting unbelievers in hell-fire for ever 
p CVer- The only possible refuge for tender-hearted 

°P c is to be found in Atheism.

The clerical contention that war has an uplifting tendency 
is not borne out by facts. There are 90 cases, comprising 
140 prisoners, down for trial at the Old Bailey. This is a 
much heavier list than usual.

Mr. G. K. Chesterton considers that the War against the 
Central Powers and their Allies is “ a peculiarly Christian 
and peculiarly humanitarian duty.” Why does he drag in 
humanitarian ?

Mr. Horatio Bottomley is proving a very awkward convert 
to Christianity. Writing in the Sunday Pictorial, he bursts 
out, “  Cursed be the peacemongers. Clap the lot of them in 
gaol.” Where does Mr. Bottomley expect to spend eternity?

Mr. Austin Harrison has been girding at the English 
Sunday. “ Most places closed,” he says, “ hardly anywhere 
to go. Little to do. Few public places of amusement open.” 
That is one of the many blessings springing from the Chris
tian superstition. ___

The new political movement is described as an effort to 
form a “  stable party.” The description would apply to the 
Christian religion.

Referring to the appalling condition of children during the 
first half of the nineteenth century, the Daily News says 
“  Religion offered them no protection.” Yet religion had 
been in existence for thousands of years.

Principal Selbie, of Mansfield College, Oxford, contributed 
a highly amusing article to the Christian World for Sep
tember 6, in which he displays a most intimate knowledge of 
God and his relations with men. He deplores the fact that 
“ many of our intercessions are based on a radically false 
conception ’ ’ of the Divine Being, with the result that “ men 
speak to him as though he required to be told of the horror 
and wickedness abroad in the world, and as though he would 
not do the right and kind thing until he was asked.” But, 
surely, all prayer is based on that assumption, for otherwise 
it would have no meaning at all. Three years ago this 
month churches and chapels held crowded prayer-meetings, 
at all of which God was passionately asked, pleaded with, 
to give us a speedy victory. The belief was, as the Bishop 
of London and Sir William Robertson Nicoll assured us, 
that if we asked for it earnestly and often enough, God 
would grant our petition. The futility of that prayer is now 
known to us a ll; and no such crowded meetings for inter
cession are any longer held.

Dr. Selbie admits the decay of the prayer-meeting because 
the people have lost their faith in the efficacy of prayer. 
And the people are right. Like the belief in God, prayer is 
the offspring of ignorance and fear. The Principal knows 
this as well as we do, and yet as a minister of the Gospel he 
must urge his fellow-beings to cultivate the habit of prayer, 
though fully aware that no prayer has ever been answered 
by a supernatural being. Why culpably waste time and 
energy, then, on so profitless a performance !

The Christian World points out that Church Parade attend- 
ance is voluntary in the American Army, and about one in 
thirteen attend the services. Uncle Sam’s soldiers will not 
fight the worse on that account.

The power of the Church is fast waning, and notably so in 
social life. Seventy-six decrees nisi were made absolute in 
the Vacation Court recently. Evidently, more people than 
ever refuse to believe that those whom “ God ” hath joined, 
may not be put asunder.

Providence still has its playful moods. Lightning struck a 
provincial munitions works recently, and an explosion fol
lowed, causing great excitement. A number of women 
workers fainted.

Chief Constable Stevenson, of Glasgow, is much concerned 
with the growth of “ criminality ” amongst boys. Addressing 
the Scottish Sabbath School Union, he said that the “  only
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real deterrent,” apart from committal to an industrial school, 
was whipping. W e should have thought that the fallacy of 
flogging as a moral agent was clear to all intelligent people 
by now; but it is suggestive that its advocacy should come 
from a speaker before a Sabbath School Union. How is 
whipping boys going to counteract the War atmosphere, the 
absence from home of the father, and the fact of the mother 
being often away also, engaged on munition-making ? In 
this direction we are paying the price of War. We have 
all been more or less brutalized this past three years, and it 
is absurd to expect children to escape. To indulge in a new 
brutality will only make things worse.

The Lord’s Prayer contains a supplication for daily bread, 
but Providence does not pay much attention to it. In the 
recent gale at Yaverland, near Newport, Isle of Wight, 
sheaves of wheat were blown over the cliffs into the sea.

Creed. Still nobody believed it. So they waited a bit and 
wrote the Athanasian Creed, and they had to believe that. 

Luckily they only had to believe it. If they had been forced 
to understand it, the prospect would have been too horrible 
for contemplation.

An application came recently before the magistrates of the 
Worthing Petty Sessions for permission to open the Dome 
and Theatre for cinema performances. The application was 
opposed by that relic of the Stone Age, the Lord’s Day Ob
servance Society, on the ground that to grant it would mean 
a desecration of the Sabbath. The military representative 
and the police both supported the application on the ground 
that the cinema provided a harmless entertainment for 
soldiers, and that it meant less drunkenness and less harm 
in other directions. Ultimately the Bench granted the appli
cation, and the supporters of the Lord’s Day Observance 
Society went their way sorrowing.

A writer in a daily paper deals with the question of amuse
ment in mathematics, but adds, “ I still cannot see myself 
laughing over the Rule of Three— though I have a dim recol
lection of weeping over it.” Let him dry his tears, and try 
to solve the tangle of the Trinity.

In a leading article, the Daily Chronicle refers to the Vatican 
as “ the ancient repository of Christian virtues.” Yet Cath
olics have covered Europe with fraudulent religious relics.

“ To-day devout worshippers at the cathedrals and churches 
of Russia are fewer in number than they were,” says Mr. 
A. H. Fletcher, in Cassell’s Magazine. We are pleased to 
hear it. The Church in Russia has played an evil part in 
the life of the nation, and it was only to be expected it would 
suffer when the awakening came. But what of our own 
press, which gave such wide publicity to two such windbags 
as the Bishop of London and Mr. Stephen Graham in their 
praise of the religious life of Russia ?

The Nonconformist Daily News expresses astonishment 
that the great Duke of Marlborough was dubbed “ Corporal 
John,” and Napoleon “ the little Corporal.” Yet Christians 
profess to believe that the King of Kings was a carpenter.

The Daily Chronicle retails a good story of one of Huxley’s 
scientific meetings which was interrupted by a simple-minded 
parson. It was wrong, he asserted, to disturb the fossil frag
ments of the Silurian period, for they might be the bones of 
fallen angels precipitated into the slime after the Deluge. 
What a comment on the clerical opposition to science.

“ Presbyter is but priest writ large,” says old John Milton. 
And Nonconformity apes the arrogance of the older forms 
of the Christian superstition. At a big Wesleyan meeting 
recently, Sir Robert Perks referred to reconstruction after 
the War, and added, “ We should feel far more satisfied with 
these committees if there were among the members fewer 
Agnostics, fewer Jews, and fewer members of the Fabian 
Society.” Mark the Christian humility! Although Agnostics, 
Jews, and Socialists are citizens quite as much as Noncon
formists, yet this Wesleyan would have them excluded from 
public life. This is the spirit that once lighted the fires of 
Smithfield. ___

A waistcoat worn by King Edward VII., when Prince of 
Wales, at the marriage of his sister, the Princess Royal, was 
sold recently for six shillings. How the clergy will sm ile! 
They know how to make thousands of pounds from exhibiting 
the clothing of a man who never lived.

About thirty convalescent soldiers at St. Anne’s Conva
lescent home have protested against a rule of the establish
ment which beats anything we have read of for bigotry and 
tyranny. The rule is that the men must attend religious 
service twice a day or go to bed. We cannot conceive a 
greater indignity than this being sent to bed like a naughty 
child for not attending church. Men who submit to it are 
hardly worth keeping alive. And those who enforce it never 
ought to have been born.

A Kentish organist estimates that, during nine years, he 
has smoked a hundredweight of tobacco. As a rule, “  sul
phurous and tormenting flames ” are confined to the pulpit.

Among the schoolboy “ howlers,” told by the late Head
master of Eton, is the following :—

A long time ago they wrote the Apostles’ Creed. Nobody 
believed it. So they waited a bit and wrote the Nicene

Amazing beyond comment is the credulity of Professor 
David Smith, who figures so prominently in the British 
Weekly, to which he contributes two articles every week. In 
the issue for September 6, dealing with to-day’s International 
Lesson for Sunday-schools, he surpasses even himself in 
treating pure legend as literal fact. The subject is the story 
of the miraculous escape of the three young Jews when 
thrown into the over-heated furnace, as related in Daniel) 
which story Dr. Smith instructs Sunday-school teachers to 
accept as veritable history, well knowing that Biblical critics 
regard the Book of Daniel as wholly unhistorical. We sin
cerely pity the tens of thousands of young people who will be 
victimized to-day by this mediasval and utterly discredited 
method of expounding Scripture.

The Book of Daniel was written, as internal evidence 
clearly shows, between the years 1C9 and 1C5 b.c ., and has 
for its object the glorification of Jehovah as infinitely superior 
to all other gods. Now, the miraculous incidents recorded 
belong to a period not later than 600-560 b.c ., and no refer
ence whatever to them is to be found anywhere else. Prob
ably, the author believed that they had actually happened! 
but, in any case, he knew that the recital of them would 
comfort the superstitious and much-tried Hebrews during 
the horrors of the Maccabsean age. The Book abounds 
with historical inaccuracies and discrepancies; but I)r‘ 
Smith is blind to them all, and contents himself with pietist10 
platitudes and anti-scientific statements which are com plete 
out of date in the present state of Biblical criticism.

,A  correspondent sends us the following: An unoffending 
person in Peckham named Davies last week unwitting / 
shocked Christendom by changing his name by deed-poll to 
IF. J. Christ. A correspondent of the Weekly Dispatch iS 
much disturbed, and feels that the Chancery Court has 
committed a grave blunder in permitting such a nam® 
substitute, and thus “ doing violence to religious sentiment-1 
The Weekly Dispatch, in giving publicity to this “ horror, 
apparently forgets that in Spain and South America 
“  Christian ” name of “ Jesus ” is a common one, and i t 1S * 
unusual thing to ask Jesus, one’s odd man, to get in the co > 
or tell Jesus, one’s stable boy, to take a day off at the ia,cCt  
Surely it is high time that we, in this England, were su 
ciently broad minded to permit an honest tradesman 
change his name without holding up our hands in nyP 
critical horror, and casting Christian cobblestones at him 
the press. Perhaps you, Sir, in the Freethinker, will up1 ^ 
for once the cause of Mr. Christ, who, in this case, 
apparently genuine.
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“Freethinker” Sustentation Fund.

It is never a pleasant task to appeal for money, but so 
far as it can be robbed of its unpleasantness, this has 
been done by the prompt and hearty support given to 
the Freethinker Sustentation Fund. And gratified as I 
naturally am to see so prompt a response, I confess to 
being still more pleased with the generous tone of the 
letters that accompanied many of the subscriptions. 
These have given me renewed encouragement in a 
Situation that is peculiarly trying. Some letters received 
are of so personal a tone that I cannot do more than 
acknowledge them in this way. I can only hope I have 
earned a part of the compliments they offer. Readers 
will, however, be interested in excerpts from some of the 
letters received.

From Mr. F. W . Hall we get the following cheery 
letter:—

In answer to your appeal in this week’s Freethinker, I 
have pleasure in enclosing cheque for £5o, and trust the 
deficit will be quickly made up. It affords me the utmost 
pleasure to thus have the opportunity of showing my 
intense appreciation of the excellent way in which the 
journal is conducted in the interests of what I firmly 
believe to be the very best of causes.

Mr. H. Jessop, in sending his cheque for ¿"25, writes:—

I congratulate you on your successful year. It’s 
wonderful! I don’t know how you do it, but I hope 
all Freethinkers will support you by seeing you are not 
short of cash.

Lady Maxim forwards a cheque for £6 “ to a cause 
fbat Sir Hiram had very much at heart.”

Mr. J. Sumner writes:—

To have kept the flag up during the past three years 
of the W ar is in itself an achievement, but to have 
increased the circulation and to have improved the paper 
too, in face of all adverse circumstances, must, I think, 
induce a glow of appreciation in the circle of its readers 
which will speedily result in the liquidation of the debt.

Mr. R, Wood writes:—

You may well feel proud of your wonderful achieve
ment under most trying circumstances. You put the
matter very modestly.......but I trust and expect that
this modest appeal will be promptly and satisfactorily 
responded to.

( Lr. McDermott, in forwarding cheque, hopes that
ln the future history of the Freethinker it may not be 

necessary to encroach upon the private exchequer of its 
editor and moving spirit.” In self-defence I must say 
tbatit is not an encroachment upon my private exchequer, 
'Jddch, alas! is non-existent. Credit should be given to 
those friends who have obliged me with loans sufficient 
to meet the calls upon the paper. My share was to 
Undertake personal responsibility for repayment.

Mr. E. D. Side writes on behalf of a family of sturdy
reethinkers:—

It is indeed a pleasure to feel we are helping you in 
your successful effort to keep the Freethinker not only 
going, but of such high quality during the War. It is 
decidedly the best twopennyworth of brains in the market, 
Applied by real men; and each twopennyworth contains 
enough to invigorate and strengthen one, however strong 
in the Cause.

Another old friend of the Freethinker, E. B., writes:—

Will you please accept the enclosed as a humble 
offering from E. B. You have managed wonderfully, 
and your self-sacrifice in going without salary, and, more

over, making yourself responsible for borrowed money 
on behalf of the Freethinker, is above all praise.

Mr. W . Mumby wishes all success to the Fund, and 
thinks the Freethinker is more needed now than ever.

“ If I were a praying man,” writes Mr. J. McGlashan, 
“ you should have my prayers morning, noon, and night 
for your health and success. Please accept my thanks 
for your very able conduct of the only paper of its kind.” 
We cheerfully dispense with the prayers of such men as 
Mr. McGlashan, so long as we have their appreciation 
and good wishes.

Mr. and Mrs. Harden send cheque with hopes that the 
Freethinker will long keep going, and in memory of their 
only son, Capt. Allen Harden, D.C.M., mentioned in 
dispatches, after two and a half years’ service, who died 
of wounds at Dir-es-Salaam, August 3, 1917, aged 24 
years. “ A born Freethinker.” We beg to offer Mr. and 
Mrs. Harden our sincere sympathy in their bereavement.

C. W . B., in enclosing cheque for £5, hopes that this 
time the Fund will be kept open for six months. One 
may assume that the idea behind the suggestion is 
expressed in set terms by several other subscribers, 
who hope that enough will be raised to see the Free
thinker through the War. Of course, if this were done, 
it would lessen the worry; and one must, apparently, 
count on at least another year of war. And, naturally, 
the conditions become more difficult the longer the War 
continues.

W e have many other letters from which we should like 
to quote, but must defer doing so until next week.

The following represents the subscriptions received up 
to the time of our going to press :—

First List of Subscriptions.
F. W . Hall, £50. H. Jessop, £25. Lady Sarah 

Maxim, £6. T. Robertson, ^5. Dr. P. M. McDermott, 
£5 5s. W . Mumby, £5. S. M. Gimson. £5 5s. J. B. 
Middleton, £5, J. Pendlebury, £$. Miss Pendlebury> 
2s. 6d. Collette Jones, £1 is. D. D. B., £2 2s. T. A. 
McKee, 23. fid. W . H. Harrap, 6s. E. A. McDonald, 
£1. J. Li, 2s. E. J. Jones (Liverpool), 2s. 6d. J. 
Hamilton (South Shields), 5s. W. R. Munton, £5. Dr. 
J. Laing, £1  3s. S. M. Peacock, £1 is. A. R. Wykes, 
10s. R. Wood, 15s. Greevz Fysher, £1, J. Sumner, 
¿ 5  5s. S. Scott, £ 1. J. G. Finlay, £2. W . A., £1. 
T . A. Williams, 2s. 6d. E. B., ¿"i is. James Davie, ^5. 
R. II. Side, £2. E. D. Side, £2. Mrs. E. D. Side, £1. 
Miss A. Harris, 5s. G. Backhouse Church, 5s. J_ 
Newton, £1 is. J. Withy, 10s. R. W . Blakeley, £1 is. 
W . B. Columbine, £5 5s. Major G. O. Warren, 5s. 
G. Alward, £2 2s. A. H. Smith, 10s. 6d. G. R. Harker, 
10s. J. Shields, £1 is. S. Gimson, £$. J. and J. 
McGlashan, £2. Mrs. IT. Parsons, 10s. 6d. H. Austin, 
2s. 6d. L . W . (Manchester), 5s. R. Wilson, £1. C. 
W . B., £5. E. L. G. (Dundee), £1. Surgeon-General 
D. Sinclair, £2. J. Breese, £  1 is. S. Clowes, 5s. John 
Roberts, £ 1. is. TI. Mitchell, 2s. 6d. J. A. Fallows, 
£e>% T. T. (Glasgow), 2s. 6d. Mr. and Mrs. Bowman, 
5s. Dr. R. T. Nichols, £$ 5s. J. R., is. Old Member, 
10s. Mr. and Mrs. Harden, £1 is. A. Delve, £2 2s. 
P. and J. P., 10s. Dr. C. R. Niven, £1 is. S. Hudson, 
£1. H. Irving, 10s. G. Samuels, 5s. A. Davies, 5s. 
A. Vinestock, 5s. J. Davies, 2s. J. Robertson, 5s. 
J. H. Waters, 10s. T. H. Elstob, £1. A. D., 10s. 
J. A. Reid, is. 6d. J. Daley, is. J. G. Bartram, 5s. 
J. Close, 5s. Frank Macla'chlan, £1. R. Daniell, 2s. 6d.

Total: ¿"198 18s. 6d.
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To Correspondents.

C. Cohen’s Lecture Engagements.
September 23, Birmingham Town H all; September 30, Swansea ; 

October 7, Failsworth; October 14, Leicester; October 21, 
Manchester; October 28, London; November 4, Abertillery.

R. W ilson.—We are flattered by your opinion that, in our hands, 
the Freethinker “ will have a long life and an honourable one.” 
We think we can promise it shall have an honourable life, and 
if it does not have a long one, it will not be for want of hard 
work on our part.

H. A ustin writes that finding an index to this paper would be 
useful, he compiled one by taking a copy-book, writing down a 
table of contents each week, and adding author, title, date, and 
any explanatory note needed. Undoubtedly this plan saves time 
in the end, and most probably many of our readers adopt a 
similar plan.

G. A lward.— We are much obliged for your subscription to Sus- 
tentation Fund, and also for promise to contribute further if 
necessary. That, we hope, will not be, but we shall see. Any
way, your cheerful help is encouraging.

T. A. W illiams.—The fact of your not going “ all the way ” with 
us is a tribute to your own liberality of mind, and cheering to 
ourselves. Many thanks.

C orpl . A. V. H arris.— Glad you found the literature sent useful 
for distribution. We are sending you on some pamphlets that 
may prove useful. Shall always be pleased to hear from you 
and of your experience.

W. P lotts (U.S.A.).— Subscription for Freethinker received. 
Pleased to know you think this paper deserves a wide circulation 
outside of England. Will you be good enough to let us know 
particulars of the letter sent to this office and to which you 
received no response. The address of this paper is always at the 
foot of Correspondence Column and on last page.

Y. O. C.— We have several times thought of starting a Children’s 
Column. When we can get a little more assistance on the paper 
we may do so.

G. G rove.— A very ancient fable now; but, as you say, it is hard 
to overtake a lie.

J. R.— Your subscription indicates the right kind of spirit, and so 
long as that is general among our readers we can face the future 
with confidence.

G. ]. B artram.— Very sorry to hear of the death of yet another 
young Tyneside Freethinker. Please convey our sympathy to 
the right quarter.

A. M.— It does one good to see you have your heart so much in 
the cause.

M r. Mountain.—There are some things that one could not easily 
pass over. This was one of them. Please to know that your 
“ fondness for the Freethinker grows weekly.”

M r. and M rs . B owman.— Thanks for remittance and appreciation 
of paper.. • .
C. S. M a ye r .— Sorry we are unable to give you the exact address, 

but a letter c/o the University, California, would be almost 
certain to reach its destination.

T. A. McK e e .— We hope the future will be brighter for you than 
you seem to anticipate; but whatever it is, your letter shows 
you will face it with courage.

F. D orrington.— We agree with you that it would be well to 
reprint many of the late G. W. Foote's articles. We are always 
on the point of doing so, but the pressure of matter awaiting 
publication prevents realization. However, we will try and 
reprint some occasionally.

P. R ipley.— Shall appear.
The Secular Society, Limited, office is at 62 Farringdon Street, 

London, E.C. 4.
The National Secular Society’s office is at 62 Farringdon Street, 

London, E.C. 4.
When the services o f the National Secular Society in connec

tion with Secular Burial Services are required all communi
cations should be addressed to the Secretary, Miss E. M. 
Vance, giving as long notice as possible.

Friends who send us newspapers would enhance the favour by 
marking the passages to which they wish us to call attention. 

Lecture Notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.
4 by first post Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.

Orders for literature should be sent to the Business Manager of 
the Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C. 4, and 
not to the Editor.

Letters for the Editor of the " Freethinker ”  should be addressed 
to 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C. 4.

The "  Freethinker ”  will be forwarded direct from the publishing 
office to any part of the world,post free, at the following rates, 
prepaid:—One year, 10s. 6d.; half year, 5s. 3d.; threemonths, 
2s. 8d.

Sugar Plums.
— ♦ —

Mr. Cohen commences his Autumn lecturing campaign 
with two lectures in the Town Hall, Birmingham, on 
September 23. As the Town Hall has a seating capacity 
of between 2,000 and 3,000, we hope that local Freethinkers 
will do their best to see that it is well filled on both occasions. 
A well filled hall helps both speaker and audience.

A Freethinker writes from the Fron t:—
Apropos of God’s wonderful preservation of crucifixes, lei 

me give you a true authenticated fact.
On a recent part of the Front, during the German retreat, 

attached to a large roadside crucifix was a tin can, tied by 
wire. A Tommy, when releasing same, was, along with the 
crucifix, severely damaged, owing to a bomb, being concealed 
in tin can, exploding.

A suitable postcard, subscribed by the boys, has been for- 
warded to the Rev. J. Thomas, of Chelmsford, who ascribed 
the heavy storms of late to the fact of Divine displeasure at 
people working on their allotments on Sunday. He will 
receive a shock. A pity these gentry, who are in such close 
touch with God, cannot ask him to stop the War, Probably 
that would be asking him too much.

We had a parson lecturing last Monday on “ Why Marry ? 
He is single.

Business as usual— on both sides.

The same correspondent vouches for the truth of the 
following story :—

A body of troops entraining for the Front were being sup' 
plied with refreshments (on payment of course). Two °r 
three men had been supplied with tea. Shortly afterwards 
they returned to the coffee-stall and told the lady helps that 
the tea just supplied to them they had used for making cocoa, 
could they have more, it was just as serviceable as hot water •

At the last moment considerations of space compel 11s t° 
hold over a fresh instalment of Mr. Palmer’s excellent 
articles on “  The Rise and Progress of Mental Power.” 
much regret having to do this, but good things are worth 
waiting for, and Mr. Palmer’s readers will kindly reserve 
their mildest malediction for the editorial head.

The North London Branch N. S. S. has arranged a Whist 
Drive for Wednesday, October 3, to be held in the Large 
Hall, St. Pancras Reform Club, Victoria Road, Kentish Town- 
Tickets, price is. (for members and friends only), may he 
obtained from the Secretary of the Branch, Miss Lane, 29 
Burton Street, King’s Cross, W.C. 1 ;  Miss Brandes, 
Union Grove, Wandsworth, S .W .; and from all Branch 
Secretaries. Prizes, of course, will be given. Early applica' 
tions for tickets should be made, as the number is limited.

The Prayer Importunate.

A c h a n c e  phrase often succeeds in making a sharp 
appeal to the imagination, opening out interesting fie^s 
of speculation. Such a phrase is “ a daring Christian 
thinker’’ just encountered in a volume entitled Pray1* 
in War Time, by Sir W . Robertson Nicoll. What 
constitute “  a daring Christian thinker ” at this time 0 
day ? A generation ago such a reputation was easily 
gained. An attempt to soften the crudity of any dements 
dogma was quite enough. Dean Farrar, for instance 
became an “ advanced ” thinker by merely doubting t*1® 
number of thermal units in store for those who spurne 
the narrow way. Nowadays one can occupy a Christia 
pulpit in a state of complete dogmatic nudity, and P  ̂
shuttlecock with the faith of our fathers without creating
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more than a mild sensation. And if one is capable of 
more or less skilfully punning on the terminology of the 
creeds and articles no sensation would be created at all. 
This is, in fact, theological modernism. Other avenues 
of hardihood have been opened out by publicly damning 
the Sultan, and, more recently, thanking God for the 
Zeppelins; though, in this latter case, we are willing to 
admit daring. Altogether, we are inclined to think that 
Dr. Nicoll himself is, perhaps, as deserving of such a 
distinction as anyone; to write a volume on the subject 
of prayer at this moment of the world’s history is 
courageous to a degree.

It is more than courageous; it is audacious. For 
consider what the present situation is as expressed by 
John Galsworthy:—

God on the lips of each potentate and under a hun
dred thousand spires prayer that twenty-two million 
servants of Christ may receive from God the blessed 
strength to tear and blow each other to pieces, to ravage 
and burn, to wrench husbands from wives, fathers from 
their children, to starve the poor, and everywhere destroy 
the works of the spirit. Prayer under the hundred 
thousand spires for the blessed strength of God, to use 
the noblest, most loyal iustincts of the human race to 
the ends of carnage!

No supernatural creed— in these days when two and 
two are put together— can stand against such reeling 
subversions.

But Galsworthy is but a humble uninspired scribe 
with a negligible following of thoughtful men with big 
hearts. The editor of the British Weekly leads religious 
Nonconformity, is an Honourable Knight, and has 
“ done his b it” in the Great War by helping to raise 
to power a prayerful premier. Such a dignitary is not 
likely to yield with unseemly haste to the logic of the 
foment. Besides, Nonconformity has never struck us 
as being particularly interested in elementary mathe
matics, and reeling under subversions may be to it but 
a normal and blessed exercise of faith. It is British 
Nonconformity that constitutes Dr. Nicoll’s public.

Pace Galsworthy then. Dr. Nicoll “ is very deeply 
c°nvinced that if we are to see the end of this horrible 
jmarchy we must far more seriously as a nation and as 
mdividuals give ourselves to prayer.” “ It is our busi
ness to pray for victory on the battlefield.” We must 
Pray for our soldiers and sailors, and pray, as far as 
Possible, for each by name.” It is both “ lawful and 
r'ght.” The one thing wanted, in fact, above all, is a 

nation of pray-ers.” Not only pray-ers, but “ good 
pray-ers.” The distinction is important, and has 
Interesting implications. Prayer is not, or should not 
)e> a poor stuttering mode of communication between 
man and his maker. It should be based on principles 
which Dr. Nicoll, en rapport with the celestial mind, 
Undertakes to “ apply to our present circumstances.” It 
ls bis knowledge of the ingredients of the “ good prayer ’’ 
^bich will make, one would think, his volume both useful
nnd timely to believers. For none, we take it, cares to 
Pray for an altogether unreasonable period without 
?nc°uragement. The believer in Prayer without Ceas- 
lng, be he ever so enthusiastic for a “ Wait and See” 
P°*my, is apt to faint by the' wayside if the waiting is 
mdefinite and the state of “ low visibility ” permanent.

earning that he is but a poor pray-er, he, naturally, 
. rns to a celebrated divine for the correct form of 
R a t i o n .  Dr. Nicoll, being a veritable John 
Wellington Wells, can tell him how, when, and where 

Pray ; in short, how to pray “ with acceptation.”
Dur mind not being in tune with the Infinite, we are, 
urally, puzzled over the recommendations. When 

r< Nicoll admits, as he is bound to, that God answers 
pu 6̂r aS ^inks fit, one would expect him in logic to 

In a good word for the prayer of resignation, expressed

or unexpressed. But no, God does not mean our 
prayers to be “  a mere sign of acquiescence.” Some 
degree of garrulity is preferable to a simple “ Thy will 
be done.” The “ prayer of yearning ” also is damned 
with faint praise. No doubt it has its points, but 
“ prayer succeeds by the intensity of the will power put 
into it.” The prayer with the greatest chance of 
materializing, then, is the “ importunate prayer.” 
“  God,” we are told, “  loves to be entreated, pleaded 
with, wrestled with.” These are the prayers that tell, 
unless, of course, we are hopelessly literal-minded and 
expect to get what we pray for. “ Ask and ye shall 
receive,” says Holy Writ, but it is not promised, mark 
you, that you shall receive what you ask for. This is a 
shallow interpretation confined to fellows careless alike 
of ablutions and aspirates, who bellow out blasphemies 
from egg-boxes in public places. Students of High 
Olympus know better. They know how the gods 
delight in laying verbal pitfalls. Note how ingeniously 
Midas, for instance, was tripped up over a phrase, and 
his case was only one of thousands. Perfectly justifiable, 
then, and in strict accord with precedent is the reading: 
Ask for bread and you may receive a stone; seek for 
comfort and you may receive tribulation; knock at the 
door of Paradise but abandon hope all you that enter 
there.

If we accept, and we might as well, that the impor
tunate prayer is the prayer that God loves best, then 
the Deity, for one, has managed to drain some satisfac
tion from the last three years. One importunate prayer 
has been urged with troublesome urgency and reitera
tion :—

Fathers, mothers, wives, lovers pray that prayer and 
wonder how it is with their dearest in these vallies and
heights of death.......Oftentimes they are stricken and
blinded by receiving the tidings that this one prayer 
the nearest to the heart and the dearest can be uttered 
no more. Each name on the long list on which our eyes 
fasten every morning means the stilling of an impor
tunate prayer, often of many importunate prayers, which 
for weeks and months and years have been lifted to
God.......We know very well, however, that promises
which attach to prayer do not and cannot attach to 
every petition. We know that not all of our prayers 
can be granted. Not everyone can come hack whole 
or even wounded from the battlefield.

Still, “ W e must be importunate in prayer— impor
tunate that is for that answer God is always willing to bestow." 
We have taken the liberty t6f italicize this last qualifi
cation, for it seems to us not only to discourage the 
Christian business man, but to chill into non-existence 
the importunity of the most devout. In spite of the 
pufis preliminary the prayer importunate is turning out 
to be but a sorry speculation. But we have Dr. Nicoll’s 
word for it that it is the best line in prayer-going.

We know, with the writer, that many prayers are not 
answered; but this seems to be the only point where 
our information coincides. W e do not know of any 
prayer that is answered, and here we-are led to infer 
that our knowledge is much less than his. Still, we have 
something approaching a conviction that Dr. Nicoll also 
knows not of any such thing. W e are convinced, also, 
that he is really profoundly ignorant of a Deity “ that 
loves to be entreated, pleaded with, and wrestled with,” 
and measures out his favours accordingly. W e believe, 
in short, that he knows very little indeed about such 
matters, but that he has simply got into a habit of 
emulating Merlin when his followers clamour for a sign.

The circumstances responsible for the importunate 
prayer, the anguish and sincerity that characterize them, 
make an appeal to us if not to the D eity; and in no 
particular instance can one feel inclined for either re
monstrance or criticism. W e must content ourselves
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with the one satisfactory fact that from this plethora of 
petitionings, in every case one form or other of human 
love emerges. One member of the human family feels 
the presence of another to be in degree necessary to his 
or her happiness, and it is from this great outstanding 
fact of love that all hopes of human regeneration spring 
There can be no doubt, either, that the value of prayer 
is being questioned by thousands owing to the failure of 
the one importunate prayer. All these, if desirous of 
helping on the time when the sum-total of human grief 
will be diminished, will be thrown back upon human 
effort and human resource. It may seem to some a 
black day when the help of Omnipotence is dispensed 
with. With the help of Omnipotence, the day is black 
enough— so black, indeed, that Humanists cannot afforc 
to lose the help of anyone of heart and head at present 
endeavouring to alter the course of events by impor
tuning the atmosphere. When the poignancy of their 
grief is over, and they are prepared for stouter counsel, 
they must be told once more of the evil that is wrought 
by want of thought, and learn that they must stand 
erect and with eyes very wide open indeed if they are 
ever to come to grips with the Infamous. ,p j_j p

The “ New Republic” and 
New Religion.

the

Mr. Joseph McCabe has recently remarked upon the 
absence of anything like a weighty Freethought move
ment in the United States of America. When one 
considers in what manner the Churches in this country 
have been driven to theological re-statement and to social 
activity by the pressure of humanist movements outside 
them, one is not surprised to discover that organized 
religion in America, comparatively undisturbed by such 
movements, maintains much that has here been dis
carded.

In a recent issue (June 9, 1917), of the New Republic, 
a journal which in the realm of politics expresses the 
democratic ideals of President Wilson with marked 
distinction, and is consequently widely quoted in Europe, 
there was an article on “ The Future of Religion,” by 
Professor Kirsopp Lane, of Harvard. In this article 
there is expressed that vague, nebulous view of religion 
which one associates with the new theologians from Mr. 
Campbell to Mr. Wells. That such an article should 
appear in the New Republic is a remarkable evidence of 
the backwardness of our Trans-Atlantic cousins in those 
tasks of research and rational reconstruction to which, 
every year, an increasing body of the most intelligent of 
our population is devoting itself.

Professor Kirsopp Lane, for all he teaches early 
Christian history at Harvard, paints a picture of the 
theologians and preacher» of America which is as black 
as any Rationalist could make it. “  I am pessimistic,” 
he writes, “ about the present attitude and the future 
fate of the Churches.”

His pessimism is, to be sure, justifiable enough on 
his own showing. He writes of “ ministers of religion ” 
who “ are tragically ignorant of the history of religious 
thought ” ; of the God of their conception as “ a God 
outside the universe which he created, playing, as it 
were, tricks with it, in alternating moments of super
human love and infra-human wrath. He has unlimited 
power, but he does not use it to prevent evil.”  This 
sort of God, says the Professor bluntly, “  is not con
ceivable by a rational mind.”

There is growing up in America inevitably, as in 
every free country, a generation which cannot stomach 
this theological reaction, and is looking for more

rational and nobler principles. What sort of provision 
can this learned Christian Professor make for it ?

Just as his strictures on orthodox theologians and 
ministers are those which have been the commonplaces 
of criticism in this country for many years, so his notion 
of religion for the future is the commonplace and utterly 
unsatisfactory notion of a non-anthropomorphic view of 
God, and of religion as a part of life and not as 
something “ added on to life.”

Professor Kirsopp Lane gives no hint that it is being 
found possible to get along quite well without G od; but 
he is greatly concerned to establish the possibility of a 
concept of God and of religion that shall not conflict 
with the best thought and the highest emotion of men.

I confess that some of his arguments are ingenious, 
but none of them are at all convincing. For example» 
he says:—

It must be remembered that the exact phrase “ a 
personal God ” scarcely belongs to the great period of 
formative Christian theology. (If any doubt this let 
them try to translate “ a personal God ” into Greek.) 

It is a little astonishing to be told that “ a personal 
God ” is a phrase that “  scarcely belongs to the great 
period of formative Christian theology.” Dr. Kirsopp 
Lane’s stress is, of course, on the words “ the exact phrase," 
and the theologian will readily perceive what he is driving 
at, and that he might be able to make an academic case 
of sorts for this contention. But what does it matter ? 
The real question of the moderns is not as to this or that 
conception of God. It is as to whether any conception 
of God is possible, nay, is not in conflict with all that 
know of the origins and development of the world and 
of makind ?

In precisely the same manner— I had almost written 
the same tricky manner— the slightly more practical 
problem of the relations of religion and life are dealt with» 
T hus:—

In early or mediaeval thought the belief obtained that 
religion was something added on to life. A man might 
do his work well and be a good and useful member of 
society; but unless he was religious and did the extra 
things which religion demanded, he was a lost soul-
This is the implication of extra ccclesiam nulla sains......
Now the situation is changed ; religion is valued as a 
part of ordinary life, so far^ as it makes men g°°d 
citizens, and the whole idea of salvation by some appen- 
dix to life, controlled by some special class, is in abey
ance and to most of us repugnant. We agree with the 
poet, though perhaps not in his sense, that “ the daily 
round, the common task, will furnish all we need to 
ask.”

Now, this is an argument with which we are very 
familiar. When the supernatural faith has failed, when 
everything that the theologians have taught has proved 
futile to arrest the progress of enquiry and mental 
emancipation, when, despite all the obstacles of the 
Churches, men come face to face with realities; tl'e 
people who provided the obstacles, the powers that 
veiled the realities, say— “ these realities to which y°u 
have come— these ate religion ! ”

It is an argument which could only be swallowed by 
a person of more than mediaeval credulity, and one not 
without awkward consequences for those who make use 
of it. Professor Kirsopp Lane does make use of it thns 
ecklessly:—

.......This is religion. It is the real thing; and the re
ligious nature of the whole mind of the modern man lS 
being revealed to the student of historical theology» aS 
he sees how, in war and in peace, men subordinate tl,e *r 

own interests to those of some higher aim in wW j 
express it how they may, they find the true purpose 
life. Therefore, that this is religion I do not doubt; 
whether it will officially retain that name is a p o t 

question.
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There is only one escape for the Professor from the 
charge of reckless superficiality. Is he not, after all, 
attempting to provide an easy road from faith to reason ? 
For he says: —

Faith is not the antithesis of doubt, which is only 
another name for intelligence, but of timidity. It is the 
power which leads men to go on, knowing that that 
which is beyond is good, and trusting themselves to the 
guidance of life. It means forgetting the things which 
arebehind and reaching outto the things which are before. 
In his own sphere the business man of to-day has done 
this ; in his own very different sphere the man of science 
has done this. To continue in Biblical language, they 
have used the talents entrusted to them and need not 
be afraid to stand before the Son of Man.

And he concludes :—
But the professional ecclesiastic has insisted on 

keeping his talent unchanged, removed from the com
merce of the market, and the time is approaching when 
it will be taken from him and be given to others; he 
himself will retain merely the hole in the ground in 
which he once hid it. He may continue to call that 
hole religion or God or Christianity or anything which 
he likes, and perhaps he will be allowed by others to do 
so, for men who are in earnest have little time and 
small inclination to contend about words. But the 
reality will be elsewhere, even if it be under another 
Dame, and thochildren of the new age will follow the 
reality, not the name.

Fut into plain English, this means that religion for 
every man is the following out of truth and duty, that it 
ls> >n a word, the fine conception of enlightened humanity.

* hy, then, call it religion —a name with an ugly history; 
D̂d why seek to attach to these antiquated legends and 
0rmula2 of the past the ever-growing body of truth which 
ankind has learned, despite the opposition of their pro- 

essional defenders ?
Professor Kirsopp Lane says he is an optimist about 

religion ! But what he is optimistic about is humanity 
like all the theologians of the modern school who 

are not really theologians at all. A lan Handsacre>

Correspondence.

i n f a n t  m o r t a l i t y  a n d  t h e  b i r t h -r a t e .
TO TH E EDITOR OF TH E “  FR EETH IN K ER ."

ĵ . ,̂R>-—Is “ Y. C.” quite justified in his contention that a
'8h birth-rate necessarily connotes a high infant mortalityrate?.

le ke following points, I think, will show that there is at
ast another side to the question.
11 Hie Jews arc strikingly prolific, yet both their infant 

and general mortality arc low.
The Irish have a high birth-rate and a low infant mor
tality rate.

3’ The birth-rate in England and Wales began to decrease 
since 1870, yet the infant mortality rate was never so 
high as it was in the decenniutn 1891-1900.

F Some medical officers of health, particularly Dr. Hope, 
°f Liverpool, have shown that there are families in 
'vhich 50 per cent, of the children have died before 
reaching their second birthday,yet other families having 
the same number of children and living under similar 
conditions of sanitation, in the same streets and dis- 
tricts, have been enabled to rear all their children, 

the 1S I5° 'nt *8 also of importance in showing how small is 
nQweffcct of sanitation in affecting infant mortality; and is 
He ,8enerally admitted by sanitary authorities. At a Public 
Ofg a Conference, a few years ago, Dr. Buchan, Medical 
genCer °t Health for Bradford, declared that there was a 
Sani a . consensus of opinion among sanitary experts that 
0piiiation has little or no effect upon infant mortality. This 

lQn was generally endorsed by Dr. S. G. Moore, Medical

Officer of Health for Huddersfield, in his Milroy Lectures of 
last year.

5. Have not the records of the Tribunal Courts constantly 
shown that the biggest families have often the most 
robust children ?

6. That the factors of infant mortality are not quite so 
obvious as is generally supposed, may be gathered from 
the following facts :—

(a) On the Isle of St. Kilda, off the north-west coast of 
Scotland, from 50 to 60 per cent, of the children born 
there died before they were nine days old. They 
were born apparently quite healthy, and if they 
succeeded in surviving the first fortnight after birth, 
there was no further danger. This remarkable 
mortality continued for about 150 years, until the 
beginning of this century.

(b) Coal-mining villages throughout England arid Wales 
have extraordinarily high infant mortality rates. 
Even when ideally situated, and when both the 
housing and sanitation are quite satisfactory (I am 
now speaking from actual personal experience), the 
rate of infant mortality is often much higher than 
that of the poorest parts of the East End of London.

(c) The infant mortality of Malta is very high; averaging, 
for the past fifteen years, about 210 per 1,000 births. 
Yet its sanitation is quite up-to-date; and there is 
practically no industrial employment of mothers. 
Comparing Malta with the towns of Sicily and of 
Southern Italy, although their sanitation is in an 
extremely backward condition indeed; yet the infant 
mortality of the latter is much lower than that of 
Malta.

My own opinion is that the schools for mothers have pro
vided the key to the solution of the problem: “ Feed the 
expectant and nursing mother with an adequate supply of 
wholesome food, so that she may be able to feed her baby at 
the breast.” I believe that also explains the low infant mor
tality obtaining among the Jews and the Irish.

J. McGhee.

SOCIALISM  AND FR EETH O U G H T.

TO TH E EDITOR OF TH E “  FREETH IN KER.”

S ir,— Although the Freethinker's special province is the 
exposure of religious fraud and the emancipation of the 
people from the religious superstitions which enervate and 
impoverish them, yet there are economic superstitions 
equally baneful, because the free expression of honest thought 
is now impossible except for the few who possess economic 
independence. And so I was very glad to read Mr. Thos. A. 
Jackson’s article on the above subject in your issue of to
day, and thus learn so many details about the famous Karl 
Marx.

Mr. Jackson, however, concludes with the categorical 
statement that “ every genuine Socialist must be a Free
thinker,” which is clearly meaningless unless we know just 
what the terms used connote. I certainly do not limit my- 
definition of a Socialist to those only who accept the Marxian 
economic philosophy, any more than I limit my definition of 
a Freethinker to those only who accept the religious philo
sophy of our respected Editor. A Socialist seems to me to 
be one who sees the folly and injustice of our present social 
system, and thinks they can best be remedied by collective 
ownership and management of industry ; while a Freethinker 
seems to me to be one who has enough independence of 
character to think out his opinions for himself, and who 
abjures all authority in the exercise of his reason or the ex
pression of his views, and is, moreover, eager to allow the 
same freedom of thought and expression to those who differ 
from him.

In view of those two definitions, it is certainly not true 
that every Socialist must be a Freethinker. There are many 
degrees in Socialism, e.g., a man may believe in nationalizing 
the railways, the mines, and the shipping, in addition to what 
is already nationalized, viz., the Army and the Navy and the 
Post Office, withoutr going any further; so far he would 
be a Socialist, without any reference to his belief in a God 
or the reverse. Besides that, if we had a complete system
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of State Socialism— every form of industry under the control 
of State officials— it is true that we should all be sure of 
good food, clothing, and shelter, so long as we behaved our
selves in accordance with the regulations, as in the Army 
and Navy now; but I very much fear that our freedom of 
thought and expression would not be nearly so great as in 
the present economic variety show.

Since the War broke out, we have had a fairly good expe
rience of the tyranny and inefficiency of a socialistic bureau
cracy, which have been endured solely because we are 
seriously threatened by an infinitely worse tyranny in the 
hands of a German bureaucracy.

And when we trace the present disparities of w'ealth to 
their source, they are found to rest on the two great mono
polies of land and banking, causing enormous increments of 
unearned wealth to fall into the hands of a few privileged 
persons. A National Bank, furnishing banking facilities at 
their true labour cost of half per cent., would give us a non- 
interest-bearing currency. The land could then be national
ized by buying out its present owners, who would soon cease 
to enjoy unearned incomes, because the money they received 
would have lost its unjust power of automatic increase. So 
far, then, I am a Socialist; and as I acknowledge no autho
rities in forming my views on any subject, I am also a 
genuine Freethinker.

September 2, 1917. G. O. W a r r e n , Major  (retired).

Obituary.

It was with sincere regret that we learned recently of the 
death of Mr. George Taylor, of Liverpool, a man whose 
devotion to Freethought was well known' and appreciated. 
We refrained from saying anything at the time, as we were 
informed, that a Church of England Service had been con
ducted at the cremation, which took place at Anfield 
Cemetery. On inquiry, we learned that this was done at the 
instance of Mrs. Taylor, against the desire of the dead man 
and also in spite of the protest of his son, who would, natur
ally and properly, have liked to see his father’s wishes carried 
out. Unfortunately, the power of the next of kin in this 
matter is absolute ; and where religious prejudice overcomes 
one’s respect for the memory and the expressed wish of the 
dead, he or she orders matters to his or her liking. For our
selves, we can only regret that so sturdy a Freethinker was 
exposed to this last insult. Mr. Taylor made no secret of 
his opinions while living; he was prompt and generous in 
the support he gave to Freethought propaganda; and his 
death removes a much-respected member from the ranks of 
Liverpool Freethinkers.— C. C.

We regret to report the death of Mr. Alfred Ford, of 
Rotherhithe, in the sixty-sixth year of his age. lie  was a 
constant reader of the Freethinker, and a great admirer of the 
late G. W. Foote. He had a long and painful illness, which 
he endured with remarkable fortitude, and during which he 
availed himself of every opportunity to express his Free- 
thought convictions. He had two sons in the Army, one of 
whom was killed some time ago. The funeral took place at 
Brockley Cemetery on Tuesday afternoon, September 4, 
when a Secular Service was conducted. He had asked his 
friend, Mr. G. Hollamby, to see that he was buried “ without 
any of the men of God stepping in.” “  They had me at my 
birth and at my wedding,” he added, “ but I don’t want them 
to have me at my death.”  W e tender the widow and family 
our sincere sympathy in their bereavement.— J. T. L.

With deep regret I record the death of another young 
Freethinker, Private Robert William WarneF, aged twenty- 
one, of Gateshead, who was killed in action on August 10. 
Decased was the son of Mrs. Alice and the late George 
Warner, both pronounced Freethinkers, the latter being well 
known locally as an outdoor advocate of Freethought in 
Newcastle. Young Warner was of a more retiring disposi
tion than his father, but his cheery voice and happy counten
ance will be greatly missed. Readers of the Freethinker will 
sympathize with his sorrqwing mother and stepfather, Mr. 
Jas. Blackhall, in their sad bereavement.— J. G. B.

SU N D A Y  L E C T U R E  N O TICES, Etc.

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

LONDON.
Indoor.

Mr. A. D. Howell Smith’s D iscussion Class (N.S. S. Office, 
62 Farringdon Street): Thursday, Sept, 20, at 7.30.

Outdoor.
B attersea Park B ranch N. S. S. (Battersea Park Gates): 

n . 15, a Lecture.
Bethnal Green B ranch N. S. S. (Victoria Park, near the 

Fountain): 6.15, E. Burke, a Lecture.
P’ insbury P ark N. S. S. : n . 15, E. Burke, a Lecture.
North L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Parliament Hill): 6 30, a 

Lecture.
K ingsland B ranch N. S. S. (corner of Ridley Road): 7. a 

Lecture.
R egent’s Park B ranch N. S. S. : 3.30, Percy S. Wilde, a 

Lecture.
South L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Brockwell Park) : 3, A. D- 

Howell Smith, B.A., a Lecture.
W est Ham B ranch N. S. S. (outside Maryland Point Station); 

7, Mr. Miller, “  Charles Bradlaugh : Flis Life and Work.”

H yde Pa r k : ir.30, Mr. Saphin; 3.15, Messrs. Swasey and 
Dales; 6.30, Messrs. Saperstein, Hyatt, and Kells.

GOD AND THE AIR-RAID.

THe Massacre of tHe Innocents.
A  Propagandist Leaflet.

By C. COHEN.

Price 9d. per 100. 6s. per 1,000.
(Post free IS.) (Post free 6s. 6d.)

P R O P A G A N D IS T  L E A F L E T S . New Issue. *•
-I- Christianity a Stupendous Failure, J, T. Lloyd ; 2. BiM* 
and Teetotalism, J. M. Wheeler; 3. Principles of Secularistn, 
C. Watts; 4. Where Arc Your Hospitals? R. Ingersoll > 
Because the Bible Tells Me So, W. P. B all; C. Why Be Good ■ 
G. W. Foote; 7. The Massacre of the Innocents (God and the 
Air-Raid) , C. Cohen. The Parson's Creed. Often the means 
of arresting attention and making new members. Price 9d. Pet 
hundred, post free is. Samples on receipt of stamped addressed 
envelope.— N. S. S. Secretary, 62 Farringdon Street, E.C. 4-

LATEST N, S. S. BADGE.— A single Pansy 
flower, size as shown ; artistic and neat design 
in enamel and silver;, permanent in colouf* 
has been the means of making many pleasan1

al
introductions. Brooch or Stud fastening. O' 
post free.— From Miss E. M. V ance, Genen 
Secretary, N. S. S., 62 Farringdon St., E.C. 4

p  OMFORTABLE APARTMENTS, 4$ miles fr°^
A -z Leicester.— Widow, without family, would be pleased 
hear from F'reethinkers wishing to spend their holidays in 1 
Midlands.— Mrs. W. P almer, King Street, Endcrby, nca 
Leicester.

BU SIN ESS MAN wants two or three Unfurnished 
Rooms, one on ground floor, in N.W. or W. district, n 

tube or rail to City.— Send terms to A nderson, i i  Salisbury E°a ’  

'orest Gate. E. 7.

Population Question and Birth-Control*

P o s t  Frkk T h r e e  H a l f p e n c e .

MALTHUSIAN LEAGUE,
Q u e e n  A n n e ’s C h a m b e r s , W e s t m i n s t e r , S A ^ ‘
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A  Great Work, at a Low Price.

The Non-Religion of the 
Future.

BY

M A R I E  J E A N  G U Y A U .
Published 17s. net. Price 4s.

(Postage 6d.)

For a FreetkinKer’s BooKskelf.

DARWINISM TO-DAY.
By P rofessor V. L. K e llo g g .

A Discussion of the present standing of Darwinism in the 
light of later and alternative theories of the Development 

of Species.
Published 7s. 6d. net. Price 3s., postage sd.

STU D IES IN ROMAN HISTORY.
B y D r. E. G. H ardy.

Vol. I.— Christianity and the Roman Government. 
Vol. II.—The Armies and the Empire.

Published I2S. net. Price 3s. 9d., postage 6d.

HISTORY OF SACERD O TAL CELIBACY.
B y H. C. L ea .

Iq two handsome volumes, large 8vo., published at 21s. net. 
Price 73., postage 7d.

This is the Third and Revised Edition, 1907, of the 
Standard and Authoritative Work on Sacerdotal Celibacy. 
Since its issue in 1867 it has held the first place in the 
literature of the subject, nor is it likely to lose that 

position.

TH E ENGLISH  W OM AN: STU D IE S IN HER 
PSYCHIC EVO LUTIO N.

B y D. Staars.

Published 9s. net. Price 2s. 6d., postage sd.
An Evolutionary and Historic Essay on Woman. With 
biographical Sketches of Harriet Martineau, George 

Eliot, and others.

CRIM INAL PROSECUTION AND CAPITA L 
PUNISHM ENT OF ANIMALS.

B y E. P. E vans.
A Careful Study of one of the most curious of Medieval 
Superstitious Practices. There is an Appendix of Docu
ments which adds considerably to the value of the work. 

Published 1906. With Frontispiece.
^ 4  Pp. Published 7s. 6d. Price 2s., postage sd.

THE W O R LD ’S D E SIR E S; OR, T H E  R ESU LTS OF 
MONISM.

An Elementary Treatise on a Realistic Religion and 
Philosophy of Human Life.

B y E. A. A shcroft.
*^° PP., published at 10s. 6d. Price 2s. 6d., postage sd. 

Ashcroft writes from the point of view of a convinced 
reethinker, and deals with the question of Man and the 

Universe in a thoroughly suggestive manner,

NATURAL AND SO CIAL MORALS..
B y C arveth  Read.

roUssor of Philosophy in the University of London.
1909. Published at 7s. 6d. net. Price 3s., postage sd. 
bine Exposition of Morals from the standpoint of a 

Rationalistic Naturalism.

By th e  H on. A. S. G. C anning. 

IN TO LERAN CE AMONG CHRISTIANS. 
Published 5s. Price is. 6d., postage 4d.

R ELIGIO U S ST R IFE  IN BRITISH HISTORY. 
Published 5s. Price is. 6d., postage sd.

T H E  P O LITIC A L PROGRESS OF CH RISTIANITY. 
Published 5s- Price is. 6d., postage qd.

The Three Volumes post free for Ss.

TH R EE ESSAYS ON RELIGION.
B y J. S. Mi l l .

Published at 5s. Price is. 6d., postage 4d.
There is no need to praise Mill’s Essays on Nature, The 
Utility of Religion, and Theism. The work has become a 
Classic in the History of Freethought. No greater attack 
on the morality of nature and the God of natural theology 

has ever been made than in this work.

DETERM INISM  OR FR E E  W IL L ? 
B y C hapman C ohen.

Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.

CONTENTS.
I. The Question Stated.— II. “ Freedom ” and “ Will.”_
III. Consciousness, Deliberation, and Choice.— IV. Some 
Alleged Consequences of Determinism.— V. Professor 
James on "The Dilemma of Determinism.”— VI. The 
Nature and Implications of Responsibility.— VII. Deter
minism and Character.— VIII. A Problem in Determinism. 

— IX. Environment.
Cloth, is. gd., postage 3d.

T H E  B IB LE  HANDBOOK.
By G. W. F oote  and W. P. Ba ll .

For Freethinkers and Enquiring Christians. New Edition. 
162 pp. Cloth. Price is., postage 2d.

FLO W E R S OF FREETH O U G H T.
B y G. W. F oote .

First Series, with Portrait, 216 pp. Cloth. Price 2s. fid net, 
postage qd. Second Series, 302 pp. Cloth. Price 2s. 6d. 
net, postage 4d. The Two Volumes post free for 5s.

Pamphlets.

B y G. W . F oote .
ROME OR ATHEISM  ? Price 2d., postage id.
B IB LE  AND BEER. Price id,, postage Jd.
MRS. BESA N T’S TH EOSOPH Y. Price id., postage id. 
MY RESURRECTION. Price id., postage Jd.
TH E  A T H E IST  SHOEM AKER. Price id., postage id. 
C H R ISTIA N ITY AND PROGRESS. Price 2d., postage Id. 
H ALL OF SC IEN CE L IB E L  CASE. Price 3d., post- 

age id. ______

B y C hapman C ohen.

SOCIALISM , ATH EISM , AND CH RISTIAN ITY. Price 
id., postage id.

C H R ISTIA N ITY AND SO CIAL ETH ICS. Price id., 
postage Jd.

D E ITY AND DESIGN. Price id., postage Jd.
W AR AND CIV ILIZA TIO N . Price id., postage id. 
RELIGION  AND T H E  CH ILD. Price id., postage Jd.

B y J. T. L loyd .

PR A YE R : ITS ORIGIN, HISTORY, AND F U T ILIT Y. 
Price 2d., postage id.
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Pamphlets — continued.
B y  C olonel  Ingerso ll .

W HY AM I AN A G N O STIC? Price id., postage id. 
M ISTAKES OF MOSES. Price id., postage |d.
A CH RISTIAN CATECH ISM . Price 3d., postage id. 
W OODEN GOD. Price id., postage id.
T H E  CHRISTIAN RELIGION . Price id., postage id. 
DO I BLASPH EM E? Price id., postage id . 
H OUSEH OLD OF FAITH . Price id., postage id.
IS SU ICID E A SIN ? AND LA ST W ORDS ON 

SUICIDE. Price id., postage id.
MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE. Price id., postage id. 
T H E  GODS. Price 2d., postage id.
L IV E  TO PICS. Price id., postage id.
ABRAHAM LINCOLN. Price id., postage id.
LIM ITS OF TO LER ATIO N . Price id., postage id. 
ROME OR REASON. Price id., postage id.
W H AT MUST W E DO TO  BE SA V ED ? Price id., 

postage id.
C R E ED S AND SPIR ITU ALITY. Price id., postage id. 
SO CIAL SALVATION . Price id., postage id.

B y W a lte r  Mann.
PAGAN AND CH RISTIAN  MORALITY. Price 2d.,

postage id .
TH E R E L IG IO N 'O F  FAMOUS MEN. Price id., post- 

age id .

B y Mimnermus.
FR EETH O U G H T AND LITER A TU R E . Price id., post

age id . ______

B y J. B entham .
UTILITARIANISM  Price id., postage id.

B y L ord B acon.
PAGAN M YTHOLOGY. Price 3d., postage iid .

B y D. H ume.
ESSAY ON SUICIDE. Price id., postage id. 
M ORTALITY O F SOUL. Price id., postage id. 
LIBER T Y AND N ECESSITY. Price id., postage id.

B y M. Mangasarian.
MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA. Price id., postage id.

B y D iderot and H olbach . 
CO DE OF NATURE. Price id., postage id.

B y A nthony C ollins .
FR E E W IL L  AND N ECESSITY. Price 3d., postage id.

About 1d. in the 1s. should be added on all Foreign and 
Colonial orders.

T h e  P i o n e e r  P r e s s , 61 Farringdon Street, E.C. 4.

NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY.
President:

CH APM A N  COHEN.

Secretary:

Miss E. M. V ance, 62 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.

Principles and Objects.
Secularism teaches that conduct should be based on reason 

and knowledge. It knows nothing of divine guidance or 
interference; it excludes supernatural hopes and fears; it 
regards happiness as man’s proper aim, and utility as his 
moral guide.

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

Secularism declares that theology is condemned by reason 
as superstitious, and by experience as mischievous, and 
assails it as the historic enemy of Progress.

Secularism accordingly seeks to dispel superstition; to 
spread education; to disestablish religion; to rationalize 
morality; to promote peace; to dignify labour; to extend 
material well-being; and to realize the self-government of 
the people.

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

following declaration:—

I desire to join the National Secular Society, and I 
pledge myself, if admitted as a member, to co-operate in 
promoting its objects.

Name.....................................................................................

Address.................................................................................

Occupation .........................................................................

Dated this........... day of.................................... 19............

This declaration should be transmitted to the Secretary 
with a subscription.

P.S .— Beyond a minimum of Two Shillings per year, every 
member is left to fix his own subscription according to his 
means and interest in the cause.

Immediate Practical Objects.
The Legitimation of Bequests to Secular or the Free- 

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

The Abolition of the Blasphemy Laws, in order that 
Religion may be canvassed as freely a s  other su b je ctS i 

without fear of fine or imprisonment.
The Disestablishment and Disendowment of the State 

Churches in England, Scotland) and Wales.
The Abolition of all Religious Teaching and Bible Reading 

in Schools or other educational establishments supported by 
the State.

The Opening of all endowed educational institutions to tb6 
children and youth of all classes alike.

The Abrogation of all laws interfering with the free use of 
Sunday for the purpose of culture and recreation; and tbe 
Sunday opening of State and Municipal Museums, Libraries« 
and Art Galleries.

A Reform of the Marriage Laws, especially to secufe 
equal justice for husband and wife, and a reasonable liberty 
and facility of divorce.

The Equalization of the legal status of men and women« 
so that all rights may be independent of sexual distinctions- 

The Protection of children from all forms of violence, an 
from the greed of those who would make a profit out 0 
their premature labour.

The Abolition of all hereditary distinctions and privilegeS 
fostering a spirit antagonistic to justice and human brother- 
hood.

The Improvement, by all just and wise means, of the con 
ditionS of daily life for the masses of the people, especia* y 
in towns and cities, where insanitary and incommodi°u® 
dwellings, and the want of open spaces, cause pbysic 
weakness and disease, and the deterioration of family 1̂ ®' 

The Promotion of the right and duty of Labour to organic® 
itself for its moral and economical advancement, and of 1 
claim to legal protection in such combinations.

The Substitution of the idea of Reform for that of Pu° ’s 
ment in the treatment of criminals, so that gaols inay D° 
longer be places of brutalization, or even of mere detenti®0’ 
but places of physical, intellectual, and moral elevation 
those who are afflicted with anti-social tendencies.

An Extension of the moral law to animals, 90 as to sec 
them humane treatment and legal protection against crue y 

The Promotion of Peace between nations, and the sut>s 
tution of Arbitration for War in the settlement of internatioo3 
disputes.
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