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Views and Opinions.
Is I t  B lasphem y P

lo  speak of God as half-witted will sound like 
terrible blasphemy to pious ears, and were it made one 
°f the counts in an indictment for committing that 
°ffence, one can picture the judge and jury shuddering 
telien the counsel for the prosecution read out the 
Phrase. For my own part, however, I cannot see why 
°ne should not have the same liberty to call God half
witted as one has to call him all-wise. After all, 
1>raisc and blame are equally critical estimates on 
Whatever they are passed. True both these judgments 
Canhot be correct, but that docs not affect their cliar- 
scler as judgments. And if the believer will persist 
!u R*ving his deity human qualities, he must not, at 
W'st he ought not, object to the unbeliever criticising 
ie exercise of these qualities as he would those of 

1' '>in John Smith. But as it happens, the expression 
half-witted ”  is not mine, nor does it belong to any 
1Cr infidel. It cames from a character of unques- 

|l0nc‘d piety, whose effigy clasping a huge Bible to his 
roast, gazing upward with a look strongly suggestive 

r attack of indigestion used to figure largely in 
'R'ous publications for the young. The phrase be- 

to »u less a person that Martin Luther, and it 
!. . he found 011 page 249 of Michelet’s life (Bohn’s 

jt 1 lc>n) of that famous Protestant hero. Luther gave 
as his opinion that in certain respects Satan would 

pro ' )cttcr "  l,oor half-witted God,”  and events 
Hv î k uthcr to be not far from the mark. Luther 
tip 1 at a t>Inc when there was more genuine belief 
p 11 ^erc is to-day, and consequently men could ex- 
c] Ss their feelings with much greater courage. To- 
tean r0,i* ious belief is so much of a pretence with so 
the  ̂’ l ' lat they are afraid to let themselves go for fear 

y sh°uld overstoj) the bounds of decorum.

r, , * * *
Qoa’8 Plan.
rejj Row, having sheltered myself behind the 
aftĉ 1,>UK'y respectable figure of Luther, let 11s see if, 
llajf a. * he was so very far out in applying the term 
Cum.sTlUCCj t0 ^ie Christian deity. In ordinary cir- 
-—-Ly ailccs We Range a man’s wisdom by three things 
the 1,. ,lL b 'an he pro]loses to put into execution, by 

'a he has at hand for his purpose, and by

the skill with which he manipulates them. In the case 
of the deity we may reduce these three canons to two. 
As the Christian believes that his god created the 
materials and endowed them with all the properties 
they possess, these same qualities are as much evidence 
of his wisdom,or lack of it, as is the execution of the 
plan the universe is supposed to express. What, then, 
was the plan embodied in the divine scheme of 
creation ? According to the Westminster Confession of 
Faith, and in this matter it not unfairly represents the 
whole of orthodox Christianity, God made the world 
for the benefit of man, and made man for the benefit of 
himself, “  to the praise of the glory of his wisdom, 
power, justice, goodness, and mercy.”  And Milton—  
who knew as much of the subject as anyone else— said 
that God, anxious to make up for an absence of wor
shippers, resolved to create—

......out of one man a race
Of men innumerable, there to dwell 
Till by degrees of merit raised 
They open to themselves the way,
And Earth be changed to Heaven and Heaven 

to Earth,
One kingdom, joy, and union without end.

.£ * #
W hat H appened P

Is it possible to congratulate the deity on the success 
of his plan ? What is it that really happened— that is, 
if we may accept the traditional account of the course 
of events? Man is made for the glory of God, but, 
apparently, it is the devil who gets him in the larger 
numbers. God provides all the material, and the devil 
gets all the profit. Man is declared to be good when 
God finished him, but in the end turns out so bad 
that a general clearance has to be made, and the head 
of the selected few who are saved from the universal 
deluge, gets gloriously drunk as soon as possible after 
the earth is once more fit for human habitation. 
Finally, the devil seems to be getting so much the 
better of things that one-third of the deity has to be 
sacrificed to the other two-thirds in order to gather in 
a few for the “  greater glory of God.”  Something 
evidently went wrong with one part of the “  plan.”  
Other parts did not fare better. The world was made 
for the benefit of man. It is a very modest criticism 
to say that it might have been better designed. Not 
half of it is habitable by him, and of the part that is a 
large area has had to be made so by human labour, 
millions having died before that could be accomplished. 
“  The Lord,”  said a clergyman, preaching in a broken 
and hilly district, "made the whole world in six days.”  
“  Possibly,”  said one of the congregation, “  but he 
might have put in an extra day or two in this district, 
straightening things up a bit.”  And unless one 
credits God with the deliberate intention of plaguing 
man, it must have been sheer want of thought that led 
to the creation of the many diseases with which lie is 
plagued. The germs of disease could not have created 
themselves, and it is not pretended that the devil had 
a hand in their appearance. If the world was created 
for the benefit of man, one can only say with a famous 
king of Castile that it doesn’t seem beyond the bounds 
of wisdom to suggest a better arrangement.
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God’s Curios.
The “  plan ”  of the animal world certainly suggests 

a justification of Luther’s phrase. About half the 
known forms of life are parasitic, and a very large 
number can only live by destroying others. Man is 
at the mercy of quite a number of minute organisms, 
and it certainly seems the height of stupidity to make 
the world for the benefit of man, to elaborate so 
wonderful a structure as the human frame, and then 
place it at the mercy of a microbe. And even if we 
take man’s relations to others we find him filled with 
passions that make living with each other a matter of 
more or less difficulty. Some years ago there happened 
in connection with Messrs. Barnum and Bailey’s show 
one of the strangest quarrels on record. The cause of 
the row was the wordiftg of the bills advertising the 
“  freaks.”  A  meeting of the animated curiosities was 
held and some pretty plain speaking done. The india- 
rubber skinned gentleman said that he represented a 
superior type of being, the lightning calculator asserted 
that he had more intelligence than those who paid to 
see him, and the whole collection went on strike until 
some less offensive title than “  Freak ”  was found for 
them. There were also suggestions from the public to 
end the dispute, and among others it was advised that 
“  God’s Curios ”  might meet the situation. The 
suggestion was not adopted, but it was an admirable 
one. For from the Theistic point of view these people 
were as much God’s creation as were those who paid 
their money to see them, although it would puzzle the 
believer to say where the wisdom lay in making a man 
without arms, or another with a skin several sizes too 
large for him. Perhaps there might have been some 
way of utilizing the collection as an aid to faith. If 
it had been purchased as it stood it could have been 
sent round to the Churches, and parsons might have 
proved the whole to be God’s handiwork by defying 
anyone to think of ordinary intelligence perpetrating 
such a satire on existence. It would have been 
evidence that—

God works in mischievous ways
His blunders to unfold.

*  *  *

God and His Revelation.
There is the same want of wit displayed in the revela

tion that God has been pleased to give to man. A  
revelation of truths that could not otherwise be dis
covered, and told in such a way that there would be no 
mistaking its meaning would be acceptable and useful. 
But the Bible, while tolerably rich in fancy has been 
deplorably weak in facts. As a work of imagination 
it probably equals Burke’s Peerage or an official report 
during war-time. As a catalogue of facts it has very 
grave deficiencies. There is no book in existence the 
precise meaning of which is so much in doubt, or con
cerning which there is so much dispute. An ordinary 
human reviewer who is unable to make his meaning 
clear is advised by all sensible critics to give up writing 
until he has acquired the art of clear expression. As 
an author the Christian deity cannot be pronounced an 
unqualified success. He has produced a book the 
meaning of which is the source of constant dispute, or 
if success is to be associated with it, it can only be by its 
having been the cause of more trouble in the history 
of mankind than any other. It is the same if we take 
those people whom he selects to do his work. The 
clergy of the established Church announce that they 
are “  inwardly moved by the Holy Spirit ”  when they 
are ordained. The rest of the clergy also qffirm that 
they are called by God to the work. Can anyone 
seriously say that the degree of wisdom shown in 
this selection is such as to make one marvel at its 
sagacity ? Really, if the deity has shown wisdom in 
the selection of them it must be because he imagined

that an overdose of intellect would quite unfit them 
for their work.

* * *
A  Last Chance.

Looking at the matter all round, it cannot be said • 
with fairness that Martin Luther was very wide of the 
mark when he spoke of “  half-witted God.”  He may 
have been guilty of blasphemy, but blasphemy has 
never been defined as consisting of speaking untruth
fully about religion, but only speaking about it in a 
way that the religious man in authority does not like. 
Luther’s phrase explains far more than do the elabor
ate explanations of God’s conduct that are given by 
the professional expositors of his will. If the whole 
scheme of creation is what the orthodox Churches 
declare it to be, if the world was made for the benefit 
of man, if the Bible was written for his guidance, if 
the clergy were selected because of their fitness to act 
as the guides of the people, then one must confess that 
the wisdom of God is of a very questionable character. 
Given the power, and even human wisdom as it is 
might have planned a better scheme; nay, human 
wisdom has planned a better scheme and is all the 
time working it out. Of course, it may be that God 
has nothing to do with any of these things. It is 
possible that the clergy may have selected themselves, 
and then placed the responsibility on one who is not 
able to defend himself against the charge. As the old 
lady said when the missionary was giving her a harrow
ing account of the sufferings of Jesus, “  Let us hope 
that it is not true.”  So let us hope that God may not, 
after all, be responsible for the world and for man- 
For non-existence is the only adequate defence against 
what it is alleged God has done. There is just the 
possibility that the Atheist may be right. And in that 
case we are able to relieve the Christian deity from 
Luther’s charge of being half-witted by relegating him 
to the region of exploded myth.

C hapman Cohen.

R eligion  and P sychology.

Dr . J. F ort N ew ton, for a short time minister of the 
City Temple, London, but now pastor of the Church 
of the Divine Paternity, New York, recently preached 
a sermon on “  The Grace of God,”  which appeared 
in the Christian World Pulpit for July 6. The text is 
3 Cor. xii. 9, where the Lord is represented as saying 
to Paul, with reference to some complaint from which 
the apostle suffered, “  My grace is sufficient for thee.” 
The discourse begins with an extravagant eulogin'1' 
upon the Bible. Among the countless myriads °* 
books with which the world teems, there is not ofle 
worthy of a moment’s comparison with God’s Booh) 
written by men under the inspiration of the B°# 
Ghost. This is pre-eminently “  a Book of Life, not 
merely a book about life.”  As an example of it5 
superiority Dr. Fort Newton offers its treatment °l 
Paul. To this Paul, according to his own account) 
were granted visions and revelations of such exceeding 
greatness as had not been vouchsafed to any other maI1‘ 
Naturally, the temptation of such an inordinate# 
privileged person would have been to boast; but t0 
prevent him from thinking too highly of himself, °r 
from being exalted over much, a thorn wras sent t® 
pierce his flesh— an instrument of Satan to disciph1’2 
him. This, of course, humiliated him considerably 
and three times he /entreated the Lord, praying that > 
might leave him; but the Lord’s answer was, ”   ̂  ̂
grace is sufficient for thee, for my power is made 
feet in weakness.”  According to the reverend gently 
man Paul’s experiences, as related in this tw .L  
chapter of 2 Corinthians, illustrate the ideal perfect1̂  
of the Bible. To us, on the contrary, those all^g. 
incidents in the life of the apostle, assuming th
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historicity, rather show that heaven behaved very 
shabbily towards him. Of what advantage could those 
amazing visions and revelations have been to him or 
anybody else, when he was forbidden to make any 
practical use of them in daily life? Was it kind and 
fair to catch him up even to the third heaven and 
afterwards fling him down into the valley of desolation 
and suffering for the remainder of his life? It was 
easy enough for him, with his supreme faith, to 
Persuade himself that the grace of God sufficed him in 
ah situations, however desperate and painful; but did 

save him from any trouble, peril, or suffering? On 
his own showing his life was crowded with distressful 
experiences— violent storms, cruel conflicts, bitter 
disappointments, heart-breaking persecutions. The 
grace or favour of God never once came to his rescue 
"'hen subjected to the hatred and scorn of his in
numerable enemies. Comparing himself with others 
he could thus speak : —

In labours more abundantly, in prisons more abun
dantly, in stripes above measure, in deaths oft. Of 
the Jews five times received I forty stripes save one. 
Thrice was I beaten with rods, once was I stoned, 
tliriee I suffered shipwreck, a night and a day have I 
been in the deep; in journeyings often, in perils of 
rivers, in perils of robbers, in perils from my country
men, in perils from the Gentiles, in perils in the city, 
in perils in the wilderness, in perils in the sea, in 
Perils among false brethren; in labour and travail, in 
Watchings often, in hunger and thirst, in fastings 
often, in cold and nakedness (2. Cor. xi. 23-27).

hh. Fort Newton says that for Paul Grace and Christ 
°eeame interchangeable terms in the language of his 
faith. To the question, what is grace? St. Augustine 
rcturned the answer: “  I know until you ask me; 
tvhen you ask me I do not know.”  The preacher, 
als°, confesses his ignorance. In general literature 
grace means beauty, elegance, and to grace anything 
ls to add dignity and honour thereto. In theology the 
farm signifies the unmerited love and favour of God in 

hrist. To be saved by faith is to be in a state of 
grace. Manning tells us that “  the grace of God is the 
p 0 °f the soul, as the soul is the life of the body.”  Dr. 

°rt Newton describes it in the following grandiose
IilI1guage: —

ft is the eternal power of God, his living love in 
which we “  live and move and have our being,” every
where present, always active, enswatliing, sustaining 
aH human life, equally the long reaches of history 
and the separate motions of each m ind; a wonder 
hardly guessed by us, waiting to do “  exceeding 
abundantly ”  above all we can ask or think. Many- 
s'ded, inexhaustible, accessible, unwearied, unwasted, 
and infinitely beneficent, it is not possible to say that 
there is any "  higher gift than grace,”  or to describe 
Urn Grace of God as anything other than God him- 
Scff, by whose power wrc live every moment, who is 
°Ur fullness and in whom alone we arc complete— 

the love that moves the sun and all the stars,”  and, 
n° less, the redeeming mercy which surrounds the 
■ nutations and liberties, the disasters and deliverances 

of life.
Tl
s 0 rcvererid gentleman himself admits that “  all this 
it S rat'lcr vague,”  while we venture to pronounce 
WIi r(actical,y meaningless. It is the language of a man 

it is to envelope himself and his con- 
n{n a 1011 in a mantle of dense mist, and from begin- 
fflorif ° •°n<1 t,le Prcscnt discourse is nothing but a 
p0ci r Cation °f such a theological garment. This is 
disti 1Ur'y cilaracteristic of the Protestant pulpit as 
ing G ’,’,1:s!lahlt-‘ from the Catholic. A t first, repudiat- 
ai1(i ,IC infallibility of the Church it fell back upon 
in nioq 1asiZC(i fl’0 infallibility of the Book; but now 
claim t vast number of Protestant sects, the
I)t\ jq- °  any kind of infallibility has been abandoned. 
Hon of ° n 0ftcn waxes extremely merry in condcmna- 

>o dogmas of the Church, forgetful of the fact
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that he, too, has his dogmas, the only difference be
tween his dogmas and those of the systematic theo
logian being that the latter are intelligible without 
being intelligent, while the former are neither intel
ligible nor intelligent.

With a smattering of science and a fairly wide 
acquaintance with literature, the modern Protestant 
divine is of necessity an emotionalist, especially when 
in the pulpit; that is to say, he is an emotional not an 
intellectual believer, and naturally all his appeals are 
to the emotions rather than to the intellects of his 
hearers. That is pre-eminently true of Dr. Fort 
Newton. It was a characteristic of his London 
ministry, as it seems to be of his New York one. His 
peculiarity is that instead of arguing he dogmatizes, 
emotionally. As an illustration take the following:
“  Many pious folk are alarmed at the study of the 
psychology of religion, as if it somehow leaves God 
out.”  Does he make an attempt to allay that alarm? 
Yes, but only by this dogmatic assertion: “  Far from 
it.”  Pie does not even try to justify that dogmatic 
statement by any argument. The truth is that 
psychology has nothing at all to do with God, because 
God is not one of the facts of consciousness, with 
which alone psychology is concerned. It is well- 
known that all modern psychologists treat religious 
experience as abnormal, but its subjective reality is 
denied by none. On this point the teaching of William 
James has been grievously misunderstood and wickedly 
misrepresented. In his celebrated treatise, The 
Varieties of Religious Experience. James, while 
admitting the reality of religious experience in its 
many forms, by no means affirms the objective truth of 
religion, or the reality of the supernatural. Com
munion with supernatural beings may be a perfectly 
genuine experience, even though supernatural beings 
do not objectively exist. Religious experience is a 
real, though abnormal, fact of consciousness, and the 
emotional exaltation that accompanies, or is induced 
by, it is in exact proportion to the strength and in
tensity of the belief in the supernatural. Dr. Fort 
Newton is wrong, psychology does leave God entirely 
out, but deals very fully with the belief in God, 
tracing it to its origin and minutely following the 
various evolutionary processes through which it has 
reached its present status in the Christian religion. 
In this matter the sciences of anthropology, sociology, 
and psychology are most closely related and play into 
one another’s hands with the utmost ease and beauty. 
As a result of their respective discoveries, the con
clusion is intellectually irresistible that every form of 
supernatural religion is rooted and grounded in super
stition, and has been a hindrance rather than a help to 
the social progress of the race. Even Dr. Fort Newton 
must concede this point. He is also aware and has 
admitted in correspondence, that Atheism is, to say 
the least, not an obstacle to the formation of the highest 
and noblest moral character. J. T. Lloyd.

A n n ie  B esant.

The Bible is that great cord with which the people are 
bound; cut this, and the mass will be more free to 
appreciate facts instead of faiths.—Charles Bradlaugh.

T iib periodic appearances of Mrs. Annie Besant at 
public meetings must often cause some of the older 
Freethinkers a pang of regret, for her secession from 
the Frccthought movement a generation ago was a real 
and unmistakable loss to the Army of Human Libcra- 
tion. For fifteen stormy years this gifted woman was 
in the very forefront of the battle for liberty, and those 
of us who were that young and ardent regarded her 
much as the fervent Royalists of France esteemed 
Marie Antoinette. She was a queen among women. 
In those far-off days women speakers were uncommon
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on Freethought platforms, and Mrs. Besant was a 
charming lady and a rare and accomplished orator. 
Moreover, she was cultured to the finger tips, though 
she carried her weight of learning gracefully. Brought 
up amid the ease and luxury of a middle-class home, 
she never flinched at the call of duty. Matriculating 
at London University, she took the Bachelor of Science 
degree, with honours. Her knowledge of French was 
turned to capital account, and she translated Jules 
Soury’s Religion, of Israel and Jesus and, the Gospels, 
and Ludwig Buchner’s works. As a debater and 
orator she had no serious rival of her own sex, and 
some of the foremost women speakers on the Temper
ance and other platforms seemed commonplace in 
comparison.

Thrust into leadership by her rare talents, she was 
forced into journalism by the accident of her position, 
but, even in the narrow way of propaganda, she, like 
her illustrious colleague, Charles Bradlaugh, found 
time to encourage genius. He, it will be recalled, 
introduced that shy genius, James Thomson, the author 
of The City of Dreadful Night, to the reading public; 
whilst she published Bernard Shaw’s novels, long be
fore that brilliant writer had stormed the bastions of 
success.

It is one of life’s little ironies, that whereas Mrs. 
Besant has been so largely regarded by the public as 
a leader, she has in reality been as much a disciple as 
any of the rank and file. She has sat at the feet of so 
many teachers, such as Dr. Pusey, Dean Stanley, 
Charles Voysey, Moncure Conway, Thomas Scott, 
Charles Bradlaugh, Madame Blavatsky, the Fabians, 
to mention a few names that can be recalled readily. 
After thus boxing the compass of belief, she still finds 
numbers of well-dressed and apparently educated 
people, who regard her as the last of the oracles, and 
who wait upon her lightest words.

What is the secret of her hold on such large numbers 
of people. The explanation lies, we think, in her 
bright and forceful personality, and also in her gift of 
oratory, which is very remarkable. How vividly do 
her speeches come through the mist of the years! 
When she was at the meridian of her extraordinary 
power she was easily first among women speakers. 
There was none like her. When she chanted, in a 
voice as sweet as a silver bell, the Galilean’s requiem, 
or retold in awed accents the piteous story of Giordano 
Bruno, or when she pleaded for greater liberty for 
men, women and children, the audiences cheered them
selves hoarse in their admiration of her consummate 
oratory. She was a rare and accomplished artist, and 
played on her audience as a musician plays on an 
organ. At her farewell address at the old Hall of 
Science, London, after fifteen years’ devoted service to 
Secularism, she made a most moving speech. Some 
of her audience actually broke down, and grey-haired 
men were not ashamed to be seal in tears. For, in 
those far-off days, Annie Besant was one of the most 
fascinating and impressive speakers it was possible to 
listen to.

It was nearly half a century ago that Mrs.'Besant 
discovered her gift of speech. She was then the young 
wife of a Church of England minister, the Rev. Frank 
Besant, brother to the famous novelist. One day, 
being alone in the church, where she had gone to play 
the organ, the idea seized her of mounting the pulpit 
and delivering an address to the empty benches. “  I 
knew of a verity,”  she wrote afterwards, “  that the 
gift of speech was mine, and that, if ever— and then it 
seemed so impossible!— if ever the chance came to me 
of public work,' this power of melodious utterance 
should at least win hearing of any message I had to 
bring.”

It was no idle boast. Her golden tongue has won a 
hearing for so many causes; but the fact emerges that 
her best and most lasting work was done for militant

Freethought. In estimating her remarkable career, 
this part of her past looms very largely, and over
shadows the smaller interests that succeeded. Para
doxical as it may seem, this rare and gifted high' 
priestess of a latter-day superstition seems fated to pass 
through life and to leave no lasting vestige save that 
memorable time when she gave fifteen years of her 
splendid powers to the cause of Secularism.

M imnerm us.

B ib le  P oetry.

A s long as human beings have been able to express 
their deepest feelings in articulate and rhythmical 
language there have been poets in the world. But 
poetry, like all other fine arts, is a development. At 
first it is simplicity itself, but with the varied ex
perience of mankind it grows and changes until as a 
complex and complete whole it captivates the head 
and enthrals the heart of humanity. The painter 
appeals to our sense of beauty in colour, the sculptor 
to our idea of the beautiful in form, the musician to 
the same sense in sound, while the poet uses all the arts 
of fancy and language to arouse in 11s a recognition of 
the beautiful in sentiment.

The aim of all art is to give pleasure, not necessarily 
to impart truth. The poet can do no more than express 
his own physical and mental states, and therefore 
poetry can be only the mirror of natural phenomena 
and of imaginary creations as they appear to the mind 
of the writer. The wider and loftier his knowledge 
of nature and his faculty of imagination, the greater 
the pleasure he experiences and imparts. As Shake
speare says in a passage of rare beauty: —

The poet’s eye in a fine frenzy rolling,
Doth glance from heaven to earth, from earth 

to heaven,
Ami, as imagination bodies forth 
The forms of things unknown, tile poet’s pen 
Turns them to shapes and gives to airy nothing 
A local habitation and a name.

—Midsummer Night’s Dream, Act v.

Works of art have this advantage over many things 
which afford us temporary pleasure— such as money» 
rank, health, sensual enjoyments, etc.— that they re
main behind to be enjoyed by thousands who kn<nv 
nothing of their authors, but who may understand and 
appreciate their gifts long after their eyes have ceased 
to roll in “  fine frenzy.”

It would be manifestly absurd for any man wl’° 
desires to be absolutely fair to affirm that the 13iblc 
contains no poetry, because every reader must kno'v 
that poetical expressions arc scattered throughout tl|L' 
pages of this so-called sacred l>ook; and most diligcllt 
students would acknowledge that some excellent poetry 
may be found in such books as Job, Proverbs, Isaia'1' 
and several of the minor prophets. But as a FrcC" 
thinker I contend that such poetry as may be fo1111 
in the Bible is perfectly human, often of a very faulb 
character, both in expression and sentiment, eVc 
after it has been improved by successive generations 0 
revisers. For what critic, with any judgment, can *)C' 
lieve that the translations which we now have of I*1*; 
Old Testament represent exactly the ideas of 
ancient writers? Even the plays of Shakespeare haVC 
undergone frequent revision to bring certain exprc5' 
sions contained in than more in unison with inodei” 
ideas. But a dramatic author has to make his cl|nr' 
actcrs express ideas and sentiments to which he h'1”
self is entirely opposed.

This, however, cannot be said of the Bible P°ct . 
All the sentiments, whether good or bad, which t" ■' 
committed to writing must be regarded as their oW ’ 
except, perhaps, in the various passages in the poctR  ̂
symposium contained in the l>ook of Job. Indeed» 
sentiments, in a sense, were more than their own. A
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voice was the voice of man; the emotions and language 
were the emotions and language of man; but the 
motive power and inspiration were of God.

God used alike their sombre moods and joyous 
moods to reach the depths of the human soul, at least, 
so we are told by theologians. But if such a theory be 
reasonable, ought we to expect the ¿inspired poet to 
breath the spirit of revenge? It is well enough for 
Bavid to exclaim: “  Oh, give thanks unto the Lord,
for he is good, for his mercy endureth forever.......
Who giveth food to all flesh, for his mercy endureth 
forever ”  (Ps. cxxxvi. 1, 25). But when the poet 
Proceeds to describe those whom he calls Jahveh’s 
uncniics, he reveals a narrow and cruel spirit. For 
Sample, take this passage: —

Set thou a wicked man over him and let Satan 
stand at the right hand. When he shall be judged let 
him be condemned; and let his prayer become sin. 
Let his days become few and let another take his 
office. Let his children be fatherless and his wife a 
widow. Let his children be continually vagabonds, 
and beg; let them seek their bread also out of their 
desolate places. Let the extortioner catch all that he 
hath, and let the strangers spoil his labour. Let 
there be none to extend mercy unto him : neither let 
there be any to favor his fatherless children. Let his 
posterity be cut off; and in the generation following 
let his name be blotted out. Let the iniquity of his 
father’s be remembered with the Lord; and let not the 
sin of his mother be blotted out (Ps. cix. 6-14).

Y|
»ese are the expressions of an inspired poet! How 
uterent these revengeful lines from Portia’s eulogy of 

mercy in The Merchant of Venice: —

Now let us take an example of the crude ideas of 
Deity which permeate the poetical parts of the so- 
called sacred volume: —

The burden of Egypt. Behold the Lord rideth on a 
swift cloud and shall come into Egypt; and the idols 
of Egypt shall be moved at his presence, and the 
heart of Egypt shall melt in the midst of it. And I 
will set the Egyptians against the Egyptians : and 
they shall fight every one against his brother, and 
every one against his neighbour; city against city, 
and kingdom against kingdom (Isaiah xix. 1, 2).

Here, again, we have the religious method of vindicat
ing the claim of eternal justice.

Now let us note how the Hebrew prophet and poet 
proposes to deal with unbelievers. Observe: —

Now go write it before them in a table, and note it 
in a book, that it may be for the time to come forever 
and ever. That this is a rebellious people, lying 
children that will not hear the law of the Lord; which 
say to the seers, see not; and to the prophets, 
prophesy not unto us right things; speak unto us 
smooth things, prophesy deceits; get you out of the 
way, turn aside out of the path, cause the Holy One 
of Israel to cease from before us. Wherefore thus 
saitli the Holy One of Israel, because ye despise this 
word and trust in oppression and perverseness, and 
stay tliereou : therefore this iniquity shall be to you 
as a breach ready to fall, swelling out in a high wall, 
whose breaking cometh suddenly at an instant. And 
he shall break it as the breaking 011 the potters’ vessel 
that is broken in pieces; he shall not spare; so that 
there shall not be found in the bursting of it a shred 
to take the fire from the hearth, or to take water 
withal out of a pit (Isaiah, xxx. 8-14).

The quality of mercy is not strained;
It droppeth as the gentle rain from heaven,
Upon the place beneath ; it is twice blessed ;
It blesseth him that gives and him that takes :
’Tis mightiest in the mightiest; it becomes 
The throned monarch better than his crown :
His sceptre shows the force of temporal power,
The attribute to awe and majesty,
Wherein doth sit the dread and fear of kings.
It is an attribute to God himself;
And earthly power doth then show likest God’s 
When mercy seasons justice.

font the inspired Bible poet to the uninspired play- 
vf'1*’ w l̂at an evolution !

. c learn truth by contrast, and wc are enabled to 
ci -p° 'lovv âr inan 'las travelled along the line towards 

1 Nation by reference to this thoughts, whether 
n messed in poetry or prose. A  low idea of human 

lre> an intolerant spirit towards those from whom 
the s Cr’ '^Linntisrn on tilings doubtful, are signs of 

Sl>iall and uncultivated mind. 
ryden says:_

^ A tyrant’s power in rigour is exprest.

the  ̂ *lars'' character of the Bible poet is shown in 
to Cruelty and vindictiveness of his appeals to Deity 
Poĉ VeilRC himself by torturing his enemies. If the 
^  the Bible were really God inspired, wc should 
Soar.Ct n°t only to find it perfect in style, in expression, 
found*’ to *'le loftiest heights and sounding the pro- 
noble^ ^cPths of philosophy— giving us, indeed, the 
com,) lrnths in the lovlicst dress— it would be in- 
Such' | y superior to the poems of profane writers 

l0wcver, we do not find to be the case. O:’ 
of jja  ̂ IIature the Bible poets understood very little: 

' - 1  Phenomena they knew even less. Con- 
liber(,, y ’ t l̂cy sang not the divine song of human 
die stru"°r thcy cxtol the labours of the reformer, 
Sang 1117̂ ^̂ a People striving to be free. But they
of the 

’Ualic song of war, of strife, of passion, of hatred 
their c S V T  mur^er- They sang of victories which 
Posed 1 la<' fPven them over their enemies and com 
Shellt.v y,m" S Pra>se in honour of a God whom 
E ig h t y 1 f SCnbCS 3S: '* A  vengeful, pitiless, and
rage 0f . len<l, whose mercy is a nickname for the 

ameless tigers hungering for blood,”

This is a fair sample of Biblical poetry. There may be 
some better and some worse, than these verses, but at 
any rate we may say that modern poetry breathes a 
better spirit and is expressed in language that appeals 
more powerfully to the intellect and emotions of 
mankind. A rthur  B. M o ss .

A  N o velist as Apologist.

Intellectual absurdity and moral monstrosity are 
common, in different degrees, to all forms of historic 
Christianity. Some are more vulnerable intellectually, 
others morally. The Catholic Church, though its 
dogmas arc intellectually contradictory, is a little 
difficult to attack frontally on this ground, owing to 
the avowed refusal of its defenders to admit the 
competence of reason to adjudge its claims. A  damn
ing and destructive case, however, can be made out 
against Catholicism on moral grounds; and the 
historical record of the Church notoriously will not 
bear inspection. We may sum up the ease briefly when 
we say that the main historical count against the 
Catholic Church is that it lias set a frightful example of 
persecution to the death for mere differences of 
opinion; that the methods of that persecution, includ
ing as they do torture and burning at the stake, have 
been unprecedentedly barbarous, and that their preva
lence has only declined in so far as the political power 
of the Church has declined.

No answer lias ever been given to this indictment. 
Catholic apologists have filled pamphlets and books 
with quibbling and evasion on the subject. Their 
favourite expedients are to pretend that executions 
for heresy were the work of the State and not of the 
Church— a hollow hypocrisy; 1 to blacken the char
acter of the victims by alleging, c.g., that the 
Albigenscs were immoral, that Bruno was a charlatan, 
etc., and finally, to divert attention by dwelling on the

1 The cynical formula for burning at the stake is well-known. 
The ecclesiastical court handed over the victim to “  the 
secular arm, praying that he may be punished as mercifully 
as possible, and without the shedding of blood."
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persecutions of Catholics by Protestants— the method 
of tu quoque, and valid only against Protestants.

The most readable specimens of Catholic propaganda 
in recent times are, perhaps, the historical novels of the 
late Monsignor Robert Hugh Benson. They deal 
chiefly with the Tudor and Stuart periods. Father 
Benson is skilful in angling for sympathy. He loves 
to relate the life-history of an imaginary Catholic 
hero, young, devoted, and adventurous, who is seized 
by the minions of Elizabeth, is racked into a jelly, and 
wins a crown of martyrdom by vivisection at Tyburn. 
It was therefore with great curiosity that I picked up 
Father Benson’s The Queen’s Tragedy, dealing with 
the reign of Mary Tudor, to see how he would deal 
with the other side of the picture. The result was to 
confirm my opinion that Catholicism had no case. I 
do not think a single soul will be reconciled to the 
Church by reading The Queen’s Tragedy.

The' hero is a very unpleasant young gentleman 
called Guy Mailton- Father Benson is careful to tell us 
that “  he was not fervently religious.”  As far as I 
could gather;, he supported the Catholic religion be
cause it was “  the thing ”  in those days. To-day he 
would have been “  Church of England.”  Neverthe
less, he works himself up into a frenzied approval of 
the burning of heretics, talks about “  the insult to our 
Lord,”  and at the burning of Latimer and Ridley, when 
he sees a man hang gunpowder round the victims’ 
necks—

“  Then Guy understood, and torn by passion, he 
cried out— ‘ No powder,’ he shouted.”

From which you will gather that, if he was not 
“  fervently religious,”  Master Guy Manton was at all 
events no sickly humanitarian. And— mark the
significant fact— Father Benson, a modern Catholic 
priest, expects his readers to like Jiim.

That of Latimer and Ridley is the only execution 
actually depicted in the book. In this, Father Benson 
shows his discretion. Thesq Protestant bishops, who 
were burnt by Mary, had themselves sanctioned burn
ings in the preceding reigns, and Father Benson can 
claim, with reason, that they only got as good as they 
gave. Moreover, Latimer, and Ridley were allowed 
gunpowder at the stake, so that the author is able to 
avoid extreme horror in the description, horrible as it 
is. But Father Benson is silent about the hundreds of 
lesser people— simple tradesmen, many of them, and 
women— who were also burnt in that short but hideous 
reign. There is a sort of grim, unconscious humour 
in his one reference to obscurer victims: —

“  There were some more burnings. Flower,, the 
monk who had taken a wife and preached heresy, was 
burned in Westminster for stabbing the priest as he
gave Holy Communion.......Cardmakcr, the married
friar, after the withdrawal of his recantation, suffered 
at Smithficld with Master Warne, the upholsterer.”

Father Benson’s method is here to blacken the 
victims. There are three to blacken. One stabbed a 
priest; a second recanted and then withdrew; the third 
was an upholsterer ! After all, upholsterers are not 
really human.

The most nauseating feature of Father Benson’s 
book is the slobber and false pathos lavished on 
“  Bloody Mary ”  hersplf. This queen, as is well- 
known, married Philip II of Spain, and was unhappy 
in her married life— though not unhappicr than 
thousands of modern victims of our abominable divorce 
laws, of whom, not being crowned heads, nobody takes 
much notice, and whose relief is consistently obstructed 
by the Catholic and Anglican Churches. Mary also 
suffered from dropsy, which prevented her from having 
a child, and eventually carried her off. Father 
Benson dilates on her miseries till we are tired. The 
last chapter is.g iven  up wholly to this wretched- 
woman’s death-bed, served up with “  Domine Jesu ”  
and “  Agnus Dei ”  ad libituqi. Dying of dropsy in

one’s bed is not bliss, but it is not so bad as burning at 
the stake, which she served out to others.

Considered as historical novels, Father Benson’s 
works are as distorted in one direction as Kingsley’s 
IVestward H o! is in the other. The sixteenth century 
is an interesting period. A  good novel based upon it, 
and written from a Frecthought point of view, would 
be worth reading. Certainly few periods are so well 
calculated to point the Freethought moral. The 
reigns of Henry, Edward, Mary and Elizabeth are one 
long talc of man’s inhumanity to man in the name of 
religion. Underlying the storm and fury was the 
social fact of the break-up of the old mediaeval system, 
based on feudalism and priestcraft, and the emergence 
of the new bourgeois system, based on commercialism 
and private judgment. Henry and Elizabeth, though 
they did not know it, were assisting at the birth of 
modern capitalism. Mary, with her diseased bigotry, 
was trying to resuscitate an order of things that was 
dead. Neither party to the struggle had any notion of 
liberty or toleration as now understood. Even Sir 
Thomas More, who preached toleration in his Utopia, 
burnt heretics as Lord Chancellor. If we wish to find 
in that evil age the germs of a humaner conception of 
life, we must look away from courts and chancelleries, 
and note how Copernicus and Galileo were digging 
the grave of Biblical cosmology, how Rabelais and 
Montaigne were stirring a side-wind of ridicule against 
established tyrannies, and how Bruno courted martyr
dom for a liberty of speculation as foreign to Geneva 
as to Rome. If any Freethinker feels called to the 
task of reconstructing the past in the form of fiction, 
he will have here materials in abundance.

Robert A rcii.

Trouble in H eaven.

There’s a story they tell of a sulphurous smell 
That burst into Heaven one day,
And the sulphurous fumes burnt the delicate 

plumes
Of the cherubs who wandered that way.

.So a council was held and St. Peter compelled 
The cause of the trouble to show,
Whereupon soon he found quite a hole in the 

ground
That led to the regions below.

Quick a message hell-bent to the devil was sent 
Demanding he make the repairs.
But the devil denied ’twas his place, and replied 
He’d but mind his infernal affairs.

After lengthly debate on this question of state 
’Twas at last with great wisdom decided 
The best lawyer to hire in the Heavenly choir 
And by his better judgment he guided,

Then .St. Peter forthwith bade an angel named 
Smith

That lie set out at once on a journey,
Make inquiry complete down each golden-paved 

street
And return not without the attorney.

Long Smith searched in his might every mansion 
of light

To bring forth that attorney well fitted
But reported ill grief while he did find one thief
Not a lawyer was ever admitted.

Howei.i. S. E ngland-

If people, when they speak of Christianity, include 
virtues common to all religions, they should not Sl  ̂
Christianity credit for all the good that has been d"1’  ̂
I here were millions of virtuous men and women, u n i10 . 

of heroic and self-denying souls before Christianity '  ‘ 
known.— Robert G. Ingersoll.
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A cid  Drops.

We see from a review of Mr. R. J. Campbell’s new work 
on the life of Christ that he thinks the Angel of Mons 
story is “  probably true.”  In view of Mr. Machen’s public 
declaration that iie invented the story, and had not a 
vestige of fact to build it on, the opinion is illuminating. 
It shows that when a man is dealing with religion truth 
has no value whatever. Anything will do that serves his 
Purpose. Not that there is anything more wonderful about 
the Angel of Mous than about the angels of any other 
place. The only thing is that in this case we know the 
inventor of the story, and he did not live long enough 
ago to get the reputation of being inspired or favoured 
with miraculous visions. Had Mr. Machen lived long 
enough ago he might by now have been credited with a 
whole gospel all to himself, and good Christians would 
have sworn to the veracity of the gospel of Saint Machen.

Mr. Bottomley illustrates the same point. In the second 
issue of the new Sunday paper he returns to the question 
°f a future. This time his article is about—well, it is 
about three columns in length, but one does not need to 
Ray anything when writing on a religious subject. But 
the article professes to deal with the immortality of 
animals, and we agree with him that many of the animals 
better deserve immortality thaw some men, and that every 
argument for the immortality of man holds good for the 
immortality of animals. But having gone so far, and for 
êar, apparently that some of his religious readers will be 

hurt— for Mr. Bottomley is still under the curious delusion 
that it is religious people who read Sunday papers— Mr. 
hottomley rounds on “  Mr. Materialist ”  for saying that 

my faithful friend ” is to perish miserably, to “  die like 
a dog.” But Mr. Bottomley knows quite well that it is 
the Christian and not the Materialist who uses the ex
pression to “  die like a dog,”  as though a good dog was 
n°t as worthy of immortality as anyone else. “  Doth God 
earc for oxen? ” conies from the New Testament, not from 
he Freethinker. Mr. Bottomley’s growing religion 

appears to have a bad effect on his sense of accuracy. And 
. seems strict truthfulness and religion are quite impos

sible companions. And also, all who read Sunday papers 
a not attend Church. 80 there was no necessity to heave 
hat brick at the Materialist.

Al the Labour Party Conference at Brighton last month, 
hue of the side-shows was the meeting arranged by the 

•vague of Faith and Labour. The Rev. Dr. Orchard 
Appealed for the association of Christianity and Labour, 
 ̂ Mr. Noel Buxton urged the vital necessity of rc- 

j^tting the false charge that Labour was anti-religious.
Ihixton has found a mare’s nest. We arc not aware

a ir  ailI’°ne ever contended that the Labour Party is more 
0j '‘ icligious than any other political body. I11 a report 
, some remarks made by a Labour candidate at a recent 

Selection, Jesus Christ is referred to three times in about 
s . azen lines. Even a section of the “  capitalistic ”  press 
t 1̂.' that it was "somewhat nauseating.”  What Free- 
p y(.crs edntend is that when the toiling masses were 
the • Uy imP0te’it> they were nothing but “  the army of 

mght ”  as far as this world is concerned. True, they 
Ch 1111,Tlortal souls which were a very real asset for the 
is a” cI the privileged class. Now that the worker 
ho .cmanding more attention to the claims of his body 

ls a, “  materialist.”

T] *
the ! \ r.e?ent prolonged ’drought has drawn attention to 
hook ’ ti°ns for rain in the Church of England Prayer 
htie ^!'8 volume there is also a special prayer for
of Weather. I'liose close resemblances to the practices 

ov . -.-ajhen “ rain doctors” should make the 
there ;CŜ  Christian a little sceptical, but for the fact that
d r o n e d  heathen

ls 110 soporific like a dose of religion.

toxicated, have excelled this. They have even said their 
prayers before the statue of a man who never lived at all, 
and believed in the chance of a favourable reply to their 
petitions.

According to the Daily Mirror the Home Secretary is to 
be asked whether a prisoner describing himself as an 
Atheist is to have an Atheist representative in lieu of a 
prison minister. If the question is asked the reply would 
probably be that there are not enough Atheists in prison 
to justify the appointment of such an official. Up to the 
present the prison authorities make every allowance for 
their usual patrons, who are nearly all followers of some 
religion or the other. Indeed, if all the Christians stayed 
out of prison, the buildings might be let for storage ware
houses. They are the most regular patrons, and arrange
ments are fully made for them.

There is a cause for everything if we only look long 
enough for it. And we now know, thanks to the Daily 
News, why England lost the test match. It was, says 
Mr. G. A. Eaton, in a letter to that paper, because the 
team was selected on the "  Lord’s Day.”  Now wouldn’t 
it have been more dramatic if the Lord had done some
thing to the men who were doing the selecting while they 
were at the job ? Anyway, it is no use blaming the players 
for the defeat, or praising the Australians for the victory. 
It was the Lord who bowled them out.

It looks as though all those who wish to acquire any of 
the Pioneer Press Publications would do well to order at 
once, for the signs are that we shall soon be wiped out. 
At least that is the inference we draw from a speech made 
before the British Israel Congress by Mr. D. Davidson on 
July 8. This gentleman announced that he is about to 
issue a work on the Great Pyramids that will prove the 
truth of the Bible, and will satisfy sceptics. I11 that case 
our work will be finished and our publishing offices closed. 
But there is time to order before the book is published.

The tract distributor is not nearly so ubiquitous in 
London to-day as he was twenty or twenty-five years ago; 
but he can still be met with occasionally on the Embank
ment and in a few other places. The latest call to 
salvation which we have seen, entitled "  I11 the Air or not 
in the Air,”  is dated May, 1921, and announces that it 
belongs to the “  Air Raid .Scries— 47th Thousand.”  It is 
quite reminiscent of the earlier warnings of the awful con
sequences of unbelief, which are contrasted very solemnly 
but bravely with the joys awaiting the elect. The meet
ing place of the latter with the Son of God will be in the 
a ir ; but it will be no use trying to get there by aeroplane, 
because only those provided with “  spiritual bodies ”  can 
endure that “  divine atmosphere.”  Our daily papers have 
been asking recently, with impatient indignation, Who 
pays for the Communistic and revolutionary literature 
circulated in England? We should be much more in
terested in knowing who pays for the thousands of such 
leaflets and pamphlets as the “  Air Raid Series.”

The Hell idea is worn out. We propose, as a substitute, 
that all people should be compelled to read the daily 
papers. The three articles in theDaily Mail, July 2, 1921, 
are fine samples of journalistic bilge— written by 
barbarians for barbarians. Canada can remember her 
sacrifice in the great war without a memorial; the public 
can realize the potentiality of the aeroplane in, war with
out the stupid bombing and burning of a model village, 
and if the great fight is the best that civilization can 
produce, then the sooner the earth is pushed into the sun 
the better. Our newspapers have no love for Nietzsche 
who said what everyone but intellectual eunuchs knows to 
be true : “  We mistrust any form of culture that tolerates 
newspaper reading or writing.”

as << 1,(:ss M Clerkenwell County Court described a man
*apolJ '<lnUlk’ so ^mik- Hint I'c thought he was 
Raliite p 1 Mruck the lamp-post because it ’would not 
dfUnken 1 ,nJ a **llc exa"iplc of the effects of

css* but thousands of persons, spiritually in

Wc trust that the University of Loudon will be unable 
to aim at anything lower than the level of current 
journalism. Diploma Courses for aspiring journalists are 
to be given, and we hope that we may have something 
in the future like a correct version of a chicken crossing
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the road. One should only read daily newspapers for 
amusement—never for facts, instruction, or anything of 
importance in real life.

The connection between journalism and Christianity! 
They are both the same. They have as much bearing on 
life’s problems as the mau in the moon has on the selling 
of watercress. As long as Midas dictates the printed word, 
and journalists obey, we are entitled to be suspicious.

“  Kill that fly and save the child,”  is the instruction on 
a poster to be seen on Church announcement boards. If
Noah had not taken a pair into the Ark......and wouldn’t
gardeners be thankful if he had left out other beauties 
too? Possibly there is a celestial preference this year 
for greenfly instead of roses.

The Daily Herald. (July 9) states that a deputation of 
fourteen women, representing the British Empire Union, 
Waited on the Bishop of London “  to protest against the 
existence in the country of proletarian and Socialist 
Sunday-schools.”  One lady— we deliberately use this 
term in preference to “  woman ” — said that the schools 
teach that “  God is a word used to designate an 
imaginary being whom people themselves had devised.”  
The Bishop expressed his willingness to co-operate with 
an influential body of women “ in an effort to ferret out 
these schools.”  The tolerant spirit implied in such ex
pressions as “  ferreting out ”  and “ protesting against 
the existence of ”  distasteful institutions is well worth 
the attention not only of Socialists but of all who prate 
so glibly of British liberty and fair play.

If the Socialist Sunday-schools taught children that 
God is a being “  without body, parts, or passions,”  and 
that “  it is impossible to define God, to locate him, or to 
picture him,” the young pupils would not have been much 
wiser, nor do we think the Bishop of London would have 
been quite satisfied with the teaching. Will the Bishop 
tell us exactly what he knows about God—not what he 
teaches children about him?

After all, it lies on the face of it that all the gods in the 
world bar one must be imaginary beings. The Bishop 
himself believes so of all the other people’s gods, and all 
the other people believe it of his god. The crime of these 
wicked socialists only amounts to adding one more to the 
heap of admittedly imaginary existences. And one fancies 
that the Bishop and his deputation of ladies would not 
grow so indignant about it if they did not have an uneasy 
feeling that all the gods are matters of imagination. That, 
we take it, is why they arc all so frightened of people dis
believing in them. No one sends a deputation to the 
astronomer royal if a man does not believe in the moon. 
The moon remains whether vve believe in it or not. But 
gods come under a different category. They only exist 
so long as people believe in them. When you cease to 
believe they expire. And all the clergy know it. That is 
why they say unbelief is the greatest of offences. The 
gods can survive anything but that.

"  Class for Ladies, 3 p.m.— Class for Young Women and 
Girls, 8.30 p.m.” The Rev. J. N. Newland-Smith says that 
he knows one church which “  cheerfully ”  makes this 
announcement on its printed notice of Confirmation 
classes. The ecclesiastical mind lias long done its best to 
maintain the traditional social values, but in these days 
of democracy and Labour parties and women’s suffrage, 
this distinction between “  ladies ”  and “  young women ” 
is well worth observation. The hours indicated for the 
two classes seem to show that the “  ladies ”  are those 
who do no work during the day— the hall-mark of social 
superiority in England.

Music may sooth the savage breast, but religion appears 
to have an opposite effect. Serious rioting has taken place 
at Mysore between Hindoos and Mohammedans. As a 
Hindu wedding procession was passing a Moslem Mosque 
its band was playing. The infuriated Mohammedans 1

attacked the Hindoos; the police were fetched, and in the 
ensuing battle three persons were killed and many injured.

The Catholic Association is advertising excursion trips 
to the Lourdes shrink ranging from £12 to ¿18 10s., third- 
class and first-class, respectively. The famous firm of 
Cook and Son also announce trips to Lourdes at ¿15. 
Quite up-to-date examples of God and Mammon in double 
harness.

“ It is better to be dull than to be fast,” said Bishop 
Welldon, Dean of Durham. Certainly, dull people make 
the best Christians.

There will really have to be a commission appointed to 
settle who did win the war. Mr. Lloyd George is widely 
advertised as being the one who did the trick. Others 
assert it was won by the working men— but that was be
fore the era of strikes set in. Then it was attributed to the 
women, and to various other people and classes. Now 
the Dean of Detroit, who is lecturing in London, decides 
that the war was won by Christianity. The only proof 
he gives is that Christianity is the incarnation of divine 
love. So the Germans will know how they came to lose. 
They were overcome by divine love as manifested in the 
armies of the Allies. We hope they appreciate the dose 
of Christian love they have been getting.

Providence does not pay much regard to the sacredness 
of the clerical profession. The Rev. I’eter Jones was 
drowned whilst fishing from a boat in the Menai .Straits. 
When cycling in Roscrca, Father Flannery met with an 
accident and was seriously injured.

“ Fiction loses ground at the libraries ”  is the headline 
in a Sunday paper. The accompanying letterpress re
veals the fact that at numbers of libraries imaginative 
works are less read than at any previous period. It is 
also curious that the Bible, which is so largely fiction, is 
less read than formerly.

England is not the only country where 011c cart study 
the various aspects of “ Christian unity.” The new 
Czccho-Slovak Church is already divided into three sects 
all hostile to each other. The majority demand a free 
religious community devoid of dogmas and sacraments, 
w hile'a comparatively small group desires union will' 
orthodox Serbia. A third section avows its adherence to 
the Roman Catholic doctrine, but disclaims the supremacy 
of the pope. Yet the unity of the Church is one of the 
“  proofs ” of its divine origin, and that unity will not last 
long without submission to some central authority. If yo« 
want the perfect organization of your Church and creed 
you must pay the price-intellectual slavery.

The Church of England Press Bureau, formed to 
disseminate information regarding Anglican matters in a 
form which “  will be acceptable to the man in the street,” 
is said to have the full authority of the bishops behind it- 
We do not doubt it. Nor do we think such a bureau will 
have to fight very heroically to secure recognition and 
support by our “  glorious free Press.”  One of the leading 
features of this Press to-day is its consistent practice of 
ignoring movements and opinions which arc distasteful 
to it; but all its efforts to galvanize life into a corpse cart' 
not arrest the process of decomjosition.'

A11 alarm bell on a church collection box was the cau?c 
of the arrest of a man at Godaiming Roman Cathol'c 
Church. The prisoner was afterwards sentenced to three 
months’ hard labour. Observe that it was a mundane 
alarm bell and not a celestial angel that gave the warning-

The clergy may or may not be “ starving,”  but the 
bishops do not intend to undergo the blessings of poverty> 
if they can help it. For the creation of an entirely " e'v 
tliocese in Monmouthshire Lord Tredegar lias given 
Newport residence for the bishop, and ¿500 annually to* 
wards the bishop’s salary, which will reach four figures-
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To Correspondents.

Those Subscribers who receive their copy 
°f the “ Freethinker” in a GREEN WRAPPER 
will please take it that the renewal of their 
subscription is due They will also oblige, if 
they do not want us to continue sending the 
Paper, by notifying us to that effect.

F. Samuel (Tobago).—Subscription received. Pleased to 
have your high appreciation of the Freethinker, and also of 
theism or Atheism? The latter work is selling very 
Readily. It does appear to have supplied a much needed 
hand-book on the subject, which was our aim in writing it.

J- Fothergill.—We were glad to see those excellent letters 
°f yours in the local press. It is always useful propaganda. 
Should like to see others at it all over the country.

J- Di! B.—Your subscription was duly received, and we are 
sorry the other matter escaped acknowledgement. We have 
'Hade good the deficiency, as you will see.
Freethinker ”  S ustentation F und.—J. De B. (Cape Town), 
&  I R. Green, ios.

Kilood (Bengal).—Thanks for pamphlet, but we do not 
See anything in it that calls for special treatment. There 
are any number of these infallible proofs of the existence of 
G°d, but they none of them seem to stop people disbelieving.
G reen.—The sayings run in the version known to us,' “ He 

who knows not, and knows not that he knows not, is a fool, 
shun him. He who knows and knows not that he knows, 
Js asleep, waken him. But he who knows and knows that he 

Hows is wise, follow him.” There is possibly more than 
11 c version, and it is usually given merely as an Eastern 

paying without any author being named. We have placed 
JIe ten shillings to the credit of the Sustentation Fund, 
thanks for compliments.
j®. England (Chicago).—Pleased to have Dr. Edmunds’ 
niRh opinion of the Freethinker. We know Kirsopp Lake’s 
" ork. Thanks, however, for the reference.
Sadler..—We could have advised more definitely if we had 

°'vn the particular branch in which you are interested.kn
If you get Ilertrand Russell’s Problems of Philosophy (Home 
University Library), and Sellars’ Essentials of Philosophy 
' | .Ctt'illan), these will give you a bird’s eye view of the 
j, ’Jcct. If you can get the reading of James’s Principles of 

sychology you will get a survey of a great many problems 
j 1 111 R very attractive manner. Read also Hart’s Psycho- 
£  °f Insanity (Cambridge University Press), which will

line
you a good outline of the new psychology. P'or an out- 

*lc the history of philosophy you cannot do better than 
ly"sult Lewes’ History of Philosophy—not the biographical 
[ ory- There have been later and more exact histories, 
 ̂ none more attractively written.

«Son.—Mcslicr’s Good Sense is a work that would well 
1 -V ̂ reprinting, so far as the quality of the work is con-
'̂rUcd. We should very much like to reprint it if we could.We

p] Illay consider the matter later, anyway. Glad you are 
tye' Sc<1 with the Volney. It is winning general applause. 
worj.0 not know how far a collected edition of Bradlaugh’s 
iSs sj would be in demand now. It should have been 
case ~ directly after his death to command success. In any 
coni ”e copyright is not ours, and it could only be done in 

lq "Hction with his daughter.
Us^ORTH (Cape Town).—Thanks for booklet. It is a 
gett,.1 .Ge compilation. We understand the author is

Thc rcPrintc'L
4ny Okrthlnker ”  is applied to the trade on sale or return. 
t° t h » Z ulty t’1 securing copies should be at once reported

I he .< e office.
7  Secular Society, Limited, office is at 62 Farrlngdon Street, 
London, E.C. 4. , .
\ef National Secular Society's office is at 62 Farringdon 

,vl trcet- London, E.C. 4.
u '1 ih<- services of thc National Secular Society in 
M?n ,with Secular Burial Services arc required, all co™m*  
gallons should be addressed to thc Secretary, Miss L. ■ 

> ncc> giving as long notice as possible.
t " ,rc Notiocs must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, 

’c • 4, by first post Tuesday, or they will not be i
■ H0n l  for literature should be sent to the Business Manager 

Z a he Pi0” cer Press. 61 Farringdon Street, Loudon, E.C. 4, 
a,,d "of to the Editor.

nZheques and Postal Orders should be crossed "  London, 
 ̂ iV and Midland Bank, Clerkcnwcll Branch.
add? l0r the Editor of thc " Freethinker ”  should be 

cssed to 61 J‘'arringdon Street, London, E.C. 4-

Friends who send us newspapers would enhance thc favour by 
marking thc passages to which they wish us to call atten
tion.

Thc “  Freethinker ”  will be forwarded direct from thc publish
ing office to any part of thc world, post free, at the following 
rates, prepaid :—

Thc United Kingdom.— One year, 17s. 6d.; half year, 8s. 9«!.; 
three months, 4s. 6d.

Foreign and Colonial.—One year, 15s.; half year, 7s. 6d.; 
three months, 3s. 9d.

Sugar Plum s.

One of our old readers, Mr. A. Aldwinckle, writes to us 
from France a letter which we print in another column. 
Mr. Aldwinckle is entitled to his grumble, and it comes 
front one who wishes the movement well. We note it her* 
so that it may not be thought that when we pointed out 
the effect of the bad times on our sales we were hoisting 
a signal of distress. Every paper in the country', we be
lieve, has felt the effects of about four millions of people 
being wholly or partly unemployed, and we fancy we have 
felt it less than most. But our position makes us watch 
these things very closely, and we cannot afford to have 
the loss on the paper increased if it can be avoided. That 
is why we were anxious to get our friends to see what 
could be done to make new subscribers. The falling off, 
we are sure, is quite temporary, and we shall begin to 
forge ahead once more so soon as things settle down.

But we have no cause for feeling disheartened. Quite 
the contrary. During the war the paper pulled through 
better than any other propagandist organ now issued. 
It has not raised its price to subscribers by as much as any 
other paper in the country, and although we took control 
without a penny of capital behind us, and publishing in
volved thc sinking of three times the capital it did before 
thc war, we have issued about thirty books and pamphlets, 
and so advanced the publishing side of thc movement. 
We have had to undertake the responsibility for thc loan 
of the capital necessary to do this, but it has been done, 
and thc capital will be gradually repaid. So we think we 
have every cause to feel gratified with the progress made. 
Only we do not like even temporary set-backs if they can 
be avoided.

As to the proposed Freethinker Fellowship. We did 
make a start with this but we found no one who was 
willing to take on the work of organizing, and so we 
were obliged to let the matter stand over. If we could 
have given it our personal attention we have no doubt that 
it would have been a success, but we have so many other 
things demanding our time that we were obliged to let this 
one go, at least, for the present. As the financial position 
improves we may' be able to get more help, and so obtain 
the leisure for other matters. But our prime effort for the 
present must be to make thc paper pay its way. And we 
feel convinced that we shall manage that one of these days.

Manchester friends will be glad to learn that the local 
Branch has been able to secure a hall for a coming winter 
season in which to hold their meetings. Hitherto the 
Branch has been holding its meetings in the Co-operative 
Hall, Ardwick, but that is no longer available for Sunday 
gatherings. Hence the need for finding a new habitation. 
We believe thc Branch has some scheme on hand for 
acquiring a hall of its own. We hope it will succeed in 
doing so. There are plenty of Freethinkers in the district 
who could help in that matter.

Mr. F. G. Carlton, of Spencer Road, Cla’rmont Cape, 
Cape Province, South Africa, writes that he is willing to 
undertake the distribution of propagandist literature, if 
anyone is good enough to forward the same to him. There 
should be plenty of useful work to be done in this 
direction in .South Africa.

I11 his address on “  The Churches and Labour ”  in 
Regent’s Park last Sunday, Mr. R. H. Rosetti read the
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resolutions to be submitted at the Labour demonstration 
organized by the Churches for the 16th instant. Plis de
tailed comments on the resolutions were appreciated by 
the audience, which continued to grow in dimensions 
during the evening. A good many questions were 
answered and there was some opposition.

T h e M y th  of Jesus.

in.
(Continued from page 438.)

We may confidently conclude from what we know, and 
from the laws of human development, that the origins 
of the fundamental teachings of Judaism not yet dis
covered in cuneiform literature shall yet be found there. 
The doctrine of a coming Deliverer could arise only in 
the centre of culture where the prestige of power was 
no longer what it was in a greater past.—Professor Hugo 
Winckler, “ History of Babylonia and Assyria,”  p. 158.

W h e n  were the followers of Jesus Christ first known 
as Christians? According to the New Testament (Acts 
xi. 26) at Antioch, and it is dated in the authorized 
version a . d . 4 1 . There is no doubt that the name 
Christian originated outside of Palestine, as, indeed, 
did the faith itself, and it is as likely that the name 
originated in Antioch as any other of the Greek speak
ing cities where Christianity first appeared, but not 
so early as the year A. d . 41. As Schmiedel, in his 
article on the name of Christian in the Encyclopedia 
Biblica, observes: —

According to Acts xi. 26 the matter seems a simple 
one; but, with this passage before us, it is remark
able how seldom the name occurs elsewhere in the 
records of early Christianity. In the New Testament 
the only other places where it is found are Acts xxvi.
28 and 1 Pet. iv. 16......Outside the New Testament,
according to the exhaustive researches of Lipsius, 
the name does not occur in either of the epistles 
ascribed to Clement of Rome; it is absent from 
Barnabas, Hernias, Polycarp, the pseudo-Clementine 
Jlomilies, Tatian, and the Cohortatio ad Grcecos. 
The pseudo-Clementine Recognitions, as also the 
Catholic Acts of Peter and Paul, have it only in a 
few passages of later insertion; so also with the 
Gnostic writings. As a word in regular use it makes 
its earliest appearance in the Apologists—Justin, 
Athenagoras, Theophilus, Minucius Felix.

It is unnecessary to continue- the list of later authors 
given by Schmiedel who use the word, with the 
exception of the anonymous Teaching of the Twelve 
Apostles, which, as we shall see, was a pre-Christian 
Jewish work altered and adopted by Christians for 
their own uses.

From the foregoing, the fact emerges that Christians 
were unknown by that name until the time of Justin, 
and Justin wrote his Apology about the year 147. 
That is, more than a hundred years after the alleged 
death of the founder of the faith. Moreover, in the 
earliest inscriptions the name is spelled with an e, 
Chrest not Christ, and as Schmiedel observes, in the 
above quoted article, the words Chrest and Christ, 
Chrestian and Christian, had the same pronunciation 
in Greek. But they had not the same meaning._ Mr. 
J. B. Mitchell, the archaeologist, in his scholarly and 
valuable little work, Chrestos : A Religious Epithet; 
Its Import and Influence, says: —

The former (Christ) signifies "anointed,” the 
latter (direst) "good, excellent, gracious.”  It was 
consequently by the agadic method evident that he 
who was anointed (Christ) was good and gracious 
(Chrest); and that that which the name Christian 
covered was good, excellent, and in truth, really 
Chrestian. This argument is stated in at least five of 
the eminent of the Church Fathers, embracing a 
period of 250 years at least. The importance which 
was attached to it is evidenced by the circumstance

that it is used even by the Latin Fathers, notwith
standing that, in the language wherein they wrote, 
the pun could not be expressed nor the ambiguity 
perceived without reference to the Greek (pp. 9, 19).

Justin in his Apology (i. 4) says, “  we are indicted by 
the name of Christians, but now Chrestians is a word 
kind or good, and such a word surely cannot be a just 
foundation of hatred.”  Following Justin the early 
Church Fathers, Clement of Alexandria, Tertullian, 
Eactantius and Jerome, all made use of the same pun, 
or play on words. As Mr. Mitchell further observes:

It is clear that the Christians were accustomed to 
get the credit of being good and gracious because the I 
word Christian when uttered had the same pro
nunciation as Chrestian and that it was a very 
usual thing to write the words Christ and Christian 
with an e in place of i.

This is confirmed by reference to ancient inscriptions, 
says the same w riter: —

Reference to ancient Christian epigraphy shows 
this inference to be correct and proves that such was 
the fact. Careful search through the Christian 
inscriptions, numbering 1,287, in the fourth volume of 
Boeckh’s Corpus Inscriptionum, published in 1877, 
fails to discover a single instance of earlier date than 
the third century, wherein the word Christ is not 
written Chrest or else Chreist.1

Mr. Mitchell says: —
In a spiritual or mystic sense the word Chrestian , 

was one of the epithets applied to the departed in the 
sepulchral epigraphy of the Greeks in all ages, pre- 
Christian as well as post-Christian, and as such is 
found constantly recurring in the Corpus Inscrip' 
tionum.2

And the Chrestians, he adds, “  were, in fact, the saved 
or redeemed souls, the Pagan saints.”  The title was 
conferred upon those who had left the awful tribunal 
of Pluto, King of Hades and Judge of Souls, they were 
"the good,”  the justified, Chrestians. As Mr. Mitchell 
remarks: —

It was not possible that this practice of using i° 
the place of Christ the word Chrest, consecrated as if 
was to the expression of the divine goodness in its 
most devotional aspect, could subsist so extensively 
without producing a profound impression on men'-'’ 
minds. The result must have been gradually f° 
attach to Christ Jesus all the significance of tl'3* 
word.3

Ill passing, we may note that Mr. Mitchell’s studio 
confirm what we have said about the rise of Chris- 
tianity among the Hellenistic Jews outside 
Palestine:—-

The classes of society wherein the influence >3 
question would be greatest were Hellenist Jews 3fl( 
the proselytes to Judaism, among whom the vul£af 
Greek dialect had very generally become vernacul®*'
The extent to which the non-Palestinian Jews used 
the Hellenistic idiom was great; the Septuagi*1 
version of the Old Testament, like the books of tl*®
New, was composed, in it, and in it wrote Philo 3U<1 
Josephus, as well as Paul. But the other Ldvanti®6 
populations also made use of the Hellenistic dialer ’ 
which might be called the lingua franca of the peri03'
I t . is this medley of Greek speakiug Levant!®0®’ 
having no connection with the noble Hellenic ®ac‘ 
except that of their imperfect speech, which the 
Testament and other Jewish writers describe as "  V 1 
Greeks.”  Christianity, during the first ages, vV3S 
almost exclusively recruited from among thc3lj 
Satisfactory proof of this is furnished by the fact.^ t 
all the extant inscriptions, of date prior to the midd 
of the third century, which have been found »® . , 
Roman Catacombs, arc in Greek, none being in L'd-111

Nearly all the earliest Christian inscriptions ard 1

1 J. It. Mitchell, Chrestos, pp. ij-i -i.
3 Ibid., p. 14.
3 Ibid., p. 38.
* J. I). Mitchell, Chrcslos, pp, 29-30.
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Greek, none in Hebrew, or in Aramaic, the vernacular 
of Palestine at that time.

It should be borne in mind that these inscriptions 
We very much more trustworthy than the Christian 
Writings which have come down to us; we have no 
original documents of the early Christian ages; what 
we have are copies of copies, which do not reach with
in several hundred years of the time when they were 
first written, and the copyists were in the habit of 
making any alterations, excisions, or interlopations 
which they thought were necessary, or would re- 
hound to the credit of the faith. On the other hand, 
the inscriptions remain to-day as they were when first 
engraved.

The belief in a coming Messiah was not confined to 
the Jews; it is a belief liable to arise in any country that 
has risen to a great height of prosperity and then been 
overwhelmed with calamity. Professor Winckler, the 
Assyriologift, claims that the idea first arose in Baby- 
°nia. George Cormack says: —

11 is further maintained that Babylon of all places 
was the most proper to develop the theory of a 
coming deliverer. The actual political condition of 
this city, during the greater part of its history, was 
a bitter contrast to the doctrinal supremacy which it 
still asserted- It was, therefore, probable that the 
priests and the sages should predict a coming 
restoration by a new Sargon, or a new Hammurabi. 
The expectation by the Israelites of a second David 
Was but an echo of this doctrine, and it was from 
Babylon that the suggestion of the Messianic hope 
travelled to Canaan.5

^  mUst remembered that Palestine was the Belgium 
. the ancient world; it was a buffer state between 

jhtghty empires, and only maintained its autonomy 
ecause it answered the political purposes of its 

Powerful neighbours, and secondly, because it 
Possessed no natural wealth. The nation had in turn 
p Bend the neck to the yoke of the Babylonians, the 
•Ryptians, the Assyrians, and finally the Romans; 
Wreforc, they had good reason for wishing for the 

doming of a Messiah or redeemer who would deliver 
em from the Gentile yoke and scatter their enemies.

W. M ann.
(T o  be Continued.)

“ F a irs  and F o ib les.”

^ Iley-ho come to the fair.—Popular Song.

tlxj^ a  ̂ fiTcot men I have my weaknesses, and one of 
di ■ 's a Boss'011 for fairs. I love to put aside the 
ĵ - "'fied demeanour of middle-class respectability and 
^Hl C with the proletariat in the revels of the hoop-la 
s\v tl10 mcrry-g°-round. To me there is something 
fioat- sccfi'ct've in the intoxicating motion of a swing- 
old ’ J aAyays feel like Elisha (or was it Elijah ?) of 
his p en fi° was caught up and borne heavenwards in 
Wl] 1Cry chariot. Then there is the cocoa-nut shy ! 
per-at Pcn can do justice to the thrills that one ex- 
S0 ’CllCes in trying to “  knock ’em off their perch ”  ?

ascc't°ar anc  ̂ 30 fiar • my  Part f i am an
Eife le In°nk stretching forth his hand to seize Eternal 
yet - i°r somc such will o’ the wisp of his imagination), 

Th Wa7 s *-(> find it elude his grasp. 
f°UndUS ^ Came afi°l,t that on a recent hot June day I 
hfiiidr indulging my pet weakness with several
'Vas joll' °^ler enthusiasts on the village green. All 
at tllc. afi was fun. I had roared with merriment 
c°coa- anl,'(cs ° f a buxom matron chasing a rolling 
Only death the wild mob’s million feet,”  and
ears Vlr '  roar when slic had soundly boxed my 

*■ had cr'A,’A — 1 • « « « 1 •spent an hour in a closely packed tent—
Corniack. Esypt n Asia, pp. 254*5•

the atmosphere of which might have proved too much 
for even so experienced a steerage passenger as Noah—  
watching a black-magic merchant perform tricks 
guaranteed to make Moses “  pack up ”  and go into a 
respectable pawn-broking business.

But the depth of my fatuity was reached when I be
sought a dusky gentleman— one Abdul Ahmed, 
R.A.O .B.— whose claim that “  in nature’s infinite book 
of secrecy a little I can read ”  I was anxious to test. 
As a result of this visit I am now keeping a sharp look
out for a dark lady who threatens to come into my life 
at no distant date— probably by way of the scullery 
window. Before salaaming my way out of the worthy 
Ahmed’s tent I indulged in an argument with him on 
Fatalism, which caused him to take back the chart he 
had given me and mark it “  firm in argument ”  !

A t last I wended my way homeward, flushed and 
happy. But the day’s adventures were not yet ended, 
for on my way I happened on the local Salvation 
Army unit holding an alfresco. Now I have many 
hobbies, but listening to Salvation Army bands is not 
one of them. However, so dizzy was I with the 
triumphs of the day that in a weak moment I yielded, 
and like the late George Formby (now amusing the- 
gallery boys in Paradise— if there are any gallon’ boys 
there)—  I “  stopped and I looked and I listened.”

A  ruddy faegd gentleman with a shiny red nose and 
a shiny bald head was announcing to the circle of dear 
friends (“  God bless you ” ) that they only wanted 
another sevcnpence halfpenny “  to make it up to eight 
shillings.”  I must confess that this upset me right 
away, it jarred on my aesthetic temperament, so to 
speak. “  Great heavens, thought I, where does this 
show differ from the ones I ’ve just seen? ”  It ’s the 
same old pocket-tapping stunt, the same old arts and 
cajolings, the same old wheezes for extracting coppers 
from the unwilling pockets of credulous fools. I fell 
to musing and wondering what posterity in the days 
of the far-off millennium— when man had consigned his 
gods to the limbo of forgotten things and at last was 
truly free— would think of all the bombast and 
buffoonery, the credulity and hypocrisy that paraded 
itself under the banner of Blood and Fire. Man and 
his gods, what a tragi-comedy it is; what— I paused in 
my musings and became aware of a slight girlish figure 
standing before me. Two blue eyes— set in a pale, 
delicate face beneath a Dolly Varden hat— were gazing 
wistfully up into mine. Her lips moved: ‘ ‘Only three
pence to make it up to ten shillings”  ; I heard it as in 
a dream, and then, how shall I say i t ?— I made it up!

All the perfumes of Arabia will not sweeten this 
little hand.

V incent J. H ands.

Correspondence.

THE HARMONY OF THE GOSPELS.
T o  the E d ito r  of the “ F r eeth in k er . ”

S ir,— “  Unorthodox’s ”  last letter calls for a  brief reply 
only. His criticisms of Dr. Weymouth’s translation of 
the New Testament simply prove how contradictory are, 
not only the “  divinely inspired ” narratives, but the 
various versions and translations that have been foisted 
on us as “  God’s Holy Word.” I see no reason whatever 
to except “  Unorthodox’s ”  version which is just as 
faulty, just as biased and just as much of a rigmarole as 
any other. As far as I can make out after comparing 
other translations, neither Matthew nor John knew the 
time of the visit they record, so they contradict each 
other and the other Gospels, and I am not going to waste 
another line on this part of the argument.

But after being so thoroughly cock-sure that the 
“  visits ”  were by different people, “ Unorthodox”  finds 
himself now compelled to admit he was wrong, and so 
very reluctantly concedes that Mary Magdalene did take 
part in the first three visits. Very well, in the first visit
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she saw a “  glorious ”  angel roll back the stone from the 
door, and in the second visit (in John) she again saw the 
stone taken away, though it has just been rolled aw ay! 
Possibly one of the two angels had shoved it back to 
confound me, or rather, “  Unorthodox.” Marvellous 
narrative! And if she came alone (in John), it is curious 
that she should use “  we ”  when speaking to Peter and 
John— unless, of course, this is another faulty translation.

But she did not come in the visits recorded by Mark and 
Luke, says my worthy Christian mentor. Indeed ! Of 
course it is easy to call these eminent authors liars, but 
quite another thing to prove them so— if, as at the moment, 
we accept them as official records. Mark says that “  Mary 
Magdalene and Mary, the mother of James, and Salome ” 
did come, and, of course, if Mark is thrown bodily over
board, what is the use of continuing this discussion ? The 
same with Luke who says it was “  Mary Magdalene, and 
Joanna, and Mary, the mother of James, and other women 
that were with them...... ”

And right here I think I ought to raise a word of pro
test. I entered this discussion to prove that the four 
Gospel records of the Resurrection hopelessly contradicted 
each other, and, naturally, I had before me the A.V. and 
the R.V. So far, all I have got from my opponent is- that 
the texts I take from either of these versions are faulty 
and any commentator I use is hopelessly at sea. But when 
he goes to John to prove that Mark and Luke are liars or 
fools, 1 must draw the line. I can now understand Sir. 
McLaren’s reluctance to ryaste any time on a Christian 
who does not hesitate to even get rid of Mark and Luke 
if they prove he is wrong. There are dozens of other 
contradictions I would have been pleased to see “  ex
plained ”  away, but not by telling me this translation 
(whichever I use) is faulty and that translator is “  biased.” 
For if it comes to studying the original Greek I can only 
say that I do not know Greek, but I do know that nobody 
knows what the “  original Greek ”  text really is. Let 
me quote Dean Alford, who was a Greek scholar. In his 
Greek Testament he fully admits that it is useless to 
attempt a harmony of some of the accounts and adds : 
“  We must be content to walk by faith and not by sight.”  
Of course, Dean Alford may go the same way as Mark 
and Luke, but that a disputant on the harmony of the 
Gospels imagines he is “  winning ”  or has “  won ” by the 
simple expedient of filling columns to prove that every 
version or translator or commentator his opponent brings 
forth is wrong, simply shows the utter uselessness of a 
discussion with anyone who believes the resurrection and 
ascension twaddle.

I am content to leave the whole matter to the readers 
of this paper who have at least, I hope, enjoyed the 
“ debate.”  II. Cutner.

Dr. LYTTELTON ’S CHALLENGE.
Sir,— I am sorry Mr. Jameson thinks I have been un

fair to Mr. Hart. My reason for declining to pursue a 
particular topic further was not the hope of avoiding a 
logical confutation— Mr. Hart is welcome to claim a 
victory if he likes, and any true satisfaction he may reap 
therefrom would be a satisfaction to me also— but a desire 
not to waste time. Arguing in print is like playing chess, 
a rather severe exercise of brain faculty which as far as 
one can tell does no good to anyone, but sometimes tends 
to heat the blood undesirably. It would do good if it 
ever convinced anyone of anything, but it never has con
vinced me and why should I suppose it would convince 
anybody else ? There is no indication of such a thing so 
far. Hence to Mr. Jameson I must answer that while life 
is full of uncertainties I hold it to be quite undeniable 
that for two respectable citizens like him and me to 
jangle week by week about the eternity of matter would 
be a waste of time, and the country is in far too anxious a 
state to justify anyone in wasting time, even if he does 
not believe in a judgment to come. Disputants are always 
trotting oil the main road down blind alleys. I have said 
it was my fault that we ever got into this one (or some 
other), and so it was, but that is no reason for pushing 
on any further.

But sundry critics have misread what I said about the 
eternal fires. They have inferred that I deny Hell. No. 
My sentence was to the effect that a certain doctrine of 
eternal punishment was monstrously wrong, viz., that an 
honest unbeliever was predestined to eternal fires. Mr.

King lectures me not seeing that what he calls the Chris
tian Hell is quite different from that doctrine that Calvin 
taught. It is very good of .him to point out that the texts 
are still in the Bible, but there are other texts there also, 
and the reason why there has been a change in our way 
of thinking is that two sets of texts are now weighed 
together, whereas Calvin and nearly everybody else, I 
believe, fixed their minds on the severe texts and ignored 
the others. Like all our deepest conceptions about any
thing which can be called infinite, this subject comes to 
us in the form of a contradiction. Mr. King need not 
suppose that I was backing the responsibility of the 
thousands of priests who taught Calvinism. They taught 
it because they believed it (and so did the lay people), but 
I should be sorry to say their error was worse than the 
opposite one— that there is no Hell at all.

Then Mr. King pities me for having a theological bias. 
I am thankful to say I have, and it gets stronger every 
day. It is a sure and certain conviction that there is a 
Being who is the Source and Giver of all that is Beautiful, 
and True and Good, and those great adjectives I am pretty 
sure mean just the same to Mr. King as to me. There is 
no need to pity anyone who is so privileged. But, of 
course, Mr. K ing’s comment would be the same as Mr. 
Williams’, How can God be the giver of Good when the 
world is full of ruin and strife, etc. ?

This gives me the opportunity of pointing out two 
fundamental facts which explain the apparent opposition 
between us. Most Atheists assume that all unhappiness 
in this world is a proof that God is not good, and that all 
who say he is don’t mind other people being unhappy- 
But (1) supposing the first object of our being in the 
world is not that we should be happy but that our char
acters should be trained ? That makes all the difference. 
Creation is a poor affair if there were no other purpose in 
it than to make us all have a good time for seventy or 
eighty years on this planet. But how if the training of 
character is an immeasurably better thing than what we 
call happiness, everybody meaning something different ? 
(2) Can any Atheist imagine a better world for training of 
character than this one? All pain, all perplexities, nil 
antagonisms are the very first conditions of character 
development. Without them, we being what they are, 
life would be a nightmare, like that of the Lotus-eaters in 
Tennyson. I give you my word that sooner than lead 
such a life I would read the Freethinker from cover to 
cover, though it is, of course, to a Theist distressing 
blasphemy all the more for being apparently honest.

One more point. Atheists often imply that people be
lieve in God because they wish to, and that vitiates their 
intelligence. Certainly they would be mad if they did 
not wish to ; but as for the intelligence that wish is the 
condition of our minds grasping any big truth. Darwin 
was consumed with eagerness to grasp the law of Evolu
tion, and so with all discoverers. By a big truth I mean 
something to do with infinity in which we all believe, and 
it is a law of our being that such is realized mainly by 
the affections. If there is no desire there is no discovery-

Now for the present anyhow I must forbear any more 
challenges in point. But if any reader wishes to have any 
point made clear and will write privately, I will spare no 
pains to show him what Theism and Christianity really 
are- E. L yttelton-

OUR MOVEMENT.
S ir ,— Far from the madding crowd and the thousand 

and one daily preoccupations of the French capital, in 8 
delightful little village on the Atlantic coast, in a sii«P,c 
furnished cottage let to me by the only Freethinker in tIlC 
place, I have leisure to reflect upon things pertaining 40 
the Frccthought movement at home, and to make, 
your permission, a few brief comments thereon. ,

Whilst travelling down in the train I was pained to re®“ 
the Editor’s announcement of an actual decline in 4 .. 
circulation of the Freethinker. This is bad news, and 1 
would be unwise for us to accept and be satisfied 'vlt 
the explanation proffered, i.e., temporary bad tinl£̂  
After all the slogging work which the Editor has p«4 1,1 t 
the paper and the cause it represents since the death  ̂
G. V/. Foote, the Freethinker ought not to know a Pcr,°̂  
of decline, however temporary we may hope it to be- 
paper like ours should he one of the very last sacrifiee* j 
economy or bad times that a subscriber would make. A
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't would be if every reader were made to feel the full 
significance of the Freethought cause, and if all the 
possibilities of the latter were more clearly and more per
sistently emphasized.

I feel that there are more subtle causes of our relative 
'"success, and it is these I wish to examine. In the first 
place, it is not sufficient to get new readers. We must, 
above all, keep those we have! If sales are falling off, 
some readers are leaving 11s. Why? Is it not, perhaps, 
because they do not find amongst Freethinkers what they 
find elsewhere, the spirit of fraternity ? Don’t forget that 
the Freethinker is a social animal just like the others. 
Where is our bond of fellowship? A Christian young 
'nan leaves his native town for a distant destination. In 
his new home he knows no one, but he is not friendless. 
He only has to present himself at the church or chapel 
door to find friends and welcome. W hy? Becaiise he is 
a Christian. That is the spirit of fellowship. A Mason 
(Anglo-Saxon variety) leaves one town for another. He 
may be a Christian, Jew, Mohammedan, Buddhist, but he 
'V'H know where to go to find friends who will meet him 
W'tli open arms. Why ? Because he is a Mason. Another 
*ason (Latin races variety) finds himself on the other side 

of the frontier. He is in all probability an Atheist, but 
Ie knows where to find friends and brothers, although in 

? foreign country. W hy? Because he is a Mason. That 
ls the spirit of fellowship.

And now let us see how it fares with a member of the 
•S.S. whom fate or inclination determines to seek a 

Complete change of surroundings. He knows there is no 
'much of the N.S.S. in the town to which he has come, 
here may be a stray reader or two of the Freethinker, 
"t Freethought organization does not provide him with 
le lnformation, and he may remain ignorant of it for 

years. He hungers after the companionship of kindred 
Intellects, but does not know liow to find it. He feels 

>̂nely, an intellectual outcast. Why? Because he is a 
reethinker, and Freethinkers do not cultivate esprit de 
°'/>s. That is not the spirit of fellowship, 

to or£an'zed Freethought in the British Empire is ever 
du Ccome a v't"l force the human element must be intro- 

cet| and the spirit of fellowship encouraged and 
a ?c*-'sc'd. Nearly a year ago I proposed the formation of 
Prorce^l*nker Fellowship on Masonic lines. I believe the 
r. °j’0saf 'net with some considerable support from the 
* Tl a,K  ̂ a,K  ̂ ^le ^ ’tor h',nself gave it his blessing, 

flii If'6 We rcrna'"  to-day. And the sales of the Free- 
hrir /  arc fa" i ,'iT off! Is this really the last word of 

ls 1 hreethought? I should like to know.

A. A ldwincki.k.

M artin  W eatlierburn
A  Tribute.

'We live in deeds, not years; in thoughts, not
breaths;

j" feelings, not in figures on a dial.
” C should count time by heart-throbs. lie  most 

lives
Who thinks most—feels the noblest-

At
off tli0C a""ual meeting of the South Shields Brand
John Tj. , '°"a l Secular Society one of our members, .Air 

■ ards, drew att 
' tin Weatherbu

J^ idem  >T‘ ”  
u»"on

-acts the best.
—Bailey.

m Richards, drew attention to a reference to on ate 
ei'd Martin Weatherburn. The occasion was the mldm 
e? °n May 31, 1921 by Mr. J- J- Dent, C.M , 

of the Working Men’s Club and Institute 
r nited, at their annual meeting. In the car \
rt the speech lie said :—

Since our last meeting, too, wc have lost a dear friend 
a',Kl colleague by the death of Martin Weatherburn, one 
<)f the most genial and cultured workmen we have had ns 
* colleague on the executive of the Union. A charming 
Personality, for whom one could not help feeling a deep 
MRction, he was also a keen, untiring worker on behalf 
° our movement, and was never tired of helping others 
at alj times. Now that he has gone I may, perhaps, 

'ention an incident that happened several years ago. 
a king to a successful headmaster of a London sc mo , 
happened to mention Martin Weatherburn’s name. He 

®au\ : “  Do you know Martin? I should like to see lum
*gain- W ill you bring hint here? He was more than s
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father to me when I was a little kiddie. Aly father and 
mother were very poor; father unable to get work in 
Northumberland, and at one time we were starving. 
Alartin Weatherburn came to our rescue, brought us food 
and clothing, and paid for fees and books for we boys at 
school for some years, and helped us all he could. I 
owe almost everything to Alartin Weatherbum. I love 
him! ”

This tribute, quite unsolicited, seems so perfectly fitting 
to the memory of our late respected pioneer of Secularism 
on Tyneside, that our members unanimously expressed a 
desire that it should be enshrined in the pages of the 
Freethinker, in a setting of a few quiet words. We make 
no complaint that no reference was made to the attitude of 
Alartin Weatherburn towards religion. It may be that 
this is in accordance with the custom prevailing in the 
club movement. But there is one thing we have in com
mon, that is the strongly felt need for liberty. The forces 
that are demanding that great life-giving principle are 
undoubtedly very strong and insistent, but still somewhat 
disorganized. The forces of reaction make no mistake on 
that score. There is a real danger that the forces of 
democracy tend to subscribe to a certain weakness by 
allowing little prejudices to prevail. The army that 
secures liberty will not be constituted of wearisome same
nesses. It will have its grave, and it will have also its 
rollicking sections. It will be fully representative of that 
vastly varied life, upon which human thought has only 
touched the fringe. The usual impatient and narrow out
look is quite inadequate. Sweet fancy seems to allow us, 
through dimmed eyes, to look questionably at our late 
friend Alartin. His answer seems to be, although 
accompanied by a merry twinkle of his dark rolling eyes, 
an approving nod. J. Fothergii.i,.

Obituary.

Another link with the past was severed on Thursday, 
Jul}r 7, when one of our oldest London members, Thomas 
Shore, passed away, at the age of 71. Ilis activities had 
been impaired lately by failing health, and a series of 
apoplectic seizures hastened the end. The son of a Free
thinker he was connected all his life with our movement. 
An active member of the National .Secular Society from 
1SS1, a member of its Executive and one of the original 
directors of the Secular Society, Limited. An ardent Land 
Nationalize^ Neo-Malthusian, Anti-Vaccinationist, Co- 
operator and zealous reformer, an associate of William 
Morris, he had contributed to the Commonweal and 
to the Freethinker. An uncompromising upholder of the 
rights of Free Speech, in the fighting days of Freethought, 
at Tottenham, Edmonton and Peck ham Rye, Tom Shore 
carried scars of actual personal conflict with the upholders 
of the religion of the Prince of Peace. His wife, Mrs. 
Constance Shore, was his cordial helpmate in all his 
activities. His four children, all reared and nurtured in 
the atmosphere of Freethought, and a granddaughter, now 
being educated in its principles, form a living testimony to 
a fourth generation of Freethinkers. To each and all of 
them we extend our most heartfelt sympathy. The 
cremation took place on Saturday last at Ilford in the 
presence of his relatives, personal friends and co-workers, 
including Air. Frederick Verinder of the English League 
for the Taxation of Land Values, and Air. Chapman Cohen, 
President of the N.S.S. The undersigned, who had en
joyed his personal friendship for forty-years, was un
fortunately unable to be present, except in spirit.— E. M. 
Vance, General Secretary.

We have only to add to the above our personal 
appreciation of Air. Shore as a life-long worker in forlorn 
but splendid causes. During the many years we knew 
him wc always found him deeply and unselfishly in
terested, not merely in the Freethought cause, but in any 
cause.where a word in favour of truth and justice needed 
to be said. No better thing could be said of any man than 
that he never hesitated to express his difference from his 
colleagues on any point, nor did he bear malice for what
ever difference arose. In the fullest sense of the word he 
was a Freethinker. His family will have left with them 
the memory of a brave and fearless worker in the cause of 
reform as a solace to them in their bereavement..— C. 
Cohen.
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N ational Secular Society. S U N D A Y  L E C T U R E  N O T IC E S , Etc.

R eport op E xecutive M eeting heed on  June 30.

The President, Mr. C. Cohen, occupied the Chair. Also 
present: Messrs. Corrigan, Keif, Lloyd, Moss, Neate, 
Rosetti, and Silverstein; Miss Rough, Miss Pankhurst, and 
the Secretary.

Minutes of the previous meeting were read and con
firmed. New members were received for the Fulham, 
Huddersfield, Leeds and Swansea Branches and for the 
Parent Society.

Permission was given for the re-formation of the 
Huddersfield Branch.

New members having been elected to serve on the 
Propagandist and Benevolent Fund ' Committees, the 
Executive proceeded to discuss the resolutions remitted 
from the Conference.

Re Motion No. 9 on the Blasphemy Laws : The lines 
upon which the pamphlet, which the President had under
taken to write on this subject, should run, were discussed 
and agreed upon.

Re Motion No. 10 on the Rights of Free Speech : It was 
agreed that the substance of this resolution be sent to the 
Press with a view to obtaining the names of persons 
willing to help to form an independent Committee.

The Secretary reported on the Open Air Mission of Mr. 
Whitehead to South Wales (full details of which have 
appeared in the Freethinker) and that this tour would 
terminate in Leeds. In consequence of this success and 
of the renewed applications for Mr. Whitehead’s services 
the Secretary was instructed to make arrangements for a 
further tour.

It was further reported that a Hall had been engaged by 
the Newcastle Branch for a lecture by the President, and 
that application was being made for Stratford Town Hall 
for a series of lectures.

On the motion of Mr. Keif, seconded by Mr. Lloyd, it 
was resolved that the first paragraph of the Immediate 
Practical Objects of the .Society : —

The Legitimation of Bequests to Secular and other 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.

be now deleted, seeing that this object has been obtained 
by the decision in the House of Lords in the now historic 
case of Bowman re the Secular Society, Limited.

It was agreed the pamphlet of General Information for 
Freethinkers, now in the press, should be issued at once, 
the price to be 2d. post free.

Arrangements for the Winter propaganda were remitted 
to the Propagandist Committee. Outstanding printing 
accounts were ordered to be discharged and the meeting 
closed. E. M. Vance.

General Secretary.

On other subjects we find, if not a respect for honest 
conviction, at least some sense of the amount of know
ledge that is requisite to entitle men to express an opinion 
on grave controversies. But on theological subjects this 
has never been so. Many men and most women, though 
completely ignorant of the very rudiments of Biblical 
criticism, historical research, or scientific discoveries, 
will, nevertheless, adjudicate with the utmost confidence 
upon every polemical question; denounce, hate, pity, or 
pray for the conversion of all who dissent from what they 
have been taught; assume as a matter beyond the faintest 
possibility of doubt that the opinions they have received 
without inquiry must be true, and that the opinions that 
others have arrived at by inquiry must be false, and make 
it a main object of their lives to assail what they call 
heresy in every way in their power except by examining 
the grounds on which it rests.— Lccky.

The Christian church enjoins obedience to the governors 
of states provided the governors show themselves sub
missive to her authority; in a word, her priests are a body 
in the state, whose interests arc invariably the interests 
of the state provided the state takes into account the 
interests of the priests.— Voltaire.

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

LONDON.
Indoor.

Metropolitan Secular Society (Johnson’s Dancing 
Academy, 241 Marylebone Road, near Edgware Road) : 7.3°»
A Lecture and Social.

South P lace E thical Society (South Place, Moorgate 
Street, E.C. 2) : n , Dr. John Oakesmith, “ Savonarola and 
Machiavelli.”

Outdoor.
Bethnal G reen Branch N. S. S. (Victoria Park, near the 

Bandstand) : 6.15, Mr. R. H. Rosetti, A Lecture.
North L ondon Branch N. S. S. (Regent’s Park) : 6, 

Mr. E. Burke, A Lecture.
South L ondon Branch N. S. S. (Brockwell Park) : 3.15« 

Mr. Rosetti, A Lecture; 6.15, Mr. Corrigan, A Lecture.

P R O P A G A N D IS T  L E A F L E T S .
I  Teetotalism, J. M. Wheeler ; 3. Princij

2. Bible ani
Principles of Secularism, 

C. Watts; 4. Where. Are Your Hospitals? R. Ingersoll ; 5- 
because the Bible Tells Me So, W. P. Ball ; 6. Why Be Good ? 
G. W. Foote ; 7. Advice to Parents, Ingersoll. Often the means 
of arresting attention and making new members. Price is. pBf 
hundred, post free is. 2d. Samples on receipt of stamps 
addressed envelope.—N. S. S. S ecretary, 62 Farringdon Street, 
E.C. 4.

BOOTS AN D  SH O ES.— Gentlemen, we strongly
recommend to you for high days and holidays our 241X 

Boot. Really high grade in workmanship and material and a 
smart model, in sizes and half sizes, and the price is only 
23/6. Ladies, for a smart Shoe at a moderate figure, try 00J 
No. 511 Glacé Gibson, with Patent Toecap and Cable Stitchco 
Welt, at 20/-, in sizes and half sizes. A Shoe we have sold 
for years, and which has made us many customers. It is a 
comfortable fitting Shoe for any ordinary foot, but for thos® 
requiring extra width our No. 34 Shoe, at 24/-, is unexcelletl 
for ease combined with smart appearance. Unsuitable good* 
exchanged, or money refunded. Cash to accompany orders. 
Postage is free.—Macconnell and Made, New Street, BakeweH

YOUNG MAN requires employment, any capacity' 
willing to learn trade.— E. A. II,, c/o “ Freethinker” Offlce' 

61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C. 4.

(S IT U A T IO N  W A N T E D .— Last twelve years as » 
v- '  Colliery Official, seven as a Deputy, one as an Overro*11' 
and four as an Undermanager. Possession of second 
certificate of competency. Age forty-five. Experienced 
longwall and dealing with spontaneous combustion. F‘5 
missed previous situation for answering an advertisement 
the Freethinker for literature..—W. II. H unt, 155 Haunchw’O0 
Road, Stockingford, Nuneaton.

(S U B S T A N T IA L  R E D U C TIO N S in Prices of
^  and Corduroy Garments. We are now doing Mcn’sTrouse 
to measure ns low ns 15/6, but specially recommend 0 
NFK quality, which for Lined Trousers is now 24/"- Bt>

.ut

21/- »0for Unlined Trousers. Vests and other garments 
proportion. Patterns and Self-Measurement Chart freC y 
request. Satisfaction is guaranteed. Cash to nccon’P1̂  
orders. Postage is free.— Macconnell and Made, New Stre 
Bakewcll.

T A N  S A L E .— Original Portrait in Oils of T h ^
J  Paine, in fine condition. Sight-measure 22 inches by  ̂

What offers ?—Apply John H alu w kll, Scnr., 43 Heaton ?° 
Fishpool, Bury.

ÍH
A N O T H E R  R E D U C T IO N  of 10% (2/- in

Suits to measure. Prices are now from £3 12/- to
l it and workmanship guaranteed as before. Sports , 
from 3S/- to 63/- and Flannel Trousers 21/- to 31/61 I,ia^ j,c 
your own special measures. High class Tailoring cat"1 e5 i* 
had anywhere for less money if standard rate of 'va ,̂ulaf

ncejy.
would like to pay, so that Cloths may be sent accord' ¡̂>

paid for laliour. When writing for Patterns and our V°?y0t> 
Self-Measurement Chart, please give an idea of the P^Lglp 
would like to pay, so that Cloths may be sent nccor  ̂ ¡̂¡f 
Cash to accompany orders. Postage is free.—M ac;CONN'e 
Made, New Street, Bakewell.
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Pamphlets.

By  G. W. F oote.
CHRISTIANITY AND PROGRESS. Price 2d., postage id. 
THE MOTHER OF GOD. With Preface. Price 2d., postage 

id.
THE PHILOSOPHY OF SECULARISM. Price 2d., post

age Jid.

THE JEWISH LIFE OF CHRIST. Being the Sepher Toldoth 
Jeshu, or Book of the Generation of Jesus. With an 
Historical Preface and Voluminous Notes. By G. W. 
F oote and J. M. W heeler. Price 6d., postage id.

Vo l t a ir e ’s  p h il o s o p h ic a l  d ic t io n a r y , voi. 1.,
128 pp., with Fine Cover Portrait, and Preface by 
Chapman Cohen. Price is. 3d., postage ijid .

By  Chapman Cohen.
DEITY AND DESIGN. Price id., postage '/d.
WAR AND CIVILIZATION. Price id., postage Jld.
RELIGION AND THE CHILD. Price id., postage yid.
COD AND MAN : An Essay in Common Sense and Natural 

Morality. Price 3d., postage Jfd.
CHRISTIANITY AND SLAVERY : With a Chapter on 

Christianity and the Labour Movement. Price is., post- 
age ijid.

WOMAN AND CHRISTIANITY : The Subjection and 
Exploitation of a Sex. Price is., postage i'/id.

SOCIALISM AND THE CHURCHES. Price 3d., postage id.
CREED AND CHARACTER. The Influence of Religion on
U Racial Life. Price -jd., postage i%&.
U°ES MAN SURVIVE DEATH ? Is the Belief Reasonable ? 

Verbatim Report of a Discussion between Horace Leaf 
anR Chapman Cohen. Price 7d., postage id.

HE PARSON AND THE ATHEIST. A Friendly Dis
cussion on Religion and Life between Rev. the Hon. 
Edward Lyttelton, D.D., and Chapman Cohen. Price 
Is- 6d., postage 2d.

By  J. T. L loyd .
"AVe r  . ITS ORIGIN, HISTORY, AND FUTILITY. 

Trice 2d., postage id.

By  Mimnermus.
^RETHOUGHT AND LITERATURE. 

Kd.
Price id., postage

pAr, By  Walter Mann.
*CAN AND CHRISTIAN MORALITY. Price 2d., postage

SCIENCE AND THE SOUL. With a Chapter on Infidel 
Death-Beds. Price 7d., postage ijfd.

TNi, By  Arthur F. Thorn.
J..DIPE-WORSHIP OF RICHARD JEFFERIES. With 
'Ine Portrait of Jefferies. Price is., postage i'/,d.

S°CIe t y
By  Robert Arch.

AND SUPERSTITION. Price 6d., postage id.

^ERhot By h - g - Farmrr-. “fV JN ART. The Religious Opinions of Famous
riists and Musicians. Price 3d., postage Jid.

Tîlj» p By  A. Millar.
' HOBES OF PAN : And Other Prose Fantasies. Price 

’* Postage i*¿d.

Î 11R Mar By  g - h - Murphy.
Dn.., ÜRNER ; A Plav of the Imagination. Price is., 
v btaKe id.

ÎIRTa p t ' o Dy  Colonel Ingersoll.
IS SUlomr,°P MOSES. Price 2d., postage

Triel , A SIN? AND LAST WORDS ON SUICIDI 
v,Ce 2d-, postage id.

^SSa v  n . T „  By  D. IIume.
SUICIDE. Price id., postage Ĵ d.

4bout jd ---------
• in the is. Should be added on all Foreign an 

Colonial Orders.
Pn ———— —

IIK Pionekr P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C. 4-

THE BIBLE HANDBOOK.
For Freethinkers and Inquiring Christians,

By G. W, FO O TE and W. P. BALL

N E W  E D IT IO N .
(Issued by the Secular Society, Limited.) 

CONTENTS :
Part I.—Bible Contradictions. Part II.—Bible Absurdities. 
Part III.—Bible Atrocities. Part IV.—Bible Immoralities, 
Indecencies, Obscenities, Broken Promises, and Unfulfilled 

Prophecies.

Cloth Bound. Price 2s 6d. Postage 3d.

One of the most useful books ever published. Invaluable to 
Freethinkers answering Christians.

T he Pioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C. 4.

T w o  Great FreethinKers.ROBERT G.lNGERSOLL
BY

C. T . GORHAM.
A Biographical Sketch of America’s Greatest 
Freethought AdYOcate. With Four Plates.

CHARLES BRADLAUGH
BY

T h e E igh t Hon. J. M. R O B E R T S O N .

An Authoritative Life of one of the greatest Reformers 
of the Nineteenth Century, and the only one now 

obtainable. With Four Portraits.

In Paper Covers, 2s. (postage 2d.). Cloth Bound 
3s. 6d. (postage 2§d.) each Volume.

T he Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C. 4.

Determinism or Free-Will?
By CHAPMAN COHEN.

NEW  EDITION R evised and Enlarged.

CONTENTS:
Chapter I.—The Question Stated. Chapter II.— 
“ Freedom ” and “  Will." Chapter III.—Conscious
ness, Deliberation, and Choice. Chapter IV.—Some 
Alleged Consequences of Determinism. Chapter V.— 
Professor James on the “  Dilemma of Determinism.” 
Chapter VI.—The Nature and Implications of Respon
sibility. Chapter VII.—Determinism and Character. 
Chapter VIII.—A Problem in Determinism. Chapter 

IX.—Environment.

Well printed on good paper.

Price, Wrappers Is. 9 d., by post is. u d . ; or strongly 
bound in Half-Cloth 2s. 6d., by post 2s. gd.

T he Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C. 4.
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M o r e  B a r g a in s  in  B o o h s .

MORE LETTERS OF CHARLES DARWIN.
A Record of his Work in a Series of Letters to 

Huxley, Lyell, Morley, Spencer, Wallace, etc.
EDITED BY
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