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Views and Opinions.

PuWic and the Churches,

be W&S mentioned last week that an invitation had
a d1 received from the Rev. B. G. Bourchier to send
i~Presentative to take part in a discussion on the way
j 'Vlich laymen would run a Church. Having no
ear»6 tO rUn a Church, unless it be to run it off the
tj ! *replied to the invitation with the suggestion
ivb ~ a c’scuss'on were arranged on the subject of
y People have ceased to attend Church | should be
to ta™e Part  it. To that Mr. Bourchier re-

. *kat he liked the suggestion and hoped to arrange

tj It to take place. There the matter rests for the
Ca™ i have only to add that if Mr. Bourchier would
sjo™ to take this journal as the vehicle for the discus-
t0 . Its columns are open. | am quite sure that the
Would be interesting, and it would enable both

3 oostudy the question quietly and dispassionately.
t Wrote Mr. Bourchier as | did because, in my

~ ’0Oll>these discussions as usually arranged are little
er than elaborate farces. They represent the

~  jous of everyone save the ones that really matter.
and 'aVe “ta(i discussions as to the relations of science
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often, and in so many different ways, that it has been
taken for granted. Hence the inability to see the
humour of calling a conference of laymen to discuss
with the clergy how to run a church—in the interest*
of the clergy. It never strikes them that such a gather-
ing differs in no essential way from a trade con-
ference called by any trade organization. But a trades
conference is just a trades conference. It never dawns

'upon the minds of grocers or tailors, when trade is

slack to call a meeting of probable customers for them
to discuss how the business of these particular men
may be improved. And yet this is what Mr. Bourchier
and other clergymen are doing. The strict analogy
would be a congress of chickens called to discuss by
what means they could be induced to show greater
partiality for the society of foxes. The clergy do not
want the laity to discuss whether church-going is of
real use to anyone, any more than the foxes would
wish the chickens to discuss whether cultivating the
society of foxes would be healthy for the farmyard.
The important thing to the parson is that the people
are losing the habit of attending church, and he invites
them to come and say how they can be induced to
come, as though it were a matter of importance to
them. The situation is not without its humorous side
if one looks at it from the proper angle.

* * *

The Gospel as Second Fiddle.

Now as there are a considerable number of people
who only desire to pass Sunday in an agreeable manner
and who have no inclination to pay attention to other
issues involved, 1 have no doubt that if the churches
are made attractive enough they may be filled. If
churches enter into serious competition with places of
amusement there should be no greater trouble in filling
them than there is in filling a concert hall or a picture
palace. Only it must be rather depressing to the

. religion but the ones invited have been those wh@enuine believer in Christianity to find his “ glorious

thor known to believe in a religion of some kind, or
teliS Who are too timid to let their real opinions on
°n be known. Everything is discussed but the
issue. There is usually method in this. It dis-
faj,Cts attention from the real question, which is not the
1 'S °ff of church attendance, but the decline of re-
lait°s 7eiieC That is kept in the background. The
re]jA ttrust be encouraged in the belief that “ true”
is ?°n’s as vigorous as ever. To be quite candid, it
@ ° game tire average clergyman to let his
»Station know only such aspects of things as will

1 the policy of the Churches.

* * *

Cd °ITleirody once defined a clever man as one who
If Hinces People that they cannot do without him.
tio *a* ~idrition be accepted, and if we count inten-
to KS°n”” it must be admitted that the clergy deserve
by e called clever. For in every discussion arranged
y leni that is taken for granted. In effect they say :
kin °U may dispense with anything you please, with
hnt”S °r Pariiarnents, with aristocracy or democracy,
are D u must not think of dispensing with us. We
mdispensable.” And they have repeated this so

gospel ” playing second fiddle to a band, a cinemato-
graph, or a handful of vocalists. After all that has
been written and spoken about the “ tremendous drama
of Calvary ” it may be questioned whether God
Almighty came to earth to be crucified Oll two sticks
in order to provide a Sunday afternoon’s entertain-
ment. Nor can it be inspiring to a clergyman to know
that people will come to church provided that the ser-
mon be very short and the concert of a good quality.
What strikes one most here is the naked profes-
sionalism of the thing. What the people come to
church for is not so important as that they shall come.
There is the building, and there is the performer ;
what is required is the audience. And the position of
the average parson appears to be that what they come
for is a matter of secondary consideration. Meantime
the significant fact that when people come to church
on account of the attractions held out they have
already ceased to have any real belief in Christianity
is either not seen or carefully ignored.
£ * &

An Old Story.

A reference to the pages of Lucian will show an
analogous feature in the history of Paganism. In one
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of his dialogues Lucian introduces a council of the
gods called to discuss the decline of church service.
Various reasons are suggested, and at last one of the
minor gods, addressing the chief deity, says =—

Let us be candid. All that we have really cared
about is a steady altar service. And now men are
opening their eyes. They perceive that whether they
pray or don’'t pray, go to church, or don't go to
church, makes no difference to them. And we are
receiving our deserts. Our. advocates are silenced.
If you wish mankind to reverence again you must
remove the cause of their disbelief.

That is the position to-day. The slump in church-
attendance is universal. It is too widespread to be
accounted for by dissatisfaction with a particular par-
son, or because a particular building is ugly or un-
comfortable. Religious belief takes no count of beauty
or comfort where the belief is living. In genuine re-
ligious organizations the priest is the central figure,
and when men and women cease to pay attention to
him it is because faith in his function and his doctrine
is dead or nearly so. | do not mean by this that some
clergymen may not have sensible counsel to offer, or
that they may not receive a measure of deference.
But when this is the case they are on the same level
as others. Disease no longer drives a man to the
priest, but to the doctor. One who is going on a
voyage no longer consults the Oracles, but looks out
the fastest and safest lines with the lowest rates.
There are no avenues of enlightenment open to the
priest that are not open to others. Everyone knows
that for reliable information on art, or science, or
politics, there is not the smallest advantage in attend-
ing church. The best that can be got there is a more
or less distorted version of what can be obtained out-
side. The whole of the priesthood represents to-day
in social structure what rudimentary organs do in the
bodily organism. They are reminiscent of a lower and
earlier stage of civilization.

The Pinal lIssue.
If Lucian were alive to-day he could but repeat the
advice he gave the Pagan priests of his time : “ If you

wish mankind to reverence you must remove the cause
of their disbelief.” But how can that be done to-day?
Disbelief is. not a matter that has come about in a
haphazard way. It is not a matter of chance that
the Christian priest has become as discredited as Pagan
Augur. The disbelief with which the priest has to
deal is not confined to a few. It is universal in extent
and indestructible in substance. It permeates our
literature, it is implied in the best of our teaching,
it is becoming embodied in many of our institutions.
In Lucian’s day unbelief was mainly confined to cer-
tian circles, the mass of the people were still wedded
to their old beliefs, and when the Christian Church
established itself it did so by taking over these beliefs
and so carrying the people with them. To-day we have
the people as a whole able to follow all that the past
hundred years have taught us concerning the origin
and nature of religious beliefs. Those results are
embodied in thousands of volumes, the complete
destruction of which would involve the wiping out of
our civilization. There is no longer a chance of some
revived Christian Church coming along and reestablish-
ing itself on the ruins of old civilization. That tragedy
occurred once, and the result was Christian supremacy
and the downfall of the civilization of antiquity. And
yet if the clergy are to restore belief it is civilization
that must be destroyed. They must somehow teach
people to ignore most that modern science has taught
us. In this matter it is fundamentally a question of
the Christian Church versus modern science. In
antiquity the Church fought its battle and conquered,
.but that is a victory it cannot hope to repeat.
Chapman Cohen.
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The Gross.

We are often assured that the Cross is the symbo °
the Christian faith, but it is seldom admitted by >
champions that the symbolic use of the Cross an ~
dates Christianity by several millenniums. Even
micus, a fourth century Latin writer, being aware
the pre-Christian religious significance of the Cross,
puts the blame for its invention upon the Deuvil, vvI
did everything in his power to destroy human g
Assuming the active existence and malevolent design
of his Satanic Majesty he must have had exceptiona
busy times long before Christ appeared, for we ie
that among Carthagenians and Phoenicians the Cr
was in use as an instrument of sacrifice to the De ~
In Egypt, India, Scandinavia, and Italy it had . q
mystic and religious interpretations. Even in He

it was called the “ Tree of Our Life,” and empl°yec »
a help in the worship of the Rain-God. A do 8
image of the God was made, raised on a cross, and t
thrown down and broken into bits, which were ea
with delight by the'worshippers, in the belief
they possessed healing and nourishing virtue. i
we see that the Christians were by no means the
to attach a religious significance to the Cross. Belio
ing it in use as a sacred symbol among the Paf£
round about them, they openly borrowed it, and 1
with adaptation dedicated it to the service of their®
religion, ignoring or firmly denying their indet>
ness to the outside world.

Recently the Rev. Canon De Candole, of
minster Abbey, preached a sermon based upon
famous phrase | determined not to know anyt”™ °
among you save Jesus Christ, and him crucified.’
discourse was published in the Christian World Pu?
of July 26. To the Canon the Cross of Christis a s
lutely unique. He says

The Cross is something all by itself. R Js.tﬂ,ﬁ
peculiar property of the Gospel. Search for
other faiths and you will not find it. It is the
faith ill all the world that holds up before a~Jmiat
kind a strange figure of One dying in agony- gle
is the meaning of it all? In St. Paul’'s days g
were many mystery Gospels preached. The doc ~
of sacrifice and redemption were preached, but e
was no personal Redeemer behind them. They
the creations of fancy and of myth. But behm
Gospel of the Christian missionary there was a
the historical figure of the Redeemer, dying Q1 ~
vary for the sins of men, and reconciling thdll

. their Father from whom they had gone astray-

M

But he is fundamentally mistaken, and
possibly establish his case except by sheer dogma
The facts are all dead against him. Even ™ ‘ t
{Republic, 362) speaks impressively of the ideal < <
or Righteous Man ” who “ shall be scourged, toltU eiy
bound, his eyes burnt out, and, after suffering c\ Qe
evil, shall be impaled or crucified.” Mr. De Can ™
has no right to characterize Pagan Redeemers as "
creations of fancy and of myth,” while he prononn
Jesus Christ a thoroughly historical personage-
cannot but know that to those who believed in 1
Osiris, Adonis’, Attis, and Mithra were fully as r&
Jesus Christ is to him, and there is no possibihty
getting away from the fact that to millions of Pe
in Christendom the Christ of the Church possesses™™
objective reality whatever. Our contention, 10V v/eie
is that Jesus Christ is in no sense unique. ‘lhc”
Gnostic sects everywhere before Christ was ever” ject
of, and the Saviour in whom they trusted was an
of clear belief to great multitudes.- Their
was adored because he did exactly what Jesus v*e
is reported to have done. You cannot read the n
Epistles, especially those to the Colossians an
Ephesians, without discovering that the wrder

I N
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Profl 111 Weilced by Gnostic teachings. 111 fact, as
usin™n”~-~kert Murray Pu*Sit, he is constantly
Proof Very lanSnage. Such being the case, what

'callsh ere_that the Christian Redeemer is an his-
ﬁ){,'thf, c aracter, while Osiris, or Mithra was only a
IeE\(jt us now look at history for a moment and en-
§1ek°f fto- die Christian Gospel by its fruits or
© -° rubs. Assuming the historicity of the Apostle
“aul and the genyineness of his first Epistle to the
t° kno™anS,  rePaire(i to the famous city determined
figf . nothing there save Jesus Christ and him cruci-
f°Undi  <4er stuPendously bard work he succeeded m
of a Church which turned out to be, not a nest
hea(j € n°ble, and saintly men and women, but the

chara ctaitsts lﬁﬁlmﬁle, wicked, and degraded
c°ntenflS amon® whom drunkenness, worldliness,
abund-10U an<® (uerul®usness flourished in amazing
four UCC dn fbe small society there were three or
their °Sltively irreconcilable factions, which found
t° ti™Catest Pleasure in endless bickerings. Writing
sayii em brought serious charges against them,
anionff arnong other things: “ While there exist
that & y°U iealousy and party feeling, is it not true
treil are worldly, and are acting merely as other
a ' Eater on he complains thus : “ There is
aHon Soread report respecting a case of immorality
even M °U and that, too, of a kind that does not occur
wes ainong the Gentiles.” Of what benefit, then,
ApGstjle Cross to the Corinthian converts? The
able'3 6 nmself was obliged to confess with unspeak-
ins Srrow that they were not one whit better, and
ragans. instances much worse, than the surrounding

agle}Pw, take any period you like between the Apostolic
Sttin ™ °Ur °wn>and y°u will not find the Church
iyOrjl a Sood example in exalted moral conduct to the
or ™' Eideed, as a matter of indubitable fact, in two
°n,, ee different periods the Church was notoriously
tHe 4111Uh lower ethical plane than the world, such as
ﬂ_etgnth century, under Pornocracy, and the close of
hn-E*enth and the beginning of the sixteenth cen-
kuoi,v’ Under Pope Alexander VI. Canon De Candole
Ee CSbe°rfectly well that all this is unfortunately true,
tigjj aiin°t forget that for over four years four Chris-
tructd tiO™ were engaged, by means of the most des-
killi Lucies modern science could devise, in
thet Oneanother. What was the Cross doing during
°n aim05: ABrrible period in history? There are signs
itselfLafEs that Christian Europe is about to plunge
tar MO an infinitely greater, and more devastating
bErabE" the last. And yet, in spite of all these de-
alljzt(fa .e and humiliating facts, the Canon has the
vistie' N to declare that “ when the world in its
ﬁe§°& btlew not God, it pleased God by the foolish-
K 1Preaching of a crucified man, to save them
cfoSbelteved- and that so it must always be. The
Wrid" dl always be the most surprising thing in the
kind >"\e feasf expected way for redeeming man-
tbe ' Surely, this is evangelicanism run mad. And
linre- °rS: 's yet to come ; for, realizing the apparent
‘ soiiableness of his strange utterances, he says :—
hiit then it is God’s way, and God himself is
vays a surprise. If God is God, he must do un-
‘ Pceted things, and here in the Cross he has done
ji € most unexpected thing of all, saving the world

y a dying man.
f°8li . haVe now reached the acme not only of the
Isbness of preaching, but also of the utter irre-
hp-dity of the preacher. Who in his senses can
in Q5 y say, looking the world in the face, that here
of Sa . ross God has done the. most unexpected thing
d’es pli®die world by a dying man? What on earth
Uigjnf “e Canoll mean by salvation? Can he seriously
aitl bbat Eondon, for example, is in a state of
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salvation? Can he visit districts not far from the
Abbey, contemplate the poverty, wretchedness, and
crime to be found therein, and still assert that by
means of the Cross Christ has redeemed them ?

Of course there is a cowardly method of overcoming
the difficulty suggested by the above questions, and
the Canon adopts it:—

Do not let us talk lightly of sin, shut our eyes to
it, say that there is no such thing. To-day perhaps
we are all beginning to think there is something the
matter with us. Things do not get right as we
hoped they would have done. The world is still at
sixes and sevens. We must go further than that.
There is something wrong; there is a heart that rebels
against the highest things of all, against a holy and
loving God. Therefore the Cross must stand in the
centre of human life, because it is the only thing
that tells us what is the real matter with humanity
to-day.

After assuring us that God has saved the world by
means of the Cross, the preacher reluctantly admits,
in the above passage, that such is not actually the case.
The wicked human heart is capable of thwarting the
Divine plan of salvation and of rendering the Cross
of no effect. This admission implies that God has not
really done the most unexpected thing of all because
man has prevented him. In other words sin has been
stronger than grace, and the human will has prevailed
against the Saviour’s. Of course, this explanation of
the failure of the Cross is unspeakably absurd, the
truth being that the Christian Cross possesses no
saving efficacy whatever, as is amply proved by the
present unsaved condition of human society. Con-
sequently, no verse can be emptier of any real meaning
than the following :—

In the Cross of Christ | glory,
Towering o’er the wrecks of time;
A1l the light of sacred story
Gathers round its head sublime.

Canon De Candole’s sermon, read from beginning
to end, is its own refutation. Its extravagant claims
are justified by no facts known to us. Mankind has
never taken kindly to it, and at present the majority
of people live as if it did not exist at all, and are no
worse off than those who profess to believe in it and
to have been redeemed by its gracious power.

J. T. Lpoyd.

A Theological Tag.

A god whose ghost in arch and aisle
Yet haunts his temple and his tomb;
But follows in a little while
Odin and Zeus to equal doom.
— William Watson.

How popular conceptions of religion are changing in
this country is illustrated by the disappearance of the
old remark, “ God willing.” Writing on the old
coaching days on the Bath Road, Mr. Tristram notes
that in Charles the Second’s time the stage-coaches
were advertised to do the distance between Eondon
and Bath in three days “ if God permit ” ; but in 1780
the time had come down to two days, and the pious
saving clause was omitted. “ God permit,” according
to Grose, the antiquary, was a regular slang term for
the old stage-coach, and readers of Scott will remember
what another antiquary said about it. A contempor-
ary story has come down to us of the village carrier
who, upon being asked when he would be at Aberdeen,
replied ;f “ I'll be in on Monday, God willing and
weather permitting, and on Tuesday whether or no.”

“ D.V.” are initials that have dropped out of public
notices, except in the case of small religious com-
munities that are mere survivals of the past. “ Deo
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Yolente ” is the proviso, “ God willing.” But the
men and women of to-day do not trouble to put such
a proviso in ordinary announcements as to future
events, and order their dinners and go journeys
without the addition of “ D.V.,” and without prefer-
ence to any gods in the Pantheon.

The clergy, naturally, still insist on the willingness
and interference of their particular God. A story goes
that in South Carolina, some years ago, a parson was
prompted, in the midst of a drought, to offer up
prayers for rain. Shortly after rain fell in such enor-
mous quantity that crops were ruined, business was
suspended, and floods were caused. A deputation of
citizens waited on the parson and told him to stop it
or-he would lose his job.

This yarn shows the resentment men would feel
nowadays were things to happen as they are said to
have done in the old happy-go-lucky Bible days. For,
according to the legends, the prophets were for ever
doing things far more troublesome to the mass of men
than merely asking for rain and getting it. They are
said to have foretold the onslaught of Assyria, the
triumph of other nations from the west, and were for
ever poking their sacred noses into many things.
Statesmen and rulers of those times may have been
forgiven for supposing that they were a public
nuisance.

Fortunately for us the present day is the twilight of
the gods. Our fifty thousand petticoated priests no
longer call benefits or evil out of the sky beyond asking
for finelor wet weather, or calling blessings on in-
dividual members of the Royal Family, and invoking
victory to the national arms. The priests are alert
enough to know that they could never succeed in
praying for or prophesying anything that pleased all.
The majority would restrain them with injunctions, or
the minority would have them locked up. The old,
old conception of a paternal deity has nearly gone, and
the majority of men no longer believe in a limited-
liability god, and that such a being could be swayed
by the sweet smell of sacrifice, or the stimulus of en-
treaty.

The late world-war was a real object lesson to all
men capable of thought. According to the clergy, the
Christian God was still the Rord of Hosts and the God
of Battles. Yet these self-same priests, who actually
consecrated the banners of war, and christened battle-
ships, were themselves exempted from fighting. Pre-
suming on the docility of their dupes, they dared to
prate that God was a loving father and that men were
his children. What absurdity, and what hypocrisy !
It was the same throughout -Europe. The German
soldiers marched to battle with “ God with us” on
their uniforms. The priests of the Greek Church
urged on the Russian soldiers with the promise “ God
cannot desert his children.” Austrian, French, and
Italian priests used similar language. The Common
Prayer Book of the Church of England contains the
same ideas, tempered by British patriotism. “ Give
peace in our time, O Rord,” said the preacher.
“ Because there is none other that fighteth for us but
only Thou, O God!” responded the congregation.
It was the same story in the United States, in Canada,
Australia, and South Africa. The priests of all the
nations involved in the awful struggle blessed the
standards of murder which were to float over scenes of
carnage, and invoked their deity for victory. And, as
all did not win, what about God ? When the priests
fail, God should undergo the same criticism as the
priests ; for what is he but a " magnified, non-natural
man,” this spectre of theirs, this dreary deity of their
insolence. If the peoples were wise, this god would be
dethroned for ever. Then the people would no longer
require priests, who would find their occupation gone.

Mimnermus.
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Who Was Shakespeare?

When the mere layman goes meandering through the
long winding (I nearly wrote winded) road known &
the Shakespearean Controversy it can raise no wonder
or even a smile if he soon finds himself completely 1°3
in a maze of astonishing suppositions, theories, ad
so-called solutions. That it is becoming increasing |
hard to believe that the man William Shakespeare of
Stratford should have or could have written thenggyv
which go under his name, must be the lot of - y
every simple-minded student who takes a course j
let us say, Guppy, Delia Bacon, Ignatius Donelly 3
even Sir Edwin Durning-Rawrence. What carldQL
make of the wonderful cryptograms which so
clusively prove that Bacon (at least it's Francis
till the other claimants appear) not only wrote
whole of the plays of Shakespeare but all the ) »
of the other extraordinary Elizabethan luniinarieS »
well—not even excepting the Authorized Version j
the Bible? How is he going to test the won
coincidences of magic Rosicrucian numbers whic
he is told—fill the First Folio? What explanation
lie to offer those who point out to him the
symbolism found in the illustrations which form
title pages of so many of Bacon’s published i'°
And the puzzling thing is that if you do count a
tain magic number of words or pages you do coi
the word pig, or bacon, or hog—or at least you 1 jof
come to the word Shakespeare or Shakestaff. y dafe
the “ parallelisms,” most of them—not al ¢
enough to take the breath away from the student’
ought by this time to be a convinced Baconian. _ .e
not Sir Sidney Ree’s most persuasive arguments m
Life of Shakespeare, nor even that “ thundeyQt*
gine of revolt ” Mr. J. M. Rebertsons—The ?""CO”
Heresy, quite removes the lingering sceptids
strongly aroused by the heretics. reai
It is when the other claimants appear thal'™® fe
trouble begins. Obviously the plays of ShakeSP”™
must have been written (more or less) by someone™ j$&
the difficulty now is to find out who that s°med R
It may be Bacon, or Rutland, or Derby, or O*  jor
and some marvellous arguments can be adduce ,
any single one of them. How is the student tOy cfe
Consider for instance the claims of Edward fie
Earl of Oxford so ably championed by Mr. J | , jjy
Rooney in Shakespeare Identified and supporwW O.
Colonel B. R. Ward, C.M.G., in the Mystery °J .jap
W. H.” That Colonel Ward does succeed in ehlC, O
ing the mystery of the mysterious mr- wi v )
the Sonnets must be obvious even to the most .
reader. That he gives some extraordinary ~".jca
dcnces of dates in the life of Oxford and the PI1 pc

SO

tion of the plays must also be admitted. But ,Q
does away with the magic numbers, and the c
grams, and the parallelisms of Bacon, can in 110
be allowed. Jide

And here—rather hesitatingly—steps in
layman. It has always seemed to me that there t
be far more behind the portrait affixed to the q).
Folio engraved by Martin Droeshout, than apPc' -,g-
the surface or explained by Sir Edwin B" g(jf
Rawrence as a “ doubly left-armed dummy»
mounted by a ridiculous putty-faced mask.”, . “pie
never been able to see any likeness between it al(r;?(

traditional ” portraits of Shakespeare. It IS s°
my opinion— like the famous 8traiford Bust w
many people seem to consider the veritable likencs:s-

We are forced then to come back to the falDp,e
portrait by Martin Droeshout and to ask ourselvegs
plubstion— what direction would Messrs. Hemip&eitsIs
Condell give to the designer when it was tim
sioned? Hundreds of people must have knowll
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actor, William Shakespeare, by sight and 1

asking too much to believe that something un i

could be affixed (such as a ridiculous mas') 0
lection of his plays without strong protest ion
friends. Either then the engraving was a goot -
ness of the actor-author, easily recognizable 3

friends or jt was recognized as a good likeness of the
Bor of the plays writing under the name of Shakes-
peare, a secret shared by all the actors of the pla>s,
including the editors themselves and Ben Jonson.
A how did Droesliout get his materials? Was there
a likeness of the actor William Shakespeare in exist-
ence? if there was, it is unknown to every critic and
commentator Shakespeare ever had. Did Droesliout
iraw his likeness from descriptions given by the
mends of the dead actor? Or did he actually make
ns design from a portrait, not of William Shakespeare
tlle actor, but of the veritable author of the plays which
niay have been in existence ? How docs the Drocshout
Portrait compare then with Bacon’s, with Rutland s,
with Derby’s, with Oxford’s?

As luck would have it Colonel Ward gives us as a
of EHLS,P'ece {6 his book, a reproduction. of. thegportrait
o tv 3lc Vere, Earl of Oxford, painted at the age

venty-five> ail(] j unhesitatingly claim that this
"as the picture that Martin Drocshout based his own
amous First Folio engraving upon. Put them side b>
j! e and examine them critically and without bias.
ut first take a few points into consideration. Oxford

1 the painting was only twenty-five years of age.

he engraving must necessarily represent that of a
"an of over fifty. The two pictures face opposite
j'a>s, but Droeshout’'s actual work must have faced
, le sfliiie way as the painted portrait, on the origina
Ttass °r copper, whichever it was engraved upon.

ake away Oxford’s coquettish Elizabethan cap, his

e'Shtfnl feather and frills, and if you were going to
"\ «5 a man of over fifty years of age, how would
tile Sr°Ceccl’  Is not Oxford’s left cheek practically
reer n'e.as Droeshout’s engraving (remember this is
onb h m Ne Print) ? Is not the shape of the nose
Peeup 1 Idcntical ? The eyes look the same way, the
the pfr shadow or puffiness on both portraits under
n HS 1S “c same, the moustache is the same, and
%eéme 1shape of g mouth. I{ a line-gagraver. had
a’nttc& WC the modelling of the shadows on the
FWB €4 pertrait, would lie not proceed exactly as does
tlie A°°k at the way and the places in which
ehee].N' ~NShts are left out, on the forehead and right
rticular. Examine the curious car or rather

e °f the ear.

V\lﬁkﬁm [Jle centre of the Droeshout engraving you
those 1( buttons exactly the same shape and design as
Cail t,°n fhe Oxford portrait, especially on the cap.
a Ba, Qg really be merely a coincidence ? How would
suppo’nian explain it? Over Oxford’s left arm is, |
agajn ?’ a cloak on which there is a clear design which
erigra IS reProduced by Droeshout much as a line-
Shalc & Would produce it on the curious coat of
as MoSpcarc- And Oxford’s right arm juts out much
Pitted CaU bnaginc the Droeshout would do if com-

LEtid"I pf course, | have but a small half-tone repro-
actiba) . go by, but I hop.e now we shall have the
PafCctabated portrait of the Earl of Oxford and c¢
fully 10Production of the Drocshout engraving care-
b'eory °Parctl by artists and other experts. If my
Keriti" be found true, and the two portraits are as
BP>it 1 3S an oil-painting and a line engraving can
r’Sard'VN N interesting to know where we stand with
bid ° *pe Stratfordian actor, William Shakespeare.
"\hetv. d!10 People responsible for the F'irst Folio know
pulic "laAin Droeshout got his likeness? Did the
Soffit; at “arge know? And are we any nearer the

of the great Shakespearean problem ?
atever be the result, there can be no doubt that
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the latest works on this extraordinary literary con-
troversy must have stimulated, not only the inquiry
as to who was Shakespeare, but also helped people to
go to the great works themselves, and that is, at all
events, always a “ consummation devoutly to be
wished.” H. Cutner.

Christianity To-day.

My friends, the war has taught men a never-to-be-
forgotten lesson. Every day Freethinkers are flocking
back to the Church and resuming their religious duties
with an earnestness and conviction which have never
before been equalled. Freethought is doomed. Chris-
tianity is daily growing stronger and stronger, and the
joy which can only be found in Christ is filling men’s
hearts and spurring them on to better lives and to
drive out sin. Soon Atheism will be a thing of the
past— to be spoken of with derision and scorn. The
Cross has triumphed !

At least, so we are told, or rather were told. You
could read the above kind of stuff by the yard in any
religious journal, and if you went to church | daresay
you would be treated to another dose of it there. Yet
during the last few weeks it seems to have been un-
ostensibly dropped. Pondering over this, I came to
the decision that the clergy had come to the belated
conclusion that it is useless to hide the true religious
situation to-day. My deduction was proved in a very
unexpected way the other day by the appearance of
a news article in the Daily News. On the following
day a contributor to the Daily Chronicle, although re-
fraining from mentioning the tell-tale figures which
the other journal had given, made a slight and ob-
viously half-hearted attempt to reassure the good
Christians who must have been considerably startled
by the daring revelations of the Daily News.

The Daily News article opened as follows :(—

The Bishops, it is stated in well-informed Church
circles, possess facts and figures concerning the
electors on the parochial rolls in the whole of the
English dioceses, which they refuse to publish
because of their disquieting character. Some of the
Bishops desire publicity, but the majority refuse.
Meanwhile there exists much confusion as to the
situation that will be created when the returns are
announced.

Now the only three conditions of getting Oll the
electoral roll are that members must be of eighteen
years of age or over, that they must have been bap-
tized, and that they must declare themselves to be
members of the Church of England. These being the
only three conditions, therefore, the returns of ten
dioceses collected by the organ of the “ Cocoa Press ”
will come as a considerable surprise to the majority of
Christians, which speak for themselves and cannot
be easily explained away. To say that most Christians
do not trouble to get enrolled will not answer. The
clergy, | believe, see to it that their congregations arc
placed on the roll.

Let us take the case of London. The population of
the diocese of London (which does not, of course, in-
clude a large part of the Metropolis which is included
in the Southwark and Chelmsford dioceses), is
3,8x1,827 ; the number on the electoral roll of the
Church is 122,070. The reason for the Christians’
surprise is therefore apparent. Out of nearly four
million people only 122,000 are on the roll of the State
Church ! The adjoining diocese of Southwark in-
cludes 2,235,352 persons ; the recent concensus reveals
the fact that only 136,683 are on the roll.

These proportions, it will be seen, work out roughly
to one in thirty and one in eighteen respectively. The
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proportions in the case of the other eight dioceses,
however, are not quite so serious, especially in Man-.
Chester and Liverpool, where the rate is about one in
sixteen ; but | think that when the other returns are
collected and analysed it will be found that the average
proportion is somewhere in the neighbourhood of one
in twenty-two.

I have not the pre-war figures to hand, but | think
that the proportion was then about one in seven (or
one in six). Compare the two, and you will get a
further idea of the Christian’s shock. And yet since
the war we have been constantly told that “ wan-
derers 7 were flocking back to the Church !

“ Taking the great dioceses of London and South-
wark together, including a population of over six
millions, the Anglican Church can only muster 258,753
electors,” emphasizes the Daily News, which points
out that the first effect of the enormous falling off in
church-goers will be that the number of members of
the House of Laity will be reduced to 14 instead of
39 in the case of London, and from 23 to 16 in the
case of Southwark.

Not one of the great journals which support the
Church let even a word appear in connection with
these remarkable figures, and the religious journals,
of course, rigidly ignore them. And no wonder, for
there has been nothing published which illustrates
the decline of Christianity more clearly or definitely
since I can remember, not even the wailing (un-
authorized by the bishops, of course) of some parsons
last year on the ‘‘ strange and perverse” falling off
in Church attendance. These statistics do not denote
the desertion of Anglicans in favour of Nonconformity
or Romanism, for only a couple of months ago we read
of the closing down of a large number of chapels, while
on the other hand the Roman Catholic Church cannot
produce any facts to show that the number of members
has increased to any degree.

“ Truth will out,” and the truth in this case is un-
savoury in the eyes of the Christian Church, and that
is why it is being suppressed. For it means that think-
ing men and women are at last growing weary of the
barbaric dogmas served up in the disguise of Chris-
tianity, and it means that Freetliouglit is becoming
more and more widespread, although not “ popular ”
in the strict meaning of the word.

Religionists have always clung fondly to dreams of
universal power, and they have never been equalled
and never can be equalled in their attempts to clothe
the truth with a veil of bombastic declamation. | have
on my desk a copy of the Times Literary Supplement
for February 15 of this year, and its leading article,
which appears on the front page, and which 1 think
was written by the late Thomas Seccombe, begins in
the following strain :(—-

In troublous times men always turn to wliat are
called the consolations of religion. The war has
dealt a severe blow to secularism, whether it ex-

. presses itself in complacent satisfaction with the
present or in apocalyptic hopes for the near future.
Bereavement has turned the minds of almost every
family to think of what may come after death.

The truth of the first sentence is certainly true in
the case of Christians, but the next statement is merely
faintly ridiculous. Who has not noticed the vast
increase in the numbers of Freethinkers? Ask your
friends if you have not.

During the past few years the philosophy of most
people has undergone an important change. Some
Christians have grown more bigoted and narrow
minded than ever ; others have fallen into Modernism,
but a vast number, comparatively speaking, have
dropped Christianity for good. This change of mental
vision is merely a step in the evolution of the mind,
at once progressive and apparent in the case of the
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deserters. And this change marks the most—imp()r;’s;]net
step in the crumbling of the religious structure.
Christian sects must ultimately unite ©Of doicko
perish ; the recent panicky reorganization of ard
negotiations between some of the branches of the
conformists, and also the present Anglo-Catholic
gress, point clearly and ominously toward the beg
ning of the merging of Christian forces.

As for the last statement in the above quoted Pa
graph, 1 think that the sudden interest during-

. . . . > Jreds
war in spiritualism was a direct result of the ndjl n
of thousands of bereavements pyet spiritualism T; »
tottering and seems about to expire altogethkr-
somewhat paradoxically, although the war Q@asmrﬁ’e‘
a return of many to religion, the majority of Pe°rg
forsook the Churches toward the end of the
grew sceptic of the powers of the Christian
although some returned to “ Mother Church a
Armistice.

The thoughts of those who had left the Chmcl 0
not proceed quite logically, as | wrote a year
ago, and their doubts might best be expressed 9
question, “ Is there a God who would allow, sl
catastrophe as this war? Is there any god
allow us to suffer as we have done? ” They
was impossible, and then proceeded to consi«cr ™
more important and scientific arguments agam ~
ligion. Nevertheless, there are many thousands
although they have left the Church have not Fdtjas
to reason their way into Free:thought. It is tblS M
of person that Freethinkers must tackle ; one s™ ™
either accept or renounce Christianity. There if
no halfway philosophy, To say that one (N\Dal
bothered,” or “ can't decide so shall not UOWJE
cannot be entertained. It smacks of cowardice to
reality.

That is the duty of Freethinkers to-day, tocon t
those who have left the Church but have "°!
adopted Freethought that they should come to
decision in the matter, either to return to a Pritn' &
survival or to follow science. Even the man iMl . jiIC
honestly that he cannot really decide, and alth°l- ~
is leaving the fight for liberty to others rathel
take part in it, is infinitely more sincere than 1
complains that “ one shirks giving up the ideal0 5
altogether ; I don’t know what to do.” The m

a coward and must be treated as such.
j. E. TrvP

co"id
said \1

THE SURVIVAL OF THE APE- tes
When an ape is attacked, or is about to attack, 5*
its teeth in a hideou.s grin and clenches its fist%ﬁe
man is attacked or is about to attack he does ejrea

VS far man is only repeating actions that were ha” jifS
gut foif him in the pre-human stage. But I 2 it
elaborated this menacing attitude and perpetuate pi
times when there is 10 direct threat of atta”™

times of peace he forms and arms large bodies  “ljt
with no other purpose than that of being ready f°r.* dIC
whenever it conies. And following the prepara pab
thing for which we prepare comes periodically- 1 fpi"

thus elaborated the instinct of the ape without ¢ ~“R&
any substantial alteration of it. The armies of 1 ,c
make up the grin which civilization turns to 11
to indicate that there is still much of the ape left W
nature.—Simple Simon.

Jijatt

Asses are long-eared animals, patient and,lUMrist>"’
the true models to be imitated by all good C . ~jdl
who like them, must allow themselves to be
their burdens and carry their cross. Jesus T L entej6*
on an ass which did not belong to him when®™ ~rOc\zit®
into Jerusalem, by which action he intended to P2 iJ
to all whom it might concern that the pries of
thenceforward enjoy the right of riding on t e
Christians to the end of time.— Voltaire.
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Acid Drops.

I here is considerable psychological interest in the waj
hi which the public mind is being directed in relation lo
war. From 1914 to 1918 there was constant talk of the
war that was to end war. Everyone was encouraged to go
i\ with the war by the hope that when it was all over
tilings would be arranged on a saner basis. Immediately
aher igig armies and navies were only to exist during
lhe cleaning up of the havoc made by the war. Then,
°nce more, commenced the weighing up of the relative
strengths of the various nations, and talk of the need of
each country having a force large enough to protect itself
Against some other country, which always means large
enough to go to war with the other country should it be
soinclined. At present we have it settled as an article of
aifth with large sections of the public that there will be
another war at no very distant date, and that we must
Prepare for it in the usual way. We are back again
exactly where wWE were before the war, and so far as
civilization is concerned the four years of agony were
Ived in vain, and every soldier who died did so only to
Perpetuate the conditions to which he owed liis death.

ly cae>for example, is Sir Sidney Low writing in the
c 6 Dispatch with that air of wisdom which usually
C ™ h e most invincible silliness, that what we must
In " Itl order to keep peace, is “ an invincible air fleet
»reUrPassed cither in personnel or material.” Was ever
bv . ei.stupidity than this? We are to maintain peace
‘aving an air force stronger than that of any other
thai rileT keep peace by having a force stronger
a] ,.Us>for if the rule holds with one country it will with
cithL O 1 o n e is to be stronger than the other-
Tliat ' SINMT or itr combination with other countries.
\v,j. IS exactly what was being done for years before the
tlior axl war was the consequence. If these men had
tI’(;igiourage or the common-sense to put into plain English
tlie— 1 (assuming that they really have ideas) what
.. Would say would be this : " The peace of the world
stl.emly to be secured when we have a force sufficiently
thi ancb unaPproacliably so—to hold all the rest of
jsCv.orld in subjection. When all the rest of the world
°nteiit to sit still while one country holds its command

1

Sllipassed in either personnel or material,” the era
is \Xai have come to and end.” And that, in analysis,
exWtuaHy a theory of universal conquest. That was

corit'P what Germany was accused of desiring—universal

tin, 1°’ holding the rest of the world in subjection
°”8h possessing an army “ unsurpassed in personnel
material.”
in

m late Bishop of Chelmsford, who was the only
;caii bishop with a moustache, said : God had his
Pities.” A inutes’ Perusal of the;Bopk raf, ey
®IonI 6i‘osrayer Wfl?lwsf%lvouw%sat shade of porﬁtics

y Omnipotence.

i, T Bryan is still carrying on his campaign in the
Jy  States on behalf of a literal interpretation of the
Tilec ad the destruction of the teaching of evolution.
~support lie gets makes one wonder at the low

i of intelligence of large sections of the “ land of
nb freg-»  wWe may, it is true, have quite as large a
ho )cr °f undeveloped minds in this country, but some-
tlic OL Ale other they do not come so prominently before
of <iublic- In America they show up as a marked phase
thought, and the seriousness with which such ab-
Yes as those championed by cave man Bryan arc
reflo fe *Sa Phenomenon which gives rise to very serious

h ¢ ions in the mind of the thoughtful observer of social

Hue good result of this controversy is that some of the
Npapers are publishing criticisms of Bryan which m-
X Ve public attacks on Christianity. Thus the Chicago

nb«He published over a column of questions from the
Pen of Mr. C. S. Darrow, put to Mr. Bryan, which read as
aouSh lifted from some Freethought paper of fifty years
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ago. We do not mean that Mr. Darrow has *“ lifted”
them from this source, we give the illustration only as
an indication of the kind of question that is put, and we
may take it that the publication of these questions, which
bring before the public the absurdities of the Bible teach-
ing on the origin of language, the age of man, miracles,
etc., will cause many to do a little thinking on the ab-
surdities which lie at the foundations of the Christian
creed.

Mr. Bryan does not reply to Mr. Darrow because he says
Mr. Darrow is an Atheist, and he is only concerned with
Christians who believe they can harmonize the Bible with
evolution. And of them he says, “ Theistic evolution
lulls Christians to sleep. It is an anaesthetic which
deadens pain while religion is being removed.” We
quite agree with that, and have said the same thing many
times. As we have also said, in this controversy between
the liberal Christian and the narrow minded believer all
the logic, and a large amount of the honesty involved,
are on the side of the ignorant. That is what we should
expect. To-day complete honesty in Christian belief is
only compatible with an almost invincible ignorance.

Take as an illustration the following from one of Mr.
Bryan’s religious critics—the Rev. E. D. Soper. Mr.
Soper says, “ The statement that God created the earth
out of nothing means nothing, for we cannot conceive
what it means to create a world out of nothing. The
nearest we can come to an understanding is to say that
God is somehow the force, ground or explanation of
everything.” That is very interesting, but we quite fail
to see in what way the latter statement is an advance on
the first. That God is somehow the force, ground, or
explanation of everything, is quite as meaningless as to
say that God made the world out of nothing. Neither are
expressions of ideas, both are mere words. The Bryanite
statement has the merit of being the orthodox one, but
the other generally indicates a want of courage to face
the fact that the religious theory is useless or absurd.

The other day a clerical correspondent of a morning
paper was moved to relieve his outraged feelings by pro-
testing against what he called fictitious representations
of the clergy. He began by confessing that he was more
amused with than annoyed by the cleric as lie exists in
the imagination of the writers of melodrama and their
patrons—the stalwart parson who, as soon as the villain
makes his appearance exclaims slowly (to soft music) :
“ You are a wicked man : | can see it in your eyes ” ; or
the absurdly foolish and guileless man of God of the type
made familiar in that radiant farce “ The Private Secre-
tary.” Such delightfully ridiculous figures are the hal-
lowed'conventions of our popular drama. They share this
distinction with the heartless Hebrew money-lender, the
stage Irishman, the impossibly virtuous seamstress, and
the cynical and wicked baronet. These popular characters
are good examples of tlie tendency to the over simplifica-
tion of human nature, of an inability to grasp the com-
plexity of even the average mind. But if the parson of
our melodrama is far too simple to be real, he is not at
heart a bad sort of fellow; he is not a blatant vulgar
revivalist like the Rev. William A. Sunday, D.D., or
a politician masked as a religious mystic like the late
editor of the British Weekly. Indeed our dramatists
for the people have been too kind to the parsons ; they
have made them fools and simpletons, and forgotten to
add a spice of hypocrisy and knavery.

The modern novelist with his interest in the abnormal
is more inclined to bring out tlic more unpleasant aspect
of clerical human nature, or to represent as a mixture of
good and bad with a certain leaning to the vicious side.
Clerical intolerance and ignorance give him a solid
foundation for a recognizable type of man, and an elemen-
tary study of the inconsistence and vagaries of modern
belief helps him to make the type psychologically vera-
cious. But nowadays, the cleric is not taken as seriously
as he was in the Mid-Victorian period, when everyone,
orthodox or heterodox, was more or less a preacher. (We
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do not share their interest in the type. In Mr. Gals-
worthy’s novels the parson-type is noticeable by its
absence. When to complete his survey of modern life he
has to introduce a clergyman he is frankly unsympathetic,
giving us as a type what the devout believer will tell us
is a flagrant abnormality. Still Mr. Galsworthy is not
wholly unsympathetic. He has a pathetic account of an
old country parson reduced by poverty to stealing a loaf

that has dropped out of a baker’s cart. He joyfully
described the windfall as “ Mamia,” and then added :
“ Hungry— Gods elect—to the manna born! ” We are

assured by a clerical friend that the pun is sadly out of
character. But is it? The poor old fellow was better
than the God in whose image he was made, for he was
not above a joke.

Now we have no reasonable cause to doubt that such
a thing as poverty does exist among the clergy, although
those we have happened to come across look sleek and
comfortable enough. If some of them haven’t as much
money as they think they ought to have, they all enjoy
more than the average share of good health. We have
before us a table giving the index figures of the “ Com-
parative mortality in different occupational groups for
three periods (1890-92, 1900-2, 1910-12) from which we may
observe that working for the Almighty is a much less
dangerous business than any form of social service. Per-
haps it is that the Lord takes special care of his own,
and leaves the doctors, the dock labourers and brewers
to the Devil. Or it may be that working only one day in
the week is more conducive to a vigorous constitution.
We are assured by the philosophers from Fontenelle to
M. Jules de Gaultier that the vital instinct and the in-
tellectual instinct are in eternal conflict. Nature loads
the dice against the thinking man, and if he sometimes
wins in this game it is by a lucky hazard. She bestows
her favours upon the clergy, and gives them long life,
and comparative freedom from disease on condition that
they renounce all intellectual curiosity.

An astounding instance of sweating was revealed at
the National Assembly of the Church of England. Adult
clerks have been employed by the Missionary Board at
salaries of 65 a year. The Bishop of Durham, whose
income is £7,000 yearly, denied that there was any inten-
tion of sweating. “ Oh! the sorry trade! ”

In Truth, of July 18, it is stated that out of every pound
subscribed to an East End Mission, in response to adver-
tisements, the local poor people get 12s. and the news-
papers Ss. It comes to this : Newspapers are among the
charitable objects catered for by this mission.

Sir Thomas Inskip, the Solicitor-General, speaking at
Westbourne Park Chapel, said that science “ had never
dissected the soul.” Scientists might retort that believers
have never even discovered it.

Miss Christabel Pankhurst has now joined the ranks
of the prophecy mongers. .She is quite convinced, accord-
ing to a report in the Daily News, that the signs.of the
times “ point irresistibly to the truth that Christ is
coming, and coming soon.” She says that she first
realized Christ was coming in 1918. Miss Pankhurst is
cautious. She does not make the mistake of dating the
second coming of Christ, and if the second is going to
lead to as much trouble as did the first the outlook is not
at all promising.

“ London has no conscience,” declares the Bishop of
Kingston. What on earth is the matter with the bishop?
Perhaps the church collections are lower than they ought
to be at this time of the year, or, maj~be, there are too
many brace-buttons in the alms-bags.

The Church Times has some very peculiar views and
is in the habit of treating with the utmost gravity such
fantastic absurdities as the importance of the Sacrament,
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the right kind of surplice to be worn by clergymen, or
the right kind of candles to be burned in Church. So we
are all the more pleased to record its publishing of some
genuine common-sense. The following, for example is
from one of its staff :—

The astonishing thing to me is the number of ap_
parently earnest religious people who conspire to prevent
others taking reasonable pleasure on the one day when
they are free to do so. | do not know how many
thousands of people, “ representing many religious
organizations,” signed petitions praying the London
County Council to withdraw its countenance from Sunday
games in the parks. The debate in the Council Chamber
when the matter came up was an occasion of such strong
words, an atmosphere so tense, and galleries so packed,
that a stranger from another planet might have supposed
the destinies of the people of London to be at stake.
There have been debates of many sorts among the London
County Council. There was, for example, one turning on
the slum dwellings of London, but | do not remember
that thousands of people, “ representing many religious
denominations ” and headed by their leaders, made peti-
tion to the London County Council that the iniquity of
slum dwellings, of baby boys and girls never seeing the
sunlight save through the foetid murk of the hideous
alley, must be swept away.

That hits the nail on the head, and it is another indication
of the way in which our views, once condemned by all
Christians, are now endorsed by many.

Mr. Austin Fryars says in the Evening News that the
freak flowers of the horticultural shows are robbing us
of the old English garden, “ God’s most beautiful gift-”
If Mr. Fryars looks into the matter he will find that the
flowers of our gardens, particularly the rose, which he
names, are not God’s gift at all, but man’s. “ God ” only
gave us the simple wild flower; it is due- to Man that our
gardens became stocked with the choicer and better
varieties. And if man leaves the flowers alone they soon
revert to the simpler and cruder and generally, less
beautiful forms.

Lady Astor wishes to thank the churches for the way
in which they supported her Temperance Bill “ by their
work and prayers.” We daresay the work of the
Churches helped her, but we are quite sure that if they")
and she, had trusted to prayer it would not have got very
far. In any case God knew all about the drink before ever
Lady Astor came along, and it surely did not need her
“ nagging ” to get him to do what he could in the matter.
Nor are we aware that when on a famous occasion “ He
turned water into wine for a wedding party that had
already had plenty to drink that lie enquired whether all
on the premises were under eighteen.

How to Help.

There are thousands of men and women who have
left the Churches and who do not know of the exist-
ence of this journal. Most of them would become
subscribers if only its existence were brought to their
notice.

We are unable to reach them through the ordinary
channels of commercial advertising, and so must rely
upon the willingness of our friends to help. This may
be given in many ways :

By taking an extra copy and sending it to a likely
acquaintance.

By getting your newsagent to take an extra copy
and display it.

By lending your own copy to a friend after you have
read it.

By leaving a copy in a train, tram or 'bus.

It is monstrous that after forty years of existence,
and in spite of the labour of love given it by those
responsible for its existence, the Freethinker should
not yet be in a sound financial position. It can be
done if all will help. And the paper and the Cause is
worthy of all that each can do for it.
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To Correspondents.

Those Subscribers who receive their copy
of. the “Freethinker” in a GREEN WRAPPER
w'll 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.

J M. Gimson.—We -were in error, but quoted the lines from
memory, it is a reminder that one should always check
°ne s references however certain one feels. Mr. G. Charles
aso writes us to the same effect. One can’t take chances
with Freethinker readers.

' O vKRHiix.—We are much obliged for cutting.

A- Atn-wmcKLE.—Pleased to have your appreciation of the
definition of a Freethinker. It forms the basis of one of
ne chapters of Mr. Cohen’s Grammar of Freethought.

A' Sutherland—We have not yet read the book, but it

appears to be one of the many attempts to present a life

ot Christ in terms of the writer’'s emotional prepossessions,

and not at all a theological conversion. But the Churches

arc to-day in such straits that they will snap at anyone who

tﬁes the customary phrases, careless of what he means byl
em.

N-S.s. Benevolent Fund -Miss E. M. Vance acknowledges :
R- C. Proctor, 10s.

Robson Page—Yes, it was wise of Miss Pankhurst not to
date the second coming of “ Our Lord.” That is a wise
Precaution where prophecy is concerned.

Churchman.—Thanks for pointing out the correct version of
the Martin Elginbrod lines. We. agree with you as to the
existence of the ether never being more than an hypothesis.
We have pointed this out on more than one occasion, but
" e cannot correct every expression on the part of writers
"ho write in a different strain.

" Roberts—There is no President’s Fund in existence. We
Pave therefore put the balance of your order (3s. 3d.) to the
~reethinker Sustentation Fund. Thanks.

The " Freethinker ” is supplied to the trade on sale or return.
Any difficulty in securing copies should be at once reported
the office.

ne Secular Society, Limited, office is at 62 Farringdon Street,
London, E.C.4.

National Secular Society’s office
Street, London E.C.4.

~he« the services of the National Secular Society in connec-
tion with Secular Burial Services are required, all communi-
oations should be addressed to the Secretary Miss E. Rl
Vance, giving as long notice as possible.

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

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

Cheques and Postal Orders should be made payable to

is at 62 Farringdon

The Pioneer Press” and crossed " London, City and
Midland Batik, Clerkenwell Branch."
Letters for the Editor of the " Freethinker” should be

addressed to 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C-4-

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

The e Freethinker ” will be forwarded direct from the pub-

Ushing office at the following rates (Home and Abroad):—
One year 13.; half year, 7. 6d.; three months, 3s. gd.

Sugar Plums.

hear from a Spennymoor reader that he had for
some time a difficulty in getting his copy of the Frcc-
minker from the local newsagent. He then informed his
Newsagent that he wanted no other books or papers de-
livering if the Freethinker was not included. Since then
ids paper had been delivered regularly. We wish that all
°Ur readers would adopt this plan. There is a steady
plaHoil foot in some directions to prevent a regular supply
of the Freethinker, and we can only break down this
b°ycott with the help of our friends. There is no excuse
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whatever for anyone not supplying the Freethinker with
the same regularity as other papers. It is sent to the
wholesale agents every’ Wednesday and should be de-
livered all over the country Ol Friday at latest, and in
most places on Thursday. May we beg our friends to do
what they can to assist us in breaking down this mean
and cowardly form of attack.

Meantime may we again call attention to the fact that
we are prepared to send the paper for as many weeks to
any address that is sent us on receipt of postage for same
—that is, one halfpenny per copy. We have gained many
new readers in that way, and the subscription has often
been accompanied by orders for books and pamphlets.

One of our readers, Mr. Leonard Mason, suggests as a
means of improving the circulation of this paper that
someone in each district of London and elsewhere should
make it his or her business to see that all Freethinkers
were visited and that they subscribed to the Free-
thinker, also to get new subscribers wherever possible.
If that could be done we should see a marked improve-
ment in our sales, but we do not know how far we could
get friends to carry out the idea. We have asked before
for each reader to make up his mind to get a new one
within, say-, a month, and that is a simple task for each
one to accomplish. Mr. Mason also suggests that lapsed
readers could be looked up. Unfortunately there is no
register that would show who these were. The paper
goes mainly through trade channels, and the copies pass
from our hands into those of the wholesale agents. Who
gets them after that we cannot say. Still, we thank Mr.
Mason for his suggestion, and if any reader cares to set
about the task we will give whatever help we can.

Draper’s History of the Conflict Between Religion and
Science is a well-known classic, one of the most important
works on the subject issued and is well known all over
the world. It is a book that every Freethinker should
have in his possession, and is an armoury from which
weapons may be taken at will for use in the fight against
Christianity. Messrs. Routledge and Co. are the holders
of the copyright, and the published price of the work is
7s. 6d. By- special arrangement with Messrs. Routledge
the Pioneer Press will publish some time this year a new
edition of the book at the low price of 3s. 6d. As the
work extends to about 350 pages it will be seen that in
these days of high printing costs the price is a remark-
able one. But it is being published for propaganda, not
for profit. We look forward to a large sale of this work.

The Manchester Branch of the N.S.S. was well repre-
sented at the “ No More War ” demonstration, although
the rain kept many people away who would otherwise
have been present. Each of the N.S.S. members wore
the Freethought emblem, the pansy, and the expenses
attendant on organizing was more than met by a special
subscription, leaving a balance which will be put to the
General Fund. A resolution protesting against war,
calling upon the Government to take the initiative in
making proposals for general disarmament, and for the
working together of the peoples of the various countries
through a perfected and all-inclusive League of Nations
was carried unanimously. We should like to say that we
hope the Government will do something of the kind, but
we are not very sanguine. However, it is quite obvious
that public opinion must be educated along these lines
if the world is to be saved from the horrors of another
\var.

We referred a couple of weeks ago to the fact that the
Poplar Council had referred back to the Library a sug-
gestion that the Freethinker should be placed on the
tables of the Free Libraries. The motion that the paper
be display-ed was made by Mrs. Mackay. We arc glad
to say that the proposal has been adopted, and the Free-
thinker ean be-seen side by side with such chaste journals
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as the Daily Mail or the Christian Herald. We are
obliged to Mrs. Mackay for her efforts in the matter.

To-day Mr. Whitehead concludes his sojourn in Preston,
where, after a three weeks’ campaign, we have the grati-
fication of announcing that a branch of earnest workers
has been formed with every prospect of success. Each
week’s meetings have proved more successful than the
last. The crowd has awaited the lecturer’s arrival and
continued the discussion long after his departure. There
has been, truly, a Freethought revival in Preston, and
all concerned have our congratulations. By special re-
quest Mr. Whitehead returns to Nelson for the coming
week and then goes to Birmingham. For information as
to times and places, see “ Guide Notice.”

The address which Dr. Pligginson gave at the cremation
of Mr. F. W. Walsh has been reprinted “ For Private,
Circulation.” We have read this well-worded speech with
considerable pleasure, and we cite the following as giving
the spirit of the whole address :(—

I-lere, then, all these brave years, he has lain, a unique
figure; a great soul, blazing forth all the brighter because
of the wreck of the body, deeply affecting all of us who
were privileged to see its beacon-light; a permanent
example of those, who from pain, sickness, paralysis,
make up by the power of the spirit a human influence
capable of inspiring with his own example of gracious
heroism the many who have been brought within his
reach.

This, therefore, is surely not a life of failure. Rather
it seems to me to be, on account of its extraordinary dis-
tinction, a life of substantial success and victory—hard

\ saying though this, may seem. Any of us would gladly

have given much to prevent the accident that crippled
him; and this is a right feeling. But since the accident
did indeed irrevocably occur—to what noble spiritual uses
has it been turned, not only bj' our brother himself, but
also by those whom he has influenced for life!

The Passing of the Soul.

The question has been asked, “ What shall it profit a
man to gain the whole world and lose his own soul? ”
And we may with equal propriety ask : What shall it
profit a man to be told or believe that he shall receive a
thousand million pounds sterling if he has no proof that
he will ever receive it? It has one effect; it cruelly
makes him the victim of painful anxiety, of conflicting
desires and apprehensions, unable to compose his mind
upon a most important question until it is verified, and
liable to become insane respecting it. The pleasure we
feel in being informed that a great fortune has been left
to us is no proof whatever that the statement is true;
and it is similar with all improvable assertions and
promises of eternal happiness. “ The desire of a future
existence is merely a pampered habit of mind, founded
upon the instinct of self-preservation. It is a longing,
and those who have it are like drinkers or children”
Atkinson and Martineau, Man's Nature p. 185). The
desire to obtain something for nothing is as great in the
saint as iii the sinner, in the Salvationist as in the betting
and gambling fraternity.—Gore, “ The Scientific Basis of
Morality,” p. 311

Many Rationalists are dismayed by the boom in
Spiritualism ; they look upon it as a falling away from
rationalism and a return to superstition. This is not
the case, the vast majority of those who have gone
over to thc spiritualists’ camp are deserters from the
Christian army. The Bible, upon which they had been
brought up, and upon which their religious beliefs
were based, had been discredited by science, but they
still retained the habits of thought in which they had
been trained, and looked round for something to fill
its place. They had escaped from the dreadful Jehovah
who had once flooded the earth, and from his more
dreadful son, who promised to punish the majority of
the human race for all eternity, and they were not
seeking any more. What they wanted was, not the
mawkish insipid Christian heaven, where there was to
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be no more “ cakes and ale,” or laughter and fun, and
certainly not the fiery hell. What they wanted was
some assurance of a continuance of their present life
after they were dead, and this is what the spiritualists
provided.

In the future—according to the mediums—the
spirits preserved their personal appearance and even
wore the same clothes as they did in the earthly life.
They also talked— much more stupidly certainly-—hut
then one couldn’t expect to have everything ; they
still existed, that was the main thing. Eike King
Saul, who, when he thought himself forsaken of God,
sought the Witch of Endor, so the Christian deprived
of his Bible grasps— like the drowning man at a straw
—at spiritualism.

And in truth he feels much more comfortable in his
new Bethel. Many of the spiritualists, like Hudson
Tuttle, have discarded God altogether, others are
Agnostics, and those who have a God scarcely ever
mention him, and never allow him to intrude into the
séance room. As Mr. G. B. Shaw once truly re"
marked : “ Most people believe in God because they
are afraid that he will strike them dead if they do not.
Therefore they are not at all sorry to be rid of the en-
cumbrance. If people became convinced that there
was no future life, nothing- to gain and nothing to fear
after death, they would not care twopence whether
there is a God or not. It is the hopes and, more
especially, the fears attached to the future life, that
have supplied the driving force of Christianity >
without which it would have made no progress what-
ever. To-day it is the idea of a continuance of the
present life, without the punitive threat of a Judgntfil“
Dey™ that provides the attraction in Spiritualism.

Heine, in mockingly describing one of his latest
conversions—and he boxed the compass on all thc
varieties of religion from Catholicism to Atheism—says
that he returned to God like the Prodigal Son, after
having herded swine with the Hegelians. He says, 1
sort of heavenly home sickness fell upon him and drove;
urn forth across the dizzy mountain paths of dialectic.
On the way he found the God of the Pantheists, inter'
penetrated with the world and imprisoned in it, who
yawned at him will-less and impotent. “ During my
whole life,” he says, “ | have been strolling through
the festive halls of philosophy. | have participate«
in all the orgies of the intellect, | have coquetted with,
every possible system, without being satisfied, lilcC
Messalina after a riotous night.” 1 Only at last to
find himself on the same platform with poor dusky
Uncle Tom, Bible in hand. “ It is true,” he mali-
ciously- adds, “ that poor Uncle Tom appears to see hl
the holy book more profound things than I, who am
not yet quite clear, especially in regard to the secon«
part.” Having accepted the major propositions of re'
ligion :—

The immortality of the soul, our permanence
death, will then be given us into the bargain,
the fine marrow-bone which the (Parisian) butche”
when he is contented with his customers, th*0'»
gratis into the basket. Such a fine marrow-b°ne”
termed in French la réjouissance, and the most es _
lent strengthening broths are made therewith, w1
are also very soothing for a poor pining sick or
That | did not reject such a réjouissance, and ra |
took it to heart with comfort, every feeling man m
approve.2

It is the marrow-bone of immortality that?j »
believer is aftcr all tire time. The late Canon Eidj 0
of St. Paul’s, one of the most orthodox and unbentiil
preachers of his time, declared :—

If belief in our personal spirits is essential to
ligiou, and belief in thc immediate creation °f the

i

1 Passages from the Prose Writings of Heine, P- 3°
2 Sharp, Life of Heine, p. 178.
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immortality is of yet higher religious importance.
The relation between God and the soul, in which
religion consists, would be little more to us than a
sentiment or a literary taste, if we were persuaded
that we should have taken leave of it, as we shall
have taken leave of our clothes and of our books
when we are laid in our coffins. Would religion be
worth our attention as serious men, would it be any-
thing more than a plaything if all really ended at
death ? 3

, That is a plain and straightforward confession that
the Christian’s only motive for prayer and praise and
Worship is the assurance that he will thereby gain
eternal life. If this inducement were withdrawn, or
piovcd to the satisfaction of Christians to be false,
then religion would fall like a house of cards ; which
proves that it is not belief in God that is the vital point
ni religion. The vital point is belief in a future life,
pnd it is this that Spiritualism caters for, and forms
Its great attraction for those who find they can no
longer believe in the teachings of Church and Chapel.
1 Bt science, which has exploded the supernatural
claims of the Bible, will also explode this myth of a
future life. It has done so already for multitudes,
and the coining generation will follow.

In an article in the July (1923) Hibbert Journal
% Mr. Archibald Weir, M.A., entitled “ The
Sainthood of Marcus Aurelius,” in which Mr.
Weir expresses some surprise that Marcus Aurelius
leant upon the belief in a rational universe
and belief in the Gods, which Mr. Weir considers
renders belief in a future life “ well-nigh inevitable.”

Yet lie (Marcus Aurelius) the autocrat of tlie civi-
lized world, did not feel it so. He, the blameless,
wistful soul, did not even desire it. Finn in the self-
sufficiency of his personality, accepted the limits of
the life lie saw, and disdained to palter with the .hopes
from one he might imagine. This attitude has
hitherto been a puzzle to his admirers and com-
mentators. Now, however, we can see that in this
respect he was closely akin to a very modern type
of character. Among those whom we regard as the
salt of the earth, many seem to be indifferent to im-
mortality in precise proportion to their apparent fit-
ness for eternal life. The prospect of such a fate often
appears to be occasion for dismay rather than con-
gratulation. Marcus of the second century has had
indeed to wait till the twentieth for appreciation of
his curious reluctance to claim what intermediate
generations have valued as a dazzling heritage.

What a change is here ! We have been told, times
Without humber, indeed it is a commonplace of pulpit
eloquence, that the man who does not believe in a
future life was little better than a criminal. That he
Aas a base materialist, a low grovelling creature, dead
to all the finer feelings. We were compared to the man
"‘With the muckrake, grubbing in the dirt, with our
eyes averted from heaven. Now we are told that many
who reject immortality are regarded as “ the salt of
the earth,” to whom the prospect of a future life
" often appears to be occasion for dismay rather than
congratulation.”

Tlic belief in a future life is not a natural, it is a
cultivated one. If this belief ceased to be taught for
a single generation it would become extinct. John
Addington Symonds, that fine scholar, in a letter to
Henry Sidgwick, voiced the modern intellectual mind
11 this matter, when he said :(—

Until that immortality of the individual .is irre-
fragably demonstrated, tlie sweet, the immeasurably
precious hope of ending life, the ache and languor
of existence, remains open to burdened human per-
sonalities.

W. Mann*

* H, p, piddon, Some Elements of Religion, p. 117,
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About the Holy Bible.

It is alleged that the Old Testament was written nearly
two thousand years before the invention of printing.
There were but few copies, and these were in the keeping
of those whose interest might have prompted interpola-
tions, and whose ignorance might have led to mistakes.

The written Hebrew was composed entirely of con-
sonants, without any points or marks standing for vowels,
so that anything like accuracy was impossible. Anyone
can test this for himself by writing an English sentence,
leaving out the vowels. It will take far more inspiration
to read than to write a book with consonants alone.

The books composing the Old Testament were not
divided into chapters or verses, and no system of punc-
tuation was known. Think of this a moment and you will
see how difficult it must be to read such a book.

It is not certainly known who in fact wrote any of the
books of the Old Testament. For instance, it is now
generally conceded that Moses was not the author of the
Pentateuch.

Other books, not now in existence, are referred to in
the OId Testament as of equal authority, such as the
books of Jasher, Nathan, Ahijali, Iddo, Jehu, Sayings of
the Seers.

Whatever there was of the Old Testament seems to have
been lost from the time of Moses until the days of
Josiah, and it is probable that nothing like the Bible
existed in any permanent form among the Jews until a
few hundred years before Christ. It is said that Ezra
gave the Pentateuch to the Jews, but whether he found or
originated it is unknown. So it is claimed that Nehemiah
gathered up "the manuscripts about the kings and
prophets, while the books of Job, Pslams, Proverbs, Ruth,
Ecclesiastes, and some others were either collected or
written long after. The Jews themselves did not agree
as to what books were really inspired.

In the Old Testament we find several contradictory
laws about the same thing, and contradictory accounts of
the same occurrences. In the twentieth chapter of
Exodus we find the first account of the giving of the Ten
Commandments. In the thirty-fourth chapter another
account is given. These two accounts could never have
been written by the same person. Read these two ac-
counts and you will be forced to admit that one of them
cannot be true. So there are two histories of the creation,
of the flood, and of the manner in which Saul became
king.

If a revelation from God was actually necessary to the
happiness of man here and to his salvation hereafter, it
is not easy to see why such revelation was not given to
all the nations of the earth. Why were the millions of
Asia, Egypt, and America left to the insufficient light of
Nature ? Why was not a written, or what is still better,
a printed revelation given to Adam and Eve in the Garden
of Eden? And why were the Jews themselves without a
Bible until the days of Ezra the scribe ? Why was Nature
not so made that it would give light enough ? Why did
God make men and leave them in darkness—a darkness
that he knew would fill the world with want and crime,
and crowd with damned souls the dungeons of his hell ?
Were the Jews the only people who needed a revelation ?
It may be said that God had no time to waste with other
nations, and gave the Bible to the Jews that other nations
through them might learn of his existence and his will.
If he wished other nations to be informed, and revealed
himself to but one, why did he not choose a people that
mingled with others? Why did he give the message to
those who had no commerce, who were obscure and un-
known, and who regarded other nations with the hatred
born of bigotry and weakness ? What would we now
think of a God who made his will known to the South
Sea Islanders for the benefit of the civilized world ? If it
was of such vast importance for man to know that there
is a God, why did not God make himself known ? This
fact could have been revealed by an infinite being in-
stantly to all, and there certainly was no necessity of
telling it alone to the Jews, and allowing millions for
thousands of years to die in utter ignorance.

If the Bible is the foundation of all civilization, of all
just ideas of right and wrong, of our duties to God and
each other, why did God not give to each nation at least



492

one copy.to start with? He must have known that no
nation could get along successfully without a Bible, and
he also knew that man could not make one for himself.
Why, then, were not the books furnished ? He must have
known that the light of Nature was not sufficient to re-
veal the scheme of the atonement, the necessity of
baptism, the immaculate conception, transubstantiation,
the arithmetic of the Trinity, nor the resurrection of the
dead.

The idea that the universe was made in six days, and
is but about six thousand years old, is too absurd for
serious refutation. Neither will it do to say that the six
days were six periods, because this does away with the
Sabbath, and is in direct violation of the text.

Neither is it reasonable that this God made man out
of dust, and woman out of one of the ribs of the man;
that this pair were put in a garden; that they were de-
ceived by a snake that had the power of speech; that they
were turned out of this garden to prevent them from
eating the tree of life and becoming immortal; that God
himself made them clothes; that the sons of God inter-
married with the daughters of men; that to destroy all
life upon the earth a flood was sent that covered the
highest mountains; that Noah and his sons built an ark
and saved some of all animals as well as themselves; that
the people tried to build a tower that would reach to
heaven; that God confounded their language, and in this
way frustrated their design.

It is hard to believe that God talked to Abraham as
one man talks to another; that he gave him land that he
pointed out; that he agreed to give him laud that he
never did; that he ordered him to murder his own sou;
that angels were in the habit of walking about the earth
eating veal dressed with butter and milk, and making
bargains about the destruction of cities.

Neither is it probable that God really wrestled with
Jacob and put his thigh out of joint, and that for that
reason the Jews refused “ to eat the sinew that shrank,”
as recounted in the thirty-second chapter of Genesis;
that God in the likeness of a flame inhabited a busli; that
he amused himself by changing the rod of Moses into
a serpent, and making his hand leprous as snow.

One can scarcely be blamed for hesitating to believe
that God met Moses at a hotel and tried to kill him; 1
that afterwards he made this same Moses a god to
Pharaoh, and gave him his brother Aaron for a prophet; 2
that he turned all the ponds and pools and streams and
all the rivers into blood,3 and all the water in vessels of
wood and stone; that the rivers thereupon brought forth
frogs; 4 that the frogs covered the whole land of Egypt;
that he changed dust into lice, so that all the men,
women, children, and animals were covered with them; 5
that he sent swarms of flies upon the Egyptians;*“ that
he destroyed the innocent cattle with painful diseases;
that he covered man and beast with blains and boils; 7
that he so covered the magicians of Egypt with boils
that they could not stand before Moses for the purpose
of performing the same feat; 8 that lie destroyed every
beast and every man that was in the fields, and every
herb, and broke every tree with storm of hail and fire; 0
that he sent locusts that devoured every herb that
escaped the hail, and devoured every tree that grew; 10
that he caused thick darkness over the land and put
lights in the houses of the Jews; 11 that he destroyed all
the first-born of Egypt, from the first-born of Pharaoh
upon the throne to the first-born of the maidservant that
sat behind the mill,12 together with the first-born of all
beasts, so that there was not a house in which the dead
were not.13

It seems cruel to punish a man for ever for denying
that God went before the Jews by day “ in a pillar of
a cloud to lead them the way, and by night in a pillar of
fire to give them light to go by day and night,” or for
denying that Pharaoh pursued the Jews with six hundred
chosen chariots, and all the chariots of Egypt, and that
the six hundred thousand men of war of the Jews were

sore afraid when they saw the pursuing hosts. It does
1EX. iv, 24. 2Ex. vii, 1 3EX. viii, 19.
1Ex. viii, 3. 5Ex. viii, 16, 17. 6Ex. viii; 21
TEX. ix, 9. *EX. ix, ir. 9EX. ix, 25.
7 Ex. x, 15. NEX. x, 22, 23 REX. Xi, s

BEX. xii, 29.
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seem strange that after all the water in a country had
been turned to blood—after it had been overrun with
frogs and devoured with flies; after all the cattle had
died with the murrain, and the rest had been killed by
the fire and hail and the remainder had suffered with
boils, and the first-born of all that were left had died;
that after locusts had devoured every herb and eaten up
every tree of the field, and the first-born had died, from
the first-born of the king on the throne to the first-born
of the captive in the dungeon ; that after three millions
of people had left, carrying with them the jewels of silver
and gold and the raiment of their oppressors, the EgJ'P"
tians still had enough soldiers and chariots and horses
left to pursue and destroy an army of six hundred
thousand men, if God had not interfered.

Certainly one ought to be permitted to doubt that
twelve wells of water were sufficient for three millions of
people, together with their flocks and herds,l5 and to
inquire a little into the nature of manna that was cooked
by baking and seething and yet would melt in the sun,8
and that would swell or shrink so as to make an exact
omer, no matter how much or how little there really
was.l7 Certainly it is not a crime to say that water
cannot be manufactured by striking a rock with a stick,
and that the fate of battle cannot be decided by lifting
one hand up or letting it fall.8 Must we admit that
God really did come down upon Mount Sinai in the sight
of all the people; that he commanded that all who should
go up into the Mount or touch the border of it should be
put to death, and that even the beasts that came near it
should be killed ? 13 Is it wrong to laugh at this? Is it
sinful to say that God never spoke from the top of a
mountain covered with clouds these words to Moses, “ Eo
down, charge the people, lest they break through unto
the Lord to gaze, and many of them perish; and let the
priests also, which come near to the Lord, sanctify them-
selves, lest the Lord break forth upon them? ” 2 Can it
be that an infinite intelligence takes delight in scaring
savages, and that he is happy only when somebody
trembles ? Is it reasonable to suppose that God sur-
rounded himself with thunderings and lightnings and
thick darkness to tell the priests that they should not
make altars of hewn stones, nor with stairs ?21 And that
this God at the same time he gave the Ten Command-
ments ordered the Jews to break the most of them?

R. G. Ingersoll.

(To be Continued.)

Correspondence.

FREETHOUGHT IN PRESTON.
To the Editor of the “ Freethinker.”

Sir,—May |, through your columns, pay a tribute
the heroic efforts now being made in this town of Preston
by Mr. George Whitehead to tear from the blinded eyes
of its inhabitants the bandages of superstitious beliefs-

As he unfolds his lectures, one listens amazed at the
brilliancy of his reasoning, the profound knowledge ex-
hibited, the eloquence of his delivery, the presentation o
the high ideals he is striving to inculcate—unbelievable
to most men in their conception of an Atheist—his en-
thusiasm and his courage.

All his meetings have been well attended, as they
serve to be, for | imagine that it would be difficult to htU
a better champion of Secularism than lie. His many pP
ponents have accepted the “ knock-out ' without scoring
a single point.

Mr. Whitehead’s efforts to found a branch of JIC
Secularist Society met with its reward when, on Sunn y
last, the Preston Branch was inaugurated. Fifteen mem
bers were enrolled, and additional numbers are expectB
to join before our lecturer leaves for another district.

Mr. Whitehead has been greatly assisted in his cam
paign by Mr. Walter Gordon and a small band of lielpcrs'

Arthur Rogers-

TEX. Xix, 12.

8EX. xvi, 23, 3L |
1EX. xix, 21, 22

9EXx. xix, 12, 13.
1EX. Xix, 25, 26.

TEX. xv, 27.
"Ex. xvii, I, 12
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South African Jottings.

The farce of sending missionaries to convert tlie abori-
ginals of Central East Africa to tlie Christian Faith goes
merrily on, and now that the white race are fast turning
a deaf ear to the “ Old, old Story,” the clergy of all de-
nominations are making desperate efforts to fill up the
gaps in the ranks of their adherents by seeking *“ fresh
fields and pastures new ” in the Dark Continent.

the Wesleyan Methodists of South Africa have lately
been holding their Centenary Conference, and columns of
Tress reports have informed the general public on the
subject of their deliberations. The most momentous
decision arrived at, at least in their own estimation,
seems to have been the sending of two missionaries to
convert the teeming millions of natives in the Tangan-
yika region of East Central Africa, numbering somewhere
about fifty millions. It seems that like the old Hebrew
filibusters, of whom the Pentateuch tells, they had pre-
viously, in 1920, sent out two spies to spy out the land,
who, unlike their Hebrew prototypes, brought back a
report that the region in question was ripe for the harvest.
Tut alas! the labourers were few, and the conference of
file following year had to turn down the proposal to com-
mence operations. This year, however two volunteers
have come forward, and Conference by formal vote has
decided on this great adventure. From the Friend report
Wk learn that Brother F. Lutz, the new lay treasurer of
fhe Missionary Society, put forward the claims of East
Africa. He said that in the territory of which he was
flunking there were 8,000,000 unevangelized heathens, and
M the adjacent territory 40,000,000. They were still mis-
sionary at heart, and that position must appeal to them.
Tet them get .the missionary view in the head as a logical
Proposition. They had sent men to fight there for the
Empire, could they not also send men to fight the powers
°f darkness ? They had been asked in Durban last year,
and in King William’s Town this, why they had not gone
into that country. Surely it was a call from God! Two
men were willing to offer themselves, and one was pre-
pared to go without any financial guarantee. They must
appeal to and use the youth of the Church. Professor
James had said : “ You must find for the youth of the
World some moral equivalent for war.” He pleaded for
vision and Divine approval.

The Rev. Wilkinson Rider considered it imperative that
they as a Church should take up the work. He regretted
that lie was too old to go.

The Rev. C. S. Lucas said it was a very solemn and
momentous hour. He was not a pessimist and not unduly
an optimist, but thought this work should be undertaken.
He spoke of the Mohammedan menace. The tide had set
in from the north and had reached towards the South.
At Durban at the present time a number of young men
Were being trained as Mohammedan priests. It was the
duty of the Church to evangelize East Africa before Islam
Sot a strong hold on the people.

Mr. Newcombe of Nanaga urged the claims of East
Africa. They talked of being in need of men and money,
but they never knew a time when the Methodist Con-

ference was overflowing with men and money. Both
Would come if they went forward. He thought the two
brethren who opposed the scheme were turning in its

favour, but they were a little “ weak-kneed.”

Others speakers urged the claims of Tanganyika terri-
tory. They felt the time was now and the means would
be found.

The President, in closing the debate, thought this was
a most fitting way of celebrating the Centenary Confer-
ence. It was a forward movement. He spoke of the
difficulties and hardships the brethren would have. He
bad passed through such experiences in his missionary
days, sleeping and eating in native huts and telling the
Tories of Jesus to the people. He was delighted' to find
such a fine missionary spirit.

When the matter was put to the vote the Conference
decided that the two men should be set aside for this
special work. It rejoiced that it begins the new century
by sending out messengers of the Gospel to conquer new
lands. It was felt to be a great venture which would
certainly be rewarded.
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| According to Mr. Lutz, the “ moral equivalent for war ”

is to be found in Weslej*an propaganda in *“ heathen ”
lauds, but this is mere sophistry and subterfuge. And in
substituting missionary propaganda for military service
he is only replacing one form of militarism by another.
In taking service under the banner of the Church Mili-
tant “ our youth ” are “ to fight the powers of darkness,”
“ to conquer new lands,” and raise the Cross against the
Crescent in Central Africa. These reverend brethren and
subalterns of the Prince of Peace were not long since
doing their bit, in pulpit and on recruiting committees,
to sacrifice the flower of their race to the God of War.
To their Christian efforts many a bereaved home owes the
loss of breadwinner, of husband, son or brother; and now
with the cant phrases of militarism still on their lips they
point to the conquest of “ heathen ” tribes. 111 sending
two specimens of the miserable mentality that charac-
terizes them to the natives of Tanganyika they would
replace one savage creed by another equally primitive in
its savagery. And it will be the burden of future genera-
tions to experience the evil of their handiwork and repair
the damage they have wrought. In the words of their
Gospel, they are “ blind leaders of the blind.”

Mr. Lutz said the Wesleyans were “ still missionary at
heart ” but their missionary ardour does not strike us as
being of a very high order when only two volunteers will
fill the breach after several years haggling over the
matter. The Conference no doubt, agreed with Mr. Lutz
that the missionary proposition was logical enough, but
they were evidently far from feeling convinced that it was
going to be profitable, and in this conviction we share.

The evil effects of missionary propaganda are begin-
ning to disturb the general community, and an outcry is
being raised in some municipalities in the O.F.S. against
the multiplication of sects in native locations; and it has
been proposed that the Churches recognized should be
only the more orthodox under European control. In the
small native location of ILarrismith, numbering a few
hundred natives, it is reported that there are no less than
fifteen Churches. This is the modus operandi under
which these get established : A native gets a bit of land,
erects a tin shanty, and founds a Church. Like a certain
Scriptural character, he then sits at the receipt of cus-
toms, and rakes in the shekels. Christians are beginning
to recognize at last the limitations and disadvantages
attendant on an indiscriminate circulation of the Bible
and its doctrines, for sects are springing up like mush-
rooms all over the country, many of which are hostile to
the whites as well as profoundly unorthodox. What else
could be expected from such a propaganda? The Bible
contains within itself ail the fuel necessary to sustain a
dozen savage rites and superstitions. Here you have
justification for human sacrifice, witchcraft, idolatry and
potygamy; and the uneducated native who can just read
and no more is not likely to make fine distinctions. Fie
will do as the missionary does, use what suits him and
reject the rest. When the South African native becomes
a convert to Christianity his original superstitions are
superadded to those of the Church of his adoption. He
still consults the witch-doctor in time of trouble and sick-
ness, and believes in the ancestral practices and tribal
customs. The desire to attain to the level of the white
and obtain an improved social status is at the bottom of
many native conversions. In many respects, European
missionaries meet with much embarrassment in the field
of their activities. One lay missionary of the Wesleyan
persuasion, who is still telling “ the stories of Jesus ” to
the aboriginals, had a unique experience some years ago.
He had a native evangelist on his farm to assist in the
job, and on a certain occasion was approached by the
dusky cleric, who in due form requested the hand of his
daughter in marriage. On its being explained that his
suit could not be entertained, the rejected one demanded
the reason. “ Oh, you are black and she is white,” was
the reply. “ But you tell us we are equal before God,”
replied the suitor. His pleading, however, was unsuccess-
ful, and he had to recognize that in the matter of social
conventions “ God ” did not enter at all.

One native criminal, of a notorious type, was the
founder of the dangerous Ninevite Gang. This is a secret
society which exists among the native criminals especially
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in the Transvaal, and lias ritual murder included in its
rites. The originator of the sect who was “ doing time ”
received from the chaplain of the gaol a Bible, and in the
seclusion of the gaol precincts developed the Ninevite
organization from it, putting it in full swing on his re-
lease. It has since become a serious danger to life and
property. The " A.M.E.” is a dangerous sect, whose
gospel is hatred of the White, and desire for his final
extinction.

Ardent advocates of the missionary claim that at least
in teaching the natives handicrafts and in the work of
education they have been pioneers of progress and civiliza-
tion. The extent to which this claim is justified is an
extremely debatable question,1and whatever may have
been the case in the past the “ mission school ” education
afforded to-day is approved by neither black nor white.
Speaking on the Native Affairs Bill in May, 1920, General
Smuts spoke most emphatically in condemnation of the
system. In his opinion it was “ entirely unsuited to
native needs and positively pernicious, leading the native
to a dead wall over which he is unable to rise.” One
native Teachers’ Association in asking for School Boards,
said that the “ mission-school education should be rele-
gated to oblivion.”

Under the heading of “ Abolishing a Beaver,” the Dur-
ban Guardian announces i —

The ridiculous Blasphemy Laws, which have been the
cause of so much injustice in recent years, will be
abolished if a Bill, introduced by Mr. Harry Snell, M.P.
for Woolwich, finds its way to the Statute Book. The
Bill, which is very brief, provides that no criminal pro-
ceedings shall be instituted in any court against any per-
son for schism, heresy, blasphemy, blasphemous libel or
‘atheism. Among the supporters of the Bill is the Rev.
Herbert Dunnico, M.P. for Cousett.

Searchlight.
Havrismith, O.F.S., South Africa.

National Secular Society.

Report of Executive Meeting Held on
July 26, 1923.

The President, Mr. C. Cohen, in the chair. Also
present : Messrs. Clifton, Corrigan, Quinton, Rosetti and
Samuels; Mrs. Quinton, Miss Rough and the Secretary.

The Minutes of the last meeting were read and con-
firmed. New members were received for Barnsley, Man-
chester, Newcastle, .South Loudon, and the Parent Society.

The nomination of Mr. H. R. Clifton as representative
of the N. W. Group, in place of Mr. McLaren, unable to
attend for the present, was submitted and approved and
Mr. Clifton elected.

The report of the Propagandist Committee was received
and their recommendations in re Mr. Whitehead’s Free-
thought Mission and the continuance of Mr. Atkinson’s
work in South Shields and Newcastle were adopted with
slight emendations.

Mr. Cohen consented to allow his recent article in the
Freethinker on the late Mr. F. W. Walsh to be reprinted
as a tract.

Further to the consideration of the offers from the
Board of the Secular Society, Ltd., adjourned from last
meeting, it was resolved that the Branches be informed
of a project by which adults of both sexes, recommended
by the Branches, coukl, if approved, receive financial
assistance towards their training as Freethought speakers.

Instructions were given for enquiries to be made re
Stratford Town Hall, and also as to the possibilities of
a char-a-banc excursion before the end of September.

The meeting then closed. E. M. Vance,

General Secretary.

The same means that have supported every other popu-
lar belief have supported Christianity. War, imprison-
ment, assassination, and falsehood, deeds of unexampled
and incomparable atrocity, have made it what it is.—
Shelley.1
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.
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.
South Place Ethical Society.—NO meeting.

Outdoor.

Bethnal Green Branch N.S.S. (Victoria Park) : Near the
Fountain) : 6.15, Mr. F. P. Corrigan, a Lecture.

Finsbury Park.—No meeting.

North.London Branch N.S.S.—No meeting.

South London Branch N.S.S. (Brockwell Park) : 3.30 and
6.30, Mr. E. Burke will lecture.

West Ham Branch N.S.S." (Outside Technical Institute,
Romford Road, Stratford, E.) : 7, Mr. A. B. Moss, a Lecture.

COUNTRY.
Outdoor.

Glasgow Branch N.S.S.—Friends’ trip to Lock Libo; meet
at Spiers Bridge at 12 o’clock.

Mr. Whitehead’s Mission.—Thursday, August 2, to Sun-
day, August s : Preston, Sessions Ground, 7.30. Monday,
August 6, to Sunday, August 12 : Nelson, Chapel Street, every
evening, 7.30.

Newcastle Branch N.S.S. (Town Moor, near North Road
entrance) : 7, Mr. F. Carlton, a Lecture.

L' NLARGEMENTS, Kife-size (20 by 16), from
+*—« films, prints or old and faded photos; in black and
white, 2s. 6d.; in sepia, 3s. 6d.; in water-colour, 7s. 6d.; m
oil, 25s.; carriage free. Also freehand painting; first-class
artistic work guaranteed.—L aporte Studio, 17 Phoenix Street,
Charing Cross Road, W.C.2.

PIONEER LEAFLETS.
By CHAPMAN COHEN.

No. 1. WHAT WILL YOU PUT IN ITS PLACE?
No. 2 WHAT IS THE USE OF THE CLERGY?
No. 3. DYING FREETHINKERS.

No. 4 THE BELIEFS OF UNBELIEVERS.

No. 5. ARE CHRISTIANS INFERIOR TO FREE-

THINKERS ?
Price is. 6d. per 100, Postage 3d,

The Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4.

Spiritualism and a Future Life.
THE OTHER SIDE OF DEATH.
A Critical Examination of the Belief in a Future Life>
with a Study of Spiritualism, from the Standpoint of
the New Psychology.

By Chapman Cohen.

This is an attempt to re-interpret the fact of death with E*
associated feelings in terms of a scientific sociology and
psychology. It studies Spiritualism from the point of
of the latest psychology, and offers a scientific and naturalist't
explanation of its fundamental phenomena.
Paper Covers, 2s., postage ij~d.; Cloth Bound,

3s. 6d., postage 2d.

THE BIBEE HANDBOOK
For Freethinkers and Inquiring Christians

By G. W. Foote and P. W. Ball.
NEW EDITION
(Issued by the Secular Society, Limited)

Contents: Part |.—Bible Contradictions. Part 11.—Bibje

Absurdities.  Part Il1l.—Bible Atrocities. Part 1V.—Bibl®

Immoralities, Indecencies, Obscenities, Broken Promises, an
Unfulfilled Prophecies.

Cloth Bound. Price 2s. 6d., postage 2jd.

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

The Pioneer Press, 6i Farringdon Street, E.C.4-
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WALTER STRICKLAND'S WRITINGS

CZECH TRANSLATIONS

-DIiR HAIRK STORIES.
in the literary Press of all countries.

Strickland’s translations of these stories are applauded by every reader and praised
Halek was the great pioneer of Czech literature, and these translations

capture wonderfully the sweetness of the Czech original.

UNDER the HOILOW TREE, 64 Pp. and Cover.
°UR GRANDFATHER, 48 pp. and Cover.

Uniform price, 4d. each.
In the Press.

PENSIONED OFF. An Anti-Militarist Story.

POIDIK THE SCAVENGER, 40 pp. and Cover.

EVENSONGS, 33 pp. and Cover.
Postage extra.
Watch announcements.

By SVATOPLUK CECH

UANUMAN is a mock-heroic poem.
ePic;

distinguish the original work. Price is.

NOW SELLING-Just

First issued in 1901.
Paper Covers, is. 6d. Cloth, 2s. 6d. Postage extra.

UP TAIIOR OF TROLL-HATTAN.
Henry Bernard. Forty-four pages.

Powerful satire and irony, preserving the original metres and double-rhyming
Postage extra.

It is a wonderful study of human folly veiled under the guise of an ape

in translation that

Issued

Second Edition. Illustrated in tone and colour by

POPULAR CHEAP EDITIONS

GIF »SMUGGLER’'S DOG. A stoiy for Christians.
circulated by all Freethinkers. Price 2d.

PAGAN»S AND CHRISTIANS.

,  British Imperialist methods in India.

WE EXTINCTION OF MANKIND. 16 pages.

Twenty-four pages.

An account of the Black Spot in the East.
Special p'ropaganda price, 6d.
A biting attack on Christianity and War Glory. Price 2d.

Splendid propaganda fable. Should be

100 pages. A scathing exposure of

Few Copies only

SACRIFICE :
The scene is set in an early Polar civilization.

NUIKIORE. Watch for later announcements.

OR DAUGHTER OF THE SUN. A play having the cruelty of sacrificial religion for its theme.
A satire on Monarchy and Sacerdotalism. To clear, is.

Owing to the wrong number appearing for the London address several orders (about which complaints have been
received) never reached the publishers.

Address all Orders to:—

THE BAKUNIN PRESS, Bakunin House,
Shepherds’

17 Richmond Gardens,

PIONEER PRESS PUBLICATIONS

A New Book at Pre-War Price.
ESSAYS IN FREETHINKING

By Chapman Cohen.

Tontents: Psychology and Saffron Tea—Christianity and the
“rvival of the Fittest—A Bible Barbarity—Shakespeare and
~Ne Jew—A Case of Libel—Monism and Religion—Spiritual
(moii—Our Early Ancestor—Professor Huxley and the Bible
L . xley’s Nemesis—Praying for Rain—A Famous Witch
1rial—Christmas Trees and Tree Gods—God’s Children—The
PPeal to God—An OIld Story—Religion and Labour—Disease
il Religion—Seeing the Past—Is Religion of Use ™—On
Qupromise—Hymns for Infants—Religion and the Young.

Cloth Gilt, 2S. 6d., postage 2jtid.

An ldeal Gift-Book.

Realistic aphorisms and purple

patches

Collected by Arthur B. Fallows, M.A.

j . se whb enjoy brief pithy sayings, conveying in a few
.llcs what so often takes pages to tell, will appreciate the
Ssue of a book of this character. It gives the essence of what
IrUe thinkers of many ages have to say on life, while avoid-
sugary commonplaces and stale platitudes. There is
« Serial for an essay on every page, and a thought-provoker
every paragraph. Those who are on the look-out for a
“'table gift-book that is a little out of the ordinary will find
here what they are seeking.

320 PP., Cloth Gilt, 5s., by post 5s. 5d.; Paper Covers,
3s. 6d., by post 3s. ioRid.

LIFE AND EVOLUTION
By F. W. Headley.

Large 8vo., 272 pp., with about 100 illustrations.

Outline of the theory of evolution, with discussions of
the later theories of Mendel, De Vries, etc., etc.

Price 4s. 6d., postage 6d.

13 Burnbank Gardens, Glasgow, W .; or
Bush, London, W.12

A New Propagandist Pamphlet.

CHRISTIANITY AND CIVILIZATION.

A Chapter from

The History of the Intellectual Development of Europe.

By John William Draper, M.D., LL.D.
Price 2d., postage J"d.

COMMUNISM AND CHRISTIANISM

By Bishop W. Montgomery Brown, D.D.

A book that is quite outspoken in its attack on Christianity
and on fundamental religious ideas. It is an unsparing
criticism of Christianity from the point of view of Darwinism,
and of Sociology from the point of view of Marxism. 204 pp.

Price is., post free.
Special terms for quantities.

The Egyptian Origin of Christianity.
THE HISTORICAL JESUS AND MYTHICAL
CHRIST

By Gerald Massey.

A Demonstration of the Egyptian Origin of the Christian
Myth. Should be in the hands of every Freethinker. With
Introduction by Chapman Cohen,

Price 6d., postage id.

A Book with a Bite.
BIBLE ROMANCES
(FOURTH EDITION)

By G. W. Foote.

A Drastic Criticism of the Old and New Testament Narra-
tives, full of Wit, Wisdom, and Learning. Contains some
of the best and wittiest of the work of G. W. Foote.

lii Cloth, 224 pp. Price 2s, 6d., postage 2j™d.

The Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4.
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Where to Obtain the “Freethinker.”

The following is not a complete list of newsagents who
supply the " Freethinker,” and we shall be obliged for other
addresses for publication. The “ Freethinker" may be ob-
tained on order from any newsagent or railway bookstall.

“ FREETHINKER” POSTERS will be supplied to all News-
agents on application to the Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon
Street, London, E.C.4.

LONDON.

g.—E. T. Pendrill, 26 Bushfield Street, Bishopsgate. M.
Papier, 86 Commercial Street. B. Ruderman, 71 Hanbury
Street, Spitalfields. J. Knight & Co., 3 Ripple Road,
Barking. W. H. Smith & Son, Seven Kings Railway
Station Bookstall. W. Holt, 617 Lea Bridge Road, Leyton.
H. W. Harris, 22 Chant Street, Stratford.

E.C.—W. S. Dexter, 6 Byward Street. Rose & Co., 133
Clerlceuwell Road. Mr. Siveridge, 8 Fenchurch Street.
J. J. Jaques, 191 Old Street.

N.—C. Walker & Son, 84 Grove Road, Holloway. Mr. Keogh,
Seven Sisters Road (near Finsbury Park). Mr. West, New
Road, Lower Edmonton. T. Perry, 17 Fore Street, Edmon-
ton. Il. Hampton, 80 Holloway Road. M. A. Gremson,
23 Westbury Avenue, Wood Green, N.22.

N.W.—W. |. Tarbart, 5 Fortess Road, Kentish Town. W.
Lloyd, 5 Falkland Road, Kentish Town. C. Webber, 9
Flighgate Road, Kentish Town. F. L. Coombes, 8 Kentish
Town Road.

S.B.—J. H. Vullick, 1 Tyler Street, East Greenwich. Mr.
Clayton, High Street, Woodside, South Norwood. W. T.
Andrews, 35 Meetinghouse Lane, Peckham. W. Law, 19
Avondale Road, Peckham. R. Peirce & Co., 50 High Street,
Sydenham, S.E.26.

S.W.—R. Offer, 58 Kenyon Street, Fulham. A. Toleman, 54
Battersea Rise. A. Green, 29 Felsham Road, Putney. B\
Locke, 500 Fulham Road. F. Lucas, Fulham Road.

W.—Mr. Fox, 154 King Street, Hammersmith. Mr. Harvey,
1 Becklow Road, Shepherds Bush. Mr. Baker, Northfield
Avenue, West Ealing. Thomas Dunbdr, & Seaford Road,
West Ealing.

W.C.—J. Bull, 24 Graj'S Inn Road.

COUNTRY.
Aberdeenshire.—J. Grieg, 16 Marischol Street, Peterhead.
Ayr.—Homer McCririck, 236 High Street.
Barrow-in-Furness.—J. Jowett, 56 Forshaw Street.
Jowett, 84 Dalton Road.
Bath.—C. F. Sutton, 16 Union Passage, and 10 Abbey Church-
yard.
Beccles.—C. Chase, Station Road.
Birkenhead.—Mr. Capper, Boundary Road, Port Sunlight.

E. L

Birmingham.—J. C. Aston, 3940 Smallbrook Street. A. G.
Beacon & Co., 67 & Wocester Street. F. Holder, 42

Hurst Street. Mr. Benton, High Street, Erdington. Mr.
Kimber, Ash Road Post Office, Saltley. Thomas Smith &
Sons, 19-21 Corporation Street. Messrs. Stanford & Mann,
72 New Street.

Bolton.—E. Basnett, Church Street, Westhoughton. Mr.
Sims, Bradshawgate. George Bennett, Great Moor Street.
Mr. Beardsworth, 144 Deansgate.

Bradford.—Il. Beaumont & Son, 37 & 71 Sticker Lane,
Laisterdyke.

Brighton.—W. Hillman, 4 Little Western Street.

Bristol.—W. H. Smith & Son, Victoria Street.

Broxburn.—Misses Wallace, Main Street.

Cardiff—W. Il. Smith & Son, Penarth Road. A. Clarke, 26
Wood Street.

Carshalton—Mr. Simmons, 29 North Street.

«Chatham.—T. Partis, 277 High Street.

Cheltenham.—S. Norris, Ambrose Street.

CullompTON—A. W. Clitsome, The Square.

Derbyshire—Mr. Featherstone, Chapel-en-le-Firth. Mr.
Poynton, Market Hall, Derby. Harold Goodere, 268 Osmas-
ton Road, Derby.

Dublin—J. Kearney, Upper Stephen Street.

Dundee.—Mr. Cunningham, St. Andrew’s Street.
Hub,” High Street. Mr. Lamb, 121 Overgate.

Edinburgh.—Walter P. Cumming, 4 Roseburn Terrace,
Murrayfield.

E xeter—T. Fisher, 37 South Street.

Balkirk.—James Wilson, 76 Graham’s Road.

Gateshead.—Henderson & Birkett, Half Moon Lane.
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Glasgow.—W. McGill, 39 Shuttle Street. The Socialist-
Labour Bookshop, 4648 Renfrew Street. James Nelson,
189 Clarkston Road, Cathcart. The Reformers’ Bookstall,
224 Buchanan Street. D. Thomson, 6 St. Enoch Square.
Mr. Mitchell, 676 Eglintou Street.

Gravesend.—Mrs. Troke, 10 Passock Street.
Gassick Street. Mr. Gould, Milton Road.
Clarence Place.

Halifax—C. Oddy, 41 New Bank. Mr. Grundy, Pellon Lane.

Hastings.—King Bros., 2 Queen’s Road

Inverness—W. Alexander, Inglis Street.

IrswiCH.—A. E. Hiskey, Old Cattle Market.
St. Matthew Street. Mr. Fox, Fore Street.
Helen's Street. Mr. Robertson, Back Hamlet.
Fore Street.

Jarrow.- -L. Prescod, Railway Street.

Kent.—E. J. Voss, 148 Broadway, Bexley Heath.

Lancashire—John Turner, Scourbottom, Waterford. *
Restall, Station Bridge, Urmston.

Leeds—C. Il. Pickles, Ltd., 117 Albion Street.
Park Lane. J. Sutcliffe, West Street.

Liverpool.—S. Reeves, 316 Derby Road, Bootle.
Smith & Son, 6i Dale Street.

Manchester—Mrs. Tole, Whitelow Road, Cliorlton-cuffl-

Mr. Love,
Mr. Troke,

T. Shelbourne,
Mr. Fox, St.
Mr. Joyce,

J. Bray, %

W. H

Hardy. John lleywood, Ltd., Deansgate. Abel Heywood
& Son, 47-61 Lever Street. W. H. Smith & Son, Black-
friars Street. Mr. Bowman, Leicester Road, Higher

Broughton. J. Davies, 223 Queen’s Road, Miles Plattins. _
Monmouth.—Mr. Davies, Pontnewynidd. @~ Wm. Morris>

Windsor Road, Griffithstown. Wyman & Son, Station

Bookstall, Pontypool Road.

Neath—W. G. Maybury, 57 Windsor Road.
Newcastle-on-Tyne.—W. H. Smith & Son, 2 Forth P'alr

Egdell’s Quayside Newsagency, 16 Side. Mackay Breal™

late Watmough'’s, 30 Newgate Street. Mrs. Wild, 15°

gate Street. Frazer, in New Bridge Street. T. RIf "’

6 Raby Street, Byker. M. E. Potter, High Spen.
Norfolk.—H. & H. Priest, Norwich Street, Fakenhani.

W. Jordan, 7 St. Benedict Street, Norwich. H. L- R°ker ’

76 Barn Road, Norwich.

Northampton—Mr. Bates, Bridge Street. A. Bryan, Barra

Road. ,
Northumberland—J. H. Spedding, 103 Newbiggin

Seaton Hirst, Ashington. Portland Printing Works, Sta 1

Road, Hirst, Ashington.

Nottingham.—S. Pinder, 49 Bridlesmith Gate.

Berry & Son, Bentinck Road.

Paisley.—The Progressive Bookstall, 43 New Street.
Prymouth—F. J. Wake, 10 Martin Street.
Preston.—Mr. Cottam, Tulkeith Brow.
Rotherham.—James Stansfield, College Street.
Southampton.—C. W. Moor, 16 London Road.
Southend-on-Sea—Harold Elliott, 1 Belle Vue Terrace.
Stockton-on-Tees.—Mr. Elgie, Bowesfield Lane.
Swansea.—Reformers’ Book Shop, Alexandra Road.
Teddingion.—H. Il. Holwill, 105 High Street.
Torquay.—L. Priston, 103 Union Street. A. Priston,

Market Street. A. Peters, Old Mill Road, Chelston. ~

Ronayne Walnut Road. Il. Peters, 193 Union Street.

J. Peters, 37 Union Street. Mr. Hunt, Lucius Street.
Walsall.—The Old Book Shop, 59 Green Lane. ]
Weston-super-Mare—W. H. Smith & Son, Magdala

ings, Walliscote Road. W. Trapnell, 8 Meadow Street-

FI. Hobbs, 21 Oxford Street. C. W. Maynard, 21 RaC

Road.

Wilmslow.—J. H. Bayley, Manchester Road.

1
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Strongly bound in Cloth, Gilt Fettered, with s
page. Price 17s. 6d., postage is. ,

Only a very limited number of copies are to be baoi
orders should be placed at once.
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BETTER FOOD. KINDLIER WAYS*
WORTHIER LIFE.

Vegetarian Recipes and helpful literature sent p,((:)st
free for Sixpence. Inquiries welcomed. .
THE VEGETARIAN SOCIETY (NatidfaDi
39 Wilmslow Rd., Rusholme, Manchestef”,
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