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Views and Opinions.

^k&rlie Chaplin and the Church.
There is a Congregational minister at Hull named 
'T- Patton. There is nothing remarkable in either 
these circumstances, but this particular servant of 

le Pord has distinguished himself by an attack on 
10 less a person than Charlie Chaplin. Mr. Patton 

ard that in the new film play Charlie actually 
resfed himself up as a clergyman, conducted a mock 

Service in a chapel, and delivered a burlesque sermon 
T  TPvid and Goliath. So Mr. Patton hied him to the 
^ em a to see for himself, and trusted to the Lord to 
. r8>ve him for indulging in such a dissipated even- 
h '• Jt was all in the service of the Lord. And, 
“aving seen, Mr. Patton unburdened himself in the
0 Unins of the Hull Daily Mail, demanding the sup- 
J ession of the film as an outrage on the religious

clings of the community. It is, he says, “  a scan- 
. °Us breach of public irreverence ” — that is a bit 

^'Xed, but one sees what he means. One can only 
jUarvel that Mr. Patton did not arm himself with a 
J^ck and hurl it at “  the breach of public irreverence.”  

at he did not do so must be put to the credit of 
j “ Sion. The influence of Christianity is notorious
1 developing self-control, charity towards others, and 
adiness to sink one’s own feelings, and never was 

lls power more clearly demonstrated than on the
f i l i n g  when Mr. Patton went to see “  The Pilgrim.”  
^  c°niedian, playing the part of an ex-convict, posing 

a minister, with a deacon who carries a bottle of 
llsky in his pocket, a parson who is concerned with 

le collection and who wishes to help himself to the 
k°Ments of the boxes ! It is monstrous. Mr. Patton 
, l0ws, as we all know, that no minister who was 
^n°Wn to help himself to the contents of the collection 

°Xes would be permitted to officiate ; no deacon who 
^as known to carry a bottle of whisky to church would 

Permitted to carry out his office. Inmates of prison 
r ,s . do not officiate in the pulpit. Inmates of the 

P't do sometimes spend a season in the cells, but 
fiat is 
de: m quite another matter. No wonder Mr. Patton 

mands “  The Pilgrim ”  to be suppressed.

ekgion and the Public, 
j. Let us take Mr. Patton seriously and seriatim. Re- 

he says, is the most private of all human

emotions and principles. W ith our opinion of religion 
we agree that it ought to . be quite a private matter, 
but is it so? Does Mr. Patton really believe it is? 
We doubt it. As a matter of fact there is nothing 
that is so made the subject of public parade as is re
ligion. It is professed in public, and it is practised 
in public. W illy-nilly every member of the public is 
made to pay towards its support. It enters into public 
ceremonials. Christianity is proclaimed as the religion 
of the State, it is established in the schools, in Parlia
ment ; even the salary paid the king is dependent 
upon his profession of a particular form of Christian 
belief. How, then, can religion be a private matter? 
Mr. Patton and his kind insist on almost every 
occasion that religion is the most public of matters, 
and yet when people are found laughing at a presenta
tion of a religious service and at a man dressed, in 
clerical garb, he whines for the protection of the 
authorities against such an outrage because religion is 
a private matter ! If it is a private matter the authori
ties can have no concern with it one way or another. 
An attack upon the character or the honesty of a 
religious person is one thing and that might well come 
within the purview of the law of libel, but an attack 
upon religious beliefs— that is quite another question. 
What Mr. Patton says in substance is that when it is 
a matter of training the children of the country to 
become customers of the clergy, when it is a question 
of getting public appointments, or of asking for public 
subscriptions, then religion is a public matter. But 
when it is a question of presenting religious forms and 
ceremonies in such a way that people will laugh at 
them, then religion is a private matter and the law 
should step in. That is quite a Christian attitude, 
quite in accordance with the cowardice that to-day 
goes hand in hand with professional Christianity.

* * *

The Test of Ridicule.
What shocks Mr. Patton is that a church service is 

made the subject of a burlesque. He says : —
The crux is the introduction of a religious ser

vice......Congregation, pulpit, Bible, choir, and
comedian-jail-bird pastor, all are present. A hymn 
is announced after a shocking scene of the pastor 
mistaking the church for a police court and attempt
ing to on the Bible to take the oath before the jury 
(the choir). A sacred tune is played by the cinema 
organ. The pastor makes a feint to light a cigarette 
in the pulpit. There is a sermon on an Old Testament 
theme expressed by the preacher in tlieigrotesque and 
exaggerated style of the notorious comedian.

One can picture Mr. Patton almost choking with in
dignation at the sight of such scenes, and yet one 
ventures to ask, why not? Suppose it had been a 
picture— there are such about— depicting an Atheist 
who is guilty of all sorts of foul wrong as a conse
quence of not believing in Mr. Patton’s fetish. Would 
Mr. Patton have seen anything reasonable if an Atheist 
had been foolish enough to demand that the film 
should be suppressed ? We fancy not. What is Chris
tianity, anyway, that no one should be permitted to 
bring it into ridicule, if they feel so inclined, and why
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should not a church and a “  sacred ”  hymn be used 
by a comedian if he feels minded to do so? Mr. 
Patton would probably reply that Christians do not 
like it. T o  them these things are not subjects of a 
comedy. That may be quite true, but between not 
liking to do a thing oneself and preventing other 
people doing it who do like it there is a world of 
difference. I  do not like to see grown up men and 
women making themselves— to me— ridiculous by 
offering up prayers for fine weather or for a good har
vest, or going through the cannibalistic ceremony of 
eating the body and drinking the blood of Jesus Christ. 
But I should never dream of asking the law to suppress 
these people or prevent these practices. I have not 
the slightest liking for the mixture of Savage beliefs, 
barbaric practices, and mediaeval intolerances that 
make up Mr. Patton’s religion, but I hope I should 
be among the first to protest against anyone inter
fering with Mr. Patton in this matter. W hy cannot 
Mr. Patton forget his religion for a while and behave 
like a decent, sensible, and liberal-minded human 
being ?

* * -*
The Taste of C.hristians.

Mr. Patton supplies an answer to this question. He 
says, “  Religion in itself, its worship, its subjects, and
its divine things.......by all the standards of taste, has
been considered as lying outside the regions of bur
lesque and parody. Even the law has been invoked to 
secure this immunity in the interests of public 
sobriety.”  By all the standards of taste ! What Mr. 
Patton means is by Christian standards of taste— and 
even then so far only as it concerns their own beliefs. 
When do they hesitate to ridicule the beliefs of non- 
Christians? And who invokes the law to step in and 
protect Christians from the laughter of others? Chris
tians. The poor man is so wrapped in his mantle of 
Christian egotism that he appears to imagine there is 
no taste outside Christian taste, and none that needs 
to be bothered about but those inside his own Church. 
O f course, the law has been invoked to prevent people 
saying what they thought about Christianity in the 
way that seemed best to the one who was saying it. 
That is something that Mr. Patton ought to be 
ashamed of, not make it a boast. And as an argument, 
how contemptible ! A  Christian makes a law that lays 
down his standard of taste as an arbitrary rule for 
other people. And when the others object, he replies 
that it has been settled by all the standards of taste, 
and there is no more to be said about the matter. It 
takes a Christian preacher to maintain a grave face 
when stating so ridiculous a proposition. There is 
and should be a standard of taste in discussing matters 
of public interest. But that is not what the Christian 
wants. W hat he desires is to establish and enforce a 
rule of controversy that applies to his own religion 
alone. It is another example of Christian egotism in 
action.

* * *

The Fatality of Laughter.
There is a world of significance in one remark of 

Mr. Patton’s. It is the only one that does show 
common-sense, and we arc afraid it is accidental. He 
says, “  There are some things that it is fatal to laugh 
at.”  It is true he adds fatal for society, but that does 
not alter a bit what he has in mind. It is fatal to the 
belief in God, the divinity of Jesus, miracles, parsons, 
and church services, etc., to laugh at them. So says 
Mr. Patton, and I for one cordially agree with him. 
But a wiser man might ask himself the further ques
tion, “  W hy is laughter fatal to some things? ”  The 
love of man for a maid has been as much a source of 
laughter as anything in the world. It is not fatal to 
the love of man and woman. Married life is a prolific 
cause of laughter and jokes, so are many other of the

dearest and the most valuable tilings man has, and for 
which he will give the last drop of his heart’s blood. 
Where the thing is valued for itself, and where there 
are no painfully tragical memories associated there
with, no one objects to it being made the subject 
of laughter, or even of burlesque. In these connec
tions laughter is veritably akin to tears. Why, then is 
laughter fatal to Mr. Patton’s religious beliefs ? Why 
is he afraid that God Alm ighty will be unable to 
stand up against the burlesque of Charlie Chaplin? 
Well, it appears to me the reason that makes all shams, 
absurdities, and frauds, dread ridicule and burlesque. 
These break through the stereotyped solemnity which 
is the greatest protection an absurdity can have. 
Laughter is free, democratic, it brings men and things 
down to a common level. Solemnity is exclusive, i"L 
sets up walls between people, and keeps them from 
seeing each other as they reajly arc. I agree with Mu 
I atton that to some things laughter is fatal. It wd' 
prove fatal to the absurdities that are enshrined in his 
religion, and Air. Patton knows it. You cannot 
believe to-day in miracles or in the power of prayer if 
you once give play to your imagination and your sense 
or humour. A ll the clergy arc as well aware of this 
as we are. I hat is why they implore us to be solemn. 
There is nothing like the laughter of the wise
clearing aw ay the fo lly  of fools, or exposing 
trickery of knaves. C hapman CoHEN

for
the

Christians and Secularists at the 
Graveside.

I have been at the graveside many thousands of tnnr- 
in company with St. Paul, and I have been sever^ 
hundred times in company with Epicurus and ^ 
celebrated follower Lucretius. Chapter twenty 
Mr. Scott’s most interesting little book, Neverthe e _ 
We Believe, is entitled “  A t the Graveside in Compaq
with St- Paul,”  and it is to a critical examination ^
the various strange claims made in that chapter 
I intend to devote the present article. This is a chap , 
that derives its main interest from the metaphyslĈ  
conjectures in which its author indulges with sl 
fervent zeal. Paul is imagined to be present at 
twentieth century funeral, to which he has come tr ^ 
his Roman prison, “  to instruct us and to comfort 
with what has been revealed to him of the depart > 
their dead bodies, and their living souls. Mr. bc

S a y S : _  tvveWe have learned from him, I think, that what
cover up in graves is done with, it is dissolved-
then, the departed one a frail ghost now, a
bodied soul ? No, the departed one is embodicd> 11,1 .
be embodied. Here Paul is in accord with 'v.
modern thought conceives of that indissoluble h,sl a
body and soul; a soul without a body is onl)
phantom of thought. The departed one cannot
without a body. Is it then a body of flesh and bio ,
No, says Paul, it is what we can only call “  a spir)t >
body.” What relation has this spiritual body to ^
which we know as the body of this present lifc '^¡5
is a development of this body, it grows out of
body. How does it thus develop out of this h^^y

Cbr>-'
when he “  rose from the dead.”  Indeed, all

bod/?

must it be so ? Because it was so with Jesus
Paul cannot say. But, says he, it must be so. ^  ¡st

Paul believed in this matter was derived from .
meditation on the manner of Christ’s resurrect’0̂  
He brooded on the resurrection of Christ and the 
came this winged revelation of his.

ctioltWhether this was Paul’s doctrine of the resurrec
or not we cannot tell. It is a metaphysically sU

fitlc
of E

w etenet to say the least, and the more one thinks 
the more puzzling it becomes. Of course the nior_c 
meditate upon the subject the more inconceivab
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becomes. A  spiritual body ought to be as invisible as 
the Holy Ghost, but a body in the process of becoming 
spiritual \ye are unable to describe. I dare say no 
body has a chance to behold it after the earthly and 
'eavenly in it have completely separated. In any case, 
the New Testament does not even attempt to explain 
0r justify the mystery. Mr. Scott thinks that Paul 
Td not regard the risen Christ “  as a resuscitation of 
flesh and blood, with the breath restored to the lungs 
and the muscles to hands and feet.”  There is a radical 
change of some sort, but “  Paul did not know what 
’t Was.”

Iaul, we may believe, had heard of the vacant 
°ml) of Christ. What, therefore could have happened 

111 the resurrection of Christ but this : that the 
spiritual body had developed out of the body of earth, 

'at the earthly body had been transformed, absorbed, 
ransrnuted, assimilated and changed within Christ’s 

spiritual body?

Tha(- extract throws no new light whatever upon the 
dect, but rather adds to its mysteriousness and im

practicability. Mr. Scott, evidently, is of opinion that 
lrist himself clearly saw in the resurrection of himself 

something similar to what would doubtless happen at 
e resurrection of his people. H is language is most

remarkable : —
Paul came in the end to believe that as soon as the 

disciple dies he is “  clothed upon,”  as he puts it. 
He lives on in all the real fulness of his being, a body 
and soul in 011c; he passes integrate to the presence 
°f Christ. He does not pass thither as a disembodied 
spirit, leaving what we call his earthly body behind. 
He passes embodied in what Paul calls a spiritual 
body, which has developed out of, and in which has 
been transformed and transmuted the earthly body 
(P- 167).

To the natural man all that process is utterly incon
ceivable, Science knows absolutely nothing about it, 
( espite Mr. Scott’s eloquent description of it. Science 
a,'d the “  spiritual ” , are utter strangers to each other, 
aud science and “  theology ”  are equally unknown to 
Cach other ; and the truth is that Mr. Scott is talking 
Mth the utmost assurance of things he knows abso- 
htely nothing about. He cannot even tell us what a 

spiritual body is. He admits that even “  Paul did not 
mow what it was,”  and more than that “  he could not 
m°w what it was.”  Furthermore, this strange incon

ceivable process takes place only to those who die “  in 
jurist,”  whatever that may be. What happens to 
bose who die “  out of Christ ”  ? Are they annihilated, 

m do they remain in their natural, unspiritual condi- 
'°n ? \ye all know that in all ages they have been 

c,i°rmously in the majority. But here is another 
curious difficulty thus stated by our author : —

If yonder spiritual body “  in glory ”  is, in some 
Way, tlie body in which I live and move to-day, what 
can we make of the bodily shape of the disciple which 
We enclose in a coffin and lower into the grave ? Shall 
I then have, in some way, two physical bodies, the 
Physical body laid in a grave, and the physical some
how transformed within the spiritual body ? The 
answer to that question, I'venture to think, is this : 
“  All that this present body really is, in its amalgam 
With the soul, passes at death in the transformed or 
spiritual body; what remains and is buried is some
thing else, it is the merest relic, it is a vacant and 
negligible husk (p. 167).

Ihere is certainly a scientific sound about that re
markable extract, but the author fails completely to 
c,te a single example in Nature of the transformation 
,le describes. He simply ventures to assume that Paul 
lad some such process in his mind when he -wrote 

-̂°r. xv, 35-58, and so he doubtless had ; but he knew 
’’° more about Nature and her processes than Mr. 

cott does to-day, whose object is “ to construe the 
adh ip terms of modern thought.”  As a matter of

fact, Mr. Scott does not even attempt to prove his 
theory from science, well knowing that Nature could 
not furnish a single instance of the operation which he 
describes with such a scientific air. Pie is much more 
like a schoolman than a modernist speaking in terms 
of modern thought. He is sensible of the fact that 
“ it is very difficult to picture this to our minds or 
imaginations” ; but why is it difficult? Because 
Nature presents us with not a single case of the kind. 
As presented to 11s in Nature, death is the end as birth 
is t'ne beginning of individual life. Nature knows 
nothing about immortality, and seems to have made 
absolutely no provision for it. To all appearances the 
death of a human being differs in no essential sense 
from that of a frog, and nobody imagines that a frog 
is to survive death ; and the question naturally emerges, 
why should a human being inherit endless life ? There 
is nothing whatever to show that man is exempt from 
the otherwise universal law of death which is at work 
throughout the length and breadth of the universe, 
and which 110 power known to us can overthrow. Our 
author says that “  the soul must have some form in 
which to be and act ; a bodjr must have some soul to 
inform it and make it real.”  The writer proceeds 
th u s:—  •

Paul saw this. He saw that if you could separate 
soul from body, neither would be itself. The body 
would decay and pass away; the soul would become, 
at most, an unconscious and comatose thing. A t one 
time he actually thought that this is what happens 
to the Christian at death. He was content to think 
of the dead Christian like this because he believed 
that, any day, Christ would return in heavenly power 
and restore in immortal life the unity of body and 
soul. But Paul might not tolerate this situation when 
it became clear that Christ’s coming was being more 
and more delayed. He changed the picture in his 
mind of what happens at death. He now declared the 
soul at death immediately and consciously passes to 
Christ. But does it pass thus in a disembodied state ? 
Paul could not believe this. It must have a body. 
He could not tolerate the thought that at death he 
would be what he calls a “  naked ”  soul (p. 163).

Such is the theory of the Resurrection formulated 
and explained by Mr. Bo}rd-Scott. Nevertheless We 
Believe is a book destined not to be soon forgotten. 
Whilst many Christians will find it the means of con
firming them in their Christian beliefs, many thousands 
more will experience a deepening and multiplying of 
their doubts, a welcome result of such studying. I 
have derived great help from it, and it is with pleasure 
that I acknowledge the profit and delight from my 
perusal and study of the book. J. T. E i.o y d .

T he M adm an.

In m y mind is a fire that burns,
And burns up the knowledge it knows,
Leaving me in the dark place with 
The grey ash of a dull repose.
The flame when it glows is brilliant—
I become God in its light—
A  worker of wonders, magic,
For a moment, before the night.
They call it “  Another attack,”
Say, “  How much more frequent they are! ” 
How can they see the wonder,
When their God is away, so far ?
I am God, Nothing, Not normal,
But all that they know is the last,
And they bolt the door and padlock,
So the world shall not go too fast.
For I know things they shall not know,
And that is the cause of their hate;
I have seen things they shall not see,
And that set the seal on my fate.

G. E. F u sse u .



628 THE FREETHINKER October 7. J9 23

Dickens and Dogma

Vain are the thousand creeds 
Worthless as withered weeds,
That move men’s hearts; unutterably vain;
Or idlest froth amid the boundless main.

—Emily Bronte.

I n an interesting article on “  Dickens and the New 
Testament,”  the Daily News (London) refers to ‘ ‘ a 
simplified version of the Gospels ”  prepared by the 
great novelist, a work which is said to be unpublished. 
Curiously, the chief Nonconformist daily paper im
proves the occasion by adding that Charles Dickens 
told “  eacli of his children in turn ”  to “  study the 
New Testament as the one unfailing guide in life.”  
Not a word is said as to Dicken’s real opinions 011 
religion, and the many thousands of readers of this 
Christian newspaper are led to infer that this master 
of literature shared the theological opinions (if, indeed, 
they deserve sucli a name) of the unthinking crowds 
who take their religious opinions at second-hand.

As Charles Dickens was the first editor of the Daily 
News, this is scurvy treatment from his journalistic 
successors ; and it would scarcely have *won the ap
proval of the austere and high-minded Harriet Mar- 
tineau, who for so many years contributed to its 
columns. Christians so frequently have no conscience 
in matters of this kind, and abhor truth as much as 
their legendary Devil is said to hate holy water.

The plain truth is that Charles Dickens was a 
Unitarian, and, therefore, anathema to all the 
Churches of Christendom. We must, however, “  speak 
by the card, or equivocation will undo us.”  For some 
considerable time Dickens attended Little Portland 
Street Unitarian Church, where he had sittings and 
subscribed to its funds. Even in the Unitarian fold, 
Dickens “  wore his rue with a difference,”  and was 
latitudinarian among broad-minded people. When 
that stalwart Freethinker, Robert Morrell, founded 
the National Sunday League, Dickens did not, like so 
many gentlemen, look on at the tumult from his club 
window, but took an active part in the then unpopular 
movement. He not only helped the Sunday League 
with monejr, but he worked for it, giving public read
ings from his own works on its behalf. Nor was this 
a sudden benevolent impulse on his part, for Dickens 
wrote a lively pamphlet, entitled Sunday Under Three 
Heads, in which he lashed the then Bishop of London 
for his obscurantist and uncivilized views regarding 
Sunday recreation for working people and their 
families. It is one of the strongest pieces of invective 
from this master of quips and fancies, and, evidently, 
he had his heart in the work. For, remember, Dickens 
was as ardent a Radical as Cobbett, and equally a 
hard hitter.

Nor is this, by any means, all. Dickens was very 
heretical, and, had he lived in the Ages of Faith, 
would have experienced the full force of Christian 
charity, tied to a stake at Smithfield. He had a very 
strong aversion from all dogma, and described himself 
as “  morally wide asunder from Rome ”  ; while of 
Puritanism he was an uncompromising opponent, as 
“  Chadband,”  “  Stiggins,”  “ Pecksniff,”  and other 
characters in his incomparable novels bear ample wit
ness. Even in the Pickwick Papers, the most light
hearted and irresponsible of his many books, written 
with all the zest of early manhood, he lashes religious 
hypocrisy with all the skill and abandon of a Moliere.

Mission work has ever been a plank in the Christian 
platform, but Dickens treats it with high-sniffing and 
lordly contempt. He writes : “  So Exeter Hall holds 
us in mortal submission to missionaries, who (Living
stone always excepted) are perfect nuisances, and leave 
every place worse than they found it.”

.This anti-theological attitude found expression in

his own home. An amusing instance of the 
novelist’s playfulness with regard to Orthodoxy 
his naming a dummy book in his own library 
dences of Christianity by Henry the Eighth. 
critics, indeed, have always noticed the strong s - 
of Secularism in Dickens’ writings ; and Mat ie 
Arnold, in his delightful book, Friendship s Gar 
pictured himself taking his foreign friend, Arnuui > 
to the House of Commons to hear the pious 
William Harcourt “  develop a system of unsectaria 
religion from the life of Mr. Pickwick.”  ”̂ C jjis 
abandoned all church attendance for years before 
death, but it is abundantly clear that all his sy  ̂
pathies were in favour of a mild Unitarianism, "  ’  ̂
a witty divine once called “  a feather bed to cater 
falling Christian.”  .

The general public are too busy earning their hv 
to know all these things ; but the gentlemen of 
Press in the Daily News office, once Dickens °" 
office, should be better instructed. Apart 0° 
journalists, John 1'orstcr is the worst o:ffen 
I'orster was Dickens’ own familiar friend, yet, R1 
life of the novelist, he writes deliberately : ‘ P 
essential points he (Dickens) had never any symp‘ ^  
so strong as with the leading doctrines of the Churc  ̂
of England.”  This is nauseous nonsense,, and sh 
clearly what Jesuitry Christians permit themselves 
the cause of their faith. Forster found Truth at 
bottom of a well, and he padlocked the lid to keê  
her in that place. Fortunately, we have learner ^ 
great deal since Forster’s very respectable Life 
Charles Dickens first cumbered the shelves of the 
culating libraries. Despite Christian efforts at earn ^ 
flage, Charles Dickens was a heretic, and if there lS ^ 
atom of truth in their dogmas, he is spending a_n 
happy eternity in the company of all the Frcethml- 
since the dawn of the Christian creed.

M im nERMU5,

John (Lord) Morley as a 
Freethinker.

i l

(Continued from page 620.)
M r . M o r ley  pays a very high tribute to Dider° 
herculean labours on the Encyclopedia, for which 
received— this mercenary Atheist !— the prodigal sa*. j  
of about ^r30 a year. It was a project that “  ^
all that was then best in F'rance round the stailaI11S

tiF
of light and social hope.”  Mr. M orley concludes 
able, instructive, and beautiful chapter on the , 
cyclopaedia with the following passage, which is a S°° 
specimen of his best style : —

As I replace in my shelves this mountain 
volumes, “  dusky and huge, enlarging on the siglit,

Id <1 have a presentiment that their pages will sc* ^ 
again be disturbed by me or by others. They sClL  
a great purpose a hundred years ago. They arc 
a monumental ruin, clothed with all the profuse 
ciations of history. It is no Ozymandias of 
king of kings, whose wrecked shape of stone j 
sterile memories we contemplate. We think Ia 
of the gray and crumbling walls of an ancient sti ^  
hold, reared by the endeavour of stout hands • , 
faithful, whence in its own day and generation a e 
once went forth against barbarous hordes, to s 
a blow for humanity and truth.

The last chapter of Mr. Morley’s book on 
closes with a translation of one of the great F'rĉ eI1 
man’s noblest jueces of writing. Diderot had ) 
pleading for that fecund immortality which Pr° 
our personality in the grateful memories of those 
come after us. His friend Falconet had replied 111
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sP'rit of another Frenchman who, on being told he 
s '°uld do something for posterity, inquired what pos- 
ferity had ever done for him. Diderot, “  with re
doubled eloquence, rising to his noblest height, 
replied as follows :

The present is an indivisible point that cuts in two 
the length of an infinite line. It is impossible to lest 
0,1 this point and to glide gently along with it, never 
looking- on in front,' and never turning the head to 
gaze behind. The more man ascends through the 

1 Past, and the more he launches in the future the
greater lie will be......And all these philosophers, and
Ministers, and truth-telling men, who have fallen 
t'ietims to the stupidity of nations, the atrocities of 
Priests, the fury of tyrants, what consolation was left 
for them in death ? This, that prejudice would pass, 
a'ul that posterity would pour out the vial of ignominy 
upon their enemies. O posterity, holy and sacred! 
htay of the unhappy and oppressed, thou who art just, 
thou who art incorruptible, who avengest the good 
'nan, who unniaskest the hypocrite, who draggest 
down the tyrant, may thy sure faith, thy consoling 
faith, never, never abandon me! Posterity is for the 
philosopher what the other world is for the devout!

H is reasonable to assume that Mr. Morley shares
thi:
nos noble sentiment with Diderot. He also looks for 
¿supernatural immortality, but aspires to join “  the 
h- i* ^divisible whose music is the gladness of the 
„ c‘- ’ He labours for the future by serving the
e,c sc* t  ; and doubtless the hope of brightening and 

gating, however little, the life of unborn generations 
Ps fellows, is to him an ample substitute for the 

°rc sclfish inspirations of faith, 
j j  11'The course of his monograph on Diderot, Mr. 
tv n - Pens some incidental observations, which are 
do "°H h y °f notice. Holbach had said that “  the 

gnia of the ■ spirituality of the soul has turned 
V li uFo a conjectural science,”  and that “ man 

always be a mystery for those who insist on re- 
P r<I,ig him with the prejudiced eyes of theology.”  
tr‘ rclati°n to this Mr. Morley writes : “  It is certainly
• c as an historical fact that the rational treatment of 
Pisaiie
of
ttiab

persons, and the rational view of certain kinds 
crime, were due to men like Pinel, trained in the 
fcrialistic school of the eighteenth century. And 
■ "’as clearly impossible that the great and humane 

’ °'ms in this field could have taken place before the 
ecisiVe decay of theology.”

tli °^>ach had remarked that it was useless to object 
Man’s mechanism still left his “  soul ”  a mystery, 

r everything is a mystery at bottom, since we can 
j j Vet! explain a first principle even in pure physics.

aP rqust be satisfied to know what is possible. He 
is S<L a ŝo ^c content with his lot 011 earth. The cosmos 
: Perpetually changing, and why should man, the 
,, Cct of a day, expect his species to be exempt from 

le Universal law ? Mr. Morlcy’s observation on this 
lnt is worth quoting in its entirety : —

'Ve may pause for a moment to notice bow, in their 
deliberate humiliation of the alleged pride of man, 
*-be orthodox theologian and the Atheistic Holbach 
Use precisely the same language. But the rebuke of 
hie latter was sincere; it was indispensable in order 
to prepare men’s minds for the conception of the uni- 
'ersc as a whole. With the theologian the rebuke has 
How become little more than a hollow shift, in order 
h? insinuate the miracle of Grace. The preacher of 
' aturalism replaces a futile vanity in being the end. 
aml object of the creation, by a fruitful reverence for 
ac supremacy of human reason, and a right sense 

H the value of its discreet and disciplined use. The 
hcologian restores this absurd and misleading egoism 

°f the race, by representing the Creator as above all 
elsc concerned to work miracles for the salvation of 
a creature whose understanding is at once pitifully 

and odiously perverse, and whose heart is from 
he beginning wicked, corrupt, and given over to re

probation. The difference is plainly enormous. The

theologian discourages men; they are to wait for the 
miracle of conversion, inert or desperate. The 
naturalist arouses them; lie supplies them with the 
most powerful of motives for the energetic use of the 
most powerful of their endowments.

Mr. Morley thinks that Holbach was “  too sweeping 
in denying any deterrent efficacy whatever to the fires 
of hell.”  “  But,”  he adds, “  where Holbach found 
one person in 1770, he would find a thousand in 1SS0, 
to agree with him that it is possible to think of com
mendations and inducements to virtue, that shall be 
at least as efficacious as the fiction of eternal torment, 
without being as cruel, as wicked as infamous to the 
gods, and as degrading to men.”  This is strong, 
though not too strong, language ; and we may fairly 
take it as expressing Mr. Morley’s own convictions.

While judiciously not siding with Holbach’s abso
lute negation of God, Mr. Morley writes in a manner 
which proves at least his Agnosticism ; an Agnosticism, 
it may be said, which is really philosophical Atheism. 
The Theists, he observes, would be wise to “  keep clear 
of pretensions to prove their master thesis.”  “  They 
might have been content,”  he adds, “  to keep it as an 
emotional creation, an imaginative hypothesis, a noble 
simplification of the chimeras of the primitive con
sciousness of the race.”  No evolutionist could go 
farther than that. Waiving the epithet “  noble,”  the 
most thorough-going Atheist would be satisfied with 
this view of Theism.

Mr. Morley has penned a noble plea for free thought, 
true speech, and honest action in his essay On Compro
mise, which is a valuable supplement to M ill’s essay 
On Liberty. He scourges the indifferentists and hypo
crites as well as the bigots. “  It is justly said,”  he 
remarks, “  that at the bottom of all the great discus
sions of modern society lie the two momentous ques
tions, first whether there is a God, and second whether 
the soul is immortal.”  In relation to these problems, 
Air. Morley is obliged to pass the following censure 
on modern society : —

Now, in spite of the scientific activitj' of the day, 
nobodjr is likely to contend that men are pressed 
keenly in their souls by any poignant stress of 
spiritual tribulation in the face of the two supreme 
enigmas. Nobody will say there is much of that 
striving and wrestling and bitter agonising, which 
whole societies of men have felt before now on ques
tions of far less tremendous import. Ours, as has 
been truly said, is “ a time of loud disputes and weak 

.convictions.” In a generation less deeply impressed 
by a sense of intellectual responsibility this could not 
be. As it is, even superior men are better pleased to 
play about the height of these great arguments, to 
fly in bus)!- intellectual sport from side to side, from 
aspect to aspect, than they are intent on resolving 
what it is after all, that the discussion comes to, and 
to which solution, when everything has been said and 

. heard, the balance of truth really seems to incline. 
There are too many giggling epigrams; people are too 
willing to look on collections of mutually hostile 
opinions with the same kind of curiosity which they 
bestow on a collection of mutually hostile beasts in 
a menagerie. They have very faint predilections for 
one rather than another. If they were truly alive to 
the duty of conclusiveness, or to the inexpressible 
magnitude of the subjects which nominally occupy 
their minds, but really only exercise their tongues, 
this elegant Pyrrhonism would be impossible, and 
this light-hearted neutrality most unendurable.

Another class of culprits condemned by Mr. Morley 
are the “  men of the world,”  who laugh at religious 
superstitionists, yet bow down before a still less re
spectable tyranny.

The man of the world despises Catholics for taking 
their religious opinions on trust and being the slaves 
of tradition. As if he had himself formed his own 
most important opinions either in religion or any
thing else. He laughs at them for their superstitious
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awe of the Church. As if his own inward awe of the 
Greater Number were one whit less of a superstition. 
He mocks their deference for the past. As if his own 
absorbing deference to the present were one tittle 
better bottomed or. a jot more respectable. The 
modern emancipation will profit ns very little, if the 
status quo is to be fastened round our necks with the 
despotic authority of a heavenly dispensation, and if 
in the stead of ancient Scriptures we are to accept 
the plenary inspiration of Majorities'.

This is well expressed. It states an important fact, 
and conveys a wholesome warning. Majority votes are 
not solutions ; they are only compromises. They de
cide what shall be done at the moment. Nothing more. 
Counting heads is a passing expediency ; in the long 
run they have to be weighed— which is a more difficult 
operation. Problems, in short, are not solved by 
voting, but by investigation and discussion. The man 
who is in a minority of one to-day may turn out to be 
entirely right to-morrow. Authority, therefore, especi
ally the authority of numbers, should never be recog
nized in the High Court of Reason. We must give and 
take in the world of practice ; in the world of thought 
every brain should be an absolute sovereign. Mr. 
Bumble and Mrs. Grundy should be kept off with deep 
moats and strong drawbridges. G. W . F oote.

(To be Concluded.)

A  Question Asked at Bangkok.

In case the reader has forgotten the geography he 
loved (or hated) at school, .1 may say at once that 
Bangkok is the capital of Siam, or the “  Kingdom of 
the Yellow Robe,”  as it has been called in recognition 
of its numerous Buddhist monks. It has many gor
geous temples. It is also the home of the famous white 
elephants, which, though precious when offered as 
gifts, are yet somewhat expensive to maintain ; hence 
our everyday joke about inconvenient “  White Ele
phants.”  Now, this custom of keeping white elephants 
might seem to indicate that the Siamese are apt to put 
up unquestionably with things they may not really 
want. I do not know. But I know that, at a con
ference held at Bangkok city not long ago, a very 
useful and timely question was raised.

The meeting referred to was the First Conference 
of Oriental Red Cross Societies, the delegates attend
ing from Siam, China, Japan, India, Dutch East 
Indies, and the Philippines, as well as from the League 
of Nations Health Department; Sir Claude Hill (whom 
I had the pleasure of meeting at Bombay in 1913) pre
siding over the eight sessions.

It seems unnecessary to praise the admirable labours 
associated with the Red Cross movement since its 
beginning in 1863. I will merely instance two of the 
newer phases, namely :—-

(1) The Junior Red Cross, an enterprise whose 
headquarters is in Washington, U .S.A ., and the object 
of which is to enlist the activities of the millions of 
school children all over the globe in works of mercy, 
and particularly in succouring children who suffer 
from disease or hunger.

(2) The enlargement of the original battlefield work 
into a general system of promoting public health in 
every country, especially in the more backward re
gions. In China, for example, great efforts have been 
made to combat cholera ; and, in passing, I may note 
an amusing incident in a health procession conducted 
through the streets of Foochow'. Some of the 
organizers dressed up as big flics. They would halt 
at places where flies were swarming, and make three 
bows, while the people wondered why they did so. 
Then up came men with megaphones, shouting the

explanation in these tvords: “  These flies are very 
grateful to the people who provide them with such 
fine breeding places, where they may go to lay their 
eggs later and provide you with additional millions 
of flies, which will in time spread cholera ! ”

In the course of the conference, a delegate who 
knew the Red Cross movement in the island of Java, 
where the inhabitants mostly profess the religion of 
Muhammad, raised the question to which I now wish 
to draw attention. He said the Cross was a Christian 
symbol, and it was not a symbol acceptable to fol
lowers of the faith of Islam. Of course, we all know 
that Turkey uses the Red Crescent as its sign of 
ambulance ; but apparently the Crescent is not so 
employed in Java. Hence the difficulty.

Sir Claude H ill commented on the point, first of all 
stating that in India, where the Muhammadans num
bered some sixty-five millions, the Cross had been 
acquiesced in. Then he made the following interest
ing observations : —

The International Committee at Geneva, when they 
got together and succeeded in getting the Red Cross 
movement inaugurated, did not describe it as a Red 
Cross movement in virtue of the fact that the Cross 
was the emblem of Christianity at all. It was 
simply the inversion of the Swiss national flag, which 
is a white cross on a red ground, and it was inverted 
out of compliment to the Swiss people, and given the 

' • title of the Red Cross. This was done on no religion 
grounds but out of compliment to the inaugurators
of the movement.1...... 1 am perfectly certain that
everybody in this room will agree that the Red Cross 
symbol stands for humanitarian effort and service» 
quite independently of any religious connotation at 
all.

Sir Claude Hill added : —
The Cross as an emblem antedates Christianity- 

Going back to early times, it was a Phallic emblem- 
It is the Arabic plus sign. It is, therefore, from the 
point of view of humanity at large, an emblem con
noting a great deal besides being the emblem of those 
of us who are Christians.

For my part I am prepared to say that what is good 
enough for the Muhammadans of India and Java is 
good enough for me. In any case, the Red Cross is 
now so firmly established in practice that it would not 
be worth while to disturb the symbol. It is however, 
of no small consequence to insist, with Sir Claude 
Hill, that the Red Cross has no connection with the 
Cross of Catholicism and the Methodists. The com
passionate service which it represents is human purely 
and simply, and the Ambulance Waggon is not the 
Chariot of God.

I trust it will not be thought out of place if I close 
this note with a reference to the League of Nations. 
I am an enthusiastic supporter of the League and its 
Covenant, though I freely admit the need for improve
ment of the machinery at Geneva. I shall not try to 
swim across the English Channel because the machine 
called a passenger-steamer makes me seasick ; nor do 
I advise abandonment of the League method because 
it recently faltered before the problem of the Italian- 
Greek crisis.

But I detect, in some quarters of the British public, 
an attempt to suggest that the League is a special ex
pression of the Christian Gospel, and that the Churches 
and Chapels should put forward claims accordingly- 
If Churches and Chapels repent of their past gross 
neglect of international questions and of the societies 
which stood for arbitration, well and good. I con
gratulate them and bless them. But they must not 
put on any sort of exclusive air and self-satisfied smile, 
as if intimating that men and women outside their

1 The chief inaugurator was Henri Dunant, a Swiss citizen, 
who died in 1910.
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sacred borders were a kind of inferior members of the 
Teague of Nations Unions and Societies w nc ' 
happily arisen in European and other countnes.
Teague is for mankind, and not for thcologica c 1 •

It welcomes the Jew as much as the a 10 1 ■ 
beckons the Unitarian as eagerly as the Ang 1 < 
invites the Pope and the Atheist to co-operate.

F .  J. G o u l d .

T h e Old Seaman.

T ot loverwise lie viewed the distant sea, 
That stern old mariner with face aflame;

But as one puzzled at a mystery- 
A tune lost past recalling or a name

Mem • -°ry stumbles at. His searching glance 
Swept the wide sands to where the wavelets white

Scampered and tumbled. There was strange romance 
In his blue eyes and his red beard so bright;

Hint of wild seas and nights of dreadful doom;
Of coral islands, where the palm trees sway,

M here ever one can hear the low dull boom 
Of gliding breakers. There, perchance, he lay 

Many a tropic night in soft brown arms,
And clasped her firm found limbs in strong embrace, 

While she, enraptured with his alien charms,
Pressed ardent lingering kisses on his face.

Perchance the cold white weariness he had seen,
Of arctic lands where life can scarce draw breath; 

Where Nature doffs her mask of merry green,
And shows beneath those steely eyes of death;

Where palest, loveliest, most ethereal blue 
Gleams through the towering iceberg’s chalky side, 

And ever-watchful whalers plough anew 
The ever-dreaded sea where Franklin died.

It seems I quite mistook his history;
For when I talked he answered never a word 

Of strange far lands or cities oversea,
Of love-making ashore or work aboard,

But babbled ceaselessly of sheep and kine,
Of harvest lore, and how we needed rain 

So badly for the crops. He seemed to pine 
For some sweet rural Marjorie or Jane 

Who’d stirred his heartstrings forty years ago—
And jilted him. Fie said the home-brewed ale 

Was stronger then than any we can show 
In these sad days. He once drank up a pail 

Refilled three times—thus winning half-a-crown 
And the beer free. He wouldn’t like to say 

But that in Newbridge at the “  Rose and Crown ”
They talked about it still on market day.

John E rnest S impson.

thinking too much afterwards, or keep their intelligence 
at about the level of an educated ape, they will remain 
genuine Christians, and the highest offices in the Church 
will be open to them.

Some of our police court functionaries have peculiar 
ideas of things. The Leeds Mercury publishes a report 
of a case of a man charged at Bradford with having 
assaulted his wife. The magistrate, Mr. George W ilkin
son, let the man off 011 condition that lie went to the 
chapel regularly. We suggest that a couple of medical 
men might do well to enquire into the state of Mr. 
Wilkinson’s mentality.

If America as represented by Mr. Jennings Bryan re
gresses in its attitude towards Darwinism, that laud of 
liberty progresses in another direction. The Barling 
Bomber is the name of America’s giant triplane. This 
enormous machine has a petrol capacity of six tons (2,000 
gallons) and can carry a bomb load of ten thousand 
pounds; and it travels at a speed of ninety miles an hour. 
It seems a doubtful point whether America as represented 
by Mr. Jennings Bryan is in a fit state to examine Dar
winism ; and the invention of this triplane for the saving 
of America’s soul, precludes any weight attached to the 
rejection of Charles Darwin’s life work. Now if he had 
discovered poison-gas......

There would be something radically wrong if our 
bishops attacked ’ anything of importance. The low esti
mation of the public by newspaper mongers is notorious. 
Every placard, except on rare occasions, confirms the re
ligious hypothesis that man is a fallen creature. The 
Illustrated Sunday Herald is well to the front with the 
life story of Mine. Falnny which is of as much consequence 
to human affairs, human welfare, and human progress, as 
a dead leaf that falls from a tree— or perhaps less. Pos
sibly Freethought has much to be thankful for in standing 
without the support of the Free Press. For one story of 
this kind, any of our readers could find among their 
acquaintances, human epics that would send the Priest 
and Press maligners of man to their rightful destination.

Mr. Joseph Humble, consulting engineer, describes the 
Maltby explosion as an act of God to straighten us up. 
This must be his own opinion, but theology from an en
gineer is greater nonsense than that which we receive 
from the Bishop of London. The latter gentleman is in 
the trade, and Mr. Humble will be well advised to leave 
the name of God out of the engineering vocabulary.

The late right-reverend Father-iu-God, the Bishop of 
Islington, left estate of the value of ¿78,661. We tremble 

[ to think where he is spending, eternity.

Acid Drops.

Bliss Sheila Kaye-Smith, the novelist, is evidently a 
|ady who does not believe in taking risks— where religion 
T concerned. At the Plymouth Church Congress she de
manded that children be confirmed at an earlier age than 
ls at present the rule. It must not, she said, be delayed 
hutil they begin to doubt. From a Christian point of view 
Hie advice is quite sound. If you wait with Christian 
teaching until the boy or girl is old enough and informed 
enough to doubt the case is hopeless. To make people 
Christians you must catch them while they are young—  
the younger the better. The parson’s rule should be “  get 
1,1 first, before they begin to think.”  If you could stop 
them thinking altogether so much the better. But as that 
ls not always possible, the next best plan is to see that 
what little activity is displayed by the brain is done 
nlong safe lines. Miss Kaye-Smith is dead right. Get 
the children before they are old enough to think, and 
tnake Christians of them. Then if you can stop them

The fire insurance on buildings in London totalled 
¿1,700,000,000, Major Salmon, managing director of a 
large firm, told the Rotary Club. Insurance against fire 
in the next world costs nearly as much.

The Church of the Holy Virgin at Jerusalem has been 
robbed of its jewels, silver lamps, and ikons. This is one 
of the show places of the Holy Laud, and is alleged to 
be built over the tomb of the Virgin. It seems to be high 
time some of the angels were sacked. .Such dereliction 
of duty is culpable carelessness.

We notice that Mr. H. II. Slesser is to give an address 
on “  The Summons to the Kingdom of God.” As Mr. 
Slesscr was not. recently summoned to Parliament we 
trust he will find consolation in chewing wool of this kind. 
If we must make a choice between preachers and music- 
hall artists for Parliament we will have the latter; they 
at least smooth out wrinkles from the human face, and in 
a subtle manner say “  Yes ”  to the only life we know.
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, It would appear that tlie bishops are getting more lime
light than is healthy for them, and for that reason we are 
pleased. Bishop Welldon is publicly called to justify his 
salary by underpaid school teachers, and he may be sorry 
that he took upon himself the position of a modern 
Savonarola. The Robots in R.U.R. spared the man who 
worked with his hands. This was most extreme, but 
there may come a time when bishops will be asked, 
“  What do you do? ”  and when the question is answered, 
they might be told that the human race will take the 
consequences if they don’t do it.

The Bishop of Exeter has exclusive information to the 
effect that “  Christ never meant us to live in such 
misery.”  This is a statement that neither stands, sits, 
nor lies down. It is theological muzziness. As theoso- 
phical wind-bags might learn to scrub floors, so might 
the Bishop of Exeter leave Christ out of the question, 
and vow never to sleep until 14,000 people in Bradford had 
decent accommodation instead of living as at present in 
3,700 houses condemned before the war as unfit for human 
habitation.

school teachers are excessive. He has never raised his 
hands in astonishment at the salaries paid to the Bench 
of Bishops, and the other ecclesiastics of his Church. 
Nor does he notice that he pays his own servants more 
than most school teachers earn. Ret him find out what 
salaries are paid to teachers in Church Schools.

In a leading article on the present position of Spain, 
the Daily Mail says that Spain is convinced that the 
country is being drained of blood and treasure for the 
Morocco adventure in order that gold and iron mining 
concessions acquired by the Jesuits, and shared by them 
with politicians, may be made to render good dividends. 
This is a very striking example of God "and Mammon 
running in double harness.

1 he law is Satan’s law, and I cannot obey Satan, 
was the reply of Sydney Overbury, leader of the Beeston 
Brotherhood, when summoned at Pontefract for not send
ing his child to school. A  hard-headed Bench sent the 
child to an industrial school.

The Rev. C. T. Collings of St. Paul’s, Lambeth, is an 
agitator. He wants a trade union rate of wages for mem
bers of the fraternity. The very matter stated condemns 
the profession. Why don’t they pray for it, instead of 
copying working men who have been clouted 011 the 
sconce for asking for less ! Doth God care for Oxen ? 
By asking them to pray for it, we are afraid that we 
assume their worth, but begging and question begging is 
theology in a nutshell. Let us hope that they will soon 
go on strike and prove their ¡¿dispensability.

Abyssinia is a Christian country— of a kind— but we 
know that the only thing the varieties agree in is the 
collection of funds.. A t the same time, it is perhaps the 
only State in which slavery continues as an institution- 
This fact will not be so surprising to Freethinkers as it 
may prove to more pious moralists, since we remember 
that the African negroes were shipped (under appalling 
conditions) by Christians to Christians in the America« 
continent. But we are entitled once again to question the 
value of religion as a humanitarian influence.

We have commented several times on the established 
lying that is current in connection with Christian preach
ing, and a friend sends us a small tract, issued by the 
“  Bible Truth ”  Society which illustrates what we have 
said. The tract is called “  A  God Who Counts,”  and it 
tells of some mission workers who were in need of £¡0— 
for their mission of course; these mission workers never 
require money for themselves, but only for the expenses 
of the mission. And if what they require for themselves 
comes under the head of expenses, who shall complain? 
So it happened that these missioners wanted £50. Being 
Christians they did not ask anyone for it, they simply 
prayed to the Lord, and at once a cheque for £5 was sent 
them— not by the Lord, but by an elderly Quaker lady. 
The next sum they needed was £20 os. 9c!. Again they 
prayed and again the Lord replied, by deputy. A letter 
was received containing a cheque for £20 with nine 
stamps. The way the Lord throws other people’s money 
about is marvellous. If we could only pay our bills in 
that way, by cheques drawn upon other people, we should 
not hesitate at anything.

Now just imagine the amount of sheer, deliberate lying 
that goes to the manufacture of this tract of the “  Bible 
Truth ”  Society! And bear in mind also that it is only 
one out of thousands of similar lies that are told by 
Christian preachers and writers in and out of the pulpit. 
Nineteen-twentieths of the stories of experience with un
believers, of the death-bed scenes at which churchmen 
assist, are deliberate lies. And yet no one thinks the 
worse of the people who tell them. If a politician went 
about telling similar stories of his opponents and of his 
work he would be hounded out from even political life. 
But it does quite well for the pulpit. Quite candidly, and 
with the utmost seriousness, if there is a religion with a 
worse moral influence than Christianity we have yet to 
come across it.

Dr. W. A. Potts, of Birmingham, says it was found in 
Scotland that three times as many offences were com
mitted by children on Sundays as on other days. A few 
years back whistling on the Sabbath was a serious matter 
in bonnie Caledonia.

Bishop Welldou considers that the salaries paid to

There is apparent^ some good reading in Professor 
Levy-Brulil’s book entitled Primitive Mentality. The 
Mosutos, savages, as we poison-gas hypocrites call thenb 
might teach some of our religionists a few lessons 111 
reasoning ■

In the midst of the laughter and applause of the pop«' 
lace the heathen inquirer is heard saying : “ Can the 
God of the white men be seen by our eyes? and if Go« 
is absolutely invisible, how can a reasonable being wor
ship a hidden thing? ”  “ I will go up to the sky first, 
said a Mosuto, “ and see if there really is a God, and 
when I have seen him I’ll believe in him.”

Again, hear these benighted heathens, who are unable 
to k ill two millions of their own kind in four years :—•

When a missionary was preaching the Gospel to some 
heathen he pointed to the New Testament in his hand, 
and observed that he was only repeating what the Word 
of God said. On that one of his hearers snatched the 
book from the missionary’s hand, and putting it to his 
ear exclaimed, “ It is a lie ; I am listening carefully, and 
the book is not saying anything at all,” at which there 
were roars of laughter and mocking gibes.

Now that the Bishop of London has returned from Plydc 
Park the Times Literary Supplement had better be care
ful, or this Galahad in gaiters will be in conflict with 
these statements detrimental to the interests of the reli
gious export trade.

A hundred and twenty-four organ pipes have been 
stolen from the Church of ,St. John, Newington, Hull, 
during the absence of the Vicar on holiday. Bridal 
couples will have to go. elsewhere for “  fully choral ” 
services.

Miss Helen Jerome, an American writer, says 
“ Humanity is more than a poultry farm or peacock 
alley.”  Christian clergymen, however, assure us that it 
is a collection of “  miserable sinners.”

A London newspaper complains bitterly of the enor
mous number of able-bodied beggars. The paper, how
ever, makes no mention of the 50,000 clergymen in this 
country.
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Our Sustentation Fund.
We continue to receive many congratulatory letters on
,, e SUccess of the Freethinker Sustentation Fund, and 

le letters to hand bear strong testimony to the affec- 
j°n in which the paper is held and the appreciation of

I s Vahie to the Freethought Cause. For our own part 
" e kdieve that we did not over estimate its value when

said that without the Freethinker militant Free- 
bought in this country would be almost helpless. 

recthought in itself is too great a thing to be de- 
nclent for its existence upon any one paper, or 
rs°n, or organization, but these do determine the 

of ^  *° which Freethought permeates the thought 
110 people and so influences the course of our cor- 

^°iate existence. The Churches know that with the 
reethinkcr out of the way their greatest articulate 
ĵUiger would be removed. That is why thej' dislike 

so heartily, and why they apply the boycott so 
Uergetically. We have always appreciated the im- 

P'ed compliment in Christian hatred.
You deserve and will receive, all the financial sup- 

■ °r*- necessary to enable you to carry on your work 
ectively and with a minimum amount of worry,”  

"Tfles Mr. W. B. Columbine. Says “  Sansfoi,”  “  I 
. uure and honour you for your indefatigable efforts
II keeping the flag flying. Your self-denying work in 
Siting for the mental freedom of mankind demands 
10 Help and encouragement of all Rationalists. I wish 
,e N.S.S. could send a few' missionaries to this be-

’’ ’ghted part of the world.”  The N.S.S. could send 
?'ssionaries, it is almost entirely a question of finance.

is a matter on which we shall have to enlarge 
]jcxt season, there are endless developments in this 
Section.

bishop Montgomery Brown, whose name will be
''efi knowui to readers as the author of Communism and 
Cl>lrisiianism, sends a cheque for twenty-five dollars, 
‘̂ nd says : “  Your appeal on behalf of the Freethinker 
1 Ostentation to hand, and Mrs. Brown and I are 
giving ourselves the pleasure of sending a cheque for 
"enty-five dollars, and of promising as much more 
°r each of three months to come, so that our contri- 
Otion will be in all 100 dollars in American money.
1 you must die young, you may die in peace, for you 

ar° doing a whole life’s work every year in keeping up 
a° Freethinker and in contributing to it as you do.”  

Mr. Clifford Williams, President of the Birming- 
,'am Branch, writes : “  It must be exceedingly gratify- 

to you to have such a demonstration as has been 
' ' ’blessed since the opening of the Fund. It is a col- 
ective demonstration of loyalty and appreciation to 

^°Ursclf, and of fidelity and interest in the Cause from 
ranks of the Freethought Party.” . We assure Mr.

” ’lliams and others that we do thoroughly appreciate 
. the way in which what we have done is regarded, and 

ake it as an incentive to renewed effort.
Mr. W. Howells, who is, I fancy, a comparatively 

” ew reader, sa3's : “  You deserve all the support that
can give you.......I hope to live long enough to be

able to contribute as much as I did to help to keep the 
People jn the dark during my so-called orthodox days. 
N°W that is finished I am practically free and deter
g e d  to do what I can for Freethought. I wish you 
Access, and am looking forward to the time when the 
°ad on your shoulders will become lighter.”

If we v'ere to parade our converts as Christians do 
’cirs, what a list might we not publish ?

Third list of acknowledgments : Previously acknov- 
pdged, ^340 os. 6d. W. B. Columbine, £25 ; W.

°rRie, 2s. ; The Sarsfield Family, 15s. ; M. Sowden, 
as- 6d. ; H. II. Hurrell, £1 is. ; A. J. Watson, 5s. ; 

an Tyndal, 2s. 6d. ; Freethinker, £1 ; E. Lyons,

2S. 6d. ; F. R. Gubbins, 10s. 6d. ; J. J. Oult, 5s. ; A. 
W. Freer, 5s. ; D. D. (Chelsea), 2s. 6d. ; Postman, 
2s. 6d. ; C. E. Hickman, 10s. ; D. Wright, 2s. 6d. ; 
J. and E. Iiartgill, 10s. ; A. B., £1 ; J. Neate, £1 ; 
Wallace Allan, ¿ 1  ; R. B. Harrison, 5s. ; E. Cottrell, 
2s. ; J. H. English, 2s. 6d. ; “  Sansfoi,”  £2 ; T . Fisher, 
10s. ; N. Richardson, £1 ; T. Robson, 10s. ; Mrs. 
Napier, 5s. ; J. Harvey, 5s. ; G. Saunders, £1 ; J. 
Robertson, ¿ 1  ; A. W. B. Shaw, £5 ; W. H. Hicks, 
£2 2S. ; John Foot, ¿ 1  is. ; Clifford Williams, ¿ 1  , 
W. Owen, £1 ; W. D. Corrick, £2 2s. pH. J. Waters, 
10s. ; H. Organ, 2s. 6d. ; Soranite, 2s. ; Recruit, is. ; 
J. Burrell, 2s. 6d. ; A. Brooks, 5s. ; H. Holt, £2 2s. ; 
H. Spence, 5s. ; A. Firth, 10s. ; W. Challis, 5s. ; R. 
Risk, 10s. 6d. ; Mrs. H. E. Shepherd, 2s. 6d. ; H. 
Russels Phillips, 10s. ; D. McDiarmid, 5s. ; J. 
Sturrock* 5s. ; J. W. Robertson, 5s. ; W. M cK., 5s. ; 
C. Clayton Dove, £2 2s. ; Mrs. S. M. Peacock, £2 ; A. 
Lane, 10s. ; Robson Paige (second subscription), 
2S. 6d. ; E. Snelling, £1 ; Mrs. J. Shorter, 5s. ; E. H. 
Hassell, 5s. ; Thcmistocles, iSs. ; F. E. Becker, 19s. ; 
Bishop Montgomery Brown, £5 10s. ; W. K. Hutty, 
£2. Total, ¿414 3s. 6d.

Corrections : “  W. Waiter, £5,”  in last week’s list, 
should have been W. G. Walter, £5. R. M., 5s. 
(omitted).

We shall be obliged if subscribers will point out any 
omissions or inaccuracies that appear.

C hapman C oh en .

To Correspondents.

Those Subscribers who receive their copy 
of the "Freethinker” in a GREEN WRAPPER 
will please take it that the renewal of their 
subscription is due. They will also oblige, if 
they do not want us to continue sending the 
paper, by notifying us to that effect.
E. Roi,ph.— The ex-Councillor who stated, on the authority 

of the nurse who was with Charles Bradlaugh, that the 
great Atheist died a .Christian, is either simple or a liar. 
The combination of the two is not uncommon with very 
ardent Christian believers.

Mrs. C.' K ing.—As you know there is a God we feel that such 
knowledge demands silent admiration, not controversial 
speech. We do not see the distinction between Chris
tianity and Churchianity. The latter is the former in 
operation.

J. Thompson.—Glad to welcome you as a member of the 
N.S.S. Thanks for good wishes for the Freethinker and its 
staff.

“  The Sarsfield Family."—Four copies of the paper in one 
household is excellent. Leaving the extra copies for others 
is an excellent plan and one that frequently brings new 
readers.

S. Musty.—Delighted to receive a family subscription for 
reasons that are not in the least connected with finance. 
It is an indication of promise for the future. We are 
flattered by your high opinion of The Other Side of Death 
and Theism or Atheism? We do not know any way in 
which we could have better spent our life than in the way 
we have done.

W. H. Hicks.—Pleased to know that you look forward to the 
weekly visits .of the Freethinker with so much pleasure. 
Thanks for cheque.

N. Richardson.—»-We have been asked by a number not to 
close the Fund too early, and while we do not desire to keep 
it hanging on indefinitely it will be open long enough for 
all to subscribe who wish to do so.

Wallace Allan.—Thanks. Shall appear soon. We should be 
glad to see an article from your friend.

J. Robertson.—Hope to see you at Glasgow. , Sorry to hear 
of your illness.

FI. Dawson.—The figures were not ours, and we took them to 
cover the number, of Freethinkers who might reasonably be 
expected to join in a concerted movement for pushing the 
Freethinker. In the wider sense we should say there 
would be quite 3,000,000 of unbelievers in this country. 
With the majority the power of social convention seems too 
much for their mental health.
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A. W. B. Shaw.—We see no cause for your belittling your 
help. If all were as ready as yourself we should be in quite 
a flourishing condition. The high estimation in which the 
Freethinker is held by yourself and others repays us for 
anything we have done or may do.

A. D. Corrick.— We shall be pleased to send them out if you 
will let us have the names and addresses. Delighted to 
have your appreciation of the paper.

II. G.—Please don’t give us away, or we shall have several 
million infuriated Scots and Welshmen down upon us. We 
will try and remember in the future that England is an 
island surrounded—or shall we say submerged?—by Scotch 
and Welsh.

John F oot.—Very sorry to hear of your illness, shall hope to 
hear soon you are about again, and perhaps to meet you 
in the flesh. We intend using your comments on the Bishop 
and Bethnal Green. Mr. Lloyd’s pen will still remain active 
even though the amount of travelling he does is limited. 
We share your high opinion of his work for Freethouglit.

M. Barnard & “  Cine Cere.” —Next week. Crowded out of 
this issue.

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

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

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

When the services of the National Secular Society in connec
tion with Secular Burial Services are required, all communi
cations should be addressed to the Secretary Miss E. M. 
Vance, giving as long notice as possible.

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

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

All Cheques and Postal Orders should be made payable to 
"  The Pioneer Press ”  and crossed “  London, City and 
Midland Bank, 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 
by marking the passages to which they wish us to call 
attention.

The "  Freethinker "  will be forwarded direct from the pub
lishing office at the following rates (Home and Abroad):— 
One year 15s.; half year, 7s. 6d.; three months, 3s. gd.

Sugar Plums.

A slip of the pen in last week’s issue made us announce 
Mr. Cohen’s lectures to-day as being delivered in Salford. 
They will be delivered in the Town Hall, Pendleton. In 
the afternoon at 3, the subject will be “  A Search for 
God,”  and in the evening at 6.30, “  Freethought, the 
Freethinker, and the Churches.”  Good meetings are an
ticipated, and we hope these anticipations will be realized. 
Manchester friends will please note that a Swindon or 
Peudlebury car from Deansgate will set them down at 
the door of the Town Hall. Next Sunday, October 14, 
Mr. Cohen will visit Glasgow. This will be the first 
special lecture of the season, but the Branch will have a 
musical evening to-day (October 7) in the Shop Assist
ants’ Hall, 297 Ar^yle Street.

Disgusting as it must be to all right thinking persons 
we were not very greatly surprised to find that a religious 
service was held over the body of Lord Morley. Accord
ing to the newspapers the clergyman officiating did so 
at the request of Lady Morley, who left it to his taste 
and discretion to arrange the service. All we can say is 
that very little taste was shown in permitting a clergy
man to officiate over the body of a man who was by con
viction in direct opposition to the views held by every 
Church in Christendom, and appeared to have a genuine 
contempt for the position and function of the parson of 
the modern,Christian Church. Legally, Lady Morley had 
the fullest right to have over her husband’s dead body 
whatever service she felt inclined to order or permit. 
Morally, such a service is an insult to the memory of the 
dead man and a disregard of every canon of intellectual

integrity. Nothing could be more disgusting than a 
clergyman mouthing a religious service over a man who 
believed in neither a God nor a soul, who held that the 
whole of the Christian religion could be explained out of 
existence, and who looked forward to the race being one 
day civilized enough to replace the worship of God with 
the service of humanity. Perhaps if prominent Free
thinkers made their opinions more fearlessly known while 
they were alive there would be less liberties taken with 
their bodies after they are dead. A  religion that de
veloped a sense of self-respect would decline to lend itself 
to such miserable tricks.

The newly formed Bolton Branch of the N.S.S. held its 
first meeting on Sunday last in the Co-operative Hah- 
Mr. Finlon lectured on “  Co-operation in Relation to 
Freethought.”  To-day (October 7) the speaker will be 
Mr. J. Paulden, who will lecture on “  The Sources of 
Political Power in their relation to Freethought ” ; the 
time is 10.30. We hope that all Bolton friends will be 
present and bring someone with them.

The open-air work in London is nearing its close, 
in South London the Branch concluded its open-aim 
ings with a demonstration at which 
Bonner was one of the principal speakers.

and 
niect-

Mrs. . Bradlaugh
We are glad

to learn that the attendance was a very large one, and that 
the speeches were listened to with attention and apprecia
tion. The Branch will continue its work during the 
winter, particulars of which will be found in our Lecture 
Guide column.

The Bethnal Green Branch has decided to carry on its 
lectures in Victoria Park during October, Mr. Corrigan 
will be there every Sunday at 4. Finsbury Park has 
also come to the same conclusion, and North Loudon 
Freethinkers will have an opportunity of listening to-day 
to Mr. A. B. Moss. Mr. Rosetti and Mr, Whitehead will 
lecture there on the following Sundays. Particulars wd 
be found week by week in the Guide for meetings.

North London has had a very successful season in 
Regents Park, and now resumes its indoor meetings_at 
the St. Pancras Reform Club. The Branch is arranging 
a series of open debates, the first of which will take place 
this evening (October 7). North London Freethinkers 
should do what they can to support these meetings and 
advertise them among their friends. The subject Rr 
discussion to-day is “  The Limits of Parental Control i'1 
Matters of Religious Opinion.”  That topic should pror’e 
of special interest to women.

We have before called attention to the fact that Mr. 
Coombes, of 7 Kentish Town Road, opposite the Camden 
Town Tube .Station, makes a point of displaying the 
Freethinker and other of our publications^ He will ob
tain any pamphlet or book to order, and Freethinkers 1)1 
the locality might make it a point of calling at his shop- 
He also carries on the business of a tobacconist.

Mr. Whitehead has concluded his “  mission ”  at 
Plymouth, and reports good meetings during the paS*" 
week. The fact that his visit coincided with that of the 
Church Congress was, as our religious friends would say> 
“  Providential.”  It is at least as good an instance 0* 
providential action as we have come across, and the meet
ings will have lost none of their usefulness on that 
account. Messrs. Hicks and Churchill officiated as chair
men at the meetings.

Mr. LI03M had, as we expected, capital meetings -T 
Failswortli on Sunday last. During the evening the 
meeting had an added interest given by Mr. Lloyd 
“  nam ing”  an infant, the sou of Mr. and Mrs. T a yl°r- 
Both parents are members of an old family of Failsworth 
Frethinkers, and we trust the child will grow up true to 
the principles of its parents. It will be no fault of their» 
if it does not.
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Human Systems.
Ah Love ! could you and I with Fate conspire 
1 ° grasp this sorry Scheme of Things entire,

Would not we shatter it to bits—and then 
Re-mould it nearer to the Heart’s Desire !

old Persian philosopher’s longing for complete 
envisagement of the scheme of things is doubtless as 
itsenSe to' day as it is impossible of attainment. Still 

sorry nature is evident enough from a glance at the 
°tioniic, industrial and social conditions on all hands,

and it 
the

may not be amiss to consider what appears to 
Writer to be one of the most salient defects in the 

°f things at present.
his is the assumption, scarcely questioned outside 

ofe tanks of the New Economists, that only the labour 
j individuals entitles them to purchasing-power. It 

111 the words of Major Douglas, “  the root assump- 
. n mf a world-philosophy, which may yet bring 

^Wlization to its deatli-grapple,”  and which “  denies 
. recognition to the social nature of the heritage of 

Utilization.”
anyone who will investigate this heritage— who 

hi trace the long history of the discovery and the 
rHessing of the forces of Nature, culminating 
eh every-day wonders as electric light and power, 
utvay and motor transport, steam ships, aerial craft, 
~rays, “  Yeoman ”  wheat, anaesthetics and aseptic 
tgery; wireless telegraphy and telephony— to men- 

.r0li but a few modern triumphs— it would appear that,
man is “  the heir of the ages,”  this inheritance is a

kacy which should' render him wealthy beyond
Pleasure.

f't the days, not so very long ago, before the use 
solar dynamic energy— in the form of water-power 

a,1d the various kinds of heat engines— it was possible 
y die aid of human muscular energy to produce goods 

f lHl services sufficient to provide a standard of living 
many respects more tolerable than obtains to-da\q 

len the energy available is thousands of times
greater.
f Surely the men and women of to-day, with the skill 
0 aPply all this energy, should be able to satisfy the 

aormai requirements, and partake of the luxuries of 
, 0 to an extent vastly beyond that possible even one 
((lffidred years ago. It is true, of course, that we have

the pictures ”  and the Daily Mail, but.......
f'o come down to the individual; if the out-of-work 

CJc'Service man, tramping the countryside in the vain 
^deavour to obtain purchasing-power by the sale of 
 ̂ êvv packets of shop-soiled stationery, is one of the111e'rs of the ages,

f lle to him as an individual, 
to

there should be somewhere a legacy 
But he is quite unable 

materialize it— to translate it into wealth in any 
l̂aPe or form. Unless, perchance, the Goddess of 

. °rtune should admit him to the ranks of those 
,av°ured beings who toil forty-seven hours per week 
°r a w age!

• ^ e  are not infrequently told that unless we all work 
’” 1 much greater keenness and ability, and strain 

fVcry nerve to improve our industrial output, we shall 
d to maintain the bulk of our population at much 
°ve starvation level. And this, forsooth, is the out- 

°°k for the people of an empire which possesses not 
s y aH the raw materials and other resources neces- 
s u f  °̂r ^le Idghest degree of civilization, but plant, 

and intelligence of no mean order.
Why.— jn the name of all that is ludicrous, why-—  
°uld we “  strain every nerve ”  when the most con- 
ryative experts admit that less than three hours 

j 0rk per person, between the ages of eighteen and 
°rty-five, Per day. efficiently organized and intelli- 

ntly co-ordinated, will be ample to provide our whole 
PUlation with all the necessaries and very many of 

Qc luxuries of life ?,

If, then, we insist upon work, as conceived by the 
modern Eabour leader and capitalist alike, as the only 
title to purchasing-power, we get a state of affairs in 
which the making of work is a desirable end in itself, 
so long as purchasing-power can be distributed 
thereby. We get a state of affairs in which one section 
of the community profits by the losses of another 
section. For instance, when anyone accidentally 
breaks some article— let us say a dish— it is not un
common, after the first momentary annoyance, for 
such a person to observe, by way of consolation, “  Ah 
well, the folk who make dishes have got to live ; it’s 
an ill wind, etc.”  Now the replacement of that dish 
by a new one necessitates the expenditure of energy- 
units on the part’of a number of persons, and unless 
those persons enjoy making and transporting dishes, 
and prefer this method of occupying their time to any 
other, this expenditure of energy is a misfortune ; and 
a rational economic system should account it a loss to 
all concerned and a gain to none.

Further, this insistence on human labour renders 
scientific discovery, as applied to industry, the deadly 
enemy of the worker, since it aims at displacing his 
efforts by those of machines, and utilizing other and 
mightier sources of energy than are available in human 
muscles. Eet no one imagine, however, that this is 
an argument for a return to the pre-machine age. To 
occupy ten hours with human labour over work which 
a machine can accomplish in ten minutes is patently 
absurd. It would amount to the surrender of our 
inheritance. Moreover, we shall be told that the use 
of the machine frees the vrorker for other enterprises. 
If these enterprises were .of his own volition, well and 
good ; but under the existing system the worker either 
finds himself tied to the machine for as long hours as 
he worked previously, or squeezed out of industry and 
then denied purchasing-power because he does not 
work.

A  “  sorry scheme of things ”  indeed ! Is it, how
ever, necessary to “  shatter it to bits ”  before we can 
“  remould it nearer to the heart’s desire ”  ?

Mr. G. B. Shaw, in Major Barbara, makes one of 
his characters, Andrew Undershaft, say: —

What do we do here when we spend years of work 
and thought and thousands of pounds of solid cash 
on a new gun or an aerial battleship that turns' out 
just a hairsbreadth wrong after all ? Scrap it. Scrap 
it without wasting another hour or another pound on 
it. Well, you have made for yourself something that 
you call a morality or a religion or what not. It 
doesn’t fit the facts. Well, scrap it. Scrap it, and 
get one that does fit. That is what is wrong with the 
world at present. It scraps its obsolete steam engines 
and dynamos; but it won’t scrap its old prejudices 

■ and its old moralities, and its old religions and its old 
political constitutions. W hat’s the result ? In 
machinery it does very w ell; but in morals and re
ligion and politics it is working at a loss that brings 
it nearer baukruptej. every year.

In passing, one might observe here that engineers 
arc not quite the ruthless individuals which Mr. Shaw 
portrays. Any body of engineers who designed and 
built a complex machine with a margin of failure, so 
small as almost to spell success would certainly not 
scrap it. They would probably run an exhaustive 
series of trials with it, and the experience obtained as 

result would be reflected in the designs for sub
sequent product. -

But this by the way. What is of vastly more im
portance is the lack of sufficient distinction between 
systems and products of systems. You can scrap a 
steam engine and dynamo, but you cannot scrap, out 
of hand, the systems of mechanical and electrical en
gineering of which they are a product.

With systems, whether economic, financial, political 
or religious, it must be realized that, so long as they
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serve a definite human need, any attempt to scrap the 
system is perilously likely to end in scrapping 
humanity, or that portion of it served by the system. 
And though some of our Communist friends have been 
credited in certain quarters with considerable am
bitions in this respect, still the policy of scrapping the 
human race as a solution for all its ills— albeit a com
plete and final solution— has so far failed to elicit any 
widespread enthusiasm amongst social reformers in 
general.

There arc only two courses open. Either the need 
must be eliminated or the system modified. The first 
alternative, which is the Freethinker’s objective in 
respect to religious systems, is obviously ruled out in 
relation to the economic system, and we are faced with 
the problem of introducing modifications into the 
existing system which, without any dislocation, will 
enable it to function efficiently.

Those who have examined the proposals associated 
with the name of Major Douglas must surely have been 
struck with the insignificance of the modifications in 
relation to the magnitude of the benefits to be ob
tained. These proposals do not contemplate any 
sudden changes in either the methods or personnel of 
production, and even existing banks would find .their 
services valuable. The vital modification lies in the 
manner of issuing credit, and existing institutions can 
be utilized to this end to a considerable extent.

This great social inheritance to which we are heirs 
represents an enormous capital upon which a dividend 
can be paid to all shareholders. The mechanism for 
accomplishing this— for gradually supplementing, and 
to some extent supplanting, the wage by the dividend 
— is a technical matter, and does not for the moment 
concern us here.

What we need to realize is that if fifteen persons 
can supply all the requirements of one hundred, then 
the sensible thing to do is to arrange that the fifteen 
persons best qualified to undertake the supply shall do 
so, upon mutually satisfactory terms. Then, having 
ensured that the hundred persons shall have the goods 
and services which they need, the manner in which 
the eighty-five may elect to occupy their time should 
be left to those eighty-five to decide. But it is absurd 
to prejudice the efficiency of the productive machinery 
by any attempt to insert these eighty-five persons into 
the mechanism.

If we are fully to utilize all our resources we have 
to recognize that there is simply not room in industry 
— b}r which is meant co-operative industry financed 
from public credit— for more than a fraction, and a 
decreasing fraction, of the community.

This great legacy of the past can be materialized to 
all in the present through the application of the social 
credit principles. In the words of Major Douglas : —  

The community creates all the credit there is ; 
there is nothing whatever to prevent the community 
entering into its own and dwelling therein except it 
shall be by sheer demonstrated inability to seize the 
opportunity which at this very moment lies open to 
i t ; an opportunity which if seized and used aright 
would within ten years reduce class-war to an ab
surdity and politics to the status of a disease.

A. W. C o lem a n .

There is a French mot to the effect that the prime use 
of language is to disguise thought— that is to deceive 
one’s neighbours as to one’s real opinions. It could have 
been said with at least equal accuracy that one of the 
functions of language is to hide from oneself what one’s 
actual opinions arc. To myriads of people the use of cer
tain stereotyped words serves to hide the fact either that 
they have no genuine opinion at all on that particular 
subject, or that the opinion expressed is not the only 
one they hold.— Peter Simple.

Correspondence.

RELIGION AND SCIENCE.
To the E ditor  of the “  F reethinker.”

S ir ,— The question asked by your correspondent, 
Seeker After Truth,”  is fair enough to deserve an an suer. 
It is admittedly not easy to contemplate rationally lC 
attributes of a Divine Being, but those Freethinkers u ° 
seriously Study the universe would do well to think 00  ̂
freely and long before they assume the responsibility w 
denying the existence of any Designing and Gui 11 r. 
Mind. My answer to the question raised, about how. Per 
fection can be ascribed to a Being free from the shgn e!̂  
tendency to wrong-doing, is answered I think by clainn'L 
as reasonable the proposition that a man can only be sa 
to have become perfect, when, notwithstanding his P°" 
of going wrong, he never exercises that power, but always 
and under all circumstances acts rightly. It is not ’ . 
physical impossibility of going wrong, but the utter 
security of never utilizing it, that constitutes what to a 
of us must seem an unattainable perfection. ^

The subject of a further question, about ecclesiastics 
hierarchical versions of Christianity, I have dealt wi 
sufficiently in the concluding section, especially the co 
eluding chapter, of Man and the Universe.

Oliver  L odge.

QUESTIONS.
of tl'cS ir ,— I have been greatly interested in a copy 

Freethinker, sent to me anonymously through the Po:? ’ 
and I shall take the paper every week now and he1icc 
forth. On a second-hand bookstall, this afternoon, I ca 
across and bought a copy of Mr. Bradlaugh’s Doubts 
Dialogue, and have been much interested in reading• 0 ■ 'Pail'
dialogue between an Atheist and a Pantheist, as ' 
theism is somewhat fashionable amongst certain Pe0t̂ _ 
who desire to pose as “  advanced thinkers ”  with°ut 1 j 
curring the odium of “  being Atheistic.”  On page 3 1. 
Doubts in Dialogue the Pantheist says, “  Spinoza 1Tiall̂ _ 
tained the infinity of intelligence; do you contend 11< 
infinite implies unconditional?”  *

The Atheist (Mr. Brndlaugh) replies, “  Yes, aiic  ̂
affirm that it is impossible to think intelligence, excel  ̂
as characteristic or characteristics of organism or ofg_ 
isms. Nor is it possible to think infinity as percervho 
there would then be no distinguishment between Pcl 
ccivcr and perceived.”

I have underlined the last few words because my a'" 
cully is that I myself, as an organic unity can and ( 
perceive my own limbs. If I had my legs cut off I nng 
survive and survey my own arms, and also viy legs l 
they were mummified). I should be very grateful to y°11 
if you could kindly, through j’our “  Answers to Corre 
poudents ”  column, give me a little help in my think ik
on this subject of personality— personality, despite accl
dent and change. My question is, what is the I Whid1

11kcan survey my own limbs, whether attached to the tru 
or detached by accident ? Thanking you in anticipati011’

E lementary S tudent-

[It is impossible to answer the questions put in the aba' 
m a couple of sentences. To attempt to do so would o 
lead to misunderstanding. But we may say two thing* 
First, conscious personality centres in the fact of menioD

person that previous .When we say, “  I am the . same ■ vioi'Sexisted,”  all we mean is that we have a memory of prevl . 
states of consciousness. Where there is an absence of t  ̂
kind of memory the experiences passed through form no p- 
of our conscious selves. And in cases of disease where 1 
memory of the past is destroyed, a new personality has to 
created or built out of new experiences. With regard to 
quotation from Spinoza it does not quite correctly ?lv£ 
Spinoza’s position. What lie argued for was one substa 
with infinite modes. We know two of these modes. One ^  
these is extension, perceived now as matter and n°'v1 , . . -i ff jigs
motion, the other is mind. But the Spmoztic minu 
nothing to do with immortality. It is a mode of substai  ̂
and substantially that is the Atheistic position. Spinoza.“ 
own description of what he means by infinite applied to 
“ modes ” is “ having no limit.” This is a big subject to p 
in a few lines, but we have done our best.—E ditor.]
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t h e  v a l u e  o f  s n o b b e r y .
ka IRj * am more pleased by Mr. Hands’ letter than 
thinp -Jeen any*-hing for a very long time. And so lie 
a ,, vS Wearing a camisole over dirty underclothes an 
WellT êcfPt'on> and no evidence of snobbery. Well 
fo ’>, <luite a different thing from wearing "p h i
atUls ^ one does not play “  goff ” — I believe that is the 

epted pronunciation. I am glad he sees snobbery is on 
it'0 lllc.rease as I believe it to be. I dislike it, but I think 

possible that it is an evidence of a really useful emotion 
lime'1 a i>elverted expression by the false standards of the 
on ^  course the article was intended satirically to 
“jphasize that point of view.

iin p1USt. thank Mr. Hands for the mighty compliment 
g,.  ̂ !eci in the “  soft impeachment ”  of his last parâ  

P > but I hesitate to accept it— such is my modesty.

G. E. F ussei.L.

and I cannot correct Mr. Outlier’s excerpts. In essen
tials they are correct. But I do not contend that Jesus 
was a Communist and Anarchist. I say something very 
like that, but there is a difference and a distinction.

Personally, I would like to have a friendly discussion 
on the public platform with a fellow Freethinker as to 
whether a person called Jesus Christ did live. It is ob
vious, I do not mean a God, only a man. I think the 
discussion could be interesting in the scholarship, the 
thought, and the research it would open up, rather than 
for the actual value of the immediate subject of debate. 
No Christian could discuss the matter with scholarship 
or usefulness, but we might do so ourselves. I am pre
pared to uphold the affirmative.

However, whether Jesus lived or not, the religion asso
ciated with his name is of no importance, and Atheism is 
the proper foundation of all healthy intellectual activity.

Guy A. A i.dred.

Sir,.
TH E D E V IL ’S CHAPLAIN.

~I was interested to read Mr. Cutner’s comment
c , ln7  “ biography ”  of Robert Taylor published in your 

Unuis. I have not the Dicgesis by me as I sent it 
few months back to Sir Walter Strickland in 

s exico- Perhaps when he sees this discussion, he will 
y.Whether my impression is correct or not. My im 

v ess'°n is that Taylor does collect, in the Dicgesis, a 
ai  ̂ a?T10unt °f data hi support of the astro-myth theory 
pla -^S contention that the personality of Christ is 
W1 l̂atasm from Pagan saviours. His Devil’s Pulpit 

hst racy in parts, and forced in its humour in other 
y s> is much inferior. It argues brilliance but some 
f ,es suggests shallowness. The Diegesis is less racy 
j y learned, and reveals depth. I am quite sure my 

Pfession is correct, for I have studied the Dicgesis often 
ij/ bave consulted it at distances of months and years 

ffuite different moods, always with the same result and
E viction
,, f̂i'- Cutner doubts if the Devil’s Pulpit would stand 

c lest of modern criticism. In the main, yes, as to its 
''elusions, though its style is not too pleasing always. 

th'VaS itluc® interested— I believe modern affectation uses 
j. Word “  intrigued ” — to note in re-reading Eusebius 

: be, with some other apologists, contended that not 
y “ Christ !” — which is a title or office and need not 

jj afe to any one person— but also “  Jesus ” — which is a 
ha'116—WaS f°resllacl°wecl in the Old Testament, and he 

S. a great chapter identifying “  Jesus ”  with “  Joshua.”  
ls obvious that Taylor, who founds his theory partly 

q. Parallels like this, is interpreting the views of the 
^ lllreli Fathers and not wresting facts from their con

^  quite agree, and emphasize again the fact, that no 
• "Jstiau apologist has ever answered Taylor’s smashing 
Mietjnent of the Christian religion. That does not 

e ?ct the question whether a man called Jesus Christ ever 
^ ,sted. Taylor actually attacked the finished Christ 
„.'yfb, the half if not completely deified saviour of the 
p f b  century. This Christ had been grafted into the 

agan deities. But he does not grapple with tliegrowing 
°"ception of Jesus’s character, with the person whom the 
a'lier Christians and the heresiarchs believed in ; a 

(V'be different individual. I quite agree that even thisMir'
fina
i(jlrist nexer existed; but, as I have shown elsewhere, 
. 1<lUy we all become myths. Orthodoxy on the one 

â,1d, Christ Church established, and Taylor, the Free- 
°Uglit critic on the other, agreed on a certain concep- 

-p°n- The one side said this Christ had existed, and 
r 'lylor, with much wealth of learning, and rigor of 

^soiling, showed that no such person ever could have 
“ 'sted. I’osterity will applaud Taylor, 

tlî . S t°  fbe Nazareth and Bethlehem births, seeing that 
L is founded on a forgery, and supported by a

s obvious that there never was a Bethlehem birth, 
y  pamphlet from which Mr. Cutner quotes I trace

reas:

jn’ 1(- is obvious that there never was a Bethlehem
t, fbe pamphlet from which Mr. Cutner quotes! 1 ___

a date of this invention. The Nazareth birth is more 
°nable as it is not strained to support a miracle and

ajsts not rest on a forgery. I am open to believe that 
I h° llever occurred if Mr. Cutner wishes to .convert me. 
So aVe 110 bias in fbe matter. But I do not wish to spoil 

j  d criticism by unnecessary scepticism. 
regret all my copies of the pamphlet are in Glasgow

Church. W indow s.

Give me the sunlight,
Or I feel me half-dead.
Holding myself erect,
Among living things shall I ramble,
Not amble
Along like some timorous insect,
Or being, bowed with a fearsome dread
Of a Judgment shamble......
Slinking around as I tread.
I hate church windows at sight 
Or symbol-thought of them ;
They seem to sicken the sight 
Of those mortal men 
And women 
Who spread
Themselves couchant within
Each musty, mirky house of prayerful meeting 
They frequent: each sheep-fold for fearsome bleeting. 
Over conscious of each silly sin 
They imagine
The Unknown and Unknowable 
Will prove pardonable.
There they’re bowing to god or gods thej  ̂ claim 
Of holy grace and holy name,
Asking in tones of fearful dread 
Forgiveness of the Sin......
The vital sin of living, daring to live, and condemn 
Those who, like I, ramble without,
And find more sanity in the S u n ;
More real health and fellow-feeling and joy where’er 
Than in [he glows,
The church encircled by angel-scattered windows.

C. B. W a r w ic k .

Obituary.

On Thursday, .September 27, the remains of our old 
and valued friend and co-worker, Mr. Frederick Wood, 
were cremated at West Norwood Crematorium, when a 
large number of relatives and friends, as well as represen
tatives of the Cab Drivers’ Union, the South London 
.Secular Society, the National Secular Society, and other 
kindred bodies, attended to pay their last token of regard 
for one who, in life, had done all in his power to promote 
the happiness and well-being of his fellows. Mr. 
Frederick Wood in his early life was a cab driver, and in 
the ’eighties had on many occasions driven the famous 
Charles Bradlaugh to the Hall of Science during his great 
Parliamentary struggles and used to tell how when 
Bradlaugh tendered his fare, he Mr. Wood begged of the 
great Freethinker to keep it to “  fight the bigots ”  with. 
Although in later years Mr. Wood changed his occupa
tion, he always kept up his connection with the cab 
drivers and was a generous supporter of their Union, and 
it is no wonder, therefore, that oil the occasion of his 
funeral a large number of T axi’s followed the carriages

1
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to the cemetery, and the traffic along the route had on 
several occasions to be held up to let the large procession 
of vehicles pass. Mr. Frederick Wood was a very active 
and zealous supporter of the Freethouglit movement, and 
in his time distributed thousands of pamphlets in support 
of the cause he had so much at heart. l ie  was a director 
of the Secular Society, Limited, and for many years a 
very active member of the Executive of the National 
Secular Society. A bom optimist, he was also blessed 
with a fine sense of humour and frequently made his 
colleagues laugh by his smart and humorous sayings. 
But beneath all his humour there was great earnestness 
of purpose. He was an ardent anti-vaccinationist and a 
Malthusian, but a Freethinker above and through all. 
His connection with the National Secular Society dated 
from 1881, and he valued that more than all. Being once 
asked which of the three Presidents he had served under 
he considered the best, he replied, “  All of them.”  He 
was persistent in his attendance at meetings, where he 
was always ready to assist in the sale of literature or in 
other ways. Any Freetliouglit speaker who came into 
conflict with the police could always reckon on Mr. Wood’s 
ready assistance. Mr. Wood leaves a widow, two sons and 
a daughter to mourn his loss. Mr. A. B. Moss conducted 
the service in the chapel in the presence of a very large 
gathering. When he mounted the pulpit and read the 
beautiful Secular Service written by the late Austin 
Holyoake, supplemented by a few well chosen remarks 
of his own, they were listened to with profound attention, 
and many who heard the service for the first time seemed 
profoundly impressed by the wise and rational character 
of the address. Although it was against the expressed 
wish of Mr. Wood that there should be any floral tributes 
sent, they came in such abundance from the Cab Drivers’ 
Union and others that the family had no option but to 
accept them, and the coffin was literally covered with 
them. It was, however, intended to send them to some 
hospital as soon as the funeral ceremony was over. His 
aged wife, herself in delicate health, will receive the sym
pathy of all in her bereavement, as also will his sons, 
who bid fair to follow in their father’s steps. Apprecia
tive notices of Mr. Wood appeared in the South London 
newspapers.— A. B. M.

National Secular Society.

R eport op E xecutive M eeting H ei,d on 
September 27, 1923.

The President, Mr. C. Cohen, in the chair. Also 
present : Messrs. Corrigan, Moss, Neate, 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 Birmingham, 
Swansea, Preston, West Ham, and the Parent Society.

The financial situation was discussed and, following the 
recent heavy expenditure on propaganda, it was resolved 
to request the Trustees to transfer a further sum to the 
current account.

Correspondence was received from various towns, ask
ing for a visit from the President and the offer of a motor- 
caravan, suitable for provincial propaganda, was con
sidered and regretfully declined owing to the season and 
the present financial position.

It was agreed that Friars Hall be booked for four 
Sundays in November, and that further information be 
obtained as to small halls in the North and North East 
districts.

It was also reported that Mr. Whitehead’s successful 
five months’ tour closed on September 30.

Much sorrow was expressed on hearing of the death of 
the Executive’s old and valued member, Mr. F. Wood, 
whose unswerving interest and honesty and whose genial 
presence would long be missed. The Secretary was in
structed to convey the unanimous sympathy of those 
present to his bereaved family. E. M. V ance,

General Secretary.

S U N D A Y  < L E C T U R E  N O T IC E S , 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.

North London Branch N.S.S. (St. Pancras Reform Club, 
15 Victoria Road, N.W., off Kentish Town Road) : 7.30. °P^n 
Discussion on “  The Limits of Parental Authority in the 
Matter of Religious Opinions.”

South L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Trade Union Hall, 3° Brix" 
ton Road, S.W.q) : 7, A Social; Instrumental and Vocal Music, 
Recitals.

South L ondon E thical Society (Oliver Goldsmith School, 
Peckham Road, S.E.) : 7, A. Linecar, “ Dead Souls ”  (Nicholai 
Gogol).

South Place Ethical Society (South Place, Moorgate,
K.C.2) : 11, Right Hon. John M. Robertson, “ The Theology 
of Earthquakes.”

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

fountain) : 4, Mr. F. P. Corrigan, a Lecture.
F insbury Park .— u . 15, Mr. A. B. Moss, “ Man and Evol“' 

tion.”
COUNTRY.

Indoor.
Birmingham Branch N.S.S. (Brassworkers’ Hall, 7°

.Street) : 7, Mr. E. Clifford Williams, “ Christianity, the he 
ligion of Sword and Flame.”

Bolton Branch N.S.S. (Co-operative Hall) : 10.30, 
I’auklen, “  The Sources of Political Power in their Rek410 
to Freethought.”

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Town Hall, Pendleton) : ^  
Chapman Cohen, 3, “  A Search for God 6.30, “  Freethoug»4’ 
the Freethinker, and the Churches.”

BOOKS FOR SAFE.

Robertson, G. C., Bismarck, 1918 .........  ...
Carpenter, Ed., Pagan and Christian Creeds, 1920 
Haynes, E. S. P., Religious Persecution, 1904 
Middleton Conyers, A Free Inquiry, 1749
Hayes, W., Walt. Whitman, 1922.......................
The Indictment 0/ War: An Anthology, 1919 
Morgan, T. C., The Moral Philosophy of Freethoughi 
Voluey, Ruins of Empires, Eng. tr., second ed., 1795 

„  »1 »» », 1» 1819̂
James Thomson (B.V.), Biographical and Critical

Studies, 1893 ............................................ ... ••
Buchanan, Robert, Ballad of Mary the Mother, 1893
W. Wundt, Introduction to Psychology, 1912...............
Hugh Eliot, Herbert Spencer (Makers of the Nine

teenth Century) ........................................................
Schenz, Albert, Anti-pragmatism, 1910 ......................
Evans, E. P., Criminal Prosecution and Capital Punish

ment of Animals, 1906 ...........................................
Mangan, Jas. C., German Anthology, a series of trans

lations from the -German poets, 2 vols., Dublin,
1S45 .......................................................................

Hunt, Leigh, The Religion of the Heart, 1st èd., 1853 
Post free—

F. W., c/o Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street

4
5

E.C-4

HOW TO DRESS WEFL on a minimum expc41̂ r
ture will be shown you if you will send a postca* 

our Gents’ A to G Book, suits from 54s.; our Gents’ H 1 M
Book, suits from 92s.; or our Overcoat Book, prices from 46s-

Ladies, ask for our Illustrated Costume and Coat Book, 
titmes from 52s., coats from 44s. We shall prove to 3'°u . j  
very well we have satisfied others. You are sincerely ac4' 
to write now : MacconnelL & Mabe, New Street, Bakeweh-

LATEST N.S.S. BADGE— A single Pa°sy 
flower, size as shown; artistic and neat desig14 
in enamel and silver; permanent in colon* >
has been the silent means of introducing maoy

19*kindred spirits. Brooch or Stud Fastening! 
post free. Special terms to Branches.—

The General Secretary, N.S.S., 62 Farringdon Street, B-C-4-
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W E e r e to Obtain the “ Freethinker.”

The following is not a complete UsT of other
s"Pply the “ Freethinker,”  and we s M l be o b ij i ^  ob_
addresses for publication. The "  ̂ or'railw ay bookstall, tamed, on order from any newsagent o

“ FREETHINKER” POSTERS will be supplied 
»gents on application to the Pioneer Press, 61 F g 

Street, London, E.C.9.

LONDON.
B. X. Pendrill, 26 Bushfield Street, Bishopsgate N- 

Papier, 86 Commercial Street. B. Rndernian, /i I l^ w r  
Street; Spitalfields. J. Knight & Co., 3 f^pple ^  
Barking. W. H. Smith & Sou, Seven King 
Station Bookstall. W. Holt, 617 Rea Bridge Koad,, ^ > ‘0 ; 
H. W. Harris, 22 Chant Street, Stratford. Mr. Francis, 
714 Romford Road, Manor Park.

R-C— w. S. Dexter, 6 Byward Street.
Clerkenwell Road. Mr. Siveridge, 88 
J- J. Jaques, 191 Old Bond Street.

Rose & Co., 133 
Fendimeli Street.

R
G. Walker & Son, 84 Grove Road, Holloway. Mr. Keogh, 

' even Sisters Road (near Finsbury Park). Mr. West, New 
°ad, Lower Fdnionton. T. Perry', 17 Fore Street, Edmon- 

otl- H. Hampton, 80 Holloway Road. Sir. A. Gremson, 
^ 33 Westbury Avenue, Wood Green, N.22.

'3Y' W. I. Tarbart, 5 Fortress Road, Kentish Town. W. 
°yd, 5 Falkland Road, Kentish Town. C. Webber, 96 
’SBgate Road, Kentish Town. F. L. Coombes, 8 Kentish 

s loWn Road.
H. Vullick, 1 Tyler Street, East Greenwich. Mr 

ayton, High Street, Woodside, South Norwood. W. 
sdrews, 35 Meetinghouse Lane, Peckliam. W. Law, 
Vondale Road, Peckhain. IF. Peirce & Co., 50 High Street 

Sydenham, S.E.26. 
j — R- Offer, 58 Kenyon »Street, Fulham. A. Toleman, 34 
jattersea Rise. A. Green, 29 Felsham Road, Putney. F

W

IV 500 Fulham Road. F. Lucas, 683 Fulham Road.Tocke,
Mr. Fox, 154 King Street, Hammersmith. Mr. Harvey. 

* Becklow Road, Shepherds Bush. Mr. Baker, Northfield 
flvenue, West Ealing. Thomas Dunbar, 82 Seaford Road

wT-Ealing-■ '--- J. Bull, 24 Grays Inn Road.

4 bER;
A-Yr

COUNTRY.
bEENSHlRE.—J. Grieg, 16 Marischol Street, Peterhead. 
—Homer McCririck, 236 High Street.

WRow-in-FurneSS.—J. Jowett, 56 Forshaw Street. E. L 
Jowett, 84 Dalton Road.
ATlJ— C. F. Sutton, 16 Union Passage, and 10 Abbey Church
Yard.

^ ccees.—C. Chase, Station Road. 
irRENhead.—Mr. Halliday, Boundary Road, Port Sunlight. 
IrMingham.—J. C. Aston, 39-40 Smallbrook Street. A. G 
Beacon & Co., 67 & 68 Wocester Street. F. Holder, 42 
karst Street Mr. Benton, High Street, Erdington. Mr. 
Riniber, Ash Road Post Office, Saltley. Thomas Smith & 
Sons, 19-21 Corporation Street. Messrs. Stanford & Mann, 
72 New Street.

°Won.—II. Basnett, Church Street, Westhougliton. Mr. 
Siins, Bradshawgate. George Bennett, Great Moor Street 
Mr. Beardswortli, 144 Deansgate.

BRadford.—H. Beaumont & Sou, 37 & 71 Sticker Lane, 
Raisterdyke.
RJGaxoN.—W. Hillman, 4 Little Western Street. 

“ Mstoc.—W. H. Smith & Son, Victoria Street. 
rOxburn.—-Misses Wallace, Main Street.

CarDifp._ w . II. Smith & Son, Penartli Road. A. Clarke, 26 
Wood Street.

^Arsiialton.—Mr. Simmons, 29 North Street.
^WHam.—T. Partis, 277 High Street.
RREEtEKHAM.—S. Norris, Ambrose Street.
G’-'llompton.—A. W. Clitsome, The Square.

ERbyshire.—Mr. Featherstone, Chapel-en-le-Firth. Mr. 
oytiton, Market Hall, Derby. Harold Goodere, 268 Osmas-I

Li I
ton Road, Derby.
B̂LlN— J. Kearney, Upper Stephen Street.

PWndee_Mr. Cunningham, St. Andrew’s Street. “  The
Hub,” High Street. Mr. Lamb, 121 Overgate. 

■ Wnburgh.--Walter P. Cumming, 4 Roseburn Terrace, 
Murrayfield.R:

IrEXf,r— x, Fisher, 37 South Street.
■ ai<Kirk_James Wilson, 76 Graham’s Road.

GaT;Bshead.—Henderson & Birkett, Half Moon Lane.

Geasgow.—W. McGill, 39 Shuttle Street. The Socialist- 
Labour Bookshop, 46-48 Renfrew Street. James Nelson, 
189 Clarkston Road, Catlicart. The Reformers’ Bookstall, 
224 Buchanan Street. D. Thomson, 6 St. Enoch Square. 
Mr. Mitchell, 676 Eglintou Street. J. Sheilds, 139 W. Nile 
Street, City. Sirs. A. Martin, 84 Dundas Stx’eet, City.

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

Hastings.—King Bros., 2 Queen’s Road.
Halifax.—C. Oddy, 41 New Bank. Mr. Grundy, Pellon Lane.
Inverness.—W. Alexander, Inglis Street.
Ipswich.—A. E. Hiskey, Old Cattle Market. T. Shelbourue, 

St. Matthew Street. Mr. Pox, Fore Street. Mr. Fox, St. 
Helen’s Street. Mr. Robertson, Back Hamlet. Mr. Joyce, 
Fore Street.

Jarrow.-—L- Prescod, Railway Street.
K ent.—E. J. Voss, 148 Broadway, Bexley Heath.
L ancashire.—John Turner, Scourbottom, Waterford. W. 

Restall, Station Bridge, Urmston.
L eeds.—C. II. Pickles, Ltd., 117, Albion Street. J. Bray, 95 

Park Lane. J. Sutcliffe, West Street.
L iverpool.—S. Reeves, 316 Derby Road, Bootle. W. IT. 

Smith & Son, 61 Dale Street. T. A. Schofield, 107 Kensing
ton. M. Grant & Son, 8 Lord Street, Arcade.

Manchester.—Mrs. Tole, Whitelow Road, Chorlton-cum- 
Hardy. John Heywood, 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 Place, 

Egdell’s Quayside Newsagency, 16 Side. Mackay Bremer, 
late Watmough’s, 30 Newgate Street. Mrs. Wild, 150 New
gate Street. Frazer, in  New Bridge Street. T. Hirst, 
6 Raby Street, Byker. M. E. Potter, High Spen.

Norfolk.—H. & H. Priest, Norwich Street, Fakenham. E. 
W. Jordan, 7 St. Benedict Street, Norwich. II. L. Roberts, 
76 Barn Road, Norwich.

N orth am pton ..—Mr. Bates, Bridge Street. A. Bryan, Barracks 
Road.

Northumberland.—J. IT. Spedding, 103 Newbiggin Road, 
Seaton Hirst, Ashington. Portland Printing Works, Station 
Road, Hirst, Ashington.

Nottingham.—S. Binder, 49 Bridlesmitli Gate. Messrs. 
Berry & Son, Bentinck Road.

Paisley.— The Progressive Bookstall, 43 New Street.
Plymouth.— F. J. Wake, 10 Martin Street.
Preston.—Mr. Cottam, Tulkeith Brow.
R otherham.—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.
Teddington.—H. H. Ilolwill, 105 High Street.
Torquay.—L. Priston, 103 Union Street. A. Priston, 47

Market Street. A. Peters, Old Mill Road, Chelston. Mr.
Ronayne, Walnut Road. H. Peters, 193 Union Street. W.
J. Peters, 37 Union Street, Sir. Hunt, Lucius Street.

Walsall.—The Old Book Shop, 39 Green Lane.
WeSTON-Super-Mare.— W. H. Smith & Son, Magdala Build

ings, Walliscote Road. W. Trapnell, 82 Meadow Street. A.
FI. Hobbs, 21 Oxford Street. C. W. Maynard, 21 Lockiug
Road.

Wilmsiow.—J. II. Bavley, Manchester Road.
---------------2_____ _________________ ______

ESSAYS IN FREETHINKING.
By Chapman Cohen.

Contents: Psychology and Saffron Tea—Christianity and the 
Survival of the Fittest—A Bible Barbarity—Shakespeare and 
the Jew—A Case of Libel—Monism and Religion—Spiritual 
Vision—Our Early Ancestor—Professor Huxley and the Bible 

Huxley’s Nemesis—Praying for Rain—A Famous Witch 
Trial—Christmas Trees and Tree Gods—God’s Children—The 
Appeal to God—An Old Story—Religion and Labour—Disease 
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