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(Continued from page 546.)
Science and Religion.

Apologies which profess to harmonize evolution 
h religion take many forms, but they may all be 

Hanged under two heads. The first seeks not to 
-Prove the scientific-case, but simply challenges its 
evancy. it  argues that religion and science works■>do:

come
Parallel and distinct lines, and can therefore 
into conflict only when they poach on one

'•other's preserves. And that is untrue. An ex- 
1 'nation of religious ideas from the earliest to the

Cst stages shows that religion aims at giving man 
Understanding himself, of the world, and of the

lat 
an

rejat-°ns l i s t in g  between them. Apart from this 
;vouMU W° Û  liave 110 value for anyone. How long 
tai] 0 man 'ntcrested in God if he was quite cer- 
thi t lat lle did nothing but merely sat up aloft seeing 
he f S **0  ̂ ^ en Relieve in God because they think 

• Us < ^  sornediing, and the aim of religion is to show 
mir .lat lle does. He answers prayers, he works 
deaj C eSj llc operates as a force in men’s lives, and in 
¡t with the springs of human action we must, 
God r®Ued, take into consideration the power of 
eXact]°n lllc' r minds. Differently expressed that is 
to ]n y 'v3ia* sc'cnce aims at doing. It also explains 
scribe'1 ^1G naturc ° f  die forces around him; it de- 
scien S l 'le mot3e ' n which things happen, and in the 
of b), ° Psychology it claims to lay bare the springs 
of Scjlnau Co"duct. This is the ultimate justification 
parts 'flce,. and it claims, not that there are certain 
that ¡̂ 5 ex's ĉi'ce with which it is unable to deal, but 
of llatH sP̂ lere of operations covers the whole range 
heaven's'0’ r̂oni tlle nebula which flames in the 

s to the most complex of mental operations.

^  Tl UQ̂ anaental Conflict.

Coaunen°?^'Ct êtwccn religion and science does not 
the other V*100 one c"tcrs on a -sphere belonging to 
13631 with’ t ^  ar° 110t different spheres for them to 
Pretation' co™nicnccs with a difference of inter-
°arliest staC°nCCrning t,le 5311111 Pllcnoincna- In the 
thing »,a,>ics human enquiry religion covers every- 
everythin '? primilivc mind finds an explanation of 
J’aturalis,,, 111 tcrm® of what we should now call super-
ln Physics tb t v lt- by bit’ 111 astronomy. geology,

• > 'c religious explanation is discredited and

displaced by the scientific one. Step by step the 
growth of positive knowledge forces religious teachers 
to admit they were wrong in their teachings and to 
accept the truth of what science has to tell them. 
The earlier teachings of religion are completely dis
credited. No educated person now seriously believes 
that the growth of crops may be hastened, or rain 
secured, or disease prevented by prayer. It is recog
nized that the basis of belief in any alteration in the 
processes of nature by incantation is pure ignorance. 
To-day it is only in the more complex and less under
stood departments of life that religion even pretends 
to have a message of its own to deliver. And the 
basis of that claim is that science cannot explain; in 
other words, it is ignorance that supplies the grounds 
for the religious claim. And that is true of religion 
from the earliest times onward. It is, then, with a 
different interpretation of the same phenomena that 
the quarrel between religion and science begins. And 
the choice to-day is whether we accept the discredited 
views of the uncivilized mind, or the explanation 
based upon exact and verifiable knowledge.

* * *
Design.

The other line of defence is to find within the 
evolutionary process some proof of God’s activity, and 
it is evidence of the small amount of reasoning with 
which religious controversy is conducted that these 
contradictory positions are held by the same people. 
On the one hand science is warned off because reli
gion is concerned with a territory to which it has no 
right of entry. On the other hand proof of God’s 
activity is found within that sphere which admittedly 
belongs to science. So that the alleged two spheres 
are both separate and identical. God is to be found 
in the world, exactly as the savage found him— so 
long as no one disputes the finding. But so soon as 
the hypothesis of God is threatened by another and 
a more satisfactory one, it is suddenly discovered 
that religion and science have quite different spheres 
of operation. It can be only because stupidity has so 
great a traditional right in religious defences that such 
a glaring contradiction passes without comment. But 
these defenders admit that evolution has at least 
killed the old Paleyan form of the argument from de
sign. For long it was seriously argued that the nature 
of animal organs, the way in which the eye was 
fashioned for seeing, the ear for hearing, etc., and the 
whole animal structure adapted to its environment 
were proofs of an intelligent design. Thousands of 
works were written in this vein, and those who dig 
into the forgotten natural theology of a century ago 
may well be surprised at both its range and quality. 
The logic was faulty and the whole argument 
thoroughly irrelevant, but it dazzled the unthinking 
with a parade of learning, and so served its purpose.

* * *
Growth versus Manufacture.

Against the pure assumption of the natural theo
logian, evolution came with a contradictory and a 
verifiable explanation. In place of the teaching that
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an organ was turned out to pattern, in much the same 
way as a carpenter makes a table, it was shown that 
organs existed in all stages of development, from a 
beginning that hardly differentiated it from the sur
rounding tissue, up to their most distinctive forms. 
These stages could actually be traced in the develop
ment of the embryo, and the struggle for existence 
supplied a natural explanation of the manner in which 
the development of animal forms had been brought 
about. To all clear thinkers the Paleyan argument 
by which Christian defenders had sworn was dead, 
the era of the Bridgwater Treatises— those fatuous 
volumes which sought to dazzle readers with a parade 
of the wonders of nature and so gain assent to the 
god-theory on no better ground than an appeal to 
ignorance, was ended. Henceforth students were 
asked to contemplate, not a world that was made, but 
one that had grown. But the argument was put for
ward in another form. It was Huxley, I think, who 
presented the religious world with the foolish phrase 

the wider teleology,”  and the Christian world was 
not slow to take -advantage of the gift. It would 
puzzle anyone to say in what way a teleology that 
was “  wide ”  was any better than a teleology that 
was “  narrow,”  or to show that there could be any 
stronger evidence, or more convincing reasoning in 
favour of the evolutionary process being designed as 
a whole, than of its being designed in all its parts. It 
is much like saying that although one cannot say that 
the wheels, and pistons, etc., of an engine arc de
signed, still one may believe that the engine as a 
whole was. But one may always trust public men 
in this country, when their teachings seriously 
threaten the life of the Churches, to say something 
that will help them out of their difficulties.

*  *  *

The “ Plan of Creation.”
At any rate it soon became the fashion witli the 

more astute Christian leaders to put forward this 
“  wider teleology ”  as a basis for belief in God. 
Thus, Archbishop Temple said, ‘ ‘ There was some
thing more befitting Him to whom a thousand years 
aré as one day, and a day as a thousand years, thus 
to impress his will, once for all, on his creation, and 
provide for its countless varieties, than by special 
acts of creation to be continually modifying what he 
had previously made.”  And that clever spinner of 
fantastically feeble, pseudo-philosophic theories, Lord 
Balfour, is of opinion that evolution "  leaves un
touched all that can be inferred from the existence 
of the conditions which make organic evolution pos
sible.”  So that while you cannot find evolution any
where in particular, in some unindicated manner you 
can find it everywhere in general. All the same one 
is rather puzzled why it is more befitting that God 
should produce a comparatively perfect animal after 
a multitude of experiments rather than make a per
fect animal at once. It looks almost as though God 
was not quite sure of himself, but was attempting 
a number of experiments to decide just what he 
could do. But, as a matter of fact, if God is at work 
behind evolution, then he is continually modifying 
what he had previously made. Every form of life has 
reached its present phase after a number of inferior 
forms have died out. More than that there is hardly 
an organ in the human body with regard to which 
a modern professional could not suggest an improve
ment. The spinal column, the intestines, the eye, 
the ear, none of them are without imperfections, some 
of them clumsy imperfections, and the medical world 
is kept busy trying to correct the imperfections of 
God’s handiwork. We can excuse this kind of thing 
with a human designer, he has to make the best of 
the material and the wisdom at his disposal. But

there is no excuse for a God who made the materials, 
and to whose wisdom there are no limits. Instead of 
the “  plan ”  causing us to marvel at its unapproach
able wisdom, we are set wondering at its almost in
credible folly and wastefulness. There is nn 
unconscious sarcasm in the phrase that God’s ways 
are not as our ways. That is a compliment to man 
and an indictment of deity. For when human folly 
is the equivalent of divine wisdom, and divine wisdom 
finds its parallel in human folly, no Freethinker will 
care to dispute the truth of the proposition.

C hapman C oiien.

(To be Concluded.)

Religion at the Conference of 
Modern Churchmen.

T here is a consensus of opinion among the clergy 
of all denominations that Christianity is in a parlous 
condition. The Rev. Richard Free, of St. Clement s 
Vicarage, Fulham, has even addressed an ”  Opel' 
Letter to my fellow members of the Christian Minis
try,”  which appeared in the Star of August 26. Il'
ichs us that “  although for the past fortnight he had 
been trying to solve a very knotty problem, not one 
of his brethren had offered him the slightest assist
ance.”  He solemnly reminds them that “  for weal or 
woe, the Anglo-Saxon race is at this moment enter
ing on the third and final stage of its evolution- 
‘ Thou shalt ’ has already been destroyed by ‘ Why 
should I ? ’ and ‘ Why should I ? ’ must presently 
be succeeded by— something else.”  In everythin# 
Mr. Free discerns signs of degradation. He says :— 

If we Christians do not quickly bestir ourselves» 
“ Belial ” may very well get the upper hand a”1 
"  Christ ” be sucked down into the abyss. If that 
be a real possibility, what are you going to do about 
it ? Leave the lonely ploughman to plough on in h’s 
loneliness ? That is certainly one way out of the 
difficulty, and a sure method of escape from tin pop11' 
larity. For there never was a truly prophetic voke 
upraised which was not howled down by the world’ 
and for us, even if we arc only minor prophets, tl,e 
“ World " is represented by a pulpit afraid to defiv'eJ 
its message, by a press gagged by its patrons, a"1 
by a platform cowering under the lash of polil'ca 
exigencies.

If Mr. Free’s descriptions arc accurate nothing ci"1 
be more undeniable than that Christianity is doonW(1 
to disappear, which would be the happiest of issue5 
for mankind.

The last conference of Modern Churchmen has jlist 
been held at Oxford, and, as usual, their utterance* 
were characterized by increasing freedom from bon1'' 
age to any ancient or modern creed. We rely on tht* 
report in the Daily Express of August 26. In th*s 
report we are supplied with a lengthy account of |̂C 
views expressed by the Rev. J. S. Bezzant, vicc-P^1' 
dent of Ripon Hall Theological College, Oxford, ltl 
what the newspaper calls “  a startling address.”  Tl’e 
Daily Express entitles it, “ ‘ M y t h ’ in the Bible: 
Churchman on Beliefs the war killed.”  There <-nl1 
be no doubt whatever of Mr. Bezzant’s moderi»sn,‘ 
It is present in every sentence. He says :—

Hie main obstacles to religious belief in * j 
younger generation arc not the familiar difficulties °] 
the Gospels, such as the Virgin Birth or the phys'c* 
Resurrection. Young people are anxious about t 
much more fundamental things, which concern 111 
action of God in the world to-day. They can fi" 
little or no acceptable evidence that he docs 
thing. They are only certain that they disbelR' 
much' of what the Churches’ formulae appear to s!”  
or the Bible seems to imply.
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What Mr. Bezzant states may be true of young 
People educated at colleges and universities; but of 
the bulk of young people who are not so highly edu- 
cated, and who attend churches and chapels it is 
scarcely true at all. The Gospel they hear concerns 
itself almost exclusively with Jesus Christ— his birth 
°f a virgin, his miracle-working life, his atoning 
death for the sins of the whole world, and his mighty 
resurrection from the dead to live forever more in 
the service of his people. To innumerable young 
People it is these dogmas that arc the chief obstacles 
to belief. The failure to accept these as truths leads 
|n most cases to uncertainty about God and his place 
rt} the universe. A  friend of ours quite recently ex
pressed his entire disbelief in Christianity; but when 
asked if he believed in God all lie could say was :
' Well, I think their must be something; I feel that 

behind the wonderful phenomena there must be some 
'nfinite force at work.”  I11 such instances God is 
4he last to go. The war in several cases hastened his 
departure. A  man on the verge of eighty, whom we 
blew very well, believed there was a God who had 
made and governed all things, but when he began 
to realize the horrible deeds done in the war for which 
bis God, if he existed, was directly responsible, the 
Vcry thought of Divinity vanished for ever from his 
mind. Mr. Bezzant observes : —

The nature of God, his power, love, and relations 
to the world and individuals are problems to which 
Christian theologians must pay increasing attention 
if they are to help those to whom these vital matters 
are open questions. There can be little doubt that 
the war finally killed even the popular belief that 
cataclysmic and miraculous happenings are parts of 
the methods of God’s work. People ask, “  Why did 
"ot God stop the wickedness of w ar?” In the Bible 
"mil saw God acting visibly, while the experience in 
life of young people to-day forces them to doubt if 
he ever did act, and if he did, to ask why he no 
longer does so.

be
ttt that passage Mr. Bezzant has ventured much 

I’cyond his depth. To write about the nature of 
^  his power, love, and relations to the world and 

1Vl̂ Ua ŝ *s '°  'vr'te about what one has absolutely 
no kno'vlcdge upon. Mr. Bezzant himself possesses 
Tl rL*'able information concerning such matters. 
I ley arc, as Spencer used to say, not only unknown, 

unknowable. Even the very existence of God, 
uti Say notbing of his nature and relationships, is 

Cr y unknown, and can never lie demonstrated. 
 ̂ r- Bezzant has evidently shorn many beliefs about 

thv W'1'c*1 be once firmly held; but is he convinced 
V .. 'be few he now harbours are not one whit more 

^  'ban those which he so rightly relinquished ?
Bib c ar° now introduced to the Modernist view of the 
tin C * r̂' Bwam t, without a moment’s hesitation,

ls characterizes the Bible : —
1 lie way in which these difficulties can be met is 

”r Churchmen to say frankly that biblical stories 
.cataelysmic interference with the natural order of 

ungs were in some cases dramatic interpretations of 
Natural events, and in others were not history at all,
but myth.

tea -/ 'C ^ mcr'can and British Fundamentalists such 
Jennj,n*  ' s fatal heresy. The late Mr. William 
the '^S ^ryan was a Fundamentalist hero who had 
that jM.lraRC to say : “  I am satisfied by no evidence 
the ia.Ve ku'ud that would justify me in accepting 
to bc0l7 ° nS ° f thcsc men against what I believe 
With * 10 bispired Word of God.”  Losing patience 
he renr1111̂ ’ Clarence Harrow, who examined him, 
anq j '  !L<' ’n a temper : “  I believe the Bible as it is, 
PktCo 1 not Permit you to put your language in the 
the g o , 'be language of the Almighty. You read 
'hem * t anj '  asb me questions, and I will answer 

will not answer your questions in your
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language.”  To Bryan the Bible was God’s Book, 
and so it is to millions of people in all European 
countries. And yet we know full well that originally 
it was not so regarded. Mr. Bezzant is much nearer 
the truth about it than Bryan, but not nearfy so con
sistent. Bryan accepted the whole book, but vice- 
president Bezzant picks and chooses, though he prob
ably rejects more than he accepts. Take the follow
ing as the final specimen : —

The use of the term “ omnipotent ”  should be 
dropped. It is a relic of the time when God was 
chiefly useful for military purposes. Objection can 
also be taken to the term “  omnipresence.”  It sug
gests God as everywhere present, like a finely dif
fused gas or ether, and lends itself too readily to 
Pantheism of the lower kind. The conception of God 
as love, and of his Fatherhood has been almost ob
scured by the crude and dreadful doctrine of ever
lasting punishment and by the fact that most of the 
popular metaphores of God have their origin in that 
type of civilization to which Europe has been too 
long familiar.

Curiously enough, Mr. Bczzaut’s acceptance and 
rejection of biblical passages are determined by his 
own views of Nature and Supernature. Dramatic 
interpretations are common to such books as the 
Bible, and they generally contain stories which are 
not history but myth. The conception of God as love 
is obscured by many passages in the Bible itself, for 
a God who is all love is a thoroughly impossible 
being, and the passages, if any there be, which so 
represent him, are false to all the facts of history. 
There is no trace anywhere of the active existence of 
such a being.

Modernism is in many respects more reasonable 
than Anglo-Catholicism, but neither is a religion of 
brotherly love. Do they not continually curse each 
other in the name of the God of love? Neither of 
them is true to the Thirty-Nine Articles which both 
have officially signed. Modernism is gaining in 
numbers, but the sense of consistency will eventually 
drive them to .Secularism. Such is the only destina
tion towards which they are slowly tending.

J. T . L i.o y d .

Carlyle’s “ Blackguard.”

Age cannot wither nor custom stale 
11 is infinite variety. —Shakespeare.

If all cannot live on the Piazza, everyone may feel the 
sun.—Italian Proverb.

Heinuicii H eine is one of those writers who arc 
bound to be misunderstood. The puritanical Carlyle 
called him a ”  blackguard.” Thackeray, on the other 
hand, admitted his “  great genius ” ; and Matthew 
Arnold, after damning him with faint praise, finally 
hailed him as the mouthpiece of his stormy genera
tion. These varying estimates are typical of the 
general attitude. Heine kindled enthusiasm or roused 
repulsion wherever lie was read. If we would seek 
a comparison, we may find it in Voltaire. Both men 
championed Liberty, produced deep.effects on their 
generations, and left immortal legacies to posterity. 
The writings of both ring with the challenge of 
Freedom, and hurl defiance at “  the lie at the lips of 
the priest.”

Heine’s rare genius almost defies analysis. He is, 
and must ever remain, a problem. Multifarious, 
luminous, brilliant, lie is like a diamond giving light 
from a hundred facets. To many he appears as a 
youthful champion tilting against the enemies of 
Democracy; to others he seems Anti-Christ, the very 
embodiment of Anarchy. It seems well nigh impos
sible to reach the roots of the man’s nature. He is
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a bundle of contradictions. A  Jew who despised 
money; a convert without zeal; a model of resignation, 
and yet no Stoic; a Parisian whose heart was in 
Germany; a poet living amid the sternest conditions 
of prose; a comedian whose life was a tragedy “  too 
deep for tears.”  Yet in spite of all these contradic
tory traits in his character, Heine is more truly repre
sentative of his time than the serene Goethe, for he 
gathers in one vivid personality all those influences 
of his century which are the live forces to-day.

Heine was born at a great crisis in European his
tory. The long and terrible period during which the 
vampires of Church and State had sucked away the 
life-blood of the world was ending rapidly, and before 
his tenth year little Heine had lived through, and 
seen, great events. It was the day of Napoleon, and, 
as Heine puts it, “  all boundaries were dislocated.”  
As a boy, he found it hard to learn Latin declensions, 
which he was sure the Romans never did, “  for if 
they had first to learn Latin grammar, they never 
would have had time to conquer the world.”  Young 
Harry was so troubled that he broke into heterodox 
prayer : ” 0  thou poor, once-persecuted god, do help 
me, if possible, to keep the irregular verbs in my 
head.”

One memorable day the impressionable boy saw 
Napoleon ride through Düsseldorf on his famous 
white horse, and he never lost the glamour east over 
him by the great soldier. Republican as he after
wards became, Heine always had a tender place in 
his heart for the Emperor. Nor is this to be won
dered at, for the Code Napoleon, to the proud but 
persecuted Jewish race in particular, was a charter 
of freedom from the ghastly ghettos of the Middle 
Ages to the rights of citizens, and the Jews justly 
hailed the great commander on that account as their 
deliverer and protector.

A precocious child, Heine loved reading, and his 
juvenile instincts were very keen. His favourite 
authors were brave old Cervantes and witty Jonathan 
Swift, and he * revelled in the fascinating pages of 
Don Quixote and Gulliver’s Travels. At the age of 
seventeen a rich uncle at Hamburg tried in vain to 
induce him to choose a business career, but it was 
useless. The young poet, full of idealism, regarded 
money-making as a thing of no moment. But lie was 
reminded that even poets have to cat bread, and he 
condescended to study law, and fell under the in
fluence of Hegel. Years afterwards, when he had 
forgotten all his law, he referred, caustically, to this 
period as that in which he “  herded swine with the 
Hegelians.”

Characteristically, he mixed poetry with his law- 
studies, and wrote verse. With the appearance of his 
first volume he began to discern his real vocation. 
He still talked of becoming a lawyer, but his thoughts 
were all for other things than “  wise saws and modern 
instances.”  For example, he wrote: —

Red life boils in my veins. Every woman is to me 
the gift of a world. I hear a thousand nightingales.
I could eat all the elephants of Hindustan, and pick 
my teeth with the spire of Strasburg Cathedral. Life 
is the greatest of blessings.

His energies were devoted to writing, and not to 
pleading. Instead of cultivating his clients he wrote 
his Travel Pictures, a book so full of word magic that 
it showed Heine to be as great an artist in prose as 
in verse. Its irony was so mordant, so disrespectful, 
that it was at once placed on the Index Expurga- 
torius, and thus achieved a wider publicity. Indeed,- 
as a writer, Heine never elected to dwell beside the 
still waters. To think of his career is to think of 
alarms and excursions, of church calling unto con
venticle, of pamphlet answering pamphlet, of re

criminations and vituperations manifold, and all the 
joys of literary battle. With all his love of fighting 
his enthusiasm burns for noble ends. The love of 
liberty shines through the mist of his dreams. And 
let a man love Freedom and live long enough, and 
there is no doubt with whom his place must be in the 
end.

In The Romantic School he poured vitriol over the 
literary chiefs of reaction in their tenderest spot. He 
compared their assumption of medisevalism to the hal
lucinations of Charenton, the Bedlam of Paris. This 
is how he ridicules Ludwig Tieck : —

He drank so deeply of the mediceval folk-tale 
ballads that he became almost a child again, and 
dropped into that juvenile lisping which it cost 
Mdme. de Stael so much effort to admire.

It was not roses all the way. There came the grey> 
sad days in which the poet could no longer : —

Sport with Amaryllis in the shade,
Or with the tangles of Necera’s hair.

But when the bad days arrived he never com
plained. For seven long years prior to his death he 
lay bent and solitary on a “  mattress grave,”  his 
back bent, his legs paralysed, his hands powerless, 
his sight unfailing. His ungrudging nature found 
excuses for his friends’ desertion of his sick-chamber 
in the reflection that he was “  unconsciously long 
a-dying.”  As Matthew Arnold sings in his fine dirgc 
011 his brother-poet: —

Oh! not little, where pain 
Is most quelling, and man 
Easily quelled, and the fine 
Temper of genius so soon 
Thrills at each smart, is the praise 
Not to have yielded to pain.

"  God’s satire weighs heavily upon me,”  said 
Heine : —

The Great Author pf the Universe, the Aristo
phanes of Heaven, was bent on demonstrating with 
crushing force to me, the little earthly so-called 
German Aristophanes, how my weighicst sarcasm5 
are only pitiful attempts at jesting in comparison 
with His, and how miserably I am beneath Him i*1 
humour, in colossal mockery.

The untameablc humourist kept his most w onderftd 
jest for the last. “  God will forgive me,”  he said; 

it is his trade.”
Fundamentally, Heine was a Freethinker, and hc 

hated Priestcraft with every drop of his blood. He 
never wearied of pouring scorn on the “  molly-coddlc 
homoeopathic soul-doctors, who pour the thousands 
part of a pint of reason into a gallon of morals, ai'( 
send people to sleep with it on Sundays.”  He loathed 
that “  abortion called State Religion, that nioljsh* 
born of the intrigue between temporal and spirit1111 
power.”  He was not “  over-partial to anthropom°r' 
pliism.”  The- bolts of his unerring irony arc oftCI 
directed towards the most sacred characters in thc

lie
of

Christian mythology. In an oft-quoted passage 
says that God is dying, and, in a daring figure 
speech, suggests the administration to him of the 
sacraments of the Church. In the lambent flanl£̂
of his sardonic humour he searched everything tha1

the Christian counts dearest. Writing of Km1 
Critique of Pure Reason, he says that the philosop 
“  has stormed heaven, and put thc whole garrison 
the edge of thc sword.”  Even thc idea of immorta 1 
did not escape his sharp satire. He suggests, n l ,c 
ugly, that the notion of living for ever must h ^  

first occurred to some young lover in the arms ot 
mistress, or to some worthy citizen drinking his 
in the cool of a summer evening. . ^

As a poet, Heine’s fame has attained to that }1Ll̂ c 
in which praise has become superfluous; but m
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character of iconoclast he has a claim on the attention 
°f all Freethinkers. Heine himself said he knew not 
h he were worthy of a laurel-wreath, but, he added 
Proudly, “  lay on my coffin a sword, for I was a brave 
soldier in the war of the Liberation of Humanity.”  
hm one will deny the laurel-wreath, and, assuredly, 
to Heinrich Heine belongs the sword of a valiant 
soldier of Liberty. M im nerm us.

The Arch Enemy of Joy.

and laughter may be accepted as eminent signs 
°f abundant life. The philosopher who cannot laugh 
"ill never attain the real peak of intellect. A  sense 
°f joy must thrill the spirit of every artist in poetry, 
n‘Usie, drama, architecture, painting, sculpture, and, 
f will add, gardening and costume. Most people, 
f suppose, will agree that human life would be a 
Vcr.v drab ail air without the lovely and enchanting 
things (not forgetting philosophy) which I have just 
named. Hence an enemy of joy and laughter is an 
^cmy of mankind. Of enemies of mankind, the 
number is unfortunately large; it includes, for 
Sample, cancer, insanity, and pessimism. But, on 
turning the pages of Mr. Sidney Dark’s English 
Child’s Book of the Church,1 I learned the name of an 
enemy who, in some history-books, is classed as one 

our best friends— namely, Puritanism. In the 
reface, Mr. Dark intimates that he will not hesitate 

to Put black stuff over the sacred images of the six
teenth and seventeenth century Puritans. Read his 
buggering and shocking words : —

Half the ills of the modern world are, I believe, 
due to Puritanism, and if I can instil into the modern 
child a wholesome hatred of the arch-enemy of joy 
and laughter and real religion, I shall, from my point 
of view, certainly not have written in vain.

t is, indeed, a long time since I escaped from the 
m°st chilly and uncomfortable system of faith which 

teachers used to call the Evangelical Truth. When 
Was about seventeen or eighteen years of age, I 

lad access to a library of “  Low-Church ”  volumes 
011 Sin, Atonement, Forgiveness, Sanctification, Con- 
Version, Hell, and other such material for feasts of the 
s°ul. A(. that time I earnestly believed that the
??Glni1 gentlemen who composed these works were

0 masters of wisdom, and the lamps in a gloomy
i/)rld. They were Puritans. They were Christians.
s ley crowned Jesus Lord of All. They washed them-
t, Vcs in the blood of the Lamb. They groaned over

0 damnation of the heathen. They cursed the
’catre, and all things “  worldly.”  And, for some
ars I accepted, with reverential bowed head, the

E ’i unpleasant verdicts which they passed on human 
«1st
i8g
and

,s00ry  and human nature. In the period, 1876-
|°’ I wrestled my way out of this horrible vault,

as I emerged into the sunlight, I seemed to hear
.‘ue Noisome dead men’s bones of Puritanism shout-

after me, “  Infidel !”  I can now see, from Mr
balIp ’S comments, that I might justly have turned

\ , a moment, to cry down into the Puritan shade :
i„, C h ap p y  lost souls! you know not how to
laugh.”

Vr
p .r‘ Hark fulfils— nobly fulfils— the promise of his 
and aC° he has told the children about Christ
Cn ^hostlcs, Constantine, Anglo-Saxons, Danes, 
sad 1 CrS’ i-h® Reformation, he presents several 
of n lar>tcrs i’1 which we behold the ominous figures 

10 Furitans of the days of Queen Elizabeth, the 
art Kings, and Cromwell. He reveals facts that

roj "'’' ‘‘'bed by Society of SS. Peter anil raid, Westminster,
\ PI>- (1925).

were never disclosed to me when I was taught Eng
lish “  history,”  such as, for instance, that Queen 
Elizabeth went to Mass after coronation; and that 
she “  disliked the Puritans far more than she dis
liked the Roman Catholics.”  But Mr. Dark regrets 
to tell the children that “  things happen in a funny 
way in this world, and when Queen Elizabeth died 
without any children, she was followed on the throne 
by the son of Mary, Queen of Scots, whom she had 
put to death.”  This son, James, “  was not a good 
man ” ; but his son, Charles, w’as “  one of the best 
and most pious kings who ever sat on the English 
throne.”  Mr. Dark here heads a chapter : “  King 
Charles the Martyr,”  and he makes the children shud
der by passing dreadful groups of Puritans over his 
historical stage— the stage on which a Puritan axe 
took off the royal martyr’s head.

Of the “ Reformers,”  whom I was trained to all 
but worship, Mr. Dark furnishes dismal revelations. 
Take the hero, Martin Luther : —

Luther was a very bitter enemy of the poor in 
Germany. When they tried to obtain more food 
and better houses for themselves and their children 
he urged that they should be cruelly punished. But 
when a great lord did a very wicked thing, Luther 
said that it did not matter at all.

And I used to imagine that, when he nailed his 
Protestant theses to a church-door, he was brother to 
the angels.2

Next, consider Calvin, in whose honour to this very 
day in 1925, Welsh chapels boast the title of Cal
vinist, and who was so perfectly sure of his own 
orthodoxy that he wrote a book (a priggish, bigoted, 
and repulsive book) on the Institutes of the Christian 
Religion : —

Calvin lived for some time in the Swiss city of 
Geneva. There he ruled the people very harshly, 
and burned people who opposed his w ill......Cal
vinism is the most dreadful religion that the world 
has ever known. It teaches that nearly all men and 
women born in the world arc intended by God to 
spend eternity in torment.

The English child is being conducted on a singular 
tour among the creeds ! And here is a third portrai
ture— that of Knox : “  John Knox, the Scotsman, 
was a bitter, hard-hearted man, who was rude to 
women, and narrow-minded, and altogether nasty.”

I have often visited Glasgow, and looked up with 
awe at the lofty column on which Knox’s monument 
is fixed. But Sidney Dark has shown me that figure 
in a new and terrible light— it is “  altogether nasty.”  
And if, as the children arc told in this frank volume, 
“  the Calvinists hated everything that was beautiful,”  
the delightful scene that occurred in 1660 will seem 
truly logical : —

When Cromwell died, hundreds of the people 
found their courage again. They rebelled against 
the tyranny of the Puritans, and they sent to Hol
land for King Charles’s son to come back to England 
and to reign over the country. King Charles II., 
as he was called, arrived at Dover in 16Ó0, and bon
fires were lighted all over the country, and men and 
women sang and danced, happy in the thought that 
the gloomy Puritans who had made their lives so 
unhappy for so many years had now lost their power.

By this time the child-readers of Mr. Dark’s sweet 
story may wonder how the Christian Church can turn 
out a great success when a gracious Catholic like 
Sidney Dark is obliged to say such cutting things 
about his brethren in Christ. He admits the case is 
sad : —

Our Lord’s Church is unfortunately broken into 
three parts...... the great Roman Church, of which

1 The student who would like a carefully-told story of 
social conditions in Germany in Luther’s century will find 
ample material ill Belfort Bax’s Peasants’ U’ar in Germany.
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we must always think with love and admiration......I anc| it
the Eastern Orthodox Church, to which the Chris
tians belong in Russia and Greece, and the countries 
in the Balkan Mountains, and in Asia Minor.
then there is our own English Church......and there
are other Christians who love Our Lord and try 
to obey him, and yet remain outside his Church. 
Every day we must say our prayers that they will 
be led to understand, and that all these parts of the 
body of Our Lord will soon be joined together and 
will work to carry out his great plan for the salva
tion of the world.3

was only a comparison of various editions

Children learn to-day a vast deal more geography 
than their grandparents did, and, happily, such geo
graphy embraces at least elementary glimpses of non- 
Christian faiths. An intelligent child may be 
prompted to ask how long it will take this broken 
Church to glue itself together, and to instruct the 
Jews, Moslems, Confucians, Buddhists, Taoists, Hin 
dus, Christian Scientists, and Unitarians. It is not 
simply a question of slow development, but of reason 
able probability. For example, an intelligent child 
who is taken to the great Experimental Farm at 
Rothamsted, Herts, and gets a general idea of scien 
tific cultivation, can, without difficulty, see the like
lihood of scientific agriculture one day extending over 
the globe. He will, at the same time, perceive that 
the process will take a very long time. But when he 
is assured that the Hindus and Moslems, and the rest, 
will at a future date all attend Mass, and believe the 
Apostles’ Creed, and expect “  Our Lord ”  to come 
from Heaven, the process may appear to him— with 
all respect to Mr, Dark— as not naturally following 
from the present facts. The Society of SS. Peter and 
Paul, which prints this educational manual, lias faith 
in Almighty God; yet, according to this book, God 
seems to work at no faster rate than medical science, 
or a political party aiming at some reform in suffrage 
or economics, or the League of Nations seeking to 
encircle all peoples on earth. It may be true, as Mr. 
Dark candidly indicates, that some so-called Chris 
tians, like Glasgow’s hero, John Knox, are “ alto
gether nasty,”  and put obstacles in the path of pro
gress. But it is our poor human race that suffers 
martyrdoms owing to the slow pace at which things 
move, and— again with all respect to Mr. Dark— we 
have a right to complain. F. J. G ould.

“ Back to Jesus.”

11.

IIis Pr ess  A g en ts.

O ur newspapers and journals have nearly always 
fought shy of even any reference to anti-Jesus litera
ture. If they do refer to such works, it is only to 
give more prominence to “  apologetic ”  replies from 
famous Christian divines. But most editors are ready 
to fill columns of gush about Jesus, no matter from 
what standpoint, so long as it is unstinted eulogy. 
I can understand Christians ranting in this way, how
ever. Most of them seriously believe what they say. 
Just as very few Socialists have ever read Marx— I 
mean the genuine editions as revised by Marx him
self— so few ordinary Christians have really ever read 
the Gospels, even in the Authorised Version. Over 
and over again I was told I was a liar when I quoted 
the actual words of Jesus from the Gospels (I hope 
to give Jesus lovers later on some of these quotations)

3 It may lie remarked that in Mr. Dark’s book the divine 
pronouns “ he,” “ his,”  etc., are not printed with the capi
tal I I ; and, indeed, he merely follows the good method of j 
the ordinary English Ilible. It is a flunkey habit to use the ' 
big H.

which made my opponents reluctantly agree that he 
did say what I quoted; but naturally these were “  the 
difficult sayings ”  which obviously contained some 
esoteric meaning. But go to our newspaper writers 
and critics. You can hardly pick up a journal or a 
magazine or a daily paper without finding someone 
appealing to Jesus in some way as the greatest, the 
most wonderful, the most extraordinary marvel in 
everything that ever was thought or written about, 
that ever was born.

For example, I picked up quite by accident oneofthe 
latest numbers of the Review of Reviews and the June 
number of the American Forum. In the former will 
be found a letter entitled, “  Is the Church of England 
Christian?”  written by Mr. E. E. Piercy, and it is a 
tpjrcial specimen of the kind of thing Christians seem 
to have no difficulty in getting into journals and 
papers all over the kingdom. “  Lay it on with a 
trowel ”  is their motto. Boost up Jesus in which ever 
way the wind blows and you can always find a sym
pathetic editor. Mr. Picrcy tells 11s that “  the essen
tial teachings of Christ are too solidly founded to be 
under any danger from honest enquiry.”  What the 

essential teachings ”  really are in the exact words 
of Jesus, Mr. Piercy barely tells 11s. One gets this 
sort of thing : “  He was not surely * the W ay, the 
Truth, and the Life ’ for Himself alone; but He urged 
His disciples to drink His cup, to exercise His powers 
(aye, and greater than His) to live in remembrance 
of Him.”  What all this balderdash really means it 
would be difficult to even guess. Local preachers 
turn it out by the yard as well as those gentle Roman 
Catholic ladies who, in shrill voices, at the corner 
of the street, insist that only their particfilar Church 
has the key to the understanding of the hidden mys
teries of the Word of God. But Mr. Piercy goes 
further. He sa ys: “  It would almost be possible to 
furnish scientific justification for the teachings of 
Jesus ” — though he takes good care to give no names 

"  occasionally, in fact, it is left to science to up
hold doctrines which the Church as a whole has 
long since ceased to understand or preach.”  And 
what do you think one of these doctrines (by impli
cation) is? " I n  spite of the storms it aroused and 
still occasionally arouses, among Church people, the 
conception of evolution is essentially Christian'”  
(Italics mine.) What do you think of that? Jesus, 
in fact, was an evolutionist, and it will not be long 
before he is acclaimed as the greatest Evolutionist 
the world has ever seen. He must have showed 
Lamarck, Weismann, and Darwin the way. Could 
anything be clearer? And Mr. Piercy concludes by 
saying : “  The religion of Jesus is on the forward 
swirl of the greatest high tide since the apostles.’ 
The only thing indeed that Mr. Picrcy has regret" 
ably omitted is to tell 11s what exactly is the “  reli
gion ”  of Jesus in Jesus’s own words; and as, n° 
doubt, he would tell me to go to the New Testament 
for that, I shall have the greatest pleasure in doing 
so and asking his opinion, later on.

In the American Forum there is an article by l^r' 
Sherwood Eddy discussing Pacifism. Mr. Eddy l'at 
served in the late war, and had written a pamphlct 

justifying America’s entrance into the war.”  No"’’ 
after some years of mature reflection, the questin'1 
of Jesus and war has begun to trouble him. “  WflS 
the Sermon on the Mount, the teaching and cxafflP'c 
of Jesus Christ, applicable to a concrete world sthU 
tion, or was it mere sentimental idealism?”  ^  1S 
extraordinary how editors will make a rush
articles such as this. Jesus, the Sermon on the

Mount, and war, will bring in a fat fee any time, 
long as in war time Jesus is turned out fully ar'n
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fs the God of Battles, and in peace time, he.appears 
111 beautifully laundered white raiment, with a halo, as 
the Prince of Peace. Anyway, you need have no fear 
about the orthodoxy of Mr. Eddy. “  War is un- 

• ^hristian. It is the antithesis of everything for which 
Esus stood. The essence of Jesus’s message was 
love; the dominant motive of war is hate,”  and so on 
aSain, ad lib. I suppose it would be useless to in
sist with a man of Mr. Eddy’s Christ-like ideas that 
Neither Jesus nor his example ever stopped a single 
War* The horde of German military ruffians in 1914 
Avere to a man thoroughly Christian and religious, 
ail(l could have justified, and, indeed, did justify, all 
Ihey did from the Bible. The foulness and bestiality 

war has been the subject of dozens of works from 
y feethinkers, and their ideas, coupled with their 
^ cts> are gaining the thoughtful minds in the world. 
w°t what Jesus said or meant two thousand years 
aS° will ever influence mankind, but the full story 
°* ffic tragedies and the horrors of the battlefields in
cessantly dinned into the ears of men and women will 
Illake them loathe the foul thing and have no more 
of it.

^et in pictures and stories and ethical articles 
everywhere will be found the appeal to stop war, not 
|n the name of the blind and disabled heroes of the 
battlefield, not in the millions killed under the most 
'orrible conditions of carnage, not in the eternal 

l^ffering of the widows and the children, not in the 
'opeless uselessness of war— but in the sacred name 

°f Jesus, the Prince of Peace !
is a funny world. H. C utner.

Acid Drops.

We aro no(. aware whether an article on the Dayton 
l'icstion by Mr. Lloyd George has appeared in England. 

so it escaped our notice. But we arc indebted to one 
our readers who has sent us a copy of the Family 

erc,ld ami Montreal Star for a sight of it. Mr. I.loyd 
>eorge frjvcs ]jjs article the title of “  Darwin or Moses,” 

llch is an exact enough summing up of the situation, 
. bis dealing with it is anything but exact. To begin 

V|th he says there is no question here whether the re- 
' 1 Is of science shall be taught in the schools. “  No 
county council worries about Darwin.”  Well, that is 

a true. We refer Mr. Lloyd George to the Bootle ease, 
 ̂ (l he will see that at least one county council has 

IrM Cr<"d very much about setting evolution above the 
tj _ e story of creation. The Dayton people did not say 

at sonic kind of science should not be taught in the 
°oIs; they said that no science which deliberately 

if N counter to the Bible should be taught— particularly 
Was so taught that the children understood it op

^  t . l lP  l l i K l i o o l  4 «1» i  t r  H n r  o n n n n i l e  o r n  i n  f l i i c
respect 
Wc

the Biblical teaching. Our councils are, in this 
> no more enlightened than Dayton. And, as

, cannot get the information from anyone else, per
haps '  -

gl
a

. ,  w v i u v i v u u i j  n v w u u v  v/* w iv  v **(}*u  v** *uu»«|

diffe,- f ' n*ss’ n£ the Bible story as mere mythology. Wc

En 1 Mr* Lloyd George will inform us of a Council in 
alls  allcl that will tolerate a teacher telling his pupils 
and' ^lc evolutionary account of the origin of man,

cj" boni Dayton only in a larger measure of religious
buaibu

wasr;( b'oyd George says that our trouble in the school 
not ctb>eal and not theological.”  And that is simply 
pvj. rilL\  ’Hie whole trouble was theological. The 
teaclii<n>â anS waibC(l their special brand of theology 
thev 1*”  a.11(f the Nonconformists opposed it. And as 
ffion ',C'sba’ red of the Government teaching their reli- 
c h a i r i^ 'e Pllblic expense, they accidently became the 
a p0]. 01,s °f straightforward principle and advocated 
it w-'s  ̂ ColnPletc Secular education on the ground that 
And »1 *'lc function of the Stale to teach religion. 
Pnlian 1C" So,rieolle suggested that as neither Episco- 

s llor Nonconformists looked like getting all their

own way, and if they persisted it looked also as if Secu
lar education would be established in the schools, it 
might be better if the two Christian bodies agreed upon 
certain religious teachings to be given in the schools, 
leaving it to the churches to rub in a more definite theo
logy on their own account.

That, as we know, was done. The people who were 
championing a principle, when it thought a rival Chris
tian sect was about to benefit, promptly forgot all about 
it when they saw a chance of making a profit on their 
own account. It became the duty of the State to see 
that the children got some kind of Christian instruction, 
and at the public expense. Mr. Lloyd George says the 
Nonconformists thought it better to have secular educa
tion at once than to tax people belonging to all sorts of 
religions for teaching a religion they did not agree with. 
But that is exactly what the present system does. Jews, 
and Freethinkers, and Buddhists, and all non-Christians 
are taxed to pay for a religion they do not believe in. 
And the people who see it is quite wrong to tax them 
to pay for a form of Christianity they do not accept, 
find it quite right to tax them for teaching a form of 
religion with which Nonconformists happen to agree. 
The Episcopalians were standing in defence of a wrong 
principle. The Nonconformists forsook principle alto
gether. After that, the statement that Christianity is 
taught in our schools “ without sectarian b ia s” is a 
characteristic piece of Christian duplicity. Christianity 
itself is a sect. It represents only a part of the people. 
That is a lesson we should not let Christians forget.

We are waiting for the published report of the British 
Association addresses to see if there is anything in them 
which calls for special notice in these columns. News
paper reports are too scrappy nowadays for one to quite 
understand what these speakers really mean. One paper 
does indeed note that the addresses nowadays do not 
lend themselves to newspaper headings, which is a way 
of confessing that what the press requires is scare head
lines which will pander to the kind who have no real 
interest in scientific matters, but who are quite ready 
to be amused if the information given can be stated in a 
few lines. Even the Times, which once upon a time 
would have given a full report of the president’s speech, 
cuts it down to the usual summary, and picks out the 
sensational, rather than the informative, portions.

But we note that Professor Parkes, in his address to 
the Geological section, has thrown out the usual sop 
to theism. lie  is reported as saying : “ I believe that 
the inconceivably long gradient that has ever led upward 
to the mentality of man has not been traced without 
design, and I see no reason why that gradient should 
terminate.”  He is also credited with saying that the 
study of geology lends a basis to theism. Wc arc rather 
curious as to what are the geological phenomena that 
point to design. Professor Parkes seems to find it in the 
fact that the trend of things is “  upward,”  which rather 
shows that the Professor of Geology is a little out of his 
depth, and however exact his knowledge of geologic facts 
may be, there is room here for a little sounder thinking. 
For “  upward ”  and “  downward ”  arc not things that 
we find in nature, they arc mere arbitrary standards of 
measurement wc create for our own convenience. If wc 
can imagine a Dinosaurus giving his opinion on the 
trend of geology we imagine he would find it anything 
but “  upward.”  Moreover, if the general testimony of 
science can be trusted, one day, howTever remote the 
time, the whole series of geological changes will come 
to an end, and what then becomes of the upward trend? 
Measured in terms of the ultimate fate of the earth 
and its inhabitants, and if we are to believe in design, 
we are warranted in saying that the design illustrated 
is the extinction of all life. Of course, it is always 
possible that Professor Parkes did not mean what he 
is credited with meaning, and the reporter just put in 
as much as he understood. But it is characteristic of the 
press that the more foolish portion of the speech should 
have been selected for favourable notice.
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Last Sunday, Sir Oliver Lodge preached to a South
ampton congregation and made an excursion into ways 
and byeways of science in which he has little . experi
ence. It is more a matter for tears than laughter, as a 
matter of fact, and especially as we hold the Professor 
in the greatest credit, when he is dealing with those 
things in which he is an undoubted authority. We are 
dependent for our information on the newspaper report, 
and, taking that as authentic, we must confess that 
certain statements of Sir Oliver Lodge are unworthy of 
his position and liable to mislead, or at least to con
fuse, his hearers. “  Nothing went out of existence,” 
he is reported to have said. That needs careful explana
tion scientifically. It is an axiom of physics that 
“  matter ”  is eternal, but we all know that matter is 
subject to change of conditions. If any should say, as 
some of the congregation, being without scientific train
ing or knowledge, might say : Well, if everything that 
ever existed still exists, then all the insects and vermin, 
all the plants and vegetables, all the fishes and animals, 
as well as all the human species are somewhere now, 
and what about the governments, councils, engines of 
war, and peace, the tools which man has made and 
used, the candles, which have been consumed, the chairs 
and tables which have served their purpose and been 
turned into firekindlers and bonfires ? All these are 
things which we know do not exist for ever. Further, 
if man exists for ever, why not other animals ? If 
animals, why not vegetables ? If vegetables, why not 
minerals ? and if these, why not vermin ?

The statement, one sees, is absurd as it stands; it 
requires some extensive explanation, and I conceive that 
any explanation to such a statement merely explains it 
away. Just as every theological definition destroys some 
belief. For instance, immediately one attempts to define 
God, destruction sets in, and such an existence is proved 
impossible. But Sir Oliver means that he believes man 
to be composed of matter and spirit. This we know, be
cause he has said so. He has apparently shed the teach
ing of the churches that man has also a soul, whatever 
that may be. He knows well that the bodily life of a 
man is merely a condition of matter, and that the con
ditions depend upon environment. He does not believe 
that the bodies of mankind will exist for ever, but lie 
thinks that the "  spirit,”  whatever that is, will do so. 
He does not know what spirit is, but he thinks he has 
evidence that his son, who is dead in body, still exists 
in, or as, a spirit. Moreover that spirits can, and do, 
communicate with persons who still live in the body.

This belief, in itself, is not theological. That is to 
say, it is independent of a belief in a God or Gods, and 
yet, in the person of Sir Oliver, it is used by the 
preachers of theology to bolster up their creeds, and he 
is doing a distinct dis-service to the world of science in 
accepting an invitation to preach to the Congregation- 
alists as though he accepted their dogmas. Worse even 
than that, too, is his statements in the pulpit which 
lead his hearers to think that he is one of them. For 
he is not. In our opinion it would be better for the 
scientists to boycott all religious gatherings. At the 
best, a belief is merely a guess and when any section of 
persons force upon those who cannot accept their imagin
ings the opinions they hold, there is great harm in giving 
this section the slightest support. When we read of the 
frightful results of the beliefs in the past, and when 
we know that the same feeling permeates the supporters 
of the Christian creed at the present day, as shown by 
the way they act towards Freethinkers when a chance 
occurs, it surely behoves one who disagrees with them 
on so many points to keep away from their conventicles.

There is trouble again with Bishop Barnes. That this 
should be so is significant as to where the mass of Chris
tian believers in this country really stand. For it will 
be remembered that Bishop Barnes’ chief claim to 
notoriety is that he does not accept the Bible story of 
creation, and does profess a belief in evolution. And our 
British Da} tonites cannot stand that. Now we see there 
is some talk of Birmingham being relieved of its Bishop

by his being a well-paid Deanery in Westminster Abbey. 
It is said that this will give him ample opportunities 
for study, which is another way of saying that it will 
keep him a little less before the public, and less likely 
to offend Christians than where he is. But the outcry 
against him for not believing in the mythology of the 
Bible is worth noting by those who think the Christians 
in this country are so much ahead of those of Tennessee. 
We agree with those who say that if the Bishop does 
not believe in the Bible he ought not to hold office in 
the Church, but one has quite given up hope of seeing 
that standard of intellectual honesty practised by the 
Christian clergy.

The Bishop’s latest outburst is in connection with the 
Sacrament. Bishop Barries objects to the “  magical ele
ment ”  which is believed in by so many Christians, and 
insists that the operation of the Sacrament is of a psy
chological nature. But it is quite certain that this is 
not what the Christian Church has always meant by the 
taking of the Sacrament. And it is also certain that 
magic does lie at the base of the practice. God eating is 
one of the most primitive of practices in the history of 
religion, and it was by eating the God that his devotees 
hoped to share in his nature. And that again connects 
with the practice of religious cannibalism in general, 
when, by partaking of the flesh of a man, it was be
lieved one would partake of the qualities for which he 
was admired. Readers of Mr. Lloyd’s pamphlet on God
eating will be quite conversant with this, and in A Short 
History of Christian Theophagy, by Dr. Preserved 
Smith, will be found a full and instructive account of 
the whole matter. It was the actual body and blood 
of Christ which the primitive Christians believed they 
were eating, and the bread and wine became such in 
virtue of the magic of the priest.

Bishop Barnes must know this quite as well as we do, 
and it is quite beside the point to sit down and see what 
other meaning can be read into it. To the honest inter
preter of religious beliefs and practices the question 
should be, not what can we make a doctrine mean, but 
what actually did it mean to those who created it and 
practised it. If religious cannibalism is stupid and 
brutal, the straightforward course is to give it up and 
have done with it. To maintain institutions because it is 
possible to give them an artificial meaning which they 
never did bear, and cannot honestly bear, is a practice of 
which anyone would be ashamed in any other connection 
than that of religion.

Those who doubt the first-rate intelligence of Christian 
leaders would do well to notice the Dean of Ripon. This 
gentleman decided that the Lord should be reminded 
of some church in the Diocese every day for a month. 
So every day prayers are offered in Ripon Cathedral 
for a different church. We can quite understand that a 
great many of the Churches could do with a little h elp " 
whether it came from heaven or the other place, but we 
are quite lost at the collosal intellect that could work 
out a scheme of this kind, publish it to the world, and 
then rest content that something really worthy of note 
had been accomplished. So when anyone doubts the 
ability of Churchmen, let them think of the Dean of 
Ripon, and be silent.

“  Artifex,”  in the Manchester Guardian, deals with the 
question of evolution and religion in the light of the 
Dayton case. He says :—

Grant the oneness of man with the universe, a]n̂  
accept the theory of evolution and all that it carries 
with it, and you are sooner or later forced to accept the 
thesis that the entire universe is in some sense corrupt, 
fallen from what it is meant to be.

The latter part of this is just nonsense. The only rcaso" 
why “  Artifex ”  must believe the universe is corrupt, 
and falls short of what it is intended to be, is because, 
being a clergyman, he must believe that it was created 
by a God who intended it to be perfect. And haviug 
embraced a quite unjustifiable belief, he must riex 
assume an absurdity so that his belief may not be too 
obviously contradicted by the facts.



September 6, 1925 THE FREETHINKER 569

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. Anderson.—Thanks. See “  Acid Drops.”
M. Barnard.—Sorry we have to hold over your letter till 

next issue. Crowded out this week.
J- Hutchinson.—There was no discussion of either Socialism 

°r Capitalism in Mr. Cutner’s article, but a mere expres
sion of his own personal view, which readers would accept 
at its proper value. And, as you say, it was quite as 
likely that the Bradlaugh-Bax discussion sent others to 
Socialism. At any rate we are not concerned with the 
special merits of either form of economics in these columns. 

J- Brekse.—We are glad to see so much outspokenness in the 
newspaper you send. It may be taken as an example of 
the effectiveness of Freethought work in general. Pleased 
you like the articles on evolution. Mr. Cohen hopes to 
have his pamphlet ready by the end of the month on the
subject.

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

When the services of the National Secular Society in connec
tion with Secular Burial Services are required, all com
munications 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 
°f the Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, P..C.4, 
<*nd not to the Editor.

All Cheques and Postal Orders should be made payable to 
" The Pioneer Press,’’ and crossed “ Midland Bank, Ltd., 
Clcrhenwell Branch."

Letters for the Editor of the "  Freethinker ’ ’ should be 
addrcssed 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, 35. qd.

With reference to the suggested formation of social 
and athletic circles among Freethinkers, Mr. J. A. Rud- 
ham writes suggesting the calling of a meeting of 
London Freethinkers for the purpose of starting off with 
a musical section, which would aim at forming a small 
orchestra, and, if possible, a male voice choir. The 
meeting could also discuss the formation of a cricket sec
tion, and other forms of sport. There used to be a 
cricket club in connection with the old Camberwell 
Branch, and it was, we believe, very successful. Mr. 
Rudham’s suggestion. is a practical one, and if others 
support it, a meeting could be easily arranged. Perhaps 
some of the London members will write us on the matter, 
and we will then see about getting them together.

We are glad to learn from Leeds that Mr. Whitehead’s 
“  Mission ” there was very successful. There were good 
meetings there during the whole of the time, a good 
sale of literature, and a number of neiv members made. 
There were many requests for a return visit. To-day 
(September 6) a meeting is being arranged at 19 Lower- 
head Row, to consider the future work of the Branch, 
and it is hoped that all interested will make a special 
effort to attend. The Secretary is Mrs. Newell, 13 Oxford 
Row, Leeds.

Mr. J. T. Lloyd has not been in the best of health 
lately', but his many friends and admirers will be glad 
to learn that he is reaping much benefit from a short 
holiday he is taking at Ramsgate. He ivrites that while 
his progress towards “  vigorous health ”  is slow, he is 
feeling considerably better for the change. We are de
lighted with the news, and if he will take our advice he 
will remain where he is while the fine weather lasts. 
Frecthought has suffered enough from his ceasing plat
form w ork; it wants the services of his pen as long as 
is possible.

The Birmingham Branch, N.S.S., takes its annual ex
cursion to-day, September 6. It will take the form of 
a charabanc run of ninety miles to Edge Hill, and as 
there arc good prospects of the weather taking a turn 
for the better, the trip should be an enjoyable one. The 
charabanc will leave Old Square at 10.30, and tickets will 
be 8s. 6d., each, including tea.

Sugar Plums, “ Fundamentalism ” and Evolution.
---- *----

We think most of our readers will be glad to see the 
Effort, printed in another column, of the examination 
°£ W. J. Bryan by Mr. Harrow. It contains a very good 
ac'couut of what all Christians once believed, and what 
’^ost Christians still believe. The altered attitude of the 

advanccd ”  Christians may also be taken as some 
nieasurc of the work done by Freethought during the 
Last sixty or seventy years. It is only a century ago 
^uce men and women in this country were being sent 

Prison lor attacking the beliefs which the Fundamento
tal lsts now champion and Modernists disown.

Ms
Tvlio

ay we take this opportunity of suggesting to those 
ne interested in increasing the circulation of the 

Kccthinkcr that it would be well to buy an extra copy 
at Hvo of this week’s issue and place it in likely quar 
re** ^ *as*-e the paper often means getting a regular

It ‘̂ra<̂ au"h Sunday ”  this year falls on September 27. 
'as been the custom of late to keep the memory of the 
1 Atheist leader green by means of demonstrations 

be ,J e<Aures dealing with his life and work. This will 
lc case this year with many Branches of the N.S.S. 

to '̂onti°n and the provinces, and we should like
iV)f'ee ^ done by all. Christians do their best to bury the 
scrv0̂  an<̂  worh of avowed Freethinkers, and that should 

e as a stimulus to us to sec that llicir aim is defeated.

So much attention has been given to the Dayton case that 
we believe our readers will be interested in seeing the 
larger part of the cross-examination through which Mr. 
Harrow, the lawyer for the defence, put Mr. W. J. Bryan, 
the champion of the anti-evolutionary party.

Q.—You have given considerable study to the Bible, 
haven’t you, Mr. Bryan ? A.— Yes, sir, I have tried to.

Q.—Then you have made a general study of it ? A.—  
Yes, I have; I have studied the Bible for about fifty 
years, or some time more than that. But, of course, I 
have studied it more as 1 have become older than when 
I was but a boy.

Q.— Do you claim that everything in the Bible should 
be literally interpreted ? A.— I believe everything in the 
Bible should be accepted as it is given there; some of the 
Bible is given illustratively. For instance: ‘ ‘ Ye are 
the salt of the earth.”  I would not insist that man was 
actually salt, or that he had flesh of salt, hut it is used 
in the sense of salt as saving God’s people.

Q.— But when you read that Jonah swallowed the 
whale—or that the whale swallowed Jonah, excuse me, 
please— how do you literally interpret that? A.— When 
I read that a big fish swallowed Jonah— it does not say 
whale.

Q.— Doesn’t it? Are you sure? A.— That is my recol
lection of it, a big fish; and I believe i t ; and I believe 
in a God who can make a whale and can make a man, 
and make both do what He pleases.

Q.— Now, you say, the big fish swallowed Jonah, and 
he remained how long— three days— and then he spewed



570 THE FREETHINKER September 6, 1925

him up on the land. You believe that the big fish was 
made to swallow Jonah ? A.— I am not prepared to say 
that; the Bible merely says it was done.

1 • K X « • 1 1

Q.— The Bible says Joshua commanded the sun to stand 
still for the purpose of lengthening the day, doesn’t it, 
and you believe it? A.— I do.

Q.— Do you believe at that time the entire sun went 
around the earth ? A.— No, I believe that the earth goes 
around the sun.

Q.— Do you believe that the men who wrote it thought 
that the day could be lengthened or that the sun could 
be stopped? A.— I don’t know what they thought.

Q.— You don’t know? A.— I think they wrote the fact 
without expressing their own thoughts.

Q.— Have you an opinion as to whether— whoever wrote 
the book. I believe it is Joshua—the Book of Joshua— 
thought the sun went around the earth or not? A.— I 
believe that he was inspired.

Q.— Can you answer my question? A.— When you let 
me finish the statement. I believe that the Bible is 
inspired, and an inspired author, whether one who wrote 
as lie was directed to write, understood the things he was 
writing about, I don’t know.

Q.—You believe the story of the flood to be a literal 
interpretation? When was that flood? A.— I wouldn't 
attempt to fix the date. The date is fixed, as suggested 
this morning.

Further questioning developed Mr. Bryan’s belief that 
the flood occurred about 2384 B.C., and the questioning 
proceeded :

Q.— You believe that all the living things that were 
not contained in the ark were destroyed? A.— I think 
the fish may have lived.

Q.— Outside the fish ? A.— I cannot say.
Q.— You cannot say? A.— No, except that just as it 

is, I have no proof to the contrary.
Q.— I am asking you whether you believe. A.— I do. 

1 accept that as the Bible gives it, and I have never found 
any reason for denying, disputing or rejecting it.

Q.— Let me make it definite, 2348 years? A.— I didn’t 
say that. That is the time given (indicating a Bible), 
but I don’t pretend to say that is exact.

Q.—You arc not satisfied there is any civilization that 
can be traced back five thousand years ? A.— I would
not want to say there is, because I have no evidence of 
it that is satisfactory.

Q.— Would you say there is not? A.— Well, so far as 
I know, but when the scientists differ from twenty-four 
millions to three hundred and six millions in their 
opinion as to how long ago life came here, I want them 
to be nearer, to come nearer together, before they de
mand of me to give up my belief in the Bible.

Q.— Do you say that you do not believe that there were 
any civilizations 011 this earth that reach back beyond 
five thousand years? A.— I am not satisfied by any evi
dence that I have seen.

Q.— I didn’t ask what you are satisfied with. I asked 
if you believed it. A.— Will you let me answer it?

The Court— Go right on.
The Witness— I am satisfied by no evidence that I 

have found that would justify me in accepting the 
opinions of these men against what I believe to be the 
inspired Word of God.

Q.— And you believe every nation, every organization 
of men, every animal in the world outside of the fishes-----

The witness— The fish, I want you to understand, is 
merely a matter of humour.

Q.— I believe the Bible says so. Take the fishes in ? 
A .— Let us get together and look over this.

Mr. Darrow— Probably we would better. We will after 
we get through.

Q.— Let me make this definite. You believe that every 
civilization on the earth and every living thing except 
possibly the fishes, that came out of the ark, were wiped 
out by the flood? A.— At that time.

Q .— At that time, and then, whatever human beings 
including all the tribes that inhabited the world, and 
have inhabited the world, and who run their pedigree

straight back, and all the animals have come on to the 
earth since the flood ? A.— Yes.

Q.— Don’t you know that the ancient civilizations of 
China are six or seven thousand years old, at the very 
least? A.— No; but they would not run back beyond 
the creation, according to the Bible, six thousand years.

Q.— You don’t know how old they are, is that right? 
A.— I don’t know how old they are; but possibly you 
do. (Laughter.)

Q.— Have you any idea how old the Egyptian civiliza
tion is. A.— No.

Q.— Do you know of any record in the world, outside 
of the story of the Bible, which conforms to any state
ment that it is 4300 years ago or thereabouts, that all 
life was wiped off the face of the earth? -A.— I think 
they have found records.

Q.— Do you know of any? A.— Records reciting the 
flood, but I am not an authority on the subject.

Q.— Mr. Bryan, don’t you know that there are many old 
religions that describe the flood? A.— I don’t know.

Q.—You know there are others besides the Jewish ? 
A.— I don’t know whether these are the record of any 
other religion, or refer to this flood.

Q.—You have heard of the Tower of Babel, haven’t 
3'ou ? A.— Yes, sir.

Q.—That tower was built under the ambition that they 
could build a tower up to Heaven, wasn’t it? And God 
saw what they were at and to prevent their getting into 
Heaven he confused their tongues? A.— Something like 
that, I wouldn’t say to prevent their getting into Heaven. 
I don’t think it is necessary to believe that God was 
afraid they would get to Heaven.

Q.— I mean that way? A.— I think it was a rebuke 
to them.
■ Q.— A rebuke to them trying to go that way? A.— 
To build that tower for that purpose.

Q.— Take that short cut? A.—That is your language, 
not mine.

Q.— Now when was that? A.— Give us the Bible.
Q.— Yes, we will have strict authority on it— scientific 

authority? A.— That was about one hundred years be
fore the flood, Mr. Darrow, according to this chronology- 
It was 2247— the date on one page is 2218 and on the 
other 2247 and it is described in here-----

Q.— That is the year 2247? A.— 2218 11.c. is at the top 
of one page and 2247 at the other and there is nothing 
in here to indicate the change.

Q.— Well, make it 2230 then. A.— All right, about.
Then 3-011 add 1500 to that. A.— No, 1925.
Q.— Add 1925 to that, that would be 4155 3-ears ago- 

Up to 4155 3-ears ago every human being 011 earth spoke 
the same language? A.— Yes, sir, I think that is the 
inference that could be drawn from that.

Q.— All the different languages of the earth, dating 
from the tower of Babel, is that right? Do you know 
how many languages are spoken 011 the face of the earth ? 
A.— No. T know the Bible has been translated into 
five hundred, and no other book has been translated into 
anything like that many.

Q.—That is interesting, if true. Do you know all the 
languages there arc? A.— No, sir, I can’t tell you- 
There may be many dialects besides that and some 
languages, but those are all the principal languages.

Q.— There arc a great many that arc not principal 
languages? A .— Yes, sir.

Q.— You haven’t any idea how many there arc? A--' 
No, sir.

Q.— How many people have spoken all those various 
languages? A.— No, sir.

Q.— And you say that all those languages of all the 
sons of men have come on the earth not over 4130 yearS 
ago? A.— I have seen no evidence that would lead u>c 
to put it any farther back than that.

Q.—That is your belief, anyway? That was due 
to the confusion of tongues at the Tower of Babel. Uid 
you ever study philology at all? A.— No, I have never 
made a stud3T of it— not in the sense in which you speak 
of it.

<).—You have used language all 3’our life— ever si"‘ e 
I was about a 3-ear old.
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words, “  tlie evening and the mornings ”  as meaning 
necessarily a twenty-four day,”  in the day when the 
Lord made the Heavens and the earth.

Q.—Then when the Bible said, for instance, “  And 
God called the firmament Heaven. And the evening 
and the morning were the second day,”  that does not 
necessarily mean twenty-four hours ? A.— I do not think 
it necessarily does.

Q.— Do you think it does or does not. ? A.— I know 
a great many think so.

Q.— What do you think? A.— I do not think it does.
Q.—You think these were not literal days? A.— I 

do not think they were twenty-four hour days.
Q.— What do you think about it? A.— That is my 

opinion— I do not know that my opinion is better on that 
subject than those who think it does.

Q.— Do you not think that? A.— No. But I think it

Q-—And good language, too, and you never took any 
pains to find anything about the origin of languages ?
A-—-I never studied it as a science.

Q.—Have you ever by any chance read Max Mueller ?
A.—No.

Q-—The great German philologist? A.—No.
Q-—Or any book on that subject? A.— I don’t remem

ber to have read a book on that subject especially, but I 
have read extracts, of course, and articles on philology.

Q-—Mr. Bryan, could you tell me how old the earth is?
A.—No, sir, I couldn’t.

Q-—Could you come anywhere near it? A.— I wouldn’t 
attempt to. I could possibly come as near as the scien
tists do, but I had rather be more accurate before I give 
a guess.

Q.—You don’t think much of scientists, do you? A.—
^es, I do, sir. _

He gave the name of George M. Price, formerly Pro- ] would be just as easy for the kind of God we believe 
lessor of Geology in a college in Nebraska and now in a in to make the earth in six days as in six years or in six 
small Californian college, whom Mr. Darrow later charac
terized as a mountebank and not a geologist at all

1 million years or in six hundred million years. I do not 
think it important whether we believe one or the other.

Q.— Do you think those were literal days ? A.— My 
impression is they were periods, but I would not attempt 
to argue as against anybody who wanted to believe in 
literal days.

Q.— Have you any idea of the length of the periods? 
A.— No, 1 don’t.

Q.— Do you think the sun was made on the fourth 
day? A.— Yes.

Q.— And they had evening and morning without the 
sun? A.— I am simply saying it is a period.

Q.— They had evening for four periods without the 
sun, do you think? A.— I believe in creation as there 
told, and if 1 am not able to explain it I will accept it.

Mr. Darrow.— Then you can explain it to suit yourself.
Q.— And they had the evening and the morning be

fore that time for three days or three periods. All right, 
that settles it. Now, if you call those periods, they may 
have been a very long time. A.— They might have been.

Q.—The creation might have been going on for a very 
long time? A.— It might have continued for millions 
of years.

Q.— Do you know how old his book is ? A.— No, s ir ;
't is a recent book.

Q.— Do you know anj'thing about his training? A.—
Ho, I can’t say on that.

Q.— Do you know of any geologist 011 the face of the 
earth who ever recognized him ? A.— I couldn’t say.

Q.— But you think lie is all right? How old does he 
Say the earth is? A.— I am not sure that I would insist 
°’i some particular geologist that you picked out recog
nizing him before I could consider him worthy of belief.

Q.— You would consider him worthy if he agreed with 
your views? A.— Well, I think his argument is very 
good.

Q.— How old does Mr. Price say the earth is ? A .— I 
haven’t examined the book in order to answer questions 
on it.

Q.—Then you don’t know anything about how old he 
Says it is? A.— He speaks of the layers that are sup
posed to measure age and points out that they are not 
Uniform and not always the same, and that attempts 
t0 measure age by those layers where they are not in 
'be order in which they arc usually found makes it diffi- i Q-— Yes, all right. Do you believe the story of the
Cl'lt to fix the exact age.

Q-— Does lie say anything whatever about the age of 
fhc earth? A.— I wouldn’t be able to testify.

hi-—You didn’t get anything about the age from him? 
A-—Well, I know lie disputes what you say and I say 
Micro is very good evidence to dispute it— what some 
°thers say about the age.

temptation of Eve by the serpent? A.— I do.
Q.— Do you believe that after Eve ate the apple or 

gave it to Adam, whichever way it was, that God cursed 
Eve, and at that time decreed that all womankind thence
forth and forever should suffer the pains of childbirth 
in the reproduction of the earth? A.— I believe what it 
says, and I believe the fact as fully.

Q-—That is what it says, doesn’t it? A.— Yes.
Q-—Mr. Bryan, do you believe that the first woman Q- And for that reason, every woman born of woman,

'Vas Eve? A._Yes. > who has to carry on the race, the reason they have
0f childbirth pains is because Eve tempted Adam in the 

j Garden of Eden ? A.— I will believe the language of the 
Bible, for I prefer that to your own language. Read the 

I Bible, and 1 will answer.
Q-— All right, I will do that : “  And I will put enmity 

between thee and the woman.”  That is referring to the

0. -Do you believe she was literally made out 
Atlam’s rib? A.— I do.

—  Did you ever discover where Cain got his wife ? 
A — No, sir I leave the agnostics to hunt for her.

—You have never found out ? A.— I have never tried 
lo find.

Q-— You have never tried to find ? A.— No.
— The Bible says he got one, doesn’t it? Were there

I serpent? A.— The serpent.
Q. (reading).— ‘‘ And between thy seed and her seed;

''ther people on the earth at that time? A.— I cannot it shall bruise thy head, and thou shalt bruise his heel. 
Say- I Unto the woman He said, I will greatly multiply thy

0. You cannot say ? Did that never enter your con- sorrow and thy conception; in sorrow thou shalt bring
deration? A.—  Never bothered me.

.There were no others recorded, but Cain got a wife.
That 'S what the Bible says. Where she came from you
' 0,11 know. All right. Docs the statement, “ The 
"'orning and the evening were the first day ” and “ the 
,n°rning ail(j t]lc evening were the second day,”  mean 
anything to you ? A.— I do not think it necessarily means 
a Hvcnty-four hour day.

~— You do not ? A.— No.
,*-• What do you consider it to be? A.— I have not 

' empted to explain it. If you will take the second 
j laPter-— let me have the book. (Examining Bible.) The 
uurth verse of the second chapter says : “  These arc 

j , c generation of the heavens and of the earth, when 
ey were created in the day the I.ord God made the 

jnl'i and the Heavens.”  The word “  day ”  there in 
do VCry next chapter is used to describe a period. I 

Hot sec that there is necessity for construing the

forth children ; and thy desire shall be to thy husband, 
and lie shall rule over thee.”  That is right, is it? A.— 
1 accept it as it is.

Mr. Darrow then asked if Mr. Bryan believed that 
came about because Eve tempted Adam to eat the fruit. 
Mr. Bryan replied that he believed it was just as the 
Bible said.

Q-— And you belicre that is the reason that God made 
the serpent to go on his belly after lie tempted Eve ? 
A.— I believe the Bible as it is, and I do not permit 
you to put your language in the place of the language 
of the Almighty. You read that Bible and ask me 
questions and I will answer them. I will not answer 
your questions in your language.

Q.— I will read it to you from the Bible : “  And the 
Lord God said unto the serpent, ‘ Because thou hast done 
this, thou art cursed above all cattle, and above every 
beast in the field; upon thy belly shalt thou go and
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dust shalt thou eat all the days of thy life.’ ”  Do you 
think that is why the serpent is compelled to crawl upon 
its belly? A.— I believe that.

Q.— Have you any idea how the snake went before 
that time ? A.— No, sir.

Q.— Do you know whether he walked on his tail or 
not? A.— No, sir. I have no way to know (Laughter 
in the audience.)

Q.— Now, you refer to the bow that was put in the 
heaven after the flood, the rainbow. Do you believe in 
that? A.— Read it.

Q.— All right, Mr. Bryan, I will read it for you.
“  Your Honour, I think I can shorten this testimony,”  

Mr. Bryan broke in to remark. “  The only purpose Mr. 
Darrow has is to slur at the Bible, but I will answer 
his questions. I will answer it all at once, and I have 
no objection in the world. I want the world to know 
that this man, who does not believe in a God, is trying 
to use a court in Tennessee.”

“  I object to that,”  Mr. Darrow interrupted.
“ To slur at it,”  Mr. Bryan went on, “  and, while it 

will require time, I am willing to take it.”
“  I object to your statement. I am examining you on 

your fool ideas that no intelligent Christian on earth 
believes,”  exclaimed Mr. Darrow.

“  The court is adjourned until 9 o’clock to-morrow 
morning,”  Judge Raulston remarked, and ended the dis
pute for the time being.

Books and Life.

A t the risk of writing something out of place— for 
praise should come from other quarters— have you, 
reader, ever tried re-reading the Freethinker ? The hours 
went by as we turned over the leaves of some old 
volumes and we browsed on pages written ten and 
twelve years ago. To the making of the matter there 
went energy and purpose for, touch where we would, 
there was common sense in abundance. For whom shall 
we write ? For the world. How long shall we intend 
our written word to last ? For eternity. Let those who 
are the flotsam and jetsam of caprice write as they may. 
Matthew Arnold’s “  high seriousness ”  was the subject 
of a joke; intensity and sincerity make him still a canon 
of criticism let the width of Oxford trousers be wide 
enough to girdle the moon.

The late O. W. Foote had a paragraph in the Free
thinker, December 15, 1912. He was no dabbler in books; 
his valuation of books on literature was sound, and he 
knew the terrific weight of verifying his quotations. In 
the paragraph he makes the following remarks : —

It is a curious thing that the earliest spade work, so to 
speak, in the field of William Blake’s reputation as a poet 
and seer was, for the most part, done by Freethinkers. 
Dante and William Rosetti, Alexander Gilchrist, Swin
burne, and James Thomson (“ B. V.” ) are prominent 
names in this connection. Now we find High Church 
parsons, and other orating Christians, especially the 
Christian Socialists, quoting Blake as an ideal Christian 
—though they seldom get beyond the tag about build
ing Jerusalem in England’s green and pleasant land.

Blake was too big for any church; he carried indepen
dence to excess, and was as a consequence perpetually 
poor. He would not take “  bread and cheese ”  advice. 
In our day the prices paid for his pictures would have 
been enough to keep him in all his requirements for 
three lifetimes. The Nonsuch Press are issuing Blake 
in an edition of 1,500 sets in three volumes at £5 17s. 6d. 
The other day a water-colour drawing by him, "  By the 
Waters of Babylon,”  dated 1806, brought £600. We 
hope the Nonsuch Press will clear their editions— and 
that the buyers will read their purchases. Swinburne 
shall round off this paragraph : “  The dead only, and not 
the living, ought, while any trace of his doings re
main, to forget what was the Work and what were the 
wages of William Blake.”

It was Voltaire who struck an attitude in a phrase; 
when he wrote that we may have preferences but no pre
judices we had the beginning of a universal language 
on his tongue. The prehistoric beasts of our press who 
alternately ring the bells of prejudice with such cries 
as Bolshevik, Sinn Feiner, Pro-German, Chartist, ad 
nauseum, are the disintegrating forces at work to keep 
the world in the cages of nationalism. There is a halo 
of religious light round the noble head of Blake; he 
frequently uses the name of God in his writings— so do 
writers in this paper, but, in the rationalizing of crea
tures of the imagination of the human race hear this : 
“  God is no more than m an; because man is no less than 
God.” But it will take more than this to coax the Day- 
tonites of all countries to get up off their marrow-bones 
and make a fresh start with their religious complex 
put in its proper place. And there is no need, reader, 
for you to neglect Blake because the Nonsuch Press 
charge £5 19s. 6d. for three volumes. There are book 
buyers who don’t read, there are book readers who don't 
buy, there are people who buy books to go with the 
furniture, but give us the book-buyer who buys a book 
to read and, like Montaigne, to make it bone of his bone 
and flesh of his flesh. Blake’s works can be bought for 
a shilling, but their value cannot be assessed in a world 
where the resources of an Empire cannot settle the traffic 
problem outside the gates of the House of Commons.

In 1868 The Fisher Maiden, a novel, by Bjornson, was 
published. It was a barbaric narrative and the trans
lation from the German reads somewhat stilted and 
crude. There are in it the first glimmerings of the stage 
as a medium for presenting social questions, and in 1877 
the Norwegian definitely allies himself with Ibsen in his 
passion to make the stage the forum for the purpose of 
“  having it out ”  with the perplexities of modern life. 
And what, pray, is this attitude towards the stage but 
the frank admission that the Church had failed? In a 
land where the jest that “  salt fish and the Bible ”  were 
the chief industries, the struggle to turn national taste 
towards the stage was not an easy matter. The last 
chapters of The Fisher Maiden enable us to estimate 
the reception of Dionysian ideas; they are cast in the 
form of a discussion among a company of ministers. A 
pastor, in supporting the stage, does so in the following 
negative manner: “  The objections to the stage on the 
ground that it excites our emotions, plunges 11s into more 
gratification of the senses, and induces us to appropriate 
the characters of the fictitious models of virtue held up 
to our view, are no less applicable to the pulpit.”  Was» 
then, the antagonism of the Church to the Stage so diffi
cult to understand ? Another Rupert in the field with 
pictorial fiction that should not turn the miserable 
hurdy-gurdy of “  original sin ” ; a vast landscape 
whereon should be shown the liobility and its opposite 
of mail— “ the glory and offscouring of the universe” » 
all the reasons of the Church against the stage were 
only so much leather and prunella, for the unspoken 
reason was trade jealousy.

An ordinary Englishman's mind is like a public-hoii?c 
in its precise divisions ; the four-ale bar of everyday lifc 
is not on speaking terms with the saloon of his better 
ideas that are left for quiet hour's of withdrawal from 
the hurly-burly of life. We shall lie pardoned for oUr 
Bacchus-like simile, but these remarks have been 
prompted by an announcement that the publishers» 
Messrs. Ernest Benn, Ltd., are making the experiment 
of publishing good poetry in sixpenny books. Rupert 
Brooke, Robert Bridges, Hilaire Belloc,Edmund Blundcn» 
Tagore, Shelley, Keats— extracts from each of these for six
pence. The publishers arc to be congratulated; it wanted 
doing. Blunden, a young poet, in “  Forefathers,”  haS 
a glimpse of ancestor worship seen through Engl**'1 
eyes, and with clarity sets down a picture of those wh° 
went before 11s. No wise man asks “  Why was I ever 
born?” There is the answer if he likes to look back 
over his shoulder at the past; the direction in which
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he is moving is the all important question. Looking 
backward the poet can see the picture clearly:—

Here they went with smock and crook,
Toiled in the sun, lolled in the shade;

Here they mudded out the brook,
And here their hatchet cleared the glade : 

Harveshsupper woke their wit,
Huntsman’s moon their wooings lit.

The best is yet to b e; through the mincing machine of 
history Christianity has made murderous attempts at 
U1uty, and now that its failure is complete through the 
Hreat War, mankind may put its trust in poet legisla
tors, in genuine scientists, in creative artists or, in a 
Word, may put its trust in itself.

William Repton.

Correspondence.

training advocates for freethought.
To the E ditor of the “ F reethinker.”

Sir,—Referring to the contribution by Mr. Douglas 
R. Stickells, in your issue of August 23, I would esteem 
R a favour if I might oiler a few supplementary words. 
One can only envy the young advocate who might be 
s° placed as to have all the books recommended for 
his guidance. But experience tells us that Freethought 
iRpends upon, very often, much less ambitious things 
m the way of book preparation than is set out by Mr. 
Stickells. It seems to me that by the time that one 
has become a Freethinker, in anything like the full 
sense of the term, there will consequently come with it 
a fair power of articulation. The point that I would bring 
°ut here is the fact that the hope of maintaining Free- 
thought is by way of the individual, which does not seem 
t° be fully recognized by Mr. Stickells. This does not, 
°f course, lessen the value of the suggestion as to the 
ostablishing of “ miniature colleges” ; but my experi- 
ence has been that I have had to “  plough a lonely fur- 
r°vv.” 1 think Mr. Stickells stumbles somewhat in his 
inference to debating societies of churches and adult 
Schools; and if it is that he frequents such places, 
and gains some credence there, he must indeed “  temper 
the wind to the shorn lamb.” We are left wondering at 
the amount of success in “  implanting the demon of 
'Eubt in the minds of the conventional.”  We are on 
sUrcr ground in the correspondence columns of local 
lepers. At the same time I am not so sure that thel( . #

Proviso ”  is correctly supported. Conciseness and 
clarity arc doubtful qualifications in newspaper welfare, 
tactfulness and urbanity are undoubted and valuable 
Qualifications. Much has to be implied, because it must 
never be overlooked that the pioneer of Freethought has 
0 chasten and be forever endeavouring to shape the 

environment to his will. By way of illustration I might 
ntention that I have in a few years had hundreds of 

aUcmpts ”  accepted. I tried a quatrain from old 
niar, where he describes the non-human aspect of 

nature, on a few occasions, but it did not for a while 
aPpear. Recently I was successful, the atmosphere had 
'r ■ ' We are told that we must not be "  dogmatic.”  

Us> again, raises in me a feeling of difference, the 
■ rongly supported dogma is a fine addition to the Frec- 

Unker’s armoury. My test of a Freethinker may be 
• °uicwhat austere, I am nevertheless left with some 

°ubts as to Mr. Slickclls possessing that needful grip 
11 a claim to “  train advocates for Freethought.”

J. Fotiiergill.

DEBATES AND DEFINITIONS. 
isS '« .-In  reply to the letter of "  Keridon ” in your 
aj'jlle °f August 23, I may remark that lie cannot be 

owed to wander away from the original title and sub- 
^ ute another for the purpose of switching on ex- 
ene'C°US lua^ er- The point of discussion is whether the 
to '-rf y  °f steam is kinetic or static. Instead of keeping 
his US P0'11*! “  Keridon ” appears to be camouflaging 

• ^ror under a cloud of inky verbosity, with which is 
ent/'u  ^le acr'^ poison-gas of personal abuse, appar- 

y because I have had the audacity to differ from such

1 profound scientist as himself. The phrases muddle- 
headed tyro, culpable stupidity, superlative bumptious
ness, etc., come from his pen with such facility aud 
vigour that an onlooker is at once intuitively aware, 
.vithout any knowledge of the subject, which of the 
two has blundered. “  Keridon ”  at the outset was 
careful to advertise the fact ? that he was not a sophist. 
Possibly he is really unsophisticated, and in the depths 
of his study has acquired so little practical knowledge 
of humanity that he does not know personalities are 
ike boomerangs, they come whizzing back to whence 
they went.

With respect to his charge of falsification, one can 
only say that “  Kcridon’s ”  method of argument? 
shows a lack of power of analysis. I must neces
sarily premise that as “  Keridou ” is a Freethinker 
he is always in search of Truth, and would, therefore, 
always sacrifice vanity and proberty to this deity, pro
vided that he is satisfied regarding the character of the 
priesthood. Taking “  Keridon’s ”  love for Truth as 
granted, he should have seen that there may have been 
a printer’s error. On the other hand, the word left 
out may have been immaterial. For instance, if some
one remarks that “  ‘ Keridon ’ received some carrots,” 
there would be no falsification if it were re-written, 
“ Keridon ’ received some carrots.”  The word “  bunch” 
not being of any value, as both statements convey to 
the mind the same impression. Unless “  Keridon ’ ’ can 
show that, the word engine is material, his charge falls 
somewhat flat. The engine is of course merely the 
medium by means of which the invisible kinetic energy 
of the steam is converted into the visible kinetic energy 
of masses of matter. We cannot dispense with the 
medium in practice, but we are at liberty to do so when 
considering the properties of steam.

“ Keridon ” acknowledges that he read my letter 
hastily. He has had to acknowledge also that his “ con
ceited diatribe ”  on the uselessness of logic requires 
modification. Evidently this correspondent reads in 
haste, writes in haste, and presumably repents at leisure.

Trei’EN.

LOGIC AND SCIENCE.
S ir,—S ince in his most interesting article on “  Logic 

and Science,” “ Keridon ”  demolishes the ground of syl
logistic inference, is all inference, therefore, to be banned 
and discarded ? Has he nothing to oiler us in its place ? 
Perhaps “  Keridon ” would enlighten us on this very 
important subject. H. Russell.

TEACHERS AND EVOLUTION.
Sir ,— Y ou are anxious to hear of a public school in 

which a teacher could safely teach evolution and con
trast it with the Bible. I have in front of me my notes 
in 18S0 of geology lessons at Winchester. Here is an 
extract : “ The gradual production of new forms of life 
out of old ones is called Evolution.” The teacher was 
Mr. C. Griffiths, who died only a few months ago, aged 
over ninety. He did not expressly point out that his 
teaching was a little hard to reconcile with Genesis, but 
we boys all quite saw it was. The real hindrance to free 
discussion, however, was not the religious boycott, but 
the sex boycott. Reproduction and embryology are such 
improper subjects! A schoolfellow of mine dared not 
be seen reading Darwin (whose books were all in the 
school library) because he had found in one of them a 
description of organs developed in certain insects to hold 
the female! C. Harper.

[This is the only reply we have received to our request 
for information as to where in this country a public school 
teacher w’ould be permitted to teach plainly and authorita
tively the doctrine of evolution, and to set that against the 
Biblical story. And it does not meet the case. Nor is it 
quite clear, even this explanation of what evolution meant, 
implied by its acceptance, or that the school was a Council 
or a Board school.—Ed.].

W AS BRADLAUGH A SOCIALIST?
Sir,— In the original of my letter, which you printed 

on page 525, I wrote : "  There are Atheists who arc not 
Socialists (Bradlaugh, c.g.) and there are Socialists who 
are not Atheists (Lansbury, e.g.).”  In the process of
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editing, type-setting, and printing this has become meta
morphosed into “  There are many Socialists who are 
Atheists (Bradlaugh, e.g.), etc.”  Was Bradlaugh a 
Socialist ? I think not, but I speak under correction. 
If I am not mistaken, he more than once took the anti- 
Socialist side in a debate. He was a Republican cer
tainly, and I think he called himself a Radical, but he 
was one of those men of energy and grit who are the 
last to be converted to a system of social organization 
which creates bureaucrats (at whose hands, he had suf
fered much), and limits individual aspiration. I am in
clined to think he believed that given limitation of that 
population which provides strike breakers for the em
ployers, and given sundry reforms (such as the taxation 
of unimproved land), the interplay of individual efforts 
would produce a tolerably even distribution of wealth. 
What he would have been had he lived in these strenuous 
times and seen the development of finance and trusts, it 
is, of course, idle to speculate. F. J. Nance.

“  Le Coteau,” Simiane, Bouches-du-Rhône.

National Secular Society.

Report or Executive Meeting iiei.d on A ugust 27.

The President, Mr. C. Cohen, in the chair. Also pre
sent : Messrs. Corrigan, Moss, Neate, Quinton, Rosetti, 
and Samuels, Mrs. Quinton, Miss Rough, and the Secre
tary.

The minutes of the last meeting were read and con
firmed. The financial statement was presented and 
adopted and the pass book produced.

New members were received for Ashton-under-Lyne, 
Newcastle, South London, Swansea, and West Ham 
Branches and the Parent Society.

A request for the formation of a new Branch at Ashton- 
under-Lyne was submitted and the conditions having 
been complied with, permission was granted.

The Secretary reported Mr. Whitehead’s tour to date, 
with special reference to his success at Swansea. The 
President reported that he had recently visited Leeds, 
where there was very prospect of a revival, provided a 
ball could be obtained, and also that negotiations were 
pending for the revival of the work in Liverpool.

Correspondence was read from Birmingham in re the 
coming lecture season, and instructions given.

It was resolved, unanimously, that Mr. G. Wood, Pre
sident of the South London Branch, be co-opted as a 
member of the Executive.

The Executive recorded its thanks to Mr. Greevz 
Fysher and to his son, Mr. Aubry Fyslier, of Leeds, for 
their sympathy and kindness in carrying out a Secular 
Burial Service for an old and indigent Freethinker.

A letter was received from a London member of ex
perience in sports and music/ offering his assistance to
wards the formation of football and rambling clubs, and 
an orchestral society. The offer was accepted with 
thanks.

It was further reported that arrangements had been 
made for the Annual Dinner at the Midland Grand Hotel 
on Tuesday, January 12, 1926, and the hope expressed 
that members and readers of the Freethinker would 
make a note of the date.

The meeting then closed.
E. M. Vance,

General Secretary.

MR. G. W HITEHEAD’S MISSION.
Mr. Whitehead reports a very successful termination 

to his fornight’s mission in Leeds. .Several new members 
were made, who had given enthusiastic support during 
the last week. The Branch has received a good fillip 
and is now settling down to work, with the determination 
to make things hum during the winter. Proceedings 
at Ashton are beginning well, and will be more fully 
reported next week. From September 5 Mr. Whitehead 
will be at Hull.— E. i

Obituary.
----♦ ---

Freethought circles in Abertillery, S. Wales, are the 
poorer by the death of Mr. W. Trenhall, which took 
place last week. Mr. Trenhall was a native of Man
chester, and a firm supporter of the “  best of causes.” 
In this respect he set a good example to the many 
Freethinkers who are playing so large a part in the 
industrial and political life of .South Wales. During 
the latter stages of a lengthy illness, Mr. Trenhall often 
expressed a wish for a Secular service, and his wishes 
were faithfully observed by his family. A Secular ser
vice was conducted at the Council Cemetery by Mr. Tlieo. 
J. Davis, who dwelt upon the sterling character of our 
dead friend, and his wholesome influence upon others. 
The address excited great interest, and the most pro
found sympathy was expressed by all to the widow and 
family. Mr. Trenhall had many friends in the district, 
and his example as a sturdy fighter in the Freethought 
Cause will serve as an inspiration to all.— A. J. C.

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

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

LONDON.
Outdoor.

Bethnal G reen Branch N.S.S. (Victoria Park, near the 
Fountain) : 6, Mr. J. Marshall, a Lecture.

F insbury Park Branch N.S.S. (Finsbury Park) : n.iS> 
Mr. White, a Lecture.

North L ondon Branch N.S.S (Regent’s Park, near the 
Fountain) : 5.45, Mr. R. II. Rosetti, a Lecture.

South L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Brockwell Park) : 3, Mr- 
E. Grant, “ Harvest Festivals” ; 6, Mr. K. C. Saphin, a 
Lecture.

W est Ham Branch N.S.S. (Outside Technical Institute, 
Romford Road, Stratford, E.) : 7, Mr. E. Burke, a Lecture.

COUNTRY.
Indoor.

G lasgow Branch N.S.S. (Grand Central Café, Jamie* 
Street, Glasgow) : 12 noon, Committee Meeting.

Outdoor.

Bolton Branch N.S.S. (Town Hall Steps) : Friday', Sep' 
tember 4, at 7.30, Messrs. Addison, Partington, and Sis'011 
will speak.

H ull B ranch N.S.S.—Air. G. Whitehead’s Mission.—Satuf' 
day, Victoria Pier at 7.30 and Sunday at 11; Sunday» 
Waltham Street at 7.30 and every night during week.

N ewcastle Branch N.S.S. (Town Moor, near North Road 
entrance) : 7, Mr. R. Atkinson, a Lecture.

L 'O R  SA L E .— Complete Set (12 volumes) of On*
Corner; publishers’ bindings ; in good condition ; what 

offers ? -Joseph G u y , 8 South Bank, Queensbury, Bradford.

U  'T*H E  H YD E PA R K  FORUM .” — A Satire on its
Speakers and Frequenters. Should be read by al 

Freethinkers. Post free, 6d., direct from J. Marlow, *45 
Walworth Road, S.IJ.i.

\ T  ISITIN G T E A C H E R ,. wide experience, give*
V lessons in English, French, German, Spanish, Ital>a"’ 

Portuguese, Hebrew (Biblical and modern), Russian, Danis j 
Norwegian, Mathematics and Science ; preparations for “ 
examinations ; translations completed.—Terms on applied10 
— T eacher, c /o Freethinker Office, 61 Farringdou Stree 1 
E.C.4.

U N W A N T E D  CHILDREN
In a Civilized Community there should bo ° °  

UNWANTED Children.
For List of Birth-Control Requisites send ljd . stamp t0

J. R. HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantage, Berkshire'
(Established nearly Forty Years.J
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THE SEC U LAR  SOCIETY, Ltd. New Work by GEORGE WHITEHEAD

Company Limited by Guarantee.

Registered Office: 62 Farringdon St., London, E.C.4. 
Secretary: M iss E. M. VAN CE.

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

I he Memorandum of Association sets forth that the 
Society’s Objects are :—To promote the principle that human 
conduct should be based upon natural knowledge, and not 
uPon supernatural belief, and that human welfare in this 
world is the proper end of all thought and action. To pro- 
inote freedom of inquiry. To promote universal Secular Edu
cation. To promote the complete secularization of the State, 
etc. And to do all such lawful things as are conducive to 
s°ch objects. Also to have, hold, receive, and retain any 
Sl'nis of money paid, given, devised, or bequeathed by any 
Person, and to employ the same for any of the purposes of 
the Society.

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

t he liability of members is limited to ¿1, in case the 
Society should ever be wound up.

All who join the Society participate in the control of its 
business and the trusteeship of its resources. It is expressly 
Provided in the Articles of Association that no member, as 
®uch, shall derive any sort of profit from the Society, either 
by way of dividend, bonus, or interest.

ĥe Society’s affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
directors, one-third of whom retire (by ballot), each year, 
but are eligible for re-election.

hriends desiring to benefit the Society are invited to make 
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s favour in 
their wills. The now historic decision of the House of Lords 
in re Bowman and Others v. the Secular Society, Limited, in 
1917. a verbatim report of which may be obtained from its 
Publishers, the Pioneer Press, or from the Secretary, makes 
A fiuite impossible to set aside such bequests.

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a sufficient form of 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators : —

I give and bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited,
the sum of £----  free from Legacy Duty, and I direct
that a receipt signed by two members of the Board of the 
said Society and the Secretary thereof shall be a good 
discharge to my Executors for the said Legacy.

It is advisable, but not necessary, that the Secretary should 
be formally notified of such bequests, as wills sometimes get 
0st or mislaid. A form of membership, with full particu- 
ars. will be sent on application to the Secretary, Miss E. M. 

ance, 62 Earringdon Street, London, E.C.4.

A  BOOK FO R  A L L

SEXUAL h e a l t h  a n d  b ir t h  co n tr o l
BY

ETTIE A. ROUT
Author of "Safe Marriage,’ ’ " S e x  and Exercise" (A Study 
° ‘  the Physiological Value of Native Dances), "  Two Years 

in Paris," etc.

With Foreword by Sir B ryan Donkin, M.D. 

Prico ONE SHILLING. By post Is. Id.

MEDICAL AND PRESS OPINIONS, 
nir } I cannot exaggerate my appreciation of the mar- 
Aui«ent Work y °u liave done, and-are doing. . . S ir W. 

.. ,’E 1,n°T L ank, Consulting Surgeon, Guy’s Hospital.
Jhe publication and dissemination of such pamphlets
• ls a crying need; a necessity in the immediate future.” 

■ Tank Robkrts, Obstetric Surgeon to Out-patients, Queen 
bfrlotte’s Hospital.

Heed fcXua* Health and Birth Control are two of the greatest 
„r s °X t'le human race, and all true humanitarians will be 
h a y 11} to >'°u for your book and for the great help you 
to n Rlven to these two great causes.—D r . C. V. Drysdaee 

lhe author.

Tu« Pioneer Press, 61 Earringdon Street, E.C.4.

BIRTH CONTROL AND 
RACE CULTURE

THE SOCIAL ASPECTS OF SEX
A Common Sense Discussion of Questions that 

affect all, and should be faced by all.

Price ONE SHILLING. Postage Id.

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

PIONEER PRESS PUBLICATIONS
TH E  OTHER SIDE OF DEATH .

A Critical Examination of the Beliefs in a Future 
Life, with a Study of Spiritualism, from the Stand

point of the New Psychology.
By Chapman Cohen.

This is an attempt to re-interpret the fact of death with it* 
associated feelings in terms of a scientific sociology and 
psychology. It studies Spiritualism from the point of view 
of the latest psychology, and offers a scientific and natural

istic explanation of its fundamental phenomena.

Paper Covers, 2s., postage ijfjd.; Cloth Bound,
3s. 6d., postage 2d.

A Book with a Bite.

B I B L E  R O M A N C E S .
(FOURTH EDITION.)

By G . W . F oote.
A Drastic Criticism of the Old and New Testament Narra 
tives, full of Wit, Wisdom, and Learning. Contains son»« 

of the best and wittiest of the work of G. W. Foote.

In Cloth, 224 pp. Price 2s. 6d., postage 3d.

H ISTORY OF T H E  CO N FLICT BETW EEN  
RELIGION AND SCIENCE.

By J. W. Draper, M.D., LL.D.
(Author of "History of the Intellectual Development of 

Europe," etc.)

Price 3s. 6d., postage 4}£d.

A Book that Made History.

T H E  R U I N S :
A SURVEY OF THE REVOLUTIONS OF EMPIRES, 

to which is added THE LAW OF NATURE.

By C. F. V olney.

A New Edition, being a Revised Translation with Introduc
tion by G eorge Underwood, Portrait, Astronomical Charts, 

and Artistic Cover Design by H. Cutner.

Price 5s., postage 3d.
This is a Work that all Reformers should read. Its influence 
on the history of Freethought has been profound, and at the 
distance of more than a century its philosophy must com
mand the admiration of all serious students of human his
tory. This is an Unabridged Edition of one of the greatest 
of Ereethought Classics with all the original notes. No 

better edition has been issued.

COMMUNISM AND CHRISTIANISM .

By Bishop W. Montgomery Brown, D.D.
A book that is quite outspoken in its attacks on Christianity 
and on fundamental religious ideas. It is an unsparing 
criticism of Christianity from the point of view of Darwinism 
and of Sociology from the point of view of Marxism. 204 pp.

Price is., post free.
Special terms for quantities.
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PIONEER PRESS PU BLICATION S.— Continued. 
ESSAYS IN FR E E TH IN K IN G ,

By C hapman Coh en.

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 
and Religion—Seeing the Past—Is Religion of Use ?—On 
Compromise—Hymns for Infants—Religion and the Young

Cloth Gilt, 2s. 6d., postage 2%d.

Have you booked for Great Debate 
on “ IS EVOLUTION T R U E ?” at 
large Queen’s Hall, on Sunday even
ing, September 6, between Professor 
McCready Price and Mr. Joseph 
McCabe ? Reserved Seat Tickets 
5s., 3s. 6d., and 3s. ; Unreserved 
Is. Every purchaser of a Is. ticket 
is assured of a seat. Apply R.P.A., 
Johnson’s Court, Fleet Street, E.C.A

TH E  BIBLE HANDBOOK.
For Freethinkers and Enquiring Christians.

By G. W. F oote and W. P. Ball.
NEW EDITION.

(Issued by the Secular Society, Limited.)
Contents : Part I.—Bible Contradictions. Part II.—Bible 
Absurdities. Part III.—Bible Atrocities. Part IV.—Bible 
Immoralities, Indecencies, Obscenities, Broken Promises, and 

Unfulfilled Prophecies.

Cloth Bound. Price 2s. 6d., postage 2%d.
One of the most useful books ever published. Invaluable to 

Freethinkers answering Christians.

The Egyptian Origin of Christianity.
T H E  H ISTORICAL JESUS AND M YTH ICA L 

CHRIST.

By G erald M a sse y .

A Demonstration of the Egyptian Origin of the Christian 
Myth. Should be in the hands of every Freethinker. With 

Introduction by Chapman Cohen.

Price 6d., postage id.

C H R ISTIA N ITY  AND CIVILIZATIO N .
A Chapter from

The History of the Intellectual Development of Europe. 

By John W illiam  Draper , M.D., LL.D.

Price 2d., postage %d.

MODERN M ATERIALISM .

A Candid Examination.

By W alter M ann.

(Issued by the Secular Society, Limited.)
Contents: Chapter I.—Modern Materialism. Chapter II.-- 
Darwinian Evolution. Chapter III.—Auguste Comte and 
Positivism. Chapter IV.—Herbert Spencer and the Synthetic 
Philosophy. Chapter V.—The Contribution of Kant. Chapter 
VI.—Huxley, Tyndall, and Clifford open the Campaign. 
Chapter VII.—Buechner’s “  Force and Matter.” Chapter 
VIII.—Atoms and the Ether. Chapter IX.—The Origin of 
Life. Chapter X.—Atheism and Agnosticism. Chapter XI.— 
The French Revolution and the Great War. Chapter XII.— 

The Advance of Materialism.
A careful and exhaustive examination of the meaning of 
Materialism and its present standing, together with its 
bearing on various aspects of life. A much-needed work.

176 pages. Price is. 6d., in neat Paper Cover, postage 
2d.

The “  FR E E TH IN K E R  ”  for 1924.

Strongly bound in Cloth, Gilt Lettered, with Title- 
page. Price 17s. 6d., postage is.

Only a very limited number of copies are to be had, and 
orders should be placed at once.

Not as your
M o th er says—

but as your neighbours say, is how your repu
tation goes. N ot as we say, but as our host 
o f clients testify, is how we would have you 
know us. W e can save you time, save you 
trouble, save you money, save you any doubt 
o f  the correctness o f your choice in tailors. 
W e  say these things, and we really do them, 
but we do not ask you to believe us. W e 
are not advertising to say nice things about 
ourselves, but to entice you to give us the 
opportunity o f letting your neighbours speak 
for us. Betw ixt you and us there is a fellow- 
feeling which would prevent us doing worse 
for you than we have done for them. You 
will be doing right if  you write to-day for 
an y ot the follow ing :

Gents' A to H Book, Suits from 
5 6 /- ;  Gents’ I to N Book, Suits 
from 9 9 /- ;  Gents’ Latest Over
coat Book, prices from 4 8 /-; 
Ladies’ Fashion and Pattern 
Book, Costumes from 60/-, 
Frocks from 41 /-

All Pattern S ets  accompanied by Price List,
) _ M easurement Form, M easuring Tape, Style

Book, and stamped addresses for their return.

Samples cannot he sent abroad except upon 
your promise to fa ith fu lly  return them ,

Four Great FreetKinRera.

GEORGE JACOB HOLYOAKE, by Joseph McCabe. The 
Life and Work of one of the Pioneers of the Secular an“ 
Co-operative movements in Great Britain. With fonr 
plates. In Paper Covers, 2s. (postage 2d.). Clod* 
Bound, 39. 6d. (postage 2jfd.).

CHARLES BRADLAUGH, by T he R ight Hon. J. M. R obert
son. An Authoritative Life of one of the greatest 
Reformers of the Nineteenth Century, and the only o0f  
now obtainable. With four portraits. Cloth Bound» 
3s. 6d. (postage 2#d.).

VOLTAIRE, by T he R ight H on. J. M. R obertson. 10 
Paper Covers, 2s. (ppstage 2d.). Cloth Bound, 38. 
(postage 2yid.).

ROBERT G. INGERSOLL, by C. T. Gorham. A 
graphical Sketch of America’s greatest Freethougn* 
Advocate. With four plates. In Paper Covers, iS' 
(postage 2d.) Cloth Bound, 3s. 6d. (postage •*'/>&■ )'
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