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Views and Opinions.

Piety and Character.
Newspapers will have noted the occurrence of
scenes ” in connection with the performance of Mr.
MNaradoc Evan’s play, “ Taffy.” Welshmen present
not like to see certain Welsh characters depicted
as Mr. Evans has drawn them, and they resented in
'vliat is now coming to be quite a popular manner.
lley created a disturbance. We have not yet, appar-
~Uy, developed beyond the stage when we display
a,.ger if anyone dares to suggest that everyone of our
countrymen is not a perfect gentleman. Of
c°Urse, we know quite well enough that this is not the
. ™ and no one would pretend—except a “ patriot ”
11 "ar-time—that the people of any country could be
c°rrectly described as either all villains or all monu-
ments of morality. Hut in public we generally pretend
Ift it is so. The utmost that any patriotic Briton
~?u*d allow is that some of the people of other coun-
Ics arc as good as we are—much in the same spirit
a* the Christian so often compliments Freethinkers
1 being as good as Christians. A politician who said
Ito plainly that in the mass there was not really
j, y much to choose between the people of any
'Ur’pean country, that if we were better than
tj *’cr in one direction, they were probably better
n ns in some other direction, would be far from

gNj'‘~ar- It all shows “ loyalty,” if not intelligence,
L "’rr:ten posturing in public intelligence is at a
u :

* # *

° G°od and the Bad.
thi 1 Coursc> Mr. Evans did not intend people to
jlis. ~at all Welshmen were of the kind depicted in
ah(l B3=*s an(l in his play. They were selected types,
met 50 tar as we have been able to gather from Welsli-

hut'rfairly true to life in certain parts of Wales.
\y;il® ~nulon Welshmen who show their devotion to
~Nax°p 'sy ~ving in London, did not like it, and Mr.
a cjla °mberton, like a thorough-going journalist, saw

in ** to write an article for the Sunday Express,
tff managed to say a great deal that is plati-
be(E"uus and safe, but manages to miss— probably

CaJj* that was also safe—the real point in Mr.
POn. Oc Evan’s productions. We will not do Mr.
rton the injustice of saying that he docs not
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see the point, but only state the fact that he does not
set it out. He says, what is obvious on the face
of it, that many Welshmen are just and generous
and honest and clean. A statement that is true of
the Welsh, the Dutch, the Germans, the French,
and of all other people. He also says, again a very
obvious truth, that if we were to take many parts of
England we could find some of the same sort of
people that Mr. Evans depicts. There is, in truth,
no monopoly of vice with any people or with any
district— a truth of which we have often had to remind
Christians when they have found an unbeliever who
was a blackguard, and have attacked Freethinkers
as though they must have robbed the Christian fold
to get him. And while we are not concerned directly
with either Mr. Evans or his play, the occurrence
does open up certain questions which are not likely
to be raised in other papers.

* *

#
The Real Issue.

Mr. Evans’s point, in both “ My People,” “ Capel
Sion,” and “ Taffy,” is that in certain parts of Wales,
more than in any other part of the country, there
exists a peculiar.mixture of greed and lechery which
is camouflaged, not .to the outsider merely, but also
to the individual himself, by the kind of religion that
is current. We have characters that are peculiarly
distasteful, but their piety is unquestionable and un-

questioned. It is not questioned by themselves
nor some very distasteful forms of lechery
by their neighbours. They are constant in their

attendance at chapel, they are, so far as one can see,
sincere in their professions of religion, and while they
would not shrink from very thinly disguised robbery,
they would probably be the first to suggest that a
decent living Atheist should be kicked out of the
community. So that the real problem raised by Air.
Evans, and one at which none of his critics have
even glanced, is the cover given by Christianity to de-
testable human qualities. And that really is a ques-
tion that goes beyond the borders of Wales and em-
braces the whole of Christendom. Christians,
naturally, will not face it. Non-Christians, particu-
larly those of the respectable variety, will not face it
either, because it might involve the suggestion, if not
the deliberate statement, that of all the fundamentally
immoral systems that exist in the civilized world
Christianity is about the worst. And one cannot
expect Air. Pemberton to raise it, even if he sees it,
because he is a journalist and novelist, and if he
stated the issue carefully and plainly, there is not
an English newspaper that would permit his article
to appear. So far as Christianity goes, articles in
papers are standardized. There are certain things
that must be said, and there are certain things that
may not be said. Every journalist knows this quite
well, and acts accordingly.

. . 2
The Religious Cloak.

But the fact is there. One of the outstanding facts
to anyone who impartially studies the influence of
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Christianity on character is the extent to which people
will perform mean and dishonest actions under cover
of religion. When one points to a Christian who acts
dishonestly towards a Freethinker, who slanders him,
or persecutes him, the reply is often made that it is
not Christianity that is at fault, but the man’s mean
motives using religion as a cloak. But that is merely
repeating the indictment by way of defence. The
point is that the man is not conscious that it is a
cloak for mean motives. When the notorious Terry was
slandering Ingersoll, when other Christians have been
slandering Freethinkers, boycotting them in trade, or
imprisoning them, they were not conscious that they
were acting intolerantly or dishonestly. They wereact-
ing under a sense of duty. A mean and contemptible
character may have been there, that meanness and
contemptibility might have expressed itself in some
other form if it had not found vent in the religious
world. But is there any other direction in which the
motives would have been so camouflaged under the
names of duty and morality as they were in the case
of religion? Certainly I do not think so. Again, it
is notorious that a very large part of the endowments
of the Christian Church have been derived from people
who acquired their plunder in more or less dishonest
ways, and who by giving a portion of their gains to
the Church felt they had secured salvation. The
“ pious benefactor” was often one who, if he had had
his deserts, would have been swinging on a gallows
or rotting in a prison. And when the days of the
robber lords had passed away, the Baron of the Crags
was changed into the Baron of the Bags, and the
Christian with the money-bags managed to do what
the other Christian with his men-at-arms had done.
He acquired his wealth by slave-dealing, by murdering
children in factories, by sacrificing women in mines,
or by cornering the food of the people, and salved
his conscience and gained public esteem by subscrib-
ing to foreign missions, endowing churches, or in
otherwise promoting the Christian faith. And the
Churches agreed with the late General Booth, of pious
memory, that there is no such thing as unclean money.
So long as it comes to the Church it is always clean.

* * *

Christianity’s Failure.

Mr. Pemberton attempts an apology for the situa-
tion depicted by Mr. Evans by saying, “ Education
cannot destroy the animality which too often governs
the countryside, nor has two thousand years re-
moved some men far from the conditions of brutes.”
This does show some slight perception of the essential
fact, but it is stated in such a way as to obscure it,
and to give countenance to the popular theory of
Christianity as a wholly virtuous system struggling
against the wickedness of the world. Mr. Evans
does not raise the question of the failure of Christianity
to' improve character, but the fact that it actually
acts as a cover for the lechery and greed of his charac-
ters. They have not the slightest conception that
they are not quite good Christians. They pray to
their God to bless their enterprise, thank him when
they succeed, and look upon their success as a signal
mark of his favour. Of course, Christianity has not
succeeded in turning men into admirable humans.
That is a fact so patent that it hardly needs a news-
paper article to impress it upon us. But why it has
not succeeded, with its unrivalled opportunities, is
another question, and why the Christian characters of
Mr. Evans’ should find actual encouragement and
strength in their religion is a more important question
still.  We suggest that this is a question with which
Mr. Pemberton, or some other publicist, might well
deal. Why is it that Christianity has provided— his-
torically and to-day—a cover for so much that is de-1
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testable? If he will do that he will have performed
a public service of no mean value, and have displayed
courage that is a little out of the ordinary. K
he does attempt, | have not the least doubt but that
the editor of the Express would refuse his article.
So there it is again. When it comes to a question of
mental and moral straightforwardness Christianity
blocks the way on every hand. The old superstition
must be kept up, and not only the old superstition,
but the superstition about the superstition also. You
cannot, it is said, fool all the people all the time, but
at least our Christian press and Christian preachers are
resolved to fool as many as they can, and for so long
as it is possible. Chapman Cohen.

“Faith and Reason.”

(Continued from page 595.)

Dean Inge, as we have already seen, is hopelessly
and uncritically enamoured of the idea that “ Chris-
tianity is based on a transvaluation of values even
more complete than that of Stoicism and the later
Platonism,” which is a statement that occurs in one
of his Outspoken Essays, entitled “ The Indictment
against Christianity.” In the discourse now before us
he expresses the same idea as follows : “ Faith s
belief in the objective existence of a realm of values,
which is a belief that lacks the slightest evidential
support. If we ask him what he means by an objec-
tively existing realm of values, he answers by calling
it “ the revealed attributes of God,” which, unfor-
tunately, are the exclusive objects of Faith, and, as
such, are the only cause of what the divines describe
as Christian experience. With that undiscovered
realm we are not at present directly concerned, our
sole point being that Dean Inge is fundamentally mis-
taken in regarding it as the chief factor in the deter-
mination of “ the character and methods of the
cosmic process,” which belief “ we have adopted be-
cause it seems the worthiest as well as the most prob-
able.” The Dean can be, and often is a profound
scientific thinker and safe literary critic, but here he
allows his supernatural belief to dominate and colo"1
his natural knowledge, and is, as the great Robert
Hall used to say of some metaphysician, “ like ®
double Dutchman floundering in a continent of nnul-
That he does not understand and appreciate the situ3
tion is adequately proved by the following extract

A great part of the quarrel between science 3J)I|
religion arises from divergent opinions, not aboU
the world as it is, but about what it will be. Fait'l
for a vast number of people, means a belief that thL
scheme of things will gradually or suddenly be ie
moulded nearer to our heart’s desire. Thus,
forming our estimate of the world, we levy
limited drafts on the future, like Mr. Lloyd Geotge
Government. These drafts are not likely to
honoured. A sane idealism would look for its vah*e'
in the world wc know, around us and within; 3"
as these values are real existents, and accessl ™
to all who seek them in the right way, they
bring the faith of the scientist and the faith
the religious mystic very much nearer togetl
What estranges them at present is very largely 1
they reciprocally doubt the solvency of each o>
investments in “ futures.”

The Very Rev. gentleman may hold consistency
contempt, but it so happened that six years a™°"ie

read a paper before the Church Congress on e

Christian Doctrine of the Future Life,” in the con

of which he said :— t
The mass of the people asks for a religion ~  jgj»

the Cross and without the Resurrection, a re B
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which might well be summed up in the lines of
Burns :—

The social, friendly, honest man,
What'eer he be,

'Tis lie fulfils great Nature’s plan,
And none but lie.

This is very genial and jolly, but it is not Chris-
tianity......Belief in immortality, firmly held, must
needs transform everything for us in this world.
It is a tremendous, and on one side, a terrible truth;
if we do not feel it to be so, we are far astray.
“ Where your treasure is there will be your heart
also.”  Secularized Christianity, my friends, the
religion of the platform, has neither savour nor salt.

And yet in the utterance under criticism, delivered
only a few weeks ago, the whole emphasis is laicf
uPon the only world we know, in which “ a sane
'dealism would look for its values.” It is possible
that the Dean is influenced by time and occasion. At
a Church Congress a speaker is expected to proceed
along more or less orthodox lines, while at an
assembly of Modern Churchmen greater liberty of
cxPression is naturally permissible.

The great fault of which the Dean is guilty in his
Address to Modern Churchmen is that of confusing
the cosmic process with what is entirely due to
human intelligence and consequent activity,
humanity is but one of the innumerable products of
~wvolution, and, taking the process as a whole, there
Is absolutely no escape from the conclusion that it
Is wholly blind, unintelligent, purposeless, and
characterized by enormous waste and useless suffer-
u*g. The Dean admits, however, that his view' of
A is based upon Faith rather than upon facts; upon
his trust in God rather than upon his knowledge of
Nature. In other words, Dean Inge is first of all a
fheologian, and only secondarily a student of natural
Processes; and when talking to a company of com-
paratively broad-minded brethren, he naturally assigns
ihe first place to Faith. And yet, in spite of his
championship of Faith, he is not in favour of the
disparagement of the intellect. He says :—

Many modern writers, such as Kidd and l.ord
Balfour, have defended a faith based Qll sceptical
anti-intelleetualism. Lord Balfour sets up authority
against reason. He calls authority the rival and
opponent of reason, and makes it stand for “ that
group of non-rational causes, moral, social, and edu-
cational, which produces its results by psychic pro-
cesses other than reasoning.” It *“ coerces the
operations of reason to a foreordained issue,” which
is fortunate, since “ reason is a force most apt to
divide and disintegrate.” 1 cannot see why these
Hon-rational processes, which coerce the operations
°f reason to a foreordained issue, should be called
authority. They seem to me a dignified phrase for
what a schoolboy calls fudging his sums.

the same time, the Dean cannot be pronounced

~ champion of the Reason. Indeed, he frankly con-
Sses that “ we cannot afford to despise this revolt
aKainst the intellect.” He does not know, but is dis-
°scd to think, that “ the mechanicism and deter-
""sm of nineteenth-century science are very un-
aiconie to the temper of our generation, which is
”d, superstitious, and sentimental ”; but such a
1y dlient is dangerously misleading. It was in Queen
as,ct°ria’s days that Darwinism arose and was accepted
j~die scientific explanation of the law of evolution.
>crt Spencer was a nineteenth-century philosopher,
Qi'f) made the theory of evolution popular in this
thentry, and practically all the leading scientists of
as twentieth century carry on their work on the
fo~Ption that the theory is true. It is very easy
tUr 10 Dean to speak slightingly of the super-struc-
C which the naturalists of much less than a Imn-
years ago built on their scientific studies; but
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to prove that it was unsound and bound to topple into
hopeless ruin is quite a different matter. He proceeds
thus:—

Then a revolt against Materialism broke out
within the domain of science itself. Many biologists
and most psychologists have broken loose from
mechanistic determinism, as we saw in our Con-
ference last year.

Many clergymen have fallen into the habit of telling
sluch lies about science and scientists, and Sir E. Ray
Eankester, himself a distinguished physiologist and
naturalist, does not hesitate to dub them “ maligners
of science.” He maintains, and has persistently main-
tained for years, that “ the assertion that the theory
of organic evolution as left by Darwin is now generally
held to be inadequate is fallacious.” His contention
is expressed as follows :(—

I have yet to hear of any duly trained and quali-
fied biologist who is prepared at the present moment
to maintain the existence of a “ vital principle,” or
of a force to be called “ vitality,” which is some-
thing different in character and quality from the
recognized physical forces, and has its existence
alongside, yet apart from, the manifestations of
those forces.

We have now seen with the utmost clearness that
Faith is essentially irrational, and can only be held
by those who not only misrepresent or reject all scien-
tific knowledge, but also are profoundly ignorant of
the all-sufficiency of Nature for all her children.
Supernatural beliefs are impossible to independent,
unprejudiced thinkers who have learned by experience
that all they need Nature has in store for them. Their
reason assures them that she is their all in all, and
that she will never disappoint them when they put
their trust in her. She never descends to favouritism,
however, but treats all alike, only man’s superior
intelligence supplies him with the greatest knowledge
of her resources. Reason hows religion in the gener-
ally accepted sense of the word, out of court, and re-
fuses to have any dealings whatever with it. Accord-
ing to its teaching, our only duty is to be loyal to
our own nature, and love and serve one another as
children of our common mother, Earth. As Meredith
wisely puts it:—

Love born of knowledge, love that gains
Vitality as Earth it mates,

The meaning of the Pleasures, Pains,
The Life, the Death, illuminates.

Eor love we Earth, then serve we all;
Her mystic secret then is ours.

J. T. Ei,ovd.

The Poets and Peace.

There is nothing else in history but the fight between
freedom and tyranny.—Arnold White

When the sword glitters o’er the judge’s head,
And fear has coward churchmen silenced,
This is the poet’s time. —Andrew Marvell.

During the five years of the great war English pub-
lishers wallowed in war poetry, but since then there
has been a very welcome change. One of the most
noticeable books showing this transformation is The
Minstrelsy oj Peace, edited by J. Bruce Glaisher
(National Labour Press).

This is a selection of verse by a pronounced Pacifist,
and it is hardly to be wondered at that the editor
found what he wanted in so extensive a collection
of English literature, including, as it does, hundreds
of poets inspired in almost as many moods as human
nature permits.

"Thackeray, whose genius lay so far asunder from
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the Mount of Parnassus, charged all poets with mili-
tarianism —

And ever since historian writ,
Arid ever since a bard did sing,

Doth each exalt with all his wit
The noble art of murdering;

Mr. Glaisher had no difficulty in defending the
poets against -Thackeray’s wholesale condemnation,
but he was none the less partisan. For example,
he quoted Robert Bum’s bitter lines on thanksgiving
for victory:—

Ye hypocrites! Are these your pranks?
To murder men and give God thanks ?
Desist for shame! Proceed no further!
God won't accept your thanks for murder.

Such writing does not represent Burn’s full view

on war. He could hardly have written Scots Who
Hae if he did. Bet any reader ponder the following
lines—

By oppression’s woes and pains,
By your sons in servile chains,
We will drain our dearest veins;
But they shall be free.

Lay the proud usurper lowl
Tyrants fall in every foe!
Liberty’s in every blow!

Let us do or die.

Mr. Glaisher was just as cavalier in his treatment
of Walt Whitman, the tan-faced poet of the West,
who saw war at closer quarters than so many poets.
It is all very well to quote the lines :—

My enemy is dead; a man divine as myself is dead;
I look where he lies white-faced and still in his coffin. |
draw near.

Bend down, and touch lightly with my lips the white face
in the coffin.

But Walt Whitman wrote many another strain,
and there is no false rhetoric or brazen bravado in
the touching tribute to the comrades of the Civil
War:—

The moon gives you light,

And the bugles and the drums give you music;
And my heart, O my soldiers, my veterans,
My heart gives you love.

It is an open question whether Mr. Glaisher did
wisely in appropriating so many poets as Pacifists.
The great poets, almost without exception, sing of
both peace and war, for the simple reason that both
conditions are incidental to humanity. Milton’s
hymn on “ The Nativity of Christ” is magnificent
poetry :—

Nor war, nor battle’s sound

Was heard the world around,

The idle spear "and shield were high up hung;
The hooked chariot stood

Unstained with hostile blood;

The trumpet spake not to the armed throng;
The Kings sat still with awful eye,

As if they surely knew their sovran Lord was by.

No one can deny that this is fine writing; but, in
another mood, Milton wrote equally well in praise of
General Oliver Cromwell.

Many modern readers imagine that Rudyard Kip-
ling introduced a war-like note in his verse, which
was absent in his predecessors. Yet years before
Kipling was heard of, Oscar Wilde sang of the burden
of Empire:—

For not in quiet English fields
Are these our brothers laid to rest,

Where we might deck their broken shields
With all the flowers the dead love best.

For some are by the Delhi walls,
And many in the Afghan land,

And many where the Ganges falls
Through seven months of shifting sand,

And some in Russian waters lie,

And others in the seas which are
The portals to the East, or by

The wind-swept heights of Trafalgar.
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Curiously, most of the best war poetry has bear
written by stay-at-home folk. The explanation is
that soldiers are men of action, and seldom men of
letters. When Walter Scott wished to write a poem
on the Battle of Waterloo, he desired to get some local
colour. With this object he questioned the Duke of
Wellington. All the information he got from that
great leader was, “ It was a damned near thing.”
Wellington had none of the fluency of Thomas Camp-
bell, who was as innocent of the alarms and excur-
sions of war as a maiden aunt in a sheltered country
vicarage. Yet how he describes a naval battle :—

When each gun
From its adamantine lips
Spread a death-shade round the ships,

Like the hurricane eclipse
Of the sun.

Once a gallant coloned wrote an immortal poem,
“ To Bucasta, On Going to the Wars,” commencing:
Tell me not, Sweet, | am unkind
That from the nunnery

Of thy chaste breast and quiet mind,
To war and arms | fly.

and finishing with the glorious lines: —

| could not love thee, Dear, so much,
Loved | not Honour more.

Colonel Bovelace’s exquisite poem so impressed
Tennyson that he said lie would sooner have written
those lines than all his own verse. Bovelace was
sincere, for he died a ruined man, having lost all in
the fratricidal struggle between Crontwellians and
Royalists.

Poets have generally sympathized with peoples
fighting for their liberty. Byron never wrote nobler
verse than when he was inspired by the struggling
Greeks. More enduring than the marble of the
Genoese monument are those lovely lyrics in which
Swinburne hymned his praise of Mazzini and the
cause of Italian liberation. And it was from Casa
Guidi Windows that Elizabeth Browning, the greatest
of our women poets, chanted her praises of the
soldiers of Italy. Even the austere Wordsworth
hailed the great French Revolution in the laudatory
lines :—

Bliss was it in that dawn to be alive,
But to be young was very heaven.

And he also acclaimed the Haytian Insurrection. 11"
deed, the love of Freedom and its soldiers, has becri
a common possession of our greatest poets. How-
ever, it would be unwise to press the matter too fat-
The purely militarist element in poetry has bcch
exaggerated by so many people, and for diverse
reasons entirely unassociated with ethics or literature-
The editor of this collection of verse had his justffi'
cation, although his zeal outran its boundaries. The
collection of verse may not be fare for the thoughtless«
but may have its uses for those for whom thinking
is one of life’s pleasures. Mimnurmu$S

“Back to Jesus.”

V.
Sane and

The language used by Mr. Knapp-Fishcr and
Bullett in describing the teaching of Jesus is>
course, exactly the sort of thing we get both R°
the Catholic Guild and the Christian Evidence Sode”
as well as from the orthodox Protestant Churchc
It is, therefore, worth while to take up a few in°
exariiples as given in the Gospels and look at tri
without, fear or awe. For instance, Jesus cursing 1

Inspiring.
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fig-tree just fits in with Mr. Knapp-Fislier's descrip-
tion of “ a man who had never stooped to the sins
and follies found in all other men.” It is so true.
But would he, in addition, tell us what sin and folly
Is more idiotic than cursing a fig-tree?

In Luke, 7th chapter, 36-46 verses, will be found
a most edifying story. | hope readers will study
h- Briefly Jesus, as usual, accepted an invitation to
dine with a Pharisee. “ A woman of the city, which
was a sinner,” brought a box of ointment, washed
the feet of Jesus with her tears, dried them with her
hair, and kissed them, and then anointed them with
the ointment; quite a delightful procedure for any
nian to allow any woman to do. Even the Pharisee
couldn’t stand it, and said so. | must really give
dm “ singularly sane and inspiring ” reply :—

Seest thou this woman? | entered into thine
house, thou gavest me no water for my feet; but
she hath washed my feet with ears aud wiped them
with the hairs of her head. Thou gavest me no
kiss; but this woman since the time | came in
hath not ceased to kiss my feet. My head with oil
thou didst not anoint; but this woman hath anointed
my feet with ointment. Wherefore | say unto thee,
Her sins whieh are many, are forgiven, for ste
loved much.

I want a frank and straight answer. Is this story an
example for modern men? Are we to get angry if our
host doesn’t kiss us and wash our feet? If a “woman
of the city” docs both, are her sins really forgiven? Or
are we to understand that this story must not be
taken literally, but spiritually? Aud what then?

The truth is the whole episode is revolting to our
Modern notions of decency. If | thought any man
Would allow “ a sinner ” to kiss his feet, wash them
with her tears, etc., | should be ashamed of my sex.

But washing feet was a speciality of Jesus’'s. He
wished to wash Peter’'s feet and actually considered
% unnecessary to wash more to be clean. “ Ye call

Master and Lord; and ye say well: for so I am,”
Ic said, with becoming modesty. " If I, then, your
B°rd and Master, have washed your feet, ye also
°light to wash one another’s feet. For | have given
y°u an example that ye should do as | have done
to you.” Of course, Christians rarely mention this
noble advice, and if they do, it is to pretend that the
Washing was only meant for the Apostles. | insist
It is meant as all the other teaching of Jesus is meant,
°r the world to follow, and recommend it to Mr.
“Wllett and Mr. Knapp-Fisher as particularly “ sane
d inspiring.”  When Jesus talks about eating his
°fiy and drinking his blood, he is the very embodi-
ment of “ clarity.”

I am the living bread which came down Irom
heaven : if any man cat of this bread he shall live
or ever : and the bread which 1 shall give is my
flesh which 1 will give for the life of the world......
Verily, verily, | say unto you except ye cat of
ae flesh of the Son of Man and drink his blood
ye. have no life in you. Whoso catcth my flesh, and
Urinketh my blood hath eternal life and | will raise
M1 up at the last day. For my flesh is meat in-
eed and my blood is drink indeed. lie that catcth

My flesh and drinketh my blood, dwclleth in me
and | in hjne

fovcil Bis disciples couldn’t swallow this balderdash,
0 ~ley said, “ This is an hard saying.” Ihit | have
8oh°U)t those good Rationalists who wish 1Is to

to Jesus will agree with Mr. Bullett, “ Human
eVer°ni ca» reach no higher than this.” In case, how-

or ' e urgucs that this “ hard saying ” is spiritual
tha”™—hbhorioal, | wish most respectfully to insist
it ft. Is n°t. The hearers of Jesus anyway thought
give* S so>f°r after saying, “ How can this man

Us his flesh to cat?” went away and “ walked

THE FREETHINKER -

613

no more with him.”
slogan.

Was Jesus truthful? He said in his defence, “ In
secret | have said nothing.” As a matter of fact, he
constantly taught “ in secret.” “ Think not I am
come to destroy the law or the prophets. | am not
come to destroy, but to fulfil.” Was that so? As
E. P. Meredith says : “ He must have well known
that this statement was incorrect. For he contra-
dicted this law, violated it, and trampled it under
foot in a vast number of instances.” Jesus said,
“ If two of you shall agree on earth as touching any-
thing that they shall ask, it shall be done for them
of my Father which is in heaven.” Is this true? Or
is it one of those instances again, which must not
be taken literally? How “ sane and inspiring” is
this—"*“ Unto you it is given to know the mysteries
of the kingdom of God; but unto them that are with-
out all these things are done in parables; that seeing
they may see and not perceive; and hearing they may
hear and not understand; lest at any time they should
j>e converted and their sins be forgiven them.” Will
those who call Jesus a “ freethinker,” or wish to lead
ps gently back to him, explain this, or is it another
example of “ an hard saying ” ? Or would I split my
pidcs with laughter at its choice humour if only | had
pome humour myself ?

But I am tired of further selecting more of the
simple and beautiful teachings of Jesus out of the
hundreds of examples staring anyone in the face if
only he will read the Gospels for himself, and do so
as he would any other book. 1 do not deny that
jicre and there will be found ethics with which we
pan all agree—but are they distinctively Christian?
What arc Buckle’s weighty words?—e

“ Away from Jesus ” was their

That the systems of morals propounded in the
New Testament contained no maxim which had not
been previously annunciated......is well known to
every scholar.....to assert that Christianity com-
municated to man moral truths previously unknown
argues on the part of the assertion either gross
ignorance or else wilful fraud.

Why then go “ back to Jesus?” Il. Cutner.

A Valley of My Own.

Down the valley of my mem’ry
I have had some pleasant walks,
With the people in this valley

I have had some pleasant talks.

(No super-seer Sir Conan,
With his tricky dark seance,
Much less need one invoke his
Mumbling medium in a trance.)

The friends who have departed
From this world in peace or strife,
In this valley 1 may meet them,
Sad or joyful as in life.

Old comrades gone to foreign lands,
Or wandering far aud wide,
In this valley, any minute,
I can call them to my side.

Down here my thoughts meander,
Free from custom, caste or creed.
Here all is peace and order,
For of law there is no need.

In this valley there’s no landlord
To lay claim to stick or stone;

| pay no tithes nor taxes,

For this valley is my own.

James Nfii..
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Acid Drops.

We intended dealing with the Daily Express articles
on religious beliefs of certain well-known writers, so
soon as the series is completed. But we may note a
sentence in the third article, by Sir Arthur Conan Doyle.
“ After a certain time,” he says, “ there followed my
years of Agnosticism. | remained a firm believer in
God.” That quite demonstrates the truth of what we
have so often said concerning the utter valuelessness
of Agnosticism as a label. It means just what the user
likes to make it mean. One man uses it, and explains
privately that he means just the same as the Atheist,
but people misunderstand the word “ Atheism.”
Another says he is an Agnostic, but is a firm believer
in God. And yet another says he is an Agnostic, but
firmly believes in a “ Power ” animating the universe.
It is a glorious term that means all things to all men.
If it had had a definite antitheistic meaning it is quite
certain that Huxley would never have used it. It is
high time that men who really value definiteness of
thinking and unambiguity of speech dropped it alto-
gether. If they really believe in a God let them say
so. If they do not believe in a God let them say that
also. Plain speech pays best in the long run.

The Bishops appear to have been invited by the
Daily Express to give their opinions on the various
contributions, and they have taken up the position that
these writers believe more than they are aware of, and
are more Christian than they think. The Bishops are
evidently thankful for small mercies. So long as a
man of note will express a belief in a kind of sort of
something, they are ready to claim him as a Christian.
Anything rather than let the world run away with
the impression that the intelligence of the modern world
is rapidly outgrowing Christianity.

Another favourite line adopted is the old one that
these writers, who all express very amiable sentiments
with regard to duty, kindliness, etc, are influenced by
the fact that they come of a Christian ancestry, and
are affected by a Christian environment. That is a
very common argument, but it goes too far. For if we
are to place the amiable sentiments of the Daily Express
writers to the credit of their Christian environment,
Protestants would have to place whatever is good about
them to the credit of Roman Catholicism, and whatever
is good about Christianity would have to be placed to
the credit of the earlier Paganism. It would seem
much simpler, and better, to take the social environ-
ment as influencing one’s view of life, but that would
involve rather too much common sense for any Christian
Bishop to manifest.

We see from the Church Times that the Express
offered it an advertisement of the series of articles, but
they were refused. We do not know on what ground
exactly, but we may safely say that it was suspected
the articles coining from the journalists named raised
the suspicion that they would not be orthodox, and
it is part of the Christian policy to hide as much as
possible the fact of what little hold real Christianity
has on many public men and women. The Church
Times adds that Mr. Arnold Bennett’s views are such
as may be seen any week in the Freethinker. Not
exactly that, for we hope that the views on religion
expressed in these columns are rather more exact and

scientific than those held by Mr. Bennett. Still, we
arc obliged for the compliment, and it may well be
that directly, and certainly indirectly, Mr. Bennett is

very much indebted to the Freethinker for his opinions.
Opinion on religion would not be what it is had
(he Freethinker not been steadily carrying on its fight
for more than forty years.

The Daily Express appears, however, to be pursuing
the usual policy with regard to the letters it is recciv-
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ing. It prints yards of the usual silly and sloppy letters
about living the Christian life, but none making a
straightforward attack on Christianity, which would
voice the opinions of large masses of people in this
country are permitted to see daylight. One reader of
this journal wrote to the editor saying that he was dis-
appointed in the character of the articles, since “ the
policy appears to have been to commission writers who,
at the worst, would write in a vein of ‘reverent’
Agnosticism, thus playing into the hands of the divines
who answer each day.” The writer added :—

Religion, above all things, stands in need of fearless
discussion, and requires the tearing aside of the protect-
ing cloak of *“ reverence.” It is indeed the key to
things. Why do clerical interests use their influence
to suppress publication of any damaging hostile argu-
ment? Truth needs no such special protection.

All that appeared of the letter was :—

Religion, above all things, stands in need of fearless
discussion, and requires the tearing aside of the cloak
of “ reverence.” Truth needs no such special protec-
tion.

It will be noted that the central point of the writer’s
complaint was completely ignored, and against his will
he was forced into the ranks of the “ reverent ” Agnos-
tics. By some means or another the old humbugging
game must be kept up, and the fact that there arc
millions of people who strongly repudiate Christian be-
liefs in their entirety must be hidden. One again asks
whether complete honesty is ever possible with regard
to such a creed as Christianity. It seems to poison all
it touches.

If one reads the Daily Express one gathers that the
whole world is discussing the articles on religion it has
published, and the London Churches were besieged by
thousands to listen in " breathless silence ” to what the
preachers had to say. But if one reads the other papers
one knows nothing of this universal interest, nothing of
the breathless interest and powerful preaching. Nothing
of it exists. We do not mean by this that the articles
are not creating some interest, or that preachers have
not used them for a text. We cite the instance as an
example of the value that one may properly place on the
daily press as an index of public opinion. When it
suits the interest of a paper certain things arc pre-
sented as absorbing public attention. When it does not
suit, these things have no existence. The newspapers
do not even fulfil the elementary function of giving Ollc
the news—outside of murders or divorce cases.

And with the small attention paid by the average
member of the public to serious reading matter, and
his practically confining himself to the papers for his
knowledge of the world, we have a peculiarly unefl-
lightened, but, at the same time, sensitive state of the
public mind. If all the papers had joined in telling
their readers that the opinions of these novelists were
die most important, or the most nonsensical, of recent
pronouncements, you would have found scores of pcoplE
repeating the statement—and believing it—as though
hey really had thought the matter out. When Queen
Victoria died, we remember how every paper, together
vith the news of her death, published the report that
he whole nation was plunged in profound grief. And
‘o everyone who read it found himself plunged in grief-
Tad lie merely read that Queen Victoria was dead.
ie would never have known how grief-stricken hc
vas. One might pick out scores of similar illustrations»
ind while they would illustrate the power of the press"
hat we have not the slightest grounds for doubting"
hey would prove its inability to form an intclligc,lt
nublic opinion. As things are, the public is at tkc
mercy of all sorts of “ stunts,” religious, social, ot
pconomic. One of the gravest dangers facing the work
o-day is’ a population that can ail read, a very sm®
ninority of which read anything of a serious naturf’
md the vast majority of which is at the mercy of tb,s
ir that newspaper which trades upon the ignorance °r
mass-suggestibility of its readers.
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The Nurseyman and Seedsman publishes a telegram
from the New York correspondent of the Central News
to the effect that Mr. A. E. Kundert, who has pro-
duced a hybridized gladioli, has been banned from the
Strict Orthodox Church of Goschen, Indiana. The
Church meeting declared that “ If the Almighty had
wanted gladiolus to be hybridized he would have made
them that way.” Hear, hear! That is the soundest
piece of religious doctrine we have heard for some time.
If there’s a God he ought to know the kind of thing
he wants, from gladiolus to Archbishops. And Mr.
Kundert deserves to be doubly damned for thus im-
piously trying to improve on the work of the Creator.

The Cleethorpes Corporation has decided to stop all
prosecutions for Sunday trading on the ground that they
are futile. We congratulate the Corporation on its
resolve, but had they said that the prosecutions were
ridiculous, instead of futile, it would have been better.
K is time Christians were made to realise that a reli-
gion should be able to stand alone, instead of being
upheld by the arm of a policeman.

Mr. Saklatvala has been refused admission into
America under a law which prohibits the entrance of
People holding “ subversive ” views. That is a Capi-
talist country. In Russia the same policy would be
Pursued with regard to a propagandist who tried to
enter there holding opinions “ subversive ” of those
endorsed by the Government. That is a Communist
Socialist country. Extremes meet, and from our point
of view, there is nothing to choose between them. And
'« this country, we have appeals from numbers of
People that the Home Secretary ought to suppress this
or that kind of propaganda, while gangs of half-edu-
cated and liot-hcaded young men, under the names of
Communists and Facists are engaged in breaking up
'Uectings, the one in the name of a higher life, the
other in the name of devotion to king and country.
Again, we do not see a pin’s difference between them.
Thc rightness or the wrongness of the opinions cham-
pioned have nothing at all to do with the issue.
Opinions are not shown to be cither one or thc other
hy throwing stones, or by passing laws, an opinion that
cannot get along without either is not worth holding.

,We have nothing to do with the political opinions of
other party, but we are concerned with the growth
*club law, parliamentary or otherwise, and its implied
Ireat to the one thing with which we are concerned,
lamely, freedom of opinion. And for some years there
'as been a decided tendency to use force in place of
jirliument, and an implied, when not avowed, contempt
°r freedom of expression. The suppression of certain
Political opinions are advised on the ground that they
subversive of public order. But that is precisely
~N'c ground upon which the suppression of heresy has
ccn advocated.  And it surely makes little difference
nether the heresy be of a political or a religious charac-
pr' The word "subversive” only clouds thc issue.
Aory advanced opinion is subversive with regard to
°mething or the other. To say that an opinion is
. _gis idle. Thc more we arc convinced that an
‘on is erroneous the more light we should show it.
‘cre is nothing like open discussion to prove an
vin,on to be wrong, and nothing will so certainly pre-
th"~ *k°se who hold it from seeing it is wrong, and, at
attc Sa,Tle time, exalt it into an infallible truth as
N »'I'ts at suppression. As affairs stand, thc Free-
~c°ught party appears to be thc only body of people in
O Co,ntry who will stand up for freedom of expression
"atter what the opinion may be.

3

.Mr. A. E. Kennard, once a boiler maker, now a profi-
vCnt osteopath, attends patients regularly at St.
Catherine Church Crec, Leadenliall Street. He has, it
'~aid, effected many cures, but he has nothing to do
n'Ul religion. It is all a case of manipulative surgery.
ut a parson belonging to the Church is always present,
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and the Sunday Express heads its account of the cures
with " Church of Many Miracles.” So we have no doubt
that the cures, which would take place just as well
in a public-house, will be placed to the credit of Chris-
tianity. Otherwise we can see no need for either the
parson or the newspaper heading.

There is some excitement in religious circles iu Dela-
bole. A local parson, the Rev. C. J. Bucknall, has been
attacking Capitalism and Imperialism, and, as usual,
finding that Jesus Christ was against both. How he
discovers this one cannot say, but it is the fashion to
find that Christ taught anything in which certain
preachers happen to believe. At a meeting addressed
by Mr. Bucknall, the chairman said that those who were
not with them, were agains.t them—which is quite scrip-
tural—and that those who disagreed with them would
go to hell, which is also scriptural. Then one member
of the meeting said he would not be sworn at by the
chairman, and the meeting broke up in confusion. So
the point remains undecided as to whether people should
go to hell on their own account or on the finding of thc
chairman. We give it up, but our sympathy is really
with the Devil. If lie has to put up with the company of
the Devonshire Christians, his lot can be anything but
a happy one.

Principal Jacks is considered to be a very good
example of thc better-class intellectual Christian. But
when it comes to dealing with non-Christians, thc high
and thc low Christian appears to be about on thc same
level. Speaking before the British Institute of Adult
Education on September 18, he said that a well-made
article of any kind revealed a religious exercise. But
“ a jerry-built house declared to him beyond all gain-
saying that the men who built it were Atheists.” We
admit that, intellectually, Principal Jacks stands upon
a much higher level than a mere journalist such as Mr.
Hamilton Fyfe, but we fail to see any difference between
that kind of statement and Mr. Fyfe’s, that a man who
was cruel to animals was an Atheist. Religious belief
appears to do away with all intellectual distinctions
and to bring people to a common level of imbecility.

The wise man usually takes an umbrella with him if
the wind is in the south-west, and Professor Lake, with
his eye on thc weather-cock, anticipates the weather.
He has, in his book, The Religion of Yesterday and
To-morrow, rationalized the crudities of the Christian
religion. Like the baker’s loaf that got so small that
it could be delivered through the letter-box, the Pro-
fessor’s version of Christianity gives us but the outline
of a ghost. This extract, but one frail finger of a spook
is a sample from bulk : “ Thc word God will stand for
thc Immaterial Reality, or for the *values,’ truth,
beauty, wisdom combined, or for purpose in thc uni-
verse.” We question whether ninety per cent, of Chris-
tians would understand what the Professor even means.

At an induction of the Rev. D. R. Barton, the new
vicar of Thames Ditton, Archdeacon Blackhouse, said
there was more fellowship in a village public-house than
there was sometimes in a village church. It is to be
hoped that these comparisons of thc church with other
establishments will continue. Thc Archdeacon’s state-
ment would be true if he had substituted a Lyon’s Tea
Shop; there is no comparison between the Church and
the theatre, music-hall, or picture-palace, for it is now
outside the stream of life with a creed that has no rela-
tion to facts. By instinct it is always on the wrong
side of any manifestation of healthy growth in mankind.

In the course of sound reasoning in support of Birth
Control, Dora Russell, in Lansbury’'s Labour Weekly,
writes —

Personally, 1 do not believe that traditional religious
teaching has anything to contribute to solving human
problems. Its view of human nature itself is superficial
and unsound. It has failed in the past and is still
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failing. Birth control, to me as to others, comes in

as part of a very definite view of life which is as impor-

tant to ns as Roman Catholicism to devout believers.
The only reason that the official element in Catholic
circles can produce is that birth control is “ evil.” This
is a word with almost an exclusive theological meaning,
and constantly on the lips of obscurantists. Out of the
fog of monkish metaphysics it has no meaning, and is
useless in problems of life. The harm it has done as an
inhibition is part and parcel of the general opposition to
healthy solutions; one can only conclude that the
Catholic Church is afraid of a shortage of raw material
—it must be raw.

Sir Arthur Conan Doyle has been at it again. This
time there has been revealed to his wife, in beautiful
language, by a spirit from the highest spheres, that a
terrible disaster will overtake humanity between 1925
and 1928. Unfortunately Sir Arthur says he cannot
reveal what shape this disaster will take, but humanity
needs it, and so this spirit from the higher sphere says
it will come. But what on earth is the good of informa-
tion of this kind? It does not tell us what kind of
disaster, and we are, therefore, unable to guard against
it. And Sir Arthur says he cannot reveal whether it
will take a physical or a moral form—which is just a
trifle artful for one who lias been in communion with
the higher spheres. For if there is an earthquake on
a great scale, or a political revolution, or a king killed,
or an epidemic breaks out, or a great war between the
yellow and the white races, or a great rising of Africans,
or parsons take to speaking the truth, or visitors from
the other world take to talking sense, any of these
might be claimed as a great revolution. Oll the whole,
most people will read Sir Arthur’s prophecy without
their hair standing on end. For we have it on the testi-
mony of Spiritualists themselves that those on the other
side are not always truthful, and we all know that those
on this side arc not always sensible. So there it is.

We have received a postcard on which we are given
the information that some 8,000 Christians have been
turned out of their homes by “ non-Christians.” The
reference is to the reported expulsion by Mohammedans
in Mesopotamia. But to make the information complete
it should have stated that they who turned them out
were very religious people, who all had a firm belief
in a God and a future life. And the enmity between
the two sets of people is largely based on the fact of
religious difference. That lends support to what we have
always insisted on, namely, that while there may be
some religions that are worse than others, there are
none of them that are good. And whatever hatreds
exist between peoples they are always made worse and
more virulent by the presence of religious belief.

At the same time we would remind our correspondent
that driving people from their homes is quite an his-
toric Christian practice. Hundreds of thousands of
Mohammedans and Jews were driven out of Spain with
every circumstance of brutality, and for no other reason
than that they were not Christians. Jews were expelled
from England and parts of Germany and Holy Russia.
Protestants were expelled from France. In fact, when
it comes to brutality in this direction the world had
nothing it can teach the Christian Church.

An official statement from America says that in New
York State last year worthless shares to the amount
of 500,000,000 dollars were foisted on the public. One
Baptist parson in San Francisco sold gold mine shares
with a promise of 600 per cent, interest on the strength
of the statement that “ God committed the gold reef
to his company, which will pay generation after genera-
tion, if God wills.” And if God won't, the dividend
will not be forthcoming. Such a prospectus is gener-
ally evidence of the large number of fools that go to
make up the population, but, particularly, that if one
wants to make sure of netting the ripest kind of fool
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there is no better method than serving up a dose of reli-
gion as a bait. It appeals so strongly to that mixture
of cunning and greed that is so often found with cer-

tain types of religionists.

Some time ago we referred to the vision of the Virgin
Mary seen by a peasant near Budapest. The girl, it
appears, said she looked in the water when passing
over a bridge and saw a vision of the Virgin. The
Bishops have now pronounced the vision a delusion.
We have heard of people seeing visions after looking
too steadily into whisky, but never after looking into
water. Anyway, we do not know that we need preen
ourselves on being so very much above this peasant
girl. We have had Sir Oliver Lodge with his whisky
and cigars in the next world, Sir Arthur Conan Doyle
with his fairies, and it does well to recall the fake of
the Angels of Mons in the early part of the war. In
this latter case, in spite of the journalist who wrote the
yarn protesting that it was all imagination, numbers
of the clergy swore it was true, and there were a
number of witnesses produced who said they saw the
angels leading on the troops. There is really no limit
to the things that religious credulity will swallow.

Some little time ago Judge Cluer told a woman who
was before him, and who had had rather a large family,
that she was doing her country a disservice in bringing
so many children into the world. The Catholic League,
which, in common with the Church, believes in having
as large families as possible, . passed a resolution
severely censuring Judge Cluer, aud sent him a copy.
Whereupon, Judge Cluer replied, “ The approval or dis-
approval of your Catholic League is a matter of com-
plete indifference to your obedient servant, A. B. Cluer.”
We are not over fond of hearing judges and magistrates
exercise themselves in giving little lectures on moral
and economic subjects, they had better stick to their last,
but Judge Clucr gave the correct reply to the imperti-
nence of the Catholic League.

The British and Foreign Bible Society reports that on
the Continent of Europe the greatest obstacle to the
circulation of the Bible comes from the .Socialists. We
do not know whether that is the case or not, but if it
is so, it does but accentuate what we have said above
as to the growth of the idea of force in matters of opinion.
The Daily Mirror says it is a statement that calls for
explanation, as the Gospels are not economic treatises
and have nothing to say about the nationalization of the
mines or railways. For information on this point we
must refer the Mirror to some of the English labour
leaders, beginning with Mr. Macdonald, and it will find
that Jesus taught that the mines should be nationalized,
that old age pensions were to be established, to say
nothing of the other points in the labour programme
in this country.

A cutting is scut Us in which a lady gives to an en-
quirer the locale of the hymn, “ It pays to serve Jesus-"
If any information is required with reference to the truth
of the statement we suggest that enquiries be made
of a number of professional evangelists, or the Bench
of Bishops. Like Omar’s deity, they know.

It is interesting to note the shifts and turns made by
Christianity in the face of developments never dreamed
of by St. Paul. In the llulscau Lectures, i924-i9%’
delivered before the University of Cambridge by the Rc™
A. C. Bouquet, and now printed in book form, it ’s
stated that the highly-organized political secularism s
the most serious danger to be faced by the Christm'l
Church. To touch the heart of politics and the ccntm
of this proposition, how many members of Parliament
have the courage to affirm on taking their scats in the
House of Commons? The greatest danger that ca°
confront Christianity is that of being found out, and the
searchlights of evolution in a hundred forms are brinf'
ing it to this state. | ,11
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To Correspondents.

Thoss Subscribers who receive their copy
ot 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.

J Key (Springfontcin).—The Moral Philosophy of Free-
thought was first published in 182 under the title of
Sketches in the Philosophy of Morals. The author, Sir
T. C. Morgan, was a well-known doctor of his daj’, a man
°f very considerable attainments, and a complete Free-
thinker. He was, we believe, closely associated with the
celebrated Dr. Lawrence, whose Lectures on Man roused
such a storm in the religious, world on account of their
Materialism. As you say, it is saddening to think that
tve have to repeat so much that was available a hundred
ears ago, but for that Christianity is largely to blame.
he work was reprinted only because someone was found
willing to subsidize it. And there are many other fine
early Freethought works that might be published if some-
°ne interested would come forward and act in the same
Manner.

Keridon—We share your appreciation of Mr. Cutner’s
articles. Of all the sickening cant we know of that con-
nected with the ideal Jesus is about the worst, and has
least to support it.

Mapp—Thanks for cuttings. It is quite correct to say
that natural processes alone gradually alter the appear-
ance of plants as of other things. On the other hand, it
Is not correct to assume that evolution, unaided by man,
ever produces the finest possible types of either animals
°r plants. These are brought into existence by man direct-
ing the process of growth. Natural selection only serves
1° group character around a mean. It stops development
as well as promotes it. It is man that carries it on as

produce the best possible. Religiously, whenever man
Interferes with God’'s work, he generally manages to im-

«Rrove it.
lrEethinkkr ” Sustentation Fund.—*“ Belgravia,” ios.
ALiox (Toronto.)—You do not send your address, or Mr,
Cohen would have written you. We are glad you believe
lhat there is a big field for the Freethinker in Toronto,
we should like to get hold of some responsible person
v; h ° would undertake the handling of the paper there.
" J W. FaSTKRBROOK—We quite agree with your estimate
°t the Daily Express articles. They are an extraordinary
rcvelatiou of commonplace phrasing and inability for
serious analytic thought. If they are to be taken as
'ndicative of the mental ability of our “ leading writers,”
have little on which to pride ourselves. We commence
~Healing with them in our next issue.

I- Bi.ackdurn.—Sorry we cannot place the lines, “ My
country is the world, I call no son of man my foe.” Per-
»,aPs some of our readers may be able to do so. The
Irst line is obviously taken from Paine.

Co Pemott—There is a certain brand of religion which
appears to flourish with a type of Army officer. Smith-
°rrien’s belief that we won the war by prayer and inter-
cession is an example in poiqt. If he brings no more
feusc into service matters than lie does into his religion
~ e should be placed on the retired list.
'~e\b\r—-Thanks for sight of letter. We are very pleased
k® know that Freethinkers in Ireland are beginning to
Cstlr themselves. As we have before remarked, there
,re few countries in Europe that need Freethought more
j, &'T than docs Ireland!

*  Freethinker " is supplied to the trade on sale or
r.!llrn- Any difficulty in securing copies should be at once

T h e O tO thiS Office-, . L .
Secular Society, Limited, office is at 62 Farringdon

Th re«, London, E.C.4.
g, National Secular Society's office is at 62 Farringdon

Lmim EC+
tion | It iervices °f Ihe National Secular Society in connec-
n Secular Burial Services are required, all com-
g ~cations should be addressed to the Secretary, Miss
» Vance, giving as long notice as possible.

g Notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London,

inserted the ~rSt ~ost Tuesday' or they will not be
°rders f
of tpl°n llteralLlre should be sent to the Business Manager
a n d ,ioheer Press, 61 Fariingdon Street, London, E-C-4,
not to, the Editor.
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All Cheques and Postal Orders should be made payable to
" The Pioneer Press,"” and crossed " Midland Bank, Ltd.,
Clerkenwell Branch."”

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

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

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

Sugar Plums.

The Pioneer Press has just published, on behalf of
the Secular Society, Limited, God and Evolution, by
the Editor of the Freethinker. The booklet is a careful
and caudid examination of the bearing of the doctrine
of evolution on religious beliefs, with special reference
to Christianity. Thanks to the Dayton case, the ques-
tion of evolution and religion is very much in the
public mind at present, and this essay should prove
useful to all. It is published at sixpence; and may be
ordered through any newsagent or bookseller, or can
be had direct from this office for one penny extra to
cover postage. The whole edition ought to be sold out
within a few weeks. It should prove a very useful gift
to a thoughtful religious friend.

To-day (September 27) is Bradlaugh Sunday, and some
of the Loudon Branches are holding demonstrations. At
Brockwell Park there will be a number of speakers, in-
cluding Mr. A. B. Moss, Messrs. Saphin, Corrigan,
Shaller, and others. Mr. Cohen has also promised to
be present and speak. It is some years now since
Londoners had a chance of hearing Mr. Cohen in the
open-air, and Brockwell Park is one of the pleasantest
of London Parks for a visit in any case. That is, if
the weather takes a turn for the better. And we must
surely get a change for the better soon.

We arc glad to see that our lively contemporary, the
New York Truthseeker, is insistent on the fact that you
cannot harmonize evolution with Christianity. That is
the proper line to take. Every sound Freethinker should
agree with the Fundamentalist that Christianity and evo-
lution cannot be reconciled. And we must drive home
that lesson while the opportunity offers. Evolution is
essentially a godless doctrine. Christians shouted that
from the housetops some sixty years ago, and we must
repeat it now that they are trying to annex a teaching
they failed to crush.

Next week Mr. Cohen will commence his examination
of the Daily Express articles, and we suggest that this
will be a good opportunity for friends to order an extra
copy or two and send one on to a likely reader. There
is only one paper in this country that is likely to speak
the plain unvarnished truth about the subject, quite
free from cant about the sublime figure of Jesus and the
sublimity of the belief in God, and that is this one.
We really say this more in sorrow than in pride. It
would be much better if we could point to another paper
that does not mind saying the whole truth about Chris-
tianity, but the fact is there. And we again suggest
that an extra copy or so of the paper for distribution
would be good work. At any rate, we are printing an
extra number of copies so as to be prepared. But readers
should order their copies at once if the newsagent is
to get the extra copies down in good time. Their order
sheets go in about a week in advance.

The humbug of the whole thing is made quite plain
by a leaderette in the Sunday Express, which solemnly
remarks that the articles prove “ that the men and
women of our day still think of and yearn after God.”
,We congratulate the editor of the Sunday Express on as
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fine a piece of associated liumbuggcry as we have met
for some considerable time. First of all a discussion is
staged in which no one is permitted to take part but
those who will either say they believe in a God, or
how much they would like to. Then the world is in-
formed that the articles prove how much men and
women are yearning after God. And parsons—men of
half-baked intellect generally—tap the writers condes-
cendingly on the shoulders and assure them they are
more Christian than they think. Is it possible for Chris-
tianity and honesty to run together? It is worth while
putting this question once again.

Mr. J. Marlow, of 145 Walworth Road, S.E., is a news-
agent who has made up his mind to give the Freethinker
a fair show, and we are obliged to him for it. He sends
us a photograph of his shop window, which displays
prominently a copy of the paper, and he tells us it is
always on view. Accompanying that is another picture
of his bonny little girl, who is wearing a copy of the
Freethinker as a kind of Freemason’s apron, at a public
meeting. The two pictures again remind us of what
might be done with the paper if we were only able to
enter on a strenuous publicity campaign. “ More light ”
is our cry, intellectually and from a business point of
view. Our enemies pay us a great compliment by their
strenuous boycott, but it is a compliment which has
its drawbacks. Mr. Marlow, by the way, is the author
of the Hyde Park Forum, which has been advertised for
some weeks in these pages. It is a rhymed satire on the
various speakers and frequenters of Hyde Park, pub-
lished at sixpence, post free, from the author. To those
who are at all intimate with that intellectual bear-
garden the essay will be full of interest and amusement.

Mr. George Whitehead will lecture in the Brass-
workers’ Hall, 70 Lionel Street, Birmingham, at 7. His
subject will be “ The Religion of Bernard Shaw.” From
September 28 until October 2 Mr. Whitehead will address
a series of open-air meetings in the Bull Ring and else-
where. We hope Birmingham Freethinkers will give

these meetings all the support possible.

The Gnostic Origins of
Christianity.

11.
(Continued from fmge 597.)

Paul himself was steeped in the lore of the Mystery-
religions and Gnosticism. Tarsus, his native city,
was, as Prof. Otto Pfleidcrer points out, “ the Greek
city, which after Alexandria, was the main scat of
Hellenic culture.” And further, “ Not only Greek
philosophy, but the heathen religions scarcely could
be learned better anywhere than in Tarsus, for at
that time, the mystery-cults were spreading from the
Orient through the West. As early as Pompey’s
time, Tarsus was a scat of Mithra religion which had
come from Persia and mingled with the cults wor-
shipping the sun-god in Hithcr-Asia, especially
in Phrygia, where it had taken over certain customs
of the orgiastic religion of Attis and Cybele.” 1 Dean
Inge, who probably would not thank me for quoting
him, declares :—

It is useless to deny that St. Paul regarded Chris-
tianity as, at least on one side, a mystery-religion.
Why else should he have used a number of techni-
cal terms which his readers would recognize at
once as belonging to the mysteries? Why else
should he repeatedly use the word “ mystery ” it-
self, applying it to doctrines distinctive of Chris-
tianity, such as the resurrection with a “ spiritual
body,” the relation of the Jewish people to God,
and, above all, the mystical union between Christ

1 Prof. O. I'tleiderer, Christian Origins, p. 156.
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“ mystery ” is “ Christ
27). It was as
accepted Chris-

and Christians ? The great
in you, the hope of glory” (Col. i.
a mystery-religion that Europe
tianity.3.

In Paul’'s Epistle to the Romans be speaks of his
gospel “ according to the revelation of the mystery,
which was kept secret since the world began ”
(Rom. x. 16, 25). To the Ephesians he speaks of
“ the fellowship of the mystery ” (Eph. iii. 9), and
again of “ the mystery of the gospel ” (Eph. vi. 19).
To the Colossians he speaks of “ the mystery of
Christ, for which I am also in bonds ” (Col. iv. 3)-
To the Corinthians “ we speak the wisdom of God
in a mystery ” (1 Cor. ii. 7).

Paul knows nothing of the four Gospels, never
guotes from them, never mentions them, never quotes
any sayings of Jesus, not even from the Sermon on
the Mount or the Lord’s Prayer; it is inconceivable
that he would not have done so if he had known
them. As. Dr. Couchoud has observed : “ The habit
of reading the Gospels before Paul’s Epistles in our
Bibles causes us involuntarily to attribute to Paul
the presentation of Jesus that we derive from the
Gospels. This is a grave error. There is not one
word of Paul's which warrant the supposition that
he was acquainted with any historical legend of
Jesus.” 3 Another writer remarks of the writings of
Paul : “ The silence of the Epistles as to any miracles
or parables or sayings by a man Jesus, is extra-
ordinary. Where the Login [sayings] could be quoted
with effect, they are not referred to, e.g. as to the
tribute money (Rom. xiii. 7).”4

Paul did not derive his knowledge of Jesus from any
writings or any disciples. His knowledge was the
result of a direct revelation as he was journeying on
the road to Damascus. A light shone from heaven
and a voice announced that he was Jesus, and that
is all the proof that Taul ever produced. He ex-
pressly declares : “ | certify you, brethren, that the
Gospel which was preached of me is not after man.
For | neither received it of man, neither was | taught
it, but by the revelation of Jesus Christ” (Gal. i
11-12); that is, it was founded upon a vision.

Most of the earlier Gnostic sects were " Doeetists,”
teaching that Jesus had only a seeming body and did
not suffer. Simon said that Jesus only appeared in
the form of a man, but was not really one. BasilidcS,
the Egyptian, the leader of another sect, held that
the body of Jesus was a phantasm and had no real
existence, another person being crucified in his stead-
Saturninus, another founder of a sect, held the
phantasmal theory of Jesus’s body. Valentinus
taught that the body of Jesus was not made of human
flesh, but was made to resemble it; the dove-like
form which had descended into it at his baptism»
leaving it before the crucifixion. This belief was
-0 popular and so wide-spread among the early Chris*
tians, that “ Docetistn,” as it was called, came to
be looked upon by later Christian writers as one
if the distinguishing marks of heresy. Is it likely
fhat if there had been a real historical person named
Tesus that such a tale would have gained credence
rnd such popularity, and that in the earliest time-
According to the Gospels, Jesus taught multitude*
would not some of these have come forward and said»
“ | was there, | saw him and heard him” ? And aftef
they had passed away, their sons would testify as t°
what their fathers had seen. No, the earliest Chrisj
tians had no record, and no belief, in any historic3
Tesus. He was as much a myth as any of the My*'
tery gods such as Mithra, Adonis, Orpheus, AttF-
and Osiris.

2 Dean Inge, Outspoken Fssays (1919), p. 227.
9 Dr. L. Couchoud, The Enigma of Jesus, p. 89.
* G. T. Sadler, Behind the New Testament, p. 101
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As Prof. B. W. Bacon rightly observes: “ Paul

our earliest witness, and Paul lias already deter-
nljned to know no Christ save a Christ not after the
flesh.”5 The same writer points out that Paul has
taken his material from the Old Testament. “ Paul’s
Christ is essentially the Suffering Servant of lIsaiah,
exalted ‘to make intercession for sin’” (p. 59).
And further : “ Since he [Paul] is speaking to men
whom the conceptions of the mystery religions are
the commonplaces of religious expression it should
eause us no surprise that he uses their terminology ”
(P- 75)- The religious phrases he uses are: —

The very vernacular of the mystery cults. No
man can fail to recognize it who has any familiarity
with the current ideas of the religions of personal
redemption concerning assimilation to the nature of
the dying and rising Saviour-god by gazing upon
his image.....as to being “ transfigured ” into the
same “ likeness,” as to immortality being the
destiny of the *“ reborn,” and the like. Paul is
using the ideas, and even the language of the mys-
teries to compare the ministry of the new covenant
and its revelation with the revelation to Moses and
the old covenant. (B. W. Bacon, Jesus and Paul,
P- 579

In reality Paul is a mystical Gnostic indistinguish-
able from the other Gnostics who abounded at that
time and long before the commencement of the Chris-
tian era. Notice the mj'stical foundations he builds
uPon; there is nothing new about the Christian mys-
twy, lie declares. It is “ even the mystery which
hath been hid from ages and from generations, but
"°w is made manifest to his saints : to whom God
"°Uld make known what is the riches of the glory

this mystery among the Gentiles; which is Christ
JP you, the hope of glory ” (Colossians i. 26, 27).
I he statement does not pretend to give any historical
tacts. It is pure religious mysticism. Take another
statement of Paul’s : “ God forbid that | should glory,
Sayc in the cross of our Lord Jesus Christ, by whom
the world is crucified unto me, and | unto the world ”
'Gal. vi. 14). It is clear that crucified here means
something very different from being nailed to a cross.
1's a mystical spiritual experience.

Iffost Christians believe that the Cross only be-
faitie a sacred emblem after Christ was crucified upon
II- The truth is that it is the most ancient of all
~hgious symbols, and the most sacred. It was
'n°wn to the ancient Egyptians, it was revered by
h® Minoans thousands of years before the Christian
“ya- It was known to the Babylonians, and even
O the ancient races of America. W. Mann.

(To be Continued.)

MR. G. WHITEHEAD’S MISSION.

e,v'r' Whitehead reports six successful meetings at New-
e s ,>the rain disposed of the seventh. The Sunday
jsctling meeting was the best of the season. To-day
cPt*tnber 27), Mr. Whitehead will address a meeting
r Brassworkers’ Hall, Birmingham, and for the
tlic j,>*] G'e Whestv Willl Sdbbubt dir bpil-aim campaign in
~ill Ring.  This finishes liis outdoor mission for this
. Luring the winter season, if Mr. Whitehead’s
APP$88 aro recluired, communications should be sent

Irect to Mr  whitehead himself.—E.

Iiv-li]ng averaile clergyman is an official who makes his
ij,g h by christening babies, marrying adults, conduct-
aiiy' r*Ua> and making the best he can (when lie has
sH|)cr°l,SC'ClICe ab°l,f {) °f a certain routine of school
alinsfintcnd«nce, district visiting, and organization of
at aj?lving, which does not necessarily touch Christianity
IVe/0Cg P°‘nl except the point of the tongue.—Shaw,
Androcles and the Lion."

W. Bacon, Jesus and Paul, p. 57.
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The Gospel History a Fabrication.

VII.
The Story ok the Baptist.

This narrative is one of those which the three
Synoptists copied from a more primitive Gospel; but
the way Matthew and Mark introduce the subject
is somewhat peculiar. Taking Matthew’s account,
that editor says (xiv. 1, 2) :—
At that seasou Herod the tetrarcli heard the report
concerning Jesus, and he said unto his servants, This
is John the Baptist; he is risen from the dead.

Mark commences his account in precisely the same
way (vi. 14). Matthew, next, makes use of the error
into which the tetrareh had fallen to introduce the
story of the imprisonment and death of John. He
says :i—

For Herod had laid hands 011 John, and bound him,

and put him in prison for the sake of Herodias, his
brother Philip’s wife.

Mark likewise makes this mistake of Herod the
introduction to the story of the imprisonment of the
Baptist, and in nearly the same words as Matthew.
The latter editor goes on :—

For John said unto him, It is not lawful for thee
to have her.

Mark, following the same plan, put this statement a
little plainer—“ It is not lawful for the to have thy
brother's wife.” Both editors, in fact, commence
telling the story backwards, after which they narrate
it more in order. This story is as follows: That
Herod Antipas, the tetrarch of Galilee, had taken to
himself Herodias, his brother Philip’s wife, and,
being reproved by the Baptist for so doing, he had
cast that baptiser into prison. Then, later on, "when
Herod’'s birthday came [Herod made a feast, at
which] the daughter of Herodias danced in the midst,
and pleased Herod. Whereupon he promised with
an oath to give her whatsoever she should ask. And
she, being put forward by her mother, saith, Give
me here in a charger the head of John the Baptist.......
And Herod sent and beheaded John in prison. And
his head was brought in a charger, and given to the
damsel: and she brought it to her mother ” (Matt,
xiv. 3-11).

This Gospel story is a Christian fabrication, though
it contains a small grain of truth. John the Baptist
was an historical person—a crank, who preached and
baptised near the Jordan—whom, after a short public
ministry, Herod Antipas placed in confinement, and
subsequently put to death. But the silly statements
of John rebuking Antipas on account of his marrying
his brother Philip’s wife, or the dancing before him,
of his oath, of the demand for the Baptist’s head,
and of John’s immediate execution in consequence
—these arc pure fabrications.

In the first place, Antipas did not take his brother
Philip's wife. He did, however, induce Herodias, the
wife of his half brother 1Jcrod, to leave her husband
and live with him. To make this clear, we have but
to glance at the sons of licrod the Great who were
living at the time of the Baptist. They were the
following:—

licrod—who had married
private life.

Antipas—Tetrarch of Galilee, who had married the
daughter of Aretas, king of Arabia I'ctrea.

Philip—Tetrarch of Trachonitis, who had married
Salome, the daughter of Herodias.

These three sons of Herod the Great were by
different wives, and therefore only half-brothers.
The first Herod was named after his father, by

llerodias, and lived in
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whom (in his will) he was disinherited. Herod the
Great, though a hard and unprincipled man, was
great as a king, and his name was honoured through-
out the Roman world. For this reason, Antipas
assumed the name as a title (like that of Csesar), and
was called “ Herod Antipas,” or *“ Herod the
tetrarch.” Philip never assumed the name, though
he could have done so, had he chosen.

Now, the concoctor of the Gospel story thought
that the wife of Philip the tetrarch was Herodias.
He says that Herod the tetrarch had taken “ his
brother Philip’s wife,” and he gives her name as
Herodias. He had evidently never heard of the
“ Herod ” who was living unnoticed as a private
gentleman in Rome. The concoctor of the story,
again, was not aware that the daughter of Herodias,
w'hom he represents as dancing before an assembly
of half-intoxicated men, was Salome, a grand lady,
and the young; wife of Philip the tetrarch, who would
not be likely to demean herself by dancing before
such an audience (Mark vi. 21)—even were her
husband willing to countenance such an act.

In order to conceal the Gospel misstatement respect-
ing Herodias being the wife of Antipas’s “ brother
Philip,” Christian reconcilers have elected to call
the disinherited son of Herod the Great “ Herod
Philip/’ though they knew perfectly well that not
one of the seven sons of Herod the Great had a second
name. If we turn to a table of the *“ Hcrodian
Family ” in any Bible text-book, we shall find the
disinherited son called “ Herod Philip I.,” and Philip
the tetrarch called “ Herod Philip 11.” As already
stated, Antipas assumed the name “ Herod ” as a
title, as did also, later on, king Agrippa; but Philip
the tetrarch did not, and was never known as
“ Herod Philip.” Josephus never called the disin-
herited son by any other name than “ Herod,” nor
Philip the tetrarch by any other name than “ Philip.”
Luke also says (iii. x)—*“ Herod being tetrarch of
Galilee, and his brother Philip tetrarch of,” etc. This
was the “ brother Philip ” of the Baptist story.

There can thus be no doubt as to whom the primi-
tive Gospel writer referred when he said “ his brother
Philip.” The giving to Philip the tetrarch the honor-
ary title “ Herod ” might, perhaps, be allowed to
pass; but to give to the disinherited Son Herod another
name, “ Philip.” which this Herod never possessed,
and to do it for the purpose of deceiving the unin-
formed reader—such a dastardly action is one which
only a Christian reconciler could stoop to perform.

Coming now to the Gospel story, Luke tells us that
“in the fifteenth year of Tiberius Csesar ” (i.e.
a.d. 28), Jesus was baptised by John in the Jordan;
shortly after which John was cast into prison, and
Jesus began to preach. Now, if the Baptist had
rebuked Antipas for marrying his brother’s wife, it
must have been before he was cast into prison; and
Herodias must have gone to live with Antipas before
that. The latter event, then, could not have been
later than a.d. 28.

Leaving dates for the moment, we find that Antipas,
when in Rome, saw Herodias, the wife of his brother
Herod, and falling in love with her, lie asked her
to become his wife. To this the lady agreed, pro-
vided he first put away Aretas’s daughter. But the
latter, having been secretly informed of the compact,
asked her husband for an escort to take her to
Machcrus, a castle Ol the borders of Arabia, sub-
ject to her father Aretas—which Antipas was pleased
to grant. Arrived there, she made rapid journey?
under Arabian escorts to Arabia Petrca, and informed
her father of her husband’s intentions. Upon hear-
ing of such perfidy, Aretas sent a strong force; against
his faithless son-in-law; a battle was fought, and
Antipa’s army was annihilated. After giving a de-
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tailed account of the foregoing circumstances,
Josephus says (Antiq. 18, 5, 2) :(—

Now some of the Jews thought that the destruction
of Herod’s army came from God, and that very
justly, as a punishment for what he did against
John that was called the Baptist...... For Herod, fear-
ing lest the great influence John had over the people
might put it into his power and inclination to raise
a rebellion......thought it best, by putting him to
death, to prevent any mischief he might cause......
Accordingly, he was sent a prisoner, out of Herod’s
suspicious temper, to Macherus, the castle | before
mentioned, and was there put to death.

Josephus does not say how long the Baptist had been
dead when the battle between Aretas and Antipas
took place. When Antipas received news of the loss
of his army, he wrote informing the emperor Tiberius,
“ who, being angry at the action of Aretas, sent
orders to Vitellius [the president of Syria] to make
war upon him.” Upon receipt of this command
Vitellius set out with a large force for Arabia Petrca,
and, on his way, came to Jerusalem, where he stayed
to confer with Antipas for four days. While there
he received official notice of the death of Tiberius, so
he returned with his army to Antioch. Tiberius died
on March 16, a.d. 37; hence, the little domestic
arrangement between Antipas and Herodias, and the
battle that resulted from it, would be in the year
a.d. 36.

\WVc arc now in a position to compare the Gospel
1 story with the foregoing facts of history. In a.d. 28,
Herod Antipas hearing of the influence which John
the Baptist had obtained over the common people,
had him arrested and confined in the fortress of
Macherus. Some months later (a.d. 29), lie caused
the Baptist to be beheaded. Six or seven years after-
wards, Antipas paid a visit to Rome, and took lodg-
ings in the house where his half-brother Herod weSi
staying. During this visit he became acquainted with
this brother’'s wife, Herodias, and made certain over-
tures to her, which she accepted on one condition—
to which he agreed. After a short stay he returned
to Galilee; but here, one of his attendants who had
overheard or discovered the little matter, planned
with Herodias, mentioned the fact in strict confidence
to her highness the legitimate wife of Antipas. There-
upon, that lady fled as fast as horses could carry
her to Arabia Petrca, and informed her father Aretas
—the result being a battle fought in the same year
(a.d. 36), in which the army of the tetrarch was
destroyed.

Now, looking at the Gospel narrative, it is quite
clear that no reconciliation with history is possible.
John the Baptist had been dead six or seven years
when Antipas married his brother’s Herod’s wife;
hence, the little stories of the Baptist reproving that
tetrarch, of the daughter of Herodias dancing at the
feast, of Antipas promising on oath to give her what-
ever she asked for, and of John’s head being brought
to her in a charger—these are all pure fictions, fabri-
cated by the primitive Gospel-writer to account for the
imprisonment and death of the Baptist. Matthew,
Mark, and Luke found the incidents recorded in thc
primitive Gospel, and merely made revised copies
them.

But, if we set aside all dates, the conclusion we
arrive at is the same.

r. Herod Antipas had not taken Herodias to bc
his wife when thc daughter of Aretas set out
Arabia Petrca, and some weeks later, when the battle
was fought, John the Baptist had been dead some
time.

2. Herod Antipas would only have been allowed t0
use the fortress of Macherus as a prison while he
and his father-in-law, Arctas, were upon friendly
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terms. It must therefore have been before the flight
°f Aretas’s daughter, when the Baptist was arrested
and sent there, and some time later put to death.

An Example of Inadvertence.

The editor of Matthew’s Gospel represents Jesus
as saying (xi. 12) :—
And from the days of John the Baptist until now
the kingdom of heaven suffered violence, and men of
violence take it by force.

These words are said to have been uttered while the
Baptist was alive, and at a period when “ the king-
dom of heaven ” can scarcely be said to have begun.
No time had elapsed between *“ the days of John
die Baptist ” and the day upon which Jesus is repre-
sented as speaking: they were the same days. Only
a Writer who lived many years after Jesus and the
Baptist could have employed the words here put in
Bie mouth of the Nazarene. These words, too, could
n°t have been used until the Christians had become
a Well-known sect, and had suffered persecution—a
fact which again points to post-apostolic times.
Abracadabra.

Correspondence.

@

y

thoughts on the passing of waldron.

To the Editor ok the " Freethinker.’

Sir,—Although “ Mimnermus ” has written with—on
*he whole—kindly feeling on the passing of our friend
and theological opponent, the splendid work Waldron
accomplished for freedom of thought in other directions
demands recognition, and, surely, observes grateful tri-
Bffte. His achievements as a parson or as an actor may,
°r may not, have been extraordinary; anyway they are
a closed chapter, but with all the deference and respect
due to your critical correspondent, | maintain as a
playwright he was great. One of the daring pioneers
who overcome almost overwhelming obstacles in “ pre-
paring and making ready the way ” for a bigger,
Jroader, fairer outlook on things that really matter, his
Plays were propaganda for a saner public opinion and
attitude on the sex subject generally. It is to be hoped
these plays will be revived, and the one he had just
completed before his untimely death produced ere long,
°r Published. He was always a clean, straight fighter,
even when he championed causes we cannot but condemn
jsUch as the late war, when he voluntarily rushed off
O face the firing line, not to kill, but to minister to the
bounded).

He was so original in his outlook—so free from the
etters of convention, so strong, yet with infinite tender-
I'Css and compassion for the weak, the struggling, and
'c suffering. | think his lack of ambition was the

lef cause why “ Mimnermus ” “ could not make a
breat story of what Waldron had done with his life.”

ny ambition in his nature was secondary to an innate

stlcssiiess with its incessant, insistent urge ever lead-

S him to seek * fresh fields and pastures new” to
N'creise its activtities. Had he been ambitious in the

uuiary way there is no telling to what eminence lie

have attained.
his *S bnTrht, boyish enthusiasm, his absolute sincerity,
~*' Unassailablc loyalty to the principles (and persons)
cared for and his, to the last, unsparing energy,
miYiC certtdnly are “ likeable qualities,” and the list
jjj * he lengthened. No one who knew him could

. P feeling friendly towards a brave opponent who
simply -

would not become an enemy! His goodness of
,nearg was great, his self-sacrificing generosity un-
funded, lie was ever ready with helpful counsel and
@®&conragemeut, and, when needed, financial assistance
> struggling young literary aspirants, and many must
.here be who “ felt a tug at the heart strings on hear-
*1? of kis death.” As " Mimnermus ” has mentioned, he
7*) his share of faults and failings—Ilike the rest of us,
~ his views on theological and political subjects were
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“ wide as the poles asunder ” from those of the writer,
yet though differences of opinion sometimes formed
passing clouds, our friendship stood the test of time,
through sunshine, storms, and showers, surviving still.
Amid ideal country scenery he passed peacefully?, in his
deep, and has been laid to rest in the churchyard at
ialeliurst (Sussex), surrounded by the trees and flowers
ind songs of birds that he loved so well.
E. Twynam.

[We publish this as it is sent for the reason that it is
concerned with what is taken to be an attack on a dead
;nan.  But we are afraid the writer can have had little
lreal acquaintance with Air. Waldron as “ a clean straight
ighter, with absolute devotion to principle.” Not tb have
1ad at least this much in reply would have been to lay
the readers of the Freethinker open to a false impression.—
Ed.],

SIR OLIVER LODGE.
i Sir,—You persistently refer to Sir Oliver Lodge as a
‘scientist.” Why, and on what grounds? My student
lays familiarized me with an excellent book by (Sir)
Oliver Lodge on “ Mechanics,” but, because a Wrangler,
senior or otherwise, is acute at mathematics, geometry,
trigonometry, et hoc, is such a “ scientist” ? Calitho,
Herschel, Newton, Faraday, Huyghens, Kepler | con-
ceive scientists. A man (or woman) is not necessarily
an organist because he can talk or write about the organ;
nor is an individual theologian or a “ preacher,” though
enlarging from a pulpit, whether Roman, Anglican,
Protestant, or Nonconformist. Let us endeavour to term
things that count by their proper names.
Fredii. J. Crowest.

Freethought on Tyneside.

Freethought on Tyneside has not, it must be admitted,
lived up to its traditions these recent few years. This,
of course, is no real reflection upon Freethinkers; there
are quite a flood of circumstances that easily account for
their inactivity in an organized sense. The situation
is, however, saved as far as it can be by the continuous
propaganda carried on by the Newcastle Branch of the
National .Secular Society. Every Sunday night during
the recent summer months Secularism has been catered
for; on the whole, with marked success. Under the
strong and never-failing guidance of Mr. Bartram, sup-
ported by his family, we have kept the flag flying on
the broad Town Moor, where the spirit of liberty reigns
supreme. The two speakers, Messrs. Carlton and Atkin-
son, have done good work. This particular outdoor
effort in spreading the “ good tidings ” of Freedom, has
been accompanied by much real pleasure and satisfac-
tion. The sale of literature has been, at least, fair.
The repeated coming together of solid masses of people
and listening, on the whole, very patiently to the ex-
pression of thoughts that must be disturbing to many,
is an encouraging sign of the times to the interested
adherents of Freethought. The old days, when the
crowd was entirely hostile, have now passed away in
this locality.- Let us not be content with a single isolated
effort, but, at the same time, let us not underestimate
such. There is no movement that penetrates the utmost
intereises of society as does the spoken and written work
aimed at the spreading of Freethought.
J. Fothergile.

" What keeps our friend Farmer Bramble from worship
to-day ?” anxiously fenquired a viligant minister of one of
his deacons. “ Four Sundays have passed since | saw
him among us. | hope and trust it is not Socinianism
that keeps him away.” *“ No, sir,” replied the deacon,
“ it is something worse than that.” “ Wor.se than
Socinianism! You surely are not going to tell me it is
Deism!” “ No, sir; it is something worse than that.”
“ Worse than Deism ! You alarm me! It surely cannot

be Atheism.” “ Np, sir; it is something worse than
that.” “ Worse than Atheism? Impossible! Nothing
lcan be worse than Atheism.”- “ Yes, it is, sir; it’s

rheumatism!”
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Stray Thoughts.

Atheism grows slowly : religion may be caught In a
night : for religion is the measles of emotion.

On the screen of the child-mind is projected that stir-
ring drama, “ The Ascent of Man.” Cruelty, pettiness,
boastfulness, herd-spirit, intolerance, and credulity—
these are some of the sub-titles. For the child-mind

epitomises the savagery of past millenniums. .Said
Christ to liis followers : “ Be thou like unto this little
child.” And, lo! it was so!

His goodness is over all his works. Yea, I've seen

an owl dissect a shrieking mouse.

A king is an unfortunate creature condemned by his
unthinking subjects never to be a man.

The diamond-studded maxim for all students of
divinity and spiritism should be : The thicker the fog,
the profounder the thought!

Theology is a bed of nettles into which both wise
man and fool may stumble. While the fool calls his
discomfort “ seeing God,” the wise man allays his smart-
ing with the antidote of reason.

Ignorance, not Mary, was the mother of Jesus.

“ All the world’s a stage.” And according to the
preachers wc all have forgotten our lines and speak our
little piece merely by the aid of the prompter in the
wings—the asbestos gentleman with an arrow-headed
tail.

The Apostle’s Creed : Much ado about nothing.

AJstheticism is, too often, but refined pettiness wear-
ing a pretty cloak. The aesthete prefers a well-shaped
head to a well-shaped mind, a neatly turned phrase to
a neatly turned thought.

Many a so-called profound thinker or great writer
lias earned such reputation by a mere knack of putting
into words tlie thoughts and desires of his fellows.
By an ability to tell, oracularly, those of his own genera-
tion that that ought to be which they subconsciously
think should be. Verily, the womb of prejudice hath con-
ceived more “ profound thinkers ” than hath the womb
of thought!

Only through the liorned-rimmed spectacles of theology
can the ridiculous appear sublime.

What is man’s search after truth ? Perhaps simply a
craving for knowledge that will enable him mentally and
physically to suffer less. And that so painful and age-
long a search should be necessary! God's inhumanity
to man makes countless ages mourn.

The mind of the masses is a slate from which the
sleeve of fleeting interest wipes off the first faint pencil-
lings of thought.

Most women give their admiration to the primitive,
the ruthless—confounding this ruthlessness  with
Strength. Perhaps because Nietzsche’s youth and early
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manhood was dominated by female influence his outlook
is essentially “ Feminine, all too feminine!” and not
sufficiently “ Human, all too human!”

Though the worshipper’s knee bends low, yet even
lower droops his mind.

The scales of delusion are rarely likely to fall from
the eye uplifted in ecstasy or from the closed eye in a
bowed head.

fly dim religious light we can descry only distortions.
D. P. Sticket.is.

SUNDAY LECTUBE NOTICES, Etc.

Notices of Lectures, etc., must reach us by first P°sl
on Tuesday and be marked “ Lecture Notice ” if not sec*
on postcard.

LONDON.

Indoor.

South Peace Rthical Society (South Place, Moorg3te,
F.C. 2 : 11, C. Delisle Burns, M.A., D.Lit.,, “ What | SW
in Poland.”

Outdoor.

Bethnai, Green Branch N.S.S. (Victoria Park, near the
Fountain) : 6, Mr. J. Marshall, a Lecture.

North London Branch N.S.S (Regent’s Park, near tb*
Fountain) : 545, “ Bradlaugh Sunday.” Mr. A. D. McLaren,
a Lecture.

South London Branch N.S.S. (Brockwell Park) : 3>
“ Bradlaugh Demonstration.”  Speakers : Mr. Chapman
Cohen, Dr. Bhat, Messrs. Saphin, Corrigan, Hyatt, Brown,
Shambrook, Constable, Moss, and others.

West Ham Branch N.S.S. (Outside Technical Institute,
Romford Road, Stratford, R.) : 7, Mr. F. C. Warner, 3
Lecture.

COUNTRY.

Indoor.

Birmingham Branch N.S.S. (Brassworkers’ Hall, 70 Lion3
Street) : 7, Mr. G. Whitehead, “ The Religion of G. Bernard
Shaw.” From September 28 lo October 2 at the Bull R'nS
at 7.30.

Glasgow Branch N.S.S.—A »Social Reunion in the D and
F Cafe, High Street, at 7 plll, tea at 7.30 on Saturday,
October 3. Tickets 2s. 6d. each. On Sunday, October 4>
at 3, in Saloon Hall, City Hall, “ The Ghost of Religion-'
God and the Journalists” ; at 7, “ Christianity and RvoUt

tion.” Questions and discussion. Silver Collection. RO*
by Candleriggs.
ITUATION WANTED. As Office Manager,

Secretary, or Accountant, by experienced business m»*
—Write, Veteran, Freethinker Office, 61 Farringdon Street,

I.ca.

u 'T'THE HYDE PARK FORUM.” —A Satire on »*

| Speakers and Frequenters. Should be read by 8
Freethinkers. Post free, 6d., direct from J. Marlow, 145
Walworth Road, S.R.i.

E NEVER ADMIT our faults, except'®™

through vanity—and we are especially proud of °I{
good faults. “ Your clothes last too long ” is a comp'3t
we get often. If you would care to suffer from a sin"*
malady you can catch it by writing now for any of
following  Gents” A to Il Book, suits from 56s.; *
| to N Book, suits from 99s.; Gents' Latest Overcoat h°°
prices from 48s.; or Ladies' Fashion and Pattern Book, ¢ »
tunics from 60s., coats from 48s.—Macconnmx & MabS, 'se
Street, Bakewell, Derbyshire.

UNWANTED CHILDREN

In a Civilized Community there should be p0
UNWANTED Children.

For Lilt of Birth-Control Requisites lend Ijd. itnmp to
J. R HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantage, Berkshire
(Established nearly Forty Years.)
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Pamphlets.

By G. \V. Foote.
CHRISTIANITY AND PROGRESS. Price 2d., postage /A.
THE PHILOSOPHY OF SECULARISM. Price ad., postage
%d.

WHO WAS THE FATHER OF JESUS ? Price id., postage
Kd.

THE JEWISH LIFE OF CPIRIST. Being the Sepher Toldoth
Jeshu, or Book of the Generation of Jesus. With an
Historical Preface and Voluminous Notes. By G. W
Foote and J. M. Wheeler. Price 6d., postage YA.

VOLTAIRE'S PHILOSOPHICAL DICTIONARY. Vol. 1.,
ra8 pp., with Fine Cover Portrait, and Preface by
Chapman Cohen. Price is., postage id.

By Chapman Cohen.
HEITY AND DESIGN. Price id., postage '/d.
War and CIVILIZATION. Price id., postage '/d.
CHRISTIANITY AND SLAVERY : With a Chapter on
Christianity and the Labour Movement. Price is., post-
age id.
GOD AND MAN : An Essay in Common Sense and Natural
Morality. Price 2d., postage Ztd.
Woman and Christianity :
Exploitation of a Sex. Price is.,
SOCI%LISM AND THE CHURCHES.
Yd. -
CREED AND CHARACTER. The influence of Religion on
Racial Life. Price 6d., postage id.
THE PARSON AND THE ATHEIST.
cussion on Religion and Life, between Rev. the Hon.
Edward Lyttletou, D.D., and Chapman Cohen. Price
is., postage

GOES MAN SURVIVE DEATH ?
Verbatim Report of a Discussion between Horace Leaf
and Chapman Cohen. Price 6d., postage /A.

m.ASI'HEMY : A Plea for Religious Equality.
postage id.

Rp-LIGION AND THE CHILD. Price id., postage 7d.

By J. T. Lloyd.
GOD-EATING : A Study in Christianity and Cannibalism.
Price 3d., postage '/A.

By A. D. MclLaren.
THE CHRISTIAN’S .SUNDAY: Its History and its Fruits.
Price ad., postage '/iA-

By MISfNERMUS.
' REETHOUGHT AND LITERATURE.
VA.

The Subjection and
postage id.
Price 3d., postage

Price 3d.,

Price id., postage

By M. M. Mangasarian.
UIE MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA. Price id., postage 7A.

By A. Millar.
U|E ROBES OF PAN. Price 6d., postage id.

By Walter Mann.
AG \N AND CHRISTIAN MORALITY. Price 2d., postage
YA

SCIENCE AND THE .SOUL. With a Chapter on Infidel
Heath-Beds. Price 4d., postage id.
By Arthur F. Thorn.
UIE LIFE-WORSHIP OF RICHARD JEFFERIES.
Fine Portrait of Jefferies. Price 6d., postage id.
By George Whitehead.
JPSUS CHRIST: Man, God, or Myth? With a Chapter on
"Was Jesus a Socialist?” Paper Covers, is. 6d., postage

With

4M1~d.; Cloth, 3s., postage 2'/A-
HE CASE AGAINST THEISM. Paper Covers, is. 3d.,
Jt, PMage i]JAAN Cloth, 2s. 6d., postage 2'Ad.

E SUPERMAN : Essays in Social ldealism. Price 2d.,

M P°sGige 'AA
N ANI) HIS GODS. Price 2d., postage YA-
iq0 By Robert Arch.
HHY and SUPERSTITION. Price 4d, postage 'AA

UPI} By H. G. Farmer.
A TN ART. The Religious Opinions of Famous
Art'sts and Musicians. Price 2d., postage Jld.

I% < By Colonel Ingersoll.

MJICIDE A SIN? AND LAST WORDS ON SUICIDE.

WAlidgngLl 6%7 grlce id., postage YA.

MIS HOUSEHOLD OF FAITH. Price id., postage Jid.
11AKES of MOSES. Price 2d., postage Jd.

By D. Hume.

Sssay oN SUICIDE  Price id., postage YA.
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DETERMINISM OR FREE-WILL?.
By Chapman Cohen.

New Edition, Revised and Enlarged.

Contents : Chapter I.—The Question Stated. Chapter H.—
" Freedom” and “ Will.”  Chapter I11.—Consciousness,
Deliberation, and Choice. Chapter 1V.—Some Alleged Con-
sequences of Determinism.” Chapter V.—Professor James on
the “ Dilemma of Determinism.” Chapter VI.—The Nature
and Implications of Responsibility. Chapter VH.—Deter-
minism and Character.  Chapter VIII.—A Problem in
Determinism. Chapter 1X.—Environment.
Price: Paper, is. gd., by post is. nd.; or strongly
bound in Half-Cloth 2s. 6d., by post 2s. gd.

A Book with a Bite.

BIBLE ROMANCES.
(FOURTH EDITION.)

By G. W. Foote.

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

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

HISTORY OF THE CONFLICT BETWEEN
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.

THE BIBLE HANDBOOK.
For Freethinkers and Enquiring Christians.
By G. W. Foote and W. P. Ball.
NEW EDITION.
(Issued by the Secular Society, Limited.)

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

Absurdities.  Part 1l1l.—Bible Atrocities. Part 1V.—Bible

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

Cloth Bound.

Ore of the most useful books ever published.
Freethinkers answering Christians.

Price 2s. 6d., postage 2j4d.
Invaluable to

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

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

Price 6d., postage id.

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.

CHRISTIANITY AND CIVILIZATION.

A Chapter from
The History of the Intellectual Development of Europe.

By John William Draper, M.D., LL.D.
Price 2d., postage y2d.

Th« Pionmr Press, 61 Faningdon Street, R C.4.
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in Evolution ?

A New Pamphlet by

CHAPMAN

COHEN

GOD AND EVOLUTION

A. Straightforward Essay on a Question of the Hour.

(Issued by the Secular Society, Limited)

Every “ Freethinker ” Reader should send for a Copy.

Price SIXPENCE.

WHAT IS

Postage One Penny.

MORALITY?

A New Pamphlet by
GEORGE WHITEHEAD

A Careful Examination of the Basis of Morals from the Standpoint of Evolution

(Issued by the Secular Society, Limited)

40 pages in Neat Coloured Wrapper.

THE PIONEER PRESS, 61

A BOOK FOB ALL

SEXUAL HEALTH AND BIRTH CONTROL

BY

ETTIE A ROUT

Author of "Safe Marriage," "Sex and Exercise" (A Study
of the Physiological Value of Native Dances), " Two Years
in Paris," etc.

With Foreword by Sir Bryan Donkin, MD.

Price ONE SHILLING. By post Is. Id.

MEDICAL'AND PRESS OPINIONS.

“ 1 feel 1 cannot exaggerate my appreciation of the mar-
nificent work you have done, and are doing. . . .”—Sir W.
Arbuthnot Lank, Consulting Surgeon, Guy’s Hospital.

“ The "publication and dissemination of such pamphlets

is a crying need; a necessity in the immediate future.”

C. Lanf. Roberts, Obstetric Surgeon to Out-patients, Queen
Charlotte’s Hospital.

“ Sexual Health and Birth Control are two of the greatest
needs of the human race, and all true humanitarians will be
grateful to you for your book and for the great help you
have given to these two great causes.—Dr. C. V. Drysijalk
to the author.

The Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, B.C.g.

FARRINGDON STREET,

Price FOURPENCE, postage Id.

LONDON, E.C.4.

New Work by GEORGE WHITEHEAD

BIRTH CONTROL AND
RACE CULTURE

THE SOCIAL ASPECTS OF SEX

A Common Sense Discussion of Questions tb”
affect all, and should be facod by all.

Price ONE SHILLING. Postage Id

PIONEER LEAFLETS,
WHAT WILL YOU PUT IN ITS PLACE? By CHAPM"
Cohen.
WHAT IS THE USE OF THE CLERGY?
Cohen.
THE BELIEFS OF UNBELIEVERS. By Chapman CoF**
PECULIAR CHRISTIANS. By Chapman Cohen.
RELIGION AND SCIENCE. By A. D. McLaren.
DOES GOD CARE? By W. Mann.
DO YOU WANT THE TRUTH ?
Trice is. 6d. per ioo, postage 3d.

By Cn~K
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