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Views and Opinions.
Evading the Truth.

Slowly moving in the rear of the Preethought world 
^ean Inge some months ago reminded his brother 
Series that the establishment of the Copernican 
astronomy had cut away the foundations of some 

the orthodox Christian beliefs. There could be 
n° geographical heaven in a universe where the 
World was a whirling globe travelling through space 
at a speed that makes an express train look as dila
tory as a hay waggon. Neither could we talk intelli
gently of Jesus ascending up to heaven when “  up ”  
an(l “  down ”  were changing points in all sorts of 
relations to space. The Copernican astronomy wipes 

the basis of such beliefs, and Dean Inge calls 
j'Pon his fellow clergymen to face the truth they 
oave evaded generation after generation, to cease 

shuffling,”  and so relieve the strain imposed upon 
Hle intellect and conscience of the Christian world, 
this is very thoughtful, and the light cast upon the 
T'ality of the Christian intellect and conscience, 
Which can go on professing a belief in incredible 
hitigs until the Bishops and others give it permission 
0 disbelieve, is illuminating. But the Christian con- 

'Waence has shown itself quite able to bear quite as 
eavy a strain as the one involved in the beliefs 

Elected for condemnation, and I have no doubt it 
W'U survive the burden. Even the Dean has been 

110 great hurry to call attention to the contradic- 
. °n- It certainly needs no abnormal degree of intcl- 
ectual discernment to see that the whole Christian 

-Schfcifie was based upon a discarded view of the 
'v° rhl, and one would be more impressed by an ap- 

al made in the name of intellectual honesty if it 
. ad appeared before the holding of certain beliefs 
ad become unprofitable, if not dangerous.

astidious Credulity.
why stop with the Ascension, or the geograph i- 

0 heaven? For example, this is Easter week, and 
Ojj- the most important dates in the Christian year.

of 
sh

»daily it commemorates the death and resurrection 
Jesus Christ, at a certain time and place. And we 

°ffld like to know from Dean Inge in what respect 
jhls Particular piece of the Christian faith is intel- 
ectually more reputable than the specific beliefs 

ab°ht which he advises the clergy should be honest ?

I agree with him that Christian preachers cannot con
tinue to profess belief in a geographical heaven, and 
the ascension of Jesus without exposing themselves 
to the charge of dishonesty and stupidity, although 
we do not think that counts for so much in a world 
where educated people appear to take either the dis
honesty or the stupidity of the Christian clergy for 
granted. Still, one must remind the Dean that it is 
not merely a new physical world in which the modern 
man lives; it is also a new world intellectually—new, 
that is, to even the Christian, whom one expects to 
be at least a couple of centuries behind the rest of the 
world. To what world does the belief in a divinely 
born, miracle-working, crucified, and resurrected 
saviour belong? Certainly not to our world of to-day. 
Is the ascension a bit more ridiculous than the resur
rection? Is the event celebrated at Christmas more 
believable than that commemorated at Easter? If 
we could believe that a man actually was born without 
the co-operation of a father, that he was truly killed, 
and after being dead for three days came to life 
again, if we could believe all this of any one person 
we should be quite prepared to believe that he came 
to life again and ascended up to heaven. Such a 
person might well be expected to accomplish all sorts 
of impossible things. And so far as believers are con
cerned, there ought to be consistency in even 
absurdity.

* * *
W h y N ot the T ruth  P

Is Dean Inge really unaware that these beliefs be
long to a world that is as dead as the Ptolemaic 
system? Is he unaware that this story has as little 
to commend it as an historical narrative as the belief 
in “ Jack the Giant-killer” ? Is lie unaware 
that the whole story of Eastertide has its origin in 
magic and mythology? It is hard to believe that he 
is not quite aware that he knows all this, and one 
can only assume that he is waiting till things get a 
little more favourable, and then he will once again 
tell his brother clerics to act honestly and tell the 
truth instead of leading the way in telling the truth 
about the great spring festival now. It is so easy, 
and so cheap to disown such things as belief in a 
literal hell or a geographical heaven, but the dis
claimer is not very impressive when it is made in 
order to conserve belief, for a little longer, in things 
that are upon the same cultural level, and of the same 
intellectual value. The origin of Easter is well 
known, even its name is not Christian; why not tell 
the whole truth about it? We are not so much con
cerned with the conscience of Christians—always a 
very elastic and conveniently adaptable quantity—as 
we are with the intellectual life as a whole. And the 
effect of men who pose as leaders on questions of 
conduct, retaining exploded beliefs so long as they 
can, and when it is no longer safe to hold them, 
making the minimum of concession, in order to re
tain other beliefs quite as absurd as the ones rejected, 
is demoralizing all round. Will Dean Inge tell us 
why, if preachers are wrong in professing certain 
beliefs because of the establishment of the Copemican
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astronomy, they are right in going through this 
Easter performance, which is either the record of an 
actual historic event or the perpetuation of a piece 
of a world-wide mythology ?

£ % v.
Mythology.

If Christians really thought where their religion 
was concerned they would soon realize that Easter is 
no more than a piece of mythology. We do not even 
pretend to celebrate it as we should an historic event. 
Its celebration is determined, not by a specific date, 
but by the spring equinox. Even the name is not 
Christian—it is probably derived from the Saxon 
Eostre. In any case there is no doubt as to its being 
a form of a universal spring festival. With mankind 
taking its first steps in civilization the great, the 
important thing is the rebirth of vegetation. Spring 
is to man the real beginning of the year. Spring, 
summer, autumn, and winter represent the vital cycle. 
It is indeed extremely probable that the calendar it
self is based upon the cycle of vegetation. At any 
rate all over the world primitive man created customs 
and practices connected with the superstitions that 
gathered round the resurrection of nature from the 
death-like sleep of winter. In the ancient world Attis, 
Adonis, Osiris, Dionysius all had their death and re
surrection celebrated at the annual spring festival. 
Jesus Christ is only another variant on a very old 
theme. The egg, the loaf marked with the cross—a 
very common symbol of fertility and of the sun, with 
other customs, mark the prevalence of the fertility 
idea. Mr. C. J . Lawson, in his Modern Greek Folk
lore and Ancient Greek Religion, points out that 
among the Greek peasantry it is still believed, as 
was the case with the ancient cult of Demeter, that 
the Easter festival has an important bearing upon the 
growth of crops. On one occasion, he says, being 
much struck by the emotion shown by a peasant 
woman on the day following the Good Friday service, 
she explained that she was very anxious because 
“  if Christ does not rise to-morrow we shall have no 
corn this year.”  There is no doubt whatever as to 
the real character of the Easter festivities. This 
knowledge need not be confined to a few, it is quite 
open to all. And we repeat the query—If Christian 
preachers should drop the profession of beliefs ren
dered absurd by the establishment of the Copernican 
theory, why should they not also drop beliefs that are 
equally absurd in the light of present-day knowledge? 

* * *
The Reign of Cant.

In the case of religious belief with a civilized 
people humbug calls to humbug with insistent 
clamour, and the absurdity of professing to believe 
in a piece of world-wide mythology as the record of 
an actual historic event is paralleled by the stereo
typed nonsense talked at Easter proceedings. One 
does not need to read the reports of Easter sermons 
to know beforehand their general tenour. There 
will be all the usual talk of the Easter sacrifice bring
ing to a starving world 'the glad tidings of love and 
brotherhood, and it will be listened to with all the 
unreasoning attention which people give to an oft- 
told tale with as little relation to reality as one of 
Hans Andersen’s fairy tales. Few who listen will 
reflect that the triumph of the Christian Church gave 
the finishing touches to the operation of forces that 
brought about the downfall of a whole civilization, 
and inaugurated the reign of an ecclesiastical system 
which for many centuries paralysed almost 
every attempt at progress. None but a priest
hood with whom mis-statement and exaggera
tion had become a daily habit could repeat 
the chatter about Christianity and peace in face

of the fact that it is the Christian nations that 
to-day stand in the way of the world’s peace, and 
which show themselves in face of a situation that 
threatens irreparable disaster to such advancement 
has as been achieved, to agree upon the simple^ 
methods of securing the peace of the future. It was 
not a period of peace, honesty, brotherhood, and pr°' 
gress that is symbolized by the alleged resurrection of 
Jesus, but an epoch of the gravest disaster to the 
better elements of civilized life. And at present all 
that the Church succeeds in is burying what might 
be retained as a harmless piece of nature symbolism 
under a mountain of false statement and stupid super
stition. Chapman Cohen.

The Bishop of Durham on 
Education.

(Concluded from page 195.)
We have now seen beyond the shadow of a doubt 
that his lordship of Durham makes, in a positive 
and dogmatic manner, the most tremendously signi
ficant admission conceivable, namely, that the Chris
tian Church has been and is a colossal failure. Near 
the beginning of his discourse, it is true, he asserts 
that “  the Cross surmounted the crown of the Cresars, 
and the Roman legions marched behind it (the italics 
are ours). Then follows this deeply ironic state
ment : “  Christendom grew slowly into historic form 
as a social order, confessedly governed by Christian 
principles and subject to the law of Christ.”  
wonder he dare not “  trace the history, even in out
line.”  We boldly challenge any Anglican dignitary* 
or any other minister of the Gospel, to honestly trace 
the history of Christianity during the first six cen
turies of its reign as the official religion of the Roman 
Empire, and then proudly exclaim, “  Behold, ol 
what infinite benefit it has been to the world.”  Tl>c 
undeniable truth is that during the whole of that 
period Christendom kept sinking lower and lower into 
moral degradation, until it reached what has been 
characterized as “  the Pornocracy,”  that is, govern
ment by harlots. With signal discretion the good 
Bishop skips the Middle Ages altogether, but condes
cends to the sorrowful confession that “  we canned 
ignore the formidable fact that the masses of the 
people have never been Christian in any definite ° r 
effective sense.”  Surely, that is tantamount to fll1 
admission that the crucified Christ has dismally 
failed to fulfil his own promise to draw all men Utd° 
himself. After nineteen centuries “  Christianity tS 
but the profession of a small minority of the pop11' 
lation.”  This is really the keynote of the Bishop1’ 
sermon at the Westminster Congregational Chapel 
The Church has distinctly not won the world t0 
Christ.

As he proceeds, Dr. Henson grows more and m°re 
emphatic. In a Nonconformist pulpit he makes a 
special appeal to Nonconformists, and in this apP60 
he boldly indulges in the following astounding (̂ c‘ 
claration :—

What are the facts ? I submit to you ail inco"' 
trovcrtible proposition that neither the home II0! 
the Church is any longer equal to the task assigi)c‘ 
to it; that there are great multitudes of Engl'5* 
children, propably the majority, who lie outside tl”- 
effective handling of the churches, and that many 0 
them, especially in the crowded industrial centre*’ 
know nothing of anything which in the propria 
of language could be described as home.

A more discreditable and humiliating propositi01* 
could not possibly be submitted to any congregati011' 
Anglican or Nonconformist, and yet it is the true*
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Proposition that has ever been issued from a Christian 
pulpit. All along the line, from the beginning until 
now, the Church has been morally and socially im
potent, and is becoming more and more so every year. 
More than that, not only has it been impotent for 
good, it has also been potent for evil. Under its aegis 
not only has “  progress halted on palsied feet,”  as 
Fennyson puts it, but progress has been repeatedly 
°Pposed tooth and nail. Why, the English Bishops 
Were not in favour of the emancipation of the slaves 
as advocated by Wilberforce. Again and again the 
House of Lords turned down his proposals, and 
Wilberforce himself vigorously opposed all attempts 
to emancipate the working people in this country. 
Indeed, Bishop Henson pertinently asks, “  Can 
Christ’s religion make good in the civilized world of 
the twentieth century the exclusive claim which it 
advanced so boldly in the civilized world of the first ?”  
and he has already answered that question in the 
negative. He frankly admits that “  the Church, 
acknowledging defeat, draws apart from modern 
society into the ever-shrinking area of its own mem
bership,”  and cannot possibly touch the teeming 
crowds outside.

Thus the Church is seen to be in a most parlous 
condition, and Christianity itself seems doomed. The 
Bishop says : —

You will pardon me if I seize the opportunity 
of fastening the attention of Nonconformists on the 
grave situation into which English education is 
steadily moving. I submit that the education of the 
English people is gradually, half-unconsciously, but 
even more quickly, becoming altogether de-Chris- 
tianized; that by consequence the education pro
vided in the State schools of England is becoming 
dangerously lop-sided; intellectually, ever richer 
and more stimulating; morally, ever poorer and 
feebler.

The Bishop entertains an exceedingly low opinion 
°f the educational value of Sunday schools. Being 
v°luntary institutions they cannot make regular 
^tendance compulsory, nor can they secure the ser
i e s  of many trained teachers. Consequently they 

are not adequate to the purpose of taking over 
from the State schools the training of character.”  
Ê e are informed by the President of Columbia Uni
versity that in the United States of America the 
* r°testant Sunday schools arc, “ as factors in religious 
°ducation, almost negligible.”  What then? Can 
^ything be done to prevent the Christian religion 
rom completely dying out in the land? The Church 

nas done its best without achieving any marked suc- 
Ccss- Sunday schools are slowly becoming anti- 
'lUated, both teachers and scholars being increas- 
In£ difficult to find. All this the Bishop of Durham 
rcc°gnizes as verily true. In desperation he falls back 
l,Pon an extremely ancient idea, namely, that of com- 
fusion, foreshadowed in the saying already quoted : 

The Cross surmounted the crown of the Caesars, 
the Roman legions marched behind it.”  That is

the inner meaning or core of Christianity in all its
Ilakedness. Let the State by legislation make it com- 
bblsory upon teachers in all its schools to cram reli- 
?'0tl down the throats of little children long before 

*ey are capable of thinking and choosing for them- 
v°s. Such is the Christian principle of exclusive- 
Ss- “  Go out into the highways and hedges, and 

^ tflpel them to come in that my house may be filled.”  
t.0mface compelled people to accept Christian bap- 
j Sttl at the point of the sword. The Rev. Frank L. 
./finings has just published a book well worth read- 
j entitled In London’s Shadows, from which we 
d;arn .t^at the author spent six weeks in East London 

*8uised as a veritable tramp, in order to realize 
nt it means to be “  down and out ”  in this vast

Christian city. For six weeks Mr. Jennings was a 
derelict, dressed as a vagrant, with no money, and 
many of the experiences he shared with the genuine 
“  down and outs ”  were terrible in the extreme. But 
the most ghastly of all revelations made in this unique 
book is that whatever charities are administered in 
the underworld the wretched recipients thereof are 
subjected to persistent attempts to make them Chris
tians. Their passive endurance of such mean efforts 
was generally the condition of obtaining shelter and 
food. What the Bishop of Durham wants is the 
legalization of compulsory religious instruction in 
State schools. It is wholly immaterial to him that 
there are many thousands of parents in the land 
who are confirmed anti-Christians, and who object 
on principle to the compulsory impartation of reli
gious instruction to their children. He forgets that 
on his own showing Christians form but a very small 
minority of the population of this country, and that 
“  on the accepted principle of democracy that small 
minority has no right, no power, to impose its own 
beliefs and standards on the nation.”  Although 
seventy-five per cent, of our population are anti- or 
at least, non-Christian, yet he takes it for granted 
“  that there is no substitute for Christ’s religion, 
and that effective moral training is, to my mind, in
conceivable apart from religious teaching.”  We 
contend, however, that the Bishop’s judgment is 
vitiated by his blind Christian prejudices. Although 
Christianity has totally failed to redeem the world he 
still clings to and advocates it as the only religion 
capable of accomplishing that task.

The Bishop hates Secularism with all his heart and 
cannot command language strong and bitter enough 
to denounce it as the supreme enemy of the human 
race. Why does he fulminate so furiously against 
Soviet Russia? Simply because Soviet Russia is 
actively hostile to Christianity. It is its professed 
Atheism, its secularizing enactments, its punitive 
measures against a recalcitrant and defiant orthodox 
Church, it is these things which anger his lordship 
and the Church Times. Both wrould forgive and pos
sibly approve of Communism if only it were put into 
practice on so-called Christian lines. Dr. Henson has 
surely forgotten all about the unspeakable atrocities 
and horrors which had been constantly perpetrated 
for countless generations, and on a most alarming 
scale during the opening years of the twentieth cen
tury, under the cruelly despotic reigns of many Chris
tian Tzars. Has his lordship ever read a little book 
entitled The Terror in Russia, by the late Prince 
Kropotkin? If lie has, we would ask him in what 
conceivable respect was the Christian government of 
Russia better than the existing Soviet Government? 
It must not be forgotten, either, that not a few of 
the founders of the Soviet Government were men and 
women who had been flung into overcrowded and 
horribly dirty prisons, without a trial, or transported 
to Siberia, and treated as worse than slaves, and that 
it is not at all surprising that they assumed an atti
tude of uncompromising hostility towards the Chris
tian religion, or have been guilty of unjustifiable 
acts of vengeance upon their former persecutors.

Our conclusion is, not only that effective moral 
training is more than possible apart from religious 
teaching, but also that religious teaching has never 
resulted in effective moral training. It is under Secu
larism alone that effective moral training can be 
secured. Christianity has obviously fallen short of 
making the w'orld either highly moral or deeply 
religious. J . T . L loyd.

Is it not knowledge that doth alone clear the mind
of all perturbations ?—Bacon.
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Fallen Leaves.
The things that are sacred to the generation that is 

passing are not necessarily sacred to the generation 
whose day is now.—General Booth.

Nought may endure but mutability.—Shelley.

M uch  is made of the constant output of books, of the 
glut of the literary market, of the rise and fall of 
reputations. With all this steady activity of writers 
there is one department of literature which shows a 
continuous falling off. During the past sixty years 
a steady decline has taken place in the production 
of religious books. To what is this decline due? 
There are several reasons; the first, and the most 
potent, being the growing indifference of the reading 
public to religion, and to theological discussion. The 
tide of religion is now at the ebb, and we only hear 
its withdrawing roar.

In his day, Macaulay noted the singular periodic 
manner in which the British public broke into hys
teria upon questions of religion and morality. John 
Bull no longer remembers that he has a soul to save. 
Indeed, he is largely indifferent as to whether he has 
a soul or not. Meanwhile he reads novels, books of 
travel, light literature, magazines, and newspapers, 
especially the last mentioned. Another reason is the 
lower mentality of the present-day clergy. Commerce 
and science attract the best brains of to-day, and only 
third-raters, and worse, go in the churches. There 
are no longer any great ecclesiastics, there are only 
clerical notorieties. It certainly cannot be said that 
the Churches show intellect in the production of reli
gious books. Not for present-day theologians are the 
rolling harmonies of Jeremy Taylor, the subtle 
cadences of Milton, the chastened utterances of New
man. They cannot even echo Baxter or Bunyan. 
With the honourable exception of Dean Inge, there 
is not an original writer in their ranks. Everything 
is secondhand and threadbare in the theology of the 
day, and the paucity and poverty of the prose em
phasises the emptiness of the writers’ head, and the 
decline atid fall of the Christian Religion. Let there 
be no mistake on this particular point. A very potent 
cause of the decline of religious literature is the dif
fusion of Freethought. Ordinary men and women 
are no longer content to be led blindly by the priest, 
who is seen to be no better educated than themselves. 
The force of Puritanism has spent itself after four 
hundred years of effort, and echoes of old contro
versies no longer inspire but only irritate.

'The decline had set in half a century ago. About 
that time there was a real and unmistakable interest 
in devotional literature. The Rev. J. R. Macduff 
rivalled the foremost novelists in popularity. The sale 
of his works was to be reckoned in hundreds of thou
sands of copies. He was, in fact, the Dickens of 
the Devotional world. For years Dean Goulburn’s 
Thoughts on Personal Religion had an annual sale 
of many thousands, and Bishop Oxenden’s works 
were equally popular. Newman Hall’s publications 
ran into a sale that present-day theological writers 
never dreamt of. Spurgeon’s weekly sermons sold 
like hot rolls, and were preached, without acknow
ledgment from many pulpits. Dr. Joseph Parker not 
only sold his sermons, but his books were in demand 
all over the country. A bookstall at the City Temple 
was always thronged with eager purchasers. The 
public was greedy for theology. Even such wild 
guesses at prophecy as Baxter’s Forty Coming 
Wonders sold steadily for a whole generation, and 
the wide-awake author altered the date of the end 
of the world as edition succeeded edition. In look
ing through the old publishers’ catalogues one is sur
prised at the number of works of a devotional and

religious nature. Familiar as household words a
generation or so ago, how mail}' of these are known 
even by name to the present-day readers. The Vic
torian era was a serious one, and was, indeed, a 
golden age for religious books, which are very serious, 
not to say stodgy.

. Not only was there a steady and constant demand 
for the works of individual authors, but for such 
libraries as The Biblical Cabinet, Sacred Classics, The 
Christian Family Library, and many another series. 
The most ambitious, perhaps, was the re-issue of the 
writings of the Christian Fathers, edited by the Abbé 
Migne, and others. It was in course of publication 
when I was a boy, it continued throughout my early 
manhood, and lasted until I became a grandfather. 
It was a monument of misdirected energy, and wasted 
scholarship, and yet it must have had many sub
scribers to have lasted so long. The taste for such 
stodgy reading has passed. Nor is it to be supposed 
that fresh life can be given to works such as Glad
stone’s Impregnable Rock of Holy Scripture, which 
served a temporary purpose, and, having served it, 
has passed from men’s minds. Indeed, the very title 
of the book showed Gladstone’s plentiful lack of 
humour, for, if the Bible be really impregnable it was 
simply waste of time to defend it. There are no 
books now like Farrar’s Life of Christ, which a saucy 
critic described as “  a Cook’s excursion through the 
Gospels.”  The taste for it has gone like the weak
ness of citizens in Shakespeare’s day for beer at 
breakfast.

In the many volumes on Victorian literature which 
have appeared, no mention is made of numberless re
ligious or devotional books, “  thick as leaves in 
Valombrossa,”  which were once thought indispens
able in tens of thousands of homes. The circumstance 
is highly significant, and illustrates with startling 
clearness the changed attitude of the reading public 
towards religious literature.

The real meaning of this truly enormous change 
is that the Christian Superstition is crumbling. Never 
was there so little religion, never so much Secularism 
as at the present time. Never have men attended 
places of worship so little; never have they attended 
hospital and philanthropic meetings so assiduously- 
The Christian Religion is in the melting-pot, and 
Secularism is slowly permeating everywhere. The 
Christian Superstition no longer satisfies, for no faith 
can satisfy which is found out. Men, nowadays, 
longer accept upon mere trust the religious misbeliefs 
of their remote and ignorant ancestors. Over the 
pulpits of the fast-emptving churches is inscribed, 
“  To the Glory of God.”  That is the voice of the 
past. Secularism sounds the vibrant and triumphant 
note of the future, “ To the Service of Man.”  Based 
on fables, supported by dead men’s money, trading 
on ignorance, the Christian Superstition at length 
finds the mind of the race rising above and beyond it-

Not by eastern windows only,
When daylight conics, conies in the light,
In front the sun climbs slow, how slowly !
Hut, westward, look, the land is bright.

Mimnbrmus.

ROUT. BURNS.
Singly lie faced the bigot brood,
The meanly wise, the feebly good;
He pelted them with pearl, with mud :

He fought them well—
But ah, the stnpid million stood,

And he—he felll
— William Watson, “  The Tomb 0] Burns."
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Christ in Armour.

The Fight for Man, by Rev. Prebendary Gough, 
tBoswell, 3s. 6d.)

In 110 other age lias “  stuntism ”  flourished so vigor
ously as in this our time. The mass of the people are 
reading more than their grandparents ever did, they 
are far better educated in a general-knowledge sense, 
and they are becoming even politically and economi
cally conscious, yet nothing appears so easy as to 
divert men’s attention from the vital issues of life. 
Sooner than do a little cool thinking on their own 
account they will suffer and encourage every species 
°f political, literary, artistic, and religious cheap-jack 
"'ho touts his particular intellectual quackery in book 
form.

Stuntism is an aggravated form of monomania that 
Possesses egotists who, having failed to establish a 
genuine title to public esteem, determine to be in the 
limelight at any price. It constitutes an eternal re
fuge for those sixth-raters who confuse originality 
yith freakishness. Literature, we know, possesses 
>ts due quota of quacks who fondly’ imagine that 
flieir ridiculous follies will startle posterity into 
acclaiming them immaculate geniuses. Art, Music, 
Science, too, include among their professors dull 
creatures that seek to trump up notoriety for them
selves by* producing rubbish and labelling it “  im
pressionism ”  or “  Psycho-this-that-and-the-other.”  
Hut these poor clowns do not disturb the even tenour 
°f our ways overmuch. Sometimes we will turn from 
1'fe’s busy round to glance at them and then, with 
a shrug and a smile, pass on. There is, however, 
°ue kind of stuntist that cannot be termed silly but 
harmless; that stirs us not to contempt but to indigna
tion, that affronts not only our commonscnse but our 
«lost delicate sensibility. I refer to the religious
stiintist.

Never before in history have the churches, which 
hypocritically profess to afford mankind a moral “  up- 
hft,”  been so flabby and torpid as they arc to-day. 
^ rapt up in false dreams and concerned solely with 
Worshipping mystical shams and simulacrums, they 
J’av’e held themselves always aloof from life. They 
lave ever given their countenance to Caesar, and the 
"lore brutal and repressive Caesar has been the more 
^Uiplacently they have regarded him and aided him. 
"'ever has any church come out into the open and 
offered humanity a practical solution of its ills or a 
Practical principle upon which decent communal 
'fe might be based. The ecclesiastics know that they 
’°ld their tenure of existence solely on account of 
Popular ignorance and superstition, and so they have 
^ls<%  confined themselves to worshipping tlicir 
a fcged founder’s corpse, and terrorised unlettered 
Populations by talcs of burning-fire, ghosts, torments, 
aPd trumpery rewards.

And now when sensible folk turn from them dis- 
fhtsted, when their breach of trust to humanity can 
"? lo»ger be concealed even from themselves, clerics 
u denominations arc continually rushing upon 
j e Public stage, brandishing gimcrack fiery crosses, 

onlcr to confound what they arc pleased to call 
0 religious apathy of the masses.
Hie latest “  call ”  comes in a strange and fearful 

j ailncr from one, Prebendary Gough, a clerk in 
°v  Orders. It is not quite clear what this godly 

^ ntlcman’s book sets out to prove or illustrate for 
Pa’ • at any rate, he appears to labour under a 
5 ^ -PPlarty sorc grievance. This grievance seems to•taVr» ■ -----a— . . .   -------

1 arisen from the misguided activities of his
her priests. They have, says he, attempted tc

* ' a bastard luimanitarianism ”  to Christianity

That, he stoutly repels—maintaining that humani- 
tarianism and Christianity have no legitimate relation 
one to the other. This is certainly refreshing, and 
doubtless will soothe the consciences of those clerics 
who passively tolerated the presence of a field gun 
in St. Paul’s Cathedral and those other ministers 
of “  Peace ”  who blessed the hideous artillery 
memorial in Hyde Park.

For nearly two thousand years, says this candid 
parson, mankind has stupidly mistaken its Christ.
“  The Lord is a Man of War,”  make no mistake 
about that: no meek and mild arbitrator, but a 
bellicose bruiser ready at any time to batter the un
faithful into submission! Pacificism and disarma
ment, declares our amiable Prebendary, are alien to 
the beautiful Christian faith. Let us have none of 
them, therefore; let us have blows and blood and good 
healthy strife upon earth. Waxing wrath with those 
false prophets who have laboured the poverty of 
“  the man who knew not where to lay his head,”  
Mr. Gough artlessly points out for our especial en
lightenment that two of Christ’s apostles were capi
talists, because they employed fishermen to labour 
for them !

How paltry, childish, and purposeless is all this 
wordy stuff with its weak undercurrent of shoddy 
politics and false economics. In what possible manner 
does Mr. Gough imagine that such books can en
hance his church’s drooping cause? Would any 
South Sea Island cannibal turn from his dirty idol to 
worship so ugly a fetish ?

The astonishing thing is that such flamboyant 
ranters should have the brazen effrontery to stand 
up and pose as teachers and guides of intelligent folk. 
They profess (with their tongues in their cheeks) 
that tawdry dogmas and illogical theology—out of 
date even in the East—are the only canons by which 
a proper conduct of life can be determined in twentieth- 
century Europe! One virtue at least (and a rare one 
with clerics) Prebendary Gough does possess. He is 
frank, and he is absolutely right! The Christian 
Church has never been a missioncr of Peace. Its 
savage wranglings have caused more bloodshed and 
misery in the world than have the bickerings of all 
the princes and politicians put together. It has ever 
espoused the side of political tyranny and lent a 
willing hand to repress democracy. In no single his
torical instance has the Church made a definite stand 
for humanity, and when the world went mad twelve 
years ago it villified pacifists, blessed the guns and 
egged on the war-dogs.

And because the mass of men have been content 
to adopt a laissez-faire attitude and take no heed 
for the morrow, living in a state of intellectual coma, 
this parasitical institution still exists in an age when 
true knowledge may be had for the asking and l>ooks 
are cheap. It is high time that the masses woke up 
and took their share of thinking and enquiring, if 
only for self-protection. No deep reading, arduous 
study, no sitting under professors is necessary’—only 
the exercise of a little elementary common sense. 
They will then ask the reason why hundreds of 
thousands of pounds per year arc drawn from their 
pockets to support a gang of quacks who render the 
community no useful service. Why they have been 
such fools as to be gulled by clap-trap that would 
discountenance a market-place huckster? Why they, 
labouring under severe economic distress, have 
mutely tolerated the fat ecclesiastical dole-takers who 
—while smugly preaching peace and goodwill—de
rive Large incomes from slums and have shares in 
armament firms? “ Ignorance”  is the answer to 
these questions. .With knowledge lies the obvious 
remedy. L ew is W ynne.
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"Play the Man.’
oppression, and exploitation. It is applicable alike to 
men and women. " P la y  the Freethinker!”  That is 
an excellent slogan, not only for the British, but also 
for all good Europeans who have to erect on the ruins

D. P. Sticki;i.i.s.

Sir Robert Baden-Powei.i. in an article recently took
for his theme, " P la y  the Man.”  One portion of his ad-1 0f over-Christianized Europe a new order of things, 
vice was that men, especially the younger, should stand 
up to life, face it boldly, and make that attitude a habit.
He declared too that looking after one’s own interest 
and safety tended to obliterate the spirit of bold venture
initiative and helpfulness. In the schools, he said, there | A c i d  D r o p s
was too little instruction in playing the m an; education 
was often but a scramble to give children a surface 
scholastic knowledge The most uncomfortable corpse the world has ever 

One may, however, agree substantially with what Sir I seen must surely be Atheism. It is always being killed,
but always manages to turn up, apparently alive, to 
go through the same process of demolition. The latest 
murderer is the Rev. Elvet I,ewis, the new President 
of the Free Church Council. In his presidential address 
he told the Council that “  blatant Atheism ”  has passed

Robert here says, yet disagree with the title of his 
theme. Why “  play the man ”  ? The qualities he 
stresses are not confined to the male. Women can, and 
do, exhibit in their own particular sphere all these 
qualities.

Again, he declared that civilization tended to soften away in Britain, which means that Atheists are dead, 
young men and make them lean on other people’s direc- I and that this paragraph is being written by a corpse, 
tion. That may be so in some respects; many th in gs’ ”  
are now done by the State, things that our forebears 
were wont to do for themselves. But in other respects, 
men are ceasing to lean on other people’s direction. For 
instance, they no longer lean on the priests, but decide 
certain matters for themselves. This would appear to
indicate a degree of self-reliance and initiative not com-. , . . .
mon to our Christian forerunners. And m doing thus, . Rr ., . . . .  , .. ’ , "  1

iiK " c • £ ? »  f  -  <>.°

Ko further proof of communication from the dead to the 
living should be needed.

The North Mail is a little more cautious in its edi
torial comment. It would not do to deny what the 
parson sa y s ; that would look as though the paper

admires. But they are not “  playing the man.”  Neither 
are they when they are no longer so very solicitous for 
their own soul’s salvation, and when they are thinkinj 
more of others. They are “  playing the Freethinker.”  

Sir Robert also declared that the three elements—body, 
mind, and soul—are needed in combination to complete 
the make-up of a man. The nature of the first two must 
be guided by the third. And here Sir Robert is dis
tressed by the fact that men are becoming less of church
goers. But are they, he enquired, less of Christians ?— 
that is the point of the matter. He thinks that the man 
who directs his daily activities in the spirit of religion 
and who cultivates a sound mind in a sound body is one 
who is best fitted to be a good citizen and to play the 
man.

Now all that, we think, is rather muddled. In the 
first place, the man who cultivates a sound mind in a 
sound body is not necessarily being religious. Indeed, 
if Christian history reveals anything at all, it is the 
fact that Christians have striven to do exactly the oppo
site. For centuries the truly pious made a point of 
neglecting the care of the body—their miserable souls

(w<
do not know what kind of Atheism this is) than there 
was in the nineteenth century. But it says we have with 
us a greater number of Agnostics, who are more reason
able, because, says the editor, they admit they do not 
know. That, of course, is more pleasing. If a man 
says, "  I do not know,”  with the implication that the 
Christian may be right, he is much easier material 
to tackle than the Atheist with liis disconcerting direct
ness of thought and speech. And the editor knows 
that on matters of religion, given an oppor
tunity to avoid the charge of not being "  respect
able ”  by the use of a misleading, or even nonsensical 
term, the majority will rush for it.

Meanwhile we may assure the editor of the North Mail 
that the Agnostic in relation to the God idea is not less 
definite about the absurdity of believing in the existence 
of gods than is the most "  blatant ”  Atheist. Where 
the Agnostic is not an intellectual "  dunno’ where he 
are,”  there is no real difference between him and the 
Atheist. They are both without the belief in deity, they

were what they were concerned with most And only both bclicve that the God idea bas ori inated in rimj- 
as the more healthy pagan ideals filtered through have tive iguorance( and both are ready to flatly deny the 
we seen any improvement. Furthermore, the religious existence of any of the Gods that nr* s,t w n  w  o„r
emphatically have not striven to acquire a sound mind. 
To do that they need to have access to the best thought 
of the best thinkers. But Christians consistently banned

existence of any of the Gods that are set forth for our 
adoration by all of the religions of the world. It is a 
sign of the low standard of intellectual integrity set by 
the Christian world that it can regard the use of an

m early days those pagan books which above all taught evasivc terni as bdn prcferab]e to a straightforward 
the ideal of a sound mind in a sound body, and which expression of opinion. If there is a religion that has 
contained some of the highest “  spiritual ”  ideals the donc more to breed hypocrites than has Christianity 
wor d has yet known. In later years they banned the we should be interested in knowing where it exists, 
works of thinkers other than pagan. Indeed, the largest1 
Church, the Roman, still adopts the same tactics. The
Christian idea of making a sound mind was to fill it with 
the barbarities, the superstitions, the inconsistencies, 
and narrow fanaticisms of the Bible.

“  Don’t kiss the Book; that superstition is done aw*y 
with,”  said Mr. Mead, the Marlborough Street magi*' 
trate, to a witness. A sign of the times, that. And »*

1'ioni all this it seems clear that the ideal of balancing the Book has never yet pre%’ented a Christian witnes* 
the three elements—body, mind, soul—is not Christian, from lying, to kick the old fetish out of the courts wortM 
but Pagan. And it is a significant fact that with the de-1 dislodge another superstition, 
cline of Christianity, this pagan ideal at long last is
coming into its own again ; and people like Sir Robert 
Baden-Powell, who ought to know better, are asserting 
that it is a Christian ideal.

Again we ask, what is all that Sir Robert asserts 
to do with “  playing the man ”  ? The ideals he stressed 
are consistent with womanhood as well as manhood. 
“  B. P .”  should get a new slogan. We suggest a better | 
—“  Play the Freethinker!”  It connotes the best of what 
Sir Robert advocates in his article—and more besides. It

Chance often-limcs furnishes a bit of humour better 
than that of the professional fun-merchant. Outside a 
chapel a while ago was to be seen a lVayside Pul pH 
poster with the happy message : “  Prepare to meet Thy 
G od !”  A few yards further the passer-by encountered 
another poster which cheerily announced: " Don't 
worry! It may never happen!”  This happy accident 
would, we think, have raised a smile from the Man

connotes such things as breadth of mind, tolerance, fear- Sorrows. But it is only the Freethinker who oan apPr<'  
lessness in asserting opinions and in opposing injustice, I ciate its humour to the full.
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My first Sunday in London was 6pent in hearing Dr. 

barker in the morning, Canon Liddon in the afternoon, 
a°d Mr. Spurgeon in the evening, confesses Mr. Lloyd 
George. We don’t think an ex-Premier ought to boast 
about his mis-spent youth.

Henry Ford says that God made fleas to keep dogs 
busy. Unfortunately there are other kinds of fleas 
beside those that attack dogs. There is the variety that 
Pays its attentions to man. And if Henry Ford is right, 
"'■ at a blasphemous firm that of Keatings must b e !

Mr. Ford also thinks that man is in this world in order 
'°  gain experience for the next one. Perhaps, as Vale 
G\ven is looking out for a Church in the next 
"orld, Henry Ford can see himself in charge of a 
" ’°rks for turning out motor-cars for the heavenly hosts. 
In that case we would remind him that the traditional 
Machinery of locomotion “  over there ”  is wings. On 
Gie whole we should imagine that Mr. Ford would do 
better if he would confine his attention to motor-cars. 
And reporters might be more sensibly employed than 
111 gathering the opinions of successful business men on 
"hat they are clearly unfit to talk about.

Mr. Bertrand Russell has made the discovery that for 
children, dogging on week-days and sermons on Sundays 
(lo not constitute the ideal technique for the production 

virtue. In the good old days of fifty years ago when 
'cligion occupied a very comfortable position, no bishops 
"'ere known to break their necks in their efforts to 
abolisi1 dogging : only a few years ago this form of 
Punishment found favour in the eyes of one of our 
Preseut-day exponents of meekness, humility, charity, 
a,Hl Christian love.

’1'lie magistrates at Coalville, Leicestershire, gave per
mission for the cinemas to open on Good Friday. They 
snid they did so because they had a good influence in 
beeping young people off the streets. We congratulate 
'be magistrates on their good sense, and in following 
'be lead set by many police officials in their testimony 
'°  the good effects of providing Sunday entertainments. 
^ the parsons were really aiming at the same end they 
"°uld join the police in encouraging reasonable oppor- 
'unities for education and recreation, and amusement 
011 Sunday. But that is, of course, not what they arc 
concerned with. It is an increase in business in their 
°"n  performance they arc after, and to them the museum 
and the cinema and the library and the playing field arc 
a"  so many rivals to be suppressed where it is at all
Possible.

AH the same, We must again point out that the 
magistrates have no power to sanction or to permit the 
°Pcning of cinemas so long as there is a charge for ad
mission. And we are still waiting for some cinema pro
prietor who lias enough courage to open and then sec 
"hat is done. But it is foolish to imagine that magis- 
'rides have the power to make an illegal thing legal by 
‘heir sanction. The moral of the situation is that these 
abs«rd Sunday laws ought to be wiped away, and if this 
l'0Untry were not so priest-ridden that would soon be
"one.

j episcopal impertinence was well in evidence at Brad- 
j?r<\ 'be other day when the Bishops rebuked the 
‘h’dional Union of Teachers as being only concerned with 
Dt/ '" '"rests of teachers. We have not an exaggerated 
tl) *1?11 'bo N.U.T., but we are strongly of opinion 
jj a'  ' '  lias far more genuine interest in education than 
]j's 'be Bishop and his kind. Their concern is for re- 
Bn S° 11 only» and their professional interest is naked and 
Câasbanied. While the Church controlled matters edu- 
] 0,1 was scandalously neglected, and it was the neg-

the Church that forced the State to take over the 
tjj' ° f  education of the nation’s children. And since 

bgbt ° f  the Church has been to see that the 
c trained customers for its own special goods.

The Bishop asks, “ Is it right that in a Christian 
nation the teachers should be exempt from religious tests 
of some kind or another.”  Well, we agree that if reli
gion is to be kept in the schools it is only logical that 
those who teach it should be efficient. And to this 
extent the N.U.T. places itself in a false position while 
supporting religious instruction, but refusing tests. The 
two things go together. The logical position would be 
for the N.U.T. to support Secular Education as the only 
logical and honest position. The Bishop admits that all 
the subjects in the syllabus can be taught without reli
gion. The teacher should insist that this should be their 
sole work, and their whole concern. It might help the 
Bishop to realize that in this country Christianity is only 
one pf many forms of belief, and that its maintenance 
in .State schools is an act of gross political injustice.

The courts are now called upon to decide who owns 
the copyright of communication from the “ Summerland.”  
A lady claims to have received from a spirit, one Cleo- 
phas, a continuation of the Acts of the Apostles. Some
one else has published some of the work, and the 
“  medium ”  has now brought an action for infringe
ment of copyright. It looks as though the court will 
have to decide who is the author. If it is the spirit the 
lady would have to produce proof that she was acting 
in the interests of the spirit. But, then, the spirit does 
not reside within the jurisdiction of the court, and how 
can an English court legislate on property belonging to 
someone in another world. O11 the other hand, if the 
court allows infringement of copyright it looks like a 
declaration that the lady medium is a fraud. The posi
tion is quite Gilbertian.

The prospect of re-union among the Christian sects 
gets brighter. We infer this from the following facts. 
Gipsy Smith has arrived in Australia and has started 
a campaign to revive the Protestant faith. Thereupon 
the Catholic Truth Society, anxious as ever about the 
truth, is instituting a counter-move. Both parties, we 
may add, believe implicitly in the Brotherhood of M an; 
but that doesn’t prevent each from regarding the other 
as an enemy, doomed to hell-fire for preaching false 
doctrines.

The Manchester Education Committee has discovered 
that “  sin ”  in children is not, as the parsons have 
led us to suppose, the original old Adam revealing it
self, but is merely the result of the child’s not having 
wholesome occupation for his energies and his busy 
little brain. The Committee lias learnt that by organis
ing play-centres, providing summer camps, and develop
ing music and folk-dancing in the schools, juvenile 
crime has steadily diminished. I11 1916, 889 young 
people were before the courts; but in 1924, there were 
only 258 cases. Perhaps our “  sin ”  zealots and pious 
temperance fanatics will learn a lesson from this experi
ment, and cease to denounce wholesome amusements and 
recreations on .Sunday which several police authorities 
declare diminish crime, drunkenness, and immorality.

All recreation, declares Canon Sinker, vicar of Black
burn, should be morally right, morally healthy, and 
genuinely recreative. The Sunday School Chronicle, 
commenting on this, says that this test would rule out 
a good many forms of modern amusement. All amuse
ment, it declares, should send us back to work refreshed 
in mind and body; and if it docs not do that it stands 
condemned. “  One of our strongest objections,”  it con
tinues, “  to Sunday games and excursions, etc., is that 
instead of refreshing, they very often weary and bring 
a person to meet the duties of Monday morning in a 
frame of mind which feels work to be distasteful.”  What 
disgusting cant that i s ! The chief objection, the tradi
tional Christian objection, to Sunday games or other 
amusements is that they destroy the sanctity of the 
Lord’s Day. A ll other objections are but pious excuses 
for enabling the kill-joy to enforce his silly taboo upon 
other people. What our sanctimonious contemporary 
wishes 11s to believe is that frequenting playing-fields
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unfits people for work, but that sitting in gunless and 
draughty chapels refreshes them; which, as Euclid would 
say, is absurd.

Where are the Men? is a question which is worrying 
our reverend “  fathers in God.”  But, it would appear 
that another awkward query is presenting itself. A 
correspondent to the Church Times declares that before 
long the Church will need to enquire, Where are the 
Women?—the modern women of to-day. She, writing 
from the address of “  The League of the Church Mili
tant,”  declares that the University woman and the girl 
of higher education are rarely to be found in the 
Churches. The feminine element in the congregations, 
she says, are usually middle-aged or elderly women to 
whom church-going has become a habit; aud “  too 
often the Church has in the past fed them on sentimental 
hymns and administered dope from the pulpit.”  From 
what this correspondent says it would appear that edu
cation aud religion are two things that do not combine 
any too well. If that is so, the Church’s only hope of 
preventing the decline in church-going is to nobble edu
cation and to prevent the spread of knowledge. But 
to do that she no longer has the power—how she must 
envy her sister Church, the Roman, which is still able 
to exert this benignant influence! She, then, is com
pelled to fall back on the old wheeze which has served 
her so well in the past. She can reinterpret Christ’s 
teaching and trim her doctrines to fit modem thought 
in the hope that the pretty new silver-plating on the old 
wares will deceive the newcomers into thinking here 
is something very choice indeed.

Auatole France and Shelley, and many another. But, 
of course, I don’t know who you may be calling your 
‘ best people ’ over here! ”  We congratulate Mr. 
O’Casey on his choice of friends and on including a few 
Freethinkers among his “  best people.”

The Deputy Chaplain-General is still telling his funny 
fairy tales about the men who fought in the War. They 
were, assures a Fellowship gathering, more religious 
than they appeared to be. He was often astonished to 
find that among “  the most uncouth and even unclean ”  
there was a reaching out after the highest—he rarely 
met a man who did not believe in God. The men be
lieved too in punishment of sin, and they believed in 
Christ and in prayer. In times of stress they all prayed; 
instinctively they turned to prayer. We have no hesita
tion in asserting these statements of the reverend gentle
man arc silly inventions. Any ex-Service man not a 
Bible-puncher can tell him that three-fourtlis of the men 
were utterly indifferent to religion or Christ or prayer, 
and that they shunned Chaplains as they would a plague. 
Plenty of our ex-Service readers, who were in a better 
position than were the Chaplains to know what hap
pened in the fighting line, can give the lie to the reverend 
gentleman’s assertion that the men prayed in times 
of stress. At such times they behaved much as they 
did at times less strenuous. All the “  religion ”  the 
average soldier had was a kind of stoic fatalism. And 
is it not obvious that if men turned to religion, to 
prayer, for consolation or strength in times of stress, 
they would not now be indifferent to it after having 
proved its efficacy ?

Will this manœuvre work ? We do not think so ; 
for, if we may believe Canon Francis Underhill, the men
tality of the new generation is vastly different from the 
preceding ones. Speaking of the public-school class, 
he declares that at the Universities the religious teachers 
are wholly baffled by the young men whose fathers and 
mothers have had little religion. The religious termino
logy familiar to older generations, he asserts, has no 
meaning for these young people. Of other classes, he 
says the facts are somewhat different ; the children of 
the industrial and clerk classes are better instructed in 
religion. Yet here lie has to confess that comparatively 
few young men have any conscious religion ; thousands 
lapse ever}- year from the practice of their faith. On 
only a very small number does religion make any im
pression. He declares :—

It is not merely that Christianity, as a distinctive form 
of religion, ceases to hold them. It goes much deeper 
than that. The existence of God, or, if he exists, the 
question of His goodness, His justice, His power; the 
question of the efficacy of prayer : whether it be any
thing more than mere auto-suggestion; the question of 
personal survival after this life—all those are questions 
which to-day, among the young men, are more than 
open ; which are answered by an enormous number of 
them in the negative. This, I say, is the great differ
ence between the mass of young Englishmen of to-day 
and those of the past.

From this one can see the extent to which Freethouglit 
permeates life ; for the questions these young men and 
women are asking are essentially Freethinking questions. 
And it would seem that the new generation is not satis
fied with the sophistical answers of Christian apologists, 
nor attracted by doctrines adroitly furbished to suit 
modern thought. Hence, the old wail, “  Where are the 
men?”  is likely to be heard for many a long day yet.

Mr. Sean O’Casey, Dublin labourer aud tenement- 
dweller, and now author of the play, “  Juno and the 
Paycock,”  to whom the Hawthornden Prize for litera
ture has been awarded, evidently does not allow his 
success to swamp his sense of values. He told an inter
viewer that a newspaper reporter asked him : When 
you go back to Dublin now you are successful, will 
you live among the best people? To this Mr. O’Casey 
retorts : “  I have always lived among the best people. 
And I have chosen them myself. I have always had as 
my friends Shakespeare and Goya and Balzac and

Everything depends upon the point of view. During 
the time that the Dayton case was attracting attention 
here we repeatedly called attention to the extravagance 
of those papers which were writing as though Dayton 
represented the general level of culture in the United 
States. It was quite absurd, but the desire of many 
writers appear to he to attract attention only, and if 
that is achieved accuracy counts for nothing. Now we 
see from an American paper to hand that this country 
is excited at the account of a ghost of a lady that has 
appeared in the South of England. We can assure our 
contemporary that England is quite calm, and the ap
pearance of a ghost would excite but few. They arc 
always turning up, but generally they arc well behaved 
enough to retire when they have secured the attention 
of our “  psychic expert,”  S ir Arthur Conan Doyle. And 
the rest of the country is quite unaffected.

It is a vulgar form of the common fallacy which meets 
us in the form of "  French opinion,”  or “  German 
opinion,”  or “  English opinion.”  There is no such thing 
if by it is meant an opinion common to the whole of the 
people of any one country. There are wide varieties of 
opinion in every country-, and there is no opinion that 
we know of that can be taken to represent the country 
as a whole. If only people would bear this in mind 
they would be less at the mercy of periodical scares» 
got up by- this or that newspaper, and which unthinking 
readers are gulled by. There is generally a far greater 
measure of excitement over a football match than there 
is over many of the things with which papers fill their 
columns.

A Mr. Deaville Walker is just back from a five months 
trip to West Africa. He declares to an interviewer : “  * 
have often found that missionaries who are rendering 
fine service are silent about it.”  We had noticed that» 
too. The silence of the missionaries and their friend-'- 
here is almost painful, not to say uncanny. When ap
pealing for mission funds, they never by any chance 
mention what missionaries have achieved—that sort 0 
advertisement is simply “  not done.”  And this shrinking 
from publicity seems all the more praiseworthy whe,J 
one thinks of the large amount of cash that might btf 
collected from the devout were our missionaries fei!i 
reserved. Wq raise our hat to these modest missionaries*.
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To Correspondents.

Those Subscriber’s who receive their copy 
or 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.
“ Freethinker ”  E ndowment Trust.—J. W. Marston, 2s.; 

Violet Murray, £ 1  5s.; G. A., 3s. 6d.; P. J . Quinn 
(Toronto), £2.
F. Wesley.—We have not heard of other cases of Chris

tian tracts being placed in the copies of the Freethinker 
111 West Ham libraries. We imagine it is the act of some 
quite irresponsible person, and is quite out of order, 
although we cannot imagine any serious-minded person 
being influenced by such rubbish.

W. K ensstt.—Thanks for reply. Will use it for distribution. 
G- A.—Life in an agricultural district does not, we imagine, 

make for an interest in intellectual matters, but there is 
tven there a vast improvement during recent years. We 
have many very earnest subscribers in agricultural areas, 
although the church and chapel can exercise a more de
cisive influence there than elsewhere, 

h- J. Quinn.—Thanks for contribution, to Fund. Verses 
amusing, and a quite suitable reply. But much of it 
'vould be lost on English readers, particularly in the 
absence of the provocative doggerel.

ClNK Cere.—Thanks for papers. Quite useful. See next 
week.

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

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

Fhe National Secular Society's office is at 62 Farringdon 
Street, London, Ii.C.4.

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

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

London Freethinkers giving the meeting their fullest 
possible support.

A number of members of Yale University are starting 
an Atheistic Society to “  The Damned Souls.”  The title 
is not lacking in courage, and we can imagine it giving 
serious offence to those Freethinkers who are unduly 
sensitive to what Christians think about them. Prof. 
Tweedy, of the Divinity Faculty, says that the members 
have a perfect right to form any society they please, 
They should be given a free hand. It is well to remem
ber that America is not made up of Daytonites, and there 
seems more courage and more freedom in this incident 
than would be found in one of our own Universities.

Several. of the Lancashire Branches—Manchester, 
Bolton, Ashtou-under-Lyne, with the friendh' eo-opera- 
tiou of the Failsworth Secular Society—recently banded 
themselves together for the purpose of carrying on 
Freethought work during the summer months. These 
bodies are co-ordinating their efforts under the title of 
the Lancashire and District Federation, and are looking 
forward to a good season’s work. A start was made on 
Sunday last at Failsworth, Mr. Monks taking tlie chair, 
and Messrs. Newton, Sissons, and S. Cohen speaking. 
We are glad to hear that the meeting was a good one, 
and the collection made towards the expenses of the 
Federation cheering. The Secretary is Mr. C. Newton, 
of 94 Victoria Road, Dukinfield, Cheshire, and he will 
be glad to hear from anyone in the district who is 
prepared to help, financially or otherwise. There should 
be plenty of helpers in that thickly populated area.

We are pleased to hear that Mr. Rosetti gave a very 
interesting and much appreciated address in the Brass- 
workers’ Hall, Birmingham, on Sunday last. When 
the Branch is able to obtain a more conveniently situated 
hall, which vve hope will be the case in the near future, 
there should be rapid developments in that city. But 
a good hall, in a good position, counts for much in 
getting at the general public.

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

t̂t Cheques and Postal Orders should be made payable to 
'The Pioneer Press,”  and crossed "Midland Bank, Ltd.,” 

Clcrkcnwell Branch.
Letters for the Editor of the "  Freethinker ”  should be 

addresscd to 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.
fiends who send us newspapers would enhance the favour 

by marking Ihc passages to which they wish us to call 
aitention.

Lhn "Freethinker ”  will be forwarded direct from the pu'o- 
Ushing office at the following rates (Home and Abroad) : — 
One year, 15s.; half year, 7s. 6d.; three months, 3s. gd.

Sugar Plums.
The series of lectures arranged by the West Ham 

I ' anch were brought to a close on Sunday last with a 
^ture by Mr. Cohen. The hall was quite full, and a 

jhitnbcr of questions, with some little opposition, fol- 
y lVed the address. The chair was occupied by Mrs. 

ebton, who d iscliarged her duties with ability and 
tc,sion. The Branch is hoping to carry on a continuous 
r°pnganda in this district next season.

, The vSocictj' for the Abolition of the Blasphemy Laws 
j as arranged a demonstration in support of the Bill 

before the House of Commons, to take place in the 
-pfSex Hall, Strand, on Friday, April 23, at 8 o’clock. 
¡> e Rev. Canon Donaldson will take the chair, and Mrs. 

^at°a Ticdeman, Rev. Copeland Binnies, Rev. W. G. 
£ 1 (Recto* of Barnet), Mr. Ernest Thurtle, M.P., Mr. 
Q^?rSe Lansbury, M.P., Dr. Alfred Salter, M.P., and Mr- 

'will be among the speakers. We rely upon

One of our readers, Mr. W. G. Walter, has the follow
ing pertinent letter in the Westminster Gazette of 
March 27 : —

In your issue of to-day (March 25) you say that “  One 
of the functions of a modern newspaper is to reflect 
every phase of modern life.”  If this is true, why do 
you, in common with the rest of the press (with the 
honourable exception of the Manchester Evening News) 
persistently ignore the great Freethought Movement ? 

To this tlie editor replies : “  The Westminster Gazette 
claims to hear all sides, which is surely the best form of 
Frecthought.”  This is a rather clumsy evasion of the 
question asked. It is not whether the Westminster 
Gazette hears all sides, but whether it permits its readers 
to hear all sides. We should like the editor to say when 
and where views were given concerning the Freethouglit 
Movement, or where space was allotted for Freethinking 
criticism of the established religion. Religious news it 
publishes freely. Anti-religious news receives the usual 
treatment.

DUTY.
Our duties are the claims which others have upon us. 

How did they acquire these claims? By assuming us 
capable of engagements and of reprisals; by thereupon 
entrusting something to 11s, by educating, directing, and 
supporting us. We fulfil our duty—that is, we justify 
the idea of our power in consideration of which all these 
things were bestowed upon us, and we return them in 
the same measure in which they were meted out to us. 
It is thus our pride which bids us do our duty. In order 
to re-establish our self-esteem we do something for others 
in return for what they have done for u s ; they en
croached upon the sphere of our power, and would 
always be concerned in that, did we not by means of 
“  duty,”  practice reprisals, and thus encroach upon 
theirs.-^Nietzschz, "  The Dawn of Day.”
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The Story of Evolution.
VI.

(Concluded from page 204.)

VESTIGES AND RUDIMENTS.

T hese terms are often wrongly used, even in text
books, as though they were interchangeable. A 
vestige is a remnant of an organ which has almost 
died away, either through disuse or change of condi
tions. It may be a muscle, nerve, bone, or a mental 
impression. A rudiment is the beginning of an organ 
which develops when it gives an advantage or meets 
a need of the owner. Numerous vestiges are found 
in advanced species, and rudiments are found in low 
forms of life. This branch of science is very exten
sive, but we must confine ourselves to a few in
stances of each kind.

If you look into the eye of an acquaintance you 
will see a little red lump of flesh in the corner next 
the nose. This is called the carúncula (flesh mass), 
and it covers, or rests on, a fold of membrane, the 
edge of which is laid against the eyeball. That 
fold is the vestige of a third eyelid, more distinct 
in many mammals than man. It is a structure which 
sweeps across the eyeball to clear it. Nocturnal 
birds, like the owl, find it very useful, but we have 
no use for it, and it is disappearing in mankind.

A  vestige well known to surgeons is the vermi
form appendix (wormlike attachment), a cul-de-sac 
about the size of a thumb, at the entrance of the 
large intestine : the colon. This is all that remains 
of the second stomach of the cud-chewing animals, 
and, should a grape seed or other indigestible thing 
enter it, inflammation may lead to an abscess, which 
may cause death unless an operation to remove the 
appendix is performed.

At the base of the backbone in all anthropoids, in
cluding man, we find four small bones called the 
coccyx (cuckoo), because it is shaped like a cuckoo’s 
beak, the vestige or remnant of a tail. Doubtless the 
far-back predecessors found a tail useful, but it has 
shrunk to its present proportions.

Another visible vestige is in the outer ear of most 
persons, although in some it is hardly distinguishable. 
A  small hard point in the rim of the cartilage shows 
that mankind had an ancestor with a pointed car 
like most of the lower animals. I11 man and the 
higher apes the ear is folded inwards, but the nerves 
and muscles still remain, which used to move the 
ear to catch faint sounds, like horses and other 
animals do now. Some young men can twitch their 
ears, and do it for amusement, but the nerves and 
muscles are quite useless for their original purpose.

Other vestiges are the pineal gland or remnant 
of a third eye; the fine hair on the arms and 
certain muscles of the face. If a person feels a dis
like to something he will draw back the upper lip 
and sneer, what is called “  turning up the nose.”  
This is a vestige of the animals’ snarl, when he 
bared his canine teeth to attack an enemy. These 
teeth have shrunk in man and are of little use, but, 
as has been shown in the orang, they were the prin
cipal weapons of destruction in the event of a fight.

Many civilized people have mental vestiges from 
the more advanced savages and early civilizations. 
The lowest types of man had no supernatural beliefs, 
afterwards came the idea that all things had life 
and contained spirits. Sorcery was widespread, and 
the fear of demons arose. To account for the exist
ence of the world a great Spirit was imagined who 
made it. Everything was believed to be subject to 
incantations. The vestige is seen in the idea that a 
supernatural being maintains and controls the uni
verse. Of course nothing of the kind is found in

nature, -which is clearly self-contained and indepen
dent, and takes no notice of prayers or sacrifices.

In respect to rudiments we need mention one in
stance only. A cuttle fish possesses the simplest form 
of ear. This consists of a sac of cartilage in the neck, 
supplied with nerves, filled with fluid, and contain
ing some loose particulars of hard substance. Vibra
tions of sound are communicated to the fluid in the 
sac, and, according to the law of sound, are 
strengthened by beating against the solid particles 
contained in it, and they stimulate the end of the 
nerves. Similarly the complex organs of sight, 
smell, taste, and feeling can be traced back to very 
simple rudiments.

Relics of A pe-like Man,
It is popularly supposed that there is a break in 

the chain of evidence connecting man with the ape
like precursor, and foolish jokes are made about 
a “  missing link.”  There is no such break. Quan
tities of evidence have been unearthed in various 
parts of the world, and we will glance at a few of the 
finds.

I11 18S6, in a cave at Spy, Belgium, were found, 
sixteen feet below the surface, two nearly perfect 
skeletons (man and woman) with numerous weapons 
or implements of the very earliest type. Their faces 
were ape-like in having a retreating forehead, massive 
jaws, and a rudimentary chin; divergent curvature of 
bones in the forearm; tibia (shin) shorter than any 
other known race, and stouter than in most; tibia and 
femur (thigh) so articulated that, to maintain equili
brium, head and body must have been thrown for
ward, as seen in the large apes. The teeth approxi
mate to the orang-utan. With the skeletons there 
were bones of the cave bear and other extinct 
animals.

A nearly similar skeleton was found in 1895, at 
Gravel Hill, Kent. It was nearly perfect, and re
mains of extinct animals were close by. The skull 
is long, narrow, and depressed, brow ridges promi
nent, forehead somewhat receding, very large molar 
teeth, height about five feet.

Many parts of skulls, jaws, and bones have been, 
unearthed in other districts, and, on examination, 
proved to be a medium form between the ape and 
primitive man. The most noted is the top of a skull 
and part of the skeleton of a man-like individual dis
covered in the Feldhofen cave of the Neandcr valley, 
near Düsseldorf, Prussia. That is called the Nean
derthal cranium. But a still more interesting find 
was made in 1891 at Trinil, Java, by Dr. Eugene 
Dubois. This was the roof of a skull and femur 
which showed characters intermediate between the 
gorilla and Neanderthal, but distinctly human; low 
cranial arch, very low' frontal region; “  the lowest 
human cranium yet discovered, very nearly as much 
below the Neanderthal as this is below' the normal 
European ” ; femur quite human but found twelve 
or fifteen metres from the skull, hence may not be
long to the same individual; same remark applies to 
an upper molar tooth lying near, very large and more 
human than simian (ape). From these remains 
Dubois formulates a family which was the precursor 
of primitive man, standing in the direct line of diver
gence in the genealogical tree, and considerably lower 
than any human form previously discovered.

In every museum may be seen stone and flint 
daggers, arrow-heads, spear-heads, scrapers, etc., pro
duced at different ages. The earliest are very roughly 
made and were merely used for striking and stabbing, 
being held in the hand. As time passed they become 
fashioned to be attached to handles of wood and bone, 
and the more recent are highly polished. Finally 
copper and then bronze implements of the same form



April 4j 1926 T H E  F R E E T H IN K E R 219

were made. To distinguish the diSerent periods of 
evolution they are called Eolithic (dawn-stone), 
Paleolithic (early-stone), Neolithic (new-stone), and, 
lastly, the bronze age. It is quite impossible to say 
how long a period elapsed from the time when a dis- 
h'K't: species arose from the ape-like precursor, but it 
must have been hundreds of thousands of years ago. 
Man has an “  immense antiquity ”  according to Dr. 
Robert Munro, and in that time all bones in exposed 
situations would break up and disappear. It is only 
ui very dry places, such as dry gravel deposits, and 
111 sheltered caves that any relics would remain for 
some ages. It is from the caves and rubbish heaps 
(called kitchen-middens) made up of shells thrown 
away after the contents had bear eaten, and bones of 
auimals, that the stone implements are obtained.

The progenitors of the first man-like species were 
doubtless driven from the forests by the spread of 
Polar ice over the temperate zones, and were neces
sarily obliged to become flesh-eaters. They therefore 
Pursued animals to their caves for food. There were 
two or three such glacial periods with intermittent 
U’arm periods, during which the changing conditions 
Produced great alterations in the habits and frames of 
the species. The struggle for existence destroyed 
such as were least cunning, ruthless, robust, or virile, 
and traces arc found of several stems or types, which 
later were over-run by more advanced ones. It is 
curtain that neolithic man spread over the whole world 
and gradually wiped out less intelligent hordes of 
Primitive man.

Conclusion.

In the preceding chapters an endeavour has been 
made to state only that which is agreed by all scien- 
tists. One or two points, however, require some 
expansion. I am asked the question : Seeing that 
the orang and chimpanzee are related to mankind so 
nearly, how is it that they have not evolved into 
man? This is a very proper question on the subject.

The answer is two-fold : lack of adaptability and 
unchanging conditions. Or, to use scientific terms, 
hereditary breeding and environment. At one time, 
’u the long past ages, and probably during glacial 
Periods, conditions arose which compelled a trec- 
jiviug, ape-like animal to change his mode of life. 
I hose individuals who were, by adaptation, able to 
survive the change, continued to exist; the others 
'lied out. But this only affected part of the surface 
"f the earth. The change did not reach as far as the 
uluator, and there were large tracts of land in which 
*he original stock could continue to live and repro
duce the species. They were unaffected by the 
change. This is the more likely as lemurs, monkeys, 
‘l,'d anthropoid apes are native only to the tropical, 
01 adjacent, districts.

A similar question may be asked respecting flowers, 
t is well known that all the varieties of roses have 
'cen cultivated from the wild-rose of our hedge-rows. 

‘ Urely the original has the power within itself to 
)ccorne a highly-scented garden rose? Yes, but the 
gardener has changed the conditions and by selec- 
t10» (that is by saving only such as showed improve
ment) has cultivated many new strains. Similarly 
"'tli pigeons, which have all been bred from the 
j'°mmon blue-rock. Nature acts in the same way; 
>y eliminating the “  unfit,”  new species arise; but, 

uliere conditions remain the same, the old stock per
sists.

Some scientists contend that there were several 
'st°cks, or stans, of the human race. Since there 
are %ht, dark, yellow, black, and red-haired monkeys 
atld apes, so there are similar coloured divisions of 
mankind, and other characteristics agree. Relics of 
'"any extinct hordes of men have been traced, such 
‘ 3 the ”  spider-men ”  of Japan; the cave-dwellers of

= 2 --- —~ ~
Europe; the aborigines of Mexico. These disappeared 
before races which had more quickly advanced. The 
Redskin of North America has been decreasing from 
several causes, one being that the pure-blooded woman 
is less fertile than the half-caste. Environment plays 
a great part in the evolution of species, and breeding 
as much, or more. Any change in the individuals of 
a race, which gives it an advantage in the struggle 
for existence, would be stamped permanently upon 
the race. By the law of heredity, discovered by the 
monk, Mendel, a mixed species will average three 
to one in favour of the dominant stock. Therefore, 
in natural conditions, the weaker will disappear 
in the course of time.

Gardeners and breeders know that occasional 
“  throw-backs ”  are found in the stock. This also 
occurs in humans, but in highly civilized countries 
they are not destroyed, but protected. So we find in 
towns and cities some persons which are lower in 
intelligence than the ape, then there are better 
equipped ones, and all grades up to those who are 
as far above the normal as the last are above the 
“  reversions.”

Lastly, I am asked, what good is there in studying 
this matter, and what baiefit is gained by the dis
covery that mankind had evolved from a low type of 
life to its present proud position? My reply is that, 
apart from the fact that all knowledge is, or may be, 
useful, it is only by a knowledge of the past that 
we are able to understand the present, and to shape 
our actions to bring about an even better state in the 
future. It is a race-instinct to endeavour to make a 
better and happier life for those who come after us. 
When we are acquainted with man’s origin, this in
stinct is supported, by reason, and our work is 
strengthened. All thinking people find the greatest 
happiness in making others happy and anticipate the 
time when, by our exertions, the children of the 
future will inherit a better world than we 
have done, is a satisfying consolation for any effort 
we may make. E. A nderson.

Mr. Belloc and Discovery.
SoaiK years ago, when I was in the Far East, an old 
Chinese friend, a learned man and a philosopher, 
fell into discussion with a Christian missionary who 
was very rude to him. My friend’s conclusions were 
summed up in the words : “  Your religion is not 
worthy of your civilization; it is only fit for coolies.”  
He ventured to speak thus plainly to me because he 
was fully aware of my views in the matter; otherwise 
being a “  mere heathen,”  we would have been averse 
from giving offence after the manner of the 
missionary.

Although it is true that the general run of mis
sionaries are people of inferior mentality and edu
cation, it is also true that the religion presented 
by the higher ranks of our clergy is more suited to 
ignorant coolies than to an educated people. This 
is always made evident when that versatile champion 
of medieval obscurantism, Mr. Hilaire Belloc, favours 
us with his views on the subject.

On March q, Mr. Belloc delivered a lecture in 
Manchester on the causes of modern scepticism, at 
a meeting presided over by the Bishop of Salford (Dr. 
Hcnshaw). Mr. Belloc said that what had been lost 
was “  the unquestioned acceptation of a certain group 
of those fundamental doctrines which were transcen
dental.”  By transcendental he meant, “ not to be 
appreciated or proved by the senses, or demonstrated 
to the reason of the ordinary man by the ordinary 
processes of plain proof.”  In other words, the
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ordinary man refuses to accept what is manifest non
sense, not only incapable of proof, but contrary to 
plain common sense. In this he approaches the 
standpoint of my Chinese friend who would have 
said : “  Nothing can be true which does not conform 
to reason and experience.”

Mr. Belloc defined the leading doctrine of the Chris
tian superstition when he said that “  the conception 
of a Trinity, and the incarnate Second Person of the 
Trinity, and especially the conception of eternal beati
tude and eternal loss of beatitude, were gone.”  The 
cause of this disappearance he attributes, first, to 
“  the weakening of the forces of authority and
example,”  so that “  people are no longer prepared......
to accept religious truth from authority,”  and, 
secondly, to “  discovery.”  But before one can accept 
authority it must justify itself as such to reason and 
experience at the very outset, and this neither the 
Church of Rome, the Church of England, nor any 
other body of priests who claim such authority, can 
do.

It is precisely discovery that has provided the sol
vent for this authority, and has destroyed the ideas 
which were associated with what Mr. Belloc, and the 
clergy behind him define as “  fundamental truths.”  
The plain man disbelieves them because he has come 
to regard them as fundamental untruths. It is dis
covery which has revealed the physiological fact that 
a man, whether he be the “  Second Person of the 
Trinity,”  or not, cannot be conceived without the 
agency of a physical father; that religious miracles 
are impossible; that the sacred relics, holy water, and 
so forth, which are agents in these performances, 
are pious frauds; and that the attempts of the priests 
to base their authority upon divine sanction involve 
nothing short of sheer imposture.

Discovery, said Mr. Belloc, “  had made men more 
interested in things that were not the matters of 
chief interest to mankind.”  But the question is: 
What are the matters of chief interest to mankind ? 
It would seem that “  men had become so deluded 
by the game of discovery that they were more ab
sorbed in the question whether there was water com
munication between the Congo and the Nile basins, 
than whether the soul was immortal; more eager 
about a document of antiquity found on a papyrus 
than as to whether those we had loved might be re
covered in another world; more excited about the 
age of a fossil skull than whether it was right to marry 
two wives.”

In this we have an example of that confusion of 
thought for which Mr. Belloc has become famous; 
due, no doubt, to his religious obsessions. It would 
be better expressed to say that men have come to 
take more interest in the affairs of this world, and in 
those things which tend to increase their welfare 
here and now, than in the unknown and undiscover- 
able hereafter. The discovery of water communica
tions is valuable as indicating ways and means to 
turn some undeveloped part of the earth’s surface to 
a useful, material purpose. The papyrus may throw 
light upon past history, more likely than not a light 
unacceptable to that authority of which Mr. Belloc 
is an upholder. Matrimonial problems are a question 
of secular morality. Whether a man shall marry 
two wives, more or less, is answered variously at 
different times and places. Why should it have been 
right in the eyes of Mr. Belloc’s god that the 
Hebrew patriarchs and kings should have as many 
wives as they chose, whilst the modern Englishman 
may have only one? It is a matter of social usage, 
that is all,

“  The answer to the question, Have I an immortal
soul?.......could not, in its very nature, be solved by
experiment.”  People are trying to prove the im

mortality of the soul by experiment. “  They are 
always at it. They did it in the dark; the method was 
contemptible.”  In this we quite agree. But we go 
further, and say that it cannot be proved at all, and 
that the statements made in this connection by Mr. 
Belloc’s church, and by all the other Christian 
churches are beneath even contempt, they are 
fraudulent attempts to impose on the credulity of the 
ignorant.

When Mr. Belloc uses the word “  faith,”  he means 
this credulity. The era of discovery, he says, “  sug
gested that nothing could be held which could not 
be proved. The suggestion was a logical contradic
tion of terms. No man could prove the faith.”  
Exactly ! We are invited to believe a farrago of non
sense, and u-hen we ask for the evidence we find that 
there is none. We reply that a truth is capable of 
proof, whereas no man can prove a manifest false
hood.

Mr. Belloc and his clergy would doubtless tell us 
that this depends upon the will to believe. But, if we 
grant the will to believe, rve must equally grant the 
will to disbelieve. There is no logical contradiction 
here. What is the will to believe but the will to 
hold something certain which one feels to be un
certain, the determination to beguile and hypnotize 
oneself in such a way as to accept as true vrhat is 
clearly perceived to be error? The will to believe 
is nothing else than the will to deceive, first oneself, 
and then others. It is only a euphonious word for 
hypocrisy, which may be good for a church or a 
Jesuit, but not for the seeker after truth. It may do 
for Mr. Belloc and his mitred and birettad charlatans, 
but it will not do for honest men.

Mr. Belloc fears that the spirit of Paganism will 
return, and with it will come his pet bogey, “  the 
servile state.”  We retort that it is he, and those 
who think with him, who are the pagans, the irra
tional and benighted heathen, who would have men 
return to that state of mental servitude from which 
they have been happily freed by discovery. Mr. 
Belloc’s lecture provided further 'evidence (of the 
decay of the Christian superstition, which, as my 
Chinese friend said, is worthy only of ignorant coolies. 
In whatever else he may fail, Mr. Belloc certainly 
succeeds in proving this. E. J. L amei,.

Controversialia: An Essay in 
Positions.

It has always seemed to me that if Frcethought is 
likely to fall into any error whatsoever, it is the error 
of supposing that mere rejection of the Christian 
mythology is a sufficient hall-mark of rational 
thought. But it is essential that we should be right- 
thinkers as well as Freethinkers—surely the one im
plies the necessity of the other? This being taken 
for granted, I was rather disconcerted to find in a 
recent issue of the Freethinker two articles in which 
the writers—both able and sincere Rationalists—ap
pear (to me, at any rate) to commit two errors which 
are the fundamental property of everyday Chris
tianity. The first article I have in mind is 
Mr. J. T. Eloyd’s article on “  Prayer,”  in which 
—after a very acute analysis of the absurdities of the 
orthodox position—he proceeds to remark : “  Our
position, however, is...... that no God exists....... and
we maintain that is it infinitely more honourable to 
deny the existence of a Supreme Being than to be
lieve in that of the Christian Heavenly Father.”  
Now, in the first place, what right has Mr. Lloyd to 
restrict our choice to these trvo alternatives? And,
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in the second place, do not liis words imply the essen
tially Christian fallacy of supposing that we have— 
or can have—enough knowledge of things to be able 
confidently to affirm or deny various propositions 
concerning the nature of the universe? Is it not só? 
What does anyone know of the unknowable that he 
is able dogmatically to proclaim that “  no God 
exists ”  ?1 Atheism, if in sooth it be not a mere 
synonym—and not a particularly good one—of Ag
nosticism or else the opposite pole of absurdity to 
that of Christian (or other) "theism, is to me, frankly 
'meaningless. The Agnostic position is the position 
that such matters are beyond our intellectual reach; 
and, it being so, we only make fools of ourselves, 
"1 varying degrees, when we say, “  Yea, yea ”  or 
“  Nay, nay ”  concerning propositions of ultimate 
fact.

And, in the the second place, I  would refer to a 
Passage in “  Keridon’s ”  otherwise masterly analysis 
°f the relations of “  Materialism ”  and Monism : — 

If then, the energy that reaches the optic centre, 
for instance, does not stand in a causal relation, in 
the truly physical sense, to the sensation awakened,
it may be pertinently asked, what......is it for?
Why did Nature go to such infinite pains......? I
repeat, if that was not the sole end and purpose of 
the contrivance, what is the eye fori 

For “ Nature”  put “ God,”  and wo have Paley ! 
Surely the implied assumption that “  Nature ”  has 
evolved the structures of organic life for “  ends ”  
of its own is pure post-evolutionist teleology, almost 
’^distinguishable from that expressed by Christian 
halyists such as Dr. Frank Ballard? Surely 

Keridon ”  cannot mean what he says—or say what 
ho means? And yet, throughout his article, he 
almost vitiates the admirable resumé of non-teleo- 
logical mechanism in the first three paragraphs by
using such phrases as “ It was Nature’s device......., ”
* mind is Nature’s means...... ,”  “  It (t.e. Nature)

achievcs this end in two ways...... ,”  “  Nature has
Sono to the pains of evolving.......,”  etc.2 If it be
objected that these are mere figures of speech, I 
answer that no parenthetic repudiation of teleology 
whatever appears in “  Keridon’s ”  article—and that 
111 view of his prolific teleological phraseology, such 
u repudiation would appear most necessary. And, 
after all, are such figures of speech—if they are 
figures of speech—really required ? Is it not precisely 
this figurative rendering of the facts that has done 
Jn°st to cloud and befog biological thought for the 
ast century and so? As Vernon3 says, teleology is 

an error which it was the whole endeavour of the 
Darwinian theory to avoid.”
„ 1 he other point on which I presume to differ with 

Keridon ”  is in his assertion that mind is not “  an 
cmity ”  and his disparagement of “  metaphysical 
mmble-rigging.”  Metaphysics is an essential pre- 
lrmiiary to any rational discussion of philosophical 

Problems. Mr. Robert Arch’s recent remark* that 
nere is “  little ground for quarrelling between 

svience, stripped of redundant assumptions, and meta- 
P ’ysics, freed from theological axe-grinding,”  is pro- 
mindly true. With reference to dogmatic 

nterialism, like dogmatic Atheism, it is, to quote 
. 10 greatest of all scientists, “  as utterly devoid of 
b’stification as the most baseless of theological dog- 
_̂ as. >* And Huxley’s position is as valid to-day as 

been—no scientific fact nor philosophic 
can refute it. To make the assumption 

and energy (and how many knows 
actly what these are ?) are the sole primary realities

a halics mine. 2 Italics mine.
« general Physiology, Lee’s Translation, 1899, p, 318,
5 -1lerary Guide, March, 1926.

Huxley, The Physical Basis 0] Life,

"us ever 
Conception 
t,lat matter

is completely unjustifiable—equally so is “  Keri
don’s ”  remark that mind is “  not an entity ”  be
cause it can be dormant during sleep or anaesthesia. 
Would “  Keridon ”  deny that energy7 is an “  entity7 ”  
because it can remain for years in a stagnant condi
tion in a dried seed? The mystery of the ultimate 
nature of consciousness and of life is impenetrable— 
all we can say7 is that, in our experience, they7 ap
pear to be attributes possessed by certain extremely 
complex organic material systems which we are at 
present unable to analyse. But as to the ultimate 
nature of the molecules that form the units of these 
systems we are unable to dogmatize. They are 
merely hypothetical names for the analytic units of 
certain elements of our conscious experience. And 
the external wranglings of Materialist and Idealist 
could be at once settled if we adopt Huxley7’s advice 
to “  strike out the propositions about which neither 
controversialist does or can know anything, and there 
is nothing left for them to quarrel about.”

I have only7 one further remark to make, and that 
is, I regret if I have appeared unduly controversial, 
or if I have wounded the philosophic susceptibilities 
of anyone, but it does seem to me that these funda
mental matters should be discussed in the honest and 
straightforward way of open debate, the sovereign 
antiseptic of light that will surely7 destroy all the 
germs of unreason that lurk within !

E phphatha.

Correspondence.
M ATERIALISM .

To the Editor of the “ Freethinker. ”
S ir ,—Could you allow rue a few lines in answer to 

“  M. B .,”  vide his criticism of my letter on “  Material
ism ”  ? I stated in my letter that 1 preferred the word 
“  Rationalism ”  to “  Materialism,”  and the above gentle
man does not agree with me. As from my point of 
view Rationalism, if it does not express all natural laws 
or all phenomena, would serve as an apt word and 
ready current to meet the pending discoveries in the 
problems of the universe. “  Rationalism,”  Arthur 
Butllcr says, “  attempts to get rid entirely of any7 
alien elements and to exhibit a matter or object opposed 
if necessary to both mind and spirit.”  Or, in a word, 
to express something revolutionary—when discovered— 
to our present knowledge and phenomena. I submit 
there is a something, not yet apparent to the scientific 
world which has its basis of origin in something too 
incomprehensible and foreign for our present senses to 
understand or to investigate, and which is neither 
energy, mind, nor spirit. Not spirit I said, and of no 
application to the supernatural. 1 want a word for this. 
To-day science is on the verge of a discovery that will 
startle the universe. An additional sense development 
in scientific men is evolving for us to perceive and 
realize this new wonder. To wit, only this expanding 
vision will solve the problem of ether—if it is some
thing ? And as to the word Rationalism to define this
new something...... till we find an amendment. A.
Buttler says, further, that “  Rationalism attempts to 
explain the world in terms of certain acquired or 
newly-apprehended truths from which all particular and 
subsequent modern truths or disclosures are derived.”  
But I canvas for the coinage of an apt word to express 
that something, pending disclosures alien to our ortho
dox ideas of current phenomena. Wai.TER Birks.

S ir ,—I am sorry I misunderstood “  Medicus,”  this 
no doubt being due to the fact that I take the subject 
rather seriously7, and do not look for subtle wit. My 
position therefore remains unquestioned, and, I repeat, 
the impression of an object is identical with that object 
which I have illustrated by means of a gramophone. 
The question of identity and similarity is very much
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to the point, and more so because it was he who sug
gested that I was possibly confused with these terms, 
which I emphatically deny. Will “  Medicus ”  be good 
enough to show that my argument is unsound, instead 
of hovering about it, like a fly over a flypaper? When 
1 do contradict myself or become involved, then is the 
time to offer me advice about it. Reiteration of “  sound 
sense ”  does not in any way show my point of view 
to be “  unsound sense.”  Again I will point out that 
objects in general may be similar and that the im
pressions of them may be similar. But the particular 
object and the particular impression of it are identical. 
1 regret I am unable to put the point of view clearer 
or in simpler language.

It is indeed gratifying to know I have found agree
ment on fundamentals with “  Keridon,”  and I sincerely 
hope in a while we shall agree on “ M ind” ; in fact, I 
feel confident of this. I,et us not forget that Mind is a 
word which stands for or represents something. I will 
put the definition in different words, but before doing 
so, I would like to comment on “  Keridou’s ”  interpre
tation of it. I agree that my definition appears to place 
mind in the environment, but really it docs not. If 
carefully examined, “  Mind is the reaction to the action 
of tile environment, etc.,”  only expresses an action 
through the medium of mind; it presupposes the exist
ence of Mind. The same applies to the second interpre
tation, to which I might add, that it appears that mind 
has priority to environment, instead of vice versa.

Mind is the registered impressions of the environment 
in general. These impressions are possible lines or 
avenues for the expenditure of internal energy (gravitant 
energy) when reacting upon the environment in general. 
A ll energy takes the line of least resistance determined 
by the contending energy; and in general with humans, 
mind is the controlling energy. The greater the experi
ence, the more numerous the lines of reaction, and there
fore the finer the quality of mind. It is not the mind 
that acts, but the internal energy; mind being the aveuue 
for its expenditure.

Mind has evolved; it had a beginning; and therefore 
is only external from the point of view of the race. In
cipient life and mind arose when a compound was 
originated by the conflicting energies of nature (gravi
tant and radiant energy) that was susceptible of being 
affected by the environment in general. Through ages 
of time, the action of gravitant and radiant energies, or 
in other words, the law of internal repetition (heredity) 
and external repetition (variation) upon compounds, 
plants, and animals, results in man. From now on de
velopment is not biological, but psychical, develop
ment and proper use of the mind; that is to say, of ex
perience individual and experience of the race, culmina
ting in the most economical expenditure of energy, 
through social equilibrium. I think “  Keridon ”  will 
agree that the nomenclature of psychical phenomena ob
scures somewhat that for which they stand. Different 
forms of the expenditure oLenergy are given different 
names, such as thought, reasoning, abstraction, etc., 
which makes the matter appear very difficult. These 
particulars are explicable in terms of the expenditure 
of energy. A. S. E. Paxton’ .

National Secular Society.
Report of Executive Meeting heed on March 25, 1926.

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

The minutes of the previous meeting were read and 
confirmed. The monthly financial statement was pre
sented and adopted and the pass-book produced.

New members were received for Bethnal Green, Ply
mouth, and West Ilam Branches, and the Parent Society.

The Secretary’ reported that invitations for the Con
ference had been received from Manchester and Birming
ham, but, unfortunately', in both towns, since the invi
tations had been received, it had become difficult to 
obtain a suitable hall at a moderate expenditure, and

until further information was to hand, it was impossible 
to take the vote of the Branches. Further arrangements 
were left, therefore, in the hands of the President and 
Secretary, and in the meantime it was resolved that all 
Notices of Motion for the Agenda must reach the Office 
by’ April 19.

Further reference was made to a legacy under which 
the Society' would benefit later, but details at present 
are not sufficiently advanced to issue a fuller report.

Good audiences were reported at the Century Theatre 
on March 21, and also at Mr. Cohen’s lectures at Ashton, 
Bolton, and Plymouth.

It was reported that bookings for Mr. Whitehead’s 
tour were nearly complete, and that no further applica
tion could be received after April 12.

Other routine matters were dealt with and the meet
ing closed. E . M. V ance,

General Secretary.
N.B.—Branch Secretaries are requested to note the 

final date upon which notices of motion for the Agenda 
can be received at this office.

North. London Branch N.S. S.
Mr. Leonard Ebury’s rather virulent attack upon Birth 

Control last Sunday elicited a lively discussion in which 
Mr. Kerr, Mr. Palmer, Mr. Savillc, Mr. Eagar, Mr- 
Cutner, and Miss Daniels took part. There was a better 
attendance than we have had for some time. This even
ing Mr. Combes, a member of the Electricity Committee 
of the St. Paneras Borough Council, will give us some 
interesting information on electricity undertakings.-- 
K. B. K.

SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.

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

LONDON.
Indoor.

N on-Politicae Metropolitan S ecular Society (ioi Totten
ham Court Road) : 7.30, Mr. Howell Smith, B.A., “  The 
Risen Saviour.”

N orth London Branch N.S.S. (St. Pancras Reform Club,
15 Victoria Road, N.W.) : 7.30, Mr. F. L. Combes, “  An 
Electricity Undertaking—Some Amazing Facts.”

South Place E thical Society.—N o meeting.

Outdoor.
South London Branch N.S.S, (Brockwell Park) : 3-3° ’ 

Mr. H. Constable, a Lecture.

COUNTRY.
Manchester Branch N.S.S.—No meeting. Members and 

friends please note.

F R EET H IN K ER  wants situation near London;
life gardener; abstainer; references.—H. H., 5 Hill" 

side Road, Stamford Hill, N.15.

11 '"T H E  HYDE PA RK  FORUM.” —A  Satire on it*
L  Speakers and Frequenters. Should be read by a" 

Freethinkers. Post free, 6d., direct from J. Marlow, 145 
Walworth Road, S.E.i.

BOOK BARGAINS
THE ETHIC OF FREETHOUGIIT, by K arl P earSO*. 

F.R.S. Price 5s. 6d., postage 6d.
A CANDID EXAMINATION OF THEISM, by "  PhySICU« "  

(G. J. Romanes). Price 3s. 6d., postage 4d.
LIFE AND EVOLUTION, by F. W. Headley. Price 4«. 

postage 6d.
KAFIR SOCIALISM AND THE DAWN OF INDIVIDUAL 

ISM, by Dudley K idd. Price 3a., postage fid,

Toe Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Strett, E  C.4-
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THE SECULAR SOCIETY. Ltd.

'Company Limited by Guarantee.

Registered Office: 62 Farringdon St., London, E.C.4. 
Secretary: Miss E. M. VANCE.

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

The Memorandum of Association set3 forth that the 
Society’s Objects are :—To promote the principle that human 
condnet should be based upon natural knowledge, and not 
uPon supernatural belief, and that human welfare in this 
world is the proper end of all thought and action. To pro
mote freedom of inquiry. To promote universal Secnlar Edu
cation. To promote the complete secularization of the State, 
etc. And to do all such lawful things as are conducive to 
such objects. Also to have, hold, receive, and retain any 
sums of money paid, given, devised, or bequeathed by any 
Person, and to employ the same for any of the purposes of 
*he Society.

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

The liability of members is limited to £ i,  in case the 
Society should ever be wound up.

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

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

Triends desiring to benefit the Society are invited to make 
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s favour in 
their wills. The now historic decision of the House of Lords 
tn re Bowman and Others v. the Secular Society, Limited, in 
*917, a verbatim report of which may be obtained from its 
Publishers, the Pioneer Press, or from the Secretary, makes 
*t quite impossible to set aside such bequests.

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

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

It is advisable, but not necessary, that the Secretary should 
be formally notified of such bequests, as wills sometimes get 
I°st or mislaid. A form of membership, with full particu
lars, will be sent on application to the Secretary, Miss E. M. 
v*ncb, 6a Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.

PIONEER PRESS PUBLICATIONS

THEISM  OR ATHEISM  ?
I3y Chapman Cohen.

Contents : Part I.—An E xamination of Theism . Chapter 
‘ •--What is God ? Chapter II.—The Origin of the Idea of 
*°d- Chapter III.—Have we a Religious Sense ? Chapter 

Iv —The Argument from Existence. Chapter V.—The Argu- 
'llent from Causation. Chapter VI.—The Argument from 
resign. Chapter VII.—The Disharmonies of Nature. Chapter 
VIII—God and Evolution. Chapter IX.—The Problem of

Pain.
I^Ri II.—S ubstitutes for Atheism . Chapter X .—A Ques- 
'°tl of Prejudice. Chapter XI.—What is Atheism ? Chapter 
. D—-Spencer and the Unknowable. Chapter X III.—Agnos- 
‘cisni. Chapter XIV .—Atheism and Morals. Chapter XV.— 

Atheism Inevitable.

Bound in full Cloth, Gilt Lettered. Price 5s., 
postage 2jEd.

The Egyptian Origin of Christianity. 
HISTORICAL JESUS AND MYTHICAL 

CHRIST.
By Gerald Massky.

demonstration of the Egyptian Origin of the Christian 
Wb. 8hould be in the hands of every Freethinker. .With 

Introduction by Chapman Cohen.
Price 6d., postage id .

DETERMINISM OR FREE-W ILL?
By CnAPMAN Cohen.

N ew E dition, Revised and E nlarged.
Contents : Chapter I.—The Question Stated. Chapter EL— 
“ Freedom ”  and “  Will.”  Chapter in .—Consciousness, 
Deliberation, and Choice. Chapter IV.—Some Alleged Con
sequences of Determinism.”  Chapter V.—Professor James on 
the “  Dilemma of Determinism.”  Chapter VI.—The Nature 
and Implications of Responsibility. Chapter VII.—Deter
minism and Character. Chapter VIII.—A Problem in 

Determinism. Chapter IX.—Environment.

PricePaper,  is. gd., by post is. n d .; or strongly 
bound in Half-Cloth 2s. 6d., by post 29. 9d.

CH RISTIAN ITY AND CIVILIZATION.-
A Chapter from

The History of the Intellectual Development of Europe, 

By J ohn W illiam Draper, M.D., LL.D .
Price 2d., postage x/id .

The “  FR EET H IN K ER  ”  for 1925.
Strongly bound in Cloth, Gilt Lettered, with Title- 

page. Price 17s. 6d., postage is.
Only a very limited number of copies are to be had, and 

orders should be placed at once.

TH E OTHER SIDE OF DEATH.
.{ Critical Examination of the Beliefs in a Future 
Life, with a Study of Spiritualism, from the Stand

point of the New Psychology.
By Chapman Cohen.

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

istic explanation of its fundamental phenomena.
Paper Covers, 2s., postage ij^d.; Cloth Bound,

3s. 6d., postage 2d.

A Book that Made History.
T H E  R U I N S : !

A SURVEY OF THE REVOLUTIONS OF EMPIRES, 
to which is added THE LAW OF NATURE.

By C. F . VOLNEY.
A New Edition, being a Revised Translation with Introduc
tion by George U nderwood, Portrait, Astronomical Charts, 

and Artistic Cover Design by H. Cutner.

Price 5s., postage 3d.
This is a Work that all Reformers should read. Its influence 
on the history of Freethought has been profound, and at the 
distance of more than a century its philosophy must com
mand the admiration of all serious students of human his
tory. This is an Unabridged Edition of one of the greatest 
of Freethought Classics with all the original notes. N* 

better edition has been issued.

ESSA YS IN FREETHINKING?.- 
By Chapman Cohen.

Contents: Psychelogy and Saffron Tea—Christianity and the 
Survival of the Fittest—A Bible Barbarity—Shakespeare and 
the Jew—A Case of Libel—Monism and Religion—Spiritual 
Vision—Our Early Ancestor—Professor Huxley and the Bible 
—Huxley’s Nemesis—Praying for Rain—A Famous Witch 
Trial—Christmas Trees and Tree Gods—God’s Children—The 
Appeal to God—An Old Story—Religion and Labour—Disease 
rnd Religion—Seeing the Past—Is Religion of Use ?—On 
Compromise—Hymns for Infants—Religion and the Young.

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

A Book for all.
SEX U A L H EALTH  AND BIRTH  CONTROL.

By E ttie A. R out.
With Foreword by Sir Bryan Donkin, M.B.

Price is., postage id.
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EIO N EER PRESS PUBLICATIONS.—Continued. 
R EA LISTIC  APHORISMS AND PU RPLE 

PATCHES.
Collected by A rthur F allows, M.A.

Those who enjoy brief pithy sayings, conveying in a few 
lines what so often takes pages to tell, will appreciate the 
issue of a book of this character. It gives the essence of 
what virile thinkers of many ages have to say on life, while 
avoiding sugary commonplaces and stale platitudes. There 
is material for an essay on every page, and a thonght-pro- 
voker in every paragraph. Those who are on the look out 
for a suitable gift-book that is a little out of the ordinary 

will find here what they are seeking.

320 pp., Cloth Gilt, 5s., by post 5s. 5d.; Paper Covers, 
3s. 6d., by post 3s. io*4 d.

RELIGIO N  AND SE X .
Studies in the Pathology of Religious Development. 

By Chapman Cohen.
Price 6s., postage 6d.

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. 304 pp

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

BIRTH  c o n t r o l  a n d  r a c e  c u l t u r e .
T he Social A spects of Se x .

By George W iitiehead.
A Common Sense Discussion of Questions that affect all, 

and should be faced by all.
Price is., ostage id.

PAM PHLETS.

By  G. W. F oot*.
CHRISTIANITY AND PROGRESS. Price 2d., postage *4d
THE PHILOSOPHY OF SECULARISM. Price zd., postage 

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

fid.
THE JEWISH LIFE OF CHRIST. Being the Sepher Toldoth 

Jeshu, or Book of the Generation of Jesus. With an 
Historical Preface and Voluminous Notes. By G. W. 
F oots and J. M. Wheeler. Price 6d., postage fid.

VOLTAIRE’S PHILOSOPHICAL DICTIONARY. Vol. I., 
128 pp;, with Fine Cover Portrait, and Preface by 
Chatman Cohen. Price is., postage id.

By  Chapman Cohen.
WAR AND CIVILIZATION. Price id., postage fid.
CHRISTIANITY AND SLA V ER Y: 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 fid.

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

SOCIALISM AND THE CHURCHES. Price 3d., postage 
fid.

CREED AND CHARACTER. The influence of Religion on 
Racial Life. Price 6d., postage id.

THE PARSON AND THE ATHEIST. A Friendly Dis
cussion on Religion and Life, between Rev. the Hon 
Edward Lyttleton, D.D., and Chapman Cohen. Price 
is ., postage ifid .

BLASPHEMY : A Plea for Religious Equality. Price 3d., 
postage id.

DOES MAN SURVIVE DEATH ? Is the Belief Reasonable ? 
Verbatim Report of a Discussion between Horace Leaf 
and Chapman Cohen. Price 6d., postage fid.

By  A. D. McL aren.
THE CHRISTIAN'S SUNDAY : Its History and its Fruits. 

Price 2d., postage fid.

— 1

is generally due to lack of confidence,
either in ourselves or in others. To have no fear 
is to touch the supreme limit o f self-confidence 
and self-dependence. Hence a  man who is 
even slightly dependent upon others cannot be 
entirely free from fear.

In the matter o f dress man is dependent upon 
his tailor. And the more sartorially particular 
the man, the more need has he for confidence in 
the tailor o f his choice—and the greater his fear 
in contemplating any trial o f a tailor whose 
worth he has not proved. Yet that fear can be 
overcome only by a trial, and confidence can be 
begotten only of work well done as a  result of that 
trial. I f  you are a particular man, consider the 
fact that we are particular tailors. Good tailor
ing, indeed, is on our part an expression o f good 
fellowship. You need have no fear in writing 
to-day for any of the following :—

Gents* A to D Patterns, Suits from 
55/-; Gents’ E Patterns, Suits all at 
67/6; Gents' F to I Patterns, Suits 
from 75/-; Gents’ J to N Patterns,
Suits from 104/6; or Ladies’Fashion 
and Pattern Book, Costumes from 

60/-; Coats from 48/-
All Pattern Sets accompanied by Price List, 
Measurement Form, Measuring Tape, Style 
Book, and stamped addresses for their return. 
Samples cannot be sent abroad except upon your 

promise to fa ith fu lly  return them.

M A C C O N N ELL &  M A BE
(D avid  Macconnell, Proprietor)

n e w  s t r e e t ,
BAKEWELL,

Derbyshire;

Publications issued by
THE SECULAR SOCIETY, Ltd.

A GRAMMAR OF FREETHOUGHT. By Chapman 
Cohen . A Statement of th e  Case for Freethought, 
including a Criticism of Fundamental R elig ious  
Doctrines. Cloth bound, 5s., postage 3J^d.

DEITY AND DESIGN. B y Chapman Cohen . An  
Examination of the Famous Argument of Design iu 
Nature, id., postage d

HISTORY OF TH E CONFLICT BETW EEN  R E L I
GION AND SCIEN CE. By Jo h n  W illiam D raper. 
3s. 6d., postage 4^d.

THE B IB L E  HANDBOOK. By G. W. F oote and W. P- 
B all. For Freethinkers and Inquiring C hristians. 
Fifth Edition. 2s. 6d., postage 2¿Jd.

BIBLE ROMANCES. By G. W. F oote. 2s. 6d., postage 
3<1-

M ISTAKES OF MOSES. By Cor,. R. G. I ngersoll. 
2d., postage j4d.

WHAT IS IT WORTH ? By Col. R. G. Ingersoll. A 
Study of tn e  Bible, id . ,  postage J^d. 

GOD-EATING. By J .  T. L i.o y d . A Study in  Chris
tianity and Cannibalism. 3d., postage «¿d. 

MODERN M ATERIALISM . By W . Mann . A Candid 
Examination, is. 6d., postage 2d.

FIG H T FOR RIGH T. A Verbatim Report of the 
Decision in the House of Lords in re Bowman and 
Others v. The Secular Society, Limited. Wit'1 
Introduction by Chapman Cohen. 6d., postage id. 

GOD AND EVOLUTION. By C hapman Co h en . A 
Straightforward Essay on the Question. 6d., post
age id.

WHAT IS  M O RA LITY? By G eorge W hitehead . A 
Careful Examination of the Basis of Morals from the 
Standpoint of Evolution. 4d., postage id.

TH E RELIGIO N  OF FAMOUS MEN. (Second Edition-) 
By W alter Mann . Price id., postage pfd.

Can be ordered through 
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