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Views and Opinions.

Society and Religion.
There is one passage in a letter of Spinoza’s in 

Miich the philosopher shows— what is not usual with 
Um— passion. He is replying to a correspondent who 
®shs him what reason there is for good conduct if 
. lere be no future life in which rewards and pun- 
lshtnents are served out. I see, he says, in what 

lJd this man sticks. He has no perception of the 
na,;tire of morality, and only bridles his passions here 
j11 order that he may the more fully gratify them 
hereafter. It was a scathing, but a deserved reply, 

the position attacked represented the orthodox 
’ tistian position from St. Paul, with liis paltry “  If 

cere be no resurrection from the dead, then let us 
C'at> drink, and be merry, for to-morrow we die,”  
°Wn to quite recent times when the growth of un- 

. °“ ef forced upon Christians a better understand- 
'JT of the nature of morals. And along with 
'P'tioza’s scathing reply might well go that of John 
^Uskin to one who had written to him saying that 
„th e  clergy were to disappear from English society 
jf.e Poor and the oppressed would lose their best 
 ̂lc‘nds. That, replied Ruskin, I consider the very 
,ardest thing that has ever been said about the 

j rSy. For, he went on to explain, what it means 
that the Christian clergy, having had charge of 

^ciety for so long, have done their work so badly 
t ât we are still ignorant of the duties we owed 

,°ach other. What others saw as a good side of the 
lestho°d, Ruskin properly took to be a count in 

indictment against them. A  Church, wielding 
0 Power that the Christian Church has wielded, 

jt°l)ld not have left society in the state it is in, had 
’ nistead of impressing upon men the necessity for
>rnal salvation, aimed at educating them in a sane

and useful conception of social life and its duties.

°ra-lity as Difference.
^ nese two comments of two great characters came 

°Ur mind on reading a sentence in the Church 
jJ’ue.s for April 23. The sentence was written— edi- 

i C y- " a£ropos of what is alleged to be taking 
m Ce in Russia and Mexico. We do not know 
ftaH^er *s correct >n what “ y5 or not- Our 

Cfs know quite well that we are no advocates 
c°crcion in matters of opinion, whether the

opinion that does the coercion be Christian or non- 
Christian. The Freethinker has always upheld the 
right of a Christian body to all the freedom that a 
State allows any other corporate body, and holds it 
to be the duty of the State to leave religion alone, 
to stand quite neutral. But for very good reasons 
we strongly suspect the truth of the statement that 
the governments of either Mexico or Russia are op
posed to moral conduct. Christians are very pecu
liar, particularly the British variety, and very many 
of them seem quite unable to discriminate between 
different standards of morality, or a different scale 
of moral values, and a denial of morality as such. 
Freedom from insular and religious prejudice might 
convince them that the notion of a people being 
either opposed to morality, or bent upon destroying 
morality, is simply absurd. The early Christian 
Church, with its laudation of the celibate life, and 
its neglect of the social and intellectual virtues, came 
as near a destruction of what we should now regard 
as a healthy morality, as was possible. But it would 
be absurd to talk of it as aiming at the destruction 
of morality. What it did was to rearrange qualities 
in a new order of value, and place first what should 
have been placed last. In all these cases we must 
learn to distinguish between degrees of difference and 
the question of better or worse. Unfortunately the 
average Christian cannot so discriminate. If people 
are different from us, they must be worse than us. 
And the British variety cannot see why if the world 
takes its time from the meridian of Greenwich, it 
cannot also take its morality from Clapham.

* * *
A  H opeless Creed.

At any rate the Church Times in criticising Russia 
and Mexico sets out the resounding statement that 
“  the destruction of religion means the destruction 
of morality.”  We do not want, at least for the 
moment, to argue whether that is true or not, but 
merely to re-echo Ruskin and to say that if it is 
true it is one of the most frightful condemnations 
of the Christian Church that has ever been written. 
Of course, to an earlier generation of Christians the 
expression would pass without comment. * The sole 
business of man being to save his immortal soul in 
the next world, anything that interfered with that 
aim was bad, and anything that promoted it was 
good. But we are living in the twentieth century, 
not in the tenth, and things are different. Christian 
writers are fond of reminding us that the civilization 
of the West is fundamentally Christian, and without 
agreeing with the statement, it may be taken to 
carry the admission that for many centuries the Chris
tian Church has exerted a powerful influence on the 
life of the people of Europe. More, in the region of 
conduct it has claimed supreme rights, and has gone 
a long way towards moulding popular conceptions of 
right and wrong. And as the outcome of all this 
we have— if the Church Times is correct in saying 
that if the destruction of religion goes, morality goes 
— a people so immature in matters of morals that their 
preference for honesty over roguery, for truth-telling
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over lying, or for cleanliness over uncleanliness, is 
so weak, that only the belief in God and a future 
life can keep them within the confines of decent 
behaviour. Well, a Church that has had the educa
tion of the people in hand for about sixteen centuries, 
and can do no better than that hardly needs an 
elaborate indictment to secure its conviction. Some 
weeks ago when a Manchester parson made a similar 
statement in a local paper, in the course of a reply, 
we declined to consider the statement as representa
tive of anything but the more orthodox and lower 
type of religious belief. I did not expect he would 
have on his side the Church Times in his advocacy 
of the policeman theory of morals.

*  *  *

A  B roken Reed.
It is possible that the Church Times might cite 

some cases in which the rejection of religious beliefs 
have bteen followed by general loose living. We 
do not believe such cases are common, but we are 
prepared to admit them, and the more numerous 
such cases are the worse it is for the Christian Church, 
the more telling becomes the sentence cited from 
Ruskin. For it is certain that if the Christian 
Church had taught healthy doctrines such things 
would never have been possible. Of course, if you 
go on teaching, with St. Paul, that the only reason 
for behaving is that there is a resurrection from the 
dead, after which you will go to heaven or hell, or 
with Jesus that the reason for doing good is that 
your Father in Heaven will reward you, or with the 
bulk of orthodox Christian teachers that a man is 
a fool who “  restrains ”  his passions if there are 
no future rewards and punishments, if young men 
and women are brought up with no better and no 
saner teaching than this, if their morality rests on 
no better basis than a man’s withholding from pick
ing a pocket because he sees a dectective at his 
elbow, there can be small wonder if when religious 
doctrines lose their force there sets in a weaken
ing in other directions. But the responsibility for 
this surely lies with those teachers who, in the name 
of morality, have been pursuing a course of inevitable 
demoralization. And if the demoralization does not 
usually occur one must thank forces other than reli
gious ones which have proven themselves superior to 
all that religious teaching could do to weaken and de
stroy. If the intelligence of the pulpit were at all 
commensurate with its clamour, or if its good in
fluence equalled its opportunities, we should not have 
Christian preachers asserting that their congregations 
are made up of men and women who would not lead 
decent lives without the belief in a number of more 
or less ridiculous religious dogmas.

*  #  *

M an and M orals.
A  sentence such as the one cited from the Church 

Times throws a strong light on the claims made 
nowadays as to the value of the social gospel of 
Christianity. Christianity has no such message. 
Essentially it is undiluted Supernaturalism, with no 
conception whatever as to the determination of social 
growth by forces resident within society itself. It 
knows nothing of the nature of morality nor of the 
conditions of its growth. We do not mean by this 
that it has been without the commonplace moral 
maxims which sheer experience has forced upon all, 
careless of what their views on religion might be. 
We mean only that the statement “  the destruction 
of religion means the destruction of morality ”  im
plies that the natural relations between people, and 
the feelings engendered by such relations, are not 
in themselves adequate to induce a decent level of

conduct. And that is really about as demoralizing 
a doctrine as one could preach. Fortunately, it is 
not true. Fortunately Christians are not quite so 
bad as their champions would have us believe. 
Parentage, friendship, citizenship, all the relations 
of life would certainly have as strong claims in the 
absence of religion as they have with it. It is an 
insult to every decent-minded man or woman to pre
tend otherwise. And if the Christian Church had 
played the part of a real educator in matters of morals 
the nature of morality would to-day be sufficiently 
understood to make claims as to the dependence of 
morality upon religion read like the utterances of a 
fool or a lunatic. The world, it is true, is not so 
good as it might be; its blunders, and even its 
crimes, are great enough in all conscience, but man
kind is hardly the poor helpless and degraded thing 
that Christian philosophy pictures it.

C hapman Cohen.

Immortality.

T he Rev. W. R. Matthews, D.D., Dean of K ings 
College, London, recently preached in Westminster 
Abbey a remarkable sermon, entitled, “  The Gift 0 
Eternal Life,”  a verbatim report of which aPP®?*S 
in the Christian World Pulpit for April 22. T e 
text is John vi. 40 : “  For this is the will of ^  
Father, that everyone who seeth the Son, and b® 
lievcth on him, should have eternal life; and I tv"1 
raise him up at the last day.”  While Dr. Matthc®8 
does not regard John’s Gospel as being historically ®s 
reliable as the other three, yet he finds that criticis® 
is inclined to give increasing value to its “  interpre 
tations of the significance of Christ.”  For example 
in the other Gospels Jesus is represented as contif® 
ally speaking of the kingdom of God, a concept'0® 
which, the preacher thinks, “  was a necessary ®® 
fruitful one,”  because it was taken from “  the clir' 
rent thought of the time,”  and Jesus “  used it as tl>e 
vehicle for his spiritual message.”  In John’s Gosp®» 
however, that conception does not occur. John re' 
ports Jesus as employing another and more pl>ii° 
sophical conception, namely that of eternal life, an° 
naturally Dr. Matthews proceeds to consider 
meaning of this conception. He dwells on the so 
ness of human life, and endeavours to show how 
sense of that sadness, the sense, that is, that life has n° 
permanence, gave rise to the belief in a future l>*e- 
“  Nothing is more surprising,”  he tells us, “  than t*1 
fact that even the lowest savages seem invariably t0 
believe in some future life beyond the grave. Tbe> 
have refused, or perhaps they have been unable, *° 
imagine the world going on without themselves, ®n< 
they have asserted that the appearance of univer9® 
death and extinction is not true.”  Of course, read® 
of Tylor’s Primitive Culture are fully aware tb® 
this is by no means an accurate account of the orig111 
of the belief in a life after death, but the all-import®11 
point is that Dr. Matthews does not seem to h° i 
the view that man is by nature an immortal being- 
Indeed, he holds that primitive belief in contcinP > 
saying : —

Let us try to understand what this belief inefl,ltJ 
to see how it differs from the Christian faith 1 
eternal life. The savages to whom I have referre ’ 
and other more civilized nations, such as t  ̂
Egyptians, believed that the soul would be 
ported after death to another place where it " ’°u 
go on living and acting in much the same 'v 
as it had done in this life. The essence of th 
hopes was for an indefinite prolongation of 
present. Are there not many people to-day ”
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have the same hope and nothing more? The Gos
pel they want to hear, the good news they want 
to prove, if that be possible, is simply that they 
will not be extinguished. But how banal and un
satisfying this really i s ! We want to be assured 
that life is not futile, that its apparent incon
clusiveness is not true. But what answer is there 
to our need in the bare assurance that it will not 
be cut short by death? There is no value in con
stantly repeating the same kind of thing without 
end. Matthew Arnold, in one of his bitter moods, 
once said that he could see no sign of progress in 
the fact that a man could go quickly from Fulham 
to Peckham if it meant that he went from a dull 
and unenlightened life in Fulham to an equally dull 
and unenlightened life in Peckham. We might sa}r 
the same about the next world. There is no value 
in succession. Shakespeare, by one of his magical 
touches, has crammed the burden of the world into 
one line— “  To-morrow and to-morrow and to
morrow.”  There is no gain in heaping up to
morrows. Say that my to-morrows will extend to 
the last syllable of recorded time, what is that to
me?

We heartily agree with almost every word in that 
°nS passage, and are delighted to know that it was 

delivered by an Anglican divine in so orthodox a 
sMine as Westminster Abbey.

Our agreement with the Dean of King’s College 
et%  at this stage. To 11s the Christian view of im
mortality is equally unbelievable as the Pagan. To 
J° perfectly fair we are bound to admit that Dr. 
mtthews’ exegesis of relevant New Testament pas- 

is quite correct. Take the following para
graph ; —

It is usually supposed that the New Testament 
teaches that every human beling is destined to an 
endless existence, either of happiness or of misery. 
I do not think that that is really the case; it is 
doubtful whether St. Paul believed it; and our text 
suggests certainly a very different view : “  He who 
seeth the Son and believeth hath eternal life; and 
I will raise him up at the last day.”  To be raised 
up, you see, is the gift of God to those who have 
eternal life already. It is they who have value for 
God in his world; it is they who have become more 
than sons of time— sons of eternity; and, therefore, 
though the stream of years may carry others to 
annihilation, they remain, for they share the 
eternity of God.

. At the same time, it must be borne in mind that 
it "is a dangerous policy to erect a theory on specific 

>ble texts, for there may be other texts of a con- 
adictory character, as there certainly are in the 

Resent case. I11 Matthew xxv. 41, Jesus, acting as 
Judge at the last day, is made to say to those on 

ls left hand, “  Depart from me, ye cursed, into the 
Cternal fire, which is prepared for the Devil and his 
Thiels,”  and Paul refers to the punishment of the 

'eked after death.
. ket us now examine the dogma of eternal life as 
muSht by Dr. Matthews. There is a subtlety in his 

ghtnent which one cannot help admiring, but it is 
,, convincing. Curiously enough, he admits that 
j to ordinary common sense it seems clear that time 

the master of everything— Tempus edax rerum—  
u most surely it is clear that, as the hymn says, 

t êu are sons of time, and as sons of time destined 
0 swept away.”  But is there extraordinary 
. 'Union sense which makes the opposite seem equally 

,̂ car? Certainly not; but then the Dean believes 
the existence of eternity which is at once within 

m beyond time. Now comes the argument: —
Reflection shows that there are some activities of 

bunian beings in which they seem to go beyond 
tune, where that which has no part in time comes 
,n- In the activity of knowing, for instance, I 
Seetn to employ principles which do not depend

on time. Two contradictory statements cannot both 
be true. That holds always and everywhere. It 
makes no difference what day of the week it is or 
what century; the principles which I employ in the 
search for truth are independent of time. And so 
is truth itself. Doubtless it is discovered in time; 
there was a time when it was not known, and there 
is a time when it is known, but the truth itself 
was true all the time, and in knowing the truth 
I have somehow transcended time. In the same 
way goodness takes us beyond the sphere of to
morrow and to-morrow and to-morrow. Certainly, 
when I do good I must do it • in some time and 
place, but the essence of good/ of right action, is 
that it is done ou a principle which is valid always 
and everywhere.

A  more openly fallacious piece of reasoning it has 
never been our misfortune to come across before. 
It is not ordinary common sense, but the reflection 
of a professional theologian which shows that in 
some human actions there are elements or principles 
at work which are beyond and independent of time, 
but we are certainly not informed what those ele
ments or principles are. W ill Dr. Matthews be good 
enough to supply us with this' information? In the 
acquisition of knowledge what action is there which 
stretches out beyond time and space? Again, what 
on earth does the preacher mean by “  truth itself ”  ? 
Has a substance or entity called truth ever existed 
anywhere? Truth always signifies some item of 
knowledge concerning something that actually exists, 
acquired by various natural means. Now, eternity 
is not an object of knowledge, but of belief. It follows 
of necessity that immortality, or eternal life, is purely 
an object of imagination, concerning which abso
lutely no knowledge whatever is obtainable. It is 
easy enough to assert, as Dr. Matthews does, that 
within man, though a creature of time, there “  lurk 
signs that he is made for eternity— intimations of 
immortality ” ; but it is an assertion completely insus
ceptible of any form of verification. How true are 
the words in Ecclesiastes ix. 5 : “  The living know 
that they shall die, but the dead know not anything, 
neither have they any more a reward, for the memory 
of them is forgotten.”  On that account the Preacher’s 
exhortation is, “  Whatsoever thy hand findeth to do, 
do it with thy might, for there is no work, nor device, 
nor knowledge, nor wisdom, in the grave, whither 
thou goest.”  Beside such wise words how infinitely 
silly sounds Tennyson’s little song: —

A voice spake out of the skies 
To a just man and a wise—
“ The world and all within it 
Will only last a minute!”
And a beggar began to cry 
"Food, food, or I die!’
Is it worth his while to eat 
Or mine to give him meat,
If the world and all within it 
Will be nothing the next minute ?

J. T. E i.o y d .

The Pilgrim’s Progress consists mainly of a series of 
infamous libels upon life and things; it is a blasphemy 
against certain fundamental ideas of right and wrong 
which our consciences most instinctively approve; its 
notions of heaven is hardly higher than a transformation 
scene at Drury Dane; it is essentially infidel. "H old  
out to me the chance of a golden crown and harp with 
freedom from all further worries, give me angels to 
flatter me and fetch and carry for me, and I shall think 
the game worth playing, notwithstanding the great and 
horrible risk of failure; but no crown, no cross for me. 
Pay me well and I will wait for payment, but if I have 
to give credit I shall expect to be paid better in the end. 
— Samuel Butler.
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What is Wrong with State 
Education ?

It is alleged that Christ was born in a stable. Judging 
by their want of manners, many Christians appear to 
have been educated in a similar place.—G. IK. Foote.

Books is for them that can’t enjoy themselves in any 
other way.—Martin Dooley.

Bight, more light.—Goethe.

T his country spends more money on education than 
any other nation in the world, and, considering the 
truly enormous outlay the results are very disappoint
ing. The average school life is nine years, and the 
educational programme is so arranged by the authori
ties that when the scholars finally leave to go into 
the world they know so little that it is surprising 
what has been done in the time. There are most 
serious defects in the present system. Apart from a 
few bright pupils who would get on anywhere, the 
huge majority of the students are so badly educated 
that they are necessarily doomed to a life of poverty. 
It must be so, for the children are trained as slaves 
and destined to be slaves, and as such are a hind
rance instead of a help in a civilized community.

The enormous drawbacks of National Education 
may be seen at a glance by comparing it to the edu
cation imparted in middle-class schools. Whatever 
may be the demerits of middle-class education, it has 
the supreme merit of being far more thorough than 
its State rival. Middle-class scholars can read, write, 
and understand arithmetic. What is far more impor
tant, they have self-respect, initiative, and some 
manners and culture. Yet, in reality, the cost of 
scholars in private schools is less than the vaunted 
National Schools. It is true that in the one case the 
cost is borne by the parents and in the other by the 
community, but the fact remains. Ironically, the 
middle-class parent not only has the privilege of edu
cating his own children but also those of his work
ing-class neighbours, often earning more money than 
himself.

Estimates framed for 1926-7 provide for an expendi
ture of ¿32,333,908 for elementary education alone, 
which is an increase of over a million over the figures 
for last year. The amount is so large, and the results 
so small, that the products of so costly a system are 
worth scrutiny.

It is easy for educationalists to boast the importance 
of training the young, but National Education is 
largely a huge failure. Complaints by business men 
regarding the defective spelling, arithmetic, and com
position of boys are heard all over the country. So 
serious is this defect that private commercial colleges 
flourish in all the large towns supplying the defects 
of the primary schools. After nine years of so-called 
State education far too many boys are fit only to 
empty waste-paper baskets or to run errands. If they 
be more ambitious they may be fit for a blind-alley 
occupation, which too often leads to criminality.

On my making this complaint to a prominent head
master of a State school I was told that it was not 
the province of educationalists to provide “  cheap 
office and errand boys.”  But a boy who cannot 
properly use the English language, or write a 
legible letter at fourteen years of age is not a 
scholar that any schoolmaster should be proud of. 
And, mark you, if the boy had attended a private 
school, instead of a State institution, the parents 
would be justified in asking for the return of the fees 
charged.

State education has now been in existence over 
half a century. It has cost thousands of millions of 
money, and taxpayers would be more impressed by 
apologies of State educationalists if complaints of

most serious defects in the present system were not 
so numerous and so widespread. The working class 
is shockingly ill-educated. Any election agent will 
tell you that there are thousands of men and women 
in every working-class constituency who do not know 
the difference between a Conservative, a Liberal, and 
a Socialist. Indeed, if it were not for the open-air 
speakers of the Frecthought and Labour movements 
it is highly doubtful if any but the merest handful 
of them would know the meaning of economics, °r 
that there was any religion in the world except the 
one taught in the local churches and chapels.

It is the system that is at fault and not the 
teachers. For the teaching profession I have the 
highest admiration. But State teachers are broken 
on the wheel of a system that appears to have been 
specially designed to keep the majority of the pupib 
in ignorance. Not even a genius could control aim 
impart knowledge to the huge classes entrusted t0 
them. And the curriculum is as confusing as the 
maze at Hampton Court. History, for example, 13 
taught as fiction; and fiction as history. Ask any 
ordinary scholar in a State school what he knows-01 
the French Revolution. If you are lucky enough to 
get an answer it will be that there was a devil °f a 
row somewhere and somebody got hurt. One bud' 
ding historian, aged fourteen, actually suggested to 
me that “  Lord Kitchener was in command- 
Apparently our boasted State education system ,s 
turning out youths as ignorant of the most elemcn' 
tary facts of history as they are of the commonest 
subjects a knowledge of which is absolutely essential 
to commercial success.

Further, the educational programme, so splendid 011 
paper, so poor in practice, is hampered by clerical 
intervention. An hour daily is absolutely wasted i’1 
devotions, hymn-singing, and Bible lessons. Hence 
it follows that the scholar who uses obscene language 
as a matter of course, and who is ignorant of the m°st 
elementary culture, always regards the dear clergy 
with awe and, perhaps, veneration. In plain Engl^1 
the scholar is trained to be a slave, and to be exploited 
in after-life by all sorts of tyrants.

The last person to benefit by the present system ¡5 
the scholar. Builders get millions for building cl»' 
borate schools; educational outfitters get huge c011' 
tracts for scholastic materials; the clergy use llie 
schools to feather their own nests. But the v°oU 
unfortunate scholar, after nine years of so-called 
State education, enters the battlefield of life with tl‘e 
same chances as a young negro in the cotton-fields 
Carolina.

What is to be done? The most important step *5 
to double the number of teachers, and halve the 
of the classes. Not even an educational genius coi'k 
teach the gigantic classes they have at present. 
next step is to simplify the curriculum, because it lS 
far better to know a few things thoroughly rathcjj 
than have hazy ideas regarding a large number 0 
subjects. The third step is to eliminate the Vtiei 
from education. School teachers can be safely Cl1 
trusted with the care of the rising generation with0*1, 
outside interference. And, last, but certainly n° 
least, money can be far more usefully spent tlw» 1,1 
providing builders with fortunes. What is the senge 
of educating a boy in a beautiful building if tllC 
result is that lie enters it as innocent as a bull'P11̂  
and leaves it a first-class ignoramus.

The principal of one of the most important cm11 
mcrcial colleges assured me that his staff had gr°atCj 
difficulty in teaching shorthand to elementary sch°° 
pupils because their spelling was so bad. This 
not a casual remark, but was the result of tl1'1 _ 
years’ experience. What a criticism of State ediR9' 
tion in a civilized country !
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It may be urged that vested interests and ecclesias- 
hcal influence are too powerful to permit these 
changes, but the alteration must be effected. When 
an American traveller was visiting the shrine of a 
Vet7  renowned saint in an Italian town, remarkable 
*or its extreme age and sanctity, he noticed an old 
tamp burning there. Asking a priest what use it 
Was, he was told it had been alight for two thousand 
years without a break: The American went near the 
tamp and blew hard, and calmly remarked : “  W e ll! 

s out now, I guess.”  Mimnermus.It

Hypocrisy,

11.
(Concluded from page 268.) 

result of Mr. Gladstone’s bomb, aimed at 
Darnell— at the command of the Nonconformists— was 
to split the Irish party in two. Out of the great 
Party that he had organized for victory only twenty- 
Slx remained faithful, forty-four deserted him, and 
there was quite as much hypocrisy displayed by them 
as by the English. As Mr. St. John Ervine points
out

Much nauseous nonsense lias been talked about 
the innate purity of the Irish people, but the Irish 
are no more innatefy pure than any other of God’s 
creatures. Both of Parnell’s immediate predecessors 
in the leadership of the Nationalists— Daniel 
O’Connell and Isaac Butt—were men of notoriously 
loose lives. Butt had several bastards, one of whom 
caused him some embarrassment by filial enquiries
at an election meeting......Biggar, as we have already
noted, was the father of illegitimate children by 
different mothers...... the majority of them were un
doubtedly polygamous in their habits. One of Mr. 
Healy’s most devoted supporters among the 
seceders, a man who grossly and persistently in
sulted Parnell during the debates about to be 
described in Committee Room 15, was a Rabelaisian 
gentleman whose business caused him to travel over 
a certain railway track in his own part of Ireland. 
It was commonly known among his colleagues that 
be frequently slept with each one of five barmaids 
in five separate towns in the course of his business 
travels. By comparison with his predecessors in the 
leadership and some of- his colleagues, Parnell was 
a chaste man.1

When we reflect that the most popular hero of 
be English nation is Lord Nelson, who lived openly 

■ t̂hough a married man, which Parnell was not- 
'Vltb Lady Hamilton, an adventuress who began life 
?s a nursemaid, and, after various sordid intrigues, 
°came the mistress of the Hon. Charles Greville, 

in the same capacity, to Sir William 
fj^biilton, who afterwards married her. Yet 
kelson’s monument occupies the most prominent 
P°sition in the heart of London, while his tomb 
Is Wq most spectacular object in St. Paul’s Cathe- 
r;*b Even the highly moral and respectable Cor- 

^ation of the City of London, the pious prosecutors 
J  Charles Bradlaugh and Mrs. Besant, presented 

elson with a dinner-service decorated witli portraits 
tr taady Hamilton. As for Lady Hamilton, her por- 
aajt Was painted, over and over again, by the greatest 

bsts of the time and is considered among the 
s,°atest treasures of our picture galleries. Why 
^°Uld Parnell and Mrs. O ’Shea be cast out and 

and Lady Hamilton honoured ?
 ̂ *ben consider the multitude of evils that followed 

]6>0b Gladstone’s refusal to recognize Parnell as 
R3, r of the Irish party after the divorce case. The

Hr.• lsh party was wrecked and the Home Rule Bill
°Pped. i f  ft had been passed, aS it would have
l Oi

'• John Ervine, Parnell, p. 274.

been but for the Nonconformists, Ireland would have 
settled down peacefully; the fourteen years before 
the outbreak of the Great War would have given time 
to heal the bitterness of the struggle, and Ireland 
would, like the Boers and other self-governing 
Colonies, have equipped an army to fight in defence 
of the Allies. Instead of which we had to keep an 
army of 40,000 men in Ireland to hold the Irish down 
and prevent them from joining the enemy. WTith 
this army released, together with the other troops 
that would have voluntarily enlisted, the war might 
have been ended a couple of years earlier. Nor is 
this all. The very large Irish population in America 
was working against us and on the side of our 
enemies, and were holding America back from coming 
to the help of the Allies. Ireland itself burst out 
in open rebellion, during which a large part of Dublin 
went up in smoke and flame, with great bloodshed 
upon both sides. All this carnage and destruction 
lies directly at the door of that Moloch, the Noncon
formist conscience. Parnell himself died shortly after 
being repudiated by Gladstone, worn out and broken
hearted.

Many a man who would face death or mutilation 
on the field of battle, would be afraid to openly con
fess that he read, and enjoyed Swinburne and George 
Moore, or Byron and Maupassant; because the Puri
tans have denounced these writers. Many men enjoy 
these great writers who would not dare to praise them 
in print for fear of the crack of the Puritan whip. 
Mr. Le Gallicnne, the poet and essayist— rather con
temptuously referred to by Arthur Symons, in his 
Dramatis Persona1, as having forsaken the muse, “  to 
officiate, in The Religion of a Literary Man, as the 
Canon Farrar of the younger generation ” — was once 
praising the works of Mr. George Moore, and Mr. 
Moore turned to him and said : “  Charming of you, 
my dear Le Gallienne! It’s very charming, but why 
not in a newspaper?”  Is it any wonder that we are 
regarded as a nation of hypocrites?

Jack London, the American writer, in his novel, 
Martin Eden, mocks at our Puritanism when he de
scribes how Martin Eden, the uneducated young 
sailor, is taken to the house of the wealthy man 
whose son’s life he had been the means of saving. 
While the son has gone to find his sister, Martin 
picks up a copy of Swinburne’s poems, and when the 
highly-educated young lady appears, Martin asks her 
how she likes Swinburne’s poetry. Upon which the 
following conversation Lakes place. She replies: —

“  Swinburne fails, when, as it is said, because he 
is—well, indelicate. There are mafiy of his poems 
that Should never be' read....,.”

Martin replies. “  I thought it was great,”  he said 
hesitatingly, “  the little I read, I had no idea he 
was such a—a scoundrel. I guess that crops out 
in his other books.”

“  There are mauy lines that could be spared from 
the book you were reading,”  she said, her voice 
primly firm and dogmatic.

"  I must a—missed ’em,”  he announced. "  What 
I read was the real goods. It was all lighted Up 
an’ shining, an’ it shun right into me an’ lighted 
me up inside, like the sun or a searchlight. That’s 
the way it landed on me, but I guess I ain’t up 
much on poetry, miss ” ......

”  Now, Longfellow-----”  she was saying. -

Byron, again, is much more highly appreciated 
abroad than in his own country, simply because the 
Puritans have not the power on the Continent that 
they have here. Byron despised the conventional and 
puritanical hypocrisy by which he was surrounded. 
He declared : —

I have not loved the world, nor the world me.
I have not flatter’d its rank breath, nor bow’d
To its idolatries a patient knee.
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“  Oh, you haven’t, haven’t you?”  said the Phili
stines, ‘ ‘then we will make you suffer for it.”  And they 
did. Most of his life was spent in exile, and there 
is quite a library of books concerned with scandal- 
mongering about his character, everything possible 
has been raked up to blacken his name. Consider the 
very different treatment meted out to the poet Words
worth.

Wordsworth, in his youth, was inspired by visions 
of liberty, and hailed the French Revolution with 
joy, but he quickly came to heel, turned Tory, be
came the poet of immortality, and ranged himself, 
like Disraeli, “ on the side of the angels.”  He had his 
reward. His sins were not broadcast to the world. 
They were carefully wrapped up and buried. It is 
now known that he had an illegitimate child by 
a young French girl named Annette Vallon. When 
Bishop Wordsworth— the poet’s nephew— wrote the 
poet’s biography, he had the evidence in his hands 
and burned it. He no doubt thought he had de
stroyed all the evidence there was; he had not, for 
an American, Professor Harper, while working at 
the British Museum, in igrs, came across a collection 
of letters from the poet’s sister Dorothy, which 
revealed the secret, and which he published to the 
world in 192r, under the title, Wordsworth’s French 
Daughter. A  Frenchman, M. Emile Legois, investi
gated the subject in France, and established the facts, 
which he published in 1922, under the title, William 
Wordsworth and Annette Vallon.

It was not until the poet had been dead more than 
fifty years, and more than a hundred years after 
the birth of the child, that the facts became publicly 
known, and then only through the agency of two 
foreigners. No word escaped from the English 
scholars who consulted the letters in the British 
Museum. How long would the secret have been kept 
if it had been Byron instead of Wordsworth? If we 
bear an evil reputation for cant and hypocrisy, there 
is good reason for it. W. M ann.

| offence was his attempt to educate the people of Spain- 
1 His sole crime that he tried to educate the people. The 

Church hated education as it had always hated it, and 
it was to the horror of every civilized nation in the 
world that Ferrer was seized and shot. But the Great 
Lying Church is true to itself. It is the same yesterday, 
to-day, and for ever. It is the same to-day as when it 
crushed the civilization of antiquity. And it would 
crush the civilization of to-day had it the opportunity- 
A Church that murders an educationalist and then de
fames his memory deserves the name of Christian.

A captain of the Salvation Army at Wingate (Dur
ham) recently7 dismissed the bandmaster because be 
attended a colliery official’s dinner on licensed premises- 
The local Licensed Victuallers’ Association thereupo11 
wrote to the captain informing him that in future Sal
vationists will not be permitted to enter licensed premise3 
to beg for funds or to sell Salvation “  literature,”  aS 
hitherto. The Victuallers have clearly scored off the 
captain. As Salvationist propaganda consists largely 
of blackguarding the publican and his legally permitted 
trade, we wonder other local Victuallers’ Association  ̂
do not adopt the same tactics with these howling street- 
corner nuisances.

The Bishop of Willesden declares that Sunday games 
in the London parks would be abolished if only voters 
would go to the poll. For the general public he is sure 
is not in favour of Sunday games. In support of th13 
he instanced a public discussion at Willesden to test 
public opinion, where 278 voted against and only 8 >n 
favour of games. The Bishop is unduly optimistic. B ,s 
so-called " t e s t ”  counts for nothing; the meeting "'a 
merely one of Sabbatarians. If people in favour of SuU- 
day games were to go solidly to the poll, the big°t5 
would be routed. For in this sport-loving country, there 
are always more persons in favour of freedom to p'a> 
than there are against it. We commend the Bishop t0 
the recent decision of the Ecclesiastical Commissioner 
to permit games on Sundays.

Acid Drops.

“  The Great Lying Church ”  may generally be trusted 
to live up to its historic reputation. One of the Italian 
cities has decided to remove the street name of “  Fran
cisco Ferrer ”  from one of its thoroughfares. So the 
Catholic Universe suggests that this example might well 
be followed in Rome with those street names and in
scriptions which commemorate certaiu men that are 
objectionable to Catholics. And it adds that the powers 
that be “  have deserved so well of the Church in other 
spheres that it may be hoped it will take this gentle 
hint.”  We presume that the Church would like to see 
the monument to Bruno, erected in the square in which 
he was burned, and which we remember was denounced 
at the time it was erected as as insult to the Roman 
Church. There is no telling. Mussolini is finding the 
Church a very useful aid, and the Church is finding 
Mussolini a very great aid. So we shall sec what we 
shall see.

But to illustrate the opening sentence of the above 
paragraph. For the benefit of the more ignorant of his 
readers, the editor appends a note explaining who and 
what Ferrer was. He explains that Ferrer was an 
anarchist and a Freemason, who was shot in 1909, after 
the outrages committed under his leadership in Barcelona 
in that year. Churches were burned and profaned, and 
persons consecrated to God were butchered and violated 
Now that is a lie, and a deliberate lie. Ferrer was not 
an anarchist, there were no butcheries, nor profanation 
of churches, etc., under his leadership, and the editor 
of the Universe— unless he is frightfully ignorant—must 
know that these things are not true. Ferrer’s sole

Dr. Frank Ballard at Sheffield recently had a sad ta e 
to unfold in the course of an address, “  The Christianity 
of the Future.”  Things were most unsatisfactory. * 
a London area of 37,000 people, only 200 were to 
found in the churches on Easter Sunday. In Sheffic ,i’ 
out of a population of half a million only one in tf  ̂
were associated with the Christian Church. The cb,e  ̂
reasons for the people’s aversion to religion he ma'1] 
tained, were the many perversions, such as Ecclesio5̂  
cism, Romanism, Sacerdotalism, and the presenting 0 
the Bible as infallible and verbally inspired. 
reverend gentleman, however, has a cure for this aver 
sion. Christianity means growth and adaptation to c’’ 
vironment, and the present-day environment, he say ’ 
is different from that of any other age. There has be« 
a great spread of knowledge, an enjoyment of ^ e^0[ 
a development of democracy and science, an increase . 
pleasure, and so forth. Christianity therefore “  P 
to be adapted to this new age or die.”  In other worc-' 
the Christian ship must trim its sails to suit the
vailing wind. That advice, however, is a little mo'til'

ingeaten ; some few Christian leaders have been proctis  ̂
it for a considerable time now. But the result, we ,e 
is none too gratifying; the slump in religion still ĉ c 
tinues. We fancy the growth of knowledge and , 
development of science have caused this c*e 
manœuvre to be largely unsuccessful.

There is one other point we will mention. ^  
Christian religion is, as Dr. Ballard alleges, so faf ^ 
hind the things common to our time, Christianity ^ 
viously has had no hand in bringing such things 
being. But this fact will not prevent our clerical ¡rt  ̂
and pious Labour leaders from arrogantly claiming ^ 
Christianity is largely responsible for the sprea j 
knowledge, the growth of liberty, and the develop111 
of democracy.
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The best Christians, says Dr. Dimsdale Young, never 
have any spare time to criticise others. There must, 
then, be very few “  best Christians ”  in the world. 
Tor the majority of those who attend churches and 
chapelg are notorious for their habit of criticising and 
scandalising each other and those outside. And we fear 
the habit is incurable. It is fostered by religion in this 
Way. The more a Christian carries out the practices en
joined by his creed and his church, the more he fancies 
he is entitled to find fault with his fellows. That is why 
Priests and parsons occupy most of their time pointing 
°nt the alleged faults of other folk.

the other, and to balance its own truth with that pre
sented by its opponents.”  Now in regard to the dis
pute between religion and Freethought, that is what 
the Christian side consistently refuses to do. Indeed, 
a goodly portion of its energy is devoted to suppressing 
the utterance of the Freethought case. Hence we sug
gest to our Woodbine friend that he might more use
fully employ his talents to knock a sense of justice into 
bigoted Christian heads. When he has succeeded in 
doing this, the chances are that there will be little 
need for him to remind people that the best road to 
truth is free public discussion.

°ur Home Secretary, Sir William Joynsou Hicks, 
Possesses a very lively imagination. Recently he in
formed the House of Commons that the position of 
Oreat Britain had been built up by “  absolute freedom 
°f opinion, thought, and expression.”  If we did not 
know that Sir William was a Christian we should sus
pect it from that statement. One would like to know 
"'Pat it was that all reformers from Thomas Paine 
onward fought for, and for what many of them were 
"nprisoned, if it were not to get that freedom of expres
sion which “  Jix ”  discovers they already possessed. 
And the cream of the joke is that “  Jix ”  is not even 
n°w in favour of the abolition of the Blasphemy Laws. 
T°r downright impudence a statement of that kind is 
""approachable. We advise him to read the life of 
Pfadlaugh, and see what it was he fought against. And 
'"Pen he is through with that, a run through the 
volumes by the Hammonds on the state of England 
during the last quarter of the eighteenth and the first 
barter of the nineteenth century might enlighten him. 
Put probably “  Jix ” thinks that for his special eon- 
stituency exactness of statement and the acquisition of 
knowledge arc quite unnecessary.

”  right is might, why not impose right ? asks the editor 
0 the Methodist Recorder, writing on “  Public Opinion 
"”d Public Morals.”  He answers, it was never expedient 
0 do this, even before the war; during the war liberty 

v' as wiped out; since the war liberty has returned with 
Pnssiou and with glamour. He adds, we have all had 
tn°ugh and more than enough of desperate remedies, of 
Coiupulsion and stark authority. We think this editor’s 
statements are especially timely when a noisy mob of 
' "PPatarian bigots are clamouring for restrictions on this 
a,’d prohibitions of that in regard to the people’s use 
0 Sunday. This editor adds later, “  We can teach one 
""other; we cannot compel one another.”  Here, again, 

>ough the writer is not dealing with .Sunday problems, 
'  1 statement we commend to the Lord’s Day fanatics 

’° Would impose what they think is right upon others 
0 think otherwise. What wc suggest is, our prohibi

t s  friends should pin that statement in their hats and 
J.ad it over every time they feel an urge to interfere 

tP the liberty of action of other people. When one 
J^es to think about the activities of the Sabbatarians, 

>s astonished to find how difficult it is for these 
and women to apply the Golden Rule in their 

c.Lalil,gS with non-Sabbatarians. But perhaps they only 
tigrish this rule because it looks pretty framed over 

e Parlour mantelpiece.

a pP" Rev. “  Woodbine Willie ”  has just stumbled on 
is ^'^Pought axiom. .Says he, “  The best road to truth 
q. ee public discussion.”  This is his suggestion to 

&1 antk Labour. We wish lie would make the same 
frjkknstion, and make it frequently, to his Christian 
\yt ' s who oppose the repeal of the Blasphemy Laws. 
is nncy, however, he would jib at doing th at; there 
p0 Mmit to that "  outspokenness ”  of his which the 
is "Hr papers pretend so greatly to admire. One thing 
g^Ccriain though, he would have a very hard job to 
bau^y paper to print what he did say. Even the 
th0 * Chronicle which recently eulogised freedom of 

ffPt Would baulk at doing that.

c J ^ H e  ”  continues, “  But the very essence of dis- 
n is that each side should strive to learn from

Apropos of the Lord Chamberlain’s objection to her 
dress as Salome in “  Katerina ”  at the Barnes Theatre, 
Miss Frances Carson remarks, “  I can’t think what is 
considered wrong about bare legs and arms.”  No more 
can we. But Miss Carson should remember that this 
is a Christian country where people, though they be
lieve man (and woman) was made in God’s own image, 
regard uncovered imitations of God as an indecent sight.

Many girls go wrong through having nothing to do 
on Sunday and nowhere to go, declared Canon England, 
of Hull, at the Clifton Home for Girls. Sundays, said 
he, is a day of awful monotony and dullness; and there 
is a great responsibility on the churches for having 
established a day which so many people hate. We 
agree; but most of the Canon’s superiors and the Sab
batarian fanatics will not thank ham for pointing out 
that. The reverend gentleman added that we do not 
want altogether the Continental .Sunday, but only the 
Continental common sense. We need to get rid of 
the present stupid attitude towards Sunday recreation. 
We must provide something better for people to do. It 
is not clear to whom Canon England referred when he 
said, "  Wc must provide.” Doubtless he meant the 
churches and chapels. But one can imagine the type 
of entertainment that would be forthcoming if they had 
the organizing of Sunday recreation. Such things as 
Pleasant Sunday Afternoon gatherings and an hour of 
“  sacred ”  music— of course, strictly out of church hours 
— would be all one could expect. But really the parsons 
and their friends need not trouble to organize Sunday 
recreation. Wholesome amusements and pastimes would 
be available in abundance so soon as the bigots ceased 
to restrict the liberty of the subject by opposition to 
the opening of public parks and amusement halls. Nor 
need any problem arise of a seven-day working week 
for the labour employed in this connection. For 
permission to open such places on Sunday could always 
be granted contingent on a rule that every employee 
should be free one day in seven.

In the Report of the Adult Educational Committee, 
published by the Stationery Office, there is a letter from 
a working man which says : —

I believe that this education of the spirit is the real 
need of my own class to-day. I know what modern 
industry means in terms of monotonous routine tasks. 
I know what a working-class home life means with few 
outlets for emotional release save the pubs and the 
chapel.

We like this association of the pubs and the chapel. 
Scientifically they are not far removed from each other. 
The “  emotional release ”  secured from either is of much 
the same mental value. And it is suggestive to find 
that so many centuries of Christianity have given us 
a society in which large numbers have to choose between 
the chapel and the pub for “  emotional release.”

We do not usually bother with anonymous communi- 
tions, but there are exceptions. For instance, a post
card from a— we judge— Christian reader of the Free
thinker asks to give up attacking Christianity, as there 
are a great many evils in the world that need attention, 
and kindly informs us that in attacking Christianity 
we are like a "Small poodle barking at the moon. We 
are too modest to criticize the last statement, but we
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are consoled by the reflection that Rome was once saved 
by the cackling of geese, and so even our little barks 
may serve to warn some of a danger that may be 
fronting them. And we are further consoled by the fact 
that the barking of Freethinkers generation after genera
tion has had the effect of making the most powerful 
Church the world has seen swallow many of its most 
cherished doctrines, and behave itself in a much better 
way than it would have done without the barking.

Neither do we deny that there are many other evils 
in the world beside that of Christianity. If there were 
not there would not be so great a need to attack Chris
tianity. If Christianity stood al®ne, and had no kind of 
influence 011 other evils, there would be no great neces
sity for any of us to bother very much with it. But as 
we believe that Christianity has contributed vety much 
to perpetuate many of the evils that exist, and still 
serves to keep them alive, we conceive there is some 
good done in showing the part played by religious influ
ences. After all, we may safely assume that if all the 
energy and time that is now being spent on religion 
were diverted into social channels there would soon 
be a marked improvement in the general outlook. One 
need only take the case of education for proof of this. 
Admitting the fact of opposition coming from other 
directions, it is notorious that the opposition of the 
Churches to schemes of educational improvement is 
dictated largely by the fact as the State schools improve 
bigger demands are made upon the Church schools, and 
in self-defence the level of education must be kept as 
low as possible.

Finally, while Freethinkers are, as a whole, very 
deeply interested in social reforms, it would be playing 
into the hands of the Churches if the Freethinker were 
to alter its policy and “  leave religion alone.”  We have 
not the slightest doubt but that they would welcome this 
policy. The Freethinker is the only weekly Frecthink- 
ing paper in the country, it is the only one that stands 
for uncompromising Freethought, and without it the 
fighting Freethinkers would be minus a voice. We 
can assure our correspondent that we think too little 
of Christianity from either an intellectual or an ethical 
point of view to be in love with the labour of dealing 
with it. We fight it as we should fight other forms of 
social or mental disease, and we flatter ourselves that 
there would be no better news for the established reli
gion of this country, than that the Freethinker had 
forsaken the policy for which it has hitherto been dis
tinguished. So all we have to say is that we will 
leave Christianity alone just so soon as we feel that it 
has left Society alone. Until then we really cannot 
afford to do so.

Dr. T. R. Glover, in the Daily News, outpaces Mr. 
G. K. Chesterton in wanting to “  get back.”  The learned 
doctor wishes to return to the atmosphere surrounding 
the time of Nehemiah. With the mixed drink reasoning 
of theologians he brings along a familiar friend so fre
quently exposed in this paper. He w rites: “ I am 
always hearing the refrain : ‘ And science teaches us,’
‘ And psychology proves,’ ‘ And statistics show,’ ‘ And 
the Church says.’ ”  Science, psychology, and statistics 
can be sent packing if they do not square with facts, 
but the Church and its teaching persist owing to the 
efforts of professionally interested parties. And, after 
all, Dr. Glover and his too numerous colleagues are 
simply exploiting a particular hypothesis that docs not 
work, and in this respect are miles and centuries behind 
the research work of those who have the courage to drop 
discredited theories.

There are signs that appear to indicate a growing dis
gust with the older methods of evangelism which make 
great play on the word “  love.”  Some of the better 
educated Methodist leaders are beginning to think that 
the type of Christian love depicted by some few evan
gelists is a little too like the animal brand of love for 
their liking. Thus the Rev. A. E. Wliitham assures his

readers that Christian love is not physical. He declare* 
that something of the bacchanalian element can be seen 
in present-day evangelism— “  the watery-eyed, sensuous 
appeal ; the honeyed hymn, mpst unhealthy ; and all that 
low emotionalism that is more like spooning with souls 
than saving them.”  The very faces of a few men who 
have spent their lives indulging in these methods take 
on, he says, a sensual cast. He further remarks that 
many sentimental hymns which attempt to dignify their 
doggerel with the word Uove are in themselves a con
fusion with the carnal thing, and “  there is more egotism 
than altruism in it when the “  sticky, honeyed thing 
lifts itself up in the name of religion,” it must be con
demned as the very devil.

All that is plain speaking, which, no doubt, will 
startle not a few good Methodists; but it is only more 
or less what has been pointed out in these columns many 
times. What does not appear to have been noted by 
Mr. Whithatn is that this disguised criticism which diS' 
gusts his modern taste has been a prominent feature of 
Christianity from early days. If the sensual appeal had 
not been there the Christian creed would never have 
attracted the masses as it has done. Had Christian 
love been a purely abstract thing there would be no 
large and wealthy churches to-day. The masses have 
always demauded a religion appealing largely to the 
senses, and the largest church— the Roman—has alway* 
been fully aware of the fact and has provided the good* 
to meet the demand. And all that will happen if the 
Protestant demonstrations start to purify their teaching 
is that a goodly portion of their congregations will drift 
Rome-wards. What is a curious feature of this modern 
disgust with religious sensuality is that Christians seem 
never to have noticed the defect until it was pointed out 
by Freethiuking critics.

The proper kind of Christian love as conceived by hf1’’ 
Whitham the reverend gentleman says is hard to de
fine; so he tells us first what it is not. He then tell* 
us how Christian love reveals itself. It shows itself 
in a tender, emotional act; in the Quakers feeding starv
ing Europe; in the miner rescuing his trapped comrades; 
in the patriotism of Rupert Brooke; in the more than 
patriotism of Nurse Cavell; in Lincoln’s fighting *'IC 
slave trade; and so forth— not forgetting Jesus dying 
on the Cross. Now, omitting the alleged sacrifice of t!’e 
divine personage Jesus, the actions cited are not such 
as are peculiar to Christians or to the Christian religi°0- 
People of other religions and of none have done simile 
things. Therefore, Mr. Whitham has no right to clain1 
that such actions reveal the nature of Christian lovC; 
We advise him to try again; his present exposition °* 
Christian love won’t quite do.

Apropos of an evengelical mission at Silkworth, lD 
Durham, a Methodist reporter says that one of th 
most remarkable things that happened was what t 
publican did in his desire to help one of the “  saved- 
He wiped out a debt to avoid the necessity for *. 
man coming to the house to pay it and to show h . 
admiration for the man’s fidelity. Splendid fellow, *ha. 
publican. But we suspect the truth of the matter is *, 
he wiped off the transaction as a bad debt, knoW " 
quite well that the convert’s newly acquired Chris*1® 
conscience wouldn’t prompt its owner to pay a just de

“  Bogeys and Bugbears ”  was the theme of a 
address by the Rev. R. Moffat Gautrey at a rcĈ e 
Fellowship gathering. . He argued that most p^ ol(t 
things one fears never happens. One curious point » 
this address was, no mention was made of the 
headed Holy Bogey with whom the reverend gcnt .^coi1 
pretends to be in direct communication. The 
for the omission might be this. As Mr. Gautre} p‘ -cSt 
an honest living inculcating fear of this the wig 
bogey of all, he perhaps thought a discreet silence 
connection would be his best policy.
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To Correspondents.

Those Subscribers who receive their copy 
°f the “ Freethinker” in a GREEN WRAPPER 

please take it that the renewal of their 
subscription is due. They will abo oblige, if 
they do not want us to continue sending the 
Paper, by notifying us to that effect.
' Freethinker ” E ndowment T rust.— J. E. Fysh (New 
Hebrides), ¿4 16s. 6d.

J' k. Bhatia.—Thanks for interesting letter on the position 
°f Freethonght in India. The general influence of reli
gion 011 national life and on the higher aspects of human 
development are much the same all the world over. Why 
not send us an article dealing with Freethought in India? 
H would prove interesting to our readers, both here and 
111 your own country.

J' Selby.—Pleased to have your good opinion of the Free
thinker. We are also pleased to note that the number 

our readers in the United States is increasing.
H. Cueijrn.—All that is necessary is to send in to the 

headmaster a written request that your child is not to 
receive religious instruction. It does not lie within the 
Power of either the teacher or the Council to decline to 
earry out your wishes. If you have any difficulty, please 
let us know.

C. E elioTT.—Have handed your letter to Mr. Cutner.
J’ H. Burdon.—The term “  Materialist ” has been with many 

SuPplanted by the term “ Mechanist.” But so-long as we 
hear in mind what Materialism stands for, it is literally 
Hue that the whole of modern science is based upon 
Materialism. Your questioner might be content with 
Jacques Uoed and Metchnikoff, both of whom were pro- 
Uounced Materialists, or with Professor Needham, the 
eminent Biochemist, who says that “ the triumph of 
mechanistic biology is undoubted, and it has no serious 
r,vals.” Science is only possible on taking natural pheno
mena as the consequence of calculable forces, and that is 
the very essence of Materialism.

F t>RR— When a Catholic receives a dispensation for divorce 
that should naturally entitle him to be remarried in the 
Church. We have no instances to hand.

•*' Worley.—Doesn’t it strike you that if the evidences for 
the existence of God are so clear there would not be as 
much argument as there is to prove his existence ?

**• Matthew'S.—We are always prepared to send specimen 
c°pies of the Freethinker to any address for six weeks if 

■ 'he postage—threepence— is forwarded.
' H. F ysh .—Pleased to hear from you again. Hope you are 
beeping fit, and free from the Lord’s attentions.

••Freethinker"  is supplied to the trade on sale or 
Ttturn. Any difficulty in securing copies should be at once 
reported to this office.
!c Secular Society, Limited, office is at 62 Farrlngdon 
Sheet, London, E.C.\.
e, National Secular Society’s office is at 62 Farrlngdon 

London, E.C.4.
I‘en the services of the National Secular Society tn connec
tion with Secular Burial Services are required, all com
munications should be addressed to the Secretary, Miss 

M. Vance, giving as long notice as possible, 
hturc Notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, 
~ C-4, by the first post Tuesday, or they will not be
hserted.

° r(ters for literature should be sent to the Business Manager 
°l the Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C-4, 
“mi not to the Ed{tor'
,, Cheques and Postal Orders should be made payable to 

Che Pioneer Press," and crossed "  Midland Bank, Ltd.," 
 ̂ hrkcnwcll Branch.
cttcrs ]or the Editor of the "  Freethinker"  should be 

^addressed to 61 Farrlngdon Street, London, E.C.4. 
r/ends who send us newspapers would enhance the favour 

y barking the passages to which they wish us to call 
Thi^iOH'

" Freethinker"  will be forwarded direct from the pub- 
J n ng office at the following rates (Home and Abroad) :— 

ne year, 15s.; half year, 7s. 6d.; three months, 3s. 9d.

W ' C 1Uau w*10 t® uu<Jer the influence of the last speaker 
hgj/j ‘ “at stability of character without which it is 
Me 0 Steer a straight course through life— Henry Seton 

nnan.

Sugar Plums.

The voting of the Branches has decided Birmingham 
as the meeting-place for the Annual Conference this 
year. The Agenda of the Conference will appear in the 
Freethinker, dated May 9. The morning session will 
be devoted to business resolutions, the afternoon to the 
reading and discussing of papers. In the evening there 
will be the usual public demonstration.

Those who are attending the Conference from a dis
tance, and would like accommodation secured for them, 
should write at once to the General Secretary, stating 
their requirements. We are looking forward to meeting 
many old friends from various parts of the country, 
and also to making the acquaintance of many new ones.

There was a good attendance at the meeting held in 
Essex Hall for the support of the Bill now before 
Parliament for the repeal of the Blasphemy Laws. Canon 
Donaldson occupied the chair, and introduced the object 
of the meeting with an interesting sketch of the philo
sophy of persecution. The resolution affirming support 
of the Bill was proposed by Dr. Copeland Bowie, in a 
neat speech, and was seconded by Mrs. Seaton Tiedeman. 
Mr. Thurtlc, M.P., and Mr. Cohen spoke in support of 
the resolution, and the meeting concluded with a vote 
of thanks, moved by Mrs. Bradlaugh Bonner and 
seconded by Mr. Frederick Verinder. The resolution, 
on being put to the meeting, was carried with a single 
dissentient— a young man— who may take a better view 
of things as he grows older.

Unfortunately Mr. G. Lansbury, M.P., and Dr. Salter, 
M.P., were both prevented from being present, but sent 
letters warmly supporting the meeting. Letters of re
gret were also received from Lord Parmoor and Mr. 
Harry Snell, M.P. If only the Bill can get properly 
before Parliament we fancy it would receive more sup
port than most people imagine. When it will get a 
chance of a second reading is more than anyone is able 
to say.

Mr. Thurtlc, in the course of his speech, referred to 
the number supporting the Bill being much larger than 
he had expected, and mentioned that at each of his 
election campaigns he had been questioned by some of 
his constituents as to his attitude with regard to the 
Blasphemy Laws. That is a hint we should like all 
Freethinkers to take. No man nor woman who stands 
for Parliament should fail to elicit a candidate’s opinion 
on the matter. If we wish the Blasphemy Laws re
pealed we must see to it that their existence is kept 
before the public, and that candidates for Parliament 
are made aware of what these laws are.

The New Leader for April 23 publishes a very good 
article by Mr. H. W. Nevinson, in favour of the abolition 
of the Blasphemy I.aws. We hope that the article will 
have the effect of inducing members of the Labour Party, 
both the leaders and the rank and file, to pay attention 
to the removal of these monstrous survivals. There is 
no subject that should more concern genuine reformers 
than that of securing complete freedom of thought and 
expression.

Those in favour of a civilized Sunday have achieved 
a great triumph, and the advocates of the continuation 
of the “ taboo” day received a set back by the decision of 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners to permit .Sunday games 
in the open spaces under their control in and near 
London. It has taken a long while to bring this about, 
and marks the concluding stage of a fight which was 
initiated by Freethinkers, and in which Freethinkers 
have always played a leading part. It is to Puri
tanical influence that we owe tlie institution and perpetu
ation of a “  Sabbath ”  that has done more to demoralize
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tlie young of each generation than anything else that 
one could name. The Cycle of Energy.

Naturally, the permission is accompanied by certain 
restrictions. No paid labour is to be employed, no games 
are to take place on a ground that is near a Church, 
and no play till the afternoon. One cannot expect every
thing at once, and the rule that the playing-grounds 
must not be near a Church, adds the touch of humbug 
that appears to be inseparable from anything associated 
with religion in a modem community. We shall be 
interested in noting the comments of the Dissenting 
preachers on this departure. After telling us for so long 
that the secret of England’s greatness depended upon 
the Bible and the Sunday, it will be quite amusing to 
find them accusing the Ecclesiastical Commissioners of 
working for the ruin of the country.

The Wolverhampton Express and Star recently invited 
a number of well-known local men to each write an 
article on “  My Guiding Principles.”  Among those in
vited was Mr. William Pratt, long known for his out
spoken championship of Atheism. Mr. Pratt wrote an 
excellent article, vigorous, logical, and straightforward. 
He confessed that the change in his opinions dated from 
hearing a couple of Freethought lectures from Mrs. 
Annie Besant and G. W. Foote. The tone and quality 
of his article may be judged from the following excerpt :

Atheism is something more than a negation of 
Theism. It has furnished a foundation for morals and 
a philosophy for the guidance of man. It teaches that 
all our duties are here; that all our obligations must 
be directed towards sentient beings; that the rubbish
ing gods must be left to themselves; that sincerity, 
patience, intelligence, the spirit of investigation, the 
collection of every fact, of every truth, and the cour
age to present one’s honest conclusions to the world 
is the highest wisdom.

Compare this ethic in our positive philosophy of 
existence with the Christian scheme of things which 
permits a man to live a life ot intellectual sloth or 
villainy, and to resort to all forms of rascality, and 
at last—at the “  eleventh hour ”—to receive “ salva
tion.”

Faugh 1 While I breathe, whilst I can hold a pen 
or speak a word, whenever opportunity affords I will 
do what I can to educate my fellows by destroying 
ignorance, which is the mother of devotion—of super
naturalism—because I know that supernatural worship 
possesses a very dose relationship to all forms of 
personal and social vice.

But I want it to be known that the scientific Atheist 
opposes nothing that is good in any creed. I only 
attack that which is ignorant, cruel, and absurd, and 
my attacks are ever launched in the interests of human 
liberty and for the sake of human happiness. These 
are my guiding principles.

Mr. Pratt’s article brought forth the usual shoal of re
plies, including a couple of special articles from Professor 
G. L. McKenzie. These were, in turn, replied to by Mr. 
Pratt, although the editor was unable to allow him the 
space he required. Still, it was something to have got 
the first article in, and things are moving when the 
editor of a newspaper asks a recognized Atheist to con
tribute to such a discussion. Other papers, finding 
nothing terrible happens when the Freethought case is 
presented, may pluck up courage and follow suit. Per
haps we may find even a London editor imitating the 
good example set. We understand that many letters 
were sent in protesting against such an article being 
allowed to appear, but one must expect that. The 
average Christian has only one idea on the matter, and 
that is suppression. We congratulate the editor of the 
Express on his sense of fair play, and Mr. Pratt on the 
quality of his article.

The system which begins by making mental indolence 
a virtue and intellectual narrowness a part of sanctity, 
ends by putting a premium on something too like 
hypocrisy.— Lord Morley.

III.

(Concluded from page 267.) 

Chemical E nergy .

I have often said that the animal body is a physical 
machine kept in operation like any other machine 
by consuming energy. And in the ordinary meaning 
of the term, physical, the statement is quite correct: 
The etymological root of the word means “  nature.’ 
In that sense, it is just equivalent to “ material’ ! 
and all we denote by the epithet is, that nothing 
beyond the resources of Nature is called upon to 
work the "  living mill.”  This contention is fully 
borne out by the mechanistic nature of the bodily 
machine, which reveal the fact that the “  skill ”  and 
proficiency displayed in the manifold devices of struc
ture met therein, are all in strict accord with the 
mechanics of solids, liquids, and gases : Its levers, 
pulleys, pumps, bellows, fulcrums, tubes, or grinders, 
all exemplifying the principles of the science of force- 
Moreover, the specific properties and texture of the 
materials elaborated by the living plasm to serve as 
bone, teeth, membrane, skin, nails, hair, tendon, 
ligament, or cartilage, are rigid, hard, tough, elastic, 
flexible, rough, smooth, thick, thin, solid, or hollow, 
just as the mechanical function of the organ, imple* 
ment, or tissue demand.

When, however, the study and practice of alcheiny 
came out of its chrysalis, metamorphosed as chemis
try, the terms, “ mechanical”  and “ physical,”  aC' 
quired restricted and specific meanings. Mechanics 
change, physical change, and chemical change cam*- 
to stand for different modifications : the first denoted 
molar changes; the second, molecular, and the third, 
changes of constitution. Simultaneously the term5 
came to denote different orders of energy. If the source 
of the energy is gravitational or heat it is said to he 
physical; if it attends a change of composition an< 
the substance thereby loses its identity, it is com 
sidered to belong to a totally different order and lS 
called chemical energy.

What makes a living organism differ lolo caelo from 
all artificial machines, is the fact that the latter arc 
all worked by mechanical force, derived from somc 
natural source, whereas the animal body in all 
systems— muscular, alimentary, and nervous—-,s
directly operated by the energy associated with chem1' 
cal change. Chemical energy, as such, is wholly 
impotent to work piston, lever, crank, or pinion; 
has first to undergo conversion into one of its physl" 
cal forms. And no mechanism but a muscle can 
operated directly by chemical energy so as to producC 
movement. Thus, the animal body as a machine lS 
sui generis; and though it is quite correct to deserm 
it as a physical mechanism, it would be wholly inC°r 
rect to say that it is operated by physical cnerg)’ 
Though possibly 95 per cent, or more of the eiicrP_ 
that works all artificial machines is derived ‘ r° 
chemical sources— coal, oil, or vegetation, yet it 11 
all to be converted first into the molecular energ 
of gases, then into molar energy of piston, fly-whe > 
and moving mass— the attribute of inertia play1 c 
its due part in each transformation; or it must assn 
the form of an electrical current. ^

I should perhaps here enter a warning against 
ignorant and misleading assumption that electric 
is a form of energy. It is no more a form of en 
than is the Pacific Ocean. But as the waters of 
Pacific can be made to acquire energy by ” 
evaporated and lifted to the clouds, so may electric* 
by having its two elements divorced from each o
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become a form of energy, which, by the by, surpasses 
all others in its transmissibility.

Now, the character or the attribute of being trans
missible is a dividing line between physical and 
chemical energy. Physical energy can be transmitted 
to a distant point by shaft, belt, cable, or cog-wheels. 
The energy of the water-wheel or turbine is outside 
the mill it works, or, if converted into an electrical 
form, it may operate an industry two hundred miles 
from the spot where it was developed, as is done at 
Niagara.

But chemical energy is not susceptible of trans
mission; it is available only at the spot or point where 
't is developed and released. For that very reason, 
the energy-yielding materials, or foodstuffs, on which 
the animal subsists, is not made to part with its 
^ergy outside the body by being burnt, as is the 
case with all artificial machines. On the contrary, 
’t has to be eaten— masticated, digested, assimilated, 
and circulated to the inmost recesses of every organ, 
8land, and tissue throughout the body. This is the 
Secret of its miraculous capacity for developing 
mechanical power and effect locomotion. It is re
used in situ— in the muscular fibril itself— and com- 
bpls the fibre by its katabolic products to increase its 
diameter and, by a geometrical necessity, to shorten 
'Is length and move the bone to which it is attached.

The alimentary system is essentially a chemical 
/ ’stem; and the neural is probably ultra chemical—
•e• electronic.

What gives the bodily machine its spontaneity of 
movement— a movement that is wholly unstereotyped 
111 Character— is due (1) to the fact that its muscular 
system is thus operated directly by chemical energy;

to the multiplicity of muscles in the body which, 
"minding the involuntary ones, are probably not far 
short of three hundred, and all operated, not by a 
s'ngle shaft, but independently by the cerebral bat- 
tery; and (3) to the irregular, capricious, or fitful way 

la* inpulses from this central organ reaches the 
muscles bidding them to contract. In the case of sub- 
_'Utnan life, much of this fitfulncss is due to the 
mreguiarity with which impressions are made upon 

senses.
f t  a previous article I drew attention to the fact 

. laf the living machine had no objective other than 
^'t and the species to which it belongs, i.e. had no 

^batieous purpose. I must now supplement that 
atement with another of equal significance— viz. 
lat the source of its energy is likewise within the 
r̂Kanism. There is no external water-wheel, fire 
" boiler, petrol tank, storage battery, or any 

/""valent outside the body, generating energy to 
°rk it. The energy-yielding foodstuff is evenly dis- 

Jbuted within the mechanism. Moreover, not only 
Bie source of its energy embodied in the very 

li^ tia l which forms it and has the perpetuity of its

but’

 ̂ ‘Ms store of chemical energy out of the
sti^mal which embodied it. The living organism b 

5 Is a self-contained system, forming within itself 
„ ^ ’"iplete cycle. Living substance alone could pro- 
]etCC SUcB a machine. A  physically operateti one, 
Q ^ be complexity of its mechanism pass human 
g() "rehensi°n, would be as stereotyped as a liurdy-

y> externally repeating the same tune.
K eridon .

itij, £°verness was telling licr small charge of the mak 
iv(Jrs(\ a golden calf by the Israelites, of the Israelite 
boy ¡"mg it— “ Ami I suppose,”  remarked the littl 
" t! ‘ that God was cross." ”  Veiy cross indeed. 

so>”  be said,
''bed."— r ctt mage.

' anyone else would hav

Abner Kneeland’s Trial.

T he C ase O utlived  Counsel for A ccused, W ho 
T hen Conducted H is Own Defence.

In the Boston Public Library there is a volume once 
the property of the William Lloyd Garrison family, 
of which the following is the title page, as reproduced 
in a late number of the Boston Globe : —

SPEECH
of

ABNER KNEELAND 
Delivered before the full Bench of Judges 

of the
’ SUPREME COURT 
In His Own Defence 

For the Alleged Crime of 
BLASPHEMY 

Law Term, March 8, 1836 
Boston :

Published by J. Q. Adams,
1836

An account of the Kneeland blasphemy case, ap
parently drawn from this rare volume, is contributed 
to the Globe by Carlyle H. Holt. The Truthseeker 
has in its library a book that contains the speeches 
of the prosecutor, one S. D. Parker, and of the de
fence, Andrew Dunlap, printed in 1834, but not the 
1836 volume with Mr. Kneeland’s speech in it. In 
his Globe article, after stating that “  the case lingered 
in Massachusetts courts for four years, at last reach
ing the supreme court, which confirmed the sentence 
of Mr. Kneeland, one judge dissenting, to a sentence 
of sixty days in jail,”  Mr. Holt says : —

Those four years, from January, 1834, when Mr. 
Kneeland first went to trial in the local court in 
Boston, to April, 1S38, when the Supreme Court 
handed down its decision, must have been exciting 
years. Both sides resorted to pamphleteering. Mr. 
Kneeland was supported by a small but militant 
minority, and his opponents, chiefly devout church
goers, fought with all the determination of people 
whose most sacred principles have been violated.

In the Bimba case this decision of the Supreme 
Court was several times referred to as the authori
tative interpretation of the blasphemy law. The 
decision in the Kneeland case delivered by Chief Jus
tice Lemuel Shaw and concurred in by two of the 
other three justices, not only interpreted the law 
against spoken blasphemy but also against printed 
blasphemy, since Mr. Kneeland’s offence had been 
to print articles considered “ blasphemous and ob
scene,”  and, therefore, the defence had urged as a 
defence that any prosecution meant an infringement 
of the freedom of the press.

A  summary of the decision assists the understand
ing of the case. This summary is as follows : —

The statute is not intended to prohibit the fullest 
enquiry and freest discussion for all honest and fair 
purposes, one of which is the discovery of truth ; 
nor to prevent the simple and sincere avowal of the 
disbelief in any existence and attributes of a 
supreme, intelligent being upon suitable and proper 
occasions; nor to prevent or restrain the formation 
of any religious opinions or the professing of any 
religious sentiments whatever; but it is intended to 
punish a denial of God made with bad intent, and 
in a manner calculated to give just offence; and 
with this construction the statute is not repugnant 
to the second article of the Bill of Rights, which 
declares that no subject shall be hurt, molested, 
or restrained for his religious professions or senti
ments provided he does not disturb the peace or 
obstruct others in their religious worship.

This statute (when applied to printed blasphemy) 
is not repugnant to the 16th article of the Bill of
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Rights which declares that the liberty of the press 
ought not to be restrained.

This article was intended to secure to the citizens 
the general liberty of publishing without the 
previous licence of any officer of the Government, 
but not to restrain the legislative power in relation 
to the punishment of injuries to individuals, or of 
the disturbance of the peace, by malicious false
hoods or obscene or profane publications or exhibi
tions.

That ended the Kneeland case, and for almost one 
hundred years it has remained as the final word on 
the subject. It was the calm after the storm. Or 
more likely oil on troubled waters. From the time 
Mr. Kneeland first went on trial, in January, 1834, 
until long after his case was decided he was the 
centre of a raging controversy, perhaps the fore
runner of the evolution controversy which later was 
to cause so much heart searching and difference of 
opinion.

But, although evolution had not been thought of 
in 1834, the French Revolution and Voltaire had 
loosed a collection of ideas that caused as much 
bitter difference of opinion. Mr. Kneeland, the sixty- 
year-old minister of austere life, was not accused of 
being an evolutionist, but he was accused of being a 
Socialist, an Atheist, and an advocate of birth con
trol.

Robert Owen, one of the originators of the 
Socialist movement, was his prophet. Owen had be-* 
gun experiments in community enterprises and by 
his writings was spreading the doctrine of his radical 
theories. In Boston Mr. Kneeland appears to have 
been the leader in the dissemination of his ideas.

The former minister is described in one of the 
pamphlets printed in his defence as an “  apostle of a 
sect calling themselves the Free Inquirers and stig
matized in the newspapers as the followers of Owen 
and Family W right.”

This “  sect ”  conducted a weekly newspaper, called 
the Boslon Investigator, of which Mr. Knceland was 
editor. Three articles appearing in the issue of 
December 20, 1833, were the basis of the charge 
brought against the man. One of the articles was a 
satire on the practice of prayer, in which God was 
represented, in the likeness of Gen. Andrew Jackson, 
as a bewildered old gentleman overwhelmed by floods 
of contradictory, urgent, and futile prayers pouring 
in on him from all sides. The Old Gentleman, it 
was said, knew not which way to turn and was so 
confused by the nature and number of these appeals 
that he found it impossible to do anything about any 
of them.

The second article was a quotation from the writ
ings of Voltaire, and the third was a profession of 
his beliefs by Mr. Kneeland. The latter, on which 
he was really prosecuted, read as follows: —

UniverSalists believe in a God which I do dot 
but believe that their God, with all his moral 
attributes (aside from Nature itself) is nothing 
more than a chimera of their own imagination. Uni- 
versalists believe in Christ, which I do not, but 
believe that the whole story concerning him is as 
much a fable and a fiction as that of the god 
Fromelheus, the tragedy of whose death is said to 
have been acted in a theatre in Athens 500 hundred 
years before the Christian era.

UniversaHsts believe in miracles, which I do not; 
but believe that every pretension to them can be 
accounted for on natural principles or else is to be 
attributed to mere trick and imposture.

Universalists believe in the resurrection of the 
dead, in immortality, which I do not; but believe 
that all life is mortal, that death i3 an eternal ex
tinction of life to the person Who possesses it, and 
that no individual life is, ever was, or ever will be 
eternal.

Among the ministers of Boston and their flocks 
the first article aroused auger, and the second fury, 
but the third challenged them. Mr. Kneeland was 
arrested. A t his trial he expressly disavowed being 
an Atheist, and there were lengthy arguments by 
counsel over the first of Mr. Kneeland’s statements 
whether by “  a ”  god he meant any god or only the 
Universalists’ God.

Four days the trial lasted, three of these being 
used by Andrew Dunlap, Mr. Kneeland’s counsel, 
in a “  splendid oration ”  in his client’s defence. Mr- 
Dunlap talked from noon Tuesday until 4 o’clock 
the following Friday afternoon. Then the judge 
charged the jury, admonishing them, among other 
things, to remember that no nation founded oli 
Atheism had been able to endure, and pointing out 
that the experiment had just been tried by one of the 
“  most polished nations in Europe.”

A  few minutes later the jury brought in a verdict 
of guilty. Mr. Kneeland was given 90 days in ja»' 
He appealed.

At his second trial the following May the saiue 
ground was gone over, but not with the same result- 
This time the jury disagreed, standing eleven to one 
for conviction. At this point it is probable that 
accusations of jury fixing began to be heard, f°r 
in a subsequent pamphlet attacking the Free I'1' 
quirers it was said that eleven of the jury agreed 
on a verdict of guilty in ten minutes.

“  The dissentient juror,”  the pamphlet continues, 
“  was a personal and political friend of the defen' 
dant’s counsel. He did not regularly belong on that 
jury and was put there by means of Mr. Dunlap s 
exertions.”

This juror subsequently issued a statement defend
ing his course, but, unfortunately, it has been lost-

The next time the case was tried, in November, 
1835, Mr. Knecland was again convicted, and given 
sixty days, and then ensued three years of delay 
before the case got to the Supreme Court. In the 
meantime Mr. Dunlap died and the defendant under
took his own defence. The Supreme Court rulin'# 
has already been cited.

Generally the argument of the defence was the 
same, although many ramifying issues were argued 
on both sides, that the Constitution guaranteed free' 
dom of religion and the severance of Church and 
State, and, therefore, a conviction of Mr. Knecland 
would be a violation of his constitutional rights and 
an abandonment of the old policy of the separate11 
of Church and State. It was further argued that the 
freedom of the press would be controverted should 
the publication of the articles be punished.

To these arguments it was answered that the de
fendant and his followers had not been content t° 
profess their own beliefs, but had gone out of then 
way to attack the religious convictions and faith 0 
others, in a manner offensive and annoying. ,

In the meantime Mr. Kneeland, as a disciple 0 
Robert Owen, had been accused of advocating 
Socialism and birth control, and a further accusati0" 
that he did not believe in the institution of marring0. 

Regarding these accusations Mr. Knceland has 1°^ 
behind, in a pamphlet written by himself in his 
defence, a description of himself. He said to the 
ju r y :—  t

Gentlemen, I am aware it is a delicate subje° 
for a man to speak in his own defence on the s« 
ject of morality. But it is sometimes neccssarU 
and is always just. Hence in this respect I b»v 
nothing to fear. For I do not hesitate to say ibag 
in point of moral purity (making all due allowa^ 
for human frailty), I stand before yon like a If’ 
oak that has braved the storms of more than ' 
winters and yet remains unscathed.
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Mr. Kneeland, defending himself from the charges 
for which he was under trial, ridiculed the presump
tion of men who considered it necessary to protect 
God from the attacks of a mere man.

What finally became of the aged rebel after his 
trial was over is not recorded. Except as a “  case ”  
recorded in the law records, and as a centre of a 
storm that blew mightily in its day, trace of him 
lias vanished.

Here ends the information of Mr. Holt, the Globe’s 
c°ntributor. The annals of Freethought contain no 
rrrore of Mr. Kneeland than that soon after serving 
his term in prison, at which time he was sixty-two 
years of age, he resigned the editorship of the Investi- 
gator to Horace Seaver, who had taken care of it 
Wide his chief was in jail, and retired to Salubria, 
f°wa, then a Territory, and died August 27, 1844. 
leaver continued as editor for more than fifty years, 
^ying at the age of 79 in 1889. The Investigator, 
jmder the editorship of Lemuel K . Washburn 
T . K. W.), ran until about 1895, when it merged 
'vith the Truthseeker.— Truthseeker (New York).

Slavery in Scotland.

: ''Avery in Scotland lias been the subject of an interest- 
lng controversy since a recent statement by Lord Oxford 

Asquith that, as a domestic institution, it was 
* aibped out in Christian Europe by the end of the 
"elfth century. At that period scarcely a Scottish cot- 
age was without its English slave, and although slaves 

Scots origin were at the same time common in 
Mthern England the balance was in favour of Scotland 
ter Bannockburn. In both countries the slaves were 

âptives made in war or Border forays. Long after 
e twelfth century, however, a condition of serfdom ortir

Sia’very existed among the miners and salters of Scot- 
p"'\> and it was not till May 23, 1775, that an Act of 

arlianient was passed setting them free. This Act 
'Mealed a law passed by the old Scottish Parliament in 

°”> by which every man who once went to work in a 
¡Mlniine was bound to labour in it all his life as a 

llecessary servant.”  If he tried to run away but was 
?auglit he was tried and punished as a thief; and if the 
,a,1d on which the pit stood was sold he was sold with 

J'ke any of the machinery.
j serfdom, however, had a much feebler hold on Scot- 
. than on England, and it was confined to these two 
M istrial classes. It was, perhaps, because he lived 

an East Lothian community, where the collieries 
Pi Sâ w°rks had their oldest establishments, that 

^cher of Saltoun was led to make his curious pro- 
3,, s.al for j.|]e enlargement of the enslaved community.
Ï1
the

hs5 was contained in the Second Discourse Concerning 
Affairs of Scotland, written in 1698, in which he

j^Posed that hospitals should be provided for old and 
j Cde beggars, and that the “  working classes ”  and
Unless beggars should be employed as domestic 

y'lVcs> while the dangerous ruffians should be sent to
venio,
ttlQi: e “  to serve in the galleys against the common 

"y  of Christendom.”  The most tragic aspect of 
^M ry as it affected Scotland was that which is en- 
tv/«>Cd in the old Scots song, of which the following 

0 plaintive verses describe the condition of slaves, 
.bly ’prentice lads, or well-behaved citizens, sold to 

planters : —
are yokit in a plow, and wearied sair enow;

\V;. In the land of Virginia, O,
“w yoke upon our neck, till our hearts are like to break, 

tyi And, O, but I’m weary, weary, O.
e,i We’re called home to meat, there’s little there to cat, 

We. In the land of Virginia, O;
rc whipt at every meal, and our backs are never heal, 

And, O, but I’m weary, weary, O.
— Glasgow Herald.

mind in a sound body is a short but full 
r'Ption of a happy state in this world.—John Locke.

Correspondence.

CHRISTIAN SCIENCE.
To the E ditor of the “  F reethinker.”

S ir ,— May I be allowed space officially to reply to the 
open-minded, though rather satirical, remarks of Mr. 
Joseph Bryce on the advancing movement of Christian 
Science, and its leader, Annie C. Bill?

Mrs. Bill does not maintain that “  Mrs. Eddy was 
mistaken ”  when she said that “  God had been graci
ously preparing “  her ”  for the reception of this final 
revelation of the absolute divine Principle of scientific 
mental healing (S & H 107, 3), but she maintains that 
this was the “  final ”  conclusion which Mrs. Eddy her
self came to, after investigating all the various channels 
of mortal belief which eventually disclosed their “  feeble 
sense of the infinite law of God ”  (Mis. 172, 19).

The new generation of physicists arc undoubtedly 
arriving at a similar conclusion in every department 
of so-called “ natural science” ; these discoverers in the 
realm of objective phenomena are not, however, by any 
means willing to admit that evolution (creation) ceases 
at this point, but rather that it is, according to spiritual 
perception— which is the only “  faithful and true witness, 
the beginning of thé creation (evolution) of God ”  (Rev. 
iii. 14).

A successor in spiritual discovery cannot be nominated 
according to the methods of “  General Booth,”  any more 
than an Edison, or Bell could have nominated Marconi 
as the successor in the further development of the tele
phone. If this method could have been adopted, Mrs. 
Eddy would have doubtless have made use of it, and 
nominated one of her students, or the body of five direc
tors, as her successor, as she admitted all through her 
writings that “  the successive utterances of reformers 
are essential ”  (Mess. 01, 30). The fact that she did not 
do so is significant when reviewing the disasters that 
have overtaken the “  Mother Church organization ”  
since 1910.

Mrs. Eddy very thoroughly “  understood the meaning 
of Christian Science,”  but she affirmed that it could not 
be generally understood, until demonstrated. Mrs. Bill 
has made this demonstration possible through a strict 
adherence and implicit obedience to the rules and by
laws laid down by Mary Baker Eddy in her Manual, to 
impel the scientific evolution of her Church through 
active, living leadership.

Just as a dynamo is necessary to maintain light 
through the power of electricity, and darkness results 
if this dynamic supply is cut oft, so spiritual and moral 
darkness was inevitable in the “  Mother Church ”  
organization when disconnected from advancing dis
covery.

This disconnection occurred in the field of Christian 
Science on December 3, 1910, but the leaven of truth 
which was hidden by Mary Baker Eddy in her “  model ”  
Manual was again “  spiritually discerned, understood, 
and demonstrated by Annie C. Bill, and the Christian 
Science Parent Church of the New Generation is the 
practical outcome of this demonstration.

Mrs. Bill does not regard her revelation as “  final,”  
but re-echoes the words of Mary Baker Eddy : “  What 
remains to lead on the centuries and reveal my suc
cessor is man in the image and likeness of the Father- 
Mother God, man the generic term for mankind ”  (My. 
347, 2). John F. F eu.owes,

RELIGION AND BUSINESS.
S ir ,— T he letter reproduced in “  Acid Drops ”  of April 

25 from the Clerk, in reference to the C.W.S. applying 
a religious test to an applicant for a berth, will not sur
prise anyone who is at all acquainted with their policy 
and methods. The writer of the letter suggests that 
“  one expects better things of the C.W .S.”  On the con
trary, I submit that it is just what one might expect 
from an institution which invites Christian bishops to 
tickle the ears of its annual Congresses with pious plati
tudes. It is not by any means an isolated instance of 
their petty tyranny. A lady of my acquaintance who 
had served the C.W.S. faithfully and well for a long
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term of years, and whose forbears had been pioneers of 
the movement, was quietly told that she would lose 
her situation and be turned into the street, unless she 
would submit to be dictated to as to the spending of 
her earnings. I could fill the Freethinker with such 
cases of mean and petty tyranny in almost every depart
ment of their activities. Whoever claims the honour of 
being the father of the Co-operative movement has little 
reason to be proud of his progeny.

Joseph Bryce.

Society News.

SALE AND EXCHANGE.

This column Is limited to advertisements from private 
individuals only. Letters may, if it is so desired, be ad
dressed to the Box Number, cfo “ Freethinker“  Office- 
Advertising rates 6d. for first line, every additional line 4“-

FOR SA LE.
SOLID Leather Hat Case for 3 hats; Bramah lock; g00'' 

condition; 12s. 6d.—M., c/o Freethinker Office, 61 Barring" 
don Street, E.C.4.

SOLID Cowhide Leather Expanding Travelling Bag, by J- 
Pound & Co.; in excellent condition; £2 10s.—M., c/o 
Freethinker Office, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4.

MANCHESTER BRANCH N.S.S.
At the ninth Annual Meeting of the Manchester 

Branch, held on April 11, Mr. F. E. Monks was re
elected President for the eighth time, Mr. Collins was 
re-elected Secretary and Treasurer, and Mr. Greenall 
Literature Secretary. The Vice-Presidents were re
elected en bloc. Messrs. Monks and Collins were elected 
as Conference Delegates, and Messrs. Bayford, Bentley, 
Cohen, Rosetti, Seferian, and Unsworth, Mrs. Rosetti 
and Miss Unsworth were elected as Committee members. 
A Social Committee was elected, consisting of Messrs. 
Greenall and Unsworth and Mrs. Ballard, with power to 
co-opt. The balance-sheet, showing a small balance, 
was presented and adopted after the Auditor’s report, 
stating the accounts were in order, had been read. The 
Branch is indebted to the Social Committee and the 
Literature Secretary for their efforts, which have materi
ally assisted in enabling us to finish the year with a 
cash balance. Despite fewer lectures the proceeds from 
literature sales w-ere greater, and this was in part due 
to the generosity of a friend (who desired to remain 
anonymous) who had given the Branch a large amount 
of old literature which had so far realised over £2. It 
is hoped that other members and friends might follow 
this example. The retiring officials were thanked for 
their services, and this concluded the meeting.—W11. 
Coli.ins, Hon. Sec.

NORTH LONDON BRANCH N.vS.S.
We brought our indoor meetings to a close last Sun

day with a thought-provoking address from Mr. George 
Ives, which evoked several questions and an interesting 
discussion. Mr. George Bedborough, now happily re
covered from his recent illness, took the chair. The bad 
weather was no doubt responsible in a large degree for 
the comparatively small audience. To-day (May 2) 
Mr. George Whitehead opens our summer season in 
Regent’s Park at 6 p.m. We hope North Londoners will 
rally round and give us a good “ kick-off.”— K. B. IL

v
Last Poem.

SUNDAY L E C T U R E  NOTICES, Etc.

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

LONDON.
I ndoor.

South L ondon E thical Society (Oliver Goldsmith School,
Peckham Road, S.E.) : 7, Dr. C. W. Saleebv, “ The Things 
We Live By.”

South P lace E thical Society (South Place, Moorgatt;
E.C.a) : 11, C. Delisle Burns, M.A., D.Lit., “ Disarmament.

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

Fountain) : 6.15, Mr. H. Constable, a Lecture.
Non-Political Metropolitan Secular Society (Hy^c 

Park) : Every Tuesday and Thursday at 7.30; Sunday at 1 h 
3.30, and 6.30; Lecturers—Messrs. Hart, Howell Smith, B.A’ 
Hyatt, Le Maine, and Saphin.

North L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Regent’s Park, near the 
Fountain) : 6, a Lecture.

South L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Brockwell Park) : 3,
J. J. Darby, a Lecture; 6, Mr. J. Hart, a Lecture.

W est H am Branch N.S.S. (outside the Technical Inst!" 
tute, Romford Road, Stratford, E.) : 7, Mr. R. H. Rosed1’ 
a Lecture. Monday until Friday, May 3 to 7, at 7.45, Mr. o- 
Whitehead.

T H E  D IRECT T A X -P A Y E R S ’ ASSOCIATION-
INCOME TAX SPECIALISTS.

Trade books written up and balanced. Minimum Jnco*® 
Assessed. Appeals conducted. Overpayments recover ■ 
Business men in difficulties with the Taxes Dept, shoo 
write to A nderson, ji Salisbury Road, E.7.

u  'T 'H E  H YD E PA R K  FORUM .” — A  Satire on ¡‘J 
I  Speakers and Frequenters. Should be read by a 

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

H e set his battle in array, and thought 
To carry all before him, since he fought 
For Truth, whose likeness was to him revealed; 
Whose claim he blazoned on his battle-shield;
But found in front, impassably opposed,
The World against him, with its ranks all closed,
He fought, he fell, he failed to win the day,
But led to Victory another way.
For Truth it seemed in very person came 
And took liis hand, and they two in one flame 
Of dawn divinely through the darkness passed;
Her breath far mightier than the battle-blast.
And here or there men caught a glimpse of grace, 
A moment’s flash of her immortal face,
And turned to follow, till the battle-ground 
Transformed Avith foemen slowly facing round 
To fight for Truth, so lately held accursed,
As if they had been Her champions from the first. 
Only a change of front, and he who had led 
Was left behind with Her forgotten dead.

Gerald Massey.

BOOK BARGAINS

THE ETHIC OF FREETHOUGHT, by K arl YU **0*’ 
F.R.S. Price 5s. 6d., postage 6d. j(

A CANDID EXAMINATION OF THEISM, by "  PhYSI«̂ 9 
(G. J. R omanes). Price 3s. 6d., postage 4d.

LIFE AND EVOLUTION, by F. W. H eadley. Price 4»- 
postage 6d.

KAFIR SOCIALISM AND THE DAWN OF INDIVIDUAL 
ISM, by Dudley K id d . Price 3s., postage 6d.

T he Pioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C-4-

UNW ANTED CHILDREN
In a Civilized Community there should he 11 

U N W A N T E D  Children.
For Lilt of Birth-Control Requisite« send ljd . stamp t0

J. R. HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantage, BerkBbl*6'
(Established nearly Forty Years.)
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THE SECULAR SOCIETY, Ltd.

Company Limited by Guárante».

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

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

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

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

The liability of members is limited to £1, in case the 
Society should ever be wound up.

All who j0in the Society participate in the control of its 
bBsiness and the trusteeship of its resources. It is expressly 
Provided in the Articles of Association that no member, as 
'Uch, shall derive any sort of profit from the Society, either 
7 way of dividend, bonus, or interest.
The Society’s affairs are managed by an elected Board of

bin
but

ectors, one-third of whom retire (by ballot),' each year, 
are eligible for re-election.

Friends desiring to benefit the Society are invited to make 
"̂ nations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s favour in 
•bcir wills. The now historic decision of the House of Lords 
n re Bowman and Others v. the Secular Society, Limited, in 
,9i7. a verbatim report of which may be obtained from its 
Publishers, the Pioneer Press, or from the Secretary, makes 
lt iuite impossible to set aside such bequests.

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a sufficient form of 
equest 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 
*aid 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 

.* formally notified of such bequests, as wills sometimes get 
£st or mislaid. A form of membership, with full particu- 
yrs> will be sent on application to the Secretary, Miss E. M 

*Nc*. 6a Earringdon Street, London, E.C.4.

Pioneer press publications

REALISTIC a p h o r i s m s  a n d  p u r p l e  
PATCH ES.

 ̂ Collected by A rth ur  F allo w s, M .A.
C *  who enjoy brief pithy sayings, conveying in a few 
¡Ss 3 what so often takes pages to tell, will appreciate the 
Mi/ °. a book of this character. It gives the essence of 
UVô .virile thinkers of many ages have to say on life, while 
l8 ding sugary commonplaces and stale platitudes. There 
v ^ r i a l  for an essay on every page, and a thought-pro- 
f0ter every paragraph. Those who are on the look out 

4 suitable gift-book that is a little out of the 01 dinary 
will find here what they are seeking.

32o pP-i Cloth Gilt, 53., by post 5s. 5d.; Paper Covers, 
33. 6d., by post 3s. io^d.

ESSA YS IN  FR EETH IN K IN G .
B y C hapman Cohen.

■' Psychology and Saffron Tea—Christianity and the
the |V,t* °f the Fittest—A Bible Barbarity—Shakespeare and 
Visi(fW -A  Case of Libel—Monism and Religion—Spiritual 
V - O u r  Early Ancestor—Professor Huxley and the Bible 
rtiaL ey’8 Nemesis—Praying for Rain—A Famous Witch
App ''Christmas Trees and Tree Gods—God’s Children—The 
»Hi t1 lo God—An Old Story—Religion and Labour—Disease 
Cojj, Religion—Seeing the Past—Is Religion of Use ?—On 

Ptomise—Hymns for Infants—Religion and the Young.

Cloth Gilt, 2S. 6d., postage 2 j^ l.

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

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

By C. F. V olney.
A New Edition, being a Revised Translation with Introduc
tion by G eorge Underwood, Portrait, Astronomical Charts, 

and Artistic Cover Design by H. CuTNER.

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

better edition has been issued.

THEISM  OR ATH EISM ?
By C hapman Cohen.

Contents : P art I.—An E xamination of T heism . Chapter 
I.—What is God ? Chapter II.—The Origin of the Idea of 
God. Chapter III.—Have we a Religious Sense ? Chapter 
IV.—The Argument from Existence. Chapter V.—The Argu
ment from Causation. Chapter VI.—The Argument from 
Design. Chapter VII.—The Disharmonies of Nature. Chapter 
VIII.—God and Evolution. Chapter IX.—The Problem of

Pain.
Part II.—Substitutes for A theism. Chapter X.—A Ques
tion of Prejudice. Chapter XI.—What is Atheism ? Chapter 
XII.—Spencer and the Unknowable. Chapter XIII.—Agnos
ticism. Chapter XIV.—Atheism and Morals. Chapter XV.— 

Atheism Inevitable.

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

CH R ISTIA N ITY AND CIVILIZATION .
A Chapter from

Fhe History of the Intellectual Development of Europe.

By John W illiam  D raper, M .D ., L L.D .

Price 2d., postage J6d.

RELIGION AND SEX .
Studies in the Pathology of Religious Development. 

By Chapman Coiien .

Price 6s., postage 6d.

COMMUNISM AND CHRISTIANISM .
By B ishop W . Montgomery B row n , 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.

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

point of the New Psychology.
By C hapman Coiien .

This is an attempt to re-interpret the fact of death with its 
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 ijtid.; Cloth Bound,
3s.' 6d., postage 2d.

BIRTH  CONTROL AND RACE CULTURE.

T he Social A spects of Se x .

B y G eorge W htiehead .
A Common Sense Discussion of Questions that affect all, 

and should be faced by all.

Price is., ostage id.
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PIONEER PRESS PUBLICATION S.— Continued.
DETERM INISM OR FREE-W ILL^

By Chapman C ohen.

New E dition, R evised and E nlarged.

Contents : Chapter I.—The Question Stated. Chapter II.— 
"  Freedom ”  and “ Will." Chapter III.—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.

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

A Book for all.
SE X U A L H E A LTH  AND BIRTH CONTROL. 

By E ttie A. R out.

With Foreword by Sir Bryan Donkin, M.D. 
Price is., postage id.

The “  FR E E TH IN K E R  ”  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.

The Egyptian Origin of Christianity.
TH E H ISTORICAL JESUS AND M YTH ICAL 

CHRIST.

By G erald M a ssey .

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

Introduction by Chapman Cohen.

. I

m

What 
a man does ONCE

he may not be able to do again, for a single per
formance of note may be less the result of merit 
than of some happy chance or slice of luck. But 
should this performance be repeated many times 
one may surely put it down to merit alone, and 
fairly conclude that, provided the man does not 
lose his faculties, he will be able to continue his 
accomplishments. Had we only once succeeded 
in providing a fellow Freethinker with a perfectly- 
fitting, good-wearing, and perfectly-tailored suit 
by post, we should not dare to ask your confidence, 
for we should possess none in ourselves. But 
when we have been doing it for years—as our 
advertising regularly here must prove—it is but 
natural that we should possess sufficient con
fidence in the merits of our system to guarantee 
you the same all-round satisfaction we have given 
so many others. You need send only once for 
any of the following :—

Gents* A to D Patterns, Saits from 
55/-; Gents* E Patterns, Suits all at 
67/0; 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 faithfully return them.

iVIACCONNELL &  M A B E
( David Macconnell, Proprietor)

P u b lic a tio n s  issu ed  b y

THE SECULAR SOCIETY, Ltd.
Price 6d., postage id .

Four Great FreetHinKera.

GEORGE JACOB HOLYOAKE, by Joseph McCabe. The 
Life and Work of one of the Pioneera of the Secular and 
Cooperative movements in Great Britain. With fonr 
plates. In Paper Covers, as. (postage ad.). Doth 
Bonnd, 38. 6d. (postage a^d.).

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

VOLTAIRE, by T he R ight H on. J. M. R obertson. In 
Paper Covers, as. (postage ad.). Cloth Bound, 3s. 6d 
(postage

ROBERT G. INGERSOLL, by C. T. Gorham. A Bio
graphical Sketch of America’s greatest Freethought 
Advocate. With four plates. In Paper Covers, as 
(postage ad.) Cloth Bonnd, 3s. 6d. (postage aj^d.).

PIO N EER  L E A F L E T S ,

WHAT WILL YOU PUT IN ITS PLACE? By Chapman 
Cohen.

WHAT IS THE USE OF THE CLERGY? By Chapman
C o h e n .

PECULIAR CHRISTIANS. By Chapman Cohen.

RELIGION AND SCIENCE. By A. D. McL aren.

DOES GOD CARE? By V/. Mann.

DO YOU WANT THE TRUTH?
Price is. 6d. per 100, postage 3d,

A GRAMMAR OF FREETHOUGHT. By Chapman 
C o i i e n . A Statement of the Case for Freethoughti 
including a Criticism of Fundamental Religious 
Doctrines. Cloth bound, 5s., postage 3yd.

DEITY AND DESIGN. By Chapman C ohen. An 
Examination of the Famous Argumeut of Design in 
Nature, id., postage y d

HISTORY OF THE CONFLICT BETWEEN RELI
GION AND SCIENCE. By John W illiam D rapKR- 
3s. 6d., postage 4’/ d .

THE BIBLE HANDBOOK. By G. W. F oote and W. P- 
Ball. For Freethinkers and Inquiring Christians. 
Fifth Edition. 2s. 6d., postage 2*¿d.

BIBLE ROMANCES. By G. W. Foote. 2t. 6d., postage 
3<b

MISTAKES OF MOSES. By Col. R. G. Ingersoll. 
ad., postage yd .

WHAT IS IT WORTH ? By Col. R. G. Ingersoll. A 
Study of tne Bible, id., postage yd.

GOD-EATING. By J. T. L loyd . A Study in Chris
tianity and Cannibalism. 3d., postage yd.

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

A FIGHT FOR RIGHT. A Verbatim Report of the 
Decision in the House of Lords in re Bowman and 
Others v. The Secular Society, Limited. With 
Introduction by Chapman Cohen. 6d., postage id.

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

WHAT IS MORALITY ? By George W hitehead. A 
Careful Examination of the Basis of Morals from the 
Standpoint of Evolution. 4d., postage id.

THE RELIGION OF FAMOUS MEN. (Second Edition-) 
By W alter Mann. Frice id., postage yd .

Can be ordered through 
T he P ioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4.

, Printed and Published by T he P ioneer Press (G. W. F oot» 
The Pioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4. ' and Co ., L td.), 61 Farringdon Street. London, E.C.4.


