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Views and Opinions.

^hoae Converted Infidels.
Several times of late we have had to comment upon 

t‘le persistency of religious lying, and of the inde- 
structibility of the religious liar. We cannot say that 
af>e does not wither nor custom stale his infinite 
Variety, because there is very little variety about 
ai1«. lie  is the same to-day as he was in the early 
p ys of Christianity, and if there is any Christianity 

a century hence he will be much the same then 
'Vlth the same old tales, told in the same old way, 
an<l for the same old purpose. He is an industrious 

êrs°n and he follows a safe pursuit. He is given 
Imminence in the newspapers and they shield him 
rom exposure. They publish his stuff merely be- 

g3llsc it is in defence of religion, and they prevent 
Voile exposing its falsity because the lying is being 

¡nIlc in the interests of Christianity, or because lying 
 ̂ the interests of the faith is such an old, such an 

^'oured, and so general a profession in the Church.
1(-‘ religious liar is therefore quite safe. The poli- 

s . liar, the commercial liar, the literary liar, the 
lia-tifie  liar, the advertising liar, any other kind of 

runs the risk of exposure and of losing caste 
ra °n  ̂ decent men and women. The religious liar 
V'hS] 110 such r’sk- We do not think that in the 
tyi . £ history o* Christianity there is an instance in 
ri0n o 8 ITian û s  ôsf caste because he told lies about 
Hio ^"bristians. He may have been warned to be 
jnene furious, but that was merely in case some lay- 
stor- sh°fild be offended at the clumsiness of his 
ahso]tS ^ut t',e religious liar has always worked in 
t0 i / Ue safety. His lies may have even counted 
ab]vIS honour, and in the world to come he will prob- 
er0;v °XTK'ct them to shine as so many jewels in the 

n ° f a resurrected saint.

'Th
8 for Children.

Comefc »««t specimen of the religious liar we 
We s8cr° s s ’s ’n the Sunday Chronicle for Octob< 

y the latest with all reservations, becaus

tween the writing of this article and its appearance 
in print several more may have made their debut. 
The article is unsigned, which may indicate that the 
writer’s hand is so far unsubdued to his profession 
that he is a little bit ashamed of his identity being 
known. But we feel sure he will soon outgrow that 
modesty. The article is headed “  Atheist Turns Be
liever,”  and It is written round the person of Thomas 
Edison. Personally we do not care the value of a 
brass button whether Edison turns believer or not. 
Of course, we would rather see a man’s mentality run 
true to the end, but if he happens to go astray, and 
revert to childish beliefs which his friends imagined 
he had outgrown, we do not see why anyone else 
should be seriously disturbed about his own convic
tions. Where convictions rest upon a rational founda
tion, these are not disturbed because someone does 
not agree with them. But, naturally, where professed 
beliefs are the echo of mere authority, where a man 
believes because he has been told to do so, the fact 
of authority being against him may well be disturb
ing. It is much like a child who should be told one 
day that the earth goes round the sun, and the next 
day that the sun goes round the earth. Some time 
ago an intelligence test of the rank and file of the 
American Army was taken, and a large percentage, 
over fifty, we think, was found to be only fourteen 
years of age, mentally. We wonder what percentage of 
genuine believers in Christianity would reach that 
level ?

* * *

Edison and Others.
But to Edison. A  week or so ago there appeared 

a paragraph in some of the papers that Edison had 
professed leanings towards a belief in a future life. 
That was all, but in the hands of the Sunday 
Chronicle “  special ”  this becomes the full blown 
statement that Edison the Atheist “  has recanted and 
declares that to-day he believes in God absolutely and 
unconditionally.”  It seems a lot to build upon so 
vague a statement, but not to those who know the 
workings of the religious mind. Then we have, next 
on the list, Alfred Russel Wallace, once “  a com
plete sceptic,”  but before he died Wallace gave the 
world a “  testament in which he affirmed the truth 
of Eternal Life.”  But this Wallace certainly did 
not do. What Wallace did was to proclaim belief 
in continued existence after death, which is not quite 
the same as Eternal Life, and to the end he had a 
contempt for the Christian teaching concerning a 
future life. Next upon the scene is Shelley, whom, 
it is admitted, was an Atheist, but before he was 
drowned in the Bay of Spezzia he “  had walked from 
the darkness of doubt to the white light of faith.”  
We had almost written the white lie of faith, and 
the mistake would have been excusable. That is cer
tainly lie number two, or three. Shelley’s opinions 
on religion were the same when he died as they had
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been for years before. Nest comes Mrs. Besant. This 
“  extraordinary woman ”  preached the Gospel of 
Doubt— that there is no God— throughout England.”  
To-day ‘ she has founded a Church.”  That is what 
one may call the lie inferential. For the obvious 
desire is to let the unreflecting Chronicle reader go 
away with the notion that she has become a Christian. 
As a matter of fact, Mrs. Besant has no greater be
lief in a personal God to-day than she had when 
she was preaching that horrible Gospel of Doubt by 
the side of Bradlaugh. Mrs. Besant is a Theosopliist, 
although naturally she gets far more attention from 
our enlightened press in the days of her folly than 
she ever got in the days of her wisdom. Why even 
we might be hailed as a profound thinker if we found 
Jesus. Until we do we stand a far greater chance of 
being proclaimed an incurable idiot.

* * *

How Things Change!
In passing we may note the way in which these 

Christians play fast and loose with the opinions of 
well-known men, before and after their alleged con
version. Before they are converted there is nothing 
the Christian will fight against more strenuously than 
the statement that some of the leading men in science, 
in art, in politics, and in literature are Atheists. We 
are overwhelmed with arguments to prove they can
not be such, or if they are, that their work unfits 
them to express any opinions on religion worth 
bothering about. But once let the tale of their con
version get about, and the erstwhile theist, or reli
giously incapable person, becomes one of the leading 
Freethinkers of the world, and his opinions about 
religion authoritative and conclusive. So if there is 
not a lie at the beginning there is in the end. 
“  Politics,”  said George Meredith, “  is like climb
ing the greasy pole. Mutton or no mutton, you get 
the grease.”  So one may say that whatever else is 
uncertain about religion you are certain to get the 
lie. It is quite the tactics of the ordinary conversion- 
ist. Every convert tries to magnify his villainy 
before conversion; it makes him so much more valu
able. It was one of the old teachings of Christianity 
that Christ delights to get the biggest sinners, and 
one may imagine that his spasms of delight have been 
many and lengthy. And certainly the Sunday 
Chronicle special writer will not cause any discom
fort in the heavenly courts.

# # *

The Inevitable Paine.
To return to our muttons. Robert Blatchford is 

the next one served up. To-day he is “  sure of im
mortality and the communion of the saints.”  And 
in the Sunday Chronicle, Blatchford’s old paper ! We 
know that he does believe in Spiritualism, but it is 
news that he believes in the communion of saints. 
He surely cannot be so far gone as th at! We rather 
think that is a sample of the lie indirect. But the 
gem of the whole collection is concerned with Thomas 
Paine. We all know the pious lie about Paine’s 
death-bed. The orthodox, the regular form, is that 
Paine died a wretched death, and that on his death
bed he was frightened at the prospect before him, 
and said he would have given anything never to have 
written the Age of Reason. It is usually left there—  
the despairing unbeliever wishing Christ could save 
him. The Chronicle man finds that insufficient. So 
he enlarges thus, Paine “  spent his time and energies 
in scorning the Almighty,”  the poor devil does not 
seem to be even aware that Paine believed in both a 
future life and in a God ! Or one can never be sure 
with the religious liar, whether his lies are the result 
of ignorance or sheer invention. And it will not do

for Paine to have died regretting having written tha 
Age of Reason. He settles Paine “  filled with re
morse for his life work of destruction. Before he 
died he was received into the Church.”  Now that 
is really fresh. We have never heard it before. But 
what an opportunity has been missed. If we had 
been writing that yarn we would have had Paine 
rescued from his villainous surroundings by some 
kind-hearted Christian, taken away, nursed back to 
health, and then die spending his life on some far
away shore trying to bring the heathen to the feet 
of Christ. We present this suggestion to the editor 
of the Sunday Chronicle. We feel sure lie could 
get one of his staff to work up the story. And as be 
would certainly not publish any exposure of the tale, 
he and his contributor would be quite safe. More
over, not manj'' of his readers would have read 
Moncure Conway’s splendid vindication of the work 
of the man who did so much to establish the United 
States of America, to teach democracy to the people, 
to advocate old age pensions, to preach the possibility 
of a united States of Europe, to advocate the ad
vancement of women, with numerous other reforms 
that have now become commonplaces. His readers 
will know nothing of Conway’s scathing exposure of 
the lie about Paine’s death-bed. It is quite safe to 
lie about . Freethinkers— otherwise the Sunday
Chronicle would not risk it.

Chapman Cohen-

Conscience.

If the theory of evolution is true, man belongs 0 
the animal kingdom, and certainly there is no urn 
cation that there exists any essential difference J5 
tween him and other animals. In an article, enti”
“  The Witness of Conscience,”  published in 1 
Christian World of October 2r, the Rev. A. d- ' 
James, B.A., M.Sc., says that “  evolution, as 111 
stood in a popular view of it, talks of the ascent 
man, and pleases us with the idea that the race 
in the order of nature self-improving, having 00. g 
up step by step out of the primal slime towards 
image of the Godhead.”  That statement is 
mentally misleading. Scientific evolutionists kn 
nothing of the “  image of the Godhead,”  or of 
thing else of a supernatural character. God is t  rP iS 
logically created being, of whose existence ther 
absolutely no trace in the history of the univer 
Although an M.Sc., Mr. James is not a sci^.^^ 
evolutionist, and although he speaks of “  the warn1 
of nature about our insecurity, and the signs ^
are in the fossils from the rocks and in the cSmake

be
the

tion of stars, of the very little that suffices to & 
the difference between continuance and defeat» 
has the audacity to take man clean away r̂° jn ^ g  

ingdom to which he naturally belongs,'and .trĈ 0,a, 
him as a member of a purely imaginary king 
of the reality of which there is no convincing 0f 
deuce whatsoever. His object in ooing tlia ' 11<?t 
course, is to be able to believe that man does 
perish like the other animals. He says

A thousand types are gone; and left to 'Ilin’ cjjian 
in the aeons of time what is there to guarajJ c^ ^  
against being simply another larger nioth .^ erjng 
flame? What separates man off from the w1 j jjji» 
and decay which were else his lot is that jjjjjj 
crowned him with glory and honour, niak  ̂ pa; 
in a special sense his own son, intervening * v0ic« 
ticular way for him, and giving to him in ¡taece 
of conscience the witness of that greater m call** 
into which he wa9 born, and of that hig 
from which he has gone astray.
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That is sheer dogmatism, supported by not a single
established fact. But let us carefully examine what 
Mr. James calls “  the witness of conscience.”  Curi
ously enough, this preacher, with a scientific degree, 
revels in the contemplation of a spiritual world teem- 
inS with insoluble mysteries. Take the following 
utterance : —

The witness of conscience is of this twofold kind; 
first a witness of an essential kinship which we 
have with God; and then a witness that we have 
forgotten God and done despite to that Holy Name. 
The mystery of sin is in part linked with the mys
tery of creation, and we can no more explain the 
one than we can fathom the other. The sin of the 
world and all that we can see of its fruit in thwarted 
lives and dashed hopes, and in such sorrows as 
made Lear remind the heavens that they, too, were 
old; all this is indeed “ a vision to dizzy and appal, 
and inflict on the mind a sense of a profound mys
tery which is absolutely beyond human solution.” 
The one countervailing mystery is the miracle of 
forgiveness; that in a world which is so deep in 
the ruts of penalty, and so worn down by Promethean 
toil, there is a gift of mercy and One who can “ save 
bis people from their sins.”

All such mysteries are metaphysical inventions, 
Vvhieh have caused an incalculable amount of suffer- 
lng and sorrow in the world, and from the tyrannical 
dominance of which science is slowly but surely de- 
'vering mankind. And yet many divines still persist 

f i l in g  all people “  miserable sinners,”  who at 
.cath will be dropped into a lake that burncth with 
re and brimstone, unless they put their trust in the 

atoning blood of Christ. Here is Mr. James, a 
faster of Science, who unblushingly assures us that 
. the mystery of sin, wonderfully as it is delineated 
!n the story of Eden, is not merely that each of us, 
ln Scripture phrase, falls, but it is the certainty that 
every child of Adam yet unborn will likewise fall.”  
. l!> an infamous calumny to speak of human beings 
!n such medieval terms. It is comforting to know, 
. °Wever, that many preachers no longer employ such 
^suiting language.

Mr. James begins his article by saying that "  if men 
are really no longer worrying about their sins, and 
are therefore no longer craving forgiveness, then it 
I So much the worse for men, and vastly the worst 
°r their accredited teachers.”  We must express our 

re disagreement with that statement. We admit 
• la.t if men arc no longer worrying about their sins 

,ls so much the worse for the churches and theirit i

Jesters, but we firmly maintain that for the men 
cm selves it is so much the better. They have suc- 

. cued in banishing false fears as well as false hopes. 
ja*ey no longer believe in the supernatural. Mr. 
. looks down upon them with pity or disdain, 

king it for granted that their consciences are cither 
ecP or sadly perverted; but unfortunately his cou- 

Ttion 0f conscience is radically erroneous. He 
nis to regard it as a sense or faculty possessed 

by man, within whom it was planted by God 
^mxelf; but we prefer to think with Darwin “  that 
So y mfimal whatever, endowed with well-marked 
^ Ia* instincts, parental and filial affections being 
0r 0 included, would inevitably acquire a moral sense 
be Conscicnce, as soon as its intellectual powers had 
Uj 0lpc as well or nearly as well developed as in 

’ (The Descent of Man, pp. 149-50). John 
butart Mill held that the moral feelings are not innate, 
(¡jj a.cquired, and that they are acquired through 
" j^rience in social life. Herbert Spencer sa ys: 
Sive°W l̂at moral injunctions are losing the authority 
?.ation ky their supposed sacred origin, the seculari- 
Elltl-n morals is becoming imperative ”  (Data of 

p> yi-). In course of time, scientific thinkers, 
tlje ..flowed the inductive school, came to regard 

leged innate and Divinely implanted moral sense

as a pure myth. As Professor Hudson puts it, “  for 
them our only test of conduct is the test furnished 
by experience of the results of conduct; and the so- 
called moral faculty or conscience, so far from 
being immediate and simple, is itself merely the 
organized registration in the modern civilized adult 
of his observations of the consequences of the actions 
of himself and others ”  (An Introduction to the 
Philosophy of Herbert Spencer, pp. 83, 84). Thus 
we clearly see that Mr. James’ article is completely 
out of date, and consequently out of touch with 
modern knowledge. It is simply not true that “  what 
man needs and must have is forgiveness.”  In Nature 
there is no such thing as forgiveness. What man 
needs and must have, to make life worth living, is 
harmony with his environment, and this can only 
be acquired by education and practical experience. 
Mr. James falls into grievous error when he declares 
that the true doctrine of man’s greatness is that 
“  which lays its foundation first in his guilt and 
misery, his exaltation being remedial, a restoration 
from a fall.”  Man is not a fallen being. The Genesis 
story is now being entirely repudiated by a growing 
number of educated divines. The late Professor 
Drummond published a book under the significant 
title of The Ascent of Man. In the volume already 
mentioned, Professor Hudson tells us that at one 
time Spencer cherished a most optimistic estimate of 
the future of mankind while under the sway of his 
ethical system; but that towards the end of his life 
his optimism lost much of its enthusiasm.—

He saw reason to qualify his sanguine prophecy; 
speaking not, as he had once done, of the “  evanes
cence of evil,” but more temperately of its continu
ous diminution under the discipline of the social 
state; and, while still believing in a “  good time 
coming,” regarding the consummation of moral pro
gress as, at best, very far off. Yet to the end he 
looked forward to an “  approximately complete ad
justment ” of the characters of men to the condi
tions of the highest human existence, as the goal to
wards which we are actually, if slowly, moving. 
The tendency of his philosophy in this respect, then, 
is distinctly encouraging. The doctrine of evolu
tion, while, in Huxley’s phrase, it provokes no 
" millennial anticipations,” still assures us of the 
substantial reality of moral progress, makes us, 
therefore, feel that our own efforts count ”  (p. 96).

Surely this is a much wholesomer doctrine than 
that taught by Mr. James. J. T. L lo y d .

Sydney Harbour.

W e ’ve reached the Harbour Beautiful, and cried : 
This is the place appointed— where the dew 
Of Heaven’s divinest fell, and Beauty grew :
All other havens have our hopes belied;
And with the Gem of Ocean vainly vied :
The verdant islands, with each living hue,
Seem all to smile into the water’s blue,
With joy renewed, and glory multiplied :
Not even Man seeks Nature to defile;
But with his handiwork hath sought her grace; 
So in his rounded Paradise we trace,
And feel a kinship in the grandest style,
That knows the holiest touch of Time and Place; 
A  breath from some eternal lonely is le !

W. J. L amb.

Always laugh when you can, it is a cheap medicine; 
merriment is a philosophy not well understood. It is

1 the sunny side of existence.—Byron.
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Roman Candles.

I would rather be a dog, and bay the moon 
Than such a Roman. —Shakespeare.

G reat B ritain  is a Protestant country, but owing 
to sheer inertia there is nothing left of the rigid 
revolt against Priestcraft which characterized previous 
generations. Although half the members of the 
Church of England, and all the members of the 
various Free Churches are supposed to be anti-Catho- 
lic, they seem utterly incapable of effective protest, 
and have left the work of fighting the worst elements 
of Clericalism to the Freethinkers, whose backs, for
tunately, are broad enough for the burden.

The Roman Catholic Church is as smart as any 
American showman at exploiting the situation. With 
clever effrontery, the Catholics manipulate their small 
numbers with all the dazzle and display of a stage 
army, which, fifty in strength, has to represent both 
sides in a scenic Battle of Waterloo. The Roman 
Catholic Year Book is a masterpiece of camouflage, 
and makes that Church look quite imposing on paper; 
whilst everywhere the clerical cats’-paws render hard 
service at the beck and call of their pastors and 
masters. Astute in their way, the Roman Catholics 
have concentrated on the cinemas and the periodical 
press, the two greatest publicity agents in existence. 
So patrons of the screen get the laughable situation 
of Catholic vestments being exploited on the screen, 
not because they happen to be appropriate, but be
cause they are more picturesque than the boiled shirts 
and dog collars of Free Church ministers. In the 
newspapers, Roman Catholic journalists, mostly young 
Irishmen, seize every opportunity of advertising their 
Church, and regale readers with yarns of alleged 
miracles served up hot with the latest murder trial, 
or the still hotter reports of the Divorce Courts. So 
well manipulated is this stage thunder that its effect 
is apparent, especially among those worthy citizens 
who left their education behind them at the tender 
age of fourteen years.

Take a shining example, and consider the case of 
the Trade Union Congress. For sheer terror of the 
Roman Catholic voters, who could all be packed in 
a few shows at the Wembley Stadium, these would-be 
statesmen have shelved the question of Secular Edu
cation year after year, and now are shirking the 
equally important issue of Birth Control. That 
sturdy Trade Unionists should be more afraid of a 
handful of voters than they are of the Capitalist Press 
is at once a confession of weakness and a proof of 
the triumph of showmanship.

In addition to press propaganda the Catholics issue 
books, and industrious penmen such as Messrs. Hilaire 
Belloc and G. K. Chesterton are pressed into service. 
During the past few years attacks on Evolution, Birth 
Control, Spiritualism, and other subjects have been 
launched; and in one fell swoop G. K . Chesterton lam
pooned all the “  intellectuals ”  during half a century 
of modern English literature. Indeed, "  No case, rely 
on abuse ”  appears to be the usual Catholic method 
of propaganda. The slenderest argument will suffice, 
but it is always necessary to remind your opponent 
that his aunt has a glass eye. For instance, in Mr. 
Belloc’s attack on The Outlines of History, he actu
ally goes out of his way to taunt Mr. Wells with his 
want of knowledge of French, just as if Mr. Belloc’s 
own language was superior to that of Shakespeare’s, 
or his courtesy above that of my Lord Chesterfield’s.

Another example of Roman criticism is to be found 
in a book, entitled The History of Witchcraft and 
Demonology, by a Mr. Summers. This busy compiler 
actually declares that “  the witch ”  was in reality : —  

An evil liver; a social pest and parasite; the de

votee of a loathly and obscene creed; an adept at 
poisoning, blackmail, and other creeping crimes; a 
member of a powerful secret organization inimical 
to Church and State; a blasphemer in word and 
deed; swaying the villagers by terror and supersti
tion; a charlatan and a quack sometimes......batten
ing upon the filth and foulest passions of the age-

As witchcraft extended over the known world dur
ing thousands of years, the sobriety of Mr. Summers s 
remarks will be readily recognized. And his associa
tion of “ a powerful secret organization ”  with an 
old woman in Salem, New England, is worthy of 3 
fourteen years’ old schoolboy, as is his forgetfulness 
that Joan of Arc was a “  sorceress ”  and a saint of his 
church. Perhaps Mr. Summers will try again in a 
future volume. It is almost cruel to quote Brother 
Summers on Spiritualism, but duty is duty. So Pre" 
pare to receive cavalry : —

Modern spiritism is merely witchcraft revived.....
The Catholic Church condemns it utterly and en
tirely. Not because she disbelieves in it, but be
cause she believes in it so thoroughly, because sue 
knows what is the real nature of the moving forccSi 
however skilfully they may disguise themselves.

In the first place Spiritualism is not “  witchcraft 
revived.”  The statement is simply Mr. Summers re
vived, and repeating the same balderdash that he ha 
already written on an earlier page concerning Dem on
ology. The further statement that the Roma3 
Catholic Church recognizes “ ’ the real nature”  0 
Spiritualism is a much better guess on Mr. Summers s 
part, for priests have long recognized the cash vah,e 
of faked relics and spoof miracles. Remembering th® 
annual frauds of the “  Holy Fire ”  at Jerusalem, ail 
the saint’s blood at Naples, it is a wonder that a 
Roman Catholic priest can pass a Spiritualist inedi1,111 
without winking.

This brazen Catholic propaganda is a bubble t'1 
only wants pricking. Trade Unionists have no reaS°a 
for alarm, for the Roman Catholic vote is so scatters 
that, except in a few instances, the Papists could 11 
unseat a Borough Councillor, let alone a m e m b e r  
Parliament. And what good would the R°nlil1' 
Catholic vote be to the Labour movement? Pap,s.' 
take their orders from the men who wear the Pê j 
coats, and there is as little likelihood of olive-skmn 
Papa at Rome being in sympathy with a British al 
more than a French Republic. Altars and ^ir°"(|0 
have always leaned together, and will continue to 
so to the end, despite the vapourings of some Lab0 
leaders before Pleasant Sunday Afternoon gathering 

The Roman Catholic Church is the church of *
ignorant. The bulk of the laymen are not < 
ignorant, but they are kept in that state. They 
not allowed to read any but Catholic books and P 
licatious, and the Index Expurgatorius contains

niy
aN
rib-
the

names of practically all the books worth reading \ 
generations past. As for the priests, the vast inajoj1 
arc only educated in the patter of their profess10 
Of the wider and broader aspects of education 111 
arc as innocent as so many Pekinese snoozing on sa 
cushions. A  large proportion of them are Irish, 
Belgian, and not English at all, and have little tinC 
standing of the national character and its aspirab0! 
Priestly supremacy in its worst form finished 111 . jj. 
country for ever with the glare of the fires of 
field. Labour leaders ought to be made of st° . 
stuff than maiden aunts in remote country vl” a ¡tl- 
who confuse a Militia training with a Gernaa11̂ ^  ̂
vasion. Roman candles may amuse children; ^  
should never scare men worthy of the name. ^  
priests are but tradesmen vending spiritual 8 (
Hence Voltaire’s advice: “  When kneeling id 
of a priest, keep your hands in your pockets.

MlMNER5ItrS'
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The March of Materialism.

v .

(Concluded from page 662.)
It is when we come to consider the effects of such 
chemicals as alcohol, morphine, cocaine, caffeine, 
hashish, or adrenalin as they affect mentality, says 
Dr. Berman, “  that the absurdity becomes apparent 
°f various doctrines which regard the soul as a ghost 
residing in the brain and nervous system and acting 
through it. Their effect presents the most convinc
ing proof that the manifestations of mind or “  soul ”  
are the end results of physical and chemical factors 
interacting in the nerve-cells.” 1 

In the light of the scientific discovery of the 
marvellous effect produced by the potent chemicals 
introduced into the system by the ductless glands, 
in the formation of character and personality, what 
place can be found for the soul ? What would be the 
nse of it, if it is to be governed in its manifestations 
by these chemical productions, or abolished alto
gether, as in the case of imbeciles and idiots, whose 
glands have ceased to function? The thyroid gland 
regulates the development of the nervous system, the 
Unfolding of the convolutions of the brain, and the 
growth of the different layers of brain-cells. To 
quote Dr. Berman again : —

Without thyroid there can be no subtlety or depth 
of thought, no appreciation of beauty, no complex 
habit formation or behaviour, no learning, no edu
cation— nothing that we recognize as characteristic 
of the cultivated soul or the sensitive mind. And 
not only that. Should the thyroid become sud
denly or gradually defective in one who has always 
been normal, even super-normal, there is a de
generation of the sensitive mind and cultivated 
soul. And this may occur at any time during the 
life circle— in the twenties, the thirties, the forties, 
the fifties, or even later.

Nothing can be more convincing of the exist
ence of a chemistry of character and personality 
than to follow the transformations in a series of 
cases of thyroid deficiency at different ages. There 
is the change from the repulsive gargoyle of the 
coarse-haired, thick-minded, dumb, drooling im
becile to the silken-haired, smiling, intelligent, and 
educable child. There is the change from the lazy, 
stupid, slow, phlegmatic boy to the ceaselessly 
active, playful, sharp youngster (pp. 56-57).

And, as he further observes, the same effects may 
r® observed iu adult men and women. It is astonish
e s  that men, clever and intelligent in other matters, 
Patl still continue to believe in this shadowy ghost 

soul, or spirit, in the face of these demonstrated 
aUs. Our character, for good or ill, depends en- 

J;r<dy upon the healthy working of these glands.
°r instance, some people are of a quiet, peaceable, 

^sy-going disposition. Others are fretful, irritable, 
e.x®itable. Others, again, are melancholy, brooding, 

Ejected and gloomy. In these cases it is the para- 
^yroid glands that are largely responsible. These 
j^"r little glands, about the size of grass seeds, says

M0l 
be 
fo ̂ the less lime there is in the body the more irri- 
thc ° ail(  ̂ sensitive it becomes. The nerve-cells of
ti ff r̂a’n Iose lime and become more irritable.......

erences iu the sensitivity between people, which 
 ̂ aH recognize as an important difference in people, 

^  °«btedly depend in part upon the parathyroid

Herman, “  control the amount of lime in the 
°d and tissue. When they are removed, the body 

S’ns to lose lime and to suffer the consequences,

It depends entirely upon the chemicals exuded by 
the different glands of internal secretion whether 
we resemble a Mark Tapley, who retains his cheer
fulness under the slings and arrows of outrageous 
fortune, or a miserable, discontented, and unhappy 
millionaire.

Such are the materialistic conclusions of these two 
doctors, Dr. P. McBride and Dr. Louis Berman, whose 
books we commend to those interested in the study 
of mind. The scientific advance in this direction 
during the last few years has been enormous, especi
ally in psychology, medicine, and surgery. As 
another medical man, Dr. C. MacLaurin, observes -J 
“  So rapidly has medicine changed that a book 
written ten years ago is already obsolete. Indeed, 
it is not too much to say, that more has been dis
covered in medicine within tire last thirty years 
than in the whole previous half million years during 
which man has been upon the earth, one sometimes 
becomes terrified at the amazing growth of know
ledge.’”

During the Middle Ages there was a saying:] 
“  Among three doctors, two Atheists.”  Dr. Mac
Laurin mentions this attribution of scepticism to 
doctors, and provides a good example of it himself. 
For he calmly observes : “ But quite clearly the notion 
of God as an All-wise and All-loving Father is in
consistent with medical experience...... And the way
Nature has treated w'oman is still more shocking. 
Any earthly father who treated his children as Nature 
has treated woman would be considered as a step
father.’ ”

Dr. MacLaurin says that he is often asked by other
wise intelligent men if the Religio Medici of Sir 
Thomas Browne really represents the religion of 
modern doctors. He says that the nearest approach 
to a talk alxiut religion he ever heard from a doctor 
was when he heard one doctor say of another, “  that 
he was believed to pray for his patients; but in that 
1 seem to scent a savour of professional jealousy.” 
Upon the ground, I suppose, that he could not have 
had much confidence in his treatment if he had to 
have recourse to prayer. Of the Rcligio Medici he 
declares : —

I might almost feel justified in saying that 
Religio Medici is generally considered by doctors 
to be a farrago of quackery, mysticism, credulity, 
and astrology put into gorgeous and quite unneces
sarily obscure language; full of sound and fury; 
signifying nothing. Probably Browne was uncon
sciously remembering the teachings of some old Udy 
who had impressed the truth upon him in his early 
infancy—probably with her slipper ”  (pp. 274-275).

Dr. MacLaurin is Lecturer in Clinical Surgery at 
Sydney University, this book of Medico-historical 
essays deals with the maladies afflicting some of the 
great historical characters in history, notably Queen 
Elizabeth, Henry V III., and Luther. They are a 
continuation of a similar volume of essays entitled 
Post Mortem, dealt with in these columns a twelve
month ago.

Another work just lately published is The Mystery 
of Mind, by L. T. Troland, Professor of Psychology 
at Harvard University, from which work we quote 
the following:—

William James, psychologist and philosopher, a 
man sympathetic with religion as well as with 
science, wrote : “  The soul is at all events needless 
for expressing the actual subjective phenomena of
consciousness as they appear......Altogether, the
soul is an outbirth of that sort of philosophizing 
whose great maxim, according to Dr. Hodgson, is :

‘ b.
“ b.

Berman, The Personal Equation, p. 50. 
Berman, The Personal Equation, pp. 57-58.

3 C. MacLaurin, Mere Mortals (Cape, 1925). 
*lbid, pp. 273-274-
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• whatever you are totally ignorant of, assert to be 
the explanation of everything else.’ ”

All in all, the notion of the soul has proven itself 
hopelessly inadequate as an attempt to elucidate the 
nature of self. If the question
“ What am I ? ” is answered by the statement: “ I 
am a Soul,” the question is still open. Such an 
answer is merely a dignified way of evading the 
question.®

It takes the metaphysicians all their time to adapt 
their arguments, for the existence of the soul, to meet 
the ever-accumulating mass of facts provided by the 
scientific workers in their laboratories and clinics. 
The metaphysicians will not demean themselves with 
research work; it is beneath their dignity. Professor 
McDougall, for instance, is scornful of “  the brain- 
staining psychiatrists.”  They prefer the easier task 
of sitting in their armchairs and spinning their cob
webs out of their own brains. But even they cannot 
escape the influence of the times, and when they are 
not actually attacking Materialism, often uncon
sciously use its language, as we have seen in the case 
of McDougall, quoted by Dr. McBride.

Another critic, reviewing McDougall’s work, A n  
Outline of Abnormal Psychology, points out exactly 
the same thing. He says: —

Professor McDougall is always slipping back into 
these mechanistic explanations. He starts out 
bravely with his "  hormce,”  which are original forms 
of energy, or at least forms of original energy, but 
in the last resort he can only picture them as physi
cal reactions. Thus, when discussing the various 
grades of character between the extremes of intro
version and extroversion, “  we may assume that 
the position of any subject in this scale is 
a function of some quite general property of his 
nervous system; and we may assume with con
siderable probability that this property again is a 
function of some chemical product or products of 
metabolism; that in short, each subject’s position in 
the intro-extrovert scale is mainly determined by 
some chemical influence of the nature of a hormone 
or endocrine secretion, or some complex chemical 
resultant of the general metabolism.” 8

The fact is, the opponents of Materialism to-day 
are men who have been trained in the old school of 
religious psychology prevailing before the great dis
coveries made of late years. M. Elio Halevy, the his
torian, remarked that all the young men were in 
favour of Catholic emancipation and the opposition 
was defeated “  not by the march of improvement, but 
by the march of death.” ' For as Professor Tillyard, 
who is not a Materialist, regretfully remarks : “  The 
advance of science during the past seventy years lias 
been definitely along the road to Materialism. 
Though the pace has somewhat slackened and many 
an anxious glance is now being turned backward, yet 
the impetus is still driving us forward, mainly in the 
same direction. For hundreds of years mankind 
looked to religion to lead them along the right path. 
Now, in the western world their gaze is fixed on 
science. It is certain that, for the next hundred years 
at any rate, where science leads, there mankind will 
follow.” 8 Nothing is more certain than that it will 
not lead them back to religion. W. M ann.

All truth is safe and nothing else is safe; and he who 
keeps back the truth, or withholds it from men, is 
either a coward or a criminal, or both.— Max Muller.

8 L. T. Troland, The Mystery of Mind, p. 21. (" Library
of Modern Sciences ”  series. Chapman & Hall, 1926.)

8 Times Literary Supplement, August 26, 1926.
r Halevy, A History of the English People, 18x5-1830 

(1926), p. 261.
8 R. T. Tillyard, Nature, July 31, 1926.

Acid Drops.

The organized crusade in favour of religion in the daily 
and weekly newspapers continues, and one of these 
appears in the Leicester Mail from the pen of Canon 
Peter Green. Canon Green writes on Christianity as a 
Social Crusade, and he follows the usual line of claiming 
for Christianity everything that is good, and leaving 
for others all that is bad. Thus Christianity abolished 
drunkenness, slavery, made war more humane, etc., 
and claims that all social crusades spring from love of 
God. It would be hard to string together a stronger 
list of absurd claims than does Canon Green, and he 
does so because the coward’s castle, the pulpit, has 
been extended to the press. He knows that no adequate 
answer would be permitted by the papers that publish 
his articles, and lie would never dream of discussing 
the matter publicly with one who was qualified to meet 
him. What he does is to depend upon the power of 
reiteration, and the muzzling of opposition. Quite de
pendable friends when one has to deal with a Christian 
public, and a press that moves in constant fear of the 
churches and the big advertisers.

The Spiritualists have opened a "  Temple of Light ” 
in the Westminster Bridge Road. But such a thing as 
the discovery of a building to let, could not have been 
made by a mere earthly being. The information, or 
rather the inspiration, came from the other world. A 
man received instructions from the spirits to find a 
“  Temple,”  so he came to London and boarded a tratn- 
car to see what he could find. The spirits then guided 
him to the Westminster Bridge Road. Of course, the 
spirits might have given the man the address at oncei 
and so saved the journey, but that would have been 
acting too much like an ordinary human being. The 
formulae, incantations, and roundabout ways of working 
are characteristic of “ our spirit friends.”  The Rev- 
Vale Owen gave the first address, and informed those 
present that crowds of spirits were there, but they could 
not sec the bricks and mortar. TVhicli seems rathet 
rough after their having discovered it. The buildh1# 
was consecrated by means of a “  psychic bath °r 
shower which comes from God, through the Ch»^ 
sphere to the temple.”  That is quite clear and very 
convincing. It also helps us to understand why Spir'” 
tualists consider the evidence of a future life so self' 
evident.

Some of the clergy arc letting the Bishop of Livcrpo0 
know that whatever happens, they will not do withollt 
hell. At a cinema service in Wallasey, the Rev. K- 
Jones said that hell was no fiction; it is real and ruU* 
like a red line right through Scriptures. Hear, hear’ 
Fancy the miserable condition of a man on his deatb 
bed, and not knowing there was a hell to go to. P *  
bishop ought to be ashamed of himself trying to r° 
men and women of the comfort their religion bring5 
them.

Dr. F. WT. Norwood is also to be numbered among 
prophets. In his The Gospel of the Larger Life, he de"
dares : —

The Church of to-morrow will not be less concern  ̂
with God nor with the world beyond the veil, but 'jCjj 
be intensely concerned with the conditions under svh 
men live. She will speak with no uncertain convic f 
upon the age-long exploitation of man by his bm t, 
man in the realm qf industry, and the brutal, bla 0( 
futile slaying of man by his brother man in the e;
patriotism......Of the Church of to-day I speak with
of the Church of to-morrow with certainty.”

The reverend gentleman seems very sure of 
He has, we suspect, been reading “  the signs 0 ^ c 
times ” ; and, fancying that Labour is likely inl i 
near future to wield greater power, hastens to p 'aC<". .¡0n 
self on the winning side and phrases his Prec 1 tllfe 
accordingly. But what the more alert man of the 
will doubtlessly ask himself is this, Why is it tha 
churches— and presumably their God too—have
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utterly unconcerned for all these long centuries "  with
the conditions under which men live ’’ ?

What a Congregational parson, the Rev. Charter 
Piggot, wonders is, whether the Church is in danger of 
becoming a “  middle-age institution.” Most of the work, 
he says, is at present being done by seniors, and the 
place given to youth is not large or generous enough. 
One might fancy from this that youth is clamouring 
lor a job in the churches. Yet the reverse is obviously 
the case. The parson’s hardest task nowadays is to get 
the younger people to stay with the churches. Those 
that do so mainly attend for social reasons; and their 
belief being only half-hearted does not prompt them to 
take on the church jobs. We should say that the danger 
feared by Mr. Piggot is a very real one. There is, how- 
over, a worse. And this is that the Church is increas- 
ingly becoming to be regarded as an antiquated institu
tion. Fear of that danger has lead the Church’s culinary 
experts to dish up a very tasty-looking hash of the 
ancient Christian meat. But seemingly our young people 
have no greater liking for hash tliau they have for the 
original cold lamb it was made from.

'The National Playing Fields Association appealed in 
the summer for the loan of cricket fields for the use 
°f elementary school-boys. To that appeal there was 
a fine response. The Association is now requesting the 
loan of privately-owned football grounds. Most of these 
grounds are used only once or twice a week; yet there 
are thousands of boys of the poorer class who have no 
Place to play in. We notice there is no suggestion made 
to throw open these playing fields on Sunday. Yet it 
Is on that day when the fields would be most useful in 
beeping boys and youths from loafing at street corners, 
and out of that kind of mischief which leads to a police- 
Oourt. Plenty of our prominent men know this as well 
as we do. But seemingly the Christian Sabbath taboo 
operates too powerfully to allow of a candid expression 
°1 opinion in this matter. We wonder how many of our 
valiant newspapers have sufficient courage to supplement 
fbe Association’s appeal with an advocacy of Sunday 
opening of the playing fields? Few, if any; the 
oburches are still able to scare our newspaper owners 
and editors.

At an international conference held recently at 
Geneva, German and French war victims, supported by 
additional ex-soldiers, pledged themselves to the main- 
tenancc of peace. Commenting on this, a popular paper 
teniarks that these one-time enemies have now come to 
regard themselves as fellow-citizens of the world. If 
fbat is a fact, we are glad it is so. For so long as men 
fbink otherwise, while they regard themselves as merely 
Cambers of this or that nation or church, they can too 
Readily be used as tools by any ambitious and scheming 

dictator, diplomat, or church. As history has re
vealed, the outcome of this way of thinking is not peace, 
aht war.

Gne of the greatest things done by Signor Mussolini, 
J*0 matter what mistakes lie may have made, has been 
0 introduce the rcadiug of the New Testament in the 

P y schools of Italy. The Rev. Hubert L. Simpson, of 
.j|asgow, all in a glow of thought of it, tells us that. 
»ut this is not the castor-oil dictator’s latest greatest. 
, ,e 's depriving those Italians who have protested against 
ls despotic methods of their rights of citizenship. These 
 ̂ en> some of the finest of Italy’s intellect, have dared 

cbatnpi0n free speech; and the pious dictator rewards 
’em according to true Fascist principles.

The Rev- p. r . Meyer has just returned from an 
Atnericaa tour and has a sad tale to unfold. The 
1 Vatican churches are suffering, ns arc the English, 
T°in tlie growing secularization of the Sabbath. There 
. pearly a decline in Evangelical religion. He therefore 

ks the brethren to pray that ” our sister realm across

the sea will continue to stand by the principles of Puri
tanism which have done so much to make her a great 
nation.” So it was snuffling through the nose, suppress
ing innocent amusements, and interfering with people’s 
liberty of action, that made America a “  great ”  nation. 
We are glad to be corrected; we thought it was the 
possession of vast natural resources that had done the 
trick.

Mr. Hanueu Swaffer, a critic of the Daily Express, sits 
in front of the Coliseum stage and records his impres
sions as “  Behind the Scenes.” We presume that this 
is near enough for readers who have forgotten what they 
read yesterday, and journalists are much too busy think
ing of to-morrow to seriously consider their pearls of 
wisdom of to-day. A little fishbone, however, is tickling 
the throat of the aforesaid and above-mentioned critic 
and his fearfulness in saying anything committal about 
“  The Showing Up of Blanco Posnet ”  tempts one to 
take him by the hand and help him to say something. 
The Coliseum, he states, is the only music-hall into 
which country clergymen take their wives and families, 
and Mr. Swaffer does not think that they can under
stand the moral of this particular play. We trust our 
right reverend and reverend brothers will be duly grate
ful to our critic for suggesting their incapacity of seeing 
a hole in a ladder and that they will make arrangements 
for joining a kindergarten class for the study of St. 
Bernard and all his works. Mr. Swaffer is not taking 
sides in this matter. He need not be alarmed; there is no 
side to take in this emotional trifle that makes a good 
play with a sugary end, leaving the author on the side 
of the angels.

At an East Ham Brotherhood meeting the Rev. Aldom 
French dealt with some recent declarations to the effect 
that the doctrines of hell had been abolished. The good 
man spoke of the sterner preaching of the past great 
pulpiteers, lie spoke of the intense seriousness of life, 
the inevitable results of sin, the judgment as well as 
the mercy of God, and the folly of sniggering at awfil 
issues. Altogether he appears to show the brethren 
some unpleasant pictures of what awaited the sinner in 
the devil’s pleasaut-Sunday-and-week-day-afternoon 
meetings in the hereafter. The reverend gent finished 
his discourse by pointing out “  the only way of safety 
and security.”  After this, we fancy all the Brotherhood 
arc fervent disciples of the “  Safety First ” gospel; for 
the fear of the I.ord is upon them.

We wonder how ex-Service men who fought with the 
21st Division, like Sir Arthur Conan Doyle’s pen pic
ture of them in “  When The Guards Came Through ” at 
Hill 70. Sir Arthur makes them say :—

We, we were down on our knees.
Praying for us and for them,
Praying with tear-wet cheek,
■ Praying with outstretched hand.

This unlovely picture of British soldiers grovelling and 
snivelling and calling upon God Almighty is about as 
disgusting a libel on brave men as anything could be. 
It is utterly contrary to the facts we know about the 
conduct of our soldiers on the battle-field. We should 
say Sir Arthur Conan Doyle owes the 21st Division 
men a very thorough apology.

At the Crystal Palace “  Bible Day ” meeting, the Rev. 
J. Russell Howden gave an address on the ”  duty of 
criticism.” Said he : Criticism in itself is neither bad 
nor good. Think for yourself, study for yourself, pray 
for yourself, remembering all the time that the Book 
you arc judging and criticizing is your judge and your 
critic. About all the advice amounts to is this : Let the 
Christian criticize and judge the Bible; but let him be
ware of arriving at conclusions other than those the 
parsons wish him to arrive at, or else he will imperil his 
immortal soul. Mr. Howden’s advice on criticism is 
excellent enough in its way—the way of the parson— 
but we doubt if his critical procedure leaves much room 
for a man to think for himself.
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We consider that Dean Inge owes a public apology to 
women. He says that many women are better qualified 
to sit on the Episcopal Bench than many of the Bishops. 
We do not know what women have done to deserve this 
slighting reference to either their intellectual or moral 
qualities. If he had said that any woman could be a 
bishop if she only cared to become one, the statement 
might have passed without comment. But to say that 
many are fitted to be bishops can only be construed as a 
deliberate insult to the intelligence of such as are covered 
by the “  many.”

The Daily Express has unearthed something about the 
Prince of Wales to which it gives appropriate large type 
headlines, and for which it deserves the fullest possible 
publicity. It has discovered a nurse who remembers 
that on one occasion when the Prince was about six he 
would persist in climbing on the back of King Edward’s 
chair. At last his father lost patience with him and 
gave him “  a few gentle pats.”  We feel that deserves 
recording. Such an experience must be absolutely 
unique in the annals of parenthood, and if it were not, 
the fact that the common things of family life occur in 
the Royal Family deserve recording. American papers 
should note that they are not alone in the exhibition 
of the same kind of thing that accompanies the tour of 
the Queen of Roumania. And if it is not quite so great 
here, is perhaps that it is a more regular feature of our 
lives.

Both Leeds and Bradford are busy discussing the ad
visability of opening cinemas on Sunday. The opposi
tion, as usual, comes chiefly from religious quarters. 
The police, says the Leeds Mercury, generally favour the 
opening of Sunday cinemas because it takes young 
people off the streets, and tends to better order. But 
one cannot expect considerations of that kind to weigh 
with either church or chapel. If it does not bring the 
young men and women to church, they care little about 
anything else.

Perhaps to the level of laughter, but never to the 
height of seriousness, is the subject matter of addresses 
by the fervid ministers in their own vineyard. The 
title of an address at Leicester during a meeting of the 
Congregational Union of England and Wales is a case 
in point. There can never be too many people in Eng
land, or in the world for that matter, to give an example 
to the young and take an interest in their lives and 
help to make them all valuable and useful citizens. But, 
we do think that the following title is the wrong way 
to set about the job : “  The Call of Christ to the Young 
People of To-day.”  Apart from the business interest in 
the announcement we cannot think that one who never 
laughed has much to say to young people, especially 
when it is said through the theological filters of the 
Congregational Union, of England and Wales.

The times have changed, and hence there comes also 
a change in clerical tactics. Many parsons, especially 
those of the Nonconformist variety, have discovered that 
wholesale condemnation of amusements results only in 
emptying pews. Therefore we find the Rev. Arthur 
Pringle writing in this wise. People must, and will, have 
amusement. All work and no play, all dulness and no 
relief, is bad for everyone; and so we cannot, and ought 
not to, banish the theatre and the picture palace. Mr. 
Pringle appears to be trying to make a show of broad
mindedness. We suspect, however, that the quality is 
merely skin-deep. We have little doubt that he believes 
theatres and cinemas are entirely bad things when they 
are open on Sunday. Monday’s innocent amusement in
variably becomes, in Nonconformist eyes, Sunday’s evil.

A slight insight of that straddle-legged Christian 
philosophy carried by the Catholic Church is to be found 
in Studies, an Irish Quarterly Review. A writer in that 
paper deals with th* dw«iownect oi M A J S h h t

Guinness, Son, & Co., Ltd., for the pleasure the com
pany has bestowed on mankind. No one will quarrel 
with anybody who is out bestowing pleasure, 
but it is decidedly quaint that the encyclicals of Leo 
XIII., the conflict between Religion and Science, and the 
unhappy conditions of Mexico bed down in the shadow 
of a brewery.

The Rev. D. R. Owen, of the Carnarvonshire Baptist 
Union, protests against English visitors bathing on Sun
days, because it is infecting Welshmen with the “  bad 
example.”  Mr. Owen' has good religious grounds for 
his protest. Bathing was one of the things against which 
the best Christian conscience set itself, and, as we noted 
in previous issues, the Christian saints were quite notori
ous for the manner in which they avoided this heathen 
custom. It is worth bearing in mind that the Roman 
bath, which flourished wherever the Romans went, and 
which was used by the whole of the people, had so com
pletely disappeared under Christian rule that when it 
was reintroduced from the Mohammedan world, it be
came known as the Turkish bath. Even its origin was 
lost among Christians.

On the subject of marriage between black and white 
peoples, Miss Partridge, a missionary, makes a state
ment that is not exactly a compliment to Christianity- 
This religion must apparently need careful handling, 
but the following opinion could not have been put for
ward any better by a Jesuit: “  If one of the couple were 
not a Christian, she felt that the evil in one would over
come the good in the other.”  Now, wouldn’t the world 
be lovely if everyone was like us ? However, this is not 
by any means touching the spot. • Missionaries are the 
advance guard of trade, and miscegnation is a problem 
thrown up by the somewhat doubtful blessings of what 
is called civilization, and the introduction of Christian 
ethics into the matter only complicates the issue. The 
Rev. W. A. Cotton, who started the ball rolling, be
lieves that all God’s chillun’s got wiugs; the facts and 
history of Christianity are against him.

History in the making. We saw how the story of 
snow off the boots of the Russian Army had been found 
on Balhain Station; how angels at Mons had appeared 
to help the British via a Fleet Street public house, and 
now, hot on the heels of this blurb, Sir William Robert
son almost infers that Mr. Lloyd George was the man 
who nearly lost the war. All this is of to-day and yes" 
terday, and yet there are people who go black in the 
f.ice with conviction over what was supposed to ha'® 
happened in Palestine two thousand years ago.

We gather from a newspaper that Dr. Campbe^ 
Morgan (with photograph) has received an invitation t° 
settle in business at Westminster Congregational Church- 
It is not put like that, but that is all it means to those 
who are not mesmerized with mountains of words. If 
the activities of various Christian bodies arc chronicled 
in the same manner as limited companies the obvion* 
lesson is, that their places of business should not be freC 
from taxes.

Pity the sorrows of the poor journalist who has 10 
turn on the tap for every occasion. Describing the 
veiling of the Guards’ Memorial, a scribe states that “ ,3 
cathedral hush fell upon the crowd,”  and, later on, t,u  ̂
lmsh deepened. Yes, we pity the sorrows of the V°° 
scribe, the moulder of public opinion that is where 
newspapers like to put it.

Mr. II. G. Wood, who has been playing a tune otl ^  
results of the recent religious questionnaire, comes Pet 
lously near to evoking a camel from his inner consent 
ness He says : “  Many cling to Christianity as a 
ot life, while questioning it as a system of beliefs-”  '  
have noticed also that the day* got short el n<rw ^  
wiminer time is »0 longer,
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The Freethinker ” Endowment 
Trust and Sustentation Fund.

We acknowledge this week the additional sum of 
¿57 13s. 6d. to this Fund, but we have still a long 
way to reach what is required.

It will be remembered that we hold Mr. P. G. 
Peabody’s signed promise to pay to this Trust the 
sum of £1,000 when the amount subscribed reaches 
¿7.000. We are given until December 31, 1927, to 
raise this amount, and there is no doubt but that 
the sum will be claimed, and, we hope, long before 
the expiry date. I need hardly say that this is the 
hope of all subscribers to the Fund. For example, 
Mr. H. Jessop, who acts as Secretary to the Trust, 
and who has already subscribed very handsomely to 
its funds, promises a further £200 to make up the 
¿7,000 provided the balance is subscribed. Mr. 
Jessop writes: —

The present time is, I know, not the best one to 
appeal for monetary support, but old friends of 
the Cause will not need to be reminded of the 
struggle which the Editor has had since 1914 to 
carry on. I have been in close touch with the paper 
since Mr. Foote’s death, and I do not know how Mr. 
Cohen has managed to stand by his post in such 
trying circumstances. We readers have now a chance 
of putting the Freethinker on a sound financial 
footing, and it is our duty to do so. I would there
fore appeal to all, rich and poor, to give all possible 
help. Success will pay honour to our Editor, and 
substantially help the Cause that spells Freedom.

Wc have also a promise from Mr. W. J. W. Easter- 
brook, another of the Trustees, of a further ¿¡100, 
0n the same terms as Mr. Jessop. So that our pre- 
*ent position is : —

¿  s. d.
Subscribed last year ... 3,901 4 10
Collected this year ... 481 19 6

Total ...¿4,383 4 4
This, counting the ¿300 promised conditionally, 

leaves us with the task of collecting ¿2,316 15s. 8d. 
J'1 other words, so soon as our readers subscribe 
Mother ¿2,316 we can collect an additional 
^r>3oo. I am certain this can be done, and done 

so long as all lend a hand. Mr. W. II. Hicks, 
'vl>o sends along a cheque for ten guineas, expresses 
® hope that the flow will quicken. We hope so too,
hut we are not overlooking the fact that this is only

third week of the reopening of the Fund.

To Correspondents
—-♦ -

E. B. SnnxiNGTON.—We do not know more than what has’ 
appeared in the press concerning Edison’s alleged “  lean
ing towards a belief in immortality.” We are inclined to 
believe that it is little more than a fanciful theory that 
Edison broached some time ago, and which was not a 
belief in personal immortality, and the survival of anything 
else does not matter.

W. Eaing.—Pure satire. We thought that would have been 
obvious. Of course, like all genuine satire, it covers a 
truth.

W. Collins.—Thanks for sending on the anonymous com
munication. It helps to remind one of the type of mind 
that naturally finds Christianity so attractive. Canon 
Green probably knows better than to venture into the 
open, where his wild statements might be so easily re
futed.

W. W right.—Thanks. Shall appear.
F. Mann.—The desire to give Freethinkers a cup of poison 

is not unknown in Christian history. The meeting is cer
tain to have done good.

II. B. Dodds.— Article received. Shall appear at an early 
date.

II. A mey.—You must not accuse the ordinary newspaper 
writer of having opinions. He often has no more than a 
pen and a vocabulary. Of course, he may have opinions, 
but it does not follow.
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Sugar Plums.

To-day (October 31) Mr. Cohen lecture« in the City 
Ilall, Saloon, Glasgow, at i t .30 a.111. and 6.30 p.m. In 
the morning he will speak on “  The Press, the Public, 
and the Farce of Faith,”  in the evening on "  The Passing 
of the Gods.”  It will be unusual not to have good meet
ings at Glasgow, but it is hoped that local Freethinkers 
will do what they can to bring some of their Christian 
friends along to the meetings.

On the Monday evening following (November 1) he will 
lecture in the Empire Theatre, Camp Street, Motherwell, 
on "  Some Things Christians Ought to Know.”  It is 
some time since Mr. Cohen visited Motherwell, and the 
local friends are looking forward to a good meeting, 
although there is some disadvantage in the fact of that 
date being the eve of the Council elections.

On the following Sunday (November 7) Mr. Cohen 
will speak in the Town Hall, Stratford. His subject 
will be, “  If Christ Came to .Stratford,”  and in view 
of many circumstances the meeting should be a lively 
one. Stratford Town Hall is easily reached from all
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parts of London, as, in addition to the trains, tramcars 
and omnibuses pass the door from all parts of the 
njetropolis. Admission is free.

On Saturday evening the Glasgow Branch is holding 
a “  Social ”  at the D and F. Café, Glasgow Cross. There 
will be the usual music, dancing, and other forms of 
entertainment, and judging from previous occasions, 
the function should be an enjoyable one. We presume 
that the time of commencement will be in the neighbour
hood of 7 o’clock.

We have received a copy of The Story Behind the 
Gospels, by B. M. Allen, M.A., (Methuen, 3s. 6d.), for 
those who wish to have “  reinterpretation of the story 
of Christ from a liberal Christian point of view.”  Mr. 
Allen throws overboard many orthodox beliefs such as 
the resurrection, without which there seems no reason 
for Christianity, but his book would have been more 
satisfactory had he attempted to visualize the myths 
and inherited religious beliefs out of which the New 
Testament story came. But there is too great an accept
ance of the quite orthodox theory that Jesus, the Jewish 
peasant, transformed “  the whole history of the world,”  
which he emphatically did not, and the resolve to find 
a purely social and ethical reformer who expressed him
self in terms of religion. And this simply will not do. 
An impartial reading of the New Testament in terms 
of the environment in which Jesus is said to have moved, 
puts out of court this notion altogether. The Jesus of 
the New Testament, if he ever existed, was just the 
ordinary wandering Eastern religious preacher, and the 
moment one realizes that the extravagant structures of 
modern Christian apologists crumble into dust. But 
the book is quite interesting in its way, and for those 
who wish to read a temperate discussion of the position 
indicated.'

In this connection, we are glad to notice in the new 
issue of The R.P.A. Annual (Watts & Co., is.), three 
articles by Messrs. Arch, Sturt, and Greenly, in which 
this aspect of the subject is dealt with. In the case of Dr. 
Greenly, the topic is “  The Historical Reality of Jesus,” 
and the reference to the teachings is very slight, but 
in the other two it is more elaborate, and in each case 
on the right lines. Hitherto a great many Freethinkers 
have appeared to fight shy of this line of criticism, 
mainly, we fancy, because they were timid of giving 
offence to what are known as liberal believers, but, as 
we have often pointed out, it is the great fetish of to
day, and by means of which astute Christians hope to 
give the old superstition a new lease of life. And yet 
of all the teachers of the great religions there are none 
that properly take a lower rank than the Old Testament 
Jesus, while the whole morality of the New Testament 
is pitched on very low levels. Mr. Sturt’s conclusion 
that Christian ethics "  have had a good influence in the 
past upon the whole and some applicability to the pre
sent time, but less and less as the world improves,”  
may be taken as a survival in the mind of one who 
has not yet managed to shake completely off the in
fluence of Christian teaching, but quite valueless as a 
scientific and historical generalization. It will please 
those who cannot give up Christianity without some 
kind of testimony to the value of past services, as one 
sometimes gets rid of a valueless servant, but in kind
ness of heart passes him on to some other person who 
learns to regret his acquisition.

Other articles include one by Bertrand Russell 
on "  Is Science Superstitious?”— suggestive and in
formative as are the writings of Mr. Russell; by Mr. 
Gerald Bullett, who sadly needs to pay more attention 
to the meaning of “  Cause ”  in discussing either Science 
or Scientific Determinism; by Stanton Coit, who wishes 
to retain the name of religion at any cost, without realiz
ing that these “  polarized ”  words are apt to do more 
harm than good, however we refine them; by C. T. 
Gorham, who discusses the problem of woman’s attend
ance at church ; and by II. J. Bridges, who rightly argues

that the “  larger task of Rationalism is to get rid of
the superstitious point of view, or frame of mind, without 
regard to any particular superstition.”  We have been 
emphasizing this for about forty years, and to-day there 
is more need of this being stressed than ever. When 
the belief in things die out, belief in the names that 
once indicated them lingers. The reverence for the 
name of Jesus, for the fact of royalty, for such terms 
as “  law,” “  cause,”  or “  matter ”  in science, are all 
evidences of this need.

Jesus in Faith. and in History.

T iie  V irg in  Bir t h .

I HAVE been amusing myself lately looking through 
what famous Christian apologists have said about the 
miraculous birth of Jesus. What a diverting antho
logy a fairly complete book of such extracts would 
make ! I like the blunt and sincere Roman or Anglo- 
Catholic who says straight out that he believes it 
exactly as described in the two more or less different 
accounts in the New Testament. He believes it 
on faith, and that settles the matter. The earnest 
Christian who proceeds to “  explain ”  the narratives 
and who obviously does not believe them, but insists 
that it is the life of Jesus and not his birth which is 
“  true ”  Christianity, makes me tired. For unless 
the Virgin Birth story is true, there can be no 
“  true ”  Christianity. It is as fundamental as the 
Resurrection. It is impossible for any biographer 
to tell the whole truth about a man, and the four 
biographies of Jesus either arc mere accounts based 
on hcresay or they have been “  inspired ”  by God- 
The Christian who boggles at the Virgin Birth, but 
who accepts “  inspiration ”  is surely in a rather 
curious position. Indeed, one may go further and say 
that the man who accepts God ought not to kick at 
the Virgin Birth— which is why I have never quite 
understood the position of the average Deist or Theist- 

One thing, however, is pretty clear. It is quite 
unfair for a Freethinker to reject the Virgin Birth 
because there is no evidence for it. W hy should hc 
expect evidence? And what kind of evidence would 
satisfy him? Supposing we had a document written 
by the angel Gabriel, sworn by the Church to he 
absolutely genuine, stating that Jesus was truly b°(ü 
of a virgin, would that be evidence? Or one hy 
Joseph ? Or an affidavit sworn by Mary bef°r̂  
Roman and Jewish judges, stamped and countersign® 
by all the parties concerned— including the auge‘T  
would that evidence satisfy our Freethinker? 
doubt it. As— according to Christians— the event ^  
the one unique Virgin Birth in the whole history 0 
the world, it seems to me evidence is not nccessaD’» 
and therefore believers are quite justified in refusU1» 
to discuss the question from the evidence point °g 
view. No, the Catholics are quite right. “  We belk-V 
the story,”  they cry, "  in spite of evidence.”  
the evidence— whatever it is really worth— is “ E 
Joseph, and not God, was the father of Jesus, 
would not believe Mary if she said God was 
father, because that is contrary to human 
ence, but we can well believe her when sbe s£1- 
Joseph was; which is exactly what she does & .
”  Thy father and I ,”  she said, when she and JoS ^  
were trying to find Jesus, “  have sought thee s°rr? eJ- 
ing.”  And Mar}' ought to know who was the fa 
of her child. -. ef

Thus you get the Catholics and the 0 -,
whole-believing Christian sects refusing the only . 
dencc that can really matter and fix themsc 
securely on the rock of faith. To believe the ; * ^  
Birth story in spite of Mary’s express déclarai ,tj, 
the contrary, is what I call sublime faith, anc
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that passage in Luke before them, I can quite see
why so many of the great Christian apologists— those 
hi particular who appeal to reason and logic— have 
shirked a clear and express declaration on the subject.

For example, the Bishop of Landaff in his reply 
to Thomas Paine, avoids any discussion— it would be 
impossible to say whether Dr. Watson believed the 
story of the Virgin Birth from his almost forgotten 
Apology. Paley, whose Evidences of Christianity is, 
in its way, a masterpiece, hasn’t a word to say about 
it (unless the passage has escaped me). Soame Jenyns 
hasn’t a word on the Birth narratives in A View of the 
Internal Evidence of the Christian Religion either, 
nor has the Rev. C. Leslie in The Truth of Chris
tianity Demonstrated, except where he merely refers 
to the famous “  prophecy ”  in Isaiah that a virgin 
would have a child— the truth of which he never 
attempts to demonstrate. I could give a large num
ber of similar famous works specially directed against 
infidels, wherein the Virgin Birth, if mentioned at 
all, is taken for granted. But let us see what Dr. 
A. S. Peake has to say in Christianity, Its Nature and 
Truth : “  I wish, therefore, to say at the outset 
that I do not regard this question as one which 
vitally affects the Christian faith.”  That is a fine 
beginning, is it not? Dr. Peake continues: “ I de
sire, therefore, to express as emphatically as I can 
my belief that the Divinity of Christ is completely 
independent of the precise method by which He 
eanie into the world.”

Dr. Peake devotes a whole chapter to a full dis
cussion of "  the supernatural Birth of Jesus,”  and 
* could imagine it being written by a very reverent 
Agnostic, who, not believing a single word of the 
fable, feels obliged to say so in as nice a way as 
Possible. He concludes by remarking, "  These 
narratives show us what human invention would do 
"hen it sets itself to speculate on the sacred facts
...... ”  The “  sacred facts ”  he quite clearly shows us
arc not facts, but lie does not care to indicate how 
far the "  human invention ”  went. In any case, here 
ls a scholar and a Christian, like many others, who 
cvidently does not believe the story of the Virgin 
®i*th; and so we could go on.

Of course, a large number of theologians do deal 
">th the question. They carefully compare the narra
t e s  and conclude that as they arc so beautifully 
Written, so sincere and so frank, they must be true 
'"Which are quite as good reasons as can be given.

the other hand, Strauss and many other great 
"utionalists, after carefully comparing the two ac
counts, proclaim them both as late additions and 
mdi^utable myths. The truth is that the Virgin 

mth story can only be accepted by certain types of 
nilPd-— mostly ignorant, credulous and fearful. More 
People 2,000 years ago possessed this "  swallow any- 

llQg ”  mind than now. Messiahs were then eagerly 
acceptcd if only they or their protagonists were dirty 
etl°Ugh (like St. Francis), and could talk loud enough 
atl(f insist they had the hand of the Lord upon them. 

Nowadays a Messiah is looked upon rather with 
llsPicion or as a joke. The latest, Mrs. Bcsant’s 
r̂°t£ge has ben boosted up for years. He has had 
. Wonderful press and far more publicity than any 

a lcr Messiah, but he has not so far been much of 
v- SUccess— possibly because he was not born of a 

And, of course, he has a formidable rival

. 1. -1. :— -.t .......... ,■■ ■- — :
And the more I examine them, the more I am con
vinced of the unreality of an historical Jesus. He 
lives only, and can live only, in— faith.

H. C utner.

still
Withln Jesus, the greatest of the Messiahs. A  Messiah 
t0 '.° nly a small thcosophical following cannot hope 

'Vl11 in a contest with one who has had a running 
Wh ear]y 2,00 years, who was born of a virgin, and 

j  se followers number about 500,000,000 people, 
are .Ve not 1 u'te done with the Virgin Birth. There 
'°ok-Stl̂  ° ne or two aspects of the question worth 

,l,8 into from the standpoint of faith and history.

The Making of the Gospels.

IV .
(Continued from page 646.)

In the age succeeding that of the first promulgators 
of Christianity the primitive Christians were with
out any definite knowledge of the life or history of 
Jesus Christ. None one of the apostles, who were 
supposed to have known the various incidents of the 
alleged public ministry of Jesus, had left to posterity 
any written accounts of those incidents. The primi
tive Church had therefore to find out these circum
stances for itself. This was a simple matter, though 
somewhat long and tedious; all that was necessary 
being a careful examination of the Old Testament 
scriptures, which were believed to be full of “  pro
phecies ”  relating to the Jewish Messiah— and Jesus 
was assumed to be that Messiah. To find these 
alleged predictions the Greek version of the Hebrew 
Scriptures was searched exhaustively from end to 
end, and all passages deemed suitable were marked 
and copied out. This done, the material for the 
past history of the Saviour was ready to hand.

AH' the Old Testament “  prophecies ”  selected as 
referring to the Messiah had, of course, to be ful
filled; narratives were therefore drawn up describing 
the actual occurrence of the various events and cir
cumstances predicted. The pious Christians engaged 
in this meritorious work were mostly teachers, and 
necessarily few in number, the rank and file of the 
early Church having no knowledge of Greek or 
Hebrew letters. These self-constituted Gospel- 
makers were, moreover, not burdened with incon
venient scruples, and considered themselves fully 
qualified for the work. The crazy teacher Barnabas, 
for instance, after clumsily twisting an Old Testa
ment passage quite out of recognition, unctuously 
sa ys:—

Blessed be our Lord who has placed in us wisdom 
and understanding of secret things......For this pur
pose He has circumcised our ears and our hearts 
that we might understand these things.

To take a second example, Justin Martyr, after 
similarly distorting several other Old Testament 
passages, says : —

Would you suppose, sirs, that wc could ever have 
understood these matters in the Scripture, if we 
had not received grace to discern by the will of 
Him whose pleasure it was?

Most of the Gospel narratives had been written in 
Justin’s time; but that ancient apologist; having 
discovered the clue, elected to work them out for 
himself. And he does so— fearlessly.

In this series of papers I shall confine myself chiefly 
to the principal Gospel events which make up the 
life of Jesus Christ. The sayings ascribed to that 
much-lauded individual will require separate treat
ment.

T he V irgin  B ir t h .

It is often contended by Rationalists that the Jesus 
of the Gospels— like Theseus, Perseus, Apollo, Her
cules, Bacchus and others— was a personification of 
the sun, and that to this source can be traced the 
origin of the Virgin Birth story. That many of the 
ancient deities were of this solar character may at 
once be admitted. We know that the Virgin-Mother 
myth was almost universal in Paganism, and that
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many of the gods and heroes were reputed to have 
been born of virgin mothers; but this fact, even if 
known to the primitive Christians— and we have no 
evidence that it was known— would never have 
originated the Gospel story, but for the presence of 
Isaiah vii. 14 in the Jewish Scriptures. The latter 
passage is undoubtedly the source of the Virgin Birth 
story, and this story is an addition to the first primi
tive set of Gospel narratives.

Isaiah had predicted : “  Behold a virgin shall con
ceive, and bear a son, and shall call his name 
Immanuel,”  etc. This prophecy, according to the 
context, was fulfilled in Isaiah’s own days; but such 
a small matter did not trouble the Gospel-maker. 
The meaning of the name “  Immanuel ”  was enough 
for him— “  God with us.”  Was not Jesus God, or 
at least the Son of God ? His mother must therefore 
have conceived by the Spirit of God— the Holy Ghost. 
The concoctor of the story may, of course, have 
heard of Latona and her son Apollo, or of Hera 
and her son Hercules, or of Isis and Horos, or of the 
babe-gods Hermes and Dionysos. But these were all 
connected with Pagan idolatry, which, as a Jew or 
Christian, the concoctor regarded with pious horror. 
The writings of Isaiah, however, were of quite a 
different character. Were they not composed by a 
holy prophet under the direct influence of divine in
spiration ? And did not the same sacred writer, in his 
fifty-third chapter, show a clear and detailed fore
knowledge of the rejection and sufferings of Jesus? 
It was not Isaiah, then, but God himself who spoke 
throughout the book— the great God who could not 
lie. And so on, and so forth. As might be ex
pected, the pious concoctor of the Virgin Birth story 
wrote his veracious narrative with the passage in 
Isaiah open before him. He concludes by saying : —  

Now all this is come to pass, that it might be 
fulfilled which was spoken by the Lord through 
the prophet, saying, Behold a virgin shall be with 
child, and shall bring forth a son, and they shall 
call his name Immanuel.

The systematic dishonesty of the writer is shown by 
his completely ignoring the context: —

For before the child shall know to refuse the evil 
and choose the good, the land whose two kings thou
abhorrest shall be forsaken......For before the child
shall have knowledge to cry, My father, and My 
mother, the riches of Damascus and the spoils of 
Samaria shall be carried away before the King of 
A ssyria” (vii. 16; viii. 4).

This portion of the prophecy could not, by any 
amount of ingenuity, be twisted into referring to 
Jesus Christ; it was therefore simply ignored.

D escent and B irth place.
The prophet Isaiah had predicted a ruler, “  a 

shoot out of the stock of Jesse,”  who should be filled 
with “  the spirit of wisdom and understanding, the 
spirit of counsel and might, the spirit of knowledge 
and of the fear of the Lord ”  (xi. 1-4). This predic
tion was, of course, said to refer to Jesus, who was 
therefore declared to be descended from Jesse’s son, 
David. In proof of this claim two genealogies, each 
stated to be that of Joseph, the reputed father of 
Jesus, were fabricated, which contained between 
Jesus and David (a period of over one thousand years) 
but two names in common— Salathiel and Zerubbabel. 
In one of these genealogies there are between Zerub
babel and Joseph the Carpenter eleven generations; 
in the other there are twenty generations; moreover, 
not one of the names during this period, in either 
of the genealogies, is found in the list of Zerubbabel’s 
posterity given in 1 Chron.- iff. 19-24. The fact that 
both genealogies were accepted as the pedigree of 
Jesus can only be accounted for by supposing that,

at the first, each circulated singly and in a different 
locality. Later, when both had become well known 
it was found impossible to suppress either.

The prophet Micah, again, had predicted a 
governor who should hail from Bethlehem— “  the 
city of David ” — and “  be great unto the ends of the 
earth.”  This prediction was likewise interpreted as 
referring to Jesus, notwithstanding the further state
ment in the context that the predicted ruler “  shall 
deliver us from the Assyrian when he cometh into our 
land ”  (v. 2-7). In accordance with this prophecy 
a story was related of Jesus being born in Bethlehem 
and the chief priests and scribes were represented as 
quoted in the passage in Micah (Matt. ii. fi). As to 
the exact time of the birth of the expected ruler, no 
prediction could be found : the Gospel-makers were 
therefore free to fix upon any date they pleased. 
Two accounts of the birth of Jesus were written. 
In the first the Saviour was stated to have been 
born “  in the days of Herod the king ”  (i.e., not 
later than b .c . 5); in the second, the birth was said to 
have taken place during an enrolment made by 
Quirinus, governor of Syria (a .d . 6-7). Both
accounts were received as historical by the Christian 
Church— the explanation doubtless being the same as 
in the case of the genealogies.

The writer of the Fourth Gospel represents some 
of the Jews as saying: —

Hath not the scriptures said that the Christ 
cometh of the seed of David, and from Bethleheffli 
the village where David was?” (vii. 42).

These mythical Jews, of course, said whatever 
the pious Christian fictionist chose to put in their 
mouths.

T he M assacre at B ethlehem .

The Christian Gospel-makers, in their search f°r 
materials for the history of Jesus, relied mainly on 
the Book of Isaiah and the Psalms ascribed to David- 
In Psalm ii., the writer had said : “  The kings of the 
earth set themselves, and the rulers take counsel 
together, against the Lord, and against his 
Anointed.”  The word “  Anointed ”  in the Greek 
version was “  Christ ” ; there was, therefore, no doubt 
in the mind of the Gospel-makers as to the passag® 
referring to Jesus. In accordance with tins prophecy 
King Herod and the Jewish priests and Sanhedrim 
were represented as “  setting themselves ”  in array 
against the Saviour— Herod, as soon as he heard of blS 
birth; the Jewish rulers, during his public ministry- 
Herod’s attempt on the life of Jesus was, of course» 
made to fail; another ”  prophecy ”  suggested tbe 
remainder of the Gospel story. A  passage in Jeremiah 
(xxx. 15) described the matrons of Ramah as mourfl' 
ing the loss of sons and daughters carried captive to 
Babylon. This was twisted into a prediction of 3 
slaughter of babies in Bethlehem, and a story of 3 
massacre was fabricated accordingly. This done, th® 
veracious writer has the hardihood to say : —

Then was fulfilled that which was spoken bJ 
Jeremiah the prophet, saying, A voice was heard in 
Ramah, weeping and great mourning; Rachel wecP̂  
ing for her children, and she would not be com 
forted, because they are not ”  (Matt. ii. 17-18)-

The flagrant dishonesty of the pious Christian f°brl 
cator of the story is further shown when we turn 0 
the following portion of the context which he 11 
conveniently ignored :—

Thus saith the I.ord, Refrain thy voice from 'vee|'e
ing, and thine eyes from tears......They shall co
again from the land of the enemy......Thy chi*“ * •
shall come again to their own border ”  (Jer- x* ' 
16-17).

Yet we are for everlastingly told by Christian 
gists in general, and by the late Dean Farrar
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Particular, that the Gospels were written by men 
“  who were intellectually incapable of having 
imagined the events they record, and morally in
capable of having invented them.”

A bracadabra.

Jeroboam’s Downfall.

T he name of Jeroboam has always had a disagree
able association in our minds. He is spoken of in 
Holy Writ as the “  son of Nebat, who made Israel 
lo sin.”  He flung away some golden opportunities.

Looking through Kings and Chronicles recently, 
for the purpose of finding a patriarch who would fit 
into a cross-word puzzle, I became entangled in the 
history of Jeroboam. We are bidden to search the 
Scriptures, and, I venture to think, no cross-word 
enthusiast need be at a loss if they study the nomen
clature of Genesis, Kings, and Chronicles.

Jeroboam started well. He was an industrious 
youth in the service of Solomon, but that much- 
married monarch failed to play the game in his later 
days. Consequently a prophet found Jeroboam in a 
field, tore his garment into a dozen pieces, gave 
Jeroboam ten of them, and informed the youth he 
Was to reign over ten tribes of Israel. This reads 
hke one of our best sellers. The curious thing that 
strikes one, on reading the lives of these ancient 
Worthies, is that they were either extremely good or 
utterly bad. There seemed to be no moderate men 
among them. No coalitions or compromises were 
Possible. Either they did that which was right in 
the sight of the Lord, when they had Jehovah’s back- 
mg, or else they were utterly depraved, did that 
Which was evil, followed Ashtorcth, or Chemos, or 
Mil com, or Baal, or some other disreputable deity, 
with the consequence that they were utterly routed, 
and generally came to an untimely end.

Then they slept with their fathers.
Solomon must have been a fierce old fellow, for 

Jeroboam had to emigrate to Egypt until the wise 
king died. Then, when it was safe he returned and 
became a claimant for the throne. Rehoboam started 
badly, which gave Jeroboam a chance, yet in spite 
°f many proofs of Jehovah’s interest, Jeroboam per
sisted in his duplicity. He thought the trumpery 
f°cal gods would be more than a match for Jehovah, 
but he found His mistake. Jehovah was not to be 
trifled with.

Jeroboam should have remembered the case of 
H/.za. That good man, while attempting to steady the 
ark, when it was brought home, was struck by the 
W d , and he died. Most people would say it was 
a very natural thing to do, when the furniture was 
r°cking in a new cart, and David with “  noddings 
°n.” was performing the Charleston in front. Yet 
•he box contained such explosive material that poor 

paid the penalty.
Over and over again Jah expressed himself in an 

•ubitrary manner. You never knew how to humour 
"111. i f  David decided on a census, or took a ‘ fancy 
°r some pretty maiden at the baths, or if an unfor- 

J^iate secured his firewood on a Sabbath, the Jewish 
city would flare up “  something dreadful,”  and the 

"ek]css pcrson generally lost his life.
On one occasion three well-meaning gentlemen 

" ere swallowed by an earthquake. And that little 
’""tter of the forty-two children gobbled up by the 

'°  bears in order to provide Elisha with a holiday 
'Vaa> to say the least, high-handed.

One is struck, too, with the size of the standing 
J Itly in those fighting days. In spite of the fact 
^.at Jeroboam had 800,000 picked men against 

)1]ab’s 400,000, he was worsted badly. But then,

you see, Abijah preached a long sermon before he 
; started, and Jehovah did the rest.

But it is in 2 Chronicles xiii. 20 that we find the 
dramatic account of Jeroboam’s end. Here are the 
words for us all to take to heart: “  Neither did 
Jeroboam recover strength again in the days of 
Abijah : and the Lord struck him and he died.”

Just as simple as that! We are not told whether 
it was fought undc-r the Queensberry rules. We do 
not know whether a ring was made and challenges 
issued. We are not told whether the combatants went 
into training, or if a charge was made for admission. 
We are left to fill in thc-se details as best we may. 
I11 any case, it was a knock-out blow. Dempsey 
couldn’t improve on it. The sacred narrative is digni
fied in its simplicity. It merely states the fact. Let 
us take to ourselves the lesson taught by this graphic 
description. The Lord is a mighty man of valour. 
He lias proven it on many a bloody battlefield. He 
is the same yesterday, to-day, and forever. He was 
more than a match for Jeroboam.

“  And the Lord struck him and he died.”
A lan T yndai,.

Correspondence.

THE ZANCIGS.
To the E ditor of tiie “  Freethinker.”

S ir ,— My notice has been called to an article signed 
Henry Sara, which asks whether it is honourable for 
me to say that Mr. Zancig does some of his tricks by 
psychic means (telepathy) when he himself says that 
lie does it by a code. Mr. Sara must really be very 
simple if he imagines that a conjuror prints books to 
teach the public the true secret of his own mysteries. 
I am perhaps the only person in England who has all 
the Zancig codes— he has several. He gave them to me 
himself. But over and above those there is a broad 
margin which his wife has assured me is done by tele
pathy— an assurance which I personally tested in a 
way which cuts out all possibility of error. I can in
form Mr. Sara that since the Davenports were driven 
from the stage on account of their admission that their 
results were truly mediumistic, no member of the con
juring fraternity will make such a claim, whether he 
be psychic or not.

It may interest your readers to know that after long 
study and hesitation, Mr. Zancig has now finally ad
mitted the truth of spirit return. He took this public 
step because a Danish message, which was arragned 
as a test between his wife and himself before her decease, 
was successfully repeated to him by an American 
medium. A rthur C onan Doyle.

DOES ANYONE R EALLY BELIEVE IN H ELL? 
S ir ,— Your correspondent, Evacustes A. Phipson is 

right in summarily dismissing hell. That was one of the 
whips used by the exponents of a slave morality rooted 
in negativism. The poor wretched man was smothered 
with the burrs of “  Thou shalt nots ”  by the representa
tives of a creed who have apparently not caught your 
correspondent in their toils. There is an eternal jingle 
and jangle with the words positive and negative ; but, 
if words are looked upon as counters, and not as real 
money, the warfare will deceive nobody.

Is it not asking too much of Frcethought whilst en
gaged in a struggle, to define a creed or recommend a 
sect ? In the intellectual world as in the physical one 
there is a master and slave morality at work. If your 
correspondent will carefully keep this in mind, it will 
be seen that the peaks and mountains of history, called 
great men, gave a value, or goal, to life, and thus helped 
the millions of subjects to live. It is therefore a ques
tion of finding out on which side is the individual—as a 
myth maker or a myth believer? There is the myth of 
faith and the myth of reason. The beauty of the latter 
is that it works and satisfies.
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I remember seeing a picture many years ago, in oils, 
I believe, in Derby Gallery signed by your correspon
dent. If I am correct, that alone convinces me that an 
eschatological creed is not necessary for one, who, in 
coming to grips with life, is striving to bring order and 
beauty out of it. As an amulet, suppose we take a sen
tence that the Chinese children first learn : “  Men at 
their birth are by nature radically good.” That is what 
Freethinkers have been saying for a long time, and 
because we cannot attract a popular football match 
crowd to say it, the “  original sin ”  vendors still sit in 
the saddle, and, as Pascal wrote : “  Man is so framed 
that by dint of telling him he is a fool he believes it, 
and by dint of telling it to himself he makes himself 
believe it.”  We are clearing up the mess made by the 
maligners of the human race; it is a big job, but in our 
holiday moments, as suggested by your correspondent, 
perhaps we can find time to contemplate the excellence 
of the teachings of Confucius, of Buddha, and our own 
preference, Nietzsche, about whom the last word has not 
yet been uttered. W. R.

FAITH AND FACT.
S ir ,— A  Sunday paper, which appears to have drifted 

into sloppy sentimentalism, has published an article by 
an unnamed author entitled “  Atheist Turns Believer,” 
and holds up to view Edison, the clever inventor, as 
a famous convert from fact to belief.

The article will not have escaped your notice, and 
your readers will look forward to some scathing com
ments from your editorial chair.

Without trespassing unduly on your limited space, 
readers would like to know what the writer of the 
article means precisely by “  the dark realm of doubt 
into the bright light of a sure faith.” ?

Now “  faith is the substance of things hoped for,” 
and how blind religious faith has any connection with 
practical material inventions is difficult to see, but the 
evident intention of the author is to insinuate that be
cause Edison is a very clever inventor he may be taken 
as a likewise clever authority on superstitious belief; 
just as the Indian doctor was taken to be clever for no 
other reason than that he had come from India.

Edison knows just as much and just as little about 
the existence of God as does any reader of the Free
thinker. I take it that it is the old trick of the Great 
Lying Church to hoodwink unthinking innocents.

Of course any individual is quite at liberty to believe 
anything he likes—that the moon, for instance, is made 
of green cheese— but the attempt to mislead others know
ingly and wilfully is a sham and a fraud.

There are references to historical writers which, if 
my recollection of these writers is correct, are a tissue 
of falsehoods. All this from our free British press!

Sine Cere.

Society News.
GLASGOW SECULAR SOCIETY.

On Friday, October 22, Mr. W. H. MacEwan, Vice- 
president of the Glasgow Branch, opened a discussion 
on “  Will Secularism Benefit Humanity?”  before the 
Young People’s Union of the Govan Congregational 
Church. The opposition was led by Mr. R. Black a 
police-court missionary. Many of the Christians pre
sent heard a Secularist lecturer for the first time, and 
had their belief in the unassailability of Christianity 
rudely shaken. After the discussion the Rev. Peter 
Smith paid a high tribute to Mr. MacEwan’s knowledge 
and eloquence, and expressed regret that Mr. MacEwan 
was on the “  wrong ”  side. Members of the Committee 
of the Glasgow Branch were entertained to tea in one of 
the church halls after the meeting. A detailed report 
of the discussion will be printed in the Govan Press for 
the week ending October 30.

NORTH LONDON BRANCH N.S.S.
The wet weather was responsible for the much smaller 

gathering than was expected to listen to Mrs. Seaton 
Ticdeman’s deeply interesting address on ”  The Need

for Courts for Domestic Relations.”  The lecture was 
loiiowed by an equally interesting discussion. It is 
qui e certain that the establishment of family courts

l ore which might come cases that are now dragged 
111 0 pu with no benefit to anyone but those news- 
,PaaPers. that. .make ^ a point of catering to the public 
‘ '!, or Futures of domestic infelicity or immorality, 

/rw  u ° ften lead to a Peaceful settlement. Next Sunday 
.■  0 ^ r" R - B. Kerr, editor of the New Genera-
non will lecture on "T h e  Sex Question.”  A  lively 
discussion is anticipated. G. S.

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

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

LONDON.
Indoor.

E ssex Ha u  (Essex Street, Strand, W.C.) : Friday, Novem
ber 5, at 8, Mr. Joseph McCabe, “  The Evolution of Man. 
(Lantern Lecture.) Tickets is. each, apply, e n c lo s in g  

stamped addressed envelope, to Mr. F. L. Monnaie, 87 
Ashbourne Avenue, Mitcham, Surrey.

North London Branch N.S.S. (St. Pancras Reform Club, 
15 Victoria Road, N.W., off Kentish Town Road and three 
minutes from Camden Town Tube Station) : 7.30, Mr. R- B' 
Rerr, The Sex Question.”

South London E thical Society (Oliver Goldsmith School, 
^  ™VeKOa,d’ S -E ->: 7, Mr. Arthur Linecar, ”  W- J- 

Lockes Ihe Morals of Marcus Ordeyne.”
South Place Ethical Society (South Place, Moorgate- 

People ”  11' S ’ R ' Ratcliffe' “ The Religion of the Engl*

I he Non-Political Metropolitan Secular s °c^„V

“ Tri ,ham, C°urt Road> : 7-3«. *Ir- E- C'The Flood and the Call of Abraham.” (Lantern Lecrtar,
Ihursday November 4, at 7.30, at the above Hall, Mr.
Hyatt, The Pickwick Trial.”

Outdoor.
BranC11 N.S.S. (Clapham Common) :

Mr F. P. Corrigan, a Lecture; (Iirockwell Park) : 3-3°>
P. I . Corrigan, a Lecture. ^
,..1 Non-Political Metropolitan Secular
Ilyde Park) : u.30 and 3 p.m. Speakers—Meisrs. Bott 8 

Hart, and Peacock.
COUNTRY.

Indoor.
Glasgow (Bakunin House, 13 Bunibank Gardens, J  

gow) : Thursday, November 4, at 8, Mr. Guy A. A ¡oJ1 
Hume and the Metaphysicians." Questions and di$c 

invited.
Glasgow S ecular Society, Branch of the N.S.S. 

Saloon Hall, Candleriggs) : Mr. Chapman Coh«b 0 ,o, 
„  -,1., 1>res.s> tlie Public, and the P'arce of Faith < 

the Passing of the Gods.”  Questions and discuss»“  
vited. Silver Collection. t0Jje

Leicester Secular Society (Secular Hall, numbers^ ^  
Gate) : 6.30, Dramatic Performance of “  She Stoops to 
quer, ’ by the Secular Society Players.

be D 0UNW ANTED CHILDR*'1*
In a Civilized Community there should

UNW ANTED Children. w
For List of Birth-Control Reqnliltei «end ljd . *ta  ̂

J. R. HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantage, Ber '9‘
(Established nearly Forty Years.)  — ^

P IO N E E R  L E A F L E T S - ^
WHAT WILL YOU PUT IN ITS PLACE?

Cohen.
VU Couzn  THR USE 0F THB CLERGY? By 

!®? 1tAR CHRISTIANS. By CHAPMAN COHEN,
nn „ lGI° N AND SCIENCE. By A. D. McLabEN.
d o e s  GOD CARE? By W. Mann.
DO YOU WANT THE TRUTH?

Frice 1». 6d. per 100, postage 3d.

Tat Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E-C i
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The New
Psychology

TKree Authoritative WorKs 

A ll  as New

THE

STUDY OF RELIGION
The Psychological Origin and 
Nature of Religion

By J. H. LEUBA

Taboo and Genetics
A Study of the Biological, Sociological, 
a«d Psychological Foundation of the 
Family; a Treatise showing the previous 
Unscientific Treatment of the Sex Prob- 
km in Social Relationships

By M M. KNIGHT, Ph.D.
•VA LOWTHER PETERS, Ph D.

and
PHYLLIS BLANCHARD, Ph.D.

Fart I.—-The New Biology and the Bex Problem 
in Society

Fart II— The Institutionalized Sex Taboo
^apt III.—The Sex Problem In the Light of 

Modern Psychology

Animism By e d w a r d  c l o d d  

Mithraism
By W J. PHYTHIAN ADAMS

Magic and Fetishism
By A C. HADDON

The Religion of Ancient Greece
By JANE HARRISON

These Five Volumes are all by writers of 
authority and standing, and are offered for 
sale in sets only. Tr>e published price is 2s. 
per volume. They will be sent post free for 5s.

Published at 10s. 6d. net. Price 4s.
(Postage 5#d.)

The Psychoanalytic Method

By Dr. OSKAR PFISTER

^*th Introduction by Professor FREUD and 
rofessor G. S. STANLEY HALL

 ̂ Comprehensive Introduction to the 
ubject, with special reference to Edu- 

Cation. 591 pages and 3 plates

uklished a t 25s. net. Price 6s. 6d.

The Ethic of Freethought
By KARL PEARSON, F R.S.

Price 5s. 6 d , postage 6d.

A Candid Examination of 
Theism

By “ PHYSICUS ” (G. J. Romanes)
Price 8a. 6d., postage 4d.

Life and Evolution
By F. W. HEADLEY

(Postage çd.) Price 4s. 6d., postage 6d.

Cayeman Within Us
Study of the Play of Primitive Impulses 
Hum

turn
an Society with Suggestions for

log these to Useful Purposes 

By W. J. FIELDING 

^ H sh e d  a t 10». 6d. not. Price 4».

Kafir Socialism and the Dawn 
of Individualism

By D U D L E Y  K I D D  

Price 3s., postage 6d.

Only a very limited number of each of these 
books are available. Those desiring copies 

should order at once

(Postage 6d.) Ths Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, K.C.4.
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A FREETHOUGHT LECTURE
W ILL BE DELIVERED BY

MR. CHAPMAN COHEN
ONSUNDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 1926

IN THE

TOWN HALL, STRATFORD
AT 7 P.M,

Subject “ IF CHRIST CAME TO STRATFORD ”

Doors open at 6.30. Chair taken at 7. Admission Free.

Questions and Discussion cordially invited.

Collection.

Clotb, 3s. 6d. net, by post 3s. lOd.

Whence, Whither, and Why?
By R O B E R T  A R C H

The ‘ 'plain man” who thinks philosophy a wordy and value
less speculation about the “ back of beyond”  is recommended 
to read this little book. Written in language intelligible to 
any one of ayerago education, it will show him that philosophy 
deals with the every-day world of common sense, and that 

its results are of practical significance.
London: WATTS & CO , Johnson’s Court. Fleet Street. E.C.4

F o u r  G r e a t  F r e e t H i n K e r »

GEORGE JACOB HOLYOAKE, by Joseph McCabe. The 
Life and Work of one of the Pioneers of the Secular and 
Co-operative movements in Great Britain. With four 
plates. In Paper Covers, 2s. (postage zd.). Cloth 
Bound, 3s. 6d. (postage 2jid.).

CHARLES BRADLAUGH, by The R ioni Hon. J. M. 
Robertson. 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 2Jid.).

VOLTAIRE, by T he R ight Hon. J. M, Robertson. In 
Paper Covers, 2s. (postage 2d.). Cloth Bound, 3s. 6d. 
postage 2>Id.).

ROBERT G. INGERSOLL, by C. T. G orham. A Bio
graphical Sketch of America’s greatest Freetbonght 
Advocate. With four plates. In Paper Covers, 2s. 
(postage 2d.). Cloth Bound, 3s. 6d. (postage 2>Ja.).

He that wrestles
with us strengthens our nerves and sharpens 
our skill : our antagonist is our helper. 
Think o f  the months and the years since 
first we appealed to y o u ; o f the fresh argu
ments and the new reasons ; o f the coaxings 
and the pleadings you ha ve so long and so well 
withstood. Think how in all this while your 
resistance has strengthened our will to win 
you. sharpened our skill to  please you, and 
made us invincible with an armoury o f proofs 
Surely you who have done so much to make 
our system and our service the successes they 
are will to-day accept an invitation to share 
the advantages they have showered on 
others. W illingly and promptly we shall 
send you any o f  the fo llow in g:—

Gents* A to D Patterns, Suits from 
55/-; Gents* E Patterns, Suits all a t 
67/6; Gents* F to I Patterns, Suits 
from 75/-; Gents* J  to N Patterns, 
Suits from 104/6; Gents* Overcoat 
Patterns, prices from 48/6; o r 
Ladies* Fashion & Pattern  Sets, Cos
tumes from 57/-; Coats from 53/•

A ll Pattern Sets accompanied by Price List, 
Measurement Form, M easuring Tape, Style 
Book, and stamped addresses for their 
return. Sam ples cannot be sent abroad 

except upon your promise to fa ith fu lly  
return them.

/t ACCÖNNELI. C ' AA A RI
( David maccqninell- Mtopmr tor .- 

TAILORS a n d  c o s t u m i e r s  • 
N D »  S T ,  B A K E W E L L  

DiilBVinifift:

The Pioneer P ress, 6i Farringdon Street, E.C.4-
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