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Views and Opinions.

S o lu tio n .
Ip

' eVer there was a doctrine that should command 
0 assent of all intelligent men and women, it is 

lat of evolution. The evidence for it is clear, pre- 
j and .universal in scope. livery known fact 
i a*es for it, and not one against it. Physics, chem- 
i t * > biology, psychology, and sociology each yields 
0,3 huota of unmistakable proof. The more we know 

die atom at one end of the scale and o f man at the 
10r> the more certain are we that evolution alone 
hl>lies the general explanation that will account for

tve see going on around us. It  is safe to say

is one for which we 
The book

What

djat any otjier theory that could offer a like volume 
. tvulence, as complete as the nature of the case ad- 

t]1 S>. Would be accepted without demur. The fact 
S( | d cuts across certain theological teachings is the 

0 reason for the opposition that has been shown to- 
‘ rds it, ag weji ag for the qualifications that some 
^hitionists attach to their statement of the ease. 
' rm°ng the recent books on the subject, Creation 

lia ^Vo û^(m (Macmillan, 21s.
hardly anything but praise. The book is 

* Printed and contains numerous fine plates. It 
Psists of twenty-six chapters by such well known 

M°ntists as Professors Scott Sherrington, Lloyd 
„ °ygan, Starr Jordan, Fairfield Osborne, Elliott 
hialth, ? TeSory, Lull, E. B. Poulton, H. H. New- 
ter ’ With otliers, each of whom contributes a chap- 
y, 011 a distinct aspect of evolution. The whole 
an<f *S w *tten Ide clearest and simplest style, 
foil any°ne of very ordinary understanding can 
tel °W 'Vith ease :,d that is said. It is difficult to 
I \ .Ct where all are so good; but if one had to select, 
§hi°|^d place them in the following order : Sir A. E. 
tile n 8 âscinating chapter on “  The Evolution of 
hv Tjfe an(* tEe Beehive” ; “ Evolution of the Brain,”  
L  Elliot Smith; “  The Evolution of the Bird,”  by 

Watson; and the chapter on “  Cumulative 
Prion,”  by LI. H. Newman. One other thing is

worth noting. I  have several times warned my 
readers against taking sensational newspaper articles, 
written by our “  stunt ”  artists, as guides to Ameri
can culture. Dayton is no more representative of 
American culture than the Bishop of London and 
James Douglas are representative of English culture. 
Of these twenty-six specialists, fourteen represent 
men who hold positions in American colleges or uni
versities.

* * #
1

Science or Pseudo-Science P 
Having said these things I  hope that any words 

of criticism of certain things said by some of the 
writers will not be taken as a disparagement of the 
book itself. I  say them because the work offers an 
occasion for doing so, and their importance as 
aids to accurate thinking is such that they cannot 
be said too often. W e are living with a society 
which is sufficiently near to the Dark Ages to give 
theology considerable power, and which induces 
writers to accompany scientific statements with com
ments that are quite unnecessary. Thus, we have 
Professor Starr Jordan putting in a quite needless 
aside in connexion with the origin of life : —

To state facts in simple terms, life appears only in 
connexion with carbon, oxygen, hydrogen, and 
nitrogen bathed in light, heat, water, and air. So 
we all admit. But all life, so far as we knew, 
starts from life, and every living being had some 
sort of living ancestry, moulded by the shifting 
and sifting of environment.

I do not think that the implications o f this state
ment would command the assent o f many leading 
biologists, particularly those who belong to the ex
perimental school. Their attitude would be better 
expressed by Professor Lull : —

The origin of living matter— of organic matter— 
from the lifeless material of the inorganic world, 
was the most momentous step, for it ultimately led 
to the peopling of the globe with the countless 
hosts of animals and plants.

That is, the correct scientific attitude is to take the 
fact for granted, and to search for the conditions of 
its occurrence. The idea that evolution can explain 
everything up to the beginning of living forms, but 
that just at that point something of a supernatural 
kind had to be called in, with evolution resuming 
from the tiniest speck of living material up to man, 
is so hopelessly unscientific as hardly to be worth 
discussing. Evolution is either true everywhere or 
nowhere. As Professor Newman says :—

No greater mistake could be made about evolu
tion than to limit its application to living organisms. 
There has undoubtedly been as real an evolution of 
the Cosmos, of the solar system, of the earth and 
other planets, of the molecules and of the atoms as 
there has been of organisms.

In other words, evolution is a continuous process.
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The same forces that appear in the atom, or in a more 
complex form in chemical phenomena, are at work 
in the world of organic structures in a still more 
complex form. Strange how fearful some men are 
in accepting the obvious when it leaves “  God ”  out, 
and how ready they are to look benevolently at a 
theory which, without the slightest shadow of evi
dence, gives this bugbear of the primitive mind a 
footing.

*  *  *

A  Sop to Cerberus.

Professor J. Arthur Thomson writes an excellent 
article on “  Why W e Must be Evolutionists.”  But 
it would not be Professor Thomson if he did not 
throw some sort of a sop to his theological friends. 
Thus:—

Although we do not know of any competent 
biologist to-day, however skeptical and in
quiring he may be, who has any doubt as to the 
fact of organic evolution, yet no one would assert 
that it can be demonstrated as one might demon
strate the law of gravitation, or the conservation of 
matter and energy, or the development of a chick 
out of a drop of living matter on the top of the yolk 
of an egg.

That passage leaves one wondering what Professor 
Thomson had in mind when he wrote it. The kind 
of proof possible or reasonable must be determined 
by the sort of thing we are proving. I f  we wish to 
prove that a man has swum the channel, actual eye
sight is required. But in the case of a murder, cir
cumstantial evidence may be enough. Of course, we 
cannot take a single living cell, place it on a labora
tory table and then watch it growing into a human 
being, but Professor Thomson himself points out that 
evolution proves man’s kinship with the rest of the 
animal world, he tells how old structures become 
transformed into new things, and asserts that there 
“  is not a single fact that can be said to be in any 
way contradictory.”  Professor Jennings explains 
how we can watch evolution taking place with the 
amoeba; there is the evidence o f vestigial organs, 
there is the more recent evidence of blood precipita
tion, which proves man’s kinship with the ape-world, 
there is the actual series of form which demonstrates 
the evolution of the horse, the series of evolutionary 
changes in the development of the butterfly, and 
there is the embryological evidence of the actual evo
lution of every human being— and other animals—  
during gestation. What other evidence does Pro
fessor Thomson require before he would agree with 
Professor Jennings that evolution,

does not deal with something transcendental, some
thing metaphysical; it deals with processes as real 
as the running of a stream or the growth of a tree. 
Organic evolution is a physiological process, like 
the digestion of food; it is something that is 
occurring at all times including the present.

Or this from Professor Elliot Smith : —
It is often contended that such an interpretation 

(evolution) of the evidence is merely a theory, or 
even nothing better than a mere working hypo
thesis. I want to assure my readers that such 
statements are very misleading— that they are actu
ally evasions of the truth. Man’s kinship with other 
living creatures is established by evidence afforded 
by his own structure, by the mode of development 
of his body, by the mode of action of his every 
tissue.

Or this from Professor Newman : —
The principle of evolution is so well established 

by the amassed evidence derived from every branch 
of science, that it has come to be regarded in scien
tific circles as one of the great laws of nature, rank
ing wit! the law of gravitation in scope and validity.

Or with this conclusion by Professor Holmes:— 
The fear that the foundations of morality w°û  

be undermined if it were proved that we are d*11'  
from an animal ancestry is eminently absurd, 
foundations of moral life lie deeply rooted m 
domestic and social instincts, which form the ® 
springs of action in animals and men alike. ” e  ̂
not speak of sympathy, mutual helpfulness, 
parental love as parts of our so-called a"1 
nature, although in consistency we should do so,  ̂
these traits are as much a part of the nature 
animals as ferocity or greed. It is traits such 
affection, sympathy and group loyalty that con 
tute the basis of our moral impulses and sentiffle" 
Our social and altruistic impulses are no less vt°x ̂ . 
of esteem if they are shared by less highly d«ve 
oped creatures than ourselves. Like the 
animals, we are, in general, sympathetic and h« F 
ful to our own kind. To our enemies and 
enemies of our country vve are hostile . . • I" 511 ■ 
and animals, love and antipathy, courage a°id

cowardice, self-sacrifice, loyalty and deception, P 
much the same part in determining behaviour, 
play the game of life less simply and crudely 
the animals, but our fundamental interests i" 
are much the same.

I  fancy that Professor Thomson would not dhPû  
any of these statements. The regrettable tlunff 
that poopla should be so solemnly warned not 
place too great faith in scientific generalizat'0  ̂
when the only consequence of such cautions lS. 
encourage them to place reliance upon the stupin' 
of theology. There are other odd expressions . 
would like to spend some little time on, such as t'1 
of Professor Newman’s curious remark that ‘ ‘Ev° , 
tion no more takes God out of the universe than 
gravitation.”  The obvious comment is that “ G0“ 
must first be in the universe before he can be takc 
out; evolution certainly leaves nothing for 
to do, and offers no proof of lu9 presence. ^ 
would also like to spend some time on Profe&5°. 
Lloyd Morgan’s interesting chapter on “  Mind 1 
Evolution.”  But that would take up altogether t0̂  
much space. W e can only end by repeating 
Creation by Evolution is one of the best genet8 
books on the subject we have seen for some ti"'c. 
It is clear, comprehensive, and convincing. W*1 
could one ask for more?

C hapm an  C ohen-

Desire.

Fain would I be 
Where the heart is free,

And the summer does not fade;
Where dawns are fair,
And nights are rare,

And Youth a masquerade!

Fain would I go 
Where the roses blow,

In the Land of No Regret,
Where the world is glad 
For maid and lad,

And hearts can ne’er forget.

Fain would I dwell 
Where the lilies tell 

Their hopes to the drowsing stream;
Where the fleeting years,
That bring no tears,

Pass like a golden dream!
J. M. S tuakt-YounO-

Nothing is more disgusting than the crowing abo" 
liberty by slaves, as most men are, and the flipp30 
mistaking for freedom of some paper preamble.

Emerso«•
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A Bishop’s Bunkum.
Who knew the seasons where to take
Occasion by the hand, and make
■1 he bounds of freedom w i d e r Tennyson.
“ If I am not level with the lowest 

I am nothing.” — Carpenter.
lln: clergy are a tearful race. They are worse than 
^ d ig g e r s  and undertakers, for these harmless, 
lî Cê sary folks do unbend after working hours. Un- 

e lodging-house landladies, the clergy cannot even 
a that they have seen better days. Luckily, 
'ever, for their congregations there are a few ex

ceptions which prove the rule. Chief among these 
doClry Andrews of the Pulpit is the Bishop of Lon- 
°n’ w*10 is just a bright, breezy schoolboy with no 
fsonified nonsense about him. In this he re- 

tnu leS ^ r‘ Martin Luther, who gave utterance 
tle profound truism : —

Who loves not woman, wine and song,
Remains a fool his whole life long.” 

ind you, the Bishop of London is a Wardour 
j reft Catholic, re-upholstered to suit the present 

non, and Luther was a mail-fisted Protestant. In 
eR theological simplicity, however, these two are 

r°t lers. One believed in an infallible Book, and 
e e °ther believes in an infallible Church, and both 
s; - l l y  noisy, cocksure, and mistaken. With this 

nlung difference: Doctor Luther has been dead for 
,Cnturies, and the Bishop of London is now welcome 
1 many West-End drawing-rooms as the hero of a 
W red tea-fights.

db the approach of Easter, which is the chief 
,̂s.tval ° f  the Christian Religion, the Bishop has 

J t e n  a sermonette on so solemn an occasion. Al- 
°uKh it only occupies half a column in a daily 

as" sPaPer, it is a fine fruity piece of bombast, almost 
Resting as a bookmaker’s appeal to his clients re- 

arding “  a dead cert.”  This is how his lordship 
st«rts off

" It is becoming clearer day by day that we have 
to choose between two religions.”

^hat on earth has happened ? In the eighteenth 
^ntury our forefathers chuckled at Voltaire’s jest 

at in this country there were “  a hundred religions
one sauce.”  What has happened to theQCjd °nly

p a ninety-eight religions ? Or, rather, ninety-nine ! 
la°r "Tat the Bishop of London describes as a “ popu- 

and easy ”  religion is uncommonly like what a 
."fit calls: “  Nothingarianism.”  Judge for yourself 
j i® uot invertebrate nonsense : Here are the Bis- 
°P s own words : —

That a very good man appeared two thousand 
years ago called Jesus Christ, who left us many 
frue and beautiful sayings, and preached some very 
good sermons, of which the best was the .Sermon on 
the Mount. If you read and follow the Sermon on 
the Mount (not a very easy thing to do by the way) 
you are a g00(j Christian, and you need not worn,' 
about such things as churchgoiug or sacraments, or 
whether or not you believe in miracles : indeed, to 
"se the words which have become famous : “  You 
need not worry about your sins.”

 ̂ tom the Bishop’s point of view this could scarcely 
jt ,Batisfactory as a religious system. Not because 
 ̂ ls fulsome sentimentalism, or pure bunkum, but 
°cause it spells bankruptcy to the dear clergy. I f  

0 In:i11 says prayers to a portrait of Marie Lloyd in his 
1 . 11 r°urn, there is no need for him to put threepenny 
0 J? *U any Prin t’s plate. A  fancy religion to any 

'odox priest is as much an object of admiration 
j  tote ”  to a racing-tout. 

t] 1 is quite refreshing to find the Bishop admitting 
tiff ^ IC Sermon on the Mount is not a very easy 
0 to follow. It  always seems to me like a book, 
jg Pled How to Live on Sixpence a Day, which 
iu°n ^'0untrymen used to buy by the ten thousand 

le days of my youth. The advice in the book

was perfect, a hundred-per-cent good, but tradesmen 
always blocked the way. Even a Yorkshireman 
couldn’t make a shopkeeper serve him with “  three 
farthings’ worth of ham cuttings,”  and insist on not 
having too much fat. It simply could not be done.

Indeed, the dear Bishop hasn’t tried too hard to 
follow his Saviour himself. During the world-war 
he was as bellicose as a serjeant-major, and did a lot 
of active recruiting. He was most industrious in in
troducing the Union Jack among the sacred emblems 
of religion. Even in the piping times of peace he 
treads the narrow path very gingerly, and earns the 
blessings of poverty as an aristocrat with a palace 
and a town house, and .£10,000 yearly.

What is of more importance, however, is the 
Bishop’s further admission that the original 
Christian Gospel “  revelled in miracles that mir
acles are the “ heart”  and “ kernel”  of the Christian 
Religion, and that the State Church, of which he is 
such a very distinguished ornament, is the only 
pebble on the beach. That is as one expects, for no 
fishmonger calls stinking fish. The question of the 
State Church need not detain us here. Parliament 
made the sorry institution, and in time will dises
tablish and disendow it, and thus release millions of 
money now spent in the furtherance of Superstition 
for more honest and useful work in other directions.

The Christian Religion is actually based on lies, 
for Christianity is based on miracles. It is on the 
truth or falsehood of miracles that the very person
ality of Christ must stand or fall. According to the 
Gospels, it was by miracles that he attested his 
divine mission to save mankind. It  was by miracles 
that he is said to have won his first following. It 
was by miracles that he proclaimed himself the “  son 
of God,”  and without credulous belief in miracles 
Christianity would have long since died out. It is 
not a creed of “  love ”  and “  brotherhood ”  which 
has fascinated ignorant millions through so many 
centuries, and caused them to fill the priests’ coffers 
with gold.

The Gospels claim that Jesus was a god, and the 
proofs were that he multiplied loaves and fishes, 
healed the sick, and restored the dead to life. I f  
men believe that Christ was really born of a virgin, 
that he performed prodigies, and finally left the earth 
like an aeroplane, then they need not hesitate to ac
cept the priestly pretensions for Christianity. If, on 
the other hand, men believe that the proofs for the 
miracles are missing, or that the stories are priestly 
lies, no talk of “  love ”  or “  brotherhood ”  will 
make believable the nonsense upon which the priests’ 
living is based.

The most important Christian body, the Roman 
Catholic Church, recognizes this, and claims a con
tinuance of miracles. They say that the so-called 
“  cures ”  at Lourdes, and elsewhere, and the ques
tionable liquefaction of the -blood of St. Janu- 
arius at Naples, are the same as those men
tioned in the Christian Bible, and that the alleged 
apparition of the Virgin at La Salette is as genuine 
as the miracles in Judcea. The priests of the Greek 
Church take the same attitude, and contend that the 
annual swindle o f the Holy Fire at Jerusalem is 
simply the latest link in a great chain which ex
tends back to the Biblical times of Jonah and the 
whale, and Noah’s Ark.

The two greatest Churches of Christendom stuff 
men with lies, and the Bishop of London smilingly 
agrees that these same lies are the very “  heart ”  of 
the Christian Religion. Old Dr. Johnson once said 
that it would not be immoral for a bishop to whip a 
top in Grosvenor Square. The Bishop of London 
would be more usefully employed in such a pastime 
than in foisting falsehoods on his countrymen and 
m aking a fine living in the process. M im n e r m u s .
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Are Our Council Schools to be 
Opened to Sectarian Teaching?

As is well known to secular educationalists, there 
has for some time been a movement on foot to get 
sectarian instruction included in the curriculum of 
public (provided or Council) schools. Such instruc
tion is at present prohibited by the Education Act 
now in force, which states that no religious catechism 
or formulary that is distinctive of any particular 
denomination shall be taught.

During the past few weeks the subject has again 
been brought to the foreground by a letter sent to a 
public Education Authority by the Board of Educa
tion, suggesting that such instruction may be given. 
The curious paragraph containing the suggestion is 
as follows : “ It  is common knowledge that Local 
Education Authorities sometimes permit the premises 
of a Council school to be used otherwise than for the 
purposes of the school, e.g., on Sundays or Sundays 
or after school hours on other week days, and it may 
be that if on occasion there is a room which during 
part of the school hours is not required for school 
purposes, similar permission is sometimes given to 
use such room.”

Education, in a leading article, has strongly con
demned the suggestion, and the Executive of the 
National Union of Teachers has passed a resolution 
expressing “  surprise and regret that the Board felt 
justified in proceeding to comment on a matter which 
it admits is outside its administrative scope and, 
the resolution continues : “  The Executive is
strongly of opinion that the comments are of such a 
character as to be likely to revive controversies in re
lation to the right of entry and the giving of sectarian 
instruction in provided schools.”

The admission of such instruction by the circuitous 
route suggested would almost certainly be followed 
by further sectarian demands. There are very few 
schools in which “  there is a room which during part 
o f the school hours is not required for school pur
poses ” ; and where no such room is available, it is 
fairly certain that the headteachers of the schools 
would be asked or instructed to clear a room, or more 
than one, for the purpose. This would be effected in 
most cases by crowding the scholars in other rooms 
and, among other things, would unduly vitiate the 
atmosphere o f such rooms and increase the possi
bility of infection by disease. It  is also likely that 
when a room is not available the Authority would be 
called upon to provide a room at the expense of the 
public.

T o  this we must add the baneful effect of dividing 
the scholars into sectarian groups, with, probably, 
a few “  goats ”  who will be withdrawn from all sec
tarian instruction.

The President of the Board, who is evidently a 
champion o f the voluntary schools, has lately said 
that he has been working quietly towards a solution 
of the religious question, and has intimated that some 
success has attended his efforts. Among the results 
o f his cogitative efforts we may presumably include, 
in addition to that already mentioned, the following, 
both of which are important from the educational and 
rationalist points of view : —

i. The public pronouncement that he has no 
powers, and does not propose to ask Parliament for 
powers, to require the managers o f voluntary 
schools to incur any extra expenditure on the (pro
jected, and in the view of practically all education
ists, highly desirable) reorganization of the element
ary schools. On this the Jcmrnal of Education has 
commented as follows : “  Lord Percy is establishing 
a new precedent, even for Ministers o f Education, 
in accepting, apparently with willingness, all those

conditions in relation to non-provided schools whic j 
make the task of reorganization almost im possible 
To this may be added the recent positive declaration 
of a high dignitary o f the Roman Catholic Churclb 
that the senior scholars will not be sent to the pr0" 
vided Central schools, but are to remain (except pcr‘ 
haps here and there in a large town, where a Rome1 
Catholic Central school might be built), under 
greatly inferior educational conditions, in a ‘ ‘CathoU 
atmosphere.”  .

2. The intimation that through the agreement 0 
the churches the religious difficulty in education nmf 
be settled. To  this the obvious and only reply _j5 
that if the agreement should be, as it probably 'V1 
be, a demand for an “  enabling act,”  which will 
mit sectarian teaching into the Council schools, a5 
part of the curriculum, the matter will be settled b> 
the people as a whole, including rationalists and a 
host of others who are definitely and strongly °P~ 
posed to what the Schoolmaster refers to as {be 
“  overweening claims of the denominationalists.”

Naturally, the pronouncements and suggestion5 
made by Lord Percy have been welcomed by Sy 
tarian protagonists, who, we are told, are freely cir- 
culating copies of the letter o f the Board of Educa' 
tion to which reference has been made. The Rom111' 
Catholic Archbishop of Liverpool, at the opening 0 
a campaign to “  educate on education,”  imprest 
upon his audience the necessity of seizing ^  
present opportunity o f influencing public opinion a)1, 
the politicians with a view to the attainment of the’r 
objective, which is the provision and upkeep by 
public of Roman Catholic school premises, as well aS 
the payment of all other costs.

In connexion with this demand, we note the reccN 
“  Lancaster judgment.”  In this case the pub^ 
Education Authority had paid for improvement 0 
the playground of a voluntary school, and was Slir' 
charged by the auditor on the ground that the PiCy 
cedure was in opposition to the Education Act. ThreC 
judges, however, decided against the auditor, ^  
argument being that the playground was not part 01 
the buildings; and it is now therefore open to atf) 
reactionary Local Authority to spend public mo*1̂  
on the premises of sectarian schools. W e have thcre' 
fore to offer what opposition we can to the prese" 
attempt to make the Council schools, like the voh111' 
tary schools, nurseries of superstition, and to recog' 
nize that if the control of the Board o f Education rC' 
mains as it is for another period, we shall probabb 
be faced with a Bill to legalize, if not to make cou1' 
pulsory, sectarian instruction in all our provide 
schools, and, possibly, also with a Bill to make tbe 
whole provision of sectarian schools a ptibbc 
charge.

Finally, if any Authority should act on the Board5 
suggestion to open the Council schools to sectarian 
instruction while it is illegal, it will be desirable f°f 
secularists to consider what steps can be taken ta 
scotch the movement. J. R kevES.

BOOKS AND READ ING .
Were I to pray for a taste which should stand me )lJ 

stead under every variety of circumstances, and be 5 
source of happiness and cheerfulness to me during lde’ 
and a shield against its ills, however things might 
amiss, and the world frown upon me, it would he a 
taste for reading. Give a man this taste and the me®118 
of gratifying it, and you can hardly fail of making hlJl1 
a happy m an ; unless indeed, you put into his hands ;l 
most perverse selection of books. You place him in eo»' 
tact with the best society in every period of history— wmj 
the wisest, the wittiest, the tenderest, the bravest, a,,J 
the purest characters who have adorned humanity. 
make him a denizen of all nations, a contemporary 01 

* all ages.— Sir J. Herschcl.
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A Chance for Freethinkers.

i\ Fiiw days ago a friend of mine, who is a pro
nounced Freethinker, received a leaflet inviting him 
to attend St. Mary Magdalene Church, Peckham, to 
listen to a course of lectures on some very contro
versial subjects, in relation to the Christian religion. 
1 Uve in the same district, but for some reason or 
other I  did not receive the leaflet. Perhaps it eyas 
because the vicar knows me to be a very aggressive 
freethinker; and thought there would be no possi
bility of converting me to the faith which I  aban
doned, after very seriouj thought, over fifty years 
a2°, and have used every opportunity since to dis- 
vredit and destroy it in the minds of intelligent
and

men
women.

. r Perhaps the omission wTas quite accidental or 
intentional. Anyhow, my freethinking friend 

of n nt mC ^ le lonfleb, and I  want to show the readers 
he Freethinker what devices Christian clergy- 

t are UP to to-day in order to try and get people 
hi the vacant pews in their churches. The 

°Urse ° f  sermons will be on : —

QUESTIONINGS.
bo People believe the Bible to-day ? 
boes it matter what we believe ?
Why bother about the Conversion of the Jews? 
Why Doesn’t God kill the Devil ?

Christian experience an Illusion ?
And last, but not least, the Great conundrum : 

What happens when we die?

When I  looked at it first, I  wondered whether 
eshons and discussion were to follow these dis- 
lrses; and in imagination I  could see myself 
lnff up and asking a long series of questions, 

„ 1 being interrupted by various members o f the 
^hgregation, and the police being sent for 
So apprehend me for “  brawling in Church.”  
o b turned to the leaflet again and found 

questions were to be invited, but they 
re to be “  iii writing,”  and placed in the box 

Whiled “  betters to the Clergy,”  and would be dealt 
abj “  °n a later Sunday evening,”  when prob- 

y the questioner would not be present. Thus we 
ard’d'^t the clergy still want to speak from the Cow-

of 3 Castle, and to give sceptics no fair opportunity

vovv different the policy o f Freethinkers, as eom- 
(C're(h with Christians! A t Freethought gatherings, 

’Ustians have not only an opportunity of asking 
tstions, but questiones and discussion arc wel- 

t.0,Hcd, because Freethought lecturers are convinced 
lat they have truth on their side, and are confident 

t, at in any intellectual encounter on Biblical and 
^logical questions they are bound to triumph, 
hut let me look at these subjects and see what 

t,'!estions might reasonably be “ put in the box,”  for 
‘lc clergy to answer. And let me say at once that 

p ar® very elementary questions the clergy pre- 
tb?e to discuss, and have been answered by Free- 

Ullkers hundreds of times during the past half 
cntury. Take the first question.

Do people believe the Bible to-day?”  The ques- 
n 13 very vaguely worded, but if it means, do the 

is'fT>lc believe that the Bible is divinely inspired, and 
absolutely true from Genesis to Revelation— then 
e answer is that intelligent people do not. Funda- 

] eutalists undoubtedly do, but they are among the 
p'.lst intelligent persons in the Church, or in the 
tjlss°nting bodies— and the members of the Salva- 
, 0n Army also believe, but they are neither dis-
tiu
leffSUisliedi for their intelligence nor for their know-

ge.
Fnt the clergy might be asked whether it is not a

fact that Dr. Barnes, Bishop of Birmingham, not only 
disbelieves in the inspiration of the story of creation 
in Genesis, but says emphatically that the story of 
the alleged Fall of Man in the Garden o f Eden is 
purely allegorical; and whether, if this is true, what 
need was there for Jesus to come on earth four thou
sand years later to die as an atonement for the sins of 
mankind, i f  the fall never took place ?

And further, if bishops are allowed to disbelieve 
one portion of the Bible, why the ordinary Christian 
is not allowed to disbelieve another part that does 
not commend itself to his reason without receiving 
the censure of the clergy or his Christian brethren?

The second question, “  Does it matter what we 
believe?”  The answer is that it certainly does 
matter; but no man can believe what he likes, and if 
he uses his reason he must believe only in those 
things which appear rational and commend them
selves to his best judgment. No man who uses his 
reason can believe either in the inspiration of “  The 
Old or the New Testament.”

Bishop Gore has recently shown that Moses could 
not have been the author of any of the books of the 
Pentateuch, and that they contain narratives that are 
neither scientific, historical, nor morally true.

Other learned divines tlirowT doubts upon the 
alleged virgin birth; some of the miracles of Jesus; 
and the whole scheme of salvation is undermined by 
Christians themselves. Remembering these things, 
“  the man in the street,”  who uses his reason can
not believe in the Christian creed. A  large number 
of questions on these points might be “  put in the 
box,”  to be answered by the clergy.

The third discourse is to be on, “  W hy bother 
about the Conversion of the Jews ? Who does bother 
about the Conversion of the Jews, except a few eccen
tric Christians? They both have a religion of com
mon origin—and they both worship a God that is a 
mere figment o f the imagination. So far as the 
Freethinker is concerned, he might say with Jago— 
that whether Cassio kills Roderigo (metaphorically 
in an intellectual encounter) or Roderigo kills Cas
sio— it all makes for our gain. And the vicar is 
going to give a sermon on a very old subject, “  W hy 
doesn’t God kill the Devil?”  Fancy an educated 
clergyman of University training, who believes in a 
personal Devil in the twentieth century ! What a 
primitive state o f mind to be sure!

It reminds me of when I  was a young man, I  went 
to hear a lecture by a Christian Evidence lecturer, at 
the old Walworth Freethought Institute. The sub
ject was “  Christianity worthy of God, and suitable 
to man,”  and when the time for questions came 
along, I  asked one question only. It  was this 
“  Whether the creation of the Devil was worthy of 
God and suitable to man?”  The audience laughed, 
and the lecturer floundered about in such an extra
ordinary fashion in his attempt to answer the ques
tion, that nobody could precisely tell whether he was 
apologizing for G-ed’s wept « f  power or his goodness, 
or both, in creating his great antagonist—His Satanic 
Majesty the D ev il!

Another sermon is on the question, “  Is Christian 
experience an illusion? From a Freethought point 
of view, the answer is “  certainly.”  The Christian, 
like the Spiritualist, gets himself into an atmosphere 
in which he imagines all sorts of things. The en
trancing music of the organ, the thrilling and beauti
ful singing of the choir, the charming treble voices of 
the boys, singing with rare purity o f tone and ex
pression, transport the earnest Christian into an 
imaginary heaven of delight. And it is while in this 
condition that he gets the feeling that there is some
thing divine in his nature that he is, so to speak, 
“  born again,”  and that something extraordinary in
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such feelings renders him superior to other persons. 
But such an assumption is assuredly an illusion. The 
same kind of ecstatic feelings can be got by listening 
to a beautiful opera. I  have known Freethinkers to 
be moved to such an extraordinary degree by the 
wonderful melodies of “  Lohengrin,”  and the stu
pendous choruses of “  Tannhäuser ”  and other great 
operas; but they do not foolishly consider themselves 
divinely inspired as a consequence.

The last question i s : “  What happens when we 
die?”  The obvious answer is that we all hope to 
get decently buried or cremated— the latter for pref
erence. But, of course, the Christian believes in a 
life hereafter; and he is buried ‘ ‘ in the certain hope of 
a glorious resurrection.”  But what evidence has he 
that such a hope will ever be realized? None what
ever. It is a pure delusion. Nobody has ever known 
a person who was once dead and decomposed, ever 
to come to life again as a human being. I  say again, 
it is a pure delusion! Without an atom of evidence 
in support of such an absurd assumption. A  very 
large number of questions might be “  put in the 
box ”  for the clergy to answer on this question; but 
if anybody expects a rational reply, he would be 
much mistaken. I  have called this article “ A  Chance 
for Freethinkers,”  but I  realize that it is a very 
“  poor chance ”  after all, and those who expect 
Christian clergymen to manifest anything like a 
spirit of fair play towards Freethinkers would be egre- 
giously mistaken. A rth ur  B. M o ss.

How Neptune Saved the Trojan 
Fleet.

Pui.EUS, King of Thessaly,was the only man who 
ever married a goddess. She was one of the fifty 
daughters born to Nercus and Doris, divinities of the 
sea. Neptune and Jupiter sued for her hand, but 
when some indiscreet person told them that she 
would have a son destined to become greater than 
his father, their love quickly evaporated. Is it a 
marvel that after having been sought by such illus
trious wooers, she treated the pretensions o f Peleus 
with disdain? But he played her a trick, and she 
had to marry him. The wedding was magnificent. 
It took place on Mount Pelion. A ll the gods and 
goddesses attended except Diseordia, who got no 
invitation because of her cantankerous disposition 
and her objectionable relatives. The feast had not 
ended before that slight was avenged. From some 
obscure point, the injured deity let fall a golden 
apple bearing the seductive inscription : “  For the 
fairest.”  Every goddess claimed it, but only three, 
Juno, Minerva, and Venus, finally persisted. The 
gods, being far too wily to judge the case, assigned 
that thankless task to Paris, one of the innumerable 
sons begotten by Priam, K ing of Troy. Whilst 
Paris was still in his infancy, the soothsayers de
clared that he would become the ruin of the town, 
and, on this account, Priam ordered him to be 
killed, but somehow or other he escaped death, and 
now, unknown to his father, he was flourishing as 
a youthful shepherd on Mount Ida, famous for his 
wisdom and beauty, and perfectly happy in the 
embraces of his wife CEnonc, a nymph of the moun
tain, who was the most tender and devoted of her 
sex. To  this ill-starred youth appeared the three 
goddesses without a single scrap of their habiliments. 
Each one solicited the prize by making him an offer. 
Juno held out a kingdom; Minerva set forth military 
glory; and Venus promised the fairest spouse in the 
world. Paris gave the apple to Venus, and the other 
two gave him their everlasting hatred. Shortly 
after this event, Paris was discovered by his sister,
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and acknowledged by his father. The promise ^
Venus haunted him continually, and at last, setting 
off on the pretext of avenging his aunt at Salan115' 
he made for Sparta, where Menelaus, the King, 
a wife named Helen, who was known to every bod) 
as the fairest woman in the world. Menelaus ga' c 
Paris a roj-al welcome, and then left for CreK 
whereupon Paris persuaded Helen to go home W y 
him, and poor old doting Priam took them into l"5 
palace just to spite the Greeks. Now, before HeR" 
accepted Menelaus, all the heroes and kings 0 
Greece were madly anxious to marry her, but the) 
had agreed that she should choose the one who nfigh1 
please her the most, and that the rest should pleaffe 
themselves to assist her husband against any 1113,1 
who violated his nuptial couch. They kept wow- 
For, when Mcnclaus, on coming back, learned th®‘ 
Helen had eloped with Paris, they assembled thert 
forces at Aulis in Boetia, and chose as leader Ag*1111' 
emtion, K ing of Mycenre and Argos, who "'3s 
brother to Menelaus, and whose tomb has fC' 
cently been found in Kentucky by the fame115 
antiquary, Mr. Huckleberry Finn. The Greek* 
sent a polite request for the return of Helen, alH 
upon this being refused, they laid siege to Troy- 
The city was invested for ten years before it  fcl1, 
A  blind poet named Homer, who enjoys some ccle' 
brity, has described the affair at considerable length 
Troy was a very negligible quantity when the Greek* 
had done with it. But several of the Troja|lS 
escaped, and among them a man named Tineas, wh® 
is said to have taken his father on his shoulders, aIlC 
his little boy by the hand, although in the hurry bc 
forgot his wife. Tineas owed the light of day to a 
lapse on the part of Venus, and no doubt it was blS 
divine mother who provided him and his companion5 
with a fleet o f ships to seek their fortune under otbef 
skies. The Fates, having reserved for Tineas th£ 
honour of founding the Roman state, guided lUS 
movements more or less peacefully for many yea'5 
until the day o f his leaving the Sicilian shores *oT 
the Italian strand. Then it was that Juno, who had 
never forgotten the wretched Paris and his unlucky 
apple, got to hear of the expedition. Forthwith sbe 
flew to TSolus, who had the painful duty o f guarding 
the four winds in a dismal cavern. Him she Pr°' 
mised that if he would only let his captives out upo11 
the Trojan fleet, he should have the fairest of b£f 
fourteen nymphs to wife, and should become the 
father of lovely children. Delighted with this off£b 
he stuck his spear through a side o f the cavern, a111“ 
thus gave exit to his uproarious charges. Off the) 
went, and in a very short time, according to Dante5 
friend Virgil, the Trojan fleet lessened rapidly, whfl5t 
as for the Trojans themselves, w e ll: Apparent u,fi 
nantes in gurgiic vasto, which in the classic versio’j 
of Mr. Huckleberry Finn reads, “  Just a handful of 
them appeared bobbing up and down like corks 111 
a whirlpool.”  fit looked as if the Fates weregoin£ 
to have a miss that time. But what has to be " y  
be, and Neptune, by a speedy and seasonable inter* 
vention saved the lives of the Trojans, and the rep11' 
tation of the Fates. On the point o f this rcscUc; 
our authority, V irgil, might have told us more, bid 
we have had his gaps filled through the kind office5 
of an excellent medium armed with the highest p05' 
sible references. The report of that lady is 
follows. On the day of the “  accident,”  NeptullC 

as floating in his crystal palace a short distance be
neath the surface of the ocean. H e had recently en
joyed a copious lunch, and now sate in his armchair 
with the youngest and the sweetest o f the Graces 
upon his lap. A  remarkable drowsiness possessed 
the couple. The vast head of Neptune was noddinf? 
on his breast, whilst the curly locks of the littlo
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race mingled with his bushy white hair, and her 
'ny fingers were hidden in his long snowy beard.

| of a sudden the palace began to tremble, and a 
no>se like the sound of ten million thunders aroused 

0 keepers from their delectable repose. “  Buddy, 
ra> love,”  quotli Neptune, gently putting down the 
. e 0Ile on the Persian rug, “  what is all that row 

j u t A  glance through the nearest pane of un- 
rosted glass revealed to him mountainous seas, and 

peeping clouds. “  Jupiter,”  he cried, ”  that must 
. n'y dear sister’s handywork. Never would those 

Allows have ventured to carry on like that if 
ne of Us had not given the word.”  Then 

a° s*‘PPed out in his bathing suit, at the risk o f 
Poplexy, and straightway cowed the raging winds, 

.5 , ' nS them soundly, and sending them back to 
bl^i Cavern' two niinutes he was there also, and 

ocked up the hole after them by chucking in huge 
T?nes. but not before giving Hjolus a bit of his mind, 

cn, like the good old fellow that he really was, he 
ade off to the scene of the disaster with his son 
nton and a water nymph, and they fished up all 
e sunken ships, and the treasures, and made every- 

,° y eight down to the cats and the cabin boys— all 
‘ lve and kicking, and sent the whole flotilla away to 
• arthage with a stately benediction. Then Neptune 
rast dropped back into his crystal palace, and found 

e little Grace asleep on the Persian rug with her 
sihf ^owmvar<ls> and he gave her the gentlest pos- 
^We kick in the best possible place, and she turned 
„VtT  and put her dimpled fists into her sleepy eyes, 
nt* raurmured, “  Encore grandpa.”

C . C layto n  D o v e .

Acid Drops.
■■ ■■■ - -Vt»

in VC Pointe<l  ou*- las*- week 1 that by the new arrange- 
Cnt. between the Pope and Mussolini, the only legal 

_ arr'agc in Italy will be a marriage by a Catholic 
■ est. That is, of course, the Roman Catholic policy 

j ®rywhcre. The rule, so far as Catholics are concerned, 
j la>d down in a copy of the Catholic Parish Magazine, 
jjSllcd by the Church of the Immaculate Conception, 
t^ y b ill, Glasgow. Those interested are informed

Only in very exceptional cases will a Dispensation 
be asked for a mixed marriage. Catholics keeping 
c°mpany with those of another religion with a view to 
'«arriage are informed that such a marriage will not 
be permitted except in very exceptional circumstances, 
and therefore they have no alternative but to break 
aWay from the relationship or sin their souls by con
tacting a non-Catholic marriage, which is no marriage 

the eyes of the Church. Parties contracting a non- 
Catholic marriage cannot participate in the Sacraments 
nnlcss they have been reinstated, following a public 
form of apology from the pulpit. 

rotestants have little occasion to throw stones. In 
t,'T jand, until Dissenters were strong enough to alter 
a ^ aw, the only legal marriage was that performed by 

Church of England minister, and even to-day there 
tij6 plenty of Protestant clergymen who tell folk that 
„ e civil marriage is not a real marriage at all. On 

otters of divorce, too, there are plenty of High 
. . ’brahmen who decline to recognize the power of the 
(, , to divorce people. I11 these matters they have

10 impudence to turn to what ‘ ‘ Our Lord ”  said as an 
*°lute guide for men and women living to-day. Be- 
ceti Protestant and Catholic, each tries to over-ride 
e civil power when it can and how it can.

^ lonely listener writes to Radio Times
Please, oh please do not let them alter the Sunday 

Programme! They are splendid. Many and myself 
nave enjoyed the services so much—they are such a 
comfort and help when one is ill and unable to get out. 

hj, surely it is the duty of a good Christian to sacrifice 
s °r her Sunday pleasure for the good of other people ?

Brighter Sunday programmes would give such a lot of 
happiness to many thousands of listeners. But perhaps 
we arc forgetting that people are not supposed to be 
happy on Sunday.

Dr. Fort Newton, a Free Churchman whom the Lord 
“  called ”  to America in search of a “ wider sphere”  
(and larger salary) has, in the words of a contemporary, 
blossomed afresh as a poet. The following is a sample 
of his blossom :—

I sought too high for truth nearby,
Standing aloof aud apart :

For God is found in love and beauty—
The world is in thy heart.

Ella W. W ilcox will have to look to her laurels.

In Goodwill, the organ of the World Alliance for Pro
moting Friendship through the Churches, Mr. Arthur 
Ponsonby has an article on War and the Churches. The 
following, an excerpt :—

It would not be too much to say that the Christian 
Church actually has it in its power to stop war. Vague 
approval of the League of Nations or mild and quali
fied disapproval of modern warfare are of no use what
ever. This timidity is simply political opportunism 
founded on a desire to keep the backdoor open so as to 
be able to join once more in the clamour should the 
hounds of war again be released. To oppose a war, 
once it has been declared, would require more courage 
than the Church militant has ever been known to dis
play . . .  It is not the opinion of one man, but the 
conviction of tens of thousands, that, considering their 
sacred obligations, the attitude on the part of the 
Churches is cowardly and contemptible.

This is a good echo of the Freethinker, and the Churches 
will dislike it all the more because it is.

One of our readers sent us the following, which we 
may publish as a kind of addendum to our notes on 
Professors Wolf aud Eddington in last week’s issue :—

May we make so bold as to comment on a few choice 
extracts from The Nature of the Physical Universe, by 
Professor Eddington ? It is readily admitted that very 
much of this book is beyond us; but that does not seem 
to be sufficient reason for failing to register our views 
of such parts as we think we can understand.

(p. 194.) “  In the last century—and I think also in 
this—there must have been many scientific men who 
kept their science and religion in watertight compart
ments. One set of beliefs held good in the laboratory 
and another set of beliefs in church, and no serious 
effort was made to harmonize them. The attitude is 
defensible. To discuss the compatibility of the beliefs 
would lead the scientist into regions of thought in 
which he was inexpert [aside : what do you think of 
that for a priceless piece of cant ?] and any answer he 
might reach might be undeserving of strong confidence. 
Better admit that there was some truth both in science 
and religion; and if they must fight, let it be elsewhere 
than in the brain of the hard-working scientist. If we 
have ever scorned this attitude, Nemesis has overtaken 
us.”

Now isn’t that just too charmingly and refreshingly 
frank! It does not need comment; but it could not be 
printed too often just as it stands—especially that 
touch about Nemesis. But childlike and bland though 
it appears, there is a deep and cunning trick in it. 
Listen :—

“  For ten years we have had to divide modern science 
into two compartments; we have one set of beliefs in
the classical compartments and another set of beliefs 
in the quantum compartment.”

So, you see, it is quite the proper modern scientific 
thing to have two sets of beliefs, more or less incon
sistent, at the same time; and if we cannot quite give 
scientific support to religion, we can, at least, scien
tifically support the attitude of keeping them in water
tight compartments—admitting there is some truth in 
both! It is to be hoped that no one will be so un
gracious as to read significantlv the last sentence of the 
paragraph : “  Unfortunately (italics) our compartments 
are not watertight ” ; or to remember that it is evidently 
the anxious aim of scientists to square their two sets of 
beliefs as soon as they can.

(p. 336.) "  I have sometimes been asked whether

I science cannot now furnish an argument which ought
to convince any reasonable atheist,”
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We wonder who could have asked the great man so 
silly, not to say wicked, a question? Perhaps it was 
his dear little nieces—thoughtless little girls are apt to 
ask silly questions. Of course he told them that a 
great scientist is not concerned to find arguments to 
support worn out superstitions, but is simply and 
single-heartedly seeking the Truth—without fear or 
favour. It is distressing to note that Professor Edding
ton thinks that science would still find it as impossible 
to convert the atheist as to ram a joke into a Scotch
man, which he uses as the formula of the utterly im
possible.

(p. 353.) “  The religious reader may well be content
that I have not offered him a God revealed by the 
quantum theory, and therefore liable to be swept away 
in the next scientific revolution.”

The • scientist, of course, finds it difficult to escape 
from the habit of having his theories securely based 
on facts that are likely to be permanent, otherwise, 
perhaps, this opportunity of giving God the backing 
of the most sensational scientific discovery of modern 
times would not have been lost. Professor Eddington 
need not have been so cautious, for the “  religious 
leader ”  is blessed with an extremely crude critical 
faculty, which has allowed his God to survive many 
more important catastrophes than being based on a 
quantum theory which subsequently collapsed—indeed, 
in some minds he bears a miraculous life which nothing 
could destroy.

It is by no means suggested that these three quota
tions give a summary, or criticism, or even an idea of 
this long and abstruse book, but they are, perhaps, 
worthy of comment as straws showing the direction of 
the wind.

A  Sheffield reader of Radio Times thinks that the 
working classes would go in for wireless more if there 
was more dance music on Sundays. For our part, we 
think there would be an increase in listeners if the Sun
day programme was revised. There should be fewer 
hours of priest-ordained silence, and more hours devoted 
to what the average man enjoys on days that are not 
“  sacred.”  This is, we admit, expecting rather too 
much, since the B .B.C.’s committee of parsons, being 
divinely inspired, are determined to give the public 
what it ought to have and not what the public may like 
and want.

“  Sport,”  says the Rev. Herbt. Dunnico, “  is the 
greatest factor in promoting international friendship.” 
Surely not the greatest factor. Is religion, then, an 
" a ls o  ran?”  Personally, we think it is not even that. 
Seeing how effectively religion alienates large sections 
of people one from another in every nation, we are quite 
sure it is a “  non-starter ”  where promoting inter
national friendship is concerned.

The Rev. Albert B. Belden, of Whitefield’s Central 
Mission, London, asks the Rev. Dr. Cairns to shed 
some light on the following conundrum. The credi
bility, or otherwise, of some of the miracles, says Dr. 
Beldon, is determined for many minds to-day, not on 
the issue of whether Jesus was capable of this or that, 
but on the issue of why, “ if He did this or that, He 
did not do more, very much more.”  Mr. Belden sug
gests that there were many other widow’s sons or 
daughters that needed either curing, or else raising 
from the da-ad.- There were many persons on the border 
of starvation. There were hosts' of lepers waiting 
piteously for healing. This, Mr. Belden thinks, is the 
modern form of difficulty in regard to Christ’s m iracles; 
and he asks Dr. Cairns to supply an explanation. We 
have 110 doubt the reverend doctor will oblige with a 
choice piece of word-spinning to suit the type of in
telligence that asks this type of question.

Mr. W. E. Soothill, Professor of Chinese at Oxford 
University, has been writing, in a religious weekly, 
about Missions in China to-day. He says there are 
three or four millions of Christians there, but there 
are four hundred millions of other people who are 
not Christian. Some, he says, have acclaimed atheism ; 
while others oppose Christianity because it is a foreign 
importation. But that, says the Professor, represents

only a temporary fever in China’s mind. The dunes'- 
people, he avers, are sound and sensible. They 
refuse both atheism and agnosticism. Also they wl 
decline to be put off with the second best in rejig1011 ’ 
they will want the best. And, of course, the bes 
is Christianity! But, as the Professor says, the
Chinese are sensible. Therefore they are likely to ex
amine this fresh creed to know where the difference 
lies. W ith their own religious they are expected 0 
waste much time on prayer and w orship; they ka' e 
to provide money for building and repairing tempi®®’ 
and for priests. The Chinese, being sensible, vrt
realize that they will have to do all these things if they 
embrace Christianity, and they w ill want to kno" 
where the advantages over heathen creeds come in. A11 
like sensible people they will say “  W e’re not having 
any, thank y o u !”

Lord Henry Cavendish Bentinck recently addressed 
a Laymen’s Missionary luncheon. Speaking on “  Ob' 
stacles to Peace,”  he suggested that the chief obstacle 
was the mentality of the rulers of the nations. 
ever many treaties statesmen might sign, they seemed 
unable yet to disabuse themselves of the notion that tbc 
only ultimate arbiter of international affairs was the 
appeal to arms. It was the duty of the public, sam 
Lord Henry, to convince their rulers that international 
questions must be settled by law and not war. This 
doesn’t seem the right conclusion for a “  laymen;’ 
missionary luncheon.”  What seems to be required 13 
some reference to the Churches as first-class remover-3 
of obstacles to peace. And there surely should havC 
been mention of Prayer— it is a wonderful thing f°r 
altering mentality.

According to Mr. W. E- Cule, there is a problem 
the morning service and a problem of the Sunday school- 
The morning service, he says, is declining everywhere, 
and the Sunday school is fading away. He thinks the 
morning service the most hopeless of the Church’s prob
lems. As a secretary of a pastorless church, he declass 
the attendance at the morning service is deplorable- 
Mr. Cule has a plan to solve both problems. He sag' 
gests turning the morning service into a Young People’3 
Service. This seems a poor cure, since he admits that 
“  the natural desire for a more reasonable use of the 
Day of Rest, and the growth of motoring and other 
recreations ”  have much to do with the two problems-

In regard to compulsory religious instruction (R.C-) 
in all Italian schools, and an application of canon la1'’ 
which will make divorce impossible and legal separa
tion difficult, the New Chronicle (of Christian education) 
comments as follows : —

The first will intensify the disabilities and even per
secution from which Protestants in Italy are suffering, 
since the instruction will presumably be in strict accord
ance with Roman Catholic doctrine, and Signor Musso
lini is unlikely to approve of a scheme of exemption on 
the ground of conscience. The second, while intended 
to deal drastically with a menacing moral and social 
evil, may produce further political unrest, particularly 
among a powerful group of middle-class people who 
already feel that the hand of Fascism is too heavy upon; 
them . . . On. the face of it, the agreement would - 
seem to involve the Church in support of Fascism . • *. 
no less than it confirms the State in its maintenance 
and propaganda of Roman Catholicism.

The Pope says, apropos of the concordat between the 
Italian Government and the Vatican, that “  it has given 
God to Italy and Italy to God.”  He means it has given 
the Italians to the Roman Catholic Church. We won’t 
say “ God save I ta ly !”  The Italian nation will have 
to save itself. We are inclined to fancy that there are a 
large number of enlightened Italians who will resent 
being dragooned by the Church and her priests, and 
who will attempt the saving job before long.

Sir Robert Horne says : “  The shorter catechism 13 
rather strong meat for children.”  Still, if children 
cannot digest it they will not suffer from mental mal
nutrition by ejecting it.
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National Secular Society.

The; Funds of tlie National Secular Society are now 
legally controlled by Trust Deed, and those who wish 
to benefit the Society by gift or bequest may do so 
with complete confidence that any money so received 
''■ill be properly administered and expended.

The following form of bequest is sufficient for 
anyone who desires to benefit the Society by w ill :

1 hereby give and bequeath (Here insert particu
lars of legacy), free of all death duties, to the 
Trustees of the National Secular Society for all or 
any of the purposes of the Trust Deed of the said 
Society, and I direct that a receipt signed by two 
°f the trustees of the said Society shall be a good 
discharge to my executors for the said legacy.

. Any information concerning the Trust Deed and 
'is administration may be had on application.

TO C O R R E S P O N D E N T S .

, ,p0Si Subscribers who receive their copy or  the 
t ^ T hinker ” in a GREEN W RAPPER will please 

vli IT that a renewal of their subscription is due. 
Ey Will also oblige, ip they do not want us to

tinue sending the paper, by notifying us to that
Effect,

Orders for literature should be sent to the Business Managet. 
of the Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4, 
and not to the Editor.

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

Lecture notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, 
E.C.q, by the first post on Tuesday, or they will not be 
inserted.

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

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

The "  Freethinker "  will be forwarded direct from the pub
lishing office at the following rates (Home and Abroad):—. 
One year, 15/-; half year 7/6; three months, jfg.

Sugar Plums.

To-day (March 3), Mr. Cohen will lecture in the E ly
sium Hall, .Swansea. His subject w ill be “  Christianity’s 
Crowning Crime.”  The chair will be taken at 7.30. 
It is some time since Mr. Cohen was in Swansea, and a 
number of friends from districts near are expected.

On his return from Swansea and after seeing the Free
thinker through the press, Mr. Cohen will leave fo£ 
Belfast. He will lecture in the Ulster Hall on the even
ings of March 7 and 8. The lectures commence at 7.30,

-A. Maclean, £1 ; Miss V.1 "'̂ thinker Endowment Trust.
Murray, £z ss<.

—Copy received, hope to publish soon, that is a 
capital way of getting the paper into new hands.

I  M§ 'TUiY.—We have passed your letter on to the General
°f the N.S.S., who will write the Birmingham 

,, lch about lectures at Barnt Green. There is no reason

H.Vlly they should not be arranged.
S'van— Please make yourself known, to Mr. Cohen at

k ,,nnsea' Me will be very pleased to meet you. 
sor ^UITcombe■—We did not feel “ pettish,”  and we are 
V() r-v if you managed to find it in our remarks. But if 
, ’u dad it obvious that our actions are almost entirely 

':rned by our thoughts, you must move in a different 
alui1 *° ourselves- To us it is fairly plain, and it is 

ost a commonplace of modern psychology that our 
* acts as an excuse for actions rather than as a cause. 

J p' VV*';h that we largely agree. 
an" hKrndale.—Charles Bradlaugh never called himself 

y hing hut an Atheist. He had no liking for ambig- 
,lc |s descriptive terms. The National Reformer was 
(] er. described as an “ Agnostic Journal.”  It had several 
(h(S)cr'Pf've titles. One was “  Radical Advocate and Free- 
JcmuSht Journal.”  “  Secular Advocate and Freethought 

rmd,” por many years the declared policy of the paper
1' V>S Atheistic, Republican, and Malthusian.

1 ‘ IoRC,\n.—Y ou are quite wrong. Atheism has never 
cap11 a h'Ral offence in England. George Jacob Holyoake 

,.cd his trial “  The East Trial for Atheism,”  but the 
c "dment was for blasphemy. The term was used be- 
r ,®e be called himself an Atheist, and because that was 
aca"y_the essence of his offence. But no man could, at 
fa-V t'lne> be charged under English law for the mere 

£ ^  being an Atheist.
f *UMan.—We have received no such criticism and so 
^, d not have refused if. • But we have no objection 
sfat^Ver to a “  careful eriticism ”  of Materialism Re- 
Co *1 • tbe contrary, we should welcome it. Our 

.j, Plaint is that none such has been forthcoming.
\y~~C°nsciencc and Fanaticism is by George Pitt Rivers. 
Ala ,faucy be is a relation of the author of Medicine, 
 ̂ S>c, and Religion. Both are Freethinkers.

ret ^reci-hinker"  is supplied to the trade on sale or 
rph<rn' A” y difficulty in securing copies should be at once 

T h e ? te(i to this office.
Str^ecular Society, Limited, office is at 61 Farringdon

I'he Z 1’ London’ E C-*-
Str^ io n a l Secular Society’s Office is at 61 Farringdon 

tyh(‘ et‘ London, E.C.4.
lev' *,le sc1~vices of the National Secular Society in con- 
Oiu °-H w‘ th Secular Burial Services are required, all cone- 
p n*cations should be addressed lo the Secretary, Mr. 

‘ unn, giving as long notice as possible.

Those who are interested in the question of a historical 
Jesus may perhaps like to know that Mr. Robert Arch 
and Mr. H. Cutuer are holding a debate on the subject 
on Tuesday, March 5, at 7.30, at the small Essex Hall, 
Essex Street, Strand, under the auspices of the R.P.A. 
The exact wording of the debate is ‘ ‘ That the Jesus of 
the Gospels is founded on a Historical Figure.”  Mr. 
Arch is taking the affirmative, and Mr. Cutner the nega
tive position.

Mr. F. P. Corrigan is lecturing in the Chester-le- 
Street Branch district on Sunday, March 3. He will 
speak in the Miners’ Hall at Houghton-le-Spring in the 
afternoon at 3 p.m., taking as his subject, “  W hy I am 
an Atheist.”  In the evening, at 7 p.m., he will address 
a meeting in the Co-operative Hall, Chester-le-Street, 
when his subject will be “  Has Christianity Failed?” 
If it can be arranged, Mr. Corrigan will also speak at 
Stanley, and those who intend to be present at the meet
ings should consult the local press for the final arrange
ments.

North Loudon Freethinkers are reminded that to-day 
(March 3), Mr. F. A. Hornibrook will lecture in the St. 
Paneras Reform Club, 15 Victoria Road, N.W .r, at 7.30, 
on “  Postures and H ealth.”  Mr. Hornibrook’s lectures 
on these subjects are interesting, informing, and bene
ficial, and those who have heard him before will bo 
anxious to hear him again.

Something went amiss with the advertising of Mr. 
Cohen’s lectures at Glasgow oh Sunday last, and it was 
the more surprising— and gratifying— to find the hall 
quite full, with some listeners standing at the evening
meeting. The morning gathering was rather smaller 
than usual. The listeners appeared to be delighted with 
the lectures, and some of the questions were interesting. 
We fancy there was a good sale of literature, Mr. Cohen’s 
new book, Four Lectures on Frecthought and, Life, were 
sold out at the morning meeting.

Our little life begins to shine in that moment wlietX 
it is directed to a high purpose. But there must be no 
straining to do more than we can. No man has a lot 
in life too humble if it become ennobled by high prin
ciples. If we have honesty and self-respect aud inde
pendence, let him be content; nobody has anything 
better.— Dr. Moncure Conway.
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Under the Bo-Tree.

T he anthropologists of six ty  or seventy years ago 
were endowed, generally, w ith  a brand of courage 
that made light of the scoldings of the ever-present 
Crundyites. A lthough the result of their investiga
tions saw the light in com paratively obscure journals 
and expensive books, the courage behind them was 
none the less, and if one has to exist in an atmo
sphere of dust and m usty smells w hile studying 
them, the truth in their pages is none the less valu
able. I purpose to d ig up some of their facts be
cause, in the first place, they arc seldom mentioned 
in these days, and in the second, they undoubtedly 
shed a light on the early development, if not the 
origin of religions.

The Buddha sat, in Ingersoll’s eloquent phrasing, 
under the Bo-Tree’s contemplative shade, brooding 
on the problems of mankind. T o  a good European, 
the picture suggests Mongolian sloth and supineness; 
that it seduced men and women from active life into 
sloth, was one of the charges brought against Bud
dhism by the Confucians in the ninth century, when 
the Emperor Wu-tsung dissolved their multitude of 
monasteries and convents in the Celestial Kingdom. 
It is also a curious fact that the Buddha sitting 
position, as usually depicted, is characteristic of 
the Mongolian race. Dr. Crookshank, in his The 
Mongol in our Midst, says that among the white 
peoples the attitude is only adopted by a certain 
class of imbecile and others with marked Mongol 
facial traits. Ingcrsoll, however, did not put the 
Buddha urtdci the Bo-tree as a matter of mere scan
sion. He found him there and, as the anthropolo
gists contend, for a very gocxl reason. The Bo-Tree 
was the fig tree (ficus religiosa) and before the re
action from the well nigh universal phallic worship 
took place, the fruit of it represented the virgin 
womb, just as the pomegranate was the symbol of the 
full womb. It was said to derive greater sacredness 
from its encircling the palm, the Palmyr palm being 
the tree of life in the Hindu paradise. This con
nexion is termed by the Buddhists, "  the bo-tree 
united in marriage with the palm,”  and it involves 
the perfect idea of generative activity, the combina
tion of the male and female elements. These phallic 
symbols are common in early Buddhism; there is a 
goodly collection of them pictured in one of the 
volumes of the Royal Asiatic Society. Buddhist 
deities, for there are many, are often represented 
with the nimbus, which is a phallic symbol, as is the 
crescent and trident ornamentation on the top of 
Tibetan monasteries. It is connected with the god 
vSiva, who, as the Supreme Being, desiring to tempt 
Brahma, did so by dropping from heaven the blossom 
of the fig tree. It was from the wood of the fig tree 
that statues of Priapus, the erotic god, were made. 
Buddha is, as everyone knows, a title, and the "E n 
lightened One,”  sitting under the sacred Bo-Tree, is 
probably the male element in a phallic symbol. One 
anthropologist of considerable standing, assuming 
that the Buddha was an historical personage, goes so 
far as to suggest that it was lie who combined the 
two principal phallic symbols to form the lingatn, 
the common phallic symbol in India to-day. The 
times were saturated with the phallic idea. The 
sects most nearly related to Buddhism had it to a 
great extent, and generally expressed it in plain 
enough terms. This is certainly not in accord with 
the later development of Buddhism, which, accord
ing to Fergusson, was, in the beginning, "little  more 
than a revival of the coarser superstition of the 
aboriginal races, purified and refined by the applica
tion of Aryan morality, gpd elevated by doc-

tiinss borrowed from the intellectual superior'1/ 
of the Aryan races,”  but the fact that the pha *® 
mark still clings to it despite its many reincarnation5
is enough to show what its early associations were 
like. It is not alone in this respect; the great r® 
ligious all bear this brand of their lowly origin.

It is sometimes contended that Buddhism '£ 311 
atheistic system. Mr. J. M. Robertson says that D® 
teaching is practically atheistic, and quotes sonic l'a 
dozen writers to the same effect. On the other hai'( • 
M oncure Conway suggested that the "so-cab®, 
atheism ”  of Buddha "  was not philosophical a*11 
supernaturalism, but moral insurrection against O 
vile and cruel phatasms of popular fear.”  E 3 
works out, however, as "  practical atheism,”  
is a theologian’s phrase, and liable to be applied an} 
where. It is arrived at by taking some utterances  ̂
a secularistic nature attributed to the Buddha an1 
making them stand for Buddhism to the exclusion 0 
all else. Christians have a similar habit of taking 
bénéficient text from the Bible, or a folk saying, 0 ‘ 
as time, and putting it forward as real Christianity • 
It is a convenient method in certain circumstance5' 
but as a statement of the system in question, open ‘ 
objection. The teaching that called forth the PralbC 
of Conway and others is a product of thought ,cl1 
dencies not necessarily connected with the Buddl'3' 
His doctrine, set up, probably, by a rebound h01” 
contact with the paganism of his time, is, logically' • 
doctrine of suicide. The words of an Old Testam®11 
pessimist who, it has been contended, was influence 
by Buddhism, puts the spirit of it with that liter¡*0' 
skill which is mainly responsible for its lease of 11 
everywhere. "  I  surveyed all the works that ar 
wrought under the sun, and behold, all was van>o 
and the grasping of wind.”  "Through thirst for cS‘ 
istence,” the Buddha is reported to have said, "arise5 
a craving for life; through this, being; through beinih 
birth; through birth are produced age and death, caf® 
and misery, suffering, wretchedness and despair, m 
means of the total annihilation of this thirst for 
istence the destruction of the craving for life is con1' 
passed; through the destruction of the craving i°r 
life, the uprooting of being is effected; through A’® 
uprooting of being, the annihilation of birth, 
abolition of age and death, of care and misery, 
suffering, wretchedness and despair is accomplish®1 ' 
In this wise takes place the annihilation of this s'1111 
of suffering.”

This running away from life is the r°° 
doctrine of the Buddha; the others are h'1 
trimmings. One of his disciples laid it down 1,1 
similar terms. "  It is that desire which leads frolT1 
new birth to new birth, which is accompanied h} 
joy and passion, which delights us here, now ther®> 
it is tire sexual instinct, the impulse towards exi&t' 
ence, the craving for development. That, brethren 
is the source of suffering.”  And Nirvana follows 35 
a matter of course. Moncure Conway asked Sun1' 
angala, "Priest of Adam’s Peak, Primate of the Bud' 
dhist world,”  about Nirvana, and was told that 
reach Nirvana was to be no more. It was like ?aJ' 
ing that when you are dead you stop dead, but Sul11' 
angala had just been explaining that reaching Par3' 
dise with a great desire for it, meant being bor11 
again to get rid of the desire. Coveting Paradi5® 
blocks the way to Nirvana. That is what probabb 
prevents the wholesale self-murder of Buddhists; ll 
is, at least, a good enough way of side-stepping tb® 
logical consequences of the main doctrine. Men, ot 
course, are not remarkable for logical thinking, b® 
they Atheists or Buddhists, and the vast majority c> 
the latter hang on to this life and hope for inun°r' 
tality in the next.

The Buddha prohibited the taking of life and ri,c
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edicts of Asoka enjoined kindness to animals, 
Motived, apparently, by the belief that they might be 
" le abode of degraded human souls. When Moncurc 
Conway put before a bunch o f Buddhist priests the 
supposititious case of a man with a gun watching a 

attack a little girl, and asked what the man 
should do in view of the prohibition of taking life, 
they were hard put to it to answer, but eventually 
decided that the tiger should be killed. “  It  would 
ae right to kill the tiger,”  they said, “  but it would 
he a sm the sort of muddle people get into when 
hicir principles are rooted in unreason. Hue, the 
T'betan traveller o f the eighteenth century, found 
'Ainas who could not explain what the object of 
their meditations was. Like the priests of Conway’s 
“ay. they had hardly taken a second step in think- 
lng out their position. Conway suggested to another 
Prominent Buddhist that if existence be an evil, 
bringing children into the world really did them an 
’ ' turn by depriving them of the Nirvana of non- 
cxistcnce. Schopenhauer, who shared the pessim- 
!sm of the Buddha, faced that position by denounc- 
”'8 the youth and maid who fell in love, 
" ’ey perpetuated the misery of life. The 
Prominent Buddhist, however, overlooked Con
e ’s query and discoursed on the law of
‘‘■ne and effect. “  The mind of the unborn

child -Conway was referring to the creation of a----* >1 1* j  nuo i c i u i u i ^  i.v/ m o vi
C;( 111 Avliere none exists— “  is not,”  he said, “  and 
c 11101 he, in Nirvana; it is always under the influ- 
0j c the impressions of its former births or terms 

Cxi£tcnces, and the will to live and multiply is in- 
J 1“  in it.”  Its parents, therefore, have no op- 
w hut to usher it into this vale of misery. The 

c*ha is sometimes said to have anticipated the 
r 'C’P'o which underlies modern science, but this 
and causation is fatalistic in every line of it,
of c . a'rsm is foreign to the modern understanding 
tb fClcIjth'c principle. The world is not a machine 
v • grinds out the destiny of man regardless o f his 
^ S ics. The fact c f causation is the justification for 
, ‘ n. assuming that the future is in his hands, in pro- 

^ ‘°n to his knowledge and his use of it.
"ddhism originated, probably, in a reaction to the 

•Ad Cnt worshipping sects then prevailing; it early 
Cn tf . ‘ he monastic ideal, and as the moral ideas 
‘lie p 'lec* *n dialogue and story, more common in 

hast than in Western countries, gathered around 
j ’ ’e World-wide tendency to attribute such teach- 
c | ‘ °  a common source, in order to give them
e]Qltreilce anc'  stability, would operate, and the male 
q " ’Cn‘  in a phallic symbol, known as the Enlightened 

or the L ife Giver, would fill the role of wisdom 
.Penscr to the satisfaction of everyone, even those 

R, h^cd to the new doctrine. The further develop- 
^  11 ‘  'aside the creed, which the small band of philo- 
thc 'Crs wh° asscrt ‘ he historicity of the Buddha and 
is authenticity of his teachings term corruption, 
n l,‘  the normal growth of unreason everywhere. 
'ias r h’SIa lines up with the other great religions; it 
j 5 ‘ he one effect common to them all, that of send- 
1̂ . > a man to his knees. In what may be called its 
olj Cr aspects, it is a religion for the thin-blooded; 

r̂wise, it caters equally well for the savage no- 
‘ (.s ° f  the Mongolian steppes and the effeminatefini' -I'-IUII:

natlves of Ceylon. H. B. D o d d s .

W H AT IvS BLASPH EM Y ?
is a',aar everywhere the cry of blasphemy. The Christian 

. h'asphcmer in Asia, the Musselman in Europe, the 
a‘ tr ’ n London, the Calvinist in Paris, the Janseuist 
b0(.( le ‘ °P of the Rue Saint-Jacques, the Molinist at the 
‘A hi*111 ° f ‘ he faubourg of Saint-Medard. Who, then, is 

* Asphcmcr ? Everybody or nobody.— Diderot.

To the Spirit of H enley.

I saw , upon a sw iftly flowing stream,
A  voyager, within a tin y craft,
He sang as lie applied a feeble oar
To keep liis course, and guard ’gainst rocks and shoals—
But vain against that current fierce to steer
As, ever growing stronger, on it urged
Towards what end, the traveller knew not.

Perhaps it ended in a placid pool
Where, safely landing on some sun-lit beach,
He might refresh himself, and gain new strength 
For fresh adventures. Peradventure he 
Would find himself upon the ocean’s brim;
Or, as the torrent rushed, and grew in strength, 
To’ards some dread cateract he might be hurled,
His bark beneath him sinking, his frail body 
Embosomed in the whirlpool’s eddies dark.

The voyager knew not, but he sang his song,
A song of courage, written by a man
Whom fate had cruelly served, with this refrain :

“  I thank whatever gods may be 
For my unconquerable soul.”

And then I heard harsh voices from the shore :
“  Fool, know you not that rapids are ahead?
Your life will soon be ended. What avails 
The transient beauty of the passing hour ?
’Tis surely time for prayer and penitence.”

He sm ilingly replied, "  So that is Fate.
If then ’tis written and ordained that I 
Shall thus be cut off from the pleasant world,
I, in myself, can be as firm as Fate.
I can say, ‘ Monster, though you do your worst,
I will not plead to 3-011, nor do you homage,
But will despise and mock 3-ou to the end.’ ”

And as he glimpsed the sun-lit glades, lie smiled,
And at the fleecy clouds, the flowers, the birds, 
Rejoicing in these beauties, heeding not 
The solemn warning nor the veiled be3’ond—
And, singing still his song, passed from my sight.

A.H.M.

H ell in the U nited States.

[The following is a summary of a racy and informative 
article which appeared in a recent issue of The American 
Mercury, for November, from the pen of Duncan Aikrn. 
We question whether it would be permitted to appear in any 
English magazine, mainly because it is not written in a 
sufficiently “  reverential ”  tone. With us, religious topics, 
no matter how absurd or even revolting they may be, must 
still be written of as though they are of the utmost conse
quence, and the religious opinions of the most outrageous 
of Yahoos Spoken of as though they enshrine somewhere or 
the other a most valuable truth. In justice to Christians, it 
should be said that there are some exceptions to this rule. 
The exceptions occur when the religion under discussion is 
not Christianity. Then one may be as " brutal ”  as one 
pleases. By the English law, the Christian god is the only 
one who needs the protection of a policeman.]

In its frequent altruistic broodings over the good it may 
do for such backward races as the inhabitants of the Dis
trict of Columbia and the Nicaraguans, the American 
nation habitually- forgets that it has a colonial depend
ency older than any of them, and that nothing lias ever 
been done to improve it. Hell was annexed to James
town, Virginia, in 1607, to Plymouth, Massachusetts, in 
1620, and to Los Angeles some sixty' y-cars before Gen. 
Stephen Kearny’s troop of gringo dragoons arrived there 
in 1S46 on their way to it.

In those three centuries at least ten times as many 
Americans have settled in IIcll as have gone to foreign 
parts since 1920 for their drinking. They have endured 
more atrocities there than the oil promoters in Mexico 
or the Belgian virgins during the late barbarian inva
sion. On the brighter side, it lias stimulated America’s 
ecclesiastical industries more than the Liberian and
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Philippine jungles have helped the rubber tire business. 
Almost a$ many Americans have gained fame and for
tune by believing in Hell as by having faith in Southern 
California. In its time it has probably had a greater 
influence on social decorum and moral progress in the 
Republic than the Mann Act or the Eighteenth Amend
ment.

« # K ft

No one has determined whether, when Americans 
locate there, the Constitution follows the flag, or whether 
the large proportion of boozers among them may legally 
take their fire-water straight. As a place of residence, 
its chief charm lies solely in the fact that it is one realm 
under the shadow of Washington’s benevolence which 
the five major divisions of the government, including 
the D.A.R. and the Anti-Saloon League, have let strictly 
alone.

The difficulty seems to lie in the fact that the early 
Americans allowed the association between Hell and 
America to develop much too casually. To the early 
colonists, the new dependency was simply a public con
venience— a place to which they consigned those who 
disagreed with them about theology, and other habitual 
crim inals; and to which they occasionally might return 
a few obnoxious native products, such as witches and 
Quakers, by the gallows route. The arrangement was 
much too simple to require a statement of the relation
ship in a treaty or in legislative enactments providing a 
formal system of government. Even the New Eng
landers, whose interest in H ell’s foreign and domestic 
problems was the strongest, merely gave their clergy an 
informal mandate to decide who was going there, and to 
prescribe the realm’s local customs, public amusements 
and disciplinary methods, and let it go at that.

The youth chosen by God to sound the first trump of 
doom in the Republic of pre-destiued optimism was 
Jonathan Edwards. Aside from the divine inspiration, 
Jonathan’s preparations were more than adequate. He 
had been brought up in Connecticut, where less trifling 
with the unsaved was permitted than in the other 
Puritan colonies. He had graduated with honours from 
Yale less than twenty years after it had been founded to 
rebuke Harvard’s growing doctrinal laxity and to serve 
as a kind of Bryan Fundamentalist University for 
colonial New England. He had experienced emotional 
conversion, which was comparatively rare among the 
New England intellectuals, and had solemnly reasoned 
it out that anyone who failed to love a Deity capable of 
bestowing such raptures upon His subjects was guilty 
of infinite criminality.

Jonathan, in short, at twenty-four was the last pulpit 
stripling in New England to accept a doctrinal scandal 
graciously, and when he went to Northampton, Mass., 
in 1727 to assist his grandfather, .Solomon Stoddard, in 
the local pulpit, he found one in full eruption. Promi
nent citizens were being accorded the privileges of the 
saved at the communion table who not oidy had omitted 
Jonathan's delicious experience of conversion, but had 
even neglected to subscribe to the Calvinist confession of 
faith. Their sole title to being received as Christians 
and church members was that they had lived their lives 
reasonably free from public scandal.

• I I *

Jonathan studied the abomination for seven years with 
prayer and tactical observations before doing anything 
about it. . . . Then, in 1734, the Lord revealed it to 
Jonathan that by using Hell to scare hell out of them, 
he might lure the polluting element into salvation, and 
thus purify the church without hurting any prominent 
person’s feelings. Jonathan’s answer to those who did 
not fear Hell enough to seek salvation of their own 
accord was a six-months’ revival keyed to his famous 
sermon, “  .Sinners in the Hands of an Angry God.”

If you wanted to know what Northampton’s penal 
suburb was like, warned Jonathan,

imagine yourself to be cast into a fiery oven all of a 
glowing heat, where your pain would be as much greater 
than that occasioned by incidentally touching a coal of 
fire as the heat is greater. Imagine that you were to be 
there for a quarter of an hour, full of fire, as full within 
and without as a light coal of fire, all the while full of

sense. What horror would you feel at the entrance 0
such a furnace I How long would a quarter of an hour 
seem to you; twenty-four hours; a thousand >'ears 
How would your heart sink if you knew you must bear 
it forever and ever! Your torment in Hell will be 'ffl' 
mensely greater than the illustration represents!

The sinners groaned under this, were stricken with 
strange palsies and paralyses, were convinced and in 
time saved. When Whitefield, the peerless British sou 
saver of the age, invaded America in 1740, the hot wiu( 
from the Northampton pulpit proceeded to sweep Fc"' 
England and the middle colonies into the orgy of sal'’a' 
tion known as the Great Awakening. Jonathan waS 
established among his contemporaries as a ranking sain 
in Israel and for the first time in history Hell in the 
United States seemed definitely on the job.

In 1787 the Rev. Dr. Charles Chauucey of Boston, 
descendant of Harvest presidents and pastor of the 
town’s leading congregation of fashion, published a 
book to prove that Hell was not what it  had been 
cracked up to be.

Chauncey was what would have been called, by a 
slightly later sectraian diction, a Restorationist. He be
lieved, that is, in Hell, and that it was as hot as the 
Rev. Dr. Edwards’ thermomctric visions. But, as hi5 
peculiar contribution to American optimism, he also be
lieved that it was possible and more or less inevitable
that sinners should eventually get out of it. . 
might send the infidels and the impenitenly 
there for a few hundred or a few thousand years to Ton- 
their sinfulness out of them, but eventually they wo" 1 
call “  enough ” to the Mercy Seat and be turned loose I® 
glory, with their burns all miraculously heal* j 
Chauncey argued fundamentally from the ethics 0 
Beacon Hill that since no self-respecting Bostoni'11' 
would condemn his own children to everlasting tormen 
for the sins of a few years’ or a few moments’ duration’ 
obviously a Lord God Sabaoth trying to be worthy 0 
Boston’s worship would do nothing of the sort either.

But he took the literal Scriptures hard and had h'8 
difficulties proving all this by their subterranean i" '1 
minations. He won through at last by arguing tha < 
although H ell’s fire was certainly everlasting, as 
Bible stated, it was merely kept there after the H5 
sinner was taken out of it, to be ready for infidels in an  ̂
subsequent creation Jehovah might wish to experi®etl 
with, and to remind the citizens of Paradise pleasant!} 
of all they had gone through to get there.

God

With sentimental appropriateness, the leader of 
pro-Hcll forces was Jonathan Edwards, Jr., son 0 
Northampton’s Great Awakener and president of Uni‘,u 
College. With some material assistance from the Rc' ' 
Dr. Samuel Hopkins of Newport, who had a few doubt
ful doctrines of his own to account for by an exceptions 
zeal for orthodoxy- on points of infernal dispensation' 
Edwards fixed in the 500-odd pages of his Reply to RcV' 
Charles Chaunccy, D.D. on Endless Punishment,”  tl>c 
main lies of America’s Hell defenses until a sticky tide 
of sentimental optimism washed them away in tbc 
Twentieth Century : These were :—

1. Chauncey had no right to expect God’s punishment'5 
to be reformatory, instead of vindictive, since the divt°e 
purpose was not to cure the patients but to warn other5’ 
and since stimulating their penitence with flames worn 
amount, in practice, to offering more grace to the sinner3 
in Hell than was extended to the saved who applied f°r 
forgiveness in the proper way while still on earth. OnlV 
a wishy-washy and second-class God, Edwards insisted' 
would reward His and His Son’s worst enemies by 
“  putting [them] under the best possible advantages 
secure and promote [their] everlasting happiness 
while all He gave His friends and worshippers was a 
sporting chance at it.

2. Everlasting punishment at the hands of the Living 
God was just because even the least sin against God' 
being an outrage upon an infinite Personage, must be 
infinite in its tonsequcnccs.

3. If He only saved peniteuts from a few milenniuuri 
of toasting, the infinite goodness and mercy of Go*1 
would not be obvious. He must save them from infinit®

i
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tar , en* aD(I suffering in order to prove that He was 
uer-hearted in a really Big W ay.

■J- the wicked could pay for their crimes by their 
sonal sufferings in Hell, it  made Jesus’s sacrifice for 

foM ,n,necessary. and Jesus Himself would look foolish 
to jj *’lnS Himself be crucified when sinners could get 
sv i CaVen w'thcmt Him. Furthermore, any self-saving 
inf C,ni Wou?̂  deprive both the Father and the Son of the 
<h t *\e satisfaction They felt in Their persoually-con- 
fnff t( redemption arrangement and of Their claim to a 
' en race’s due gratitude to Them for having gone

through with it.

teft Finally’ ^ there were to be salvation for the impeni- 
jjj ,’ lt: would brand God as a liar in all His supremely 

Mi-powered cursing texts in both Testaments.
0 these fundamentals the Rev. Dr. Hopkins added 

2*° Material consideration that God’s delight in the 
p^ 'n ess of His saved could not be perfect unless He 
Furti, woe of His damned to compare it with,
an ,ler,nore' as a practical controversalist, Hopkins 
^ sftcred several of the lowly arguments of the country - 

°rc debaters against eternal damnation.
• yr • •

arnT'' this the consecrated intellectuals called it a day 
Fh *Cft .the mop-up work to the mere talking pulpiteers. 
q Cse did it so well, in the next dozen years, that from 

nnecticut north one of the strongest campaign argu- 
ents against Jefferson in 1800 was to the effect that the 

^ Publican candidate did not believe in Hell. There- 
aocording to the orthodox version, if Jefferson were 

v , d. one of Satan’s literal imps would sit in the 
n<'-new White House.

(To be concluded.)

In Germany most of the Protestant clergy are very 
liberal, yet in Berlin, in 1913, only 35,000 persons at
tended Protestant services (about 1 per cent of the popu
lation) ! Other German towns are very similar in this 
respect.

It seems that when people become dissatisfied with 
Orthodoxy they do not trouble to attend a liberal 
church, but give up the practice of religion altogether. 
Christianity devoid of elaborate dogmas may be less 
offensive to mind and heart than Orthodoxy, but it is 
far less impressive and cannot arouse an}-thing like the 
same enthusiasm. The numerous literary men and 
editors who support Modernism do so for the most part 
because they and their readers dislike Orthodoxy, not 
because they wish to re-build a new faith. They would 
be the last to attend the up-to-date services.

Modernism, then, does not appeal to the people as a 
living faith, though as a revolt against Fundamentalism 
it is welcome enough. The liberal theologians have at
tacked Orthodoxy for years, for they regard it as a hind
rance to the dissemination of a newer, purer faith. They 
thought Modernism would regain the “ lapsed masses” ; 
it has failed to do so— absolutely failed after having had 
every chance. They thought it would establish Christ
ianity on a sound philosophical basis, but the greatest 
diversity of opinion exists as to the person and work of 
Christ and the nature of God. Modernism lacks the pres
tige and power of the old Orthodoxy, and though it 
helps to keep a few attached to the Church, its work 
seems in the long run to be destructive to the faith of 
the masses. Liberal theologians thought it would be a 
weapon to defend “  the essentials ”  of Christianity. It 
seems to be a sword which will wound their own hands.

J. Carlton.

^ iU  M odernism  Save Christianity P
In

“ the 
lion

Us latest volume Assessments and Anticipations, 
Inge repeats the familiar Modernist cry that 

Jeal trend of religion among the younger genera-

Jean

iv r ' ' 1 an<̂  t°war(ls an individual and personal faith 
not on authority, but on experience.”  

his would appear to be the view of the overwhelming 
,naJorit
foi
our

y of the cultured clergy and laymen of the re- 
j'nied churches. We see it in one form or another in 

ci lle'VsPapers and magazines, and it seems to be ac- 
it ^  nearly all editors and reviewers. 

fo "ould seem that Modernism must have a very solid 
'ndation to meet with such general acceptance. It

,vv°uld be
«asis
and

useless to attempt to discuss its philosophical
"1 a short article, and it would be also inconclusive 

unsatisfactory to many. I intend merely to inquire 
'ether it has so far succeeded in reviving or, at least, 
jT'ff Orthodoxy.
‘ •odernism originated in Germany in the eighteenth 

tl^ury, and was given an enormous impetus through 
dm WritinP  of Lessing and Kant. It persisted througli- 
m- nineteenth century up to the present time, and 
j ‘ l>e its first real appearance in England in i860 in the 
■ '"ous Essays and Reviews. Its aim is to establish a 

. "stianity free from those dogmas considered offensive 
Reason or ethics.
 ̂ ‘le Modernists have not founded any new Church in 

ji'i'TJand. They have preferred to work by permeation, 
japing that the little leaven might leaven the whole 
0]IriI)- It is thus difficult to determine their influence 

' t h e  masses. Fortunately there exists one Church 
. Uch has always inculcated liberal principles— the Uni-

Let us see if it can throw any light on the prob-!arian.
'em,

B ?bc Unitarians possess only 350 Churches in the 
'̂■ tish Isles, and its congregations are mostly very 

St F ^  lIecI '"cs rather than increases. In the United 
N-des in the early nineteenth century it had far more 
i'l^H anee than it has to-day. Yet its principles are 
_ u ’tical with those preached by the Modernists and_ ............  those preached by -..w  -------- - — «
2 .'cuted to by so many educated people! That is cer- 
sj y  not what one would expect, for liberal Christianity 
oj°uld certainly have made more headway with the help 
.. all its numerous advocates— if there had been anythi” £ in it.

Correspondence.

SAIN TS IN GLORY.
Sir,— In the old Roman religion there were many 

subordinate gods and goddesses who presided over 
various kinds of human affairs, each having his or her 
particular sphere. For example, lovers prayed to Venus 
for success in affairs of the heart, and sailors to Castor 
and Pollux to preserve them from the dangers of the sea.

The Roman Catholic Church has her saints in glory 
who have similar functions to the pagan deities, but 
while the ancient gods were noted for their amorous 
basons, the Catholic Saints were celebrated for a pen
chant towards a morbid mortification of the flesh.

The Saints, according to the teaching of the Church, 
are credited with the power of hearing thousands of 
supplications at the same moment, no matter if the 
petitioners are in Tooting or Timbuctoo, and these 
various requests of the pious they carry directly to Jesus 
Christ for his intercession with the Supreme Deity. Now, 
as tens of thousands pray at the same time to their 
favourite saint, and all their troubles must be heard by 
the Son of Mary, it seems a complication that might 
puzzle a Philadelphia lawyer to understand. No doubt 
the learned theologians would tell us it is a divine 
mystery, which is their usual explanation of any trans
parent absurdity.

Though millions of people believe in the efficacy of 
prayers to the saints, are there any who give any 
thought to their implications ? S. Soddy.

Obituary.

Mr . William Carlile.

To the E ditor of the “ Freethinker.”  

T yneside readers of the Freethinker will learn with re
gret of the somewhat sudden death of William Carlile, 
aged fifty-eight, who died at Walkerville, Newcastle, ou 
February 9, and was cremated at Darlington on Feb
ruary 12. Deceased will be remembered by the older 
members of the Newcastle Branch of the N.S.S., which 
he joined in 188S, and was for years a much respected 
member. Being of a quiet, unassuming, and unob
trusive nature, his intellectual capabilities were only
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known to those who had the pleasure of his intimate 
friendship. His remarkable memory enabled him to 
quote at length, very effectively, many fine passages 
from speeches he had heard by Chas. Bradlaugh, who 
was his ideal orator. A  sorrowful long farewell will be 
the feeling of all who knew him.— J.G.B.

Mr . H. A. T homas.

On Friday, February 22, 1929, a secular service was con
ducted at Golder’s Green Crematorium by G. White- 
head, in connexion with the death of Mr. Henry Arthur 
Thomas. The deceased was aged eighty-two years, and 
left his wife, who is approaching the same age, but no 
children survive. Mr. Thomas was a Freethinker of many 
years’ standing, and had a keen admiration for G. W. 
Foote and Robert Ingersoll. He had often expressed a 
wish that he might die like Ingersoll, and this wish was 
realized, for after a few days’ illness he passed away 
quietly without pain. Mr. Thomas although always tak
ing a keen interest in political and social movements, 
thought Freethouglit activities were of even greater im
portance. We extend to his aged widow our sincere 
sympathy in her loss.

The funeral arrangements, by request of the deceased, 
were made by Mr. E. Webb.— G.W.

Mr. Lincoln W. Wii.u s .
W e regret having to announce the death of Mr. Lincoln 
W. W illis, of Whaley Bridge, Derbyshire.

Mr. W illis, an uncompromising Freethinker, was a 
co-founder of the New Manchester Branch, took a major 
part in its early organization, and remained an active 
member until his removal from Manchester to Whaley 
Bridge a year or two ago.

His actions were characterized by straightforwardness 
and honesty, and he was spoken of highly by all those 
who had the good fortune to know him. We offer our 
deepest sympathy to his widow and family in their loss.

He deemed it unnecessary to leave any explicit instruc
tions as to arrangements on his death, and, in accord
ance with his life’s philosophy, an appropriate address 
was given by Mr. II. I. Bay ford at the Crematorium last 
Sunday morning, the 24th ultimo. After cremation it is 
understood the ashes will be scattered.— F.E.M.

Society Nfews.

NORTH LONDON BRANCH.
T he debate between Mr. liowker and Mr. Palmer, last 
Sunday, on “  Vivisection,”  proved vigorous and excit
ing, both disputants being in form, and both sincerely 
convinced of the truth of their respecive positions. 
The discussion which followed also showed how deeply 
the controversy had moved the speakers.

To-day (Sunday, March 3), Mr. F. A. Hornibrook will 
lecture on "  Posture and Health.”  It is to be hoped 
that a good audience will welcome the speaker, whose 
health talks make such a welcome change in the 
Branch’s programme.

M ANCH ESTER BRANCH.
T w o very good meetings were addressed by Mr. R. II. 
Rosetti, at Manchester, ou Sunday last. There was more 
than the usual crop of questions, and these were all 
answered satisfactorily, except for one persistent cave 
man, who concluded that there must be a god because 
Sir Oliver Lodge believed in religion.

PLYMOUTH BRANCH.
Mr. Mann paid bis second visit to Plymouth on Sunday 
last, and delivered two lectures in the Co-operative Hall. 
Both addresses were received with evident appreciation, 
and many questions followed each lecture. Mr. Mann 
has made many friends on these two visits, and it is 
hoped he will be a frequent visitor in the future. The 
next lecturer will be Mr. R. II. Rosetti, on March 10.

S U N D A Y  L E C T U R E  N O T IC E S , '#tc'

Lecture notices must reach 61 Farringiion Street, Lon o> 
E.C.4, by the first post on Tuesday, or they will noi 
inserted.

LONDON.
INDOOR.

North London Branch N.S.S. (St. Paneras Reform Club-
15 Victoria Road, N.W.i) : 7.30, Mr. F. A. Hornibrook 
“ Posture and Health.”

South London Branch N.S.S. (30 Brixton Road, SA 
near Oval Station) : 7.15, Air. It. B. Kerr—“ Labo«r 
Illusions.”  .

South London Ethical Society (Oliver Goldsmith Sch°°1 
Peckham Road, S.E.) : Free Sunday Lectures at 7 P nl'' 
Harry Snell, ALP.— “ ’ Whither Alankind?’ To Develop
ment or the Devil?”

South Place Ethical Society (The London Institu1'01' 
Theatre, South Place, Aloorgate, E.C.2) : 11.0, C. Dc*'s 
Burns, M.A., I).Lit.—“ The Democratic Alan.”

T he Non-Political AIetropolitan Secular ®oCI!'rrV 
(The Orange Tree Hotel, Huston Road, N.W.i) : 7-30* ® j 
L. Ebury— “ Ereethought and Politics.”  On March 7>
101 Tottenham Court Road, 7.30 to 11.30 p.tn., Social a" 
Dance. Members and friends. Admission is.

outdoor.
Fulham and Chelsea Branch N.S.S. (corner of Sliorroj  ̂

Road, North End Road, Walham Green) : Every Saturda' 
at 8 p.m. Speakers—Afessrs. Campbell-Everden, BryaI1' 
Alathie and others.

South London Branch N.S.S. (Clapham Common) : II °̂I 
Mr. I,. Ebury.—A Lecture.

West London Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 12 
Afr. James Hart. 3.30, Air. B. A. Le Alaine. 7.0, McsSfl  
James llart and W. P. Campbell-Everden. Every " c ._ 
nesday at 7.30, Air. W. P. Campbell-Everden. Every Frl" 
day at 7.30, Air. B. A. Le Alaine. The Freethinker is 0 
sale outside the Park at all our meetings.

West London Branch N.S.S. (Ravenscourt Park' 
Hammersmith) : 3.0, Air. W. P. Campbell-Everdeu.

COUNTRY.
INDOOR.

cilBirmingham Branch N.S.S. (Bristol Street Coup 
School) : 7.0, Air. George Whitehead—“ Religion and B’rt 
Control.”

Chester-LK-Street Branch N.S.S. (Co-operative Had),; 
7.0, Air. F. P. Corringan—“ Has Christianity Failed? 
Questions and Discussion. Admission Free. Silver CoHcC 
tion.

Glasgow Secular .Society, Branch of the N.S.S. (No. 
Room, City Hall, Albion Street) : 6.30, Mr. Harry Wats011' 
“  Implications of Relativity.”

IIoughton-lb-Spring Branch N.S.S. (Aliners’ Hall) : i ’°[ 
Air. F. P. Corrigan—“ Why I am an Atheist." Quest!«1" 
and Discussion. Admission Free. Silver collection.

Leicester Secular Society (Secular Hall, Humberstofl' 
Gate) : 6.30, 48th Anniversary of the Opening of the Sectd3 
Hall. Special Programme.

Liverpool Branch N.S.S. (iS Colquitt Street, off P°*‘, 
Street) : 7.45, Air. E. Egerton Stafford—“ The Making 0 
the Freethought Myth.”

Newcastle-on-Tyne Branch N.S.S. (Socialist Club, Arcad*--’ 
Pilgrim Street) : 3.0, Afembers’ Aleeting.

Swansea Branch N.S.S. (Elysium Hall) : 7.30. Air. ChaP 
man Cohen— “ Christianity’s Crowning Crime.”

outdoor.
Birmingham Branch N.S.S.—Meetings held in the 

Ring on Mondays, Wednesdays and Fridays, at 7 p.m.
pul*

Miscellaneous Advertisements.

Y OUNG ALAN, 26 years of age, desires opportunity f° 
Advancement. Ready to go anywhere, can tyP"’ 

speak, knows French, German and the Scandinavi3 
tongues, Esperanto. Freethinker, abstainer, enterprise?' 
Has advertising and journalistic experience. Interested 1 f 
literature and libraries, travel, advanced thought. Will111" 
to learn. Address—Lawrence Corinna, 30, Wheatley RoiU 1 
Halifax, York9.
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Can Y  ou Say the Same ?
If you cannot say the same 
as haB been said to us by a 
be advisable to see what he 
satisfaction thus got, you have 
this satisfaction from fellow

J cannot profess to be a 
your Suiting Samples strike me as 
and to my native county, and 
dealing with. You evidently 
postal connection, and with the 
The patterns look to me neat and 
as might, with their styles, 
Treethought itself a movement of 
sorry to see that, while not wholly 
lavenders, motives, crushed 
delicacies arc somewhat pruned 
"  Tyg6 “  should look fairly well 
good medium, or light grey

J.W.T.C. refers to the New 
Write for one or other of 
with him.

SUITS

No. 1 Card - prices from 64/•
No. 2 Card - prices from 97/-
No. 1 li Serges - - - from 76/-
No. 2 IS Serges - - - from 99/-

about what you have seen 
delighted client, would it not 
has seen? In addition to the 
the satisfaction of getting 
Freethinkers.

connoisseur, still, I venture to say 
very creditable to their selectors 
sent in very convenient form for 
have an eye to an extensive 
New World as well as the Old! 
fresh and clean, and such, perhaps, 
appeal to youth! And is not 
Youth? Personally, I am not 
conspicuous by their absence, the 
strawberries and other exotic 
and held in check. "I559 ”  and 
as Coats 213 and 3:4, along with 
Flannels for summer.

J. W. T. C.

Patterns enumerated below, 
them, and see if  you agree

OVERCOATS

D &  E - - - prices from 4S/-
F  &  G - - - prices from 60 f-
H &  I - - - prices from 6Sf-
J to L  - - - prices from 77/-

!

MACCONNELL &  M ABE, Ltd., High Class Tailors, New Street, Bakewell, Derbyshire j

unwanted children
■*-Q a C iv ilized  C o m m u n ity  th ere sh ou ld  be no 

U N W A N T E D  C hildren.

for
, au Illustrated Descriptive List (6S pages) of Birth Con- 
'°1 Requisites and Books, send a ijid . stamp to—

• R* HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantage, Berks.
(Established nearly Forty Years.)

CHEST DISEASES
spec!™C!laloaho acts as regards Tuberculosis as a real

(Dr. Sechehaye in the “  Swiss Medical Review.” )

e„ 11 aP!>ears to me to have a specific destructive influ- 
. c,! on tjle 'fubercle Bacilli in the same way that Quinine 

uPon Malaria."
(Dr. Grun in the King’s Bench Division.)

you are suffering from any disease of the chest or lungs 
a|. ')a!“HKx]ic or cardiac asthma excluded—ask your doctor 
qj°u  ̂ Umckaloabo, or send a post card for particulars of it to 
(j as‘ H- Stevens, 204-206, Worple Road, Wimbledon, Lou- 

!1’ S-W.20, who post same to you Free of Charge.
Readers, especially T.Bs., will see in the above few lines 

wonderful news - -
Ule same subject.

ou M wonderful news than is to be found in many volumes

birth control
Successful “A N T IB IO N  ” System

.1 Practical treatise with clear anatomical desenp- 
.°ns and diagrams. Latest medical information on 

sôlutely 9afe and hygienic line9. Send stamped 
.yVessed envelope for pamphlet issued by 

LKHANA, 14 Fulwood Puck, L ondon, W.C.i .

Some Pioneer Press Publications—

SOCIETY AND SUPERSTITION, By Robert Arch. A 
Cominonsense View of Religion and its Influence on Social 
Life. 4d., postage ’A d.

RELIGION AND SEX. By Chapman Cohen. Studies in 
the Pathology of Religious Development. 6s., postage 6d.

THE HOUSEHOLD OF FAITH. By Col. R. G. Inger- 
Soll. id., postage Ad-

WHAT IS RELIGION? By Col. R. G. Ingersoll. Con
tains Col. Ingcrsoll’s Confession of Faith, id., postage
Jid.

THE ROBES OF PAN. By A. Millar. Literary Essays. 
6d., postage id.

CHRISTIANITY IN CHINA. By W. Mann. An Exposure 
of Foreign Missions. Price 6d., postage id.

REALISTIC APHORISMS AND PURPLE PATCHES. By 
Arthur Fallows. Paper Covers, 3s. 6d., postage 4fid.

AN ESSAY ON SUICIDE. By David Hume. With an 
Historical and Critical Introduction by G. W. FOOTI'. 
id., postage Ad.

THE OTHER SIDE OF DEATH. By Chapman Cohen. A 
Critical Examination of the Belief in a Future Life, with a 
Study of Spiritualism from the Standpoint of the New 
Psychology. Paper Covers, 2s.; postage i) id .; Cloth 
Bound, 3s. 6d., postage 2d.

MAN AND HIS GODS. By Gkorgr Whitehead. ad.,
postage Ad.

THE COMING OF THE SUPERMAN. By George White
head. 2d., postage Ad.

MATERIALISM: HAS IT BEEN EXPLODED? Ver
batim report of debate between Chapman Cohen and 
C. E. M. Joad. Revised by both disputants, is., postage
1 jid.

ESSAYS IN EREETHINKING. By Chapman Cohen. 
(Third Scries.) Cloth Bound, 2s. 6"d., postage 3d. The 
3 Vols. of “ Essays ’’ will be sent post free for 7s. 6d. 

GODS, DEVILS, AND MEN. By George Whitehead. 
9d., postage id.

PRIESTCRAFT : A STUDY OF THE EXPLOITATION OF 
THE RELIGIOUS SENTIMENT. By C. R. Boyd Free- 
man. 6s., postage 3d.

The Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4.
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Another Departure in Publishing
T H E

THINKER S LIBRARY
U V E N T Y -F IV E  years ago Messrs. W atts, as the

Publishing Agents o f the R. P. A., achieved a 
publishing triumph when they launched on a suf' 

prised but appreciative world their Sixpenny Reprints-

Since then title has been added to title, edition to edition , 
millions of copies o f the familiar paper-covered, doubl® 
columned volumes have been sold.

The results o f the enterprise have exceeded by far ^  
anticipations, even the hopes, o f its promoters, bu 
1929 is not 1903. During the last quarter o f a century 
the methods of book production have been revolutionize’ 
and readers to-day expect, and rightly expect, somf 
thing superior to that which was regarded by the>r 
fathers as eminently satisfactory.

F IR S T  L IS T  O F  T IT L E S

No. 1—First and Last Things

H . G . W E L L S

T H E  T H IN K E R 'S  L I B R A R Y  
has been devised to meet the tastes, the demand, of the 
new age. Each volume in the series is bound in 
clothette boards, and is enwrapped in an attractive dust' 
jacket ; contains 160 to 336 pages ; is well printed >n 
single column on good paper ; costs a shilling only'1 
More important still, the subjects are o f vital interest» 
the authors world famous.

A  reproduction in facsimile o f No. 1 is adjoined. The 
actual size of the volumes is 6J inches by 4J inches.

A vivid, fearless, and brilliantly original 
discussion of great questions by one of 
our most famous writers.

No. 2—Education: Intellectual, 
Moral, and Physical

H E R B E R T  S P E N C E R
The author’s most popular work, pre
senting a rational and lucid outline of 
ideal training for the young.

No. 3—The Riddle of the Universe

E R N S T  H A E C K E L
One of the world’s greatest books.

No. 4—Humanity’s Gain from Un
belief, and Other Selections from  
the Works of

C H A S .  B R A D L A U G H
A typical selection of the most vigorous 
and interesting writings of the great 
leader of Freethought.

Other volumes mill appear shortly

A BOOK — for a SHILLING! j
1 ® - ORDER FORM for THE THINKER’S IilBB**

F IL L  IN  T H IS  

O RD ER

FO R M , 

a n d  sen d  it 

to  y o u r  

B o o k se lle r

Books'111̂  1
Please obtatriVor mc *'le volume(s) below against f l K  

have placed a tick, and for which I enclose *  ..........

o r  M e ss rs . ....No. l-FIRST AND LAST THINGS, by H. G. Wells
W a tt s  &  Co., 

N o s. 5  &  0  

J o h n so n 's

....No. 2—EDUCATION, by Herbert Spencer

....No. 3—THE RIDDLE OF THE UNIVERSE, by Ernst ^

....No. 4-HUMANITY’S GAIN FROM UNBELIEF, by C.
C o u rt ,

a a 4. v. t i3Ll tn ,
London ,

E.C.4

y
Address........................................................................

* When ordering by post, please add postage (2d. PerV<\ ^
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