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with wisdom. Mr. Snowden has, therefore avenues 
of information that are closed to me. If he does not 
know direct from the Lord what were his intentions, 
he is able to get that information, so to speak, once 
removed. And, therefore, when he comes to the 
House of Commons with the information that God 
gave the land to the people, and it is his wish that the 
people, and not the Dukes, should have it, one ça» 
only listen and marvel at the amount of wisdom, and 
the degree of insight into things hidden from ordinary 
folk, that is required adequately to fill the post of a 
British Cabinet Minister.

* * *
Letters to the Editor, etc.

and  Opinions.
Sor

1 firstAt c_ rr0W3 of God.

slance k  does not S i r H u n S e d s
of n lty t0 find out what 15 G , ‘niiehten the 
\Vf)Ju°ple Bave always been ready ^  cl(1crly

<,‘n that point; and regularly bearing
a C r tU a l0Ug beard Und aU alUm \n at unless they ar. Placard informing the peop e
lie Very careful they 

’s grinn- will go straight to hell. Whether
at the thought ofat Ins own security or a but his

M;ii 'S Waiting for others I do no v pi.urcb in 
'ht?UentaB authoritative as that o ai

5,tW Cfcr'-a>n than on what is the'■ ‘fc K - •' •mo,V  i1L n<?tb*n£ about which they have quarrelled 
l;‘seiia],!n,dy' God’s will is a wonderful thing! It
> n ,  ‘  "

saiq0̂ 1,1 d'sPUted whether Johnson was right when

R a i d e d  the fool to take rank as a ph \ {oq1 
¿ e. Philosopher to stand 011 an equality with 
h, been disputed whether Jolmsoti 0f a
'■ coin!',11 dlat patriotism was the ‘ls ,, waS the 
fiS^rel. Had he said that God s
£ . refUS, "̂ Ve °1 a fool and the ever-profitable one of a
W  ’ he -Would have laid down an indisputable

dle<lker ''f  'b., ^nou'den, the Chancellor of the Ex

'll,
mitw'** !s the last one to join the ranks of the 

in * atj Ve exponents of “  God’s will.”  In liitro- 
w-'S Bi'l for the taxation of land values he 

li?er. , ‘’s Proposals on the statement that “  Land is 
iy ^  d from „11 ---------- Ti —rom all other commoditms. I t 
t'lUal , Creator, not for the use of Dukes, ^  con.

°f his children.”  It is no world
the £  U,e Chancellor when lie expounds 
Vi ( * ^tions of the Creator. The British secret s 
V i  ? a very elaborate due, it has command ot g
i' ^'laiV'f'' 111 addition Mr. Snowden has a special 
"A’ hçj °l the House of Commons who acts as aMr,
"StMe,

the*'Ln him and the Lord, and who daily demon-
hig m*6 truth that prayers really are answered by 

at the Members of the House be endowed

Dukes and Deities.

Mr. Snowden evidently disclosed the intentions of 
God Almighty in order to properly impress his hearers 
with the risks they were running if they did not act 
up to his suggestions, an attitude which would cause 
the man with the long beard and the big placard to 
welcome him as a brother beloved. For my own part 
I fiiuf my sympathies fairly equally divided between 
the people who have been deprived of the land given 
them by the Creator and the poor God whose bene
volent intentions are so easily and so completely frus
trated by mere Dukes. I hasten to add that when I 
venture to talk of mere Dukes to so independent a 
people as our own, I am comparing them with God 
only. No true Englishman would ever dream of re
ferring to a duke in so light and so casual a manner. 
For if we no longer sing to God to save for us “  our 
old nobility,”  we cease to do so because we know 
that the desire even to think disrespectfully concern
ing anything bearing a title is far removed from the 
mind of the patriotic Briton. But a Duke, after all, is 
only a Duke, and may owe his existence to the amours 
of a King; but God is God. He owes his existence to 
no one but himself. He created himself, before there 
was anyone to think about creating. God is by him
self, and the loneliness of his situation was beyond 
human comprehension until he bethought of turning 
one third of himself into a son, and another third of 
himself into a ghost, and so creating at least the 
semblance of a comfortable family circle. But a 
Duke is, after all, only a Duke, a manufactured 
article, and although a king, who is king by the grace 
of God, when he makes a Duke may be said to pass a 
modicum of the divine influence on to the Duke, still 
it is not I hope disrespectful to say that a Duke is only 
a Duke, and is not really on a level with God, who 
has nothing to be on a level with but himself.

* * *
Leaving God on One Side.

Dukes and deities have in these days fallen upon 
rather unfortunate times. There was a time when to 
speak disrespectfully of Dukes would have meant very 
severe punishment— either legally or personally in
flicted. And to have stood in the way of realizing
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God’s intentions would, once upon a time have 
brought summary and spectacular punishment. 
Readers of the Bible will remember that many thou
sands of people were once killed because David took 
a census of the people, also that forty-two children 
were slaughtered because they had laughed at one of 
God’s prophets, while thousands of people have been 
killed because they would not obey God’s command 
to keep the Sabbath Day holy. But we live in different 
times, Gods are finding it more and more difficult to 
grapple with modern conditions. And Mr. Snow
den’s complaint that the Dukes have got in the way 
of God’s purpose with regard to the land is only one 
instance of the way in which a quite well-meaning 
God finds himself ignored or defied.

For unfortunately the land question is not the 
only instance in which either Dukes or the Devil have 
got the better of wffiat Martin Luther called “  half
witted God.”  It is, for example, an old theological 
conceit that God made man that he might worship 
him. But year by year the number of God’s wor
shippers grow steadily less. Large numbers ignore 
him altogether, others criticize his plans quite openly, 
and our Courts of law pronounce this to be quite legal. 
Others blasphemously’ suggest certain ways in which 
his method of managing things may be improved. It 
is true that these suggestions are often made under 
the guise of prayer, but God must indeed justify 
Luther’s description of him if he fails to see that all 
the prayers for more rain, or less rain, for this, that or 
the other, are so many polite hints that he is not man
aging things as wisely or as well as they might be 
managed. Liven the winding-up clause, “  neverthe
less, not my will but thy will be done,” has all the 
flavour of a gentle sarcasm about it. F'or it might 
be translated into “  We have told you what we re
quire, and what we think we ought to do. But we 
suppose you will do what you like, and if you will 
continue to make a mess of things, we shall have to 
put up with it. We have relieved ourselves of all re
sponsibility when we have pointed out what is 
needed.”  -So while the Dukes, according to Mr. 
Snowden, flouts God’s will in one direction, the 
Devil, according to theologians, flouts his will in 
another. Marie Corelli once wrote a book called the 
Sorrows of Satan. A very bulky volume might be 
written about the sorrows of God. Nothing that he 
does ever seems to turn out right. Anyone, from a 
Duke to a dustman appears to be able to get the 
better of him and to upset his plans.

*  *  *

A  Chapter of Misfortunes.
Nothing the Lord is recorded to have done appears 

to have turned out well. His chief work, Man, has 
on all hands been described as an engineering mon
strosity, a physiological mistake, a moral and in
tellectual blunder of such a kind that it takes all sorts 
of precautions to get it working smoothly, and even 
then, every now and again it breaks down completely. 
He intended men to love one another, and the very 
people on whom he spent most time in giving that 
lesson seem to have profited the least from his tuition. 
Nearly two thousand years ago he sacrificed the son 
he had created to mitigate his own infinite loneliness 
so that all men might believe in him and be saved; 
but to-day less than a third of the human race take 
the trouble to even profess belief in him. Fie created 
a heaven to bribe men to obey him, and a hell to 
frighten them if they were otherwise inclined, and the 
very best have laughed at being told they would be 
damned if they did not believe, and practically told 
him they would be damned if they did. He has made 
so many blunders, and managed things so badly that 
his defenders have even argued that unless he has

vork ¡s very-

Most
of

made a better world than this, then his w 
very bad indeed.

But his greatest failure is as an aut l0t'cjeaf 
Gods have had wisdom enough to steer ^  in- 
authorship. They have inspired men, ,eared t0
spiration could be disowned; they have ap  ̂ â vays 
men in visions, but the reading of the vis r̂eatoi 
allowed for different interpretations. But r  ̂
whose intentions Mr. Snowden authentic» e  ̂
House of Commons, became the author t|iat } 
volume. And that volume had all the aU 
well written book should not have. It waS . 
in the information given, it was denionstm  ̂ ^  jn 
when it gave verifiable details such as ’ ¡na11
which language began, or the way ' n ", j ĝa'1, 
was made, or the way in which the " ol ve pid 
For several thousand years his followers  ̂ ¡¡id 
quarrelling as to what he meant by what he %vronS

in such parts as admitted of quite clear mea ^
Snowden’s authority committed, in shoib 
fundamental faults that an author should 110  ̂ jie \v;1'
Where he was definite he was wrong, 'vhere ^

not wrong, he was indefinite. He not only 11. ;1« • . « • • . « • . . • « /• . i 1« rtVClllrfailure, he invited it. The itch for authorslnL^m1 
many a man into serious trouble, but oi ]iA 
ought to have had enough common-sense 
steered clear of such traps for the unwary-

Leave God Alone. ^jt1
With all humility I suggest to Mr. Sno" de'  ̂tk 

would be just as well to refrain from appea E 
intentions of the Creator as a basis for his Ctfl"
proposals. After all, the Bill, if it passes* j- ---, --- ------ , — -
1110ns, must go before the House of Lords’ ,:gjoi's; 
peers have there a court of appeal greater-—1''' sjiO''

- - .)ii)than anything the House of Commons has ind1They have a full bench of bishops— gentle' 
have been specially called by God to be wind 
and who may, therefore, be credited with V f£ail 
better than Mr. Snowden what it was the'1

hattbe> f
ko°V

intended when he made the land, 
sure that they will not agree that the Lord 
take the land away from Dukes, and Prl11 -«d

/
pew

private individuals and give it to ordinal> „■  t‘
will agree that the Lord meant eV<T  1

mien1
p

enjoy the fruits of the land, but the enjoying” pqk1-
They

of thc , &
a ’.tel)'

filter down to them through the medium 
and others, including the Church. -Aftten̂  
world is God’s world. He made it, and 1110 pc- 
the world must be as it was intended by hn'1 ;• 1If we arc going to take the world ancl ■jt15-

nearer to the heart’s desire,”  it might bÇ
¡t alts t o 5

Wficn politicians have believed theniseb0  eitE
mouthpieces of God they have generally oe „ui1'1,
hypocrites or a nuisance. It really does 1lCj
what the Creator desired or desires.
events he desired man to have any number o , (liLJ —<■ oi

%
his own troubles unassisted save by human  ̂ 0tl',

well to leave the “  Creator ”  out of it

na
of them if possible. ''

but man has determined to get rid of as yg
cis h6 can ancl all ieaw if aaaciIaIp ^ 1
Gods out of it altogether. If man cannot

and human industry, history proves that Id"

method is profitable. Politics and re,iS b '5  
always run badly together. Religion has 11 „l3ll f1’ ,.

sm»‘fied politics, and politicians have spent no ■ .
of their energies in trying to civilize relig'0'"  0f 
far better to base proposals on their likl'h0" 0f ' 
creasing the happiness and the well-be''G 
people. Nothing else matters. Nothing e F 1j,ef't‘;, 
with those who have no desire to trade up°n '■  )tp < 
superstition as an easy method of swaying 1,1 pe1' 
dull to appreciate the way in which they " 'p H  
duped, drugged, and wronged. C hapJI.W
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The N a p o leon of F ree though t.

-Tennyson.

- —■>»--
“ And vet what days were those, Panne ’

When we were young "-MattHea. Arnoia.

■' The great Achilles whom we k n e ^ ^  ^  tQ get.
‘ Rough work, iconoclasm, kut 

at truth.”—0 . Ik. Holmes.

\ 1 gQYxic o£T\Ny nten and women of talent, am p reethought
Renius, have been associated with ie was that
Movement, but the most dynamic person tpat be

Charles Bradlaugh. So dominant "  ,, &n̂  tpe
"as dubbed the “  Napoleon of Freet 10 > great
influence he wielded in public affairs country-s
that he has written his name indelib >
history. The

T oaveer must live . -  ̂ne memory of his persoi. , voman-
while anyone has an eye {or the dramatre *  ^  q{
lc- The story of his meteoric ns ^ion in the

a c°hunon soldier to that of a pi out tpe pages
house of Commons is like a leaf torn 1 worn
"i l'hitarch; the story of his untune - . ^ g  odds,
"ut by fighting for years against o\ e tragedy of

as moving and as poignant as 
”°phocW TT
l>a "'ocles 

ar«ell as
] as one whom a vivid and lorce 
'"hst always make interesting.

Vfmvr, *■ le Ven re
Ond tui„r r! S.lnce lle died have quieted the shoutings
t, - “unit of his strenuous"time, but they have left

herom Ugure 0f ciiarles Bradlaugh clear-cut for
T“ u* N°t only was he a great man, lie was a ■"I Of l-Bol j , •

oiir
regard • q'he

f , of 'cal distinction in aspect and c a T « ^ ^  Qn 
‘Sht he made in Parliament and outsi ^  q{ the

"'orwhelming majority of opponents wa 0f
; avest ever fought, and his triumph 1 » c  ^  
with was as complete as that o f 1 e so Bra[paugli 
f shot-riven "  Victory.”  ¡ £ y is no

' na his devoted band of followers, hete °nger n •
aiulloritv?‘ unis Dar to t]ie eitize 

“ las keen shorn of its w
Cll0Us liar to the citizen, and ecclesiastical

orst dangers.
was his motto, and throughout lifelie -, 1i'horo«gh

He/or Up t0 iL In llis weekly paper, The National
lie ',e proclaimed its i>olicy in every issue to
An, .ein'kliean, Atheist, and Malthusian. His own
hlo\v f,'11 " as “  four square to all the winds that
self a ai'd he never camouflaged it by calling him-
liavin*aostic or Rationalist. He was no dreamer,
Ka, !K ot>iers to translate his ideas into action. Like
his e- "a s  a man of action, first and last. In
f,tfi„;,rh?r days the Freethinkers were feebly led and
2eai y lnsPired. Charles Southwell went to New
ivhoand search of health. George Jacob Holyoake,
for - Sllcceecled him, had not one single qualification
thing ( ersllip. Without Bradlaugh’s lead the Free- . J ’hers,, - -
A ars- ItA"nie Jj
Cl

"'»kers •
' flig h t have stayed in the wilderness for many 

was Bradlaugh, most ably seconded by 
- V , ^ " t .  George Foote, John M. Robertson,

as-
'‘upjgg i  u u itj j  wiiH iu , iw u t i  ir

j attts> and many others, who materially
* a'aĥ e the Frcethouglit Party as we know it

h'ligK, Casing strange that, forty years after Brad- 
< h; <lea«' • - • •people are only now beginning to see 
aJly f a critical attitude towards religion was actu- 

He bad no burning desire to%it uP°n him.
hul fa° ’00° fanatical priests and their more ignorant 
hiani l(]'atlcal supporters. He, being a very busy 
harharj). not waut to waste his time arraigning the 
s,trdifi lLs °f the Old Testament and the ab- 
Tp °f the Gospels. The story of Jonah and 
hoti0n ' p , "as no more attractive to him than the 
1M¡ester V Sillbad tPe Sailor. But he saw clearly that 
verse 0)a | and kingcraft were the obverse and the re- 
'n,l'varl- * le sanie medal, and that the clergy were the 
°f I) 0 r medievalism. Bishops sat in the House 
Rhssi,,^’ ant  ̂ helped to destroy or mutilate all pro- 

legislation. A special service was then in

corporated in the Book of Common Prayer, in 
memory of “  King Charles the Martyr 1”  If Brad
laugh seemed to those outside his influence a mere 
iconoclast, he has in this only shared the fate of the 
world’s greatest reformers. His life was shortened 
by the ill-treatment he received. Though dead, he 
remains a living force by the steadfastness of’ his 
courage, and the consistency of his example.

What a price he paid for his leadership! The 
last time I heard him lecture at the old Hall of 
.Science, I realized that he was a broken man. His 
voice, once as resonant as a silver trumpet, was weak, 
and his mighty frame bowed. For thirty years he 
bad led the forces of Freethought like a knight in 
shining armour, but the Philistines were too much for 
even his iron constitution. There have been brave 
men, but few have had to face the fearful odds that 
he did. Brave to the last, he kept a bold front to the 
enemy, but lie was bleeding to death beneath his 
armour. Some of his cheering audience nearly broke 
down, thinking of the fierce old days of battle, when 
there was no thought of anything but the fight itself. 
Had his assailants known Bradlaugh as he really 
was, they could never have hated him as they did. 
Jealousies and unkindness and bitterness of spirit arc 
in most human labours, but religion, with its insin
cerities and intellectual meannesses, seems to hold a 
poison of its own which narrows the vision and blunts 
the edge of principle.

At the time of the Freethinker prosecutions, it was 
only Bradlaugh’s alertness and legal knowledge that 
prevented his being imprisoned for blasphemy with 
his comrades P'oote, Ramsey and Kemp. The prose
cution spent thousands of pounds in their endeavour 
to incriminate him, but lie was too much for them all. 
As it was, he had to fight the bigots for thirteen years 
for his right, ns an Atheist, to represent Northampton 
in Parliament. He won in the end, hut the victory 
cost him his life. W’itli a fine gesture, when he was 
on his death-bed, the House of Commons rescinded 
the motion of his previous expulsion.

Bradlaugh was one of the foremost orators of his 
generation, which included Leon Gambetta, Emilio 
Castelar, and Robert Ingersoll. These masters of 
speech were Bradlaugh’s peers, rather than Bright or 
Gladstone, who were frigid in comparison. Brad- 
laugh and Foote, and Ingersoll after him, nearly 
always followed the Freethought tradition in speak
ing, which was based upon the fluid and graceful 
French methods, rather than the more judicial 
methods of the English politicians. Bradlaugh was a 
master in both methods; his address at the bar of the 
House of Commons, vindicating the right of an 
Atheist to sit in Parliament, being a gem of political 
oratory.

Again, like Foote and Ingersoll, Bradlaugli was at 
his very best in debate, opposition acting as a stimu
lus. His rejoinders were crushing, and his perorations 
were things to be remembered. In his purely political 
speeches, Bradlaugh sought to heat down opposition 
by sheer force of logic and law, and they read like 
judicial utterances. But in his Freethought ad
dresses lie relied far more upon rhetoric. Expressing 
the simple feelings of men and women, he made an 
universal appeal. “  Give me liberty, or give me 
death !”  That was the kind of thing, sonorous and 
impassioned phrase flung out to thrill the hearts and 
flush the cheeks of thousands. His perorations had 
this special quality. There was martial music in the 
grandiose periods, the trumpets sang to battle. lie  
spoke to some purpose. He found the Freethinkers 
a disorganized crowd, and he left them a compact and 
well-organized army.

Charles Bradlaugh fought for liberty, and his life- 
struggle was as heroic as that of tlie Spartan heroes
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who held the pass of Thermopylae against the Persian 
hosts. He stood like a stone wall against the hordes 
of Priestcraft. Bradlaugh grows larger to one’s men
tal and moral vision the more distant he becomes. 
The best views of the Alps are to be gained from a 
distance, and we get the better view of Bradlaugh as 
we recede from him. A  hero in action, he was 
chivalry incarnate. He was never the man to say to 
others, “  Go on,”  but he always said, “  Come on.” 
Now he is no longer a presence, but a memory, we 
are free to look at him, free from controversy, and to 
estimate him at his true worth. He fell, prematurely, 
alas, worn out by hard work and harder usage in that 
great battlefield of humanity, whose soldiers fight 
not to shed blood, but to dry up tears; not to kill their 
fellow-men, but to raise them up. Labouring not for 
himself, but for coming generations, he made an im
perishable name, and gave the world “  assurance of a 
man.”  Let us salute the memory of one of the truest 
that ever drew breath.

M im nerm us.

T he H e ra ld  of M odern Deism .
— —

R elated to the noble house of Pembroke, the parent 
of later Deism, Lord Herbert of Cherbury, was a con
temporary of Bacon and Hobbes. He shared Bacon’s 
scorn of mere tradition although, unlike the induc
tive philosopher, he exercised little direct influence 
on empirical speculation, but gleams as the morning- 
star of later rationalism in religion.

The elder brother of George Herbert, the gentle 
devotional poet, Edward Herbert was born in Shrop
shire in 1583. Pie was sent to Oxford at the early 
age of twelve, and espoused an heiress three years 
later, when only fifteen. From 1608 to 16x8 he led 
the life of a military adventurer abroad, and became 
the intimate friend of the Prince of Orange. After
wards ambassador in Paris for the English Govern
ment, he was elevated to the peerage in 1629 as Baron 
Herbert of Cherbury. In the opening stages of the 
struggle between Crown and Parliament he favoured 
Charles I., but subsequently compromised with the 
victors, saved his estate, and died in Loudon in 1648.

Herbert’s writings are rich in range, and comprise 
philosophy, history and letters. An accomplished 
courtier, his account of Buckingham’s abortive expe- 

- dition, and his highly favourable picture of Henry 
V III., were very pleasing to the throne. Still, in his 
survey of the Reformation Herbert’s dispassionate 
treatment suggests a mind detached from the sectarian 
disputes which then inflamed men’s minds. His 
verses and his Autobiography possess more permanent 
value. The poems were not printed till 1655, whilst 
the brilliant Autobiography remained in manuscript 
until 1764, when Horace Walpole supervised its publi
cation. His supreme work, however, was philo
sophical. Dc Vcritate, Herbert’s magnum opus, when 
submitted to the notice of the famous scholar Hugo 
Grotius, impressed him favourably, and he counselled 
publication. But the author remained undecided 
until he was convinced by a sign from heaven that the 
deity approved his handiwork. De Veritate was then 
printed in Paris in 1624. Later editions appeared in 
London with additional matter. In 1663 a pioneer 
treatise of Herbert’s on comparative religion was pub
lished. A century later, a popular exposition of Pler- 
berts’s religious opinions was issued from the press. 
This is probably a product of his pen, but the evidence 
is incomplete.

Lord Herbert attached supreme importance to 
sound method in philosophical research. He 
strove to discover the nature and criterion of truth.

This endeavour Descartes disdained, for re er trllth 
Herbert, he remarks that ‘ ‘ he examines " " f  #
is; for myself, I have never doubted about ^  
seems to me to be a notion so1 transcendent3 
that it is impossible to ignore it.”  e]3.

Herbert serenely examined the problem of tlCc0lll. 
tions of mind and bodjr. i f  an to him 'va® a 
pound of mental and physical characters. the
is largely, but not entirely passive. M’111 _> 
contrary, is ever active. We are told that m 
ates, but is never operated upon. But, althoug ^  
is never acted upon by external influences  ̂
nevertheless, are embraced within its sphere p[ 
ity. And, quaintly enough from the standp ^0 
logic and consistency, the action of the mind
be stimulated by the presence of objective tinnii’ 

in its

most complex operations. A  species of ¡he 
lislied harmony is deemed to exist between  ̂ ¡̂lily 
of thoughts and the world of things. Id®1' 5, frot" 
framework, fashioned from material furnish  ̂
the objective world is endowed with organs 0 a„(l 
which serve to convey impressions to the nh ' jn 
thus establish a state of harmonious co-operm1 a5. 
this psychological scheme the mental faculty 
sumed to provide a thought structure which .(]
spends with reality, as it exists in the exter:nal

are
tern1

s«p;
<ofThe phenomena of the objective universe 

posed to enter into the awareness of man in 
harmonious union. cr>eV

Herbert contends that the test of truth is n° j pit 
cer’s inconceivability of an opposing proposih® 
stands clearly revealed, when facts complcte 5 jjef- 
monise with one another. “ Truth,”  declare5  ̂^  
bert of Cherbury, “  is a certain harmony bet"e^oll5 
jects and their analogous faculties.”  F '1 .̂etf 
conclusions are drawn when the relationship 15 jt5elf 
the things thought about an d the thinking °riif;‘’’ ;0ir 
is imperfect. “  The root of all error is in coin 5 ,
in the inappropriate connexion between facuW.
object— and it is for the intellect to expose the i-^;

• 1 erf°f'\propriate connexion and so to dissolve the ;g.)
(Prof. Sorley, History of English Philosophy, F ‘cer> 

Our native instincts invariably provide the 1,10 . 
tain test of truth. Reason is something to "h' re
turn when all other faculties fail. But, being ® cer- 
liable in its results, reason seldom reaches * 1Ljjer- 
tainties which our instinctive faculties furnis '■  3s 
bert throughout pictures states of conscious11̂  t],e 
more or less in complete correspondence jjfic5 
realities of the surrounding world. These rC‘ie„t:'l 
initiate the sensations which constitute all 
phenomena. The mind is composed of multif^^td 
faculties which separately respond to envim"11 \y 
impacts. Herbert conceives each faculty aS. ()f 3lr 
ternal force or energy which responds in ter,I1S(̂  
prehension in diverse ways to different mo 
material existence residing in the outside v.

Distinct images or impressions may be cd . j,y 
by the same organ of sense, and still be cogfl1̂  q( jH
separate faculties. We may see a figure at re.
motion, yet both the stationary and the uiov111̂ ,^ 
ject become part of our awareness through on ^ to 
of sight. Mental faculties are so constitute1 ^ 
provide us with a practically— useful, working"' 
ledge of the world around us.

Although Herbert’s language is occasion® ■ ¡̂i'- 
score, the doctrine is contained in Dc VerPa 
every psychical operation is more or less conn1 tl>e 
by the innate powers of the intellect. More°v 0'f ¡i'1 
human understanding itself is a manifestation niin°r 
omnipresent spiritual being. Man’s mind 15 a flCC o' 
image of the majestic truthfulness and benev°'e tlifi 
God. The corporeal structure of the human ar ‘ 
is shapened in the semblance of the great Ll"'

0 v
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>Pa5larS.this striking|!roPagat passage : “  But, as in th'e

”  ■ rrrmvine l°ss of dis-„-uon of light there is a gro » gQ that 
t'nchiess as it gets farther from 1 f  f  UVing and
, ne »«age, which shines clearlv natural in-
ree unity, first communicates itse , g t\ien

5hnct or the common reason of its P a  ̂facul-
x̂tetids to the numberless interna ani shade
les (analogous to particular objects), 0 • TCjreal

a"d body, and sometimes seems as 1 '

m° matter ilsel/.”  (Dc Veritale, P- 7 { ' elops uni- 
t-°"imon experience, Herbert urges, rUle of

v«sal assent which constitutes the iterion of 
ftural instinct,”  and “  the highest critetruth.” vs™
•Sltions
"bich

What
which

ve now regard as self-evident propo-
appear inborn in rational beings, and*w*****

• represent the ancestral eN' ’cT1’L.!’^ t>s mind.
C T 1 raCe’ evidently impressed c ley states :
„ ke did not stress the point, am "b which
. H«bert made little, if any, use of the tes - ht might n—  •: miSbt hay
Pt*suniJ.1,iiv® riiown that certain common notions are

Us fail i U1 tbe constitution of experience, and 
Which", t • t0 carr-v out the theory of knowledge of 

In jg Hnies lie had a clear view. 
iiUprin, '7 ^ erHert’s Dc Veriiate received the official 
Vet, tjjp "r °" Hie chaplain to the Bishop of London. 
% amj Sellings contained in his work soon exposed 
Jnd ¡j -(>r 1° the then serious accusation of Atheism 
scient ^ f^ y. For in reality, Herbert traces both
'»merai •U.U' ’"orals to the influences of common or 
devotee r ° as' Hut to ethics and natural science he 
''‘•'Voted e attention. To religion, however, he 
•he foUnn|’UcH time and thought, and'thereby became

&
Therefive 'er Hie important Deistic School, 

e a(jir„',0s,llHates in Herbert’s theological scheme.
'his (u'!;1S.H'e existence of a supreme Power or God.

vir-tiie Hivinity should be worshipped. Piety and 
S ir i  Prise Hie chief part of that worship. Sms 
of *a.s«ffer repentance. And there is a future state 
the H’Hiinent and reward. These five articles fonn 
% h ^ Plcte doctrine of the true universal religion 
faith 7 t l'le natural theology of reason.
"»Cor rbert
the!r"Pted
*tna ^ ' ° u s
tiv daft

This refined
supposes to have been the early and 

faith of mankind. But unfortunately 
multitude “  gave ear to the covetous 

sacerdotal order,”  and the pure and primi-CUjt urucr, unu me pine auu pium-
"°n. . 'as been degraded to the level of supersti-
t^lirai ' ' ’at runs counter to the five articles of

_ e,*£ion is opposed to reason and truth. More
1 ’ *ght may come through natural channels. 

% -  en -
f l i g h t

f.'eKed v ni.’,st distinguish between a
(I

record of an 
Mere tra-

S t  eySts 011 the trustworthiness of the narrator and 
[,rjHarj. er fack certitude. Dwelling in a pre-evolu- 
7°ivie(]age’. Herbert was destitute of a vast sum of 
lfcVetecj since accumulated. Still, he must ever be 
'‘'dlosc ',ls a splendid pioneer in a sterling humanistic 

l>lly- T. F. P almer,

"H  r̂ lati°n, and a revelation itself.

I, He tl, .......
na ."ould pass the latter part of his life with 

q ‘t he 0l' decency, must, when lie is young, consider 
> thaj 1,6 day shall be old, and remember when lie is 

le has once been young.—Johnson.

/Hoi/11'0" has accomplished improvements in every 
f/Hd foeXcePt that of polities, which continues to be 

r r'Sht H,c display of deceit, intrigue and contempt 
and liberty.—L. Proal.

jjj'd must seek bis own happiness in the way
Wa ’ S°od to himself, provided he infringe not 

10,11 of others.—Kant.

, 7 ^ .  -----
,:!w 1,0 small degree of ability to know when to

W's ability.—Rochefoucauld,

309
B ritish  L ibera lism  a t th e  

Cross Loads.*

F e l l o w  Liberals : A Radical clergyman, the late Rev. 
R. C. Fillingham, when he was suspended from the 
exercise of his office as Vicar of Hexton, preached on 
the Sunday before that sentence took effect from the 
te x t : “  Loose him, and let him go.”  He began his 
sermon with the words: ‘ ‘ Brethren, I stand before 
you, unmuzzled.”  I feel in a somewhat similar 
position here, for, for the first time for more than 
twenty years, I address you, not as an official of the 
Party, or some organization allied to it, but as a 
Liberal of the rank and file. You will, I believe, 
pardon me if I take advantage of this circumstance, 
and, if I may borrow a phrase beloved of ex-ministers, 
speak with more freedom and less responsibility than 
heretofore. He was an unusually wise curate who 
was reported to have said : “  We are all of us human, 
some of us very.”

First, I am a Liberal. It is, in my opinion, the only 
philosophy to live by, to fight for, and— I speak 
having not long since been very near my last end—  
to die with. But when I speak of Liberalism I 
speak, not of the British variety, but of Liberalism in 
its largest, its loftiest, its international, its European, 
sense. In that sense it has not been, and I am sorry 
to say is not now, by any means synonymous with the 
liberalism of these islands, and, in particular, with 
that of its official organs and oracles.

One of the first acts of the new Government in 
Spain was to proclaim full religious liberty. I hope 
no delegate here cheered it merely as giving liberty to 
Protestants in that country, for you have only to re
call recent history in this country to know that estab
lished Protestantism— and it is still, despite Liberal 
Governments, established— persecuted so long as it 
dared. The British Liberal Party has constantly 
claimed the credit for having been the pioneer of 
civil and religious liberty, and of the emancipation of 
Catholics, Jews, Nonconformists, and Freethinkers. 
Some credit is doubtless due to it; but with the an
omalous and class-prejudiced Blasphemy Law still on 
the statute hook; with a Church which, according to 
its own published statistics, represents a decreasing 
minority of the people, established and endowed by 
law; with national education held up under a Social
ist Government, as it was held up under a Liberal 
Government with a much greater majority behind it, 
by the clamour and racket of the Catholic, Anglican 
and Dissenting religionists; with a Minister of Educa
tion having to resign because his fellow members of a 
Labour Cabinet would not stand up to the sectarians; 
while you have a Home Secretary proposing legisla
tion about Sunday observance which is a cowardly 
abandonment of the duty of the Government to give 
effect to the obvious and admitted will of the majority 
of the population; while you have the Liberal Party 
constantly dragged at the heels of such a combination 
of puritan repression and Semitic legalism as the 
precious Lord’s Day Observance Society— while these 
conditions continue it is true to say that the full im
plications of Liberalism are being flouted by the very 
Party in this country which is supposed to be their ex
ponent and custodian.

The new Government of Spain, by proclaiming re
ligious liberty at the outset of its regime, was true to 
that conception of Liberalism which, in its implica
tions with regard to religion, is common to the 
liberals of every country but this, and,- alas, the

* An address prepared for, hut not delivered at, the forty- 
eighth Annual Meeting of the National Liberal Federation at 
Buxton, May 11-15, 1051, by Albert C. White, lute IJditor of 
the Lloyd George Liberal Magazine, and formerly Deputy 
Director of Publicity Headquarters.
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United States of America. It is 110 mere anti-clerical- j 
ism, although all liberalism must be anti-clerical in j 
the political sense; it is an attitude of mind of which I j 
do not know a better definition than one which comes j 
from a quarter which cannot be questioned by any 
delegate here, namely, from the pen of the late Lord 
Oxford. Here is his definition of Liberalism : —

To be open-minded; to struggle against precon
ceptions and hold them in due subjection ; to keep 
the avenues of the intelligence free and unblocked; to 
take pains that the scales of judgment shall always 
be even and fair; to welcome new truths when they 
have proved their title despite the havoc they make 
of old and cherished beliefs.

I will add one further quotation from the same 
source. Speaking immediately after the Great War 
Lord Oxford said : —

The new problems which confront us, and they are 
manv and grave, are not outside the ambit of the old 
faith.

I would like to add to this another definition from 
one who, if more liberal in theology than in politics, 
will at least be not less respected by most of you, I 
mean the late F. W. Robertson, generally described,
I think unnecessarily, as of Brighton. He said : —  

Enlarge your tastes, that you may enlarge your 
hearts as well as your pleasure : feel all that is 
beautiful, love all that is good. Sever yourself from 
all sectarianism; pledge yourself to no school; cut 
your life adrift from all party; be a slave to no 
maxims; stand forth, unfettered and free, servant 
only to the truth.

Bearing these words in mind, I will add one or 
two tilings to the rough summary I have already re
hearsed of the actual matters in which, as it seems to 
me, liberalism in this country lags behind. Remem
ber that, according to every sociological and statisti
cal inquiry that is relevant, religious belief, so far as 
it can be reckoned by church membership, communi
cants, candidates for confirmation and ordination, and 
attendances at public worship and Sunday schools, is 
on the decline. All the aids of modern publicity do 
not suffice to stop the exodus of religious belief. 
V,Tether it be for good or evil, and I think it is all to 
the good, it is a fact.

Why then, for example, should it have been left to 
the Labour Party (I admit in the days when it was 
in no peril of holding Office) to champion the liberal 
and logical cause of secular education ? The Labour 
Party of this country is no more like the Socialist 
Parties of the continent than the Liberal Party is like 
the Liberal Parties there. The difference is of the 
same order. Labour, at all events in office, crawls to 
the established “  ism,”  and a resolution which was 
an annual event in its councils when it was a propa
gandist party, is now never mentioned by its time
serving apologists. It has even made a Peer of the 
only one who was loyal and constant to the cause of 
secular education, and, of course, still is.

That it is no duty of the State to impose religious 
tests on anybody, whether in schools or training 
colleges or elsewhere; that it is no part of the function 
of the State to pay for or subsidize opinions which, 
however influentially held, are only opinions, and 
questioned and questionable wherever men are cul
tured and free, this is plain Liberalism. Why is the 
Liberal Party as silent about Disestablishment and 
Disendowment as the Labour Party is about Secular 
Education ? Because they will not face all the impli
cations of the principles to which they are explicitly 
committed, in both cases. “  It will be the Throne 
next,”  say some of the god-fearing men who fear not 
God, but their fellows. But the throne in this 
country rests upon a Parliamentary sanction. What 
Parliament gave Parliament can take away. If that 
is not Liberal doctrine Liberal doctrine does not 
exist. Monarchy, as it has been practised in this 
country since the reign of that overrated bigot Queen

M ay  1 7 .
itli

Victoria, has been proved to be not inconsistent^  ̂
as great a rate of progress as the country " aS ‘the wa5’> 

chaflf>e'
any

it ceases to be worth five minutes pur 
modern community.

Listen now to these words of an aum^*-- tj)eSe 
ponent as to part of the resulting policy h °nl 
liberal principles :—  . rej  oUr

Establishment lias persecuted and phmt ^

prepared for. When the Throne stands m 
instead of being the channels of constructive

rchase tf

authoritative ev

to
nation time out of mind. It lias endear ou

It is stiff „- j  -------------- -------------------  . to any
refuse on my part to be a Par %vpicli

to

thwart every national movement, 
so; and I
compact to provide padding for gloves w 
to spar at the oppressor or to furnish cllS 
ease its fall. êO

These are the words of Mr. Lloyd George» 1
as y ° uof Wales, but true and truer of England, <■ - ' . ig0n's 

you have ever read Morrison F a'know if you have 
Great Lying Church. . 0£ the

I ask, why is the Liberal Party the charnp1011̂  
illogical killjoys of Nonconformity who have < ^  
vices of their much vaunted puritan ances . r5 
very little of their courage. I have had twen . ^  0„ 
of Liberal campaigning, and I tell you that, e 
the lowest ground of expediency, the anti-P ‘ g ¡p. 
anti-freedom, anti-rational drinking antics ot  ̂ lll3n 
called free churches stink in the nostrils of 1 ^  s(r 

The Nonconformist vote, lil'® a, ofin the street.
called temperance vote, is not worth three ha 
cold gin for electioneering purposes to any P‘ ■

in

this country in any given constituency 1FThePledJ
10
11

they are after is not the growth of liberty, of

given to these cranks prejudice the candidate15

,l.id>
give them, and their questionnaires show

this country, has been accompanied by the Kr°' j0iP 
sobriety, but its curtailment to the narrow dm1 j  fiv 
of their creed. It is a creed, whether preac ^g. 
bishops or baptists, that is not believed by a of

<0
- . ejec<

portion worth reckoning on of thé present-day j5
ate. And, what is much more to the purpose. • 
creed at fundamental variance with liberal Prl1 e jiiecu at 1 imuainciiiai vaiituice vviui nucut* i 1

Not that it is only the Nonconformists who c  ̂
this category. There is no worse member  ̂ jjeldo - -----. . ............  XI OX 11
crowd that the most illiterate Bishop who ei

" h.tjJ
fruid1

the see of London, Dr. Wilmington Ingram-
bachelor u 1" 1

palaces always preaching to the poor to he »-  ̂ JX>
is lie? A  man who is rich

ha»;Throughout his episcopate he ]l0p
" a un»

■t

aand multiply.
volted against the apostolic injunction that , 
should be blameless the husband of one "  2V
lie has taken care by every trick of the most 
self-advertisers, to observe the apostolic injunct’ ^ p 
mediately following the one just quoted, na.nj 
“  have a good report of them which are 
Even the News-Chronicle, which cannot he * {of 
of being irreligious, recently called him to or ^ oli- 
impugning the morals of the working girls of jn 

‘It is not for me, who has participa ^juS' 
them and suffered front them, to say a” -v ,
about Liberal divisions, 
lecruit the Liberal Party

to
if

ail)'
w’U'd

ti“'But
... __ ___ from the va=>- vVj

tude of the unattached electorate that is fed-t'l |)flr1 P *
the platitudes of politicians, and interested in 
blems of making this, the only world we kno' > jflCji, 
just and more tolerable for all the children 0 pio»' 
yott will stretch out a hand of friendship t0 1 t fib' 
eers of Liberalism in thought and action. I’1 11 ¡pU1' 
tant, but recent times, they have stood np t0 l 
and contumely in the cause which is the life t> r t 
the only Liberalism that will survive in the fi,n5tmel
You must not rest until the last penal em ^ 
against opinion, and the last religious oath or tL- jp' 
been abolished, and the state is left free -ed5 
crippling and corrupting maul of the vested 11 tlk 
of clericalism, Protestant and Catholic, w h ic h - ^ t  
logical tendency of its creed according to 1 b
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exponents must be intolerant ' 1' ® ,
The late Professor Denney, no m etova 

- -ui a distinguished professor o w -
who died a few years ago sard m t o  

!*#ih °l Christ, “  intolerance is an essential  ̂ part ot 
Ue religion. It has the instinct of self-prese 
11 K we believe that the Christian revelation

the salvation of the worndeiwi111̂  llP°n which
.. • We miioi
ties it

spends. \Ve
must be intolerant of anything which be-' ' --  ̂ . 0  . ,T 1

u> lniures it, or seeks to definition of
hat may he, and I think is, 1 «m c Council

'wstianity, Protestant and the antithesis
Trent itself says no more. V. e >̂

0 liberalism. A.C.W .

5ls Worshin-ship—W  orship—W  asliout.

Ti(Ef  ̂ A n Ilford T ragedy.

' tie CUrj Reorder of April 24 is something of a journal- 
i)arsons ofSU>’- ^ contains fourteen photographs of 
Ccrtain jav eveiT variety (except Roman Catholics) and 
hash. T],pr"len connected with a big “  Come to Church ” 
l'v° p c nre reports covering nearly sixteen columns 

sermon s, some long, some short, some
reports, not the sermons, the length of

1'^Mma''Var  aS mUch tl,C CHlkrG S Odell)'' l!Lm T to

signed an invitation to everybody . g d t o  
dtl¡ c 'ureh or chapel 011 Sunday, Apn 2 >
Í J * .  i f w e . J ^  -------------------------

A 'C ^ B o ro u g l,:
We are to believe the organizers, at every

111V

‘ll!;t a,,,] ' ’ Whose rain, as is well known, descends on the 
°W‘r tijp le unjust, thought fit to send a perfect deluge

band "Reincnts had been made for the Salvation Ai
Up *1! and an amalgamation of surpliced clioiis, to beat
The T°Se 'vllQ bad not been impressed by the circulars. 
k .^ °r<l, \vi— ~

:ty the ............... &.............— 1—
haps e c°untry during this particular week-end, per- 

Httle Ilford’s'efforts had escaped notice 111 the 
iv, , al weather department. However that may be, 
W ! !  n on the authority of the Recorder 111 its own 
itg r •  ̂Prefatory to the reports aforesaid, that “ drench- 

which continued without cessation throughout 
Tiine ,y’ and the lost hour due to the advent of ‘ Summer 
atiCes c°nspired adversely to effect the church attend- 

¡̂Patft? Sunday when crowded congregations were an- 
paign ■« 1,1 c°nnexion with the • Come to Church ’ cam-

all C °nr contemporary adds “  nevertheless 
l^’P'ete qUarters have come reports that point to the 
* s”Pcrf]SUCcess of the movement.”  Comment would 
l',ICe Wit|ll'nis’ l)u*- this statement is not even in accord- 
j ave coi]1/ '10 reP°rts in the Recorder. There are (we 
>  a a C(1 them), thirty-four separate reports of ser- 
> ip • addresses at about that number of places of 
"Ports • ?,ail'l about Ilford. Here arc some of the actual 
t'.̂ eiini , ^Veil-attended,” “ church almost full, 
i V c r  st‘ats,”
> bo:^ a n  usual,”  and so on. All the clatter of the 
n'b’orv aild knockers am

” “ few 
more

1 'veat!,Ctter ll 'll !,°t have much effect, and, of course, 
(¡3 ’e win01 'vas to blame.
iii Wes,L,.'ul<l that at one of the Ilford churches (Gants- 
4 '''s in a 'ninistcr named Leslie Newton, “ who
s r,lul . tssage combined the modern outlook and the

and bells, of the delivery of the

 ̂ ‘‘a| a 'tsv cuiiiuiuai 111c iiiuuuii uuuuwjv emu mv.
.|'l|,|e sta f'r'S ”—so the Recorder’ s rejxirter says—made 

Wip rt ,ug assertions. He said, “ Christianity can 
l](' \  f0rI>r°(!Uce the super-man.”  But it will take a long 
Ĵ 'diOnd ° a's gentleman himself is still in the neigli- 
¡j’Pe <i 0 “ a grain of mustard seed.” He also gave 
¡''"day 1,ncl> needed guidance”  on Sunday observance.

’ j C said, is pagan. The Sabbath is Jewish. The 
■Ir savo is Christian. But when he goes 
ff>lin.r ’’“t “  the breaking of the Sabbath ” (which is, 

him, an exclusively Jewish affair) “ is but
„-.t ,,, e of -S?

n i ^0 rvfi a . J1 an economic right,” we began to suspect
avc 
\V

th<l other.

3 II

fJ) 'ulŝ  Vo at last hit upon that oddity—a Christian 
" - well, he will have to make up his mind to be

A.II.

A cid Drops.

The Daily Express is publishing a series of articles, 
written by well known people on the burning question 
of “ The Worst Thing I Ever Did.”  Mr. Gilbert Fran- 
kau leads off with the confession that the worst thing he 
ever did was to forget to kiss his mother on one occasion 
when leaving home. Gipsy Smith says liis greatest 
offence is that he has sometimes put himself before God. 
I.ady Oxford and Asquith, thinks her greatest crime was 
when she told a lie about a horse. Mr. James Douglas 
considers the worst thing he ever did was not. to tell a 
lie about his age when the war broke out, and so be ad
mitted into the army. (He was then forty-seven.) But 
his pure soul could not tell a lie even then. Mr. Geoffrey 
Gilbey relates that twenty-six years ago a friend asked 
him to put some money on a horse. Mr. Gilbey failed 
to do so, and when the horse won, pretended that the 
bookmaker had backed the wrong horse.

For a long time we have read nothing more touching 
than this series of articles. We are staggered with the 
purity of mind of so many public men and women whose 
lives have been so blameless that they can recall nothing 
worse than the “ sin s” named. Admiration for their 
purity of character struggles hard with admiration for 
their absolute truthfulness. Pure and spotless as our 
own life and the lives of all our contributors have been, 
we are afraid they would compare but ill with such noble 
specimens of humanity. Such men and women deserve 
the critical and intelligent public with which the Daily 
Express furnishes them. The same public are rewarded 
by having so admirable a set of writers. Like calls to 
like, deep responds to deep. These writers have written 
the first chapters of a new Saints Calendar, and when 
our children’s children wish to form some adequate con
ception of English character at the beginning of the 
twentieth century they will have it in these articles.

This is a Christian country with a Christian Royal 
family, and many people believe that religion and the 
royal family are inextricably intermixed. The Free
thinker, therefore, will have smiled at reading of the 
Prince of Wales’s activities on Sunday, May 10. There 
is no mention in the newspaper that the Prince went to 
church, but in the afternoon he played golf arid inspected 
race horses, and at night he went to an ex-Service man’s 
club. In London stage hands worked all through Satur
day night and Sunday morning preparing a stage for a 
show on Monday afternoon, and on Sunday afternoon a 
special rehearsal was held. The show was the Royal 
Command performance at which the King and Queen 
were expected to be present. What do Christians think 
about it all ? Will they petition Parliament to reprimand 
the royal family for breaking the Sabbath or causing it 
to be broken ?

Monasticism did not begin and has not ended in 
Rome. There were older and are newer varieties in the 
old world and the new. I11 our youth we heard a good 
deal about Father Ignatius of Llantliony, and since then 
we have heard, and still hear now and then, when one 
of them passes from the new firm to the old, of the Mir- 
field Monks. Ignatius never got beyond being a 
“  deacon ” in the establishment, we don’t know and don’t 
care where he got his “  priest’s ” orders from, but we do 
know that he was made a bishop by some wandering 
Eastern prelate on the high seas. These remarks and 
reminiscences are roused up by reading that a new, and 
apparently what is intended to be a popular history of 
The Great Religious Orders has just been written by one, 
Piers Compton. As it only deals with the Roman Catho
lic monks, and has some pretty drawings by a lady of 

1 the habits (clothing, not personal), of each of them, we 
j suppose this is another bit of Roman Catholic propa- 
| ganda in the literary field, We need hardly add that
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although it begins with the Dominicans, whose London 
quarters are at Haverstock Hill, and ends with the 
Passionists, whose ditto are on Highgate Hill (com
monly known as Holy Joe’s), its description of the 
Jesuits, whether in Mount Street, Mayfair, or elsewhere, 
suggests that the author has exercised what Newman 
called "  reserve in communicating religious knowledge ” 
in his more secular attentions to these clerics.

If anyone is acquainted with anything that does more 
to demoralize a man’s sense of right than a fervent be
lief in Christianity, we should be pleased to hear from 
him. We have often drawn attention to the ways in 
which this is done, and the latest instance to hand is con
nected with the agitation over the .Sunday Observance 
Bill. It is well known that a systematic bombardment of 
members of Parliament by means of post cards was 
organized by the Churches. These cards came, osten
sibly, from constituents and were signed with their 
names. A light is thrown on the matter by the Bedford
shire Times and Independent for May i. Mr. Wells, 
the member for the division, personally acknowledged the 
receipt of these cards, but was surprised when he re
ceived a large number of letters saying that the ones to 
whom he replied had never written at all. Their names 
had been forged by the Christian organizations respon
sible for the sending out of the cards. Forgery and also 
other forms of lying have always been favourite weapons 
with Christian advocates, and evidently time has not 
robbed their hands of cunning, or their minds of dis
honesty. It is a contemptible creed, and develops con- 
temptible results.

Another case of a Roman Catholic refusing to take the 
oath on a Protestant Testament. This time it was a 
Juryman, and the Coroner, in evident ignorance of what 
was his duty on such an occasion, said it was an insult 
to the Testament on which he and others had sworn. The 
Coroner matched the juryman in his superstition. The 
oath is wholly a question of superstition, and that being 
granted it is indispetisible that the oath should be on 
the right kind of book, and the appeal made to the right 
kind of God. Fee-fo-fi-fum is a very powerful incanta
tion. But Fi-fum-fo-fee no power whatever.

Mr. A. G. Gardner the journalist and author says :— 
The ability to give reasons is quite a different thing 

from being reasonable. There is no place where you will 
find reasons more plentiful and reason less scarce than 
in a lunatic asylum.

That is not really correct. There is not less reasoning in 
an asylum than there is out of it. Lunatics reason quite 
strongly, and will offer as much reason for their actions 
as will sane people. The distinction between the lunatic 
and the sane person is a difference of logical reasoning. 
There can be no distinction between reasoning and 
reason, since the two things are identical, the only 
difference being that which exists between the general 
and the particular. That is why, as we have so often 
said, the quarrel between the Atheist and, say the Roman 
Catholic, is not that one believes in reason and the other 
does not, but that the Roman Catholic advances reasons 
for believing that which the Atheist declares to be com
pletely illogical. That is an important distinction to be 
borne in mind, particularly when one is dealing with 
Roman Catholic opponents.

We see that the Dutch Reformed Church in South 
Africa has now joined the Roman Catholic Church in its 
condemnation of Freemasonry, but for slightly different 
reasons. The great objection of the Roman Church is 
that Freemasonry comes between the priest and his 
dupes; the Dutch Reformed Church, from disagreement 
with its attitude on religion. The Synod, which recently 
met at Pretoria decided that : —

The God of the Freemasons is not the Father of Jesus

recogD̂'01'Christ; that Freemasonry proceeds from tne in-
of the inherent nobility of human nature an cearer 
hereut power of man to bring himself a s 3 gjflfnl' 
perfection, while the Holy Scripture teaches t|,rough 
ness of human nature and of redemption 011•' 
the mercy of the Lord Jesus Christ. prc(..

It also decided that “  a spirit of materialism â rallCe it 
thinking characterizes Freemasonry,”  while m 
is “  Atheistically inclined.” The Synod also c f0fl; 
that Freemasonry gives no thought to mission® ^ ^  
among the heathen. So now no true mem e g ¡3 
Dutch Reformed Church may become a Freemaso 
very sad!

c»sc of
The Synod also dealt with the recent heresy «to

Professor Du Plessis, and reaffirmed its adhere j^e
the Bible as God’s holy and infallible word.” ’ , yfail 
speakers, according to the report of the Rand V .^jii- 
of April 14, wanted to know why it was thaU pc

of G°d' 
the grC'

gentsia quarrelled so much about the Word 
pointed out that “ uneducated people were tue s Il0t 
supporters of the Church.”  That is a phenoine 
peculiar to South Africa.

The following 
date :—

Sir,—Allow

., f rece"1
appears in the Ilu ll Daily Mail 0

Satuf;
c me to thank “ John Humber^ ff05 of 
or his reference to “  Bible Cake.’ tin"’day’s issue for — — one

particular interest to H ull, as this cake was at ^  lViu 
popular. The Bible references were excellent ‘ 
cause many people to turn to that grand old b ° ° s " 1' 
ever, one ingredient seems to have been forfi0  ̂ c0urif
it is possibly the most important. I refer,
to Rxekiel iv., verse 12, which gives advice on t fpi 
of this Bible cake and mentions the most suits 
to use.—Bible Lover. , g of

Ezekiel iv., v. 12 is, of course, a peculiarly fi^h  ̂ |,jd 
IIolv Writ, and we are quite sure that if the c(1  ̂ j,eci' 
checked the reference the letter would never ha'

ha¿inf!
,ice

inserted. Those who read the letter and turn up tilt
j0$$J

Bible will now be able to see what a tremendous 3l!i! 
would be if the Bible were kept out' of the scb°^, 'tlP0*1 
how much of the real greatness of England depen 
the Holy Bible.

Professional expositors of God’s word 
as self-contradictory as that word itself.

• Tirk>bly arc i'lV‘ t pie
Thus F

annual assembly of the Baptist Union, the Re' ' j c thc 
Walkey, as reported by the Times, having ,llil 0f F  
inaccurate statement that “ the .Sabbath, thc vah1̂ tii®'11! 
ligious teaching and the Christian atmosphere ’ 0
in the country, as against the towns, “ the best ■ . 0ti
country life ” ; the rev. gentleman immediately j 
to deplore “  the decline in their Sunday schools 1 ‘ j (]i-' 
“ country lanes ”  crowded with youth “ careless ^  9)1 
cipline and authority, and growing up indiffereu 
the deep things of life.”

id1-’11a miuuiei e-Aiuiiixu- ut luc oauiv. — £$*
to be more accurate, double-faced argument at t c(|ir 
meeting. The Rev. D. J. Hiley, “ referring to in'“

There was another example of the same onc'*‘“ 5ai1®'

cation question,” said “ Rome had become arrog‘l®^jF 
was not slow in making great demands and sP ylic" 
money on re-conditioning and building schools- not t”, 
is no doubt that “  Rome is arrogant ” ; but it lS ct 0 
only' religious authority that is, especially in rC'  ,ni t0' 
education. Mr. Hiley, and his Baptist brethr ^1- 
gether with the Roman and Anglican clerics 
trolled cohorts, have recently held up national c<  ̂ ^(Cl' 
once again. That it is just as arrogant to ask cjtize'1 
thinker, or for thc matter of that the ordinary 
now-a-days—for he docs not go to church or clnl pa 
pay for “  simple Bible teaching ”  does not ocClll].|;eil 
dissenting fraternity, and that the pressure eXe 
them on politicians has exactly the same reac1 exactly the same rC‘ . pF 

nuists, so far as educat'01 ^  pi1
- flio e-niit-xf inol **

result as that of the Romanists, 
gress is concerned, is left for the sceptical sectu'" ’ 
community to point out.
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O ur Jub ilee.

•ssu  ̂ B°int °f view of tile publisher the Jubilee 
/w ° 0 ^'e Freethinker was a groat success. We in-
C.rease(l our 

or 
ho

--ary gU] , - ----—&-v *“■*•»■—“■— ------  —
copies bought back a certain number of

the
din;

An S.O.S. to
then [oiili]1 .?nntlnS order by about- two-thirds, and 

"’lloles;
ary sup

^eiveij1111«"'*^1 t'lese vve were able to fill all orders

that we had not enough.
' u,lesalurs, who had largely increased their or-

But we expect we shall have to reply “ Out
to orders that may yet come to hand.

of view the issue was no

off
P — wiucih lllcli 111«

l r°111 the editorial point
s suCCeSsfui We simply have not the time to 
1>ly ln any other way than this; but if we bad wanted 

t W ? nstration of what we said last week, namely, 
, ,  "'hii" readers might like other journals affection 

tlle °nly term that adequately described the feel- 
8 existing between the Freethinker and its sub- 

¿ ' bers. the letters received would have been enough, 
j. , Can only thank all for the very kindly words sent, 
^  T  that we deserve a part of what has been

Above all we hope that when “ D.P.S.”  says of 
Jubilee >ts Host n,llniber that “  One of its p-eatest, but not 

e win 1 ?')v'ous Matures, is its inspirational value,”

tions f,n lts nuiiu purpose.
P. p °nly a few of the letters received.u, *'

thk k ; ^  Warranted by results. For unless the Free- 
f;tilt(i in °es acf as an inspirational force it will have

We have space for cita-
B - ......... ...........................................  Mr.

Y ea,)0(ly writes: —
Un 0111 article on first page of the Freethinker is 
is a ly good, even for you. The Jubilee number 

"'oniuiient to your ability and industry.

funnier writes : —
"01111? lll'V I'onds this morning comes the Jubilee 
t , , ^ - ° f  the Freethinker. I have not found oppor- 
haci_'  ov its perusal, but have seen enough to bring 
y0t '"any memories of long ago, and to feel with 
of p a glow of satisfaction at the continued vitality 
sUchle c"Use which you have for so long and under 
Bet ^Jnrg conditions done so much to ensure.

me add my heartiest congratulations . . . and 
are ',Varmest thanks for all that you have done and 
a lo °nig’ fogr'ther with my most sincere wishes for 

k continuance of that wonderful strength and 
tenû y which has enabled you to compass it. Your 
to i, ,C <a life has been such that you ought to live 
• . ' ’"l'cty-two, and then have your lease renewed 
en„i 0 celebrate the occasion . . . please accept the 
^  cheque for ¿50.

ot], e . are using this cheque for advertising and 
-Wise promoting the circulation of the paper.]

' J- Bbiseoll writes : —
tbij 1 ' ^l’e issue is a great achievement . . . About 
n1U] y y°ars ago I was “  converted ”  by Mr. Cohen, 
J're . 1"Ve ofteu wished 1 knew the older school of 
aiii ""kern and the earlier copies of the paper. I 
v,,„'(‘‘ rcinely glad to have this reproduction, which 

If,. >e treasured among all my books.
\ D'.- t .  Streeter : 1  '
1 f i n e s t  congratulations on reaching your Jubilee. 
\vhi, St made the acquaintance of the Freethinker 
’"cnH St rving l’1 France in ’ 16. It indeed brought a 
1 1,.', " °f sanity to a world that was largely insane
ti, lilVo

fo
never missed a number since, and my admira-

y0a‘r; ° r its courage and ability lias grown with the 
tloi.e ' r°u are doing a great work with eonspic-

^ . ¿ S" CCess;
If I ^ ' ^M gway says : —  

for 'verc a wealthy man it should be made possible 
o„0t °" to realize your ambition and to set about at 
Mon t"c production of a worthy history of the 

°f militant Ffeetliougtli. As I am not 1 
"hen a "ays be ready to contribute to such a work 
Wofj.CVer a start is made. Your fine tribute to their 
tig... 1 "fleets credit upon yourself. They would, if 
t^ jo h ld , feel as proud of your work as you are of

1 feel proud of you all.

Mr. W. J. W. Easterbrook sends : —
Hearty congratulations on the Jubilee number. 

Yours is a most striking review of the fifty years.
Mr. H. Jessop says: —

I just want to say you have excelled yourself in 
the Jubilee number. No one can ever forget it that 
reads your article in the Jubilee Supplement . . .  I 
would not part with my Jubilee number for money. 
When do you intend making an appeal for the extra 
amount we require for the Endowment Trust ? The 
sooner the better. Put me down for /150.

[All in good time, but the present does not appear 
to be a very bright moment for financial appeals.]

Mr. J. Close encloses £z to circulate copies of 
Jubilee issue and says : —

I have lived over again a large slice of my life in 
connexion with Freethought, in reading the Jubilee 
issue. I was introduced to Mr. Foote at Sunderland 
just after he came out of gaol, and afterwards met 
him on many occasions. In writing the supplement 
you have done the Freetliought Party a veiy great 
service . . .  It is splendid.

These letters, with many others, are very pleasant 
reading, and fill one with encouragement for the 
future. But I want to make the most of the occasion 
by saying a word on another aspect of the situation.

A great number of people must have read the Free
thinker for the first time last week.. It is to be 
hoped that many of them will become regular readers 
as a consequence. If they are “  looked after ”  by 
those who gave them the paper, there is a very strong 
probability that this will happen. In any case just 
round the corner there is always a likelihood of 
there being a new subscriber if we only make up our 
minds to look for him. I suggest that all those who 
are pleased with the present position of the paper, and 
all who value the work it has clone and is doing should 
resolve to secure as many new subscribers as possible 
during the summer months.

We are doing all we can at this end, but what we 
do will be robbed of a deal of its effectiveness if we do 
not have the co-operation of readers at the other end. 
During the Jew days that have elapsed since the issue 
of the Jubilee number, the letters received praising 
what I have been able to do have been numerous and, 
I believe, sincere. Well, one of the ambitions I have 
set myself is to make the Freethinker self-supporting, 
so. that when the time arrives that I must yield place 
to someone else, he— whoever he may be— will find 
himself editor of a paper firmly established financially, 
and with a circulation that is worthy of Europe’s pre
mier Freethought journal. ' I want all who can to 
lend a hand to realize that ambition. A  stronger 
Freethinker means a stronger Freethought Movement. 
A Freethinker with the circulation it deserves and 
ought to have, means a greater instrument for inspir
ing the timid and encouraging the strong. I venture 
to claim that the Freethinker has never been lacking 
in its duty to the public it serves. I want the whole. 
of that public to be equally alive to the duty it owes 
to its mouthpiece. If it is, if it not merely approves, 
but works, the past fifty years will serve as but a 
splendid prelude to a glorious future.

C hapman Cohen.

Modern electioneering is more than half of it denuncia
tion. Let us condemn, let us obstruct, and deprive, but 
let us not do.— 11. G. IVells.

The social instinct is a primary instinct in man.
Marcus Aurelius.

He that is pleased with himself, easily imagines hr; 
shall please others.—Johnson.
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TO CORRESPONDENTS.

\V. Wearing.—We imagined that what we meant would be 
quite clear. We do not advocate the ignoring of all law, 
or of a law to which anyone may object. But over and 
over again laws become so outrageous that the only 
method of calling attention to them is to openly disobey. 
One must make up one’s own mind when such an occasion 
arises.

R. James.—We should like to make some of the improve
ments you suggest, and more. It is a question of finance. 
As the New Testament forgot to say, it is a case of “ Seek 
ve new subscribers and all these things shall be gathered 
unto you.”

R. Sampson.— You have been misinformed. George Jacob 
Ilolvoake was not tried for Atheism. Atheism is an un
known offence in English law. The error has probably 
arisen because Holyoake called his reprint of his trial The 
l.ast Trial for Atheism in England, a title which could 
only remain true until the next trial for blasphemy came 
along. But Holyoake, was charged, as were so many 
others, with “ Blasphemy.” The report of the trial issued 
by l ’atterson, while Holyoake was in prison, was more 
accurate. This was entitled The Trial of George Jacob 
Holyoake on an Indictment for Blasphemy.

I)r . E. A rmstrong writes thanking us for our notes on 
Spain and ex-King Alfonso, particularly as “ this sort of 
information is not furnished by the ordinary press of the 
country.”

R. Stevenson (Melbourne).—Joseph Barker was a Eree- 
thought advocate in mid-nineteenth century. He was co
editor with Bradlaugh when the National Reformer was 
established, but the partnership did not endure for long. 
Barker afterwards professed conversion to .Christianity. 
The story of Atheism being responsible for a “ decline 
in his character ” is just pulpit rubbish.

R. A. Speed.—There is no reason whatever why you should 
have trouble in getting your Freethinker regularly. Your 
agent probably gets his supplies through some wholesaler, 
but if vou will let us know the one with whom you deal 
we will make enquiries.

C. S'. Eraser.—‘Thanks for congratulations, and for what you 
are doing to interest people in the paper.

S. M.—Mr. Cohen never saw or heard Bradlaugh, he never 
heard Holyoake but once, and never heard or saw Foote 
until some time after he had been lecturing on the Free- 
thought platform.

S. G. G reen.—Many thanks for compliments and apprecia
tion. Papers have been sent as requested.

S. R. R eady.—As you will see our Jubilee issue has been 
conspicuously successful. We appreciate what you say.

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

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

The National Secular Society's Office is at 62 Farringdon 
Street, London, E.C.4.

IVhen the services of the National Secular Society in con
nexion with Secular Burial Services arc required, all com
munications should be addressed to the Secretary, Mr. 
R. II. Rosctti, giving as long notice as possible.

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

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

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

The. "Freethinker ’ ’  will be forwarded direct from the pub
lishing office at the following rates (Home and Abroad):— 
Oiic year, 75/-; half year, 7/6; three months, 3/9.

places at the times named as the proceedings sU|,. 
promptly. Any member who has paid this Yea gjjjp 
scription, but has not received his card oi n̂ en tioii 
should write the General Secretary at once. A -.yoking' 
of Delegates and Members will be held in the 
ton Hotel, on Saturday evening at 7.0. We be a
is to be a little music and singing. There wd ^ cilu 
luncheon at the hotel on Sunday, price 3s... 1R  ̂ geCre- 
be obtained in advance by writing to the T̂cnC*̂ ,)tcrloOt 
tary, or to.Mr. S. R. Ready, 29 Sycamore Road,

\Vaterl°0'
j  '~>i  W  J.TJ.A. • W .  -»■».. J - V  *“ V  '---------------- _ ’P f V

Liverpool. It looks as though there will be a a j n 
muster of members.

In the evening there will be a public demonstiat’̂ ^  
the Picton Hall. The President will take tic tpci'c
This will commence at 7.0. Admission is ftcc>

Sugar Plum s.

On Sunday next the Annual Conference of the N.S.S. 
will be held in Liverpool. The Agenda, which should 
give rise to some useful discussion, was published in 
our last issue. The business meetings will be held at 
10.30 and 2.30, in the Washington Hotel, Lime Street, 
and delegates and members are requested to be in tlieir

1 Loca‘
will be a number of reserved seats at is. eac 
Freethinkers should try and bring one or 
friends with them.

., gjrby>
On Monday there is to be an excursion to c0!;t,

a very popular resort for Liverpool folk. J  6d- *Ir' 
which will include luncheon and tea will be 6- ■ caker?- 
Cohen will join the party, as will the other SP part 
Again it is advisable that all who wish to a jjal>le 
should write Mr. Ready, so that he may make * ^jn 
arrangements. Friends from Chester may j0111 -j jVci- 
at Hooton, and there are plenty of trains back 0 
pool, so that those who wish to leave early may c

The Perth Branch of the N.S.S. has bee« 1iav111g

little trouble with the local authorities. Meet1«---
held on a space called the inches, permission
be obtained from the local Council. The Co««1cd 8fan
permission to the Independent Labour Party, t«c b«t 
Council, and the Communist Party to hold meetmmj^l 
refused permission to the Perth Branch of the

>

. Aj irl«^
Secular Society. Some very sensible, and very f  
letters of protest from the Secretary of the Brai« 1 eSlj.

local F
The Secretary, Mr. J. A. Reid, wrote to hea« 1 
on the matter, and we advised a course which pcrth- 
help to vindicate the rights of the Freethinkers 1,1 ^cl- 
The Branch may rest assured on whatever hed^ ĝ ir 
quarters can give. A protest meeting was held 0 
day last, and we believe went off successfully a«d fi f js 
Preferential treatment by the Council in this ,,,a 
quite unjust, and we expect illegal also.

V re»‘1e’tWe were delighted to receive from 011c of o«> 
a handsomely bound copy of our God and the jjjlcc 
as a small token in commemoration of this the J jlt]l 
year of the Freethinker. The book is bound 1  ̂ ,1
morocco and beautifully tooled in gold designs- D 
volume we shall treasure. We have only one ■ 
find, and that is the giver lias failed to indicate 11 ajt-c 
ing that the book is a gift. We will leave it at t 
so that this omission may be corrected. It w«1 
add to its value—to us.

U.S-S'
yl'-

By arrangement with the Executive of the N ’¡,icG 
G. Whitehead will begin his lecture tour of the I’1« cVejr 
to-day (Sunday). He will lecture in Liverpool eac jjgr 
ing this week up till and including Friday- g-pt«"' 
incuts have also been made whereby Messrs. J- ,cti''e 
and J. T. Brighton will lecture around their iejT)) tl'1’ 
districts when convenient. Details will be fou«i 
Lecture Notices column.

pise'1
We must again apologise for being unable to to

several items of news, with a couple of letters, 
want of space.

oW

■ ah’
The following letter has been sent by a dclc.C  ̂

the Co-operative Congress to .Sir William Dudley •
Re July Meeting C.W.S., April 18, i930> - t|,J

Dear Sir, For the second time may 1 protest
id»",offence implied to my conscience by the farce

Grace before meat (paid for by Co-op. Members ôCjeb 
at a purely business meeting, to which m.V _' -
(S.S.C.S.) sends me to look after their business jjiJ 
As an Atheist I feel it as a personal insult
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“Pinions t ,
much ri't *’ ana t“ose " iK> are ’".v opinions have as 
licvp 11 *° protected from insult as those who be-

,j,j otner\vise.
in their̂ f>L'K'^e *̂oneers ■ " their wisdom laid it down 
operat; u,1<3nnlental rules as a guide and rule for all co- 
liiioUsV(vfr ietieS- ^at t'ley s''ou'd n°t noddle in re- 
an.v nie i >CnCes or Pract'ces or permit any offence to 

Rule Ip ’>er s °P‘"ion in their councils or practices, 
ligions ' 'St. sa-vs “ not to inquire into political or re- 
that tt °i5inion °f applicant for membership; Second— 
licinit̂  e .^nsideration of the various political and re- 

s Ks differencesSo('defies
c°mteils
stn,e(i

°Pmi
mto

various
of the members who compose 

should prevent us from allowing into
be

our
our

Oil.

practices, anything which might be con- 
an advantage to any single one of each sect

I 1 intend that such practice as the one complained of 
n,me ls against the letter and spirit of such fundamental 
., Cs and against the true spirit of co-operation animating 
U'rcs*̂ 31'''6 n,emf>ership of each for all and all for each, 

«Pective of opinions and religions.
",;i'V“r-V '"ember’s opinion should be protected in every 

. ro'" practices insulting to his or her belief, 
copy 0{ rhis letter is being sent to Press.

A. F. Polti.

111?
Science an d  Beligion.

r i j lave Had a great outburst of enthusiasm in the 
lj.,f1()Us World over the publication of The Mysterious 
C Crf .  by Sir James Jeans. The press has also 
1 ,J letl ll>e book, and it has achieved the status of a 
the 'S6!!er' 11 is claimed for it that it has again— for
^ ‘ionth time— slain Materialism and vindicated

r Us belief.

!'011 to 0l,ir.ts f°ld of a priest, who, offering consola- 
'tigthat ' •vbtJ? man, thought to comfort him by say- 
'lyitig CVen °ttr Lord had to die. “ Yes,”  replied the 
be an. “  that’s all very well, but he knew that 
">aiincr ( r’se again on the third day.” In like 
Jin therl6* k now that however often Materialism is 
Sit )ai 6re is always a resurrection awaiting it. Even 
,Ji tlii^.^V'iniself leaves a hole in the tomb to admit 
% sici > 0r be says: “ Probably the majority of 
% a tiJ  eM'nct that in some way the law of strict
H t|lfc °n "ih  in the end he restored to its old place 

world.”  (p. 29.) Now it is upon the 
t"iniSn, °"erthrow of the law of causation, or deter-
0̂Pror,’„|bat Sir James mainly relies for his attempt

a falling faith in the supernatural. It 
W  ,, too> that Sir James admits that he does not 
tan']., ibe majority of physicists” with him, so lie 
for I):"'''" claim to speak in the name of science; and 

,e'igi°us, as apart from his scientific, interpre- 
,.S’ a Very small minority at that, 

kijf! '0l'gh '/'he Mysterious Universe has been so 
tot , ted and had such an enormous sale, we have 
t\ lr ,'Served any indication of a rush hack to the 

lcs Even the Bishop of London, who has an-

ill

1qaUn,
i-v’Val'j S<> niany revivals— notably the great religious 
'ttious ;!! 0Ur armies in France, which an official re-. ;l0us • — «nines in i ’ 1 mice, \
j l°iis ^ ’"estigation proved to he as mythical as the 
‘»tit — bas failed to announce any recent out-
fr Hi olIrrel'id°us enthusiasm.
,f>l<l I,../ °hiniou this hook is calculated to raise ten- 
W  °re in the 1
„ - cn„,- “ “ 11 dispels. Upon unbelievers it willVs. °nfin -■  1

it
doubts in the hearts of believers and lialf-'crs

lini 
t In

lot ^  arSiuiient for undeterininancy. That we

¡cut n,'1'1,111 them in their unbelief. The main argu- 
so much boomed in press and pul-

>• "1 tl, V cu e m  m
«, i ' * been „ 

Hie
,VĴ tnll

t.'^w • ’ °.v calculate, what an atom, at any given
. trtluv1S to do next, therefore Determinism is
S ;  Wll.

■ill n' t i v and we have to come hack to the old
l’crjllt C ea °f a God, who does everything, even to 

!,"ty hlf n<linff the jumps in every atom, he must he 
,|j’- 1 And further, that matter has disap-

°gether ; “  the tendency of modern physics

is to resolve the whole material universe into waves, 
and nothing but waves.”  Thus matter slips through 
the fingers of the materialist in a series of mathe
matical propositions, leaving nothing behind except 
the great Mathematician, according to Sir James, who 
creates them. That is his business. And where are 
we to look for this great magician? “  Modern scien
tific theory,”  says Sir James, “  compels us to think 
of the creator as working outside time and space, 
which are part of his creation, just as the artist is out
side his canvas.”  (p.145.)

It is not our intention to criticize this view of the 
universe, that has been very ably and convincingly 
done by our editor, in his God and the Universe. Our 
purpose is to endeavour to realize what the effect of 
the book as a whole would have on the ordinary man, 
the man in the street, who has read the press notices 
and is attracted by the title The Mysterious Universe, 
which promises to be as exciting as an Edgar Wal
lace detective story.

In the first place he will not be much impressed by 
the argument for indetermiriency in the atom, for 
whatever may be the case in the atom, and as Sir 
Janies himself observes, 011 the last page of his book, 
“  everything that has been said, and every conclusion 
that has been tentatively put forward, is quite frankly 
speculative and uncertain.”  Everywhere, outside the 
atom, determinism is the rule. If it were not so, the 
Nautical Almanac could not predict the positions of 
the sun, moon, planets and fixed stars, used in navi
gation, four years in advance; and it is absolutely re
liable, or no navigator would trust to it. Anyway, 
the ordinary man is not interested in indeterminency. 
Try it on your neighbour in a railway carriage and he 
will probably put you down as a crank, and certainly 
as a bore, and hasten to change carriages at the next 
station. If, further, you informed him that all we 
could see and feci was composed of waves of nothing, 
he would probably tell the guard to keep his eye on 
you.

No, these things will not impress him. The thing 
which will impress him, but which has not received so 
much attention from the press and pulpit, is the vast
ness of the universe and the insignificance of man 
and his dwelling place. In the very first paragraph 
in the book we are knocked over by the statement 
that “  the total number of stars in the universe is 
probably something like the total number of grains of 
sand on all the sea-shores of the world. Such is the 
littleness of our home in space when measured up 
against the total substance of the universe.”  (p. 1.) 
To realize the immensity of this figure we must hear 
in mind that the stars are really suns, shining by their 
own light, some of them immensely larger than our 
ow n sun, and Sir James tells us th a t: “  no fewer 
than 1,300,000. earths could be packed in the sun.”  1 
And that the nearest star to us is “  about 25,000,000, 
million miles away.”  2 And this is about the average 
distance of the stars apart. Our sun is one of the stars 
forming the Galatic system, or Milky Way, which 
consists of “  well over 300,000 million ”  3 stars. The 
Galatic system itself is only one star system of which 
two million others have been observed by the 100-inch 
telescope, and with the great 200-inch, now being 
designed in America “  may perhaps he expected to 
show about eight times as many, or 16 million, 
nebulae.”  *

Light travels at the rate of 11 million miles in a 
minute, about 6 million million miles in a year, and the 
nearest star system, or nebula, to us is, says Sir James

1 Sir Janies Jeans : The Stars in their Courses, p. 8.
2 Ibid, p. 9.
3 Sir James Jeans : The Universe A round Us. p 66,
1 ibid, p. 70.
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850,000 light-years distant; and this is the average dis
tance the nebulae are apart. This is our universe as 
modern science reveals it, and Einstein tells us that 
there may be other universes outside ours.

Equally great are the vistas of time revealed by 
science, most stars, says Sir James, “  may look for
ward to lives of hundreds of millions of millions of 
years before darkness finally overtakes them.”  In 
face of these revelations, he adds: “  our human 
lives fade into utter insignificance when measured 
against astronomical time. We have seen how the 
earth is only a speck in space; we now sec that our 
lives, and indeed the whole of human history, are 
only a speck in time.” 5 With the corollary th at: —  

In estimating his position in the universe, man 
had up to now been guided mainly by his own 
desires, and his self-esteem ; long fed on boundless 
hopes, he had spurned the simpler fare offered by 
patient scientific thought. Inexorable facts now 
dethroned him from his self-arrogated station at the 
centre of the universe; henceforth he must reconcile 
himself to the humble position of the inhabitant of a 
speck of dust, and adjust his views on the meaning 
of human life accordingly. (Sir J. Jeans : The Uni
verse Around Us. p. 5.)

Moreover, Sir James points out that “  life has in- 
habitated the earth for only a fraction of its existence, 
and man for only a tiny fraction of this fraction . . . 
the generations of man, and even the whole of human 
existence, are only licks of the astronomers clock.” 
(p. 12.) W. Mann.

(To be concluded.)

S unday  an d  th e  F a ilu re  of 
C hristian ity .

Onk of the outstanding facts in connexion with the 
question of Sunday Observance is the admission by 
Christians that their religion is a failure. This is 
proclaimed both by those who oppose and by those 
who desire Sunday Observance. Indeed it would ap
pear that to emphasize the failure of Christianity has 
become a most important part of the work allotted to 
every Christian. The failure of his creed bids fair 
to become one of the doctrines of Christianity itself 
which the energetic Christian will soon be proclaim
ing from the house-tops, if the bishops and the power 
of God do not put an end to the dry-rot that lias set 
in. This is a very important aspect of the Sunday 
question.

On the one hand the Christians who claim that 
Sunday should be freed from existing restrictions are 
admitting that their religion has inflicted injustice 
upon society in the past, while, on the other hand, 
those who wish to retain the quiet Sunday, and even 
make it more quiet, are living in fear and trembling, 
if they are telling the truth, of the moral havoc which 
is to befall their fellow Christians if a free Sunday be
comes the order of the day. Thus do religionists 
bring their own religion into disrepute.

In a report of the second reading of that latest of 
Home Office nightmares— the Sunday Performances 
Regulation Hill, we arc told, “  it might be argued that 
they should take the short cut and repeal the Sunday 
Observance Act of 1780. The answer was that they 
did not want prize-fighting, boxing, gambling, horse
racing, dog-racing or football on Sundays.”

Now, if this means anything, it means that thou
sands of real English Christians who at present go 
to church every Sunday, wet or fine, are just waiting 
for the opportunity to give up their habit of Church
going and worshipping God in order to adopt the

* Sir J. Jeans : The .Stars in their Courses, p 99.

pleasure of attending race-meetings, gambling l'e ” 
dances, football matches, and possibly other P«“* 
too bad to be mentioned. In fact they might cv'el 
take a trip to the continent. In other words, they ■ 
just waiting for the word “ go,” and they "'i'1 ‘ " 
to the dogs ” in more senses than one. a!'
' 1 eethinker ever proclaimed the failure of Christian1- 

and Christians more loudly than this? Why sh°1' 
nearly all Christians become wicked immediately r 
stramts are removed from them, if Christian teach111 
and training are of any value? If Sunday shouk 
^ept quiet; if there is any’ value in C h r i s t i a n  tear1,1 
and training, there should not be any need of e> ‘ 
means of restaint. It should be the normal thin?1 
7 ery. Christian to realize that Sunday is a day 
devotion and one of quietness; and he should stratc 
way be quiet, and devout. . .

This, to any thinking person, should be obvio®' 
and the fact of so many Christians vilify»* ea 
others character over the question of Sunday Obser 
ance causes one to pause. If Christianity has had 
definite teaching about Sunday Observance 
either failed to make that teaching uudersta:"'

'  me"
say

faiJure has been on both heads? Hundreds of >’e;  t 
of O W H ornH , r>l„.;r,Hni1S S&Y l' \

to
it h»s

all men, or failed to give men and women 01  ̂ -w
the power to observe the doctrine. Or shall ''

01 v
of Christianity, and one set of Christians s $

the difference between going to see a picture o'  ̂
day and going to look at a mummy?”  No do» ’ ^  ¡¡1

rvmanhood can only be attained when even 
allowed to spend Sunday as he desires, while a .̂¡]| 
set says all Christian manhood, and wointmh00̂ ^  
go to the devil unless Sunday is spent under fi. 
special restraints. What a religion ! and, '' cnii 
ligionists! Nobody seems to ask whether t»e ^  9 
possibly lie any difference between Christia»1*  ¡̂ue 
Sunday and Christianity on a Wednesday. a 0*1 
a Freethinker being asked how he changes h»11 gjt 
a Saturday evening in order to become a 1 
being for Sunday. <( »

Mr. Lansbury is reported to have asked, _ guii-

it»"

depends upon whether the mummy is a dead 01 
an Egyptian Gallery or a living one in a p»»» ’

The secret of the Sunday question lies in 1 '.̂ ¡-¡ly 
that being wicked on a Sunday is not nei'^ltlda)' 
equivalent to doing wrong in a social sense. “ 
wickedness is a theological fiction like any °^ie 
of “  sin,”  and it may or may not happen to c°  ̂ t]ie 
with social wrong-doing. An infringement tj,jt 
sacredness of Sunday is not a wrong in the sc»" 
it would be if it were a breach of social duty co»  ̂ ¡̂011 
on Monday. It is a sin against religion; a v* f.,ct 
of theological teaching, and this is proved by 1 p̂t#' 
that the sacredness of Sunday has always bee» a ‘ c()n'

• suit the requirements of the religious pe° f 
earned— at any rate in Christian lands. {or 
Christian industrialists found it to lie necessa1- m

ised ‘ ls > -------------- • ------  1

sinful; when Christian railway magnates fount j(p 
on a Sunday to be a likely proposition from the • 
point of profits, such travelling became rig 
proper in the eyes of the Lord, provided it »'cr 1 It1-’ 
necessary travel. When priest or parson f°t 
could go to a distant church or chapel by taking jc\V 
tram, or bus on the Sunday, instead of walk»*. jn 
miles on the Saturday in order to be at the P  ̂g(1cl' 
good time, everything changed. The running 0  ̂, it 
vehicles became quite a sacred matter, espec»1 ^gtc 
the engine-driver, the stoker, and the porter 
badly paid. , tl)C

How the engine-driving, the stoking, il11 .Jte1

911“

portering changed into being right on S u n d a y ,  ^ vt>r 

being conceived of as so dreadfully wicked 1ias n»'
be(1

been explained bv Christians. It has 
glossed over in the interest of religion. The eM
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tion ijj m
its form'a  ̂dlecdoKical fiction lias frequently to change 
necesSar 1,nean'nS in the face of what is socially ,
at one Travelling on Sunday that was ;
°frtliffioine ôr *̂ĉ en as being wrong in the interest j 
interest C°m.es to ')e permitted as being right in the • 
devein,, ° 1 ‘-•ligion, when complete resistance to social

As s!,'!lnt is seen to 1)e futile.
travelling on Sunday never has been 

Was a sin, a wrong against religion, and

such
"roiifr. It

nuicij a • arT  truth in theological teaching, it is as 
1’Unity jSjln now> but it can be committed with im- 

ĉessfi • ' ,°u can convince the Ford of its sheer 
the sacr 1 *°’ a ŝo> " ;ith all other forms of sin against 
fiction  ̂ "ess °f Sunday. They are but theological 
in any j.and have nothing to do with right or wrong 
have bee, ]°na  ̂ and sociological sense. Provided you 
the Pi,),]” cf'Ureh in the morning, you can call at 
buy a ,lc House during the Sunday afternoon, and 
Casc you3SS *:)eer> and actually drink it. In which 
°n the Taie,bo,th indulging in pleasure and trading 
"°rkiiip- °1(̂ s Hay, while the landlord is trading, 
hrofif n °!" In°hing someone else work, and making a 
Rets h’jj! nj dle evil does not end there. The brewer 
Wd tal-!.'ar  ̂ H'e profit, the house or ground-land- 
thc bt(;̂ S share, and the Lord gets his share if 
T fact ,er sends a small cheque in aid of clergy fund. 

,1'v ; only the Lord who doe:
on a Sunday afternoon

I: .
*Vil Of dr,-’l ° I,ly tlle I  void who does know where the 
rea!ly ^ ‘U'ng a glass of beer

tr> tliij* "'Tf't be said in the same strain with regard 
(iono J “*  niany other things now permitted to be°n n e, ,
°Hce j Sunday, provided you have been to church 
sacrfcci (jg t» 1>ut which are really violations of the 
are sj, T ’’ Such acts are not social wrongs, they 
hUfcnri.. ? Slns> or theological wrongs; and consc- 

uey cut across the evolution of morality"Vh
$oei,.i nuist
JC>ety Vr

ktugins • 6nce Christianity is doomed to failure. If it 
V ts and trys to enforce its doctrine, society 
c°Uditir, s°.°ner °n later; if it adapts itself to changing 
''on. a]a|b ’f scarifies its face almost beyond recogni- 

even if the main body of doctrine be kept in 
18 so1 by virtue of a frequent change in out- 

that amounts to failure in the 
The f. a,Rainst social development.
Hi,,, ai Ure of Christicmitv tilono- wi

«R hter° ’

needs go on with the development of

> eUce]V
"'ar,l a5l t l
atr. NTearance,

of Christianity along with its survival 
ls emaciated forms is well illustrated in the 

"nut *Jr Sunday Observance, wherein Christians 
j lo anathematize each other in the name of 

E. Egerton vSt a f f o r d .

Handsm an F a liy  of Ours.

T l fjn(j bun be immortal! I11 the ranks of death you
; sUr\-ix ■ '"11 ’ yes, hut let him live in our deathless army, 
koh, , lvm~-iC C0Inrade recalls him from tlie mist of years, 
]. '■ Ip. nst Hish Rifles encamped at Mullingar in the 
ak(l (x. l0ad, and passed round the Freethinker, and 

tp’ksts aircb parade as the devil hates holy water. Jlis 
. Ils hi,J "°f loud were deep and bitter. Where is now 
l-'b̂ ps • P'oncer, this “ unknown soldier?” Sleeping 
¡Tli, x, 111 foreign soil—yet not foreign to him, this 
tl' Te tr Atheist— in this last most “ Catholic,”
,]Ir*t Uo\v sense—the world is my country ! So from 

a„(|U yllic past, those Irish suns of long ago, those 
IjLill tjj <:'bureh parades, arms and the man—one man 
'* trUee others stands a gain at the salute, behind him 
tr>lui . ,eneial, O. W. Foote, who would have been 

nun,

here

private as he was, Bandsman Fahy!

d ’Wetnip“ ' ,l:cahs the story of another “  Bandsman,” 
in gold lace, walking with the living 

“  I fear,” protested the
TV.

After several rev., etc., notables had spoken— “ I under
stand,” said the chairman, “ that Mr. G. W. Foote is 
present.” Whereupon the alleged gentleman himself 
came forward from the back row and was received with 
vociferation. Then followed a scathing analysis of re
ligion in the schools by one who was a master of the 
subject and of its expression . . .  A scholar even in 
those days, this later “ Bandsman ”  is now the learned 
Dr. Henry Farmer of Glasgow.

Rank and file of the army are still dear to the Doctor, 
and this .little tale of Bandsman Fahy may touch him, 
with others, in a tender spot. A.M.

th'^Ln" heart of London
Glk” ' I  am attracting notice?” “ Never mind 

'Tfl Foote, “ come along with me,” and theyat a meeting held to discuss Secular Education

Correspondence.

To the E ditor op the “  F reethinker.”

BRAIN AND MIND.
S i r ,— With regard to my articles 011 the relation of 

brain and mind, I have endeavoured to compress into a 
brief space a mass of reading, study, observation, and 
experiment; the mere records of which would extend to 
several ovlumes; and I find that while working under 
pressure I have allowed a few inaccuracies, even of ex
pression, to creep in. The most serious of these is a slip 
due to hasty transcription of my own notes. I11 reference 
to Adridge Green’s fine research work 1 should have 
said that the cones were the percipient organs, and that 
the rods supplied the visual purple. Will readers kindly 
make the necessary corrections in their copies ?

1 hope to publish the articles in the iorm of a booklet, 
and for this purpose I am now revising the text. But the 
main theme will, of course, remain unaffected. I have 
to thank Mr. Robert F. Turney and Admiral M. Beadnell 
for their interesting letters calling my attention to cer
tain points which, though they are only incidental to the 
main argument, have importance of their own. Mr. 
Turney has convinced me that I have not been just to 
Büchner, though certainly that was not my intention, for 
I have great admiration, not only for Büchner’s work, 
but for his character. It is a great number of years since 
I read Büchner’s own book, and I may have been endued 
in error by his conventionally orthodox and academic 
critics; and since these jK-ople, who strain truth to fit 
into their own preconceived ideas, my own hi'ires noires, 
have been capable of misleading me, I tremble to think 
of their evil influence oil plastic minds who surrender 
themselves to their judgment.

At the same time 1 can plead in this instance that the 
issue is not so clean-cut as would appear in the quotation 
that Mr. Turney offers. Büchner’s book ran through 
some twenty editions, and there were considerable 
changes from one edition to another. In that on which 
I relied, the latest German edition, carefully edited by 
disciples of Büchner and published in 1902, the passage 
quoted by Mr. Turney lias been eliminated. It occurs in 
the English version, the first edition of which was pub
lished in 1864, and the second in 1870; I have not been 
able to get bold of the third. The English edition, how
ever, omits passages which serve to define more closely 
tlie meaning of Büchner, for example, in his reference to 
Cabanis. A French version published in 1906, founded 
on the seventeenth edition, contains an expression ab
sent from tlie English volume, which modifies the first 
quotation concerning Vogt. He says : “ The comparison 
of Karl Vogt is therefore just an jond, but nöt happily 
expressed.”

Büchner heads his chapters with quotations from 
authors of whom lie appears to approve. These 
change from time to time, but lie always adheres to a 
dictum of Moleschott : “ .Thought is a form of the move
ment of matter.”

To sum up, I will correct my reference to Büchner, 
and I am glad that Mr. Turney has given me the oppor
tunity to do so ; but, finally though certain forms that 
Büchner has given to his conceptions are somewhat like 
my own, yet there arc differences which are essential and 
important, and I do not accept all Büchner’s physiology,

! nor agree with his interpretations. I submit that they 
should give way to my own.J  Admiral Beadnell has given us the correct designation



of the family which I referred to somewhat loosely as 
the hatterias, reduced by a clerical error to hatteras. I 
made their acquaintance long ago, and gave them their 
full title in my Psychology; but here, as the udiole sub
ject was only incidental to my theme I mentioned them 
in too off-hand a manner, partly because if the question 
were discussed further it would be necessary to speak of 
a whole series of creatures, including lacertilia, and 
even ascidiae, in which zoologists have traced the rudi
mentary eye corresponding to the pineal body. Of all 
these creatures the hatteria are the most interesting, as 
they are still existent in New Zealand, where the Maoris 
have given them the name tuatara.

The actual constitution of the pineal body, though 
again the discussion does not affect my main argument, 
is of great interest. There is probably no part of the 
brain on which so much has been written, and so little 
determined. The French physiologists have been promi
nent in the research as to the real nature of this organ— 
de Varigny, 1886; Peytoureau, 1887; Granel, 1887; while 
other names include van Graaf, Rabl, van Beneden and 
Asliborn. Their conclusions are that the pineal body is 
the »vestigial representative of a third eye. It has been 
found to contain rudiments of a pigmented retina and of 
a lens; and, according to the Encyclopaedia Britannica, 
“  is usually regarded as the remains of one of a pair of 
rudimentary eyes, though it has been suggested that it 
may be an organ for the production of temperature.”

Galen was the first to describe it as a gland, and this 
description was accepted for a time by modern physio
logists, until the researches in comparative anatomy 
which I have indicated. Rolleston and Jackson, in a 
work published in 1888, Animal Life, endorsed the theory 
of the third eye. The latest book which I can find on the 
brain : the Brain, from Ape to Man, in two volumes, by 
Frederick Tilney, Professor of Neurology at Columbia 
University, with a foreword by the well-known Henry 
Osborn, contains this reference : “ The function attri
buted to the epiphysis in inhibiting growth, and retard
ing sexual development is significant in that it delays 
maturity in man to a much larger period than in other 
animals.”

All this is very tentative; moreover, I am not con
vinced of the value of these two imposing tomes whenever 
the interpretations of physiological processes, as apart 
from anatomical structures, arc concerned. I still re
member how, many years ago, when following the famous 
I.ancereau round the wards of the Hotel Dieu, 1 was 
greatly impressed by his declaration, and demonstration, 
that the spleen had a function, the reverse of that attri
buted here to the pineal body. Afterwards I became con
vinced, in spite of I.ancereau’s arguments, that this was 
mainly fudge, and since then I have been sceptical. 1 
would have expected, on quite other grounds, that the 
organ would act as a gland, in secreting definite chemical 
substances which circulate in the blood and lymph fluids, 
and Admiral Beadncll tells us that recent research has 
proved so much; but I would, before accepting the rest of 
his statement, desire to know in what way it has been 
proved the the pineal body “ exerts a powerful influence 
on the development and growth of the sexual organs and 
of other organs correlated with sexual maturity.”  Pro
fessor Tilney’s book considers the influence to be the 
retardation of development, and this is only one of a 
doz.en functions ascribed, from time to time to this organ.

The whole question is a side issue with me, but I feel 
indebted to the Admiral for his references, and I hope 
he can further help us to come to a judgment on the 
matter. A r t h u r  L y n c h .

UNWANTED CHILDREN
In a Civilized Community there should be rio 

U N W A N T ED  Children.

For an Illustrated Descriptive Li»t (68 page«)' of Birth Con
trol Requisites and Books, send a i#d. ifamp to:—

J. R. HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantage, Berks
{E sta b lishe d  n ea rly  F a rty  Y ta r t . l

SUNDAY L E C TU R E  NOTICES,^0'

elLet ture notices must reach 61 Farrlngdon Stre > ^
E.C.4, by the first post on Tuesday, or they *
inserted.

LONDON.
OUTDOOR. near tW

Bethnal G reen Branch N.S.S. (Victoria Par 1
Bandstand) : 3.15, Mr. B. A. Le Maine—A Lect”rt>’ ¡nC ivil 

F insbury Park Branch N.S.S.—Mr. B. A. Le 
lecture at 11.15. , ohorf0'“*

F ulham and Chelsea Branch N.S.S. (corner 0 paV) T 
Road, North End Road) : Wednesday, 7-3°> Mr- ,ant. 
Haskett; Saturday, 7.30, Messrs. Mathie and 1 r-'‘ near 

North L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Regent’s Par” 
Fountain) : 6.0, Mr. E. Saphin—A Lecture. veniiifTi1

North L ondon Branch N.S.S.—Every Tuesday , jĵ iJ 
8.o, Mr. L. Ebury will lecture outside HamPs cVeiiiI'f- 
Station, L.M.S., South End Road. Every Ihnts 
at 8.0, Mr. L. Ebury will lecture at Arlington clapl’1'!'.

South L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Stonhouse Stree , ^ j-u-l- 
Road) : 7.30, Mr. L. Ebury; Wednesday, May a°’ jpy 2-1 
croft Road, Brixton, at 8.0, Mr. L. Ebury; I‘r K ' I5blir-V' 
at Liverpool Street, Camberwell Gate, at 8.0, Mr-_ vj 

West Ham Branch N.S.S. (outside Technics 
Romford Road, Stratford, E.) : 7.0, Mr. A. U- 
Lecture. .

West L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) ■  ̂ pi
B. A. Le Maine; 3.30, Messrs. C. E. Wood and ' A- \\.and • ,  fiid
Maine. Every Wednesday at 7.30, Messrs. L- £ gal ],

and J. J. Darby;; exery Friday at 7.3°' c3". ,i
McLaren and B. A. Le Maine. Current Freelt,,,tL j,;dg'v'1 
obtained opposite tbe Park Gates, on the corner 
Road, during and after the meetings.

INDOOR. , ccliO0''
ith ^jaa

South L ondon E thical Society (Oliver Golds1’1' pal1 
Peckham Road) : 7.0, Lord Snell, C.B.E.-—' 1
Statesmen—Machiavelli, Mazzirfi, Mussolini.

South Place Ethical .Society (Conway Ho[ ¡t 
Square, W.C.i) : n.o, C. Delisle Burns, M.A., ' • ' 
cation versus Social Caste.”

, 1/ Red
11«

&

COUNTRY.
OUTDOOR.

Bradford Branch N.S.S.—Ramble to Otley 
Forster Square, 2.13 p.m.

j (Su«[,a-V
,1 Hr

Mr- J-

ton.
Crawshawbooth.— Tuesday, May 19, at 8.0.

Durham.—Tuesday, May 19, at 8.0, in the Mat 
Mr. J. T. Brighton. go,

E nfield (Barnes Square).—Friday, May 22, fl

CltT

r^'

Clayton. . r
.. __. . ' nieX

Newcastle-on-Tyne.— Sunday, May 17, at 7-30;

■ it*

ket, Mr. J. T. Brighton. at S-°>
pip

Market, Mr. J. T. Brighton. jlf- J'
N ewcastle Branch N.S.S.—Bigg Market, at 7-."'0'

Keast. t .  1’rt
S underland.—Sunday, May 17, at 10.30, Mr- J' ,,, 

ton. pfiP1
W ingate.—Saturday, May 16, at 7.15, Mr. J-

Y O U  W A N T  ONE*
N.S.S. BADGE.—A single 
size as shown; artistic and 11 
in enamel and silver« This er.: in 13 ly »
been the silent means of introduces! 
kindred spirits. Brooch or St°d 
Price gd., post free.—From gy'

The General Secretary, N.S.S., 6j Parringdou
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foundations of religion, a  Appendix of
ut Manchester College, Oxford, u\.
Ulustrative Material. Paper 9d-> P ’ ‘ 0 _ ^

LUUR LECTm>t?c'
Pri ÎÍCTURFS ON FREETHOUGHT AND LIFE. 

A n„„L<î‘C’ L̂ RE-STATED. Contains chapters on :

rice is.,
\LI

1,1 1 r
• aterialism in History—What is Materialism?

M,\Trv;t JS-’ Potage itfd.
,1UALIS1V
Question of Prejudice—Some Critics of Material

'Science and Pseudo-Science—The March of
Materialism—On Cause and Effect-The Problem of 

T ‘ ersonality. Cloth, 2s. 6d., postage 2’/ d .
OTHER SIDE OF DEATH. A Critical Examination .<• ••

o[ o'1. Gie Belief in a Future Life, with a Study 
¿Spiritualism 
1 Acholo from the Standpoint of the New 

Cloth Bound, 3s. 6d., postage 2ĵ d.
Fxhair ^ ATHEISM ? The Great Alternative. An 
haif UfStlve Examination of the Evidences on Be- 
Athe’° with a Statement of the Case for
p *lsln- Round in full Cloth, Gilt Lettered, 3s. 6d.,

tage 2Kd.
3s.CpVlr<IZATl°N  AND THE CHURCHES. Cloth 

aper 2s., postage 3d. and 2d. respectively.

Ill], GERALD MASSEY
ÚílRT«mT0RlCAL JESUS AND MYTHICAL 
Chr;V,. A Demonstration of the Origin of 
6d lai1 Doctrines in the Egyptian Mythology.

•’ Postage id.

Cj Prof J  W. DRAPER
¡1STlANlTY a n d  CIv iLIZAT10N. A Chapter 
jj“*  The History oj the Intellectual Development 

l w  ~ur°pe. ad., postage yd.
op THE CONFLICT BETWEEN RE-

,,.(;I0N AND SCIENCE. 395 pages. 2S'> PostaSc V/id,

Secretary:

R. H. Rosetti, 62 Farringdon Street, London, 
E.C,

PRINCIPLES AND OBJECTS.

S ECULARISM teaches that conduct should be based 
on reason and knowledge. It knows nothing of 

divine guidance or interference; it excludes super
natural hopes and fears ; it regards happiness as man's 
proper aim, and utility as his moral guide.

Secularism affirms that Progress is only possible 
through Liberty, which is at once a right and a duty ; 
and therefore seeks to remove every barrier to the fullest 
equal freedom of thought, action, and speech.

Secularism declares that theology is condemned by 
reason as superstitious, and by experience as mis
chievous, and assails it as the historic enemy of Progress.

Secularism accordingly seeks to dispel superstition ; to 
spread education ; to disestablish religion ; to rationalize 
morality ; to promote peace ; to dignify labour ; to extend 
material well-being; and to realize the self-government 
of the people.

The Funds of the National Secular Society are legally 
secured by Trust Deed. The trustees are the President, 
Treasurer and Secretary of the Society, with two others 
appointed by the Executive. There is thus the fullest 
possible guarantee for the proper expenditure of what
ever funds the Society has at its disposal.

The following is a quite sufficient form for anyone 
who desires to benefit the Society by legacy :—

I hereby give ami bequeath (Here insert particulars 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.

MEMBERSHIP.
Any person is eligible as a member on signing th* 

following declaration:—
I desire to join the National Secular Society, and I 

pledge tnyself, if admitted as a member, to co-operate in 
promoting its objects.

Name...,

Address

1(1,,̂  H. G. FARMER
IVrArtj ‘N ART. The Religious Opinions of Famous 

sts and Musicians. 2d., postage yd.

DAVID HUME
Urit\AY ON SUICIDE. With an Historical and 
age'vl lntl'°duction by G. W. Foote, id., post-

M]S. Col. R. G. INGERSOLL
rltli 1 S 0F MOSES. 2d., postage yd. 
\ ^ * * ® 5 HOLD OF FAITH, id., postage y2d.

US RELIGION? Contains Col. Ingersoll’sc
Wn ; f**i°n of Faith, id., postage yd.

Pm*1S IT WORTH. A Study of the Bible, id.,
- StaSe yd.

copy or the " F R E E ™ ™ ™ ” » « 1«  
Lapm&n CJohen, sent free on application to 01 

Farringdon Street, B.O.4 .

Occupation ................................................

Dated this.....day of............................ 19.....
This declaration should be transmitted to the Secretary 

with a subscription.
P.S.—Beyond a minimum of Two Shillings per year, 

every member is left to fix his own subscription according 
to his means and interest in the cause.

t*

| SEX and RELIGION j
I BY |

GEORGE WHITEHEAD i
| (Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.) j
J P rice  - 9d. Postage id. J
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N ew  (Third) Edition, Revised and Enlarged.

Christianity Slavery and
Labour

B Y

C H A P M A N  C O H E N
 ̂ 0

This work has been revised and enlarged, and contains two plates illustrating
stowing of slaves on board a famous Liverpool slaver. It is the most exhâ s

. , t der
tive work on the subject in print, and contains a mass of historical ana u ^  
information that should be useful to everyone. The book is thoroughly dccum  

ed, and the references are among its most useful features.

CO N TE N TS.— Chapter I— Slavery and the Bible. Chapter II— Paganism and Slavery. 
ter III— Slavery in the Christian Ages. Chapter IV — The English Slave Trade. Chapter 

American Slavery. Chapter V I— Christianity and Labour. Chapter V II— Black and Wb,te'
(Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.)

Paper
Cloth

Is. 6d, 
2s. 6d.

Postage 2d. 
Postage 3d.

The Pioneer Press, 6 i  Farriiigclon Street, Ii.C.4.
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I N a t i o n a l  S e c u l a r  S o c i e t y  : :  A n n u a l  C o n f e r e n t i  
i
Ì
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WHIT-SUNDAY, MAY 24th, 1931
IN T H E

!

! PICTON HALL, Liverpool
I # A
I Public Demonstration

eJtncStkS

I Chairman: Mr. CHAPMAN COHEN (President PsI.S-S')
SPE A K E R S

D r. C. H . R. C A R M IC H A E L  
a . D. M cL a r e n  
R. H . R O S E T T I

J . C LA Y TO N  
E . C. S A P H IN
G-. W H IT E H E A D

and others !

1

Doors O pen 6  3 0  p.m. 
A D M ISSIO N  TREE.

C om m en ce 7 .0  P ,ril j 
R eserv ed  Seats O ne S h i l h * 1^  I.1

.•"V

P rin ted  and P u blish ed  by  T h e  P i o n e e r  P r e s s  ( G .  W .  F o o t «  a n d  C o . ,  I / t d . ) ,  bi Farringdon S treet, London,
E.C-Ï


