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Views and Opinions.
0̂(1 r,

V  M  Civillzation.
“■ is 0ai]Ceilt earthquake shock experienced in England 
°f k'on, Ct aUention to a serious omission in the Book 
^ i nst’Uon Prayer. There is no prayer for protection 
Won „ ®arthquakes. There are prayers for protec-
“lly Gainst

“ns

sickness, famine, disasters at sea, and
which BritishChris¿ er unpleasant happening to

'‘’’alios
aUf>er ' _________

ĥrim; " ere known to occur out of England, but 
uans ‘

are accustomed, but none against earth- 
Gf course, these classic exhibitions of God’s

o, sfi¡.ui] ‘lei'e could not be expected to bother about 
ll>ere, apart from the fact that if British 
began to advise the Lord of the danger of

°thfcr an earthquake in Japan, or Italy, or in some 
tf> attei°"n*:r̂ ’ P 'ey might be unpleasantly reminded 
solici n • ,to their own business. But now that our 

tllc. j earth has begun to 
k.„c]in lsb°Ps is being directed to this omission, and

ti,.. I ’.'^l' earth has begun to shake, the attention 
. Bis’

l!ndfcr<..i'. a Piruuil addition to the prayer book, we
Hi'it f,

fc/stand

T ,,: Protection against earthquakes.
that forms of prayer are to be issued ask-

It Us iss hardly a wise step for the Bishops to take.Hilm - ,, - . . .  -
e fixes either the responsibility for the eartli-

fr,

N s

Otu God, or asserts his power to protect people 
lr consequences, and in either case the infer-

assn"“y be unpleasant— for the clergy. It cannot 
f0in ,.”lfc<l that people pray to God to protect them 

Some iSasl-er unless they believe that if he would lie 
"ill „ And if he does not the inference is that he 
'N str • 'Ult prefers to stand idly by and permit the 
¡'lit* ĵ  a'Ued forces of nature to work their will. God, 

ho ,, 11 0ll!?ht at least to live up to his opportunities; 
hurtici to CCts fhem he must, again like man, be pre

pay the price of his negligence.

“op-
Of

J and Practice.

it may be argued that reasonable people 
’Os do not expect that God will actually divert

the course of an earthquake for the sake of human 
beings. But why not ? If the theologian is right the 
whole universe was made for the sake of man, con
structed for the sake of man, and continues to exist 
so that man may work out his salvation. And all the 
prayers that man offers proceed on the assumption that 
God, having had his attention called to the require
ments of John Smith, or a multitude of John Smiths, 
will forthwith, on their behalf, do something that he 
would not othenvise have done, and which but for 
their reminding him of their needs would never have 
been done. Really reasonable people, that is people 
who hold their religious beliefs on a basis of logical 
reasoning, will, having once accepted certain theo
logical propositions, proceed to apply them in practice. 
The so-called reasonable people in religion are to-day 
not reasonable people at all. They are very unreason
able. Their conclusions do not square with their pre
misses, their practice does not align with their 
theory. They believe in a God who can do everything 
but will not trust him to do anything. To-day the 
worst kind of Christian reasons like a fool and acts 
like a bigot; and the better kind believes like a 
Christian and behaves like a reasonable being. The 
first illustrates the persistence of a primitive mentality 
in a modern environment. The second evidences 
the force of a modern environment acting on primitive 
beliefs.

*  *  *

God and Disease.
An illustration of both types is to be found in a case 

which came before a Southport Coroner the other day. 
An inquest was being held on the body of a woman 
who was a member of .a Christian sect known as 
“  The True Church Washed in the Blood of the 
Lamb.”  The,woman had died without the help of a 
medical man, and a travelling evangelist of the type 
that might have ranked as a great Christian Saint in 
earlier ages, said that she had annointed the deceased 
with oils and had said prayers over her. She said 
also that she had nothing to do with diagnosing dis
eases, she simply obeyed the Word of God and claimed 
to have the gift of healing through the Holy Ghost. 
Asked the Coroner : —

Do you suggest that hospitals and infirmaries, with 
medical and surgical skill attached to them, are of 
no service ?

Witness : I say they are not God’s wa}̂ . They are 
the work of civilization through the research of 
human beings. God’s way is revealed by Him.

Coroner : Supposing I am suffering from appendi
citis aud the appendix is taken out by a surgeon— 
you do not approve of that ? I have to be anuointed 
and then there will be pravers and God will cure it ?

Witness : Yes. We are dealing with the Creator, 
and if He can create the universe He can do any
thing.

Finally the Coroner summed up : —
It is a sad and melancholy thing that these poor



deluded creatures are taught by women like this 
woman from Cheltenham that no matter what their 
physical sufferings or physical injuries, whether they 
have fractured their skull or legs, there are persons 
who say to them : “  Do not take any notice of medical 
skill or science. Have your forehead anointed and 
let me pray and leave yourself in the hands of God?”

Now that Coroner was not acting fairly to the woman 
before him. He should have reflected that this woman 
was a Christian, living in a Christian society, brought 
up to believe in a book which that society had called 
“  sacred,”  and which treats with honour thousands 
of priests and ministers who affirm through their 
official creeds, their preachings, and their teachings 
all that this travelling evangelist declared to be her 
guide in life. If they are right, that woman was 
right. If she was wrong the fault lay with those who 
had taught her, and with the society which holds up 
that book as the Word of God. The woman, had she 
been cute enough, might have cited the prajurn hook 
which plainly states that whatever illness we suffer 
from is God’s visitation, and which provides express 
prayers for those who are afflicted. And if the prayers 
to God are effective in curing the sick, why trouble 
about doctors? If they are not effective why waste time 
in praying? Unconsciously the woman was giving the 
Coroner a lesson in logic and common sense. It was 
also a lesson in the economy of effort, and that is cer
tainly something that both civilization and commorC 
sense teaches.

# * *

Faith Healing.
There is not a Christian preacher in the country 

who dare say openly and plainly that his God cannot 
cure disease. The New Testament teaching on this 
point is too plain. Faith is the only medicine that 
Jesus carried in his medicine chest, it was the only 
cure commended by his disciples. Christians dare 
not say that God cannot cure disease, they can only 
admit that he does not, and look round for reasons 
why he does not. Perhaps it is too much to say that 
all Christians admit he does not, for we have scores 
of healing missions up and down the country, and 
thousands of cures reported. More, every year there 
are thousands of people who with all kinds of diseases 
travel under the auspices of the Catholic Church to 
Gourdes, and some few cases of cure are reported. 
Only a few years ago a special report of the English 
Church was issued on the subject of “  Spiritual heal
ing,”  which came to the lame conclusion that “ Spirit
ual healing— that is healing by God was a fact, but 
that the sick ought to have a qualified medical man in 
attendance— presumably, in case God was unable or 
unwilling to tackle the case. There is also a regular 
traffic carried on by the Roman Catholic Church all 
over the world in which prayers are sold for the cure 
of disease. In their case it is not merely God who 
cures the disease but a whole gallery of saints oper
ate— provided the proper fees are paid to the priest. 
What does this Coroner make of all these and similar 
cases? If he had been both courageously intelligent 
and intellectually courageous he might have said to 
the Jury : —

It is a sad and melancholy thing that these poor 
deluded creatures are led astray by a collection of 
writings which tells them that “  the prayer of faith 
shall save the sick and the Lord shall make them 
whole,” that there are thousands of men in this 
country who from thousands of pulpits teach that 
the Lord can and will cure the sick in the absence of 
skilled attention, and who can take directly or in
directly from the public large sums of money on 
account of these alleged cures. It is, above all, sad 
that the book which teaches this method of cure 
should be held .up for the admiration of the young 
in every public school in the country.

But what an outcry there would have been 
Coroner had thus summed up the situation !

if the

Religion and Civilization. 

evJngd!‘stn0lrr/ r f  ,the day rested with the travelW 
do anythin miP°d C0ldd create the universe lieCJ 
sense ”  T  at is what * e  Americans call "ba#
to be difficult™1 n"- beIieve in God nothing else o»g

•it is the master miracle, the 1,11 ,L̂ |
th eable absurdity. . The Coroner swallows ĝ t. 

with ease, and almost chokes in getting d°"
And if that were not enough the woman met 1 ^  t],e 
another clincher. Hospitals, doctors, etc‘' ̂ .ĵ h ri' 
products of civilization, and she met them nCi, 
ligion. There is the stark alternative in a acc11' 
Civilization versus religion, or, to put it 111 cllitnre 
rately, it is a question of the clash of a l° " e . { vith 
stage with a higher one. The lady evan£e .̂g dir
tier God who can do everything, Jesus wit' a|l 
aculous power of casting out demons, who ‘  ̂the 
disease, the Roman Church with its rnagica ^
Established Church with its half-ashamed Pa"',jjc; 
of faith-healing, are all so many examples ot ‘l , .,¿,1 
characteristic of savages, as opposed to t’ 'lMe 
scientific theory of disease as the product

the deVn>
of kiiof

and ultimately conquerable conditions. Of dds Ljc- 
stage the Churches with their sacred books an .^e 
ulous cures, its prayers for protection again»1 1 1̂](| 
and earthquakes are living survivals of savageO 
we have ample evidence that education d°egefie5

but to provide our primitive impulses ai
always eliminate the savage. Often enough ,̂ [5

and

with a mere cloak of culture.
Chapman

CoiU'>

A Don Quixote of Disseu t .

“ The animal terror of death is the driving 
religion.”--C. R. IY. Ncvhison.

foWe 1

“  In religion,
What damned error, but some sober bro'V 
Will Mess it and approve it with a text.

ShaK'l 
- jiiy; i‘"‘

Every bishop, it seems, must have his b10#""^,' pia1'1.
,v li ic b

None0"
for"1'

five* 
forf

there have been episcopal biographies 
their readers groan. Reading lights of 
ity, however, when they “  relate theinse ^  
paper,”  make tough reading. Spurgeon’s 
ample, is as dreary and rectangular as the t:lrortoi'” 
in which he officiated. Dr. Robert F< a. jU"1 
Autobiography, however, is on another ldJg0 V '1'! 
as Horton’s invertebrate Christianity differed $ flu 
from Spurgeon’s hard-shell Puritanism. ye£l I'U 
outstanding quality of both of these faW01̂ ,. t':t 
Churchmen, but, curiously enough, Horton , li>- 
Don Quixote who tilted at more windmill8 
more popular predecessor. ¡j U1

As one of the last of the hot-gospellers,
stronger affinities to Newman Hall than to i.ii1' 
and Billy Sunday. Indeed, Spurgeon regar(
charitably, as one of the “  Down-Grade ” pi1,l_ 
The life-like portrait Dr. Horton has painter  ̂ N 
self emphasises most clearly the real differe" 
tween himself and the Boanerges of the ,1
Tabernacle and the Playboy of the Western g 
Horton had a real passion for “  crying for the 
and always set himself seriously to the cons1' in »5 
of some of the social problems of the age- , 0 v ' 
respect he resembled Dr. John Clifford, T1’ 
always more of a politician than a theolog13. 
most interesting quality of Horton’s Antoh1 l'11 
is, however, not the prejudices of the authoL
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thrown 011 the religious and social 1 c 0 11()t too remote.
Reared

eyed in a Nonconformist home, 1 o ,c ^.twith some suspicion in his sc 100 ^  com_tewsbury School he was appointed crier, t^ehc-lled the holder to end announcements
htous am.— -

"as
Sin-

°Xfo
eelet;

rd, and,

God save the Queen, and down 
He was happier at New College,

fortunate with his acquaintances. The'ewitio. u warn
d°rvn h;0 • le Watched withhis

anuisi:
critical eyes, and jotted 

impressions with determination. He tellsan _________ ___ _____
a l * - ” ? tale of Professor By water, who was 
vaccin^11*  Plato : “  When I was a child I was
’Hit tapfc< and christened; neither of them took.’
stndgnt n eĉ  and unfortunate Oscar Wilde was also a
"ho ’ and ®at for his examination with Horton, =ays;_

strJ ee him with his flabby face and ruffled hair, 
no- !■ - (-0 y le (|esj. for fj-ggp paper after the first 

handing in his book half an hour before
'our
tiin. then

e Was"’as s 11 h' He was a genius, and for him to pose 
elass'.e.Cond nature. Of course he was in the first 
had -r 'C reached by sheer ability a position which I 
labo,fai".C(l only by the concentrated and interested 

r °f two years.
these

lll0re th ltiCô ections of his University days have 
hath'K i*1' a Passing interest. “  Milner,”  he says, re- 
"t dim .? the Oxford Union debates, was the speaker 
'H e iJ me. 'vho made the greatest mark afterwards.
st"d.

" s as being quite English, but his intellectual 
fiort0Ty " as the prophecy of his famous career. Dr. 
inte|Un a(1(]s a caustic and necessary comment on the 

Pfctice of the governing classes : —in* ^  Union experiences were not without then \ aluel/ ^ n in g  my eyes to the nature of English publi(1 e' When l' was President (of the Union) my pre-p' fsor and successor were Uyinington (now Ear' ol ~HStr--- -

c'ign accent, and never struck his fellow

V or Uth) and brcdricli (now I.ord Midleton).
the a k00(t deal into their company, 1 found out

. . -----.........-  which tl „
eamVa' - tlie weight of their tradition, could be
claSSg|,Cnder equipment with which the governing

H
T,etl to the hie best places.

-uin: "■  Norton decided to adopt the Nonconformist 
“ I , ry> as his father and grandfather had done.

that in Dissent,”  he writes, frankly, “  it 
ldvts ftaly impossible to obtain a distinction which 
life » y°u any acknowledged place in the national 
its c; . Vhis '
S a lta t io n , for Horton belonged to the Congrega- 
hiitai./ ’̂ °ne of the oldest, we; 
hoJ;le,° f  the Free Churches. Always a “  whole 

T' he announced his intention of declining the

Us is a hard saying in a country boasting of 
mged to the Congrega- 
ealthiest, and most re-

v.. . ' the Krpp rlmrf'lip

f  ̂s!'al] t ' erend and refusing to adopt clerical dress. 
j"l lacf. " tar 110 clothes, ”  he declared with a plenti- 
d'mv.rM °/ humour, “  to distinguish me from my 
f ie  r lristians.”  The young Oxford “ barbarians”  
i°rton ,  fun of this remark, and even caricatured 
IS iiseaSOf r'ng to the sky in a state of nature, with 
'Tllert r< ed clothes beneath him.

ti ?e trifl!r° niore serious things in this hook than 
, > n es; Dr. Horton’s first speech at the Oxford
? V v  f,s 'n defence of the rights of Nonconformists Ap i tlleir own dead with their own funeral rites.

l'f0,i - 1,,rch minister had lost his wife, and when 
all,.,'! !jer to the churchyard he found that the

t*e''iiiw °tted to her was a rubbish-heap. It was hap-

<or *i. 1 as this which determined young Horton 
Congregational ministry. Had it not been

1er 

«■
the 46iv'ftUWlV-,ilU1 iUiUIOU J • rvww»*

%red .1 ecclesiastical barbarities, lie might have 
=astio le Church of England, and, to quote his own

'n<io a* 'vords, “  even have risen to be a canon.’
‘‘"H „o fn o n s gQ) ]ie woldd have reverberated more 
Hrvl 4 •

Horton’s indignation at the Anglican

Church’s conduct towards Nonconformists was only 
natural; but it must always be remembered that this 
arrogant Church’s attitude towards the working class 
was equally objectionable. What sixteen centuries of 
the rule of Christian bishops had done for the common 
people has been told by Joseph Arch, the first agri
cultural labourer who became a Member of Parliament. 
In most moving language he has described the con
duct of Churchmen towards their own poorer 
brethren : —

First, up walked the squire to the communion rails; 
the farmers went up next; then up went the trades
men, the shopkeepers, the wheelwright and the 
blacksmith; and then, the very last of all, went the 
poor agricultural labourer. They walked up by 
themselves ; nobody else went with them ; it was as if 
they were unclean. At the sight the iron entered 
into my heart and remained fast embedded there. I 
said to myself, “ If that’s what goes on, never for 
m e!

The ecclesiastical strain in Dr. Horton showed it
self in his abortive effort; to impose Puritanism on his 
fellow-citizens. Once he determined to preach in 
support of a crusade against music-halls, which, curi
ously, were then more respectable than they had ever 
been. “  Then it occurred to me,”  he says, naively, 
“  that I have never been to such a place.”  So he 
went, and found the performance decorous and com
mon-place. “  It was deplorable,”  in Horton’s view, 
“  that human beings should find pleasure in things so 
banal, stupid, and insipid.”  He preached bis sermon, 
but the notes were recast. Does it not recall the bit
ing sarcasm of Macaulay that the old Puritans disliked 
bear-baiting, not because it gave pain to the bear, but 
because it gave pleasure to the beholders?

Robert Horton’s personality could neither have 
grown nor thriven outside the British Isles. Tn the 
United States Billy Sunday is outflanked by A 1 
Capone. In the bad old days of absolute monarchy it 
was a law with all good citizens that “  the King could 
do no wrong.”  This adage Dr. Horton applied to 
himself. He magnanimously denounced all those who 
dare to utter a word that might not profit the young 
people of that Hampstead conventicle he adorned 
himself. Dr. Horton’s theology, however attenuated 
it may be, is still theology, and for any purpose con
nected with the real welfare of the people of this 
country it might as well be forgotten. In spite of its 
associations, it explains nothing and adds nothing to 
human knowledge, but leaves the modern world in the 
meshes of the Middle Ages, a period of devilry, dark
ness, and despair.

M im n e r m u s .

Blasphemy Prosecution in Germany.

The recent prosecution, on a charge of blasphemy, of 
Walter Victor, editor of the Saechsische Volksblatt, 
Zwickau, has attracted considerable public attention in 
Germany. The blasphemy seems to have been of a very 
mild type. It consisted of the publication of a sketch 
depicting the death of a convict, after twenty-one years’ 
imprisonment, who, having called the governor and chap
lain of the gaol to his bedside, said : “ Now I can depart 
in peace : our Lord died between two thieves." In 
March the local court acquitted Victor, but on appeal this 
decision was reversed and be was sentenced to four 
months1 imprisonment. Against this sentence he has 
now appealed. According to the Berliner Tageblatt (22 
May), which characterizes the proceedings as regrettable 
and reactionary, this is the first case ol the kind since 
ig22, when Karl Einstein was prosecuted and fined for 
blasphemy contained in his novel, Die Schlimme llol- 
chajt (the disastrous mission). A.D.M,
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Christian Unity.

T here is no doubt that if all the Christian 
denominations of to-day were to unite under one com
mon creed and to form one united organization, it 
would prove a severe blow to the forces of scepticism 
and agnosticism, whose influence becomes daily more 
pronounced in every phase of life.

The effects of such a union would be immediate 
and wide-spread. Non-Christians would no longer be 
in a position to point at Christianity’s weakest spot, 
its varying and contradictory dogmas. There would 
be an immense economy of expenditure and man
power. Where now we find a district, either at home 
or in the mission field, served by ministers of several 
sects, in future but half the number or less would be 
required for the same duties. The money saved here
by could, and would undoubtedly, be used to gain 
political and temporal power— a most useful weapon 
for those who advocate compulsory adherence to creeds 
which in the ordinary way fail to attract allegiance.

But an ideal union of Christian Churches, such as is 
often mooted amongst bodies outside the Roman 
Church, is no longer within the realm of practical poli
tics. For it implies one or both of two things. It 
implies organization under the control of one person, 
or at least under a small committee. It also implies a 
definitely formulated (written) creed applicable to the 
whole organization. The last-named condition is the 
minimum required for anything that could properly be 
called a united Christian Church. There are, how
ever, six good reasons why neither of these conditions 
is likely to be fulfilled in the near future, or at any 
time.

(1) The Roman Church will certainly not abandon 
its claim to be the one church with the only proper or
ganization, and professing the only true religion. Thus 
whatever sort of union may be proposed, the Roman 
Church would remain outside unless all the other 
Churches agreed to submit unconditionally to orders 
from the Vatican. For obvious reasons ninety per 
cent of the denominations calling themselves Christian 
would never consent to this.

(2) If it were granted that all denominations, 
which are supposedly “ orthodox”  on fundamental 
points, had been able to agree to some formula of 
union, there would still be plenty of others left out
side who regard themselves as Christian, but whose 
doctrines could never by any effort of verbal jugglery 
be harmonized with the rest; e.g., Christian Scientists, 
Christadelphians, Unitarians, etc. A  union which 
did not include every sect and denomination calling 
itself Christian would be as futile as the present state 
of affairs.

(3) Again, even supposing the impossible were 
achieved, and that every sect and denomination call
ing itself Christian were united under one common 
creed acceptable to all, that creed would never be any
thing more than an empty form of words which would 
lend itself to many more variant and contradictory in
terpretations than any of the creeds in current use. It 
is questionable whether it would be possible to include 
the word “  Christ ”  or “  Christian ”  in it, without the 
inclusion of some other words to which objection 
might be taken by one or other sect.

(4) With the increasing spread of education and 
knowledge of the facts of life, people are becoming 
(and many have become) less and less inclined 
to submit uuquestioningly in matters of belief or 
opinion to any authority whatever. The pro
portion of those who are content to leave their 
thinking to others, even on theological questions, is 
now very small. So until education and the facilities 
for it are definitely eradicated, even Christians will

. rtUgio«5
not blindly accept the decisions of t*icl uDjoii 
leaders. Any union would, therefore, c 0{ tlie 
of the different hierarchies, but not necessaP^^ tl'£ 
congregations. And without their congrcS3 
churches would be non-existent, erS(,cs

(5) Most congregations are composed 0  ̂ ¡j8fe 
who, while content to worship in the way 1 $
been accustomed to since childhood, would vjce.  ̂
material change in verbal or ceremonial se &erVjce, 
the union resulted in no apparent change 0  ̂^  
the situation would be no different to what 1 jf, 
Religious differences would continue as f)C 
however, it resulted in noticeable change. ^ 1»  
wake the congregations up to debating t > c0)1se-
for such change. The inevitable disrupt10 ■0fi$ 
quent upon this awakening would be p ro d u c  ^  
many “  Nonconformist ”  bodies as . -  ¿¡gffi 
before. People do not like having tbetf
habits disturbed. &

finally, there is one consideration whlC .tfc, 
a union of Christian Churches utterly imPr‘*c .̂ ¡¡iii 
and that is the purely abstract bases of the y , jp 
religion. This argument applies to the diviS| 
every other religion under the sun. Theories> ™ ct, 10111 reality cannot find a common point of c r;,i] 
In the absence, therefore, of any real and ^  
foundations upon which to begin disepssi 
effort at union will be dissipated in verbal 
and will be doomed to failure from the start.

C. S. FkAS'': ’

Magic and Christianity-

#■i > 5:’(.4 Paper read at the Annual Conference of 

W ith the history of magic in Chnstia1  ̂
whether during the Middle Ages, when j llĴ  jio1 /' 
ished atso well, 01- 
present concerned 
teresting and very informative,

_ r gjU • ¡ir
. any other period, vCry
That history is doubtR®

* X want.1 . pbut " ,  jitC’’1 pi
show that certain Christian doctrines a«1 nallV , 
lieved to be so distinctive, are in reality cS ^  a'1 
the magical order of thinking and acting«  ̂
Christianity roots deeply in the soil of savafi^^ 

The various side-shows or branches oi 
as those of the sorcerer, the diviner, the neĈ |,eji 
the astrologer, the augur, etc., need not be 
individual consideration, for our immedia 
A study of these various developments ^  {v 
ways of thinking would in many respeĈ  peel1 
nating and enlightening, but I want y°u .jjik.' j 
mind the early forms of magic so that y°lt ".g JcC 
better able to realize how much Christianity ,,
from and depends upon the mentality .thar 
terms of magic. That you may do this» 1  ̂ \\  ̂
you to go back to the early days of m a n ¡ , ] i  
everything was animized and the whole 0 w. j 
vironment was thought of as being capab ([1
something to him just as he was able to fin

Then you will ^  ¡„to the objects around him. 
realize that there was nothing out of the ya/ t, ¡Hk 

ta*1’ 1savage’s belief that he could bring about c . . ĵe iT,,.
if he could only get into touch with the illV1!',‘‘ f(,r l'1'., 
natural beings who could act at a distant ̂  e
as it were. In fact, when we look back lll)( jgld ,,
lution of human mentality the habit
volved in the belief and practice of mag10«be

.e*P
f <FJ;fi‘ y

professional took it up, is just what could be pn''1 
Our regret should not be on the score of ilia,'’ ).0iî 1 
appeared, but on account of its persistence ,«
the ages. . ,, we,'

As a useful definition of “  magic,”  I fjfi'
take the following from the Encyclop
(Vol. 3 Col. 2895).
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' Magic may be briefly described as tbe a . - tuai 
n'at1’5 Part to influence, persuade, or co 1 amjS-
S »  to comply with certain requests o world
1 r«sts upon the belief that the pov> ers able

f c Coutr°Hed by spirits, and that t  ̂ ere mastery  of
’ overrule these spirits is to hav

“ature.”  t E;ve
J  must ask you, however, to ”vord spirit

melaphysica\ an interpretation concrete
¡nfle savage was Siven to thinlang in tleinen
4  uo doubt to him these spirits would l  g Vwy nmev. m- • •uria til*much like himself ; Mud. and not

b  B O' 1 -----'
Jui&Ug the l0r has said
Mi

; or at any rate powers like the 
theological concepts like the “  soul.”  

”  Magic is to be reckoned

>10
aqic ,, curliest growths of human thought,”  (Art, 
Heed t « Cy‘ ^rit.), and this being so there was 

ret the Tn • ^  to cad t' ie Professional in order to 
Ms oWn 'Jglc; iuflueuce at work. Every man could be 
'hat ev n’atdcian, and later on I hope you will realize
h a^ l!ry Christian can be, and often is, his own 

too.> i a n  1 lie,
n existence of the magician as a specific function- 

iw \ !10t essential to the carrying on of magic, any 
cJ ..tl,a» is that of the priest or the parson to the 
Ü i '̂ug on of that other variation of superstition, re- 
C * '  In fact the existence of such exploiters of 
SearclU Sedulity frequently prevents many of us 

'ri,ll"K f°r the essential.

clo¡
*0

Ç. . - ---------- ----- ----- ......
'se]y ;  I1(' the performer of religion becomes so^related '

s Uiarr; * '’nner °f magic becomes so associated with 
'̂c; and

a t e d
t t i p  
leir 
elat

'"ets rit °* "hmii the secret is to be found in the'Hi

. t|lat with his religion, that most people fail 

ethi«g of

-, m[,. . whole question of magic and religion, 
Ment le.lr Mappings, is a study of mental develop-e. *U rol̂ i •
%  
ho\v

“Mall

ation to sociological conditions; and not

Tl; men, who are set apart from other men.
host t le mentality of the believer in general is a 
"°Ulrilniportailt field of investigation to those who 
of ,n Se.ek out the persistence of magic in the thought 
the f0|, ln_later ages, will be realized, I think, from 

\0rHl°"’inS examples of magic. .
^ttein , perican Indians believed theyr could injure

' ' ° U l d a  sharp stick into it. The enemy
hid My drawing his figure in sand, ashes, or clay,

mr^Mceive ail injury in the part of his person which 
rid "Mled to the injured part of the figure. It is a 
,jy mPr?ad belief that an enemy may even be killed 

Caitf lc >f his image is killed in the proper way. 
hot,, l! ,°r hunters of Borneo never washed the plate 
Mg c ' ''chi they ate food while on an expedition, or 
tfevi’^ to f  might dissolve and disappear -from the 

\  \vS tlie trees.
fighti ar"°r must not partake of a cock that has died 
hatt]e " °r t'e too will meet death on the field of

S°S? of tlie Yuni tribe in California did not
iattc*ri lde their husbands were away fighting. 1 hey
ttUsb. atid chanted continually in order that their
W i  ' f  blight not grow tired. According to a
O  v*de belief, 

at a -

W ^ e r e d

( H " 1'  belief, injury can be done to a ^ t h a t
c?n at a distance, bv anyone who has some art tlm
..severed from his body— such as us hai

at [ "ailS; in fact if harm can be done to li J: uat»- «
 ̂ M â  ° 'eeu left behind he will feel the harm.

¡Mity hee" emy has been wounded by an arrow, tbe 
a f„.a( should be recovered if possible and put 

°llHd of' t'lien as the arrow-head becomes hot the 
I! * liaVt. l man will burn like fury.
(j*
C *h . 1,
l,'t Pagp,lllade tl'is summary of a few examples from 
‘\ l ,  jS °t the abridged edition of Frazer’s Golden 
Sdeai >ec?llse to my mind they fairly illustrate the 

l)e]. aption at a distance which is carried over into 
[ I'ho l  S nnd rites of Christianity.
'°>n xainples quoted 

Magic of
appear to have been taken 

a nou-supernatural kind but, to my

mind, they" reveal the mentality that makes possible 
and thrives upon the supernatural interpretation of 
the universe. They present that mentality at the be
ginning, and I want you to see how it persists even 
unto the present time.

It will be noticed that a superstructure is built up 
on ideas of association, contiguity, and similarity, 
with an absence of testing results and examining 
methods. This being so it is regrettable that many 
writers, including so great a scholar as Sir J. G. 
Frazer, should treat magic as if it involved “  mistaken 
notions of cause and effect,”  and justified the deduc
tion that the savage had a conception of the uniform
ity" of nature. Had early man soon learned to think 
of his universe in terms of causation his magic would 
soon have died out, and there would have been little 
chance for the development of the systems of religion 
that later 011 had their being. It was the inability to 
formulate a law of causation that made the magical, or 
religious, or supernatural, whichever you will, inter
pretation of things possible; and relative to the per
sistence of this inability magic lias persisted even 
when religionists, especially", thought they had got rid 
of it. Magic is with us in Christianity to-day.

In a non-causal universe there is theoretically no 
reason why you should not do anything you like, 
provided you go the magic way about it. That, 
doubtless involves associated idea; objects in con
tact with each other, similarity of thought and actions, 
and things, but I see no reason why a conception of 
causation should ever enter the believers mind, any 
more than it does in the case of the believer in prayer.

There is one other mis-statement concerning magic 
which we must guard against. In Bygone Beliefs 
(p. 88), H. Stanley' Redgrove, B.Sc., says of magic : 
“  It is the (pretended) art of producing marvellous 
results by the aid of spiritual beings.”  Not for the 
world would I say there have never been magicians 
who have pretended, hut it is wrong to use that term 
when defining magic. The believer in magic did not 
pretend, he actually believed, just as people believe 
in the modern Christian form of magic, prayer.

It is not fully" realized, even by students of the evo
lution of religion, that in prayer the Christian has a 
very close point of contact with primitive magic. Yet, 
if there is anything outstanding in prayer it is its 
essentially magical nature. Prayer is not the child 
asking his father for something which the child 
knows the father can give. It is the child asking his 
father for the moon. It is an ignoring of the regular
ity of the processes of nature, in a request that those 
processes which experience has taught Us to be con
ditioned, should be set at one side for the time being, 
irrespective of all conditions. In prayer we have the 
believer in magic r-cvealing himself as being ignorant 
of or forgetting the law of causation which has been 
derived from social experience.

When the theologian attempts to bring prayer into 
line with modern science, by trying to reconcile 
prayer and causality, he is not justifying the belief 
that magic, in this case prayer, may involve sòme 
groping after an idea of causation. He is simply im
porting the idea of cause and effect, which he has 
gained from outside of religion, into a region to which 
it does not belong.

Obviously, natural processes cannot persist, and at 
the same time be abrogated in order that prayer might 
be answered.' Yet, in spite of rain coming as tbe re
sult of certain conditions, the Christian prays for rain 
to come just when he wants it; while his fellow 
Christian pray'S at the same time for it not to come. 
How other can it he done than by" magic?

In the sacrificial offering of Jesus as the atonement 
for the sins of the world we have Christian magic at 
its greatest. This time God, the supreme spirit tries
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by magic to influence himself in the interest of man
kind; and the magic rite is repeated in a symbolic 
manner everytime the priest administers the sacra
ment wherein the body and blood of the Saviour-God 
are partaken of by the Christian.

It is by magic that the Christian communicant ac
quires the strength and other qualities of the god 
whose blood he has been given to drink, and of whose 
body be has eaten in symbolic fashion, and becomes 
one with his saviour. Just as the savage became one 
with his god at the meal of sacrifice.

If there is any virtue in conversion it is the virtue 
that belongs to magic by which the suppliant 
Christian finds peace in forgiveness of sins, the great
ness of which has often no foundation in reality, but 
is of a religious nature. While in the washing away 
of sin by means of the blood of the lamb, reputed to 
have been shed hundreds of years ago, we have a 
magical rite of which any savage might be proud.

It is only by the magic of belief that the efficacy of 
the washing can be repeated in each individual 
Christian.

E. E gerton Stafford.

The End of the Ancient World.

T he greatest calamity that ever Jjefeh humanity was 
the decline and fall of the Roman Empire, the conse
quent triumph of barbarism, and the descent into the 
night of the Dark Ages, the Ages of Faith; by which 
the march of civilization was held up for a thousand 
years. Look at the immense advance we have made 
during the last three hundred years and then think of 
how much more advanced we might have been but 
for the advent of Christianity and the ensuing Middle 
Ages of barbarism !

Many works have been devoted to explaining why 
Rome fell. Gibbon, summing up the result of his im
mortal work The Decline and Fall oj the Roman Em
pire; declared “ I have described the triumph of bar
barism and religion.”  1 Renan was of the same opin
ion, he declares: “  The triumph of Christianity was 
the extinction of civil life for a thousand years,”  and 
”  Christianity sucked ancient society like a vam
pire.”  2 Lange, in his History of Materialism says 
that Christianity “  unhinged the ancient world.”  
Many other historians have recognized, in more or 
less degree, the destructive effect of the new faith on 
civilization. No one can dispute that the rise of 
Christianity coincided with the decay and ruin of the' 
Roman civilization.

Another voluminous and learned work— dealing 
with the fall of the Roman Empire— by Prof. Ferdi
nand Lot, entitled The End of the Ancient World 
and the Beginning of the Middle Ages, translated from 
the French, has just been published. (Kegan Paul, 
15s.) There is no doubt as to Prof. Lot’s learning, 
for there is a bibliography at the end of the book, con
sisting of fifteen pages; containing the titles of 742 vol
umes, a library in itself, in all the principal European 
languages! To save printing the full titles of these 
works, when the author quotes from them, and thus 
increasing the size of the volume; each work has a 
number attached and is used to indicate the volume. 
This is ingenious, but it is rather hard on the reader, 
who has to be continually referring to the end of the 
book for the title of the work cited.

Although Professor Lot does not actually, in so 
many words, attribute the downfall of the Roman 
Empire to Christianity, yet he shows that it was one 
of the main causes, if not the main cause of the catas

1 Clodd : Gibbon and Christianity, pp, 18-19.
2 Renan : Marcus Aurelius, pp. 336-337.

The assertion is re p f tedly ̂  
that the triumph ot Christianity was mevita < ^
or later it was bound to come. It is easy

trophe. He says :

3, Ur religi011*We forget that Christianity was not the on y 
power to appeal to the masses. It had c(|”1 the 
four or five of them formidable ones.’ his
act of the Emperor Constantine, in thro" ^  aIJ(l 
sword into the scales that threw the balance o ^  
gave the victory to Christianity over its t1'  
he truly observes 

Constantine’s
in the history of the Mediterranean 'volKl aI1(j tl'e 
the establishment of the hegemony of R°111?lir)pli d 
setting up of Islam. To it is due the 11 yCbo" 
Christianity, which by transforming liuman^.^jfy, 
logy, has dug an abyss between us and pecn 
Since the adoption of Christianity we
living on a different plane, (p. 39.) , .

1.1
We have Christianity taught that : ‘ ‘the " 0l ar[i-

intine’s conversion is the most impoit 
listorv of the Mediterranean W°' 1 .„,1 thc

evil. There was only one way of escape . to hve :
desert
eluseficially outside the world by seeking the 

solitude, shutting oneself up alone as a iel . 
collectively in a monastery . . . Hencem1 t|,e 
take up a religious life ’ will mean renotmc* ¡ffon 
life of this world. A  dualism and even an opP ^¡„1 
is established between the religious and tbe 
life.”  (p. 51.)

The consequence was, continues Prof. Tot •  ̂ jcC 
I11 spite of the efforts of the Emperors, "c 

that ancient society became rigid and lifek^'.^oiit 
there was no longer any political life goef . u life 
saying, but there was scarcely any niumclP . 
left either. Art was utterly retrograde* • 
stereotyped and literature insignificant • ^  îr
religious sphere alone was the field of a,vi° 
moil, because it attracted with a passion:1 
every faculty of heart and mind. (p. 100.)

Men turned away with indifference from tl’c 
which interested their ancestors, they no longer get 
stood the ancient literature. The arts n0,1ieofle 
charmed them : “ The gods are dead, killed by 1; ,,e\V 
God whose commandments impose a rule of l^e s stff 
that henceforth this world will assume a IF
role : ‘the new philosophy’ will place the objê  
desires in the sphere of the world beyond.  ̂ ” e 
the men of the new and those of the ancient

tliil'i5

there will no longer be a thought in common (P';*■35i Cf‘ 
iidTo be independent of philosophical and 

speculations, science needs “  a passionate attac11' r 
on the part of men to truth and reason,”  a ‘W ?elf' 
ested attachment, and “  calls for efforts alU to 
sacrifice which from all time have been repufi113̂ , ’’ 
the immense majority of mankind.”  And “  T£IS 
says our author :

fllC 1science as well as philosophy suffered from 
midable competition of the spirit of mythology*, s o' 
offers at a smaller cost more attractive solm1 
the problems of life and death. Scientific a .„gf* 
tions cannot stir men’s hearts or rouse their lc’1®, 
as does religion which promises happiness m
low or in another world to the sentimental e£!, K . . .  . . .  —ahie

io<'

.Science and philosophy, ,url3|1e i1’’of mankind.
strive against mysticism, which secures f°r ”  siilr 
itiated union with the absolute Being, 'vCl°111 tl*c 
merged in the torrent of religiosity coming fr°' A,p.> 
East, which, especially since the first century 
tolerates nothing outside itself.”  (p.170.)

The Oriental superstitions overflowed aim ' 
merged the West, “  the Orontes flowed i,lt(’ ,,ib 
Tiber,”  Christianity was the most deadly of 
Wherever it obtained a footing it killed the old 1 
life without substituting anything better. F W  It 
renunciation and hatred of the world and this 11 c'fe- 
fixed men’s interest on another life and futur.

3 Ferdinand Lot : The End of the Ancient World. F 4 v
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"ari,s anti 
, me 
r ° the
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saw

'll’n'shnieiits'1Un'Ŝ imen ŝ’ " ’I'1 sl)ec'a  ̂ stress ou the 

ŝerved ? a&an Emperors, Prof. Lot pays a well 
nbute when he says. “  The Roman world

suhstn " uone a succession of sovereigns, to which 
tiD U e s history has shown no parallel.”  He con-

Ainonhst these men, more than one gave proof of a
but all showedan i„!LCrudty. as did Valentinian

411 ^comparable energy. Statesmen, le^i- ' [rotn
warriors they flew from  B rita in  to  1C Danube

Rhine to the Danube, and from the tO til» T>~ •) 41 '  lUt
dvil'e ? uphratés to defend the Roman world and 
barià^'011 a«ainst the German or_____ ___ Sarmatian bar-
sians  ̂ gainst the Parthians, and later the Per- 
in ¿a‘ °t them knew their life to be constantly 
to-niorr ’ ' ’ ’ends of yesterday were the rivals of 
t°rcetl °W ’ they knew that the soldiers who had 
fr°m aupon them the purple» would cut their throats 
harlessi"1Cre Yet they gave themselves up
if ever n^° ^’eir tragic destiny of super-men. For 
Sotlkht 'Cre 'lave been super-men, they must be 
andfo. aillongst the Roman Emperors of the second 
kii,rrs , centuries. Compare them to our medieval
tl,cs3e you "'ill he astounded by tiro greatness of 
parjS011llnPer°rS- How pale and ludicrous, in com- 
of tjj” ’ the physiognomies of the Merovingian or 
(pp '"ajority of the Capetans appear to us!

nuiri, *,n llnRl't have brought the comparison clown 
mter tim«>„

W. Mann.
Ier times.

Acid Drops.

SiIlleJ*8»8latB
Provia- lre ° ' the State of Vera Cruz has passed a 

-Vlt ,,1K thatPriests ?,*ug lhat tlie number of ^ “ '^^'^habT - ilnt ' Mall he limited to one for every ^ Catholic 
t'h\l t , Vle Legislature declared that the Komar q[
'gtirirn ' as ' ' cP t th e  m asses  of th e  p c °P  L I t* th i s  in  

am i th e  B ill w as in te n d e d  to  p re v e n t th i smure. i t •
e 'v°rld ti/i ,ls cur'°ns, but there is hardly a State in 

take action in order to minimise the influence

Ill'll 11 i. ~ VU1|CU», UlM
of , l>(1 to tJ.at has I10t been at one time or another com-
‘ oiie sccti,

°n or another of the Roman Church.

:;!]!lt wi]iS(t° be almost settled that the Spanish Govern-
i, tlie T;  "Establish Ihe Church, and will probably ex- 

1|fli In that case we must be prepared with
I!1, Per5r  Ul Ule persecution of religion, particularly as 
'Hat ti utl°n of religion in Russia has now fallen flat. 
/ bis t'H Christian means nowadays by the persecution 

as (r U' «  permitting criticism of religion to be as 
“sion Ue advocacy of religion, anil the prevention of re- 

ersecutiiig other people.

j ’lLhop of Croydon is reported as saying : 
VlH eX  the Church will put the Thirty-nine Art.cles 
Hat.® they ought to be—in an ecclesiastical museum. 
' S i  rea%  meant is that they ought to be removed• Wc
Qabi''Us

rnlle c sincerely hope they will not. The Churchû Cl1in . . . .  .... .. , 1
H  of M'm of primitive superstitions, antiquated
u J°Us, L 'nnking, antedeluvian theories, and senile 

mm have a brief catalogue of its exhibits. And 
\v '1 n„V lc better than the Thirty-nine Articles? C0111- 

"M K„ ' 1 Ihe direct inspiration of God Almighty, it
sacri!ege to remove them.

■ bp*.!*a<iio i"
st tllt. 1 ['"es a reader says : “ I read with great m- 
,lt0(I byllt'C'e 011 I'1C ridiculous, mournful intonationthp0!,I>he,y ” ’any preachers. Do they think it gives an 

'm Hliu.l holiness? Whenever I hear it, it gives me
doj1'' ris * lhat religion must be a terrible thing if it 
'H i s6e f> s'ich feelings of utter, abject misery.”  We 

t r i l b y  listeners should object to the parson’s 
Uu v ■ r ' , conveying the notion of holiness and solem- 
is 1,ls, at),') ] s had to listen to tens of thousands of ser- 

0;,il c., ’e has never yet raised any objection. What 
’ban. ln”gh for God ought surely to be goodgood enough

A bishop says that it is a mistake to think that youth 
has revolted against morality and religion. Of course. 
Youth has merely come to the conclusion that an alleged 
»Sacred Book full of folk-lore, primitive superstitions, and 
ancient customs and ideas is useless as a guide for modern 
minds. Youth has revolted against divinely ordained 
leaders for the rest of mankind. These things are not 
signs of a revolt, but indications of the awakening of in
telligence. —

From the Methodist Times we learn th a t:—
God must find man, man cannot find the way to God. 

The Gospel is “  no tidings and instructions about the 
divinity and deification of man, but a message about a 
God who is quite other.” Man can only come to know 
God through revelation. What we have in the Bible is 
not how we have found a way to Him, but how He lias 
sought and found a way to us.;

Now, if the Bible is the means adopted by God to make 
himself known to mankind, lie can hardly be congratu
lated on the intelligibility or the efficacy of the instru
ment he invented. Each of the Christian sects has a 
different notion about God, and his message and his 
desires for mankind; the interpetations are as multifar
ious as the sects. The obvious conclusion is that God made 
a sorry bungle of the Bible as a revelation of himself. 
What else can be said of a revelation so indefinite and 
confusing that it set men wrangling and fighting about 
the one true meaning of it for nineteen hundred years ? A 
more stupid “ way” of enabling God to “ find” man could 
hardly have been invented. A revelation that necessi
tates hordes of priests and theologians to interpret it is 
hardly a testimony to the wisdom of God.

Another reader of the same Wesleyan paper declares 
that he believes “  that intelligent people are waking up 
to the fact that the Sacred Book [the Bible] has the right 
solution of all the social, economic, religious, and politi
cal problems that onfront us to-day.”  He means, of 
course, people as intelligent as himself—which is not 
quite the same thing.

Canon Guy Rogers, of Birmingham, declares : “  Ment
ally we are half asleep, and spiritually we are half 
drugged.” As the Church has been encouraging this 
type of citizen, and discouraging the opposite kind, for 
nineteen centuries, we think a dignitary of the Church 
should be the last to complain at the result. And we are 
not in the least inclined to hope that a parson could make 
any alteration for the better. All he is capable of is teach
ing people to follow his guidance, like silly sheep. Alert 
intelligence was never yet acquired by following a parson. 
For the parson’s job is to train people— where intelligence 
is not needed.

In a daily paper a reader wants to know why Girl 
Guides wear such unhealthy uniforms. Whereas the 
Scouts wear shorts and open-necked shirts, the girls are 
attired in a heavy costume with long sleeves, high- 
buttoned neck, and thick scarf-tic. The answer is not 
very difficult. The Guides are under the control of pious 
ideas from the Victorian age, when girls were regarded 
as indecently dressed if they were not completely covered 
from toe to chin. The Victorians preferred to be "moral” 
and "  decent ”  rather than healthy. So we may say of 
the Girl Guides that the ignorance of the Victorians is 
being inflicted upon their Georgian descendants.

Lady Astor, M.P., told a meeting of local preachers : 
“ I didn’t helieve in politics in religion, but I do believe 
in religion in politics. I feel very strongly about it. I 
believe in tlie sort of religion that takes bitterness and 
hate out of people’s hearts.”  We hope Lady Astor will 
be lucky enough to find such a religion. She won’t find 
it in the Christian religion. Do Protestants love Roman 
Catholics? Do Christians have anything but dislike for 
Freethinkers ? Did Christian parsons teach the com
batants in the last war to love or to hate the enemy ? 
Have religious issues introduced into the sphere of poli
tics been noticeable for anything else than bitterness?

It is a refreshing change to find the Church indicted in 
the Sunday newspaper. Last Sunday’s (June i/j) Sunday 
News, however, “  features ”  an article by its Editor 
(Mr. Edgar Wallace), provoked by the recent decision of
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the Bishops about the re-marriage of divorced persons, 
but containing strong meat which most of his contempor
aries of the Sunday and daily papers will, we fear, find 
indigestible. For example : “  Priesthood is power, and 
the foundation of priesthood is mysticism. Even as a 
private soldier caiinot approach an officer unless accom
panied by a non-commissioned officer, so it was ordained 
that no man should approach God except through an 
authorized agent.”  Again, on the foundation of the re
ligion established by law in this country Mr. Wallace 
says : “  There carné an English king whose private life 
was foul, and who quarrelled with the Church, not to 
destroy Roman Catholicism, but to enrich himself and his 
friends. And out of this festering sore of a man came 
the Protestant Church, which differed from its Roman 
sister in that its priests were allowed to live with women 
and beget their kind, and the new Bishops became a 
power in the land, had and have their palaces, occupy 
churches built by and stolen from Rome, and are makers 
and interpreters of laws.”  As to the Bishops and 
divorce, Mr. Wallace says, “  They will give the blessing 
of the Church to the cretin and degenerate, but not to a 
healthy woman who has left an impossible husband or to 
a healthy man who has deserted a drunken wife.”  What 
ever will Mr. Wallace’s pious contemporary the News- 
Chronicle say to this?

The Churches, having always retarded progress as long 
as possible, nowadays try to exploit all moderately ad
vanced movements and, indeed, to suggest that they 
originated them. Their intimate and constantly adver
tised association with the League of Nations idea, and 
even more with the very orthodox and conservative pro
paganda organization which works in this country, does 
no good to the League or to its apologetics. It is good, 
therefore to find in an authoritative work just published, 
The League Committees ami the World Order, by 
H. R. G. Greaves (Oxford Univ. Press) such sound doc
trine as this instead of the sentimental claptrap which is 
so common in this connexion.

Mr. Greaves says, “  Until the Organs of international 
disinteredness are created, empowered, and trusted, war, 
or the threat of war remains the necessary instrument of 
policy. To prate of peace in such circumstances is merely 
irrelevant.”  He says (and we agree with him), “ The 
primeval forces of ignorance and superstition, indolence 
and fear, have wrought continuous havoc upon man in 
the past. To-day they are the reinforcements of com
mercial greed and national ambition.”

If it is a bad thing to borrow it is a worse not to 
acknowledge the debt. We therefore say plain and pat 
that we owe two paragraphs to two reviewers of the 
Sunday Times, who have given us the quotations we 
mention, and by this reminder prompted mention of 
them. The first is a ten year old statement of Professor 
J. G. Frazer’s of Golden Bough given thus :—

More and more each inquirer has to limit his investi
gations to a small patch of the field, to concentrate the 
glow-worm lamp of his intelligence on á tiny circle, 
almost a speck, in the vast expanse which we perceive 
stretching out to infinity on every side of us. Only by 
multiplying these glow-worm lamps, glimmering side by 
side, can we hope, step by step, to diffuse the light of 
knowledge through the boundless region of the unknown.

We comment this to the notice of people who, faced by 
some phenomena which does not admit of any explana
tion that occurs to them at the moment, proceed at once 
to assume supernatural intervention. It is only great 
men, like Frazer, who recognize, not only how little we 
know, but how much there is to learn if only we will 
seek knowledge by scientific means, and not mistake our 
own contemporary ignorance for a justification of the 
deity and of all his dubious and alleged works.

The Church, says a Nonconformist paper, must lead in 
the great questions now occupying the modern mind ; 
there was never such a chance as to-day for the Church to 
lead the wtirld. Well most of us know what kind of lead 
the Church specializes in. It stands behind watching to 
see which way public opinion is going, and then gives a

gallant lead— from the real-. What seems odd is jca(|, 
i Church should have to be incessantly exhort«  ̂0f 
; These frantic exhortations remind one of the )C‘

an unwilling ass to make it go.

The Rev. Dr. Donald Soper says that Chr l,llt 
not attempting to push something alien into 1)C3 nBot 
evoking from people. If such is the case ,'' ,Q pert 
help wondering why the churches have to mat"3 ■ 
and prolonged efforts to get religion into t 13 ̂  tfie 
who, as most of us know, is more recepti'3 
adult.

tlicrc afC
The Bishop of Johannesburg laments that ,vete 

more “ heathens”  among the natives than be
thirty years ago. We suggest that the rca®°n 
that either the natives have found out what C 1 jajity 
is, or the material temptations to profess cn 
is not so tempting as they were.

----  ».rive ol &Dean Inge is seventy-olie, and a représentai j.ye to
Daily Herald asked him whether he would like 
be a hundred. To that the Dean replied :— -0rld ** 

Good gracious no; I should be as tired of nic 
the world would be of me. . fro”’

That is quite good sense, even if we raise the ‘ c 
one hundred to trvo hundred. Individual life ls 1° 
that wears itself out, and in time become burd^1' Jcg 
everybody. But if Dean Inge can see himself  ̂years, 
tired of living say, after a hundred or two hund”3 £ of 
what is he going to do about the Christian , W)ffil>lL’liod1
living for ever ? Eternal life is one of the most of

;ardly ,things that one can conceive, and only a covv
death, developed to so great an extent by e'Christ’;ftOitJ”’

j t  f
co-operating with an untrained imagination c°a p̂iil'1 
make so ridiculous a belief acceptable. But "  
like to hear Dean Inge on the subject.

Preaching the sermon on Civic Sunday in Ship' 
ket Place the Rev. T. A. Fairweather said :-

w >i!,r’

SI”'_tjci5'
The present age was tending towards Ai,,û oy51”1 

The penalties of Agnosticism are many. It _ igflO5’1
finest sentiments and aspirations of life AnSCliUXUClUS « 1 1 1 1  <1 ^ .1 1 1  cl 11C/11» C/i. Ill»-» , „„soed' .
loses his powers of veneration, gratitude and r „ jjjj 

Terrible! But it looks as though the “  Ag’l0S 
not saved much by not calling himself an Atl’3’8 <ii>1 i'll ^
have always said that Christians are not so fo0“ * 1>C'
to see through so flimsy a disguise. All Chris ‘ ^ ¡w 
lieve many silly things, but it is a fatal mist3* ifjitf 
suine that, therefore, all Christians are silly Pe°h c 
are not.

----  is ^
A suggestion made by a reader of a newspaPf, (l’f

a good way to ensure everlasting peace ^oU** J5 «
the nations to decide not to have another war 1
last one is paid for. As a gentle reminder of the j ”
the last war, this may serve a useful purpose- 
seems to have overlooked the fact that Christians 
spiritually minded to allow so sordid a thing aS .vlif|1

to affect their decision to wage a righteous 'y  ^  
they believe it is necessary. The question °* _ t
is, too, of small account when they know they c‘ , A 
on, God— “ our help in ages past ”—to assist  ̂ y  
killing their fellow Christians. To ensure P3"1 0{ t”1 
would prefer to rely on educating the peopl3* 
nations, and especially their politicians and dtp 
Let them be taught to appreciate that questions o 
when in dispute can never be decided equitably 
to armed force and mass murder. As a means o> jjfg 
disputes, war is simply a reversion to savagery; ‘ 3”'
scale imitation of the method of the street liool’S* 
apache.

• „r tb’f rMr. F. F. Corballis, Chief Scout Commission0** ,Pioe<
oil
111

p fC‘‘* «/
of homes where decent and worthy citizens 3rc pA. 
and where the child’s individuality can exprefl' , 
instead, as was formcly the ease, of being ”3t 
And that is a gain, not a loss, to the nation.

i”

that “ Christian homes seem almost to have 
Let him dry his tears. There may be fewer 
nltra-pious homes. But there is a much large”

ussiom-i. eit.
,c disap.Peaa jfi

P’> í
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National Secular Society.

^  Funds of the National Secular S °cie ty ^ re  le2%  controlled by Trust Deed, and t l0j e do s0 t0 benefit the Society by gift or beques ‘ ̂ eceived 'vi«i complete confidence that any money s 'v® be properly administered and expen cc  ̂  ̂^  ^  bbe following form of bequest is su  ̂ ^ ..—*">■« who desires to benefit the J  - 'I hereby give and bequeath (Here < *« *  t " U  Iflrs of leg
Tr„ , ' ~g°cy), free of all death duties to the 
‘ uistees of
®ny of the

n>stees of the National Secular Society for all or 
"y oi the purposes of the Trust Deed of the said 

Society, and I direct that a receipt signed by two 
the 1'rustees oi the said Society shall be a good 

discharge to my executors for the said legacy.

Any informatic 
1 administration

information concerning the Trust Deed and 
b :"U”: ' may be had on application.

Dr. G. G. Coulton has added to his useful and authori
tative series of works on tlie claims of the Roman 
Catholic Church two further volumes. One is the second 
part of Romanism and Truth (The Faith Press, 7s. 6(1.) 
consisting of a series of essays dealing with the falsities 
and frauds of the Church. This volume is particularly 
interesting to Freethinkers if only on account of a chap
ter dealing with the strange career of that daring French 
Freethinker, Deo Taxil. This tells the story of Taxil’s 
pretended conversion to Catholicism, with his final 
public demonstration of the hoax, but leaves untold 
Taxil’s work in other directions. The other volume is 
made up of three lectures In Defence of the Reformation, 
Simpkin Marshall, 3s. 6d., with ail account of discus
sions attaching thereto, and a further demonstration of 
the practical impossibility of getting Roman Catholics to 
face an issue honestly. We do not expect Dr. Coulton 
would agree with us, but, as we have remarked, these 
books form about as terrible an indictment of the whole 
of Christianity as one could imagine. That some 
branches of the Christian Church have shown a slightly 
better record is only evidence that these were more re
sponsive to the better spirit outside the Church.

To CORRESPONDENTS.

Fai,p„—'a
v°llr int. nat. • We are overloaded with “ copy,-”  but 
June er«ting article will appear in the issue dated

' b'tVsov
?«*• v, ' yiere is 110 need to aim at saying something 
big to at is almost an impossibility. But there is 110th- 
°f fresh feVent 0̂1lr sa>’iug even old things with a flavour 
kclgc ess> or restating them in terms of current know-

l0»A I),
>ssiie
mini

fY' Sorry we have not space for your letter in this 
11 will ai

‘ecessarv a*' ----  -----i 7— ---  -,---
riel,. . a n y o n e  w ho is critic ized  111 tins jou rn al has

ta.J. of rePiy-

appear next week. The exordium was quite

l*RSH_p.
¡'igs Jlad to hear of Mr. Whitehead’s successful nieet- 
engti, f but regret that your report is far too

insertion.
to JACQUES.—Excellent. Sorry we are too overcrowded

w .{ ny f<*
to pCri -
"'eelj. lll*: rePriuting now, and it may be too late next 

T>“ " Fr
rehrn rê hinker “  is supplied to the trade on sale or 
ret>ort: f y  difficulty in securing copies should be at once 

he ^  t0 this office.
K l U\ar Society, Limited office is at 62 Farringdon 

*»- * i-ondr“ r' ~
Ie K °n, E.C.4.
*lfitf i0rnal Secular Society’s Office is at 62 Farringdon

London, E.C.4.

un s ______ ____  ___ _'¿''Olimi-U 1 Secular Burial Services are required, all conili r.a,iOns .......j  r ............ *.r_

cn (jje
’,sA:(o„ Yervtces of the National Secular Society in con-

¡4 ,, ns should be addressed to the Secretary, Mr. 
L'ltCrs ''0SetH, giving as long notice as possible.

t̂e Editor of the "  Freethinker ”  should be 
‘ iiexp to 61 Farringdon Street, London, E-C-4- 

hihUl„ Ccthinker "  will be forwarded direct from the pub- 
0|ie ycarCe a  ̂ l̂e following rates (Home and Abroad):— 

■ eciy ’ IS/-; half year, 7/6; three months, 3/9.
p-C.4, nbotice* must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, 
'nScrtcdV t*le flrst Post on Tuesday, or they will not be

*ll  £kcau, '  ■
, che pi and Postal Orders should be made payable to 
1 terb„ ionccr Press,”  and crossed “  Midland Bank, Ltd., 

~nwetl Branch.”

Sugar Plums.

K 1 is |T
> ii, |1,'̂ <'re-sfing to liote that for the first time Jews ill 

1 of n°w the legal right to he married by a inilii- 
i't'l,1'iag6'e.’r ovvn religion. Hitherto the only religious 
'Ir cb T]111 SPain was that of the Roman Catholic 
t,ri'’bt km ■ le eNdsted also the civil marriage. We have 110 
ll' bg-]j *■ ‘at the Pope will consider this an outrage an 

Tgs of Roman Catholics.

Quite a wide-spread revolt against the payment of 
tithe is going on in various parts of the country, and the 
parsonry is very much upset as a consequence. Many 
summons have been issued, and in one case where the 
goods were sold in default of payment, friends of the 
fanner refrained from making more than a nominal bid, 
and their owner received them back at the cost of a few 
shillings. At the moment of writing (June 16) our old 
friend, W. Kensett is due to appear at the Horsham Town 
Hall to answer a charge of non-payment. Mr. Kensett 
has been carrying on this fight for some j êars, and we 
expect he will have the cordial sympathy of a!1 tithe 
payers in the district. It is time that this subsidising 
of the Church by a tax 011 land were abolished altogether. 
We do not say that a parson should not have a salary, 
but it should clearly be paid by those who want his ser
vices.

Cardiff and Neath report successful meetings addressed 
by Mr. G. Whitehead. The hostility of Christians ex
perienced at previous visits was not repeated, instead, 
there were critical questions and discussion. That is in
deed progress, and shows there is still hope for some 
Christians.

Nelson Freethinkers are reminded that Mr. G. White- 
head will be in that district from Sunday, June 21, until 
Friday, 26, inclusive. The local Branch of the N.S.S. which 
has been re-organized, and possesses an energetic Secre
tary, will co-operate at all meetings. Unattached Free
thinkers are asked to introduce themselves, and become 
members of the Nelson Branch of the N.S.S.

We have to announce that Atheism— What it Is— What 
it Means, by Joseph Lewis, is temporarily out of stock, 
consequently many orders for the work cannot be exe
cuted until the arrival of another consignment from 
America. We apologise for the delay and inconvenience 
to those whose orders are held over.

Mr. Jack Clayton, we are pleased to hear, has been 
holding some good meetings in Lancashire. A little tact 
and good humour will nowadays secure a good audience 
in most places, and with the right kind of speaker evoke 
considerable sympathy.

We are asked to announce that the Birmingham Branch 
has arranged for an excursion to Ludlow on .Sunday June 
21. The cost will he 5s. 6d., which will include tea. Mem
bers and friends will meet at Old Square at 10.30.

We regret that the time of the Excursion arranged by 
the Manchester Branch for to-day (June 21) was omitted 

i from last week’s issue. Those joining the excursion will 
J meet at the Lower Mosley Street Bus Station at 12.30.
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The Prince of Scottish Sceptics.

i .
Caledonia proudly claims the parentage of many 
men of powerful intellect. Some highly patriotic 
Scots assert that the cream of mentality is indigenous 
to their rugged land. Still, among innumerable 
others, Southern Britain complacently regards Shake
speare, Chaucer, Newton, Darwin, Spencer, Swin
burne, Gibbon and Milton as men of supreme ability. 
Nevertheless, a splendid array of pre-eminent intel
lectuals who have contributed to the grandeur and 
glory of English science, art, and letters are distinctly 
related to Scotland. Although usually classed as 
English, Carlyle, Bain, Macaulay, James and John 
Stuart Mill, I,yell, Frazer, Ronald Ross, Maitland, 
and Kelvin are all of Scottish descent.

No marvel then, that doubting David Hume, the 
brilliant philosopher, economist, and historian who 
was hailed by Huxley as the subtlest thinker of the 
eighteenth century was a countryman of Burns and 
Scott, who maintained a life-long friendship with 
Adam Smith the famous author of The Wealth of 
Nations.

Hume was born in Edinburgh in 1711. The 
younger son of a small landed proprietor, his mother 
appears to have been a remarkable woman, .and from 
her David probably inherited much of his high ability. 
A born lover of learning, he owed little to scholastic 
training, and this passion for letters remained domin
ant throughout his career. He was intended for a 
legal life, but law studies soon proved distasteful. 
While he was supposed to be poring over the classics 
of jurisprudence he was secretly devouring the master
pieces of polite letters, and so severely studious were 
his labours that he suffered acutely from nervous 
depression. No doubt the common inconveniences 
associated with puberty and adolescence were in part 
responsible. As a remedy for melancholia, and as a 
monetary resource, he turned to commerce. But the 
monotony of a mercantile office in Bristol, at that time 
one of our greatest ports, was uncongenial to his tem
per, and he resolved to settle in France, where he 
could comfortably subsist on his slender income.

After three years’ absence he returned to his native 
land to provide for the publication of the first product 
of his pen. The work, entitled A Treatise of Human 
Nature, two volumes of which appeared in 1739, did 
not attract sufficient attention to please its author. So 
at least he tells us in his My Own Life, composed in 
later years. “  Never literary attempt was more unfor
tunate,”  he complains, “  than my Treatise of Human 
Nature. It fell deadborn from the press without 
reaching such a distinction as even to excite a mur
mur among the zealots.”  This statement is usually 
taken at its face value by the commentators and 
critics, but as a matter of fact a reference to Burton’s 
indispensable biography of Hume shows that the 
work was accorded at least one discriminating, and in 
some respects laudatory review, and that the pub
lisher paid him fifty pounds for the copyright, a sum 
at least four times the value of our present money. 
Moreover, Hume was then an unknown author in his 
twenties.

Despite his disappointment at the poor reception of 
his maiden effort, Hume prosecuted his labours, and 
the third volume Of Morals appeared in 1740. In 
174T he published his Essays Moral and Political. 
This work was more successful and ran into two 
editions, and a supplementary volume was issued in 
.1742.

This gratifying success induced the author to elab
orate and popularize the principles of his first rela
tively unsuccessful venture. And the earlier Treatise 
of Human Nature constitutes the groundwork of all

his later philosophical speculations. And, althong 
Hume, when lie had attained fame and fortuit 
affected to disdain this product of his youth, h a 
mams in the minds of most competent judfifes >llS 
supreme philosophical achievement. Indeed, Lytt0" 
Strachey goes so far as to state that, with this masterj 
piece, his real contributions to philosophy begin illl<
end. “hinisei

Be this as it may, it is certain that Hume 
regarded human nature as the indispensable ° ^ ce_ 
tion of any inquiry into mental and nroial s ŷ 
This view is clearly expressed in his autobiog ^  
written in 1734, but remaining in manusciip 
own life-time. In this work he tells us that as 
he was discontented with the methods enip’o>° 
by philosophers and critics. He recalled the 1 (jg. 
ing disputes that everywhere persisted where ^  
mentals were concerned. At the age of el®. to 
Hume imagined he had discovered a royal r0< ^  
truth. He was transported “  beyond measure, 
vowed to dedicate his life to the erection of a l,e . fjy 
ently valid philosophy. He set himself to * „jj. 
consider his plan of campaign. After cooliug 11 
flamed imagination ” he decided that “  every°lie 
suited his fancy in erecting schemes of vhtlie 
happiness without regarding human nature, 
which every moral conclusion must depend, 
therefore, I resolved to make my principal stu jtl 
the source from which I would derive every 11 
criticism as well as morality.”  , a)nl

Although Hume lived to enjoy wide influe111’̂ ^  
comparative affluence, he met with several 1L,jyo 
while striving to secure an independent income- g 
attempts to gain a professor’s chair ended i*1 a \\e 
His sceptical opinions were urged against hum 
acted as tutor to an insane aristocrat, and serve s 
cessfully as secretary with expeditions and m1-’ 
in France, Austria, and Italy. Various treatise^ ^  
peared from 1748 onwards. His Political ^ lS.c 
(1752) were immediately successful, and tins  ̂
was rendered into French, thus introducing H11 
Continental letters. The philosopher officiate!
1753 to 1755 as Secretary to Lord Hertford, the ^  
Ambassador in Paris. T11 the cultured capital  ̂ y 
came a first magnitude star in court and 11 ^e- 
circles. In addition to the famous beauties an( ^4, 
stockings, Hume became intellectually intimate ^  
Turgot, Holbach, D’Alembert, and Diderot-

oU

If

up0"
filis,

and

made the acquaintance, and was the benefactor o f1

strange visionary Rousseau who accompanied b"̂  
his return to England. The strained relations ^K,t
two writers that ensued were characterized by ,itle>
Huxley terms ‘ ‘ lunatic malignity on Rousseau s 
and thorough generosity and patience on H'U’ (e

of f ,After serving in London as Under Secretary the
lie returned to the land of his fathers and becu>|1L -j,.

.vhic'1
o * * ;
cun"01

school. __
vn Life, Hume informs us that he ae o0o 
?h in 1769, possessed of a revenue of T ’4,e

TT-- 1 1 * --- 1 «* __ A

leading ornament of an Edinburgh circle w 
eluded Robertson the historian, Blair and 
whose outlook was similar to that of the 
Modernist school.

In his ow 
in Edinburgh 
a year. In 1770 Hume made himself a mansi°n 11 
suburbs of the Modern Athens. This was th® ,̂,1 
dwelling place erected in a new thoroughfa'0’ .̂,,!!. 
someone chalked “  St. David’s Street ’ upon tl'c 
The sage’s servant told rer master, who ans'' e1i 
“  Never mind, lassie, many a better man has .jir 
made a saint of before.”  And the visitor to 
burgh will find .St. David’s Street to this day- .¡jp, 

Hume never liked, or even understood the h ,
i0Ddrrea

ti>e
and many are the gibes and jeers in his correSf 
at the hated southron. F'or example, we are 
to as ”  the barbarians who inhabit the banks 
Thames.”  Voltaire tirelessly extolled the

rew1 
.s of
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• * while exalting the-*»me constantly depreciates ns, , learn-
‘‘"eRed universal “  regard paid to £e*V tpat lielnR” by the French. H e assures n ecline and p6Ver expected a work so great as 'c
'"!{from an English historian’s pen. unpopu-

U\e Scottish philosopher exaggera et ^  0f this 
,ir'ty of his countrymen in the sou u t ord Bute, 

antagonism was directed against the tocor- ^  Inexercised a baleful influence over 1Tllvlpv hunior- ^  brilliant monograph on Hum e, nothing about
s'y sums up the situation : , Insensible to

Suture, to dislike Scotchmen, and to be msenrnpvU- - -
’mit:i % * S »> D .W Hume, was a combination of in-, “ ics on  th  — ...... * . . . . . . . . .  . . .
II,Ve been e 1)art 'die English nation, which would
Philo;,/. 3mPly sufficient to ruffle the temper of the 
fain, ¿ ¡ lc historian, who, without being foolishly 
be the C Certaiuly no need of what has been said to 
kru ^  hji'ni of prayer in which his country men, 
’ Lord! • are hy theological differences agree;

Whei^r US a &ude eoneeit o’ oursels.’ ”  
? > - e a i ; discase from which he suffered began to 
bis \vj]j arn*’ng proportions the philosopher executed 
¡̂ORTaii]’ an<̂ sat down to calmly compose his auto- 

His interest in intellectual avocations was 
'be ¡¡v j. to the last, nor was there any abatement in 
V  ; , " ess °t his spirits. Death he regarded as a

re>ease fr

catiie in *° die at the age of sixty-five. The end
"as fom the infirmities of old age, and he

d°Pe of '.’dhiburgh in 1776, and he was buried on the 
kainly ,,Je ^:dton Hill. A  vast multitude assembled_A»1U, i 1  UlUiUWU

. ' attracted by the possibility of the Devil appear- 
< , P « S°n to claim his own. His tombstone simply 
ktitv i the dates of his birth and death, leaving pos- 

y to supply the rest.
T . F. Pai.mkr.

l e s in the New Testament.

n. T he Search for the T ext.VVHtfv
tvery‘ Ule Roman Catholic says— and he does say it 
V j  , h e  gets the opportunity— that the Protes- 
» « ,/ a  of the Authorized Version of the Bible com
er»,. rai8ht from God and Heaven is absurd, he is, of 

, ‘hute right. To listen to the itinerant evan-
°l,rse

«elk
/^scribing the Precious W ord‘makes one won- 

Ro f j d i e r  human stupidity and credulity could cvei 
(!°d’s n f ‘ h'he Bible according to him is not only 
bjio\v. 'Vn Gift to wicked man, but the translation

ti-1S Hing James’ was, if not actually written by 
'beP. llmself If any ofv êont,. '7.“ ' at least verbally inspired.
bke i d i o t i c
,Qd’s. ’ ‘‘dictions, this is only because we are Blind.

con t,,;-10118 llroduced by the wicked infidel look
, s ov , p 1S* xms ls onty oecause we are unnu. 
.. tout, ',, “ “-'ions Word can never be blind or wrong
l|k Vjc v̂i'etory. Besides the blatant Materialism of 
Q|'ttiCe .°rian scientist is quite given up now, nad 
l|1(l so , S ®radually coming to recognize its Maker—  

^  infinitum. Even the fervid and equally

Hi,
' uUs P ..........  - .......-  ---- —1.......j
vel - ûnian Catholic can’t stomach this kind of

*rv*llo° CVery now and then he comes out with some 
ah a A‘s truths about the Bible which, for anyone 

<f8tr°y ita,t' cuuunon sense not to say logic, must 
(' “'1 it S credibility and authenticity for ever. First 
a'hoiie i 'S "ecessary to point out that the Roman 
1 '"iiilas °Vef> to parade St. Thomas Aquinas, because 
1 his reaUy did depend a great deal on “ reason ” 
;  Vou ^ « « t s .  Reason, the Roman Catholic will 

? the rock bottom of his faith, and granting

fi.

If;
S

Pr
‘“H <gj«. I‘m inclined to agree with him. If you 

a,n, f^l°w— of course, so can Aladdin’s Wonder
ca]]v f * then such a thing as God’s Church cc

?> I y ^ 1
m

j''1’! Hut that is by the way. Once the fact of 
b'llibi,!;tted, the Roman Catholic can ram home the 

y of the Church, and once you admit theflit'

395

Church, you’re bound to admit the Bible. As far as 
the New Testament is concerned, it can be historic
ally proved that it Came into being later than the 
Church. Indeed, as the Right Rev. Henry G. Gra
ham will tell you with triumph, “  the books of the 
New Testament were produced and called forth by 
special circumstances that arose, were written to meet 
particular demands and emergencies.”  Now Mr. 
Graham’s book Where.we get the Bible is thoroughly 
orthodox, and it has the “ imprimatur”  of “ Joannes 
Ritchie, Vic. Gen.”  So it can’t he explained away. 
And he adds that the New Testament “  was written 
by the Church, by members (Apostles and Evange
lists) of the Church; it belongs to the Church, and it 
is her office, therefore to declare what it means . . . 
The Bible in the Church; the Church before the Bible 
— the Church, the Maker and Interpreter of the Bible 
that is right. The Bible above the Church; the Bible 
independent of the Church; the Bible, and the Bible 
only, the Religion of Christians— that is wrong.”  So 
there you are. It must he admitted that the Church 
made the New Testament, and the only thing left to 
prove— and, needless to say, the Right Rev. Henry G. 
Graham does not prove it— is to prove the authority 
of the Church. At least, when you ask a Roman 
Catholic the authority for his Church, he says Our 
Lord said, “  Thou art Peter and upon this rock, I will 
build my Church.”  You then ask him, who says 
Our Lord said that, and he says Matthew. And 
you continue, what is the authority for Matthew? 
Whereupon, you are told the Church !

Now is not that clever? The authority for the 
Church is Matthew, and the authority for Matthew is 
the Church ! In fact as the Right Rev. Henry G. 
Graham will tell you, the Church produced Matthew 
when the occasion arose to produce it. All the talk 
about the Apostles and the Disciples and the early 
Church and the actual words of Our Blessed Lord 
comes from the Church, and unless you believe in 
God, the Church can’t produce a scrap of authority 
for its authority : not a pennyworth. When the occa
sion arose, the Church produced the Blessed Words of 
Our Blessed Lord, and as the Church has never pro
duced any evidence whatever for the actual existence 
of Jesus— except for those who already believe in God 
and the Bible— the evidence for the words of Our 
Holy Saviour requires a great deal more faith to be
lieve than this scribe possesses anyhow.

Now all this has something to do with the question 
I am discussing. Just as the Church proditced Mat
thew so she produced the other books of the New 
Testament, but the difficulty is to disentangle the 
true text from the thousands of copies in existence. 
Was the true text really written in Greek, for ex
ample? How are we to know this? We can believe 
in God and the Church, and therefore swallow any
thing told us by God’s Own Precious Ministers— or 
rather Priests. That is the simplest way. Just be
lieve what you’re told and don’t ask questions. Who 
are you to question a Priest— a man of God specially 
trained for his job? A man who knows Philosophy, 
History, Science, Sex, and many other things, and in 
addition is specially inspired, by God Almighty— he 
knows, and you don’t and can’t. If, however, you 
will ask questions, then you’ll find out very soon that 
the Roman Catholic can produce a text, a wonderful 
text, called the Old Latin. This is a very early trans
lation of the New Testament, that is, if it is a trans
lation. If it can he definitely proved that the Inspired 
Writers actually wrote in Greek, then the Old Latin 
text is certainly a translation. Now the funny thing 
is that there are dozens of copies of the Old Latin 
text and they arc all, in hundreds of places, quite 
different from each other. As Sir Frederick Kenyon 
says, “  the extant MSS. differ so greatly front one
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another that is questionable whether they could have 
originated from a simple archetype. Nor is it easy to 
determine the locality in which it (or the earliest form 
of it) had its birth.”

This is very sad because when the Church wanted 
a translation instead of producing one wholly free 
from error, she produced some scores in her own 
special tongue, and nobody knows which is the cor
rect one or even Where any of them Was written. 
This may be due to different translators using different 
Greek copies, which also differed from each other so 
that nobody (except the Pope— and we’ve only his 
word) knows which is the one we ought to rely upon. 
Another little difficulty was that nobody until 397 a .d . 
knew which books of the then New Testament were 
really holy. Quite a number were supposed to be, 
but it was not till the Council of Carthage settled the 
Canon and got the Pope to confirm its findings that 
anybody really knew which was a holy book and 
which was not. A  large number upon which many 
devout Catholics staked their souls and future habita
tion were found then to be altogether spurious; though 
how anyone— except through God’s Precious Work
ing— can tell which was a spurious Gospel and which 
was not, surpasses my precious comprehension.

Well, the list made then is what is found in the 
Douai Version to-day. And you must not forget the 
emphatic words of our friend, the Right Rev. Henry 
G. Graham : “  The Church existed before the Bible; 
she made the Bible; she selected its books; and she 
preserved it.”  And it would have been all right but 
for the multitude of copies and versions all differing 
from one another : that’s where lies the snag. The 
only thing the great textual critics could do (and are 
doing) is to classify them into groups or families. 
The MvSS. get different letters to distinguish them, 
and the letters get figures added to show you that the 
“  original ”  copy has been “  corrected.”  The cor
rectors themselves all belong to different schools and 
sometimes a corrector would add to the text (the text, 
mind you) somebody else’s comment on a text— which 
is somehow or other pounced upon by the hateful in
fidel, and very difficult to explain away by the learned 
Priest. What a pity infidels can’t be painlessly exter
minated !

The final result of the Old Latin text is given by 
Sir F. Kenyon in his entrancing Handbook to the 
Textual Criticism of the New Testament: “  It be
longs to and is a principal member of that class of 
authorities which is distinguished by the boldest and 
most striking departures from the received text 
(Textus Kcccptus).”

This, mark you, is the earliest version presented to 
us by the Roman Catholic Church, and you see how it 
differs from our text. So are we not in a jolly old 
muddle !

But what about the Vulgate— the Latin text in use 
in the Church to this day? Well, what about it? Is 
it God’s own Precious Word that cleansetli man from 
sin? It will be worth examining in our next study.

H . CtJTNER.

I love all thou lovest,
Spirit of Delight,

The fresh earth in new leaves drest 
And the starry night;

Autumn eveuing, and the morn
When the golden mists are born.—Shelley.

You promise heavens free from strife,
Pure truth, and perfect change of w ill;

Ilut sweet, sweet is this human life,
So sweet 1 fain would breathe it still.

William Cory.

Christian Apologetics in 
Extremis.

It is one of those obvious things that are often ° 'r,r 
looked that Freethought has made such progress 11 
oui time, that its enemies are increasingly incline' 
ea\e it alone, that is so far as responsible contre' 1 

sion is concerned. The babble of parsons »«***, 
nought. J he piety of an old scientist here 3 
t îere is of little, if any, account. Thé pfonot”'1. 
ments of bishops are, like the laughter of fools, 
crackling of thorns under a pot. Apologetics has >■ ‘ 
tiled behind the smoke screen of popular journa1® 
10m which it might be concluded that Freethinke 1 

instead of being as common, or more common, 1 
Christians, were as extinct as the dodo. 'These at

;t*allegations that admit of proof. Chr¡5'
If you take the main line of the assault on aS. 

ianity, which, in our opinion, consists of (*) ()jt \yj 
sault by science and discovery, and (2) the ossa 
organized Freethought and Rationalism, an< ,'jnlity 
inevitable result of the admitted tendency of r ê a(l- 
to decline in proportion as popular educat êfl 
vances, it is plain that no real answer has cve Jtl3y 
made at all by the apologists of religion. If s° ",jfe t® 
assume that it was not for the want of the ( )̂)(1
answer, but from the lack of rebutting evidence-^ ¡5 
if it is not so,where are the answers? And " 
the evidence ? j  jts

The Freethinker, which has just celebtfd®
Jubilee, and the National Secular Society,

albeit
rop11ilaf

bearing more than their share of the lot of UflP 
and fearless organizations, have poured forth 3  ̂
output of devastating criticism that is feared 1 aI)(l 
more than by those in high places in Fleet ktre 
elsewhere, who pretend it is too small or too ],? 
to notice. Did G. W. Foote ever meet his :;in,digtes* ,The answer is in the negative. (This is a 
but not quite an irrelevant one) we heard Foo 3 
debate at Caxton Hall with one Wauchauot-f 
doctor, of divinity and since unheard of 
department, but busy elsewhere under a Psel’< '

— - - -,iiiy *afiF
We remember F'oote’s superb retort to a siny (¡p1’ 
meat that God was no more responsible f°r e' j?0otc 
a rose gardener for the weeds in his garden- 
said, in unanswerable reply,

„ to ‘!llS' And so it come
Man plants the roses. God sends the weeds. [>inf\
this debate we saw Foote, ill as he was, train|>j)oC1>" 
down Victoria Street carrying his heavy bag 0 0vd 
and, just as he got to a corner, he was nearly . jib 
by a huge and luxurious motor-car, in 'v'* 
reverend opponent reposed among the cushion®  ̂tn 
an appearance of being used to i t ! And now 5 apl 
our argument. Take the R.P.A. publicat'0 ¿.,11 
popular reprints. From The Churches and . 
Thought (first published in 1906), to the last 0 ¡jp

they bee... ’— where, when, and by whom have 
1 Where is tl:

Even the journalistic apologists
swered? Where is the “  reply ”  that is still s9.afljty

ell'11'.,
ia®1

for C b ri^ -* .
have given up the ghost. Mr. James Douglas, 
least stalwart of them, admitted in his recent ° K  
of Arnold Bennett, that Christianity is “  
lief.”  And what has happened to Mr. G. K-  ̂ 0{ l1’’ 
ton? Since he took the logical step, for ° t l L ) 
ideas, of joining the Church of Rome (and, 
involved himself in the awkward dilemma _ ^i1'1 
to keep “  mum ”  on certain subjects unless f V̂ pfi1'1” 
get canonical “  lawful authority ”  and an ‘ 1 j,gelf 
atur ”  for his luculsations), he has been s ‘ ¿¡pd 
passive about religion. Ten years ago his t'J a1'1 
was submitted to a most searching examinatj ¡¡¡i1' 
this present writer, having written that book b 
doxy : The Bodley Head) will say no mote a
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exctPt that in all those ten years Mr.
not> to his knowledge, said one word m rei
«nous attempt to provoke him. eff0rt to

Only the other day there appearec . Christian 
rehabilitate even a minimum of belief jj

(The Revelation of Deity, hy Hr. I-
The

l'nier). Even lhe Conservative critic in the limes 
•l cr«ry Supplement, reviewing this hook, cannot 
e p *btll'g  an honest writer) pointing out that there 

‘ ^.^suppositions in his treatment of his theme ; 
t'hlcl'p in plain language, means that if you presup- 
i°Se ret̂  to be no colour at all, you can believe it <> 
p a::>’ colour you have a fancy for at the moment, 
r-Turner admits how shaky are the foundations of 

W the very fact of having to protest against the 
4-ea that they are nothing more than mere assump 
t,°ns". So anxious is be to preserve, if he can, some- 
'"'g like a reason for belief in Christ, that ie sug 

r Stf  ««t “  the concept of the divine potency of sub- 
has to be interpreted in relation to the psychical 

of the earthly Jesus.”  We do not agree with 
tn Imcs Literary Supplement reviewer that it is 
i Ulat omnia exeunt in mysterium, and that the re- 

hons between control and contingency m the lmtne- 
’ate and ultimate issues of redeeming activity can 

y baffle the presumption of reason.’ Cn the con 
ary> we believe that the mystcrium bogey lias been 

i S f * .  if not to death, at least into a condition in 
i.Uch the verbosity of Dr. Turner, and the less com
bated efforts of less learned, and we can well believe

eism.

Cheated'!ffVerbos’ ty b>r" T'u™er, and the less com

ity] '¡l°llS* corPse revivers will all be in vain. It may 
sup a.v? a i°ng way to go, but that the Christian 
asPla' °n 'S on tbe n,n> an  ̂ very sh°rt °f wind, is 

1 11 as the nose on our face and, we hope, plainer.

of man’s inhumanity to man, and in the end it was not 
the churches— not even the bishops and clergy, we re
gret to know— who brought about the reform, but the 
common people whose feelings were outraged by what 
was done. There was, of course, another reason why 
slavery so long prevailed—the sordid reason that it was 
profitable. Liverpool and Bristol, to mention only two 
English cities built up their prosperity mainly on the 
slave-trade. We know also what kept it so active in 
America. But the pity of the whole awful business was 
that it was so strongly bound up with religion itself, or, 
rather, with what religion was supposed to be.

Mr. Cohen’s volume is mainly historical, and there is 
no getting over the facts. He has put them together in 
his own forcible fashion, and he constructs from them a 
cogent argument. We have to bow our heads in shame 
as he recites the unrelieved and unredemmed horrors, and 
we can but hope that his narrative of a misguided policy 
and a false conception of man’s relationship to man will 
strengthen the resolve that such evils must never occur 
again. We cannot blame Mr. Cohen for his own conclu
sions as to the nature of a Christianity which could ever 
have associated itself, with the iniquitous traffic; from 
his point of view he is justified in making them; but tjie 
modern Christian would be the first to repudiate the 
false Christian ethic of the past which brought about 
the terrible delusion. Here we have, at all events, a 
very useful record of the danger of departing from the 
principles which were laid down in the Sermon on the 
Mount. Men have learnt, though only too late, that they 
must not only preach the blessedness of mercy and 
brotherhood, but must practise what they preach, other
wise their religion is brought into contempt.

From the "  Manchester City News.”

Ethics.

À i .an  H a n d s a c r e .

The Curse of Slavery.

We’re born in ignorance, but not in sin !
You still insist the Bible says we are, 

The Bible, your belief and faith therein, 
Are gems of ignorance piacular!

Ch
r,stianity, Slavery and Labour. 
Tendon ; The Pioneer Press.)

By Chapman Cohen. 
2s. 6d.

|nateu,A1>MAN Cohen, who is a 
Oig \  too easy a task in

Mr.
kin
T*11. .* ....... ... —.......— — — r, --- -
’nî o n lir’st t,le religious world which under an entire 
Mis tolerated slavery through many centuries.

born fighter, has unfor- 
framing a strong indict-

y of the whole case presents a curious as well as 
faction '''¡.‘" ‘"l problem in mental aberration. A large 
"'"aiir. r i.be community, otherwise not lacking in

ftasouii teiings, allowed itself by sheer perversion in 
r?.Ces Vv’  ̂ *-° conclude that the enslaving of the lower 
:‘M(. j as M<>t only justifiable but was almost a commend- 
>> ti;’7 ’.,that it was a divinely sanctioned institution, 
Script̂  11 was warranted by the highest sanctions of
S *  • U  " i f  accitnm fl flm f lif'nniKf' tllO l i lh le  EC-
Nr*,,. 'olesale slavery, history was to be accepted as a 
kV(.(1 ’ ^ d  the foremost leaders in the churches bc- 
he e}. ax they could be doing no wrong if they followed 

'P>e of the great ones in early days. Hence it 
'"’l \vl],"llt *;bat those who professed the deepest religion

the°tst off. " tterei1 the most pious sentiments were 
V ^ ^ d e r s ,  and even to the last the heads of the 
S l i t t J  ’T eed  the most powerful opposition to the
S ‘!i0n of the evil. When'once slavery as an institu-
U\v;isVas ‘Acknowledge ns right all the horrors for which
P'c rt][-I>onsiblc followed, and it is impossible to acquit 

H «>°us bodies of their share in the results.
°1 C‘nslay'S strangc to us in these days that this question 

cnieut should have been so utterly divorced from 
^ t i Sc„ Inoral considerations. Men who preached and 
'l,|rf(| I'nnianitarianism in other respects entirely ig- 

, le,r own most cherished principles when the 
'Aighl i,1' " black ivory ”  was concerned. The negro 
fcaljty a man and a brother according to theory, but in 
|‘,i;iit3 le was to be merely a beast of burden without 
T  iu ‘ Ul* subjected to any ill-usage and barbarity that 

So <T8 chose to inflict upon him.
Set one of the most appalling of all the stories

Our quondam friend we essayed to convince,
But failed to brush the cobwebs from his brain,

His adamantine mind has crumbled since,
Poor Jonah is at Menston now, insane.

If one could only get the information 
Why and wherefore the insane are insane,

The cause of his or her incarceration,
We should find religious teaching is the bane 1

But what about the children, would you not 
Allow attendance at the Sunday School?

Well now, you touch a very tender spot ;
But wherefore should the child be made a fool 1

By all means let the child some school attend;
But then it is your duty not to shirk 

Your own responsibility, my friend 1 
Don’t let the mind be crippled by the kirk.

Keep clear of creeds, adhere to things mundane,
Let children be acquainted with this planet I 

Nature, our task and tutor, both! explain
Just how the world evolves, not who began it.

A "  past ”  the universe has never known !
It always is, there’s no such thing as “ Tim e” !

Its changes, or creations, are its own!
Natural, though unconscious and sublime.

The principle intelligence is man’s;
Derived from functions sequent to his birth 1 

Experience alone, the mind expands,
There’s nothing supernatural on earth!

Indeed ! how wise ! but what about the soul ?
Man is a spiritual being! Just so;

.Self conscious, capable of self-control!
Read thou Sir Arthur Keith an thou wouldst know!,

B. L . B o w e r s .
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Correspondence.

To the E ditor of the “  F reethinker.”

THE LATE ALBERT IIEATH.
Sir ,— As a member of the .South London Branch, I 

should like to supplement your obituary notice concern
ing the late Mr. Albert Heath, for many years the Hon. 
Secretary and afterwards President of our Branch. He 
had, I think, a very great share in making our Branch 
one of the most active in London, cutting for ever new 
ground by holding meetings at varied places in Clapham, 
Brixton, Kennington and Camberwell. He organized 
every year a Bradlaugh demonstration addressed by lead
ing Freethinkers, and it is due to his efforts, that we had 
the privilege of hearing Bertrand Russell lecture for us. 
His ready recognition of the services of others, his own 
unassuming ways and his altogether sterling qualities 
won him many friends and his home was always a rally
ing place for local Freethinkers. We honour ourselves 
and our movement in honouring the memory of Albert 
Heath as an advocate of Freethought, as a fine man and a 
loyal friend. H.G.

Obituary.

Mr . Wai.i.acf, A i.i.an, J.P.
A yr and district is the poorer for the death of ex-Bailie 
Allan in his eighty-fourth year; a man of high character, 
intelligence, and principles; an austere yet magnani
mous man. Resembling in features G. B. Shaw, Mr. 
Allan had much of the Irishman’s wit, but the grain of 
the former always seeming the more abiding substance— 
and ever the severer exterior concealed the jewels of wit, 
wisdom, and philosophy within. He filled many public 
posts in his town and ccuntv, and ought to have been 
Provost—and, dear and simple soul he was, would like 
to have been—but his true “  large honours ”  lay in his 
labours for human welfare and enlightenment. For these 
things he strove to the end. In his last two years he 
failed rapidly, death was not unexpected, and while re
signed, was still fighting to the end. In the beginning, 
it should be remarked, the future watchmaker and 
jeweller, when he found himself at leisure to choose, felt 
an early call to public service, and was for sometime a 
Sunday school teacher; but presently found he had made 
a “ bad start ” in teaching as true what he later found to 
be the very opposite. In a succeeding life of reading, 
writing and speaking he made ample amends! In the 
last days he was able to abso.rb only the Editorial part of 
the Freethinker. From his home in Prestwick he rests 
now beside the river in Ayr's fine Cemetery— Pantheon 
enough Tor him. T may pass that way again, often, but 
Epicurus will not be in his Garden, but sadly and lov
ingly remember lying There!— A.M.

Miscellaneous Advertisements.

A CADEMY, Oxford Street (Opposite Warings). Unique 
Film Season. The Russian Epic 11 Tnrksib," and a 

Rene Clair Comedy, " The Crazy Ray.” Next week, “ The 
Passion of Joan of, Arc.”

W ANTED, the two complete volumes of the National 
Reformer for 1892. Please state price to W atts & 

Co., 5/6 Johnson’s Court, Fleet Street, London, E.C.4.

UNWANTED CHILDREN
In a Civilized Community there should be no 

U N W A N T ED  Children.

For an Illustrated Descriptive Li»i (68 page»)' of Birth Con
trol Requisite» and Booksf tend a 1 Jfd. »lamp to

J. R. HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantage, Berk*
(Established nearly Forty Years.)

SUNDAY L E C TU R E  NOTICES, & tc'

Lecture notices must reach 61 Farringdoti Stre > ^
E.C.4, by the first post on Tuesday, or they 
inserted.

LONDON.

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

Bandstand) : 3.1.5, Mr. R. H. Rosetti—A Lecture. êC. 
F insbury Park N.S.S.—11.15, Mr. R. H. Rosetti

ture- . gnorroW’
F ulham and Chelsea Branch N.S.S. (comer ° ot 7.30, 

Road, North End Road, Walham Green) : Wednes •. jus- 
Mr. Franks and Mr. F. Day. Saturday, at 7.3°,

entailkell and Mr. E. Bryant.
N orth L ondon Branch N.S.S 

8.0, Mr. L. Ebury

neat tl>«

Every Tuesday e'« jjc3i
Mr. L. Ebury will lecture outside Hamps*e eVeiiing 

Station, L.M.S., South End Road. Every Thursda) 
at 8.0, Mr. L. Ebury will lecture at Arlington 0 

N orth London Branch N.S.S. (Regent’s Vark 
Fountain) : 6.0, Mrs. E. Grout—A Lecture. claph3'1'

South L ondon Branch N.S.S. Stonhouse Street, („eat 
Road, 7.30—A Lecture. Wednesday, Station ‘ jverp>HI 
Brixton Station), 8.0, Mr. L. Ebury. Frida},
Street, Camberwell Gate, 8.0—A Lecture. Q0\\eic'

West H am Branch N.S.S. (outside Technical per
Romford Road, Stratford, E. 
ture.

) : 7-°> Mrs. E- Vent011'

West L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) j .pjaoj1 
A. Le Maine; 3.30, Messrs. C. E. Wood andB. 3.30, Messrs, u. is. woou a.

6.30, Messrs. A. H. Hyatt, A. D. McLaren an o'’j
Maine. Every Wednesday, at 7.30, Messrs. C. !»• ¡jo »|U 
C. Tuson; every Thursday, at 7.0, Messrs. E. 0 . ‘ jjcpar«j
J. . Darby; every Friday, at 7.30, Messrs. A. 1 ' 0pta',1L* 
and B. A. Le Maine. Current Freethinkers can ^  go111 
opposite the Park Gates, on the corner of Edg" 
during and after the meetings.

INDOOR. ,¡11«^
H igiioate Debating Society (Winchester Hotel, 1. 

Road, Highgate, N.) : Wednesday, June 24, at 7-dfi’
Grout—“ Lies Told to Children.” 11 pcfl

South P lace E thical Society (Conway Hall, p jjt. 
Square, W.C.i) : 11.0, C. Delisle Burns, ■>

Modern Civilization and the Arts.”

V

i &

COUNTRY. 
outdoor.

Brighton Branch N.S.S. (The Level)
Birmingham  Branch N.S.S.—Annual ? jflrs *■ (,

ments to visit Ludlow are being made, full Par l̂C |lUe, ' l

A
Outing-

3-3°

U8A ssociation O c ¡5. 1,

«I

local Secretary, T. G. Millington, 1 Mayfield Avc 
shore Road, Selly Park, Birmingham.

E ast L ancashire R ationalist 
Street, Burnley) : The Manchester Branch of the c” j,,ii ( 
tend to pay a visit to Townley Hall. Will friends P âiiF1 
to join the party meet outside the Hall at 3.0- 
in the grounds. f|

L iverpool (Merseyside) B ranch N.S.S.—'t’ u'j|i| 'I'i ĵ 
Queen’s Drive (opposite Baths), Messrs. Jackson 0)) :,|lj 
man; Monday, at Beaumont .Street, Messrs. J1U .'tpc 
Wollen; Tuesday, at Edge Hill Lamp, Messrs- 
Sherwin; Wednesday, at Waste Ground adjoining r,,i;r 
Library, Messrs. Little and Shortt; Thursday, at j fi'''j. 
High Park Street and Park Road, Messrs. Jackson 3  ̂ t̂1 
man. All at 7.30. Current Freethinkers on sale at
UlgS. jvfl, ,

N ewcastle Branch N.S.S.—A Lecture will l’e Kitfnl \( 
Town Moor (weather permitting), at 7.30. If . „ P:1‘ 
Bigg Market. Speaker J. T. Brighton. This hcl

0"

at

at g.o>
#

Sunday a good attendance is requested. „ jlr
IIorden—Near Miner’s Hall, Saturday, June 20,

J. T. Brighton.
N ewcastle—Bigg Market, Wednesday, June 24 

J. T. Brighton.
indoor. _

Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Godwin Cafe, Godwin ' 
Bradford) : A meeting will he held on Sunday evening ■

Birmingham Branch N.S.S. (Bristol Street Board M 
7.30, Mr. Whitehouse—“ Sir Arthur Keith’s Rect° 
dress.”
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By S.

Price 4s. 6d. Postage 6d. 
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P„! ,.lnS forms of Thought and Action.

TABoo 1SUed at 7s- 6d. Price 38. Postage 4d. 
GENETICS. By M. M. K night, I. L 
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With two plates illustrating the stowing of 
slaves on board a famous Liverpool slaver. 
The most exhaustive work on the subject in 
print. The book is thoroughly documented 
and the references are among its most use

ful features.
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j
i “ Freethinker” Endowment Trust !Ì
\ A Great Scheme for a Great Purpose |

The Freethinker Endowment Trust was registered on I 
the 2.5th of August, 1925, its object beiug_ to raise a * 
sutn of not less than ¿8,000, which, by investment, j 
would yield sufficient to cover the estimated annual l 
loss incurred in the maintenance of the Freethinker. 1 
The Trust is controlled and administered by five l 
Trustees, of which number the Editor of the Free- j 
thinker is one in virtue of his office. By the terms l 
of the Trust Deed the Trustees are prohibited from 1 
deriving anything from the Trust in the shape of l 
profit, emoluments, or payment, and in the event of ] 
the Freethinker at any time, in the opinion of the 1 
Trustees, rendering the Fund unnecessary, it may be 1 
brought to an end, and the capital sum handed over l 
to the National Secular Society. 1

The Trustees set themselves the task of raising a » 
minimum sum of ¿8,000. This was accomplished by 1 
the end of December, 1927. At the suggestion of 1 
some of the largest subscribers, it has since been re- j 
solved to increase the Trust to a round ¿ro.ooo, and I 
there is every hope of this being done within a reason- I 
ably short time. t

The Trust may be benefited by donations of cash, 1 
or shares already held, or by bequests. All contri- * 
butions will be acknowledged in the columns of this J 
journal, and may be sent to either the Editor, or to » 
the Secretary of the Trust, Mr. H. Jessop, Hollyshaw, j 
Whitkirk, Nr. Leeds. Any further information con- l 
cerning the Trust will he supplied on application. 1 

There is no need to say more about the Freethinker i  
itsc'f, than that its invaluable service to the Free- J 
thought Cause is recognized and acknowledged by nil. * 
It is the mouthpiece of militant Ereethotight in this 2 
country, and places its columns, without charge, at » 
the service of the Movement. 2

The address of the Freethinker Endowment Trust i, 
is 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4. I
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| Second Edition in Three Months.

i GOD AND THE UNIVERSE
B YC H A P M A N  C O H E NEDDINGTON, JEANS, HUXLEY & EINSTEIN

With a Reply by Professor Eddington 

and a Rejoinder by Mr. Cohen

Illsl  -— — — —  ....................
ij Mr. Chapman Cohen . . .  is a philosophical critic of brilliant intellectual fi®3’ jefltific j
i book God and the Universe is the best, and perhaps the only serious attempt to winnow the S e0i- ! 
j work of Eddington, Jeans, Huxley, and Einstein from its pseudo-philosophical accretions, aD_ ^ ce j 
* phasize the highly-important fact that the philosophical and religious speculations of men 01 1
[ are not necessarily more significant than those of Billingsgate fish-porters. Such criticism, c0 ,nit j  J 
I it does from the foremost Freethinker in the country, is particularly refreshing.— 1 he 
[ Referee.
! - vruipa^
j  Mr. Cohen puts forth in trenchant manner, views that will undoubtedly arouse both sy 1
\ and indignation, and consequently should form the nucleus of many a debating millieu.—  ̂'lC 
I Schoolmaster.
j 1 <cie»ce’f A  characteristically provocative examination of recent pronouncements on religion and »

i and a notable exchange of views between Professor Eddington and the author.— Manchester L
News.
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! ( Revised by both Disputants.
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