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In 07 "  ana TEg State.
C e for °.r ano^ ier tlie Question of the relations

 ̂y So qreli„; ‘ ‘ h>o long as some people sincerely believe■v /A»« 1 1 • . •
bAon and the State is always with ns. In-

«iic.
om,°llr;

non
age or so long as others find it convenient to 

a belief in it, religion must colour, and 
is 1,1’°s determine the line of social development. 

r*li8ion  ̂when we have reached the stage of treating 
''*S n U IS 110 consequence, a mere speculation, hav- 
coilc r IToaier influence on conduct than speculations 
N e  s lne the fiabitancy of Mars, that religion be- 
t'Qry j, Cot"pletely innocuous. And we are at present 

dr rei>ioved from that stage.
‘Vtr- eVe’Us of the past week have furnished two
hjti, all° ” "
'be

(It what has been said, and although they
'Ey directly with the Roman Catholic Church

% y ot,e Very much wider implications. And in so 
softer ^  (' ,rections Roman Catholicism serves as an 

h0] ‘ et* form of a prevalent social disease. What 
■ bat t]JU11 Church wants, every other Church wants. 
I'1 , nan Church says in plain language and

' ‘doable tones, every other Church says less 
y. and J1 a,1d with an apologetic air. It is by knowing 
’ Catholicism that we know Christianity as it'£1$"an 

> it
j"-® ab]eS )y ^tidying Roman Catholic claims that we 
]W,ii](]  ̂ 1°  realize what every other Christian sect 
A'isii! e’ f'he Protestant stands to Roman Catho- 
ill)‘ta]i'!ICll.as a certain type of Socialist does to the11: latter -vvhen .the ground of his objection is that 

ls Setting the giant’s share of the “  swag.”

1'h ,ÎIlnlQg Indictment.
' " o  events to which I  have referred are the 

^  1 ° f  Cardinal Bourne, on the proper relations of 
1 Catholics to political parties, and the recent 

k.Ui; ; f  sent from Rome to the Spanish Government 
 ̂ fonh certain claims of the Church. It will be

le two

recalled that following his attempts to stir up ill- 
feeling against the Republican Government, the Arch
bishop of Spain left the country. Later he returned, 
quietly and without notice, and was actually in the 
country for some days before the Government was 
aware of his presence. Then he was arrested, conveyed 
under guard to the frontier and turned out. It will be 
remembered that when Ferrer returned to Spain he 
was seized, and by the activities of the Church and 
Crown faced with trumped-up charges and shot. The 
Republican Government behaved in a more chivalrous, 
but less Christian manner.

But on June 3 the Archbishop sent from Rome a 
statement written (published in the Times for 
June 18) complaining of the action of the Government 
for having violated those “  sacred rights enjoyed from 
time immemorial by the Church in Spain.”  When we 
remember that this statement was written from Rome, 
we may take it that it was written with the full sanc
tion of the Vatican, and that it, therefore, represents 
the latest expression of opinion as to the place which 
the Papacy claims for the Roman Church in the 
modern State. The statement of these infringements 
of the rights of the Church is given under twelve 
heads, and to everyone but a Roman Catholic it will 
be found to furnish, not a justification of the protest, 
but an official indictment of the Church by tbe 
Church. I f the Spanish Government wished for a 
public justification of what it has done it surely has 
it in this document. And bearing in mind the 
tactics of Roman Catholics in this country, the docu
ment is well worth reading—and preserving.

*  *  *

An Insolent Demand.
The “ wrongs”  under which the Church in Spain is 

suffering, is set forth in the following twelve 
clauses : —

(1) Official announcement of a separation of 
Church and State, and the Secularization of ceme
teries in the near future.

(2) Prohibition of Governors of Provinces to ap
pear officially in any religious act.

(3) Prohibition to the Army to be represented as 
was customary at religious acts.

(4) Suppression of the four military orders of San
tiago, Calatrava, Montessa, and Alcantra.

(5) Denial of Civil rights to the National Catholic 
Agrarian Federation.

(6) Deprivation of the right of the Church to be 
represented on the Council of public instruction.

(7) Suppression of the military escort of honour 
during street processions of the Blessed Sacrament, 
traditional in Spain.

(8) Suppression of obligatory religious teaching in 
primary and other schools.

(9) Prohibition of crucifixes and religious emblem»
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in schools where any one pupil refuses religious in
struction.

(io) Liberty of cults which infringes fundamental 
laws under the Concordat.

(n) The regulations concerning artistic treasures 
which infringe the rights of the Church over its own 
property.

(12) Violation of the personal immunity of ecclesi
astics as expressly recognized in existing laws.

*  *  *

The Church Unmasked.
It must be admitted that the Spanish Revolution 

has placed the Church in an awkward position. To 
have acquiesced in the complete secularization of the 
State would have been to forego the historic Roman 
Catholic claim to dominate the secular powers. On 
the other hand the document, in view of the state of 
religious thought throughout the civilized world, 
might have been more craftily drawn. Doubtless the 
fact of Spain, the most illiterate, and therefore the 
most Christian of European countries, turning out 
such a “  faithful son of the Church ”  as Alfonso, and 
treating religious beliefs as practically outside the 
purview of the State, has disturbed the Papacy more 
than it cares to admit. With all the larger States in 
Europe showing a tendency to put the Church in its 
place, and with Mussolini announcing that he will 
permit no one to interfere with the State, and refusing 
the Church the right to dominate the schools, the 
Church might have well looked to Spain as the one 
bright spot in a religiously depressing world. Hence 
one of the most impertinent, one of the most mon
strous documents that the world has seen for some 
time. No one could have drawn up a more damning in
dictment of the Roman Church than the Roman 
Church has drawn up for itself in its statement of 
“  grievances.”

I want to emphasize the word “  grievances,”  be
cause the grievances are all claims. Consider items u, 
2, 3 and 7. The Church is demanding that the 
Roman Church, not a Church, but the Roman Church 
is to be established by the State, and that the State 
shall be officially represented at its ecclesiastical func
tions. It demands that the »State shall publicly pro
claim to the people that it is subordinate to the 
Church, or at least identified with it. It is not ask
ing that the Church shall receive protection during 
the performance of its ceremonies if such protection 
be required, but that the State shall take an official 
part iu them. The new Government simply says that 
in future the State shall have nothing to do with re
ligious ceremonies at all. That is a step in the right 
direction, and it is one that we hope our own Govern
ment will one day also take. It is ridiculous that at 
this time of day civilized Governments should be tak
ing an official part in a series of ceremonies that, 
however disguised, are morally and mentally no lietter 
than the ceremonial dances and incantations of a body 
of African Medicine-men.

*  *  *

Secularizing the State.
Item No. 4 has been forced on the Government by 

the activities of these “  military orders.”  No. 1 1  is 
no more than an assertion of the right to have a voice 
in the final management or disposition of the posses
sions held by the Church, but which are in fact mainly 
State property. When we are sufficiently civilized to 
disestablish—really disestablish—the Churches in this 
country, the State will properly demand a right to say 
something as to the destination and use of the wealth 
and possessions of the Established Church here. Num
bers 5 and 6 is a claim that no State with genuine 
religious equality could entertain for a moment. It is

true that the same kind of claim is 1113  ̂ put 
country and granted in an oblique rn?111̂ fjzejiS 
no religious body iu a State, where all ^ a$ko - - - ■ ’ «-ifit'lßd to1
held to be equal before the law, are en-• ‘ aus org

They sll(
that they shall be represented as religious* ild
tions on any public body whatsoever other 1
have all the rights and privileges that any 5#

We _ ,,gauization has—just that and no more
mitted in this country to the obstruction the

fo1 CWe,Ì

of ea"C3' 
O'

and T ‘‘2,id
tional progress just because we have 
policy of asking what the Churches jrngla"u 
desired, or what would satisfy them, h u t1 i# 5
we naturally cling to that sort of thing a" cr ^  pntf- 
of educated people have outgrown them-  ̂ jaiio 
to come England will probably be known is 
rich in these primitive survivals, just as ^  oi'1 
rich in primitive fauna and flora that have 0f U* 
elsewhere. But that should not hinder s°^ere 
appreciating the better plan followed else_" 0f tF 

Numbers 8, 10 and 12 are fine illustrat*0  ̂ j„ 3 
difficulty of even tolerating the Roman C 
modern civilized State. It demands that j g0uT 
what people want, children shall be taught • tin
Catholic religion in the schools. It denies tha«
there shall be complete liberty for sects ^  j0 tl'e
the Roman Catholic one to live or to tea 1 ecCieS'" 
State. More, and worse, it demands tha oF
astics shall be above the law. This is, oi r|,eIi 
of the medieval rights of the Church, "‘3  ;
church stood above and outside the law > ^ ine 
property was free from taxation. But it w’> 
a surprise to many to learn that this kind 0  ̂ ^

c<>a

c i t i f y  
ha®

consumate impudence to claim that it shall
isted in Spain, and that the Roman C huu^AUtin'1

to exist.

A Document to Remember.
I repeat I  do not know a more damning 111 

of the Church in recent years than this docUj  ̂ ,̂0ftW 
is the last word in religious insolence. ^  1,1 j
of, at latest, the sixteenth century and '' po>li:1!( 
have disgraced the tenth. It shows that | 'jj  ̂
Church does not abate a jot of its claims, :l'Tged *, 
threatens social liberty wherever it is Per. .. put ' 
exist. It claims not merely the right to 
prevent others, with whom it does not agree,
It asserts its right to be above all law whU- ' 
diets its own decrees or threatens its inters ¡1 
the speech of Cardinal Bourne there is lal "'"-il 
plain principle that in all cases men and W clt',f‘ 
put the interests and teachings of the Koina1' 0f 11 
before every other claim. In England it ta '^ ji ' 
rights of the parents in the schools. I ’1 ' tll3V 
demands that the teaching of religion, ami

c * , a 7

it demands that its priests shall be immu1,e 
ordinary law. _ .

Spanish reformers should welcome this ‘ y A 
It will help the people to realize what p 
threatened with and what they escaped from- J

jneans its religion, shall be compulsory iu tl'T. 
And as the Church claims to be above the ^

help to make the issue at the elections cleat- pu'

writing this just before the elections take l1 ‘ s p"‘ 
if tlie Spanish people recall the King—who 0f t‘
gised by the Archbishop as a “  faithful ,
Church,”  and re-establishes the Church 1°  ,
Church that has—even for the Christian  ̂ 5po'' 
black record of crime and cruelty—it will ha 
the world that it is not yet fit for freedom-

I will deal with Cardinal Bourne next wee <,
C o'*Chapman

= = = = = = = = = = = =  beaut>"
Though we travel the world over to .find tm ¡¡Oj'' 

we must carry it with us, or we find it not.—F 1
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The Humanism of H ardy.

,, r  T> \y. Nevinson." The secret of life is courage. • ĵme
" Tut thought and faith are mightier things

Can wrong, de sublimeMade splendid once with speech,
With song.”—Swinburne. _ . ,,

“ I  love life which is earthy, life as ̂ lt̂ 0ie pranee.

Memorial to Thomas Hardy, “ chester,
'itched cottage at Higher Bockhamp o > unveiled

" 'ere the famous novelist was orn, University, 
recently by Pro{. Lowes, of Harvard W  
b.S.A.. Tf

A

granitg 7*° Ineinor'al which took the form of a 
Jnirers C',Un'n, was the gift of some American ad

it was fitting that the memorial should have 
of Egdon Heath, for here was, in

Us basp . was htti 
a 111 the soil

Setlse, the
¡Sts

roots
n0Ver 7 luc centre of Hardy’s work. Few other 

ls s have been so profoundly conscious of the
and cj„ 0  ̂ England, deep in its prehistoric, Roman

The 1 Past'
a,ri0"g t,reCise l^ace Hardy will ultimately occupy 
Pate ,le Olympians we cannot venture to antici- 
Rainfc(] JU(%ment of time by deciding, but that he has 
given ns astlnS success, the magnificent works he has 
h°ni l)ear very sufficient testimony. B'rom Far 
aSpl * 1 Adding Crowd to Jude the Obscure—what 
HathSh 1 ranKe ° f  novels. The characters, too, from 
1'hfc a 1°  Sue Bridehead seem taken from real life. 
y°Hng.yr° lne ° f  Two on a Tower, who wooes a lover 
l(al k. !an herself, is frequent in these novels as in 
lating/^Ence. She is almost ignored by the circu- 

wliose many books proclaim 
'11 H j Ustry rather than their ability, 
they ; ; ; y s pages are not invariably charming, but 
S ict feminine, and their moods and whims are 
“ the *( )y a master-hand. In his knowledge of 
sliah,7 ° ncrete Unknowable,”  he was as wide as] «espearg;. as modern as Meredith. Hardy was no 
a,t„;Sl * *’Ccessful with his male characters; witness 

Oak in Far from the Madding Crowd, Dr.
V br'el 
"it;
1he' ^ rsi 'n The Wpodlanders; Michael Ilenchard in 
'he Casterbridge, Angel Clare in Tess, or

V |< « » n a te  hero in Jude the Obscure.
We knew Hardy’s novels without knowing the 

»joijj. Hasantry the type seemed exaggerated, but a 
% „.t 111the West Country redeems them from eari-

;o 
ia

'V°rkip7  delightful, ironic humour. Not one of his

7  t h ; - j 7 :r .Hardy wrote of these sons and daughters 
•'Iore t|S°d without sentiment and without patronage, 
'he lnosau,that, Hardy sowed broadcast over his work

°r S]y T'class folk but has a native pleasantry, jovial

is J * * 1*  Hardy has been dubbed pessimist, there 
,lc'P of comedy in his works. The Hand of 

"ifcat en“ ‘la is as full of comedy as an egg1 is full of 
he Laodicean contains a far-fetched idea

0111 with earnestness, and in the true spirit of 
’■is Sl ‘ Ear  from the Madding Crowd is Hardy in 

mood. From the opening description of 
4 is . u ak’s smile to the ringing down of the curtain 
"ate ]J°y to all who possess taste enough to discrimi

Ŵ
0

iste | j «
ĥnrs,7et'Veen a Molie resque humour and a Charlie 

■v, siapstiek farce.
i - <  m°dern writer cared less for melodramatic
ilie ,r .ai'd fhe happy ending. Nemesis, indeed, dogs
<tagcdi ty El his novels, as in the immortal Greek 
<b"g tfS fEese characters fulfil their doom, they 
"vopL !e innocent to misery with them, as actual 
lk(ie 1,1 real life. In The Woodlanders, Less, and 
to0w le Obscure, tragedies ‘ ‘ too deep for tears ”  
% „  out of apparently, trivial causes, true to the 
f'ojpj1 ' ° i  mundane things. L ife ’s Little Ironies, a 

L‘ ° f  short stories, more perfect than anything

by the Russian writers, is full of the same acute obser
vation of humanity.

„Ordinary life attracted Hardy. His favourite heroes 
were farmers, artisans, labourers, and middle-class 
characters. From these externally prosaic existences, 
Hardy shows us the eternal comedy and tragedy of 
life. There is the failure of will, the calculations of 
egoism, pride, coquetry, passion, hatred, love, aur 
own foibles, our own littleness, and our own errors.

Where in all contemporary literature is there nobler 
work than the poignant scenes in Tess, or that other 
showing the dying Jude and the choristers; or, yet 
again, the quiet figure of the bereaved girl in the 
closing scene of The ]Voodlanders, as wonderful, in 
its way, as Millet’s picture of “  The Angelas.”  In 
these is struck the consummate tragic note as in the 
pages of Aeschylus and our- own Shakespeare. They 
wring the heart as keenly as actual, individual experi
ence. For they are life sublimed by passing through 
a powerful imagination and a forceful personality.

The attentive reader cannot fail to notice the essen
tial Secularism embedded in these admirable novels 
and stories. Even in the earlier books, amid their 
picturesque colour, their delightful atmosphere, their 
delicious pastorial scents and sounds, we find a frank 
Paganism. As the author advanced in reputation and 
grew in intellectual power, the note deepens, until in 
Tess, it merges into a cry of defiance, and, finally in 
Jude the Obscure, a great sob of pain. Tess is a master
piece among masterpieces. It is a noble and signifi
cant work, worthy of a great English novelist. It is 
an arraignment of “ Providence,”  and as we read, we 
recall the scathing words of the blinded Gloster in the 
greatest of all tragedies : —

“  As flies to wanton boys are we to the gods,
They kill us for their sport.”

Hardy’s rare genius was expressed in verse as well 
as prose. To open The Dynasts is to be confronted 
with a book of great dramatic power, and full of 
the pure stuff of poetry. Another volume of verse 
Satires of Circumstance, shows this great artist’s 
keen vision and understanding. Take, for example, 
that fine imaginative poem, God's Funeral. The author 
pictures a slow procession moving across a plain at 
twilight, and bearing a strange form. He listens to the 
lament of the mourners for the being they have them
selves created, and whom they cannot any longer keep 
alive. It is a daring piece of work, comparable to 
Heine’s vision of a dying deity having the last sacra
ments administered to him, albeit there is none of the 
irony of the Voltaire of Germany.

Contemporary literature is so sugary, so romantic, 
that to refer to the virile writings of a master-crafts
man brings a sense of largeness. It is like emerging 
from a crowded stuffy room to view the wide horizons 
of the West Country, where men and women know 
little of night-clubs, but know how to live and die 
with dignity. Not to know and to exult in Hardy’s 
finest work is to be dead to the highest in literature, 
and ignorant of the great effects of English speech. 
Thomas Hardy enlarged our ideas of life and the 
world, and, by so doing, added a wondrous chamber 
to the house beautiful of art.

M im n er m u s.

What is Love? ’tis not hereafter;
Present mirth hath present laughter;
What’s to come is still unsure.—Shakespeare.

We are children of splendour and flame,
Of shuddering, also, and tears;
Magnificent out of the dust we came,
And abject from the spheres.

William Watson.
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The Teleologie V iew  of Existence

Inasmuch as the contention is that Materialism should 
interest itself in metaphysics primarily with a view to 
replacing anti-Materialistic theories, it behoves us to 
keep in mind what these theories are, and the way in 
which they treat the metaphysical problem. When 
we have visualized some of these false (unworkable) 
hypotheses, we shall better perceive how to oppose 
them with true ones.

To that end I have committed the unpardonable 
sin of chopping up contemporary philosophy into 
several definite compartments, and though there may 
be personal differences within them, they do not ap
pear to warrant the introduction of another class. 
Their treatment will not pretend to be comprehensive; 
it is merely intended to sketch the respective attitudes 
towards the problem of the nature of existence, i.e., 
the question of the number and quality of principles 
(substances; self-existents) at work, their attributes 
and the relations between them.

It is interesting to consider first the transcendental 
ideologic view .because here we see that the accept
ance of Determinism has not resulted in a Material
istic philosophy.

The leading idea is purpose by external decree. 
Determinism is endorsed, and then interpreted to run 
coeval with the purpose of an outside management. 
Final cause operates, and there is a “  why ”  to every
thing. All that happens is in accordance with the 
intentions of some transcendental factor. The 
“  pyramid ”  of sciences is accepted, but instead of 
being placed on its base is suspended from above. 
The “  lower ”  is explained by the “  higher,”  the 
simple.by the complex. Evolution is the work of an 
Evolver.

The theory goes back to Aristotle (“  all things move 
to their predestined end ” ), and was a leading feature 
of the philosophy of Eotze, who held that mechanism 
was true, yet required to be interpreted in terms of 
teleology; and of Ralph Cudworth (Hobbes’ critic), 
who spoke of “  plastic nature unconsciously evolving 
certain ends according to the Divine W ill.”  Toland, 
about the same period, voiced a similar view. And 
Prof. Momerie, in his Belief in God, says purpose is 
as regular as law. Science, evolution, determinism, 
explain nothing. They are merely a summary of the 
facts to be explained. Science, we are told, is only a 
copy of an intellectual system that was in existence 
long before man.

To-day’s representatives are Profs. Sorley, Seth, 
Pringle-Patterson, R. A . Millikan, J. Arthur Thom
son, and Dean Inge. Science, says Thomson, only 
answers how? It cannot answer why? Needham’s 
recent The Sceptical Biologist advocates the same 
view. As Sir O. Eodge says, “  There is a far-off 
Divine Event to which all things are working.”  The 
latest is Millikan, who says God works according to 
law, and admits no caprice into his Determinism.

To sum up, according to the view of existence here 
under consideration substance is intelligently con
trolled by an external Agent who works through law.

The upshot is that Determinism apparently does not 
exhaust Materialism, one reason why I shall later 
contend that Materialism should not be restricted to 
Determinism.

*  *  *

There is no need to spend much time disposing of 
what is really only an elaboration of the argument 
from Design. We no longer think it marvellous that 
the Thames flows so conveniently near a large city, 
or like the curate, that we should thank God for seiul-

ing death at the end of life instead of in the mi'ideile-the
or that trees should grow with their roots in
ground and their branches in the air. ^

In the first place, what Bacon said of final causes'
well known; like vestal virgins, they bear no ir ^
fhe argument will always proceed from iitIie5Sn<e•' purpoSC

truly puI;

'iulccu iirpÔ
design, whatever the result. And to ascribe P  ̂
to a process merely because it resembles a t r u 0fable 

I

is to ascribe design where the result does ■ ^

surely unjustified and in^Paposive process is 
demonstration. How much more unjv

tliei’i 
ol re'

semble the intelligent fulfilment of an idea.WIV. — - a poo11
Teleologist, be it noticed, will always can ;Vi,ei 
Plan (relatively to man) and will hum and ^  
confronted with the facts of Dystelcology 
germs, useless organs, disease, crime, etc.)- 
tell you we must not judge God by human s a ^  tj,e 
and in that case his whole argument j0gy 
ground, for he is arguing from the very an ,, ¡¡j 
human ends. And again, there are no ‘ c! 
nature; there are only results. In terms of * ^  ¡¡p 
known type of existent, mind, history liatur‘,nt lib' 
pears as a general upward gradient. But reC aId 
tory is only an infinitesimal part of existen
there is dissolution as well as evolution, 
to nations, species and individuals , CO*1fit-• (;u*'

The central misconception appears to lie m ‘ j,e- 
sion over the word “  law,”  the confusion )C (lit 
tween “ c iv i l”  and “ natural”  law. ^ rlQ,fiydlC 
first is prescriptive, the second descriptive, 
first implies a lawgiver. 0f &

From a more practical standpoint the afC
transcendent purpose is quite unworkable. t|iriri 
all made tools in the hand of God, liable to a tbe 
hither and thither regardless of our will- i  „ jif  
Mighty Potter, we are mere clay. There is flU c,,]l i( 
view to which all things are tending. ® ? ? Cet|cell' 
Teleology; some call it Fatalism. What cliffer 
man is there between being blindly pushed ° n 
less of what he does, and being drawn as by a ?

itrol ■to omnipotent ends likewise beyond his cpni ' P1
Is nature, then, devoid of purpose? ^ ° JoriTiŜ

0f«(pose ”  is a term engaged to describe certain 
behaviour involving prospective reference, a n d i^

laturf-
It

as it exists in animated beings it exists in naia‘ .flgb 
is a relative term, and to make it cover ever) 
to render it meaningless. Transcendent . ¡̂lh 
knocks the word “  purposeless ”  out of the djC
just as Fatalism dispenses with' “  purpose.
cause, or purpose, is a characteristic of saV “  
haviour known as writing a letter, but is A111 jjff, 
plicable where the wind blows a stone from a ^p 

By far the more popular form of teleology
later-

. tllCpose by interference or inoculation, and it IS “  
actionist view with which it is hoped to deal

G. IE  ^
• ......-.............  ■ =  ^ jirj

The first time I read an excellent book it is t0 1 ;l p"1’ 
as if I had gained a new friend; when I read 1,1
1 have perused before, it resembles the meeting’ 
old one.—Oliver Goldsmith.

vit"

do 1
Books are not absolutely dead things, but . - ' .¡0i’ 

serve as in a vial the purest efficacy and extr 
that living intellect that bred them.—Milton.

----- , pi
. , a"1' pThe only thing of consequence is what wc cio • js 

man, woman, or child, the first point of cducat 
make them do their best.—Ruskin.

If thou seest a man of understanding, get thee
■til'1be'

unto him, and let thy foot wear the steps of his d°, ,,
Ecclesiastic!!*> v

6.
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Reforming Anachronism.

^V rp, js !
c°nstitution tl ni° re anomaly in the British

vve nave n ^ 1MJ‘al,ul's—  ltici. mat j legislators.5̂ (1 Bishops of the Church of Engla - particular
5 ®. 'dismissal of representatives ot in“  It
. nistian sect from Parliament 1S 01 • mocratic has 
ls amazing that a nation professet. y <- <̂g recent
Permitted them to remain so long- „ „ mi n g  pro- 
enunciation of the House of Lords ° o certainiy 

Missive measures the Prime M in iste r  . , to  ein-
«jathing, but he would have been rvd M o{ the 
Phasize as part of his indictment t ie ■ oj many,
 ̂erics of one religious denomination nations

i avinR a share in making and shaping majority
a'v.s- Bast history shows that ui 1C . r reaction 
0 '̂ stances the Bishops have been so . ^e exten- 
?ml retrogression; that they have opp • reasonable
S  of freedom and have t h w a r t e d  tlie 
asPirations of reformers time and agai About «*- *

ln the fact that we have Archbishops !

U0«t the beginning of the present century the^Praetio
d'e Sul. es and misdemeanours of the Lords were 
lord X ™  'Bscussion iu the First Chamber, and 
Hal 
Ch

Ih , Uhcnssi°n in tne First wnamoer, ana 
and^î '̂ecB then made a suggestion of an origi-

cnristi novel kind. He proposed that every 
^Burch in the land as well as the Church of 

Hoik- ' sB°uld have accredited representatives in the
'I'h - °  ^ orBs-

was treated more as a joke than any- 
anB the brilliant Liberal cartoonist, Siru i m i a i i b  L t b u  c i i  u u t u u u n t ,  v_>n

t]le , , U rruthers Gould drew an amusing picture 
SUre in \t ' V‘ BLigh Price Hughes (a prominentfii

dreSs 11 Nonconformist circles) in full ecclesiastical 
side }awn sleeves walking into the House along-

üSlrs
the A coves warning into rne mouse aio 
P Archbishop oi Canterbury. In fine, L ord

et'jj* pr°posal was dissolved in general merriment. 
WterS« 'vas a measure of logic on its side. If one
of

'UlOü
the Sect is to have a share in making the laws

[°Urse. j°Untry, why not other sects? Probably, of 
|̂ Ve ’]le 0ld llugh ’s scheme, if given effect to, would 
,!< p s ?essitated a reduction in the number of
tio:rial1'5 ln the House of Lords to allow of propor- 
Mcth ^Presentation of the various branches of 
he p lsm» of the Baptists, the Congregationalisms, 

Chrl -  byterians. tho TWnrinns the Hunkers. theristian o • ~ f  w------ -— , .—  ^ ----- - - - j —
Z*nus d en tists, the Plymouth Brethren ct hoc

l j t ° m«C.
6n'Uiiro S’ Chadband, in a spirit of love seek to 

tl)js " bat causes may exist for the perpetuation 
*lf>U jn rcandalous anachronism of priestly partieipa-

terians, the Lhiitarians, the Quakers, the

,lational legislation. Perhaps it is that ardent 
in p r®.ists among us regard the presence of Bishops 
the t]r la>nent as a sort of protection or bulwark for 
% ! ° ? e .  Personally I regard this as rubbish; but 
Of the ,,is often the foundation of the views of many 
With feithful.”  Monarchism here is not identified 
Oau Personal power; and it is established here be- 
0eCl of the good sense of the present and former 
Hie 1, ts ° f  the Throne. “  Divine right ”  went by 
Oot,st'?arB in the seventeenth century. The limited 
Mw.1 ” B°nal system of monarchy which we now haveLS uc 1—

ori:
a,lv 0t]'ls Belter than any absolute system  ever served

the
i n ahvi

s>s country; and, because we know that in any
"‘'1st Unmistakable demand of a united people 
1 t!le rî ays he conceded, it has become firmly rooted

tall ^.’'Bdst of our institutions. The people who still 
n Parles I. a martyr one would suppose cannot he1 O —f V°ry ]n

r^e section of the community; but one must 
, ¡on ,°r that the most mystical religionists in the 

T'ht •> cBurch retain a rooted belief in the ‘ ‘divine 
„ .tk tn ” ' ® ” » .
. 'in ^ ‘ Ham members of religious communities other 
B !(„ 1 Bluireh of England, once convinced that it 

Sl )le for themselves to secure clerical repre-

**at

sentation in Parliament, are unwilling to disturb the 
status quo which at any rate secures some religious 
representation in Parliament, even if it be of only one 
sect. The Nonconformist wirepullers are very astute 
gentlemen who realize that a half of or even a third of 
a loaf is better than no bread! And they hope the 
time is approaching when by greater incorporating 
unions of ecclesiastical bodies, the argument for pro
portional representation in Parliament of all Churches 
will gradually lose its force. I f they can establish 
one great Christian Church for the whole country, the 
argument will have no force at all.

From the point of view of the detached citizen, the 
continuance of Episcopal representation in the House 
of Lords spells reaction and retrogression; and it con
tains the dangerous germ of despotic revival. Priests 
have ever been the oiliest, cleverest and most insinu
ating of courtezans. They have never been the 
leaders of a campaign against tyranny. As Carlyle 
says in the French Revolution : “  Our Church stands 
haltered, dumb, like a dumb ox; lowing only for 
provender (of tithes); content if it can have that; or 
with dumb stupor expecting its further doom.”  And 
later on : “  The clergy have means and material; 
means, of number, organization, social weight; a 
material at lowest of public ignorance known to be 
the mother of devotion . . . Enough, the clergy has 
strength, the clergy has craft and indignation. It is 
a most fatal business this of the clergy. A  weltering 
hydra-coil, which the national assembly has stirred up 
about its ears; hissing, stinging; which cannot be ap
peased, alive; which cannot be trampled dead !”

Does the arrogant spirit of clericalism die with the 
passage of the ages? Not it ! Expressed or only 
implied the claim of the clerics is that they are super- 
naturally endowed and empowered to direct the lives 
and actions of others. Every other occupation of 
human beings sinks into subordination, subjection 
and insignificance to the priesthood, and must come 
into line with the behests of these preposterous self- 
styled godmen or men of God, everyone of whom is 
a pope at heart. Every pastor of every little Bethel 
in the land apes the posturings of his brethren, who 
represent the Government religion. Is it not true to 
say that clerical legislators constitute a deforming— 
ay, a blinding and obstructionist anachronism ?

I gnotus.

TH E INTENT OF AN AUTHOR.
Does it matter whether-one knows what was the in

tent of the author? In the majority of cases, no . . .
In some cases, however, knowledge of the author’s in

tent furnishes the key to the work. For example, Swift’s 
Guillivcr’s Travels cannot be properly understood by 
anyone who fails to realize that Swift’s intent was to 
satirize the follies of mankind. By the majority of 
people it is read (in part, only, as a rule) simply as a 
feat of imagination, an interesting sort of romance. 
These miss its essential value as a scathing indictment of 
the littleness, the hypocrises, the crass egotism of man. 
It is a contribution to philosophy, a brilliant attack upon 
the anthropocentric view of the universe.

But can one really know the intent of tlic author? 
Not as a whole. Intent is not a single element of con
sciousness, but a complex of elements in a state of flux 
. . . The intent may change as the book grows. Cer
vantes began Don Quixote as a satire against the absurd 
notions of chivalry that had crept into the works of his 
predecessors and contemporaries, but it is fpiite likely 
that after a while the story itself “ got hold of him,” 
and the desire for artistic completeness replaced the first 
impulse of satire . . .

In view of the intense difficulty of knowing properly 
what was an author’s intent, it is a great pity that so 
many critics profess profound knowledge upon it. For 
the main part what they do is to read their own ideas 
into the author . . .

E. IT. Grout (in ‘ ‘ Pitman's Journal” ).

L
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Mud F lats and The Mud Thrower

Mr. Bradlaugh’s Services to the Clydeside.

I am  one of those so-called Clydesiders. There is 
nothing to be ashamed of in that statement. It is not 
a confession of moral turpitude. Glasgow is no worse 
than some places, and is really better than most. 
There are the Irish, of course, both sorts, and some 
Jews. But there is also a number of Scotch!

Many Freethinkers seem to think that the stuff 
published in the newspapers about Freethinkers and 
Freethought is unworthy of notice. Pr-aps, pr-aps 
not. There are limits to what should be tolerated. 
Mud-slinging should be made a “  dangerous trade,”  
and not allowed to become a sinecure job.

Each of Glasgow’s evening papers publishes an 
afternoon supplement on Saturdays. Nice tit-bitty 
stuff. What the new minister’s wife—I mean, of 
course, the wife of the new minister—said when she 
reviewed the Girl Guides, and that sort of stuff. All 
true too, true as gospel, as Mr. Foote would have 
said.

In a recent issue of the Evening News Supplement 
there appeared an article entitled the “  Clyde Mud 
Flats.”  To anyone with a knowledge of the flats, the 
subject is not very alluring. I  have odorous mem
ories of them. On a hot day . . . ! Yet the title 
attracted me and I read the article. And I am glad I 
did so.

The author, Mr. George Eyre-Todd, is described in 
Who’ s Who as Fellow of the Society of Antiquaries of 
Scotland, late lecturer on Scottish History in Glasgow 
Athenaeum. The list of works written or edited by 
him contains about forty titles. He is a Conserva
tive and a member of the Church of Scotland. He is 
a J.P . So often have the newspapers said that Mr. 
Eyre-Todd is an authority on Glasgow’s History, that 
many people who should know better take it in. Those 
people never ask, what is an authority? If a man is 
an authority on motor-cars, why take his opinion as 
of equal worth on say, a question of Geology ? I have 
taken our author and tested half a dozen statements 
of his. In every instance lie is wrong and we are only 
dealing here with matters of fact. For instance, Gol- 
bourne (an eighteenth century engineer) made certain 
recommendations regarding deepening the River.
“  The result,”  says our author, “  was doubtful and 
tin  scheme was abandoned.”  Answer—The scheme 
was not abandoned, it was very successful, and part of 
the work is still—150 years after—in existence. The 
dredgings were carried on in open floats and emptied 
off the mouth of Loch Long. So says Mr. Eyre-Todd. 
Answer—The dredgings were not carried to the 
mouth of Loch Long on floats (or punts) and were 
never at any time dumped off the mouth of the Loch. 
But I  will return to this later. After some details of 
a dispute between Lord Blantyre and the Clyde Trus
tees, Mr. Eyre-Todd goes on to say that the practice 
of dumping was abandoned in “  a curious and amus
ing w ay.”  A certain shipowner, now dead, disap
pointed at his failure to get elected a Clyde Trustee, 
threatened to make his exclusion a costly business for 
the Clyde Trust. Let me continue the story in the 
author’s own words.

‘ ‘ At  that time the late Charles Bradlaugh, M .P., 
was accustomed to spend part of the summer at Portin- 
caple, the little rustic watering-place on the shore of 
Loch Long, opposite the mouth of Loch Goil. His 
favourite recreation was deep-sea fishing in the off
shore waters, and he complained, and the folk of the 
hamlet joined in the complaint, that the deposit of the 
dredgings in that neighbourhood not only spoiled the 
sport of the visitors and business of the fishermen, but

28, 193*

destroyed the amenities of the coast by .câ ectjvdy 
filth on the sea-beach. So persistently and e ^  
was the grievance urged, that the Clyde 1 .
compelled to alter the entire system of disp°sa ^ere 
dredgings.”  Then he says that the square P11“ ^ t0. 
scrapped. They were not. I  saw some ot 
day. They were, he says, replaced by stcan rS 
hopper barges. They were not. The steam 1 jn

old at the tin*
off thea coa»’

were, most of them twenty years 
question. They carry the material to w* ' an 
of Arran.”  They do n o t! Three assertions {|ie 
wrong. The fact is that there was grufflblin£^ug|j 
action of the Clyde Trust years before Mr. 1 r‘ ." y£t 
appeared on the scene. The Trust took no no ^ oJ1. 
events proved that it only needed a force’» ^  3
ality such as he possessed to carry the agua „ed

not cmsuccessful ending, 
in deep water off 
story-teller says.

The dredgings were 
the mouth of Loch Long as ot,r

jl ”
They were carried up the

miles further up, this refuse was 
sewage and chemical works refuse,

mile up, and from there to a point two and 0lE
dumped. 0f
to the cN e(l in

ten thousand tons a week, year after year, _ of 
the heart of one of the most wonderful sc ^ v£
mountain, land and water in all Scotland. 1

good case;often shown that Mr. Bradlaugh had a 
have shown that on matters of fact Mr.

If he makes a perso

p.T'o’Eyre 
nal iilV'

:ld
cs”' 
s tois not to be trusted. m aun <» - l5

gation and finds the ‘gossips’ by whom he sC »¡0irr 
swear, wrong, will he withdraw the insm11̂  tjlC 
“  According to the gossip of the time . . ■” °r 
way to write History. Mr Bradlaugh’s action n̂ ])0f. 
may not have been a costly thing for the Clyde 
ities, I do not know. I  do know that Mr. Fra ‘ ^  
improved the amenities of the shores of the I ’ ’ jjlce 
river, and Mr. Eyre-Todd, as,a good Clyde-*11 
myself, ought to make full expression of his  ̂Jo 
for that improvement. I  have already done so ‘ ,e?
it again. Will Mr. Eyre-Todd better the eXl

atrip*

AuTOlACÜ '

Acid Drops.

i tv*
One of the avowed, but not of course the rea > ^

for the settlement of the Jews in Palestine was to i 
them from the persecution of bigoted Christians- e t 
quite certain that Jews, so long as they remain  ̂ £,-c 
their religion will be as ready to persecute • je-u 
Christians were. From the Jewish Chronicle 've 
that there was some rioting in Palestine ow to o«eLu.ii, mcic was some rioting in raiesune owing . |i"
of Jews trying to prevent another lot from pla.V»!8 ̂  .i;l, 
ball on the Sabbath. Really religious people i'evCe 
toleration from experiencing persecution, th e y 3, 
the more anxious to prove that they can be as 
as their persecutors.

----- jrfn
Things are getting “  wuss and wusser ”  between rt„‘ 

solini and the Pope. On June 20 the Pope made a j ei 
complaint of the treatment of some of the Cathohc

tha’by the Racists. He said : —
It is not in Mexico and Bolshevik Russia alone orChurch is being persecuted. __ ___ ___  ,

negotiations looking to a possibility of peace is 
...................  -- - - - • ■ Yet'?

e»
So far from PeacC. » git' 

tn pa
tion that nine thousand units of the Fascist -
been called out to keep watch over the youthful 11 r . - .... rli

icUii’1
the

iute
UV.U UUl, IVJ rv.v_l.-p/ V v Cl LC1 I UVCt t i l t :  V U U U " '

of the Catholic Action Party in order to prevent 
ing even in silence. Bishops report a hateful 
tion of watching and spying and of continual t’ir 
turbing the life of the community. ,<g

Complaints from the Roman Church must ‘»vv')-lp 
carefully scrutinized. What the Papacy uiidersfi" v 
persecution is very often the deprivation of the 
to persecute, or when other sects arc given eqlia 
In this instance it is plain that Mussolini does >10’. ir 1 
to give the Catholic Church a free hand in tra’11\l)J£c 
young, and will not tolerate the Church’s iutcrfc'1 , 
.State matters. At the time when the papers " c
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an,) ; i " V 1,e Scaling of tlic breach between the Papacy 
the c Ualiau State. we pointed out that there were all 
have h ts Present of a very early rupture, and events 

orile 0l't what we then said.
A11 ai

SiiiKlay S' T L lnnabltant of Kent boasts or having been a 
the theutŝ  °i°̂  *"cacber f°r fifty years. When we think of 
Pteiente,)3  ̂ s y °unR intelligences which he has thus 
still lifc |r ro,n acquiring a civilized view of the world 
Sire liiin C” erally ’ we can onty exc' a'm : “  G°d may for-
J,|il he ;vmebCann°t-”  on,y  Pope the Bible is true
Slngincr‘S hy■ nils of

rewarded with the eternal boredom of

'Wi‘ing i:
praise around the Throne of Grace.

*bc Methodist Recorder on the Sunday En
tire Rev. Dr. E . J. B. Kirtlan

"tainniej!»
says ts question 

As
lartido,! C bas lived ten years in the East End of 
and oni'ii'11"  *las con,e into close contact with the lives 
abso,ul ’U,ns. tbe People, I desire to identify myself 
fattine ' 'vkb Mr. Tiplady in the great fight he is 
call ourU*i aRalnst cant and hypocrisy in many of us who 
tve of thSe ves Christians. There is no doubt whatever 
anJoiie e ni°dern Churches are right up against it. Let 
?ay after''°„d° U!>ts it come into Victoria Park on a Sun- 
lie wiiffi10011 when we are trying to preach the Gospel. 
Gospej ’ 1 ,d l-Fait it is almost impossible to preach “  theHCI ”_AS ....  ” -- i' - X -
still have 106 PeoPle won’t have it at any price. They 
Person „r aotne respect (some of them) for the name anil
abi

s°n ,sapeet (some 01 mein) ior me name
oadiijjte _SUS Christ, but they absolutely repudiate and

distl«“““  °rganized Churches, parsons, etc. Let the 
\V..)(n''ulsllf'd members of the Temperance and Sixiia 
tori. DePartment of our Church come down to Vic- 
" rj ? ark any Sunday afternoon and talk about the 
«a,«051“8 of cinemas ”  or “  the censoring of films in the 
)iv”e decency,”  and they will get the shock of their 
p, '■  .^ey will find that the crowd to-day is very much 
" - e, "'d'gnant at the “  indecency ”  of people who
ic rack-rent ”  ----- ------  ----------- 1 ~■rent1

ecency ’’Udecp« ' ,, e poor than they are about the so-called
of the films.

■ ‘eadin r f -----
j'dc of yj1 01 more attention to the secular amusement 
5ve a SOl.Cj, ’ '"U'chcs, a religious writer says: “ People 

^Peet 0. 1:1 ,as well as spiritual instincts, and we cannot 
0|her js s'de of their nature to be cultivated if the 
> n 'h a X : ed-’ ’ , WP. fancy the average Nonconfomist 
si i°R tl ^ needs this reminder. He knows that ex- 
S ro,1ftest 'C Soc' a  ̂ side of liis adherents is one of his 
> i a„y ni;?n s  ° f  keeping them attached to his church,

;'on.

' as^r, ^ v'nc has discovered that Milton gives him 
„ s*stance • _
_Mie ___ _ ___ The four musketeers,

1*titjg ’ “ dial, Moloch, and Mammon, are rather fascin- 
hero. 50andrels, and of these Lucifer, of course, is the 
Present . •now nothing so absurd in all literature as the 
OiarshaE‘ 0tl Go<̂  as a swashbuckling major-general 
aUe as ‘nS armies in Heaven; nor anything quite so in- 
Rarden • • dialogue between Jehovah and Adam in the 

Ihere are sc,me fine things in Milton; but

Wci8lly 01 keel
?en̂ t i0„ .the ^  -warm religionists of the younger 

1,1 his , -----
dc5iand<fĈ rck f°r “  Truth, Beauty, and Goodness,”  Dr. itti. uer In,!«« v ,• ,

p -anee :—
, ! 'os  ̂ puzzles me.

Lost is Milton at his worst- u  )10w-
'V(.r n°  doubt deserves this kind o c ' . . ,  j t|ie re. 
¡ . . i B o o k s  the fact that Milton ^

ke in which he was born, , in solemu
Uxf.l'terally. He dramatized, and dressed in 
«Ut, pnU:- ’ '

UtdUldWACU) «111U Ul 111 owu-um
ilr>,-C'd language, a primitive fable and also the 

This may be repellant to our

had...... ..
3°SS!°r,S -about God...............-  ~  - ....
1 r vii1[r ll, k-llnstians, but then they have tlie advantage 

ha<? their notions about God and Creation (etc.)frit’Vi:sin and refined through the agency of sceptical
a” d ridicule.

byCotliina
¡ a Alet], r  " ' ' “ ""■ '“ '“ •U
"*t o) ° (1'st journal as regards the alleged injurious 

.'^nV Modern films. Concerning the question of cen- 
says that he does not want to see State censor-

%
a Kenworthy, M.P., has been interviewed

he
a'/̂ tro) °diiced if it can be avoided, because such State , 

(sp,,11." d he in danger of being used politically, and !als,
¡ > Cr;;;aUy because the moving pictures ought to be

'W  as an art, and 110 one would desire censorship 
'ii“! World, -  -
' ltahlJ'11 house in order, then State censorship is in- ' 

" IT« adds

But if, he says, the cinemas will not put

Then, of course, there is a still worse serious aspect 
of the question, in view of the possible opening of all 
cinemas on Sundays. If that comes about, then all the 
more care will have to be exercised as to the moral 
character and possible effect of the screen. Films that 
might reasonably put in a good claim for week-day ex
hibition, would, many of them, undoubtedly offend the 
finer religious and moral sense if shown on Sunday. 
The whole question, in fact, bristles with both dangers 
and difficulties.

Apart from the possibility tliat the atmosphere of the 
English Sunday may have a deleterious effect on the 
films and cinema patrons, we don’t quite see how what is 
shown on a week-day becomes worse on a Sunday. In 
any case, people with a “  finer religious and moral sense” 
cannot possibly have their feelings outraged or offended. 
The godly will not attend the Sunday cinema. And they 
certainly have no right to dictate the kind of amusement 
other people shall enjoy or Sunday, or compel it to con
form to religious prejudices and puritanical obsessions.

A reader of Radio Times says :—
It was an excellent suggestion . . . that the Time 

Signal of six “  pips ”  be used to broadcast thoughts of 
“  no more war.”  Still more effective than the words 
mentioned is likely to be the result if definite words of 
peace are used . . .  no phrase more suitable could he 
chosen than the six words in which are translated the 
great Christmas message of language—“ Peace on Earth, 
Goodwill towards men ” . . .  In the Eastern religions 
“  mantrams ”  or set phrases are in similar manner re
peated to bring about a desired result. . .

Our friend’s faith in the abracadabra method of educat
ing people to the Peace idea can hardly be based on a 
knowledge of history. For nineteen hundred years the 
Christian peoples have been taught to repeat annually 
the phrase “  Peace on Earth, Goodwill to men.”  The 
net result was—war after war, and lastly, the greatest 
war this world has yet seen. The prescription is a quack 
remedy that has been tried and proved a failure. We 
hope, however, that other pious people will not he dis
couraged thereby from suggesting others of the same 
kind. They add a little gaiety to a sad world.

The Bishop of Southwark in a recently issued book of 
his, In the Heart of South London, says :—

In the Da)’ School the children are taught simple hymn 
and prayer, but unfortunately the London County 
Council Syllabus for Religious Instruction is deplorably 
feeble, antiquated and out of date, of a far lower educa
tional standard than what is required in any other 
department of teaching . . .

Well, the City Fathers surely ought not to be blamed for 
trying to make religion in their schools as “ unsectarian”  
as possible. After all, the less religion there is taught, 
the less the possibility of its being sectarian! That is 
one way of obeying the law in the matter.

Writing about “  the spiritual possibilities of Methodist 
Union,”  Mr. Moses Bourne, J.P ., appears to be rather 
doubtful as to whether the various Methodists will shake 
down well together in the same sheep-pen. He expresses 
the hope that they will be broad in their outlook, tolerant 
in their sympathies, and charitable in their views. His 
misgiving on this score impels him to remind the united 
brethren of the future that : “  The fact that a brother 
thinks differently from me does not of itself prove either 
of us wrong; it may only prove that both of us are exer
cising the God-given power of thinking.”  All this is 
very revealing. Such an exhortation to and plea for 
tolerance implied that intolerance among the Methodist 
sects is the rule, and not the exception. This is not sur
prising. Each Methodist brother believes, like most 
Christians, that his particular religious views and notions 
have been directly inspired in him by God, and are there
fore the only true ones, and lienee all others are false and 
dangerous. In these circumstances, intolerance, is in
evitable. One of the cures for this disease is to bring the 
religionist into closer contact with broader minds out
side the churches; another is, to weaken his religious be
lief. lie  cannot he cured by preaching at him.

If Freethinkers get very little show in the popular 
press they may perhaps find some satisfaction in that, in 
the more responsible periodical publications, such as the
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monthly and quarterly reviews, their point of view is 
frequently put forward though not, as a rule, with any 
suggestion that it is theirs. Thus, to give a few topical 
examples, the Contemporary Review  contains an article 
by Mr. W. Horsfall Carter on the Spanish Republic, 
which agrees with what was said here a week or two 
ago. “  The reversion of feeling against the King had 
indeed acquired an amazing momentum during the last 
few months, and we know how entirely oblivious of the 
real state of opinion Don Alfonso remained right up to 
the last moment. He could but sit on the wall, made of 
steel as he thought, formed by the Church and the Army, 
the two pillars of the eighteenth century State, which 
was the only form of Government he knew or under
stood.”  Mr. Carter adds that “  this gets rid of the 
legend of the penny press that Alfonso was popular and 
clever.”  -----

In the Quarterly Review  there is another, example. 
This time an article (by Mr. Claude Mullins) on “  Per
jury .”  Referring to the Act of 1898, that gave persons 
charged the right to give evidence in their own behalf, 
Mr. Mullins says, “  few of us to-day take the view that 
it is the function of the Courts to protect a man’s soul at 
the risk of endangering his body . . . Our modern sys
tem is based on the belief that every one must have the 
chance of telling the truth on oath ”  (and, of course, on 
affirmation) “ his soul being a matter between himself and 
God, and not a matter for the care of the Courts.”  And 
(in the Ilibbert Journal of all places in the world) we have 
an article on the “ humanizing”  of Christ, in which, in
cidentally, that bastard connexion of Christian-Socialism, 
of which Frederick Denison Maurice is supposed to have 
been one of the founders, gets a nasty knock. For it 
seems that that rev. gentleman, so far from being a 
socialist thought and said that “  dynastic monarchy was 
a witness to the perpetuity of God’s Government,”  and 
that “  the sovereignity of the people is one of the vilest 
and most blasphemous of contradictions.”  .Some
Socialist! -----

At Amersham, a memorial was unveiled to martyrs 
who were burned. The newspaper record is useful and 
interesting if only to show that people in the present are 
not burned for their religious views, but, to the curious 
minded the report is incomplete. A President of the 
Protestant Alliance was present at the ceremony, and the 
reader can draw his own conclusions. Catholicism is re
ceiving a set-back at present; people are not even as 
stupid as the newspapers make out, and the reason for 
the omission in the report is obvious.

Identity of interests must explain the calling in of Mr. 
Gibson Young by Methodism. This gentleman took the 
place of the Rev. George McNeal and led the singing at a 
City Road Chapel. It is an outward and visible sign of 
an alliance that has been known for years.

The brotherly love, the talk about which makes the 
average man sick, was manifest at St. Michael’s Church, 
I.umb-in-Rosscndale, Lancashire. The vicar had to call 
in the police, at a service, and people were ejected. We 
trust that the prominent exponents of religion will re
member this incident when they roll their eyes and hold 
forth on the superiority of their faith over Freethought 
that docs not condone or rejoice in rowdyism in matters 
of opinion.

Apropos of the Primitive Methodist Conference, a re
ligious journal says :—-

The things that ought to be faced are : how to improve 
the prayer-life of the Church; the vitalizing of public ser
vices; the rekindling of a passion for souls and the 
quickening of the Christian conscience on the question 
of how fo lead men to Christ. Call our brethren show 
the way out from the soul-deadening indifference that 
prevails in relation to great spiritual verities ?

This appears to be something in the way of an admission 
that the majority of chapel adherents are only luke-wann 
Christians. One gathers that the flaming material for 
setting the country alight with religion is missing in the 
chapels. Have all those wonderful newspaper articles 
on religion been written for nothing? Love’s labour 
lost!

that
The Roman Catholic Archbishop of Liverpool

to him with aa poor woman came cu uuu -----  ,. er
pounds for his cathedral. When asked ie jt. 
could afford it she replied, “ Of course I c:lU JJ, » \V>' 
Whenever I give, anything to God I get R 
would not care to question the word of an A 
but we had no idea that Liverpool possessed poô  
who could so lightly give away a sum of .(A0®- ^ ^  gilt

God did :if she knew that God would give it back to_her^ ^V1

goo 1 
£30,000 she

was more or less of a sham. In this case jn Ik
it back, because a few days later she 'von yJcll(,
Irish .Sweepstake. If she had given 
have taken a first prize.

But this kind of thing is not fair. On the CrF’1
rg is not fair, v.** - . e ¡paL 

National Sweepstake we had to protest against pie 
ment of the Universe that St. Anthony intdfcrc .̂g jlClp 
drawing by seeing that some who appealed m1 ^ct- 
drew prizes. That was not fair to the om j,andi 
holders. Now we have God Almighty taking .tk

hundred poundsand because a woman gave a ,,re
edral he sees that she gets it back again. slio>d‘ 
that in future the Irish Sweepstake promote^
Kivc a guarantee that neither Father, Son,
Ghost nor any of the saints should take a of

tF

attenti0"sF“draw. Meanwhile we commend this to the - 
Mr. Clynes, and particularly to Mr. Macdonald, '  peri’'1’ 
Presbyterian tears over the prospect of so nhin) ^tlr 
risking their money in the “ .Sweep.”  If Got̂  
ing wrong in it why should either of these gc)1

----- . ott,|C
The last report of the Central Board of 

Church of England complains that there is n° 0 p. tF 
on the part of statesmen to “  provide building’’, pid 
worship of God.”  The complaint is, appari;11̂  pi”' 
when new towns are laid out by local authorities.^ .^di
visions are made for churches. The complain^ ^„fd1 
esting and illuminating. It reveals what tl'e ,̂ 1lCy t('

fiik"tended.
with 'vreally wants, and also the fact of the growinj 

treat religion as purely personal dissipation, ê.« 
the State has no concern. We sympathize W s io 
when they find local authorities providing 0,1
sjiorts grounds, etc., and leaving religious bu>11 up 
of account altogether. And only the parsons * ppcfr 
set about it. The rest of the population does no 
to be seriously concerned.

That “ gentlemen,”  so called, are the n i-'^p  ri 
“  Billingsgate ”  is effectively illustrated in il 0 c1c.-' 
the old Gentleman’s Magazine of a review of alcrb'"' 
on Shelley published in 1822, by a young La jp-ooF' 
bookseller under the pseudonym of “  Arthur 
Says that defunct organ of gentility :— jY-epU0'1’

Mr. Brooke who has written some good but 1 (F 
verses, lias here got up a collection of stanzflS’ (̂s ;tti‘ 
ostensible purpose “ of commemorating the t» py*- , 
virtues of that highly-gifted individual Bercy . . \'
Shelley.”  Concerning the talents of Mr. glieli®-'.ud-1
know no more than that he published certain 
caperings of Pegasus labouring under cho11 ĵ liIF 
namely, some purely fantastic verses, in i 1 gj,elP) ’ 
bubble, toil and trouble style; and as to Mr- t<’ 
virtues, if he belonged (as we understand be <
junta, whose writings tend to make our sons P1 yef'1. 
and our daughters strumpets, we ought as justly  ̂0f 
the decease of the Devil (if that were possible). '̂ ,c L  
of his coadjutors. Seriously speaking, however- oj t 
no pleasure in the untimely death of this Ty pP 
Juan school, that pre-eminent academy of I*1*1“  
phemers, Seducers, and Wantons.

Quite in the style of the late Rev. Dr. Torrcy.

,fThe Rev. Worsley-Boden does us the courtesy 0 ,(n ,'''

“V iing a copy of liis Parish Magazine (North Wttflff 
which he quotes from us- , 0 - . ,,y.
“  It needs a very strong belief in the Christin1'

ristian  heaven  a tt ra c t iv e .”  M r- fiol'’
stific.at‘

make the Christian heaven attractive. 
Boden ‘says this is written with “  some ju
but would have been written with greater trutj’ pi'1
said “  traditional ’ ’ instead of “  Christian.”  
to sav is that traditional Christianity is real u
There is 110 use in writing about the conseqiU 
Christianity that has liever existed.
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CORRESPONDENTS.

Endowment
W.

Trust.—F. Drummond (Toronto),SiSS(>NS.- f Mr Whitehead’s-Very pleased to learn o 
-»ui meetings in Bolton. email appear asF  A. McDonwd (Johannesburg) .—Thanks.

car'y as possible. • trlo lengthy
Tm.—Sorry, but your communication

or the space at our disposal. sfll(, or
^ ‘ "Freethinker" is supplied toi the at once

chirn. Any difficulty in securing cop 
,ci>orted to this office.

The e. •

s,'ccessful

Street Society, Limited office is at 62 Farringdon
The xr'. nd0n- E -c -P

Street °̂.nâ  ^ecular Society’s Office is at 62 Farringdon 
’ London, E.C.4.ĥen the

«e*|0n Ulte.rviccs °f the National Secular Society in con- 
*i«nicat i ^  ^ect‘lor Burial Services are required, all com- 
H. a ° ns should be addressed to the Secretary, Mr. 

lettcy 0Scttl, giving as long notice as possible.
Wircsl^ ^‘e Editor of the "  Freethinker’ ’ should be 

The " p C 61 Earringdon Street, London, E.C.q. 
*,shinJCCfi, 'n^er "  will he forwarded direct from the pub- 
®,,eycay CC a  ̂ ^,e following rates (Home and Abroad):— 

l-cctllrc ’ 1St~; half year, 7/6; three months, 3/9.
E.C„j ’̂ 'res must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, 
if|Priori  ̂ t,1C ^rst f’ost on Tuesday, or they will not be 

*11 0,,^,'
" Thc ‘pC.s a“ d Postal Orders should be made payable to 
'Tew,. l°ncer Press/’ and crossed "  Midland Bank, Ltd.,

0 ,C r  1>ranch•"
°l the Z.litcral“ rc should be sent to the Business Manager 
a>Ki .... 0neer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4, 

fr,en4s°l t0 the Editor.
hy niar’m0 sc,,d us newspapers would enhance the favour 
mWi0„ g l,le PassaScs to which they wish us to call

Sugar Plums.

VW'S'En
’n°Veiii *S *'1G price °f retaining liberty. There is 

Î cnt 0f ^  011 in New York .State in which the Depart- 
(l®?rent '■ llCati°ii is joining hands with the heads of 
^ools AtĈ s *-° provide religious instruction in the
^tliorj^l’' J Protest against this has been sent to the

„ C vr;  »arty  R. Linville. We commend this action 
'°htitry ,Cp  timid National Union of Teachers in this 
'^n jj. yhich never appears to get very indignant save 

ls a purely Trades Union question of lowering

.Wo

A
.(il't Ar'es by the Toficlier’s Union signed bv its Presi
ti n. iVlr- Ha

p ' c received a supply from New York of The 
i:ti'U\ ‘\aS,:ed’ by Joseph Lewis. The book has, we 
’ ' 11 ■ had a large sale in America, and caused

N l
"’"eh - 

> t r ("ili., " '“ Moversy. Mr. Lewis does not mince ,
t̂ (lLdealinK with the Christian Fetish Boo 1 . m' 1 ^  
Hniu8 sb°uld be interested in it. Hie 1 very

of this is now on sale. There has been a little delay in 
supplying orders of the cloth copies, but a supply lias 
now been received from the binders and all orders dis
charged.

Messrs Watts & Co., have just added two more shilling 
volumes to their useful Thinker’s Library. The first is 
The Pathetic Fallacy, a study of the history of Christ
ianity, which was noted in these columns on its first ap
pearance-in a dearer fenn. The second is Anatole 
France’s Penguin Island. If even-one read what she or 
he ought to have read, there would be very few copies of 
his work sold, as all would already know it by heart. 
But as only the small minority have read what they 
should have read, tlie majority deserve to be doubly 
damned if they do not immediately order a copy of one of 
the wittiest of modern works.

The same firm has also issued God and Mammon, the 
Relations of Religion and Economics, by J. A. Hobson, 
is. There is no need to commend anything of Mr. Hob
son’s dealing with either economies or sociology, whether 
one agrees with it or not. But to us the present essay 
is sadly marred by the quite unscientific readiness to 
fall into line with the fantastic notion of some form of 
Christianity—of which history has quite failed to pre
serve any trace—which embodied a sane and human 
social theory. The notion that the Christian Church
at any time stood for the protection of labour, 
the care of the poor and the unfortunate is one 
of those minor superstitions upon which the prestige of 
present-day Christianity lives. The Church protected 
its own, as did other owners of labour, and exploited its 
own as did the others. One is still more surprised to 
find sympathetic reference to “  the principles which 
underlay the claims of the medieval Church to regulate 
industry and commerce in accordance with the organic 
theory of a sound society.”  There was no social theory, 
as such, connected with the Medieval Church or with a 
genuine Christianity. And Mr. Hobson’s pages furnish 
no evidence of any such thing. On the contrary lie bears 
ample evidence to the greed, the cruelty, the self-seeking 
of the medieval Church. To idealize an essentially retro
gressive agency is one of the worst services a reformer 
can do.

In the course of a kindly notice of the Annual Confer
ence of the National Secular Society, the Literary Guide 
for Ju ly—an excellent number by the way—expresses 
surprise at the Annual Report saying that the National 
Secular Society is the only Society in this country which 
continues ‘ ‘ the Freethouglit work of Bradlaugh.”  It 
considers this misleading, and reminds us that the Board 
of the R.P.A. include Mrs. Bradlaugh Bonner and her 
son, and that Dir. J. M. Robertson are connected with 
the organization. As our columns prove we have every 
appreciation of the work of the Rationalist Press Asso
ciation, but the meaning of the sentence cited from the 
Report is quite clear. The N.S.S. is a distinctly anti-re
ligious organization, and stands for an Atheistjc view 
of life. It is Freethinking in the fullest sense of the 
term—the sense in which Bradlaugh used the word. We 
have always understood that the Rationalist Press Asso
ciation does not take up this position. If we are mis
taken we shall welcome gladly the correction. No one 
would be better pleased at such a correction tlian our
selves.

But if we are right, then the passage in the Report is 
correct. We can hardly regard the association of Brad- 
laugh’s daughter and grandson, and Mr. John M. Robert
son with a Society as proof that that Society is carrying 
on Bradlaugh’s Freethinking work. Mrs. Bradlaugh 
Bonner and Mr. Robertson are connected with other 
Associations, we suspect, but that cannot be regarded as 
proof that these associations are carrying on Bradlaugh’s 
work as is the N.S.S.

Every organization that works for the liberalizing of 
thought may in a general sense be said to be helping 

j along the work of mental emancipation, which was one 
• effect of Bradlaugh’s work, and this generalization would

tip, and we are able to supply copies at 
Cr aje Mice Qf ŝ_ p<jst free. Only a limited num-

Mr, -p ___
> /*% :.)* • Haughton writes, “ I have just read j-our 
ityiiio- '■ y and Labour, 1031 edition. It is the most ap- 
IL 6 * $ ¿ 4  1 > ; e  ever read. I am ordering a few
(rinsed Cs distribution among iny friends.”  We are 

' Vv°rk° that although this is the third edition of 
’ *t is selling remarkably well.

, (K igill(r —
ir°ni the orders received from Japan for some 

¡,.yc ¡u ’’Ccr Press publications, there must be a fairly 
J 101' of Freethinkers among the educated Jap- 

00,1 after tlie publication of Mr. Cohen’s 
a wholesale house in Japan sent 

tis , f-ar8® supply. Now our business manager ad- 
riUcj- j 0 another good sized order from the same

° r God and the Universe. The second edition j embrace even the liberal ŝection of the Christian Church.
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But so far as the definite Atheistic Freetliiuking of Brad- 
laugh is concerned the National Secular Society stands 
as the spear point of the movement, and is the only or
ganization that avows a definitely anei-religious and 
atheistic aim. That is what was meant by the
sentence cited from the Annual Report. It was
written without the slightest desire to cast re
flection upon any other organization whatsoever, but as a 
statement of simple fact and to incite the members of the 
N.S.S. to live up to their heritage. There is no implied 
denial that the Rationalist Press Association has not 
“  contributed to carrying on the work of Bradlaugh ” — 
every movement that makes in our direction is doing this, 
and we are constantly chronicling these steps, made in 
the most unexpected places. It is the specific character 
of the work of the N.S.S., its exemplification of the Brad- 
laugh motto of “  Thorough,”  with its war against re
ligion in all its forms, that entitles it to the proud, hut at 
present, solitary distinction of publicly carrying 011 his 
work.

Elsewhere in this issue we record the death of one of 
our American subscribers, Mr. Rayne Adams. Since re
ceiving the notice of his death an unfinished letter in
tended for us has been found among his papers, which 
has been sent 11s, and which runs as follows : —

The approaching fiftieth anniversary of the Freethinker 
is one which brings me joy and regret. Certainly the 
paper has had an admirable career; yet when I think of 
how nearly coeval the Freethinker and I happen to be, 
it is quite natural to regret that although the Freethinker 
may do another fifty years good work, I shall not be 
about to congratulate it on its achievement. One of the 
most agreeable characteristics of the Freethinker is its 
insistence upon a proper recognition of the obscure 
Freethinkers who were the heralds of modern rational
ism. And it is because of this admirable characteristic 
that I am sure you will not take exception to my pointing 
out an error in the recent speech at the N.S.S. Annual 
Dinner as reported in the Freethinker for January 25, 
where it was stated that in the whole period of periodical 
literature there had been only one Freethought paper— 

the American Truthseeher—that had been able to put 
fifty years of existence behind it.

As one interested in the pioneers of Freethought, I am 
moved to call attention to the fact that the Boston In
vestigator, published at Boston, Mass., U.S.A., was 
founded in 1830 by Abner Kneeland, and continued an 
unbroken existence until 1906. Kneeland was imprisoned 
for blasphemy in 1839. Ilis successor was Horace 
Seaver, who edited the paper from 1839 until his death 
in 1889. With him was associated Josiah P. Mendum 
from 1838 to 1891. Ernest Mendum had taken a place on 
the staff in 1874 and carried the paper on to 1898, when 
Lemuel K. Washburn became its editor and so remained 
until 1906, when the paper was amalgamated with the 
Truthsceker. But, before its absorption, the Boston In
vestigator had maintained and independent existence as 
a forthright exponent of Freethought for seventy-five 
years. When the Freethinker was founded in 1S81, the 
Investigator was already fifty years old.

We had overlooked the lengthy existence of the Boston 
Investigator, although we mentioned the case of the 
Truthseeker as being older than ourselves. But we were 
not inaccurate as we said that ours was the only Euro
pean Freethought paper that had existed for fifty years, 
and that is correct.

An American friend desires to send his daughter, from 
the States, to an English speaking school in Switzerland. 
Perhaps some of our readers may know of a suitable in
stitution to which a young girl might be sent. In that 
case we should be greatly obliged to hear from them.

We note an interesting letter from Mr. J. G. Bartram, 
Secretary of the Newcastle Branch N.S.S., in the Northern 
Echo, in reply to the Rev. Dr. Berry’s article on “  Here 
and Hereafter,”  which appeared in the same paper. It is 
a pity that Mr. Bartram did not sign it as Secretary of 
the local Branch. It is well to keep the Society’s name 
before the public on all possible occasions.

Solitude is as needful to the imagination as society is 
wholesome for the character.—Lowell,

The Prince of Scottish Scep^ 08

n .  de
David H ume’s contributions to pure philosophy1̂  
his name immortal. From various points of V1̂ niajns 
critical analysis of theological assumptions 1 
equally important. In his celebrated Essay 0 ¡t.■« ? — Il 1 W 1 ^^ i.
acles the scepticism elsewhere expressed in his "  ̂
ings concerning the certainty of the relationship 
cause and effect is completely ignored, The ° r e 
procession of natural phenomena which forms our ^ 
sations of the external world is surveyed in teri11- 
pure rationalism. s of future W  

of past exf
Hume argues that our anticipations of ^ '^ p c r i ' 

penings are based on our memories of past ■ ^  
ences. Consequently, all our expectations repose ^ fe 
our almost instinctive belief that the future wj 0f 
or less resemble the past. From the earliest s a ofl. 
childhood, Hume urges, this confidence in ',:cllCeS 
stancy of Nature is strengthened by our expe gtlS. 
until, as the end of our lives approaches, "  
pect that life has no new sensations in St° refiD " ejife
when in reviewing the records of human 0f
discover how comparatively uniform the 
nations have been; that when viewed in then 
spective, the wars and convulsions which s c iegSeCl 
strange and eventful to the generations that ^  1

? of ° r'
truetufethem are merely the transient agitations 

progress; and that every social and economic S- ^  
is unceasingly linked in an endless chain of ll£l
causation. However minutely we study the P1̂

j) 0
\_ciligawuu. UJIUULW  ̂ VV V- - »
break is ever observed in the relationship of ca efc 
consequence. Moreover, our hourly and dail>' ( ^

•1 cXP‘
----- ------- Moreover, our hourly and da' L  ev’dl'
ences of Nature’s uniformity, and the fact d’ c0ir
aspect of common life reposes on our unsweirervii'2 c
fidence in its continuity has made almost ax'a ^  
the belief of all sane men that natural causa 1 jl4- qiK*operated in the past, prevails in the present,( -  ̂ ^0(£> 
continue throughout all coming ages. * 1 •„ tl>e

¡jtlc

when it is asserted that marked interruption 
orderly sequences of nature have occurred, R * tl'e 
quite reasonable request that those who dec • . 
possibility of miracles should at least advance c ĵ t 
in support of that statement, not merely eq"3 . ’„ic" 
superior to that which constrains all though' ,cf. 
to regard the order of Nature as uniform i"  L ¡5 

Hume’s scepticism concerning the uiirac' 3$

ei"5 ‘

He very logically considers llUI‘’ ..pel'
These • t0

complete.
sheer violations of the laws of Nature.
natural occurrences are almost invariably coni'1 
credulous and uncultured communities. 
certainly, are traceable to priestly contrivance,^ 
others evolve from that love of the marvellous 5 
to the heart of common humanity. Now, 
any miracles on record which respond to the

are
da"1

fc-
■**«

quirements of logic and morality? Hume’s 311 jj pi"' 
unequivocal. “  There is not to be found 111 
tory,”  he avers, “  any miracle attested by " Sl1. CJ"' 
number of men, of such unquestionable goodBe^ 
cation, and learning, as to secure us against 3 F
sion in themselves; of such undoubted integr t"

deS>fi (j,eto place them beyond all suspicion of any 
deceive others; of such credit and reputation _1"

eyes of mankind, as to have a great deal to lose 1 []v
of their being detected in any falsehood; 3>lC Mj!1<: 
same time attesting facts, performed in such 3 ^  (<•’ 
manner, and in so celebrated a part of the wor 
render the detection unavoidable : All wlu^1 
stances are required to give 11s a full assuran<e

C"5

testimony of men.
In common with his eminent contemporary, 

Gibbon, Hume wields the weapon of irony wd 1 
tating effect. Yet many very solemn Pe°P  7 
been misled by the surface praises of f3Sl1
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SuPerstif
sceptics IO? ) - tai- d *n ^ie wri'-inSs ° f  these scornful
''card

------tVnnd even misqxrote,-,u Christian evidencers quote, an „„-iges from
several of the most pitilessly ironica 1 G{ tlie
"'e famous fifteenth and sixteenth elu l 
Decline and Fall s '
beauties and glorie
80tlW-n

mo're than one occasion the writer has

beam:. anĉ  as testimonies of the infidel to the 
ries of the current religion. So, the--- -

-cated Whately pressed Hume into g not
0t Sealed religion. The clerical log\Ĉ  Rc\ ,c|ation
C1|e * *  sceptical Scot, hut his essay on the Reo* 
y  a Futur-
booklet 0? n Slatc was Nearly inspired by Hume’s 
''fthheld t-~ 10 ^mmorfoKty of the Soul, which -was

..... — ,a  nfter its author’s- . u  from publication until .

T  . , ,  .. B v  the mere,n this essay Hume remarks tna , inimor-
.'c'1 °f reason it seems difficult to 1”.<A commonly
f ‘!y ot the soul: the arguments for h moral or
caved either from metaphysical topic j( js

Physical.”  And he ironically proceeds . 
e Cospel and the Gospe 
'‘ immortality to light, 
dealing -

"e inqt 
sW d  be

......  , tin t has brought life,osPcl and the Gospel alone, that lia 
n immortality to 

caling with pos'

'"c inquires why , So far as
., should be extended beyond the gra\ •

reaso”'- -  -

H, He Post-niortem rewards and punishments
in terms of justice, bane or bless-

, - ‘toning facility guides us, no conclusive argu- 
Sllr . Uls ever been advanced that the mini 0 v 
in t 'VeS tke rieath and decay of the body. 0 ’
i  rnis°f Pure reason all Nature’s contrivances point 
C o n c lu s io n  that man’s conscious existence 

e* to the present life.”  . f „.„„>5
¿ n!e 'vho bave controverted the doctrine of m ans
of, a lty contend that the mental and moral caj _^'""anit,......-  ..............

' that

an? uired for their complete realization. Exit Hui s'vers ttlat r

k t  qualities to meet the exacting demand^of ̂ ex- 
reqi,; i: ’.so man’s various capacities are trials
4  S,t’°n to enable him to cope with the ma * ' 
4  b r in g s  which seem inseparable from human

4 n ’s ,

tod thatUlty never bud full scope in our earthly home, 
's r0_ . g ran d er theatre of life in the spiritual realm 

or their complete realization. But Hume 
much as the lower animals need all their

flry esi:,-in d  and body are plainly adapted to planet- 
.°rtUnes cnee, and to that alone. The fortunes, mis-
"bich 3 a'1(1 tragedies of life arise from causes oyer 
* w } Ve can exercise little influence. Again, if God,1., '■U -
alihtT'1 everything lie is the author of good and evil 
'bat ti V  monstrous then becomes the doctiine 
%  c suis and shortcomings of finite men should 
Ea;ij eternal torture. All civilized communities’ 
''at\lr eni'cs tend to proportion the punishment to the 
""is ■0  ̂ the crime. Frail men’s concepts of justice 
(hat0r1Se suPerior to those attributed to the divine 
' Hea atld ruler of the universe. Furthermore, 

"kti "tn "ml hell suppose two distinct species of 
‘"""kin? Rood and the bad, but the greatest part of 
to ro, 1 boat betwixt vice and virtue. Were one to 

u,lH the intention of giving atoofl ’"d the world with
V , vi 1 Per to the righteous and a sound drubbing to
Aw„cWl ’

‘be V'as a logical and consistent determinist, andh

°ice >>

case

• ne would frequently be embarrassed in his

» "4 (q ji «-• '■ ovmcu Hi idvuux m iic tc sa n ^ , ao u jj-
r, eR"abl, *C " b erty or freedom of m an’s w ill, is as inx-

he Presented in favour of necessity, as op-

JOl,,tW y as that of the great Deist, Anthony Collins,

i] 1 ■ ordinary affairs of life are governed by
chnjc'l'!Ces no sane man really disputes. We have 

;;ci<les .C,'n our birth and upbringing. No child ever 
, '̂k. ^  'other it be delivered of healthy or diseased
p d c<i,|| .1Ir religion is usually determined by the age 
tr  ̂lat(:r rV in which we happen to be born. And in 

’bg n ^cars of life all our deliberate actions are due 
'"t t ^rations of the motive which is for the mo- 

Pci nine There exists apparently a certain

of that mercilessly consistent Calvinist,

"'lost.

element of choice, but this is invariably determined by 
the more powerful motive or desire. The common 
libertarian assertion that one is free to choose may be 
met is several ways. As Thomas Huxley inquires: 
“  But what determines your likings and dislikings? 
Did you make your own constitution ? Is it your con
trivance that one thing is pleasant and another is pain
ful? And even if it were, why did you prefer to 
make it after the one fashion rather than the other? 
The passionate assertion of the consciousness of their 
freedom, which is the favourite refuge of the oppo
nents of the doctrine of necessity, is mere futility, for 
nobody denies it. What they really have fi} do if 
they would upset the necessarian argument, is to prove 
that they are free to associate any emotion whatever 
with any idea whatever; to like pain as much as 
pleasure; vice as much as virtue; in short to prove, 
that whatever may be the fixity of order in the uni
verse of things, that of thought is given over to 
chance.”

Hume infers the existence of God from the evi
dences of his handiwork displayed in Nature. Yet, 
he at times concedes that men’s ideas of the deity, 
when subjected to philosophical analysis become very 
vague and indefinite. Indeed, had Hume lived on to 
the days of Darwin, the shadowy Theism of his later 
life would in all probability have evaporated into the 
attenuated atmosphere of Agnosticism. In his Dia
logues Hume makes Philo say, “  that there is no 
ground to suppose a plan of the world to be formed in 
the Divine mind, consisting of distinct ideas, differ
ently arranged, in the same manner as an architect 
forms in his head the plan of a house which he intends 
to execute.”  But to this and other sceptical argu
ments no adequate answer is made.

T. F . Pai.m ijr.

The Church Militant.

Probendary Gough and his In cen d iary  Stuff.

To Prebendary A. W. Gough must be awarded the paltn 
for perhaps the most revolting and villainous doctrine 
that could disgrace even a Christian bigot. In these days 
of weary and disheartened disillusionment, when all our 
fond war-time dreams of a new and better world are gone 
down the winds of political chicanery, and post-war 
diplomats who have learnt nothing new, atul forgotten 
nothing of their had old ways go on creating danger 
centres all over the world, from the lips of a Christian 
priest comes the gospel of bloody militarism pure and 
undefiled. Speaking at a meeting of the Navy League— 
a body of reactionary militarists—lie extolled the Navy 
as the arm of righteousness and humanity, and declared, 
“  There is no religious background to pacifism what
ever!”  Perhaps not. There is a moral sanction behind 
the desire for world peace, but that is a very different 
thing from Christian religiosity as expounded by this 
dignitary of the Church Militant.

Hark again to this most pious Christian war-monger! 
“  There is no defence in weakness.”  (Compare Matthew 
v. xxxix). “  This country suffers itself by damnable 
sentiment. Sentiment will not save the nation.”  Is 
this another “ re-interpretation”  of the Gospel of the 
Prince of Peace ?

One thing is certain, even if “  the rest is lies,’ ’ and that 
is that if sentiment will not save the nation, the bloody- 
minded Christianity of Gough and bis precious Navy 
Leaguers will certainly destroy it, and humanity as well. 
Tint after all, one might as reasonably expect grapes from 
thorns and figs from thistles as look to the priesthood for 
moral guidance, for social leadership, for any disinter
ested sense of the real needs of weary humanity, for any
thing whatever save a keen eye to their own sordid in
terests. None but a priest of a State-supported hierarchy 
could so shamelessly put this narrow nationalism before 
the real crying need of all mankind. 1 care little for the
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Ration, and less for the Church; I care more for human
ity, and I am more anxious that true civilization should 
be saved than that the divine right of Britain to the hege
mony of the world should be maintained at the cost of 
millions of innocent lives. I hope I am as patriotic as 
the next man; but I consider that the preservation of the 
peace of the world is cheaply purchased at the price of 
the superiority of any one nation, even should that nation 
be my own. But the charity of Prebendary Gough, like 
most Christian charity, begins at home—and stays there.

It was this same Gough who, at the time of the air
raids, advocated “  a systematic policy of reprisals,”  
meaning the murder of German non-combatants, “  from 
a Christianstandpoint.”  Truly the leopard cannot change 
his spots, nor the Ethiopian his sk in ; nor has this 
Christian barbarian abated one jot or tittle of his blood- 
lust. After sixteen years he runs true to form. The mis
eries, the sufferings, the wrecked dreams and blighted 
hopes of the post-war world have not softened his heart, 
nor opened his eyes to the onen eed of mankind. This 
type of Christian is made of sterner stuff. Indeed, his pug
nacious Christianity has borne fruit in the approbation 
of his superiors, for he has achieved promotion since the 
days when he advocated the cowardly murder of German 
women and children.

Is there no decency, no -moral sense, no human feeling 
in this man, that he can preach this villainous philo
sophy of “  blood and iron ”  and still square it with the 
Sermon on the Mount ? Have we sacrificed the cream of 
the nation’s youth to defeat Prussian militarism, only to 
borrow its philosophy and put its exponents in high posi
tions in the .State Church ? What a hellish farce ! What 
a ghastly mockery of the ideals for which the youth of 
Britain laid down their lives at the bidding of priests and 
politicians 1 Could the ghosts of Bismarck and Be'rn- 
hardi have visited that meeting of the Navy League, 
what would have been their glee to see this triumphant 
vindication of their philosophy, once so fervently 
denounced from thousands of British pulpits! Well 
might they have congratulated each other on this proof 
that for all our lip-service to the ideal of Peace the doc
trine of the mailed fist still reigns supreme in the councils 
of nations.

It is an illuminating sidelight on the sopial value of 
organized Christianity that one of its priests can preach 
this anti-social gospel and escape being driven from his 
position with the execration of all right-thinking men. I 
will not split hairs now over a question of terminology; if 
for once we hold a candle to the devil and identify “  re
ligion ”  with moral idealism and our human aspirations 
to order and happiness and peace, if the problem of the 
peace of the soul and the co-ordination of the conflicting 
passions of mankind to the common end of human better
ment be admitted to be the function of religion, as H. G. 
Wells and Julian Huxley would have us believe, then I 
will cheerfully admit that this type of religion in the 
minds of politicians and the public would be a powerful 
influence towards the inauguration of peace on earth and 
good-will to men. I can applaud the Christianity that in
spired John Howard and Florence Nightingale and the 
gentle Humanism of the Society of Friends; but the 
Christianity of Gough is calculated to make any decent 
man almost physically sick.

Christianity is the most plastic and the most hypo
critical of all superstitions. It is all things to all men. 
It shows the world a thousand different faces and speaks 
with a thousand different tongues. It has inspired all 
social types from Torquemada to Elizabeth Fry. It has 
given a sanction for the doctrines of every type of sectar
ianism, ranging from the filthy asceticism of the 
early Church to the Free-love maniacs of the 
modern American Uible-belt. It is the sanction 
of Quaker pacifism, and also of Gough’s beastly 
militarism; and in this latter capacity it has always and 
everywhere been the curse of the world, for it provides a 
sanction and an excuse for mankind’s worst passions and 
surrounds tyranny, national - selfishness, greed, fraud, 
slander, and murder with the odour of sanctity. As long 
as men believe it and parsons like Gough, morally blind 
and deaf to the voice of conscience can be found to preach 
it, civilization will never be safe. The cursed thing must, 
for humanity’s sake, be rooted out atul destroyed; not by

'0
force or persecution, even should the power t° ( 
in our hands, for that would be but to adopt t w ^ jiic 
of Torquemada, but by education and by appca jj ¡11- 
conscience of mankind. Men like Gough, evide" >  ̂
capable of being civilized; Nature has depict (,[
barest rudiments of the conscience to which t 1 Aiatevcr 
peace must make its appeal; but we may than .. ! afC a 
gods may be that such men are rare. To-day _ jr(liii 
vast body of men and women who are ennancipa jp!- 
Church control, decent human people with d Freed0'11 
ings and consciences to whom World Peace an (oh 
and Happiness could be made a goal worth s 1 ’ j'j, tlh’ 
something more than the meaningless nonsense ^ppl 
militarists deem them to be. To this vast pu ’ 1C’ poli" 
as they may be by a venial Press and time-sei ap- 
ticians, Freethought and Pacifism must take ^  )]U.n 
peal, and it may be that a day will conic '  ,0ntcH'-I; 
like Gough will be looked upon with universa c of 
net 011 n invism . flirnwhnplrc: 1 n  n hvo-ntlCas an atavism, throwbacks to a bygone 
brute force which can never return.

C. V. pmvis-

A  T ru e  Sto ry .

Line ”  motor coach travel l'1'?^  ;ipon'-
1er occumnts a voumr lady r .,apcl

ck i) 1 -

tot''
S cene : A “  Green L: 
don. Amongst other occupants a young 
twenty-eight years. On her lap lies a ’’ ' " .g o ? 1 
closed. She has been reading it ; but the day 111 
the view from the window attracts her. .

wee!' 111!“

The coach stops. A few passengers get 
enter. One of the latter takes the vacant ¥ca . j]C h'

' ‘  ,vl>b<our heroine. The coach moves on. After „
peculiar contortions and neck twistings of hd 11 tL 
disturb our heroine’s reverie. It is forced ufl0!1jtltriri't 
she has become the object of his inquisitive and ThL 
scrutiny. She turns to see what sort of person 1 
person is a parson! The following dialogue ^ 

Parson : I beg your pardon; but it grieves 1l’C]Up, 
young lady like you with that paper in your hal

eiriucS ',

itl>cut

vim

tli'

a*»

Young Lady : Why ?
I’ . : Because you surely can’t be in a g r e e i n c  

views of a paper of that sort.
Y .L . : So it grieves you to find people j | 

opinions with which they might differ—is that ^  %vitl* 
I*. (avoiding the question) : Then you do disan 

its views? it’
Y .L . : On the contrary! But have you ever u ‘‘ . , s11, 
P. : Certainly not. And I wouldn’t dream 01 it 1”  
Y .L . : Then how can you tell what sort of a Pal’ p P’1 
P. : I can see well enough from the title that 

a fit paper to read. w
Y .L . : Do you always judge the contents of a 1 

its title ? (j5 J
To this question there is no reply—unless _ jpg1

of a r i
A silence ensures, 
the parson prepares

guttural nature, combined with a twitching 
and a hunching of the shoulders, be taken a?

Presently the coach slows l ' 
to leave. Again he addlC

young lady. ,ease ili
P. : Would you do something, my dear, to 1 

old man ? ii E
Y .L . : That depends on what the “  somethin?
P. : Don’t read that paper any more. .
Y .L . : You asi

<■!'
J ----  v >(.|

me to give up reading a P'jh s(1i 
you admit you have never read yourself! No"' . igd)J illl0
that you might do something to please a you n
take this copy and read it properly.

P. (rising hurriedly) : No, no! Never! 
(Readers may like to guess the name

A'1V
Of the: ,  f«,fIf*
• cwhich the young Indy was reading. No prizes - q 

correct guess.)

hm-
To look fearlessly upon life; to accept 

nature, not with meek resignation, but as hci 
dare to search and (picstion; to have peace and c j,,» 
within our souls—these are the beliefs that 
happiness

souls—these 
-Maeterlinck.



Turc f r e e t h in k e r
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To

Sir,.
•' . rvf Mr. Bechofer-I—Referring to your recent review ms a pity

Roberts* Vook, The Mysterious Madaml, ■ an(1 ovcr
llat slanders which have been related o innlke Gi 

^ ain,> and which liave no basis save m s011> save 
‘¡"«mes,, should be revived for no apparent public
"  >aps the endeavour once more to ca e 

7 e for such - "

,  ~  f t .  oi ti,= r is r * £ * *  acli0” s- The"lW s intent : •
'.̂ Partiality •ftliwU- J ’

Correspondence.

the E ditor of. the “  F reethinker.”

m a d a m e  b l a v a t s k y .

It ,]as r  rea!ling-
Person .• ays ,)cen recognized that to slander a dead ■s one “  •
¡'"Partialit ’S Pbinly veiled under a pretence of 
important 1 and ',e entirely fails to deal with the really
t, ; ta"t aspects of the life of this remarkable woman,

ot'K'nator of -. v . r„:ic to as-
known as Theosophy. He entire %

"'uveinei,f i ' " “ ul the world-wide religio-philosopliical 
sif»n an 1 known as

eh 5her,eas„on {or the life of martyrdom for her cause
mm. „ — .V.WU as
\\l,i"T  reason for __
WorE S ,e suffered. The literature which she gave to the 
life and which has shed a new light on the problems of 
r,,,K ' thousands of earnest students of these problems, 
Must kS iroin h»n a mere casual passing notice; whilst it 
h j *  evid?nt t<> anyone who can really appreciate that 
c l ,T f e and its influence in the world, that a debased 
is nu 7  s.Uch ns he endeavours to represent her to be

lt .er,y incompatible with its spiritual quality, 
that S Ty that literature and its influence in the world 
i'liWi , should be judged now', and will be 
heT, hy posterity; whatever one may think o
it „ f rso«al character. Perhaps, like other pioneers, 
t * *  he two or th ree  cen tu ries  before her m -• ‘'•e oi *i or three centuries before her in- 
j'T] a j ) the thought of the age will be clearly recog- 
k'f Wov'-,. aahnowledged ; but the increasing demand for 
¡SsUci]) °f which new editions are continually being 
j1'1bius js° ’ i Bee,h to indicate that the recognition of her 

r tffuh a rea(ly  well assured, notwithstanding all that 
• hi ve ,.!T s have endeavoured to do.

closing paragraph you say that "  It would be'utg
in

-•'Ollf
:!C*ti„,rti,r.u.nK to learn the opinion of orthodox Theosop iv 

is lir, " !terestiug and revealing life story.”  Now there 
iust ,  ,ch thing as “  orthodox Theosophy.”  What I have 
^ i - t e d ,  however, represents to some extent t ic  
nDd ,s of those who knew II. P. Blavatsky personally, 
the | , are the members of our Association ; as well as
of v ' ""on of iUai)v others who have made a clone study 

r 'v°rk s.
ff-,As this

!s the centenary of her birth, our Association is
""‘c 0i,„ ,1sf u considerable volume of testimony to her 
frit. cllr>ractei-

Hi,l0i'.shing
 ̂ ucter and the value of her work and messaj;

I1'1 Mis (if. a Hrge number of her immediate friends a' 
î Ppy t0 ICctfy after her death in iSgr. We shall be 
' ^ U s C î*  you a c°py ° f  this for review as soon as it

Iona Davev,
° r the Council of the Blavatsky Association. 

Sir Co n c e r n in g  j e s u s -b a r -j o s e p h .
5  aitioi'1 y° llr fssue of March iç just to hand, there is 
t ’Hî Uis Cal,cd “ A Life of Jesus,”  hy Mr. A. R. 
t'hlin,/;, whieh shows a slight absence of knowledge re- 

Deri lL> ' atest scientific research in this matter, and 
1 lbs mislead some of your readers. It is like 

le Whotjv ,
ç 5 ont the

never heard of Christopher Columbus writ- 
i Pern , '  d'sc'bvery of America, or who never heard 
T 'S an J,'"8 writing a history of astronomy. Dir.

i’̂ iiig °f Paris■Ms .g tlio has gone to the trouble of investi-
Hi , Mibifo career ° f  Jesus-bar-Joseph of Nazareth, and 
/ ‘‘ter. four volumes covering his researches in the 
iJ ' T i.tiii '0re's a '80 an abridged edition in one volume. 
7  the 0 \ t ' 1 - Williams has not heard of this, and he is 

1<„0 "  y °ne. I have invited the attention of many 
i,A\Vor|U" Writers in Great Britain and the U.S.A. to 
n'S tlinf i 'v“ ’cb is the most sensational and epoch-mark- 
%  W .'T  ap - - ..................  ............
. . « n o t h ,

tV ^ V a il'0'1!
‘ scientific standpoint) in an obscure corner of

1 appeared for years. Many of them admitted
% ,  L "ul heard of the work.
Ä d  

y ii
ry f

(1,7 Australia to invite the attention of the

should be left to me, away (from an up-to-date

T 3

yond iny comprehension. I see many of the literary 
periodicals from the northern hemisphere, but have not 
yet come across a word in them regarding this work of 
the French Professor, and am amazed because it pulver
izes all notions of the “  myth theory ”  of the “ Messiah,”  
and makes the various lives by Renan, Papini, Eudwig 
and Bruce Barton look positively foolish. If, as T.ionel 
Britton says, we must push thought up to the human 
plane, this book of Binet-Sangle’s should help. It abol
ishes a lot of current values at one swoop. It is anti- 
theological “ T.N .T.,”  which when it properly explodes 
will do to religion what Mr. G. Fawkes would have done 
to the boys upstairs if he hadn’t kept liis matches and 
loosely corked beer in the same pocket.

R. McK ay.
Sydney, Australia.

, fw- a i l i l  LU li lV lL C : a i t t i i u w u  t in -  -------- * » .....................

es of the earth to the work of Binet-Sanglé is be- ’ so long as we live.

Obituary.

Mr . R ayne A dams.
We regret to hear of the death of Mr. Rayne Adams, of 
New York. He had been a reader of the Freethinker for 
many years, and a consistent Atheist. The following ex
tracts from an address delivered at his cremation by an 
old friend of his, is sent us by another friend of Mr. 
Adams, Edward H. Davies.

“  Rayne Adams never thought the problem of death as 
large or as important as the problem of life. To that he 
gave sincere and earnest thinking. Ilis living, always 
personal, frank, and direct, was a simple and unforced 
expression of a will that knew itself and felt no depend
ence on common custom as a guide. It was a loyalty— 
always honest, to the point of bravery, and often sensi
tive, to the point of sacrifice—a loyalty to his indentifi- 
cation of truth. The rule was simple—being profound— 
and, as is always so, the application was a test of com
plex alternatives. Here is where most men capitulate— 
hy avoidance, or concealment, or compromise. He did 
not capitulate. He knew no hypocrisy. He would not 
compromise. Thus he stood to us all as a pre-eminent 
figure—notable always, the more loveable as the more 
known, and admirable in that love.”

I have a paper which he wrote some years ago in con
templation of this day. One paragraph I will read :—•

“  I believe in democracy; in individualism in thought 
and work. 1 believe in Secularism. I believe that the 
foundation of all society is the biological fact of sym
pathy; that social betterment depends upon the extension 
of sympathy; and that this extension of sympathy comes 
only through the widest education; and that, finally, 
this education, to be effective, must be free; that is, it 
must be the expression of-free thinking on all and any 
subjects. I ‘ accept all religions and believe none.’ As 
for the question of personal immortality, or ‘ life after 
death,’ this matter lias never interested me greatly so 
far as I am personally concerned; if ‘ one ’ lives after 
death, it is, after all, only a fact of nature, and in no 
way, to my belief, it is dependent, as a proposition, upon 
any system or theory of supernatUralism.”

It is in the emotional life that the bounty of living 
consists. His emotions ran deep and were quietly re
vealed. Characteristically, therefore, lie responded to 
music and to poetry. There is a selection of verse, in the 
publication of which he joined with a small group of 
kindred feeling, now a quarter of a century ago. From it, 
I read this, for our own satisfaction.

In it; too, the thought of death conics not seldoni— 
always happy, welcome, and like a friend. lie  had read 
often the ecstatic ode of Whitman, to Death. It will re
tore a rich memory of sincere and enthusiastic days to 
recall his pleasure in these lines of the Hymn to l ’ro- 
serpine.

(Swinburne : “  O daughter of earth ” . . .  to end.) 
And to this I add a verse from another page : —
(“  Margaritae Sorori,”  last verse : Henley.)
To liis spirit, still pervasive and always controlling, 

we need to add no word of commentary. With each one 
of us, he built a strong ihotive in our lives. It stays, 
ever fresh, in our love for him. Arid that love shall last
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In accordance with liis wish, we now consign his body 
to the flames, that it may return to the elements whence 
it came.

S o cie ty  N ew s.

We have received a good account of Mr. J. T. Brighton’s 
handling of the case for Secularism in a debate with a 
Wesleyan minister at Wingate, Co. Durham. We can 
congratulate the Rev. gentleman on his courage, and 
sympathize with him in the case lie had to defend. By 
an arrangement with the Executive of the N.S.S., Mr. 
Brighton is able to carry on some telling work in various 
parts of Durham.

Some Freethinkers have peculiar tastes, as for instance 
those in Finsbury Park, who regularly provide opposi
tion platforms with an audience by taking part in a 
slamming match between the speaker and the crowd. 
There is an N.S.S. platform and speaker in Finsbury 
Park every Sunday morning, and there ought to be a 
strong Branch of the Society in that cpiarter, but there 
is no sense in Freethinkers acting as some appear to have 
acted.

Air. G. Whitehead is always assured of a good recep
tion in Bolton and district. He reports good meetings, 
at which sympathizers predominate. The case for Free- 
thought was strengthened by opposition from a local 
vicar, and an officer of the Church Army. Where such 
good meetings can be held it seems a pity more sustained 
work cannot be undertaken. Opportunity is very neces
sary to reveal any local speaking talent which might lie 
well worth using. Starting from to-day (Sunday) Air. 
G. Whitehead begins a fortnight’s work in the Bradford 
district. There is a good branch of the N.S.S. in Brad
ford which will co-operate, and we are sure that every
thing likely to assure a successful visit will receive 
thorough attention.

In London regular open-air meetings are being held in 
every district where a Branch of the N.S.S. exists. There 
is plenty of room in London for more branches and more 
meetings. Will the saints in those districts not repre
sented, please take the hint, and get to work.

R. II. R osetti,
General Secretary.

ACADEMY CINEMA, Oxford Street,
(Opposite Waring &  Gillnws). Regent 4361.

A Season op Uniquf, Fir,ms.
The R ussian E pic 

"  TLRKSIB.” 
also

A R ene Clair Comedy 
V THE CRAZY RAY.”

Next Week:—
DREYER’S “ PASSION OF JOAN OF ARC.”
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L et Me Quote You

H ighest Quality L ow est PriceF .  P .  C O R R I G A N ,10, Hereford Gardens, Longhurst Kd., London, S.G.
UNWANTED CHILDREN

In  a Civilized Community there should be no 
U N W A NTED Children.

For an Illustrated Descriptive Liai (68 pages) of Birth Con
trol Requisites and Books, send a i)id. »gamp to:—

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

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

LONDON.
outdoor. _ . Be ittbi

Bethnal G reen Branch N.S.S. (Victoria Par ’
Bandstand) : 3.15, Air. A. D. McLaren—A Lee ur 

F ulham and Chelsea Branch N.S.S. (comer 0 ^  -.v
Road, North End Road, Walhani Green) : We !T ssrs. P'1' 
Alessrs. Shaller and Haskett. Saturday, 7-3°> . 
and Bryant. Freethinker on sale at both meeting 

F insbury  Park  N.S.S.—11.15, Air. L. Kbury--' Iieaf llli 
North L ondon Branch N.S.S". (Regent’s Par', 

Fountain) : 6.0, Air. E. Baker—A Lecture. venin?J
North L ondon Branch N.S.S.—Every Tuesday gei*" 

8.0, Air. L. Ebury will lecture outside Harnps eTefliliS 
Station, L.AI.S., South End Road. Every Thurs 
at 8.0, Air. L. Ebury will lecture at Arlington clap'13" 

South L ondon Branch N.S.S. Stonhouse_ Stree , (near 
Road, 7.30—A Lecture. Wednesday, Station '  piveT’1 
Brixton Station), 8.0, Mr. L. Ebury. Friday,
Street, Camberwell Gate, 8.0—A Lecture. . , Col '̂

West Ham Branch N.S.S. (outside Technic 
Romford Road, Stratford, E.) : 7.0, Air. B. A. L 
Lecture. , jj.O, 5 .

West L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) •  ̂ ,p,<o ’
B. A. Le Alaine; 3.30, ATessrs. C. E. Wood am  ̂ y, I
6.30, Alessrs. A. H. Hyatt, A. D. McLaren "'j
Alaine. Every Wednesday, at 7.30, Alessrs. C. '• '^piiia :,Ij,
C. Tuson; every Thursday, at 7.0, Alessrs. E. j
J. . Darby; every Friday, at 7.30, Alessrs. A- ‘ obt®'0̂  
and B. A. Le Alaine. Current Freethinkers ca*? vvaje ' 
opposite tlie Park Gates, 011 the corner of L1 ° 
during and after the meetings.

indoor. , .  ucb€
H ighgate Debating »Society (Winchester itot ’ ylr 

Road, Highgate, N.) : Wednesday, July i> at 7- ■ ^
Phallin—“ The Need for a New Logic.”  . ged 'y'

S outh Place E thical Society (Conway Hojb 
Square, W.C.i) : 11.0, John A. Hobson, ALA.“ "

L iverpool

COUNTRY.
OUTDOOR.

(Alerseyside) B ranch N.S.S.- s t v f f r
Queen’s Drive (opposite Baths), Messrs. Jackson 
man; Alonday, at Beaumont Street, Alessrs. %
Wollen; Tuesday, at Edge Hill Lamp, Alessrs. ;
Sherwin; Wednesday, at Waste Ground adjoining „
Library, Afcssrs. Little and Shortt; Thursday, a 1 '■ 
High Park »Street and Park Road, Alessrs. Jacks°u ii'1 

Current Freethinkers on sale .

Sunday, June 28, at w- J-c

eve■iiia? F

man. All at 7.30. 
iugs.

Accrington AIarket. 
ton.

B righton B ranch N.S.S. Every »Saturday 
p.m., opposite the Open Alarket. Every Sum ' i>tl 
The Level. ¿,<1 Str‘

Glasgow S ecular S ociety.—Ramble. Meet D11 jt
train Queen »Street to Alilngavie, 11.50 a.m. » y.y1'

Harle »Sy k e  (Car Terminus), Friday, June 2d, a 
J. Clayton. pigg ‘

N ewcastle-on-Tyne.—'Wednesday, July 1, at 8.?,  ̂ r
ket, Air. J. T. Brighton—A Lecture. ' l 1’

S underland.—Sunday, June 28, at 7.3°, 11 ,y>-
makers Hall, AH. J. T. Brighton- A Lecture. '  1

Wheatley L ank.—Tuesday, June 30, at 7■ 3° 
ton

AP- J-

tiet"*'
Wingate.—S a t u r d a y , June 27, a t  7.0, a “ S V  r  

Rev. W. II. Dixon o f  th e  Wesleyan C h u rc h  at 
Brighton, N.»S.S. ( i'f

INDOOR.
B irkenhead Branch N.S.S.—An Inaugural . . P 1' , 

Hie new Birkenhead Branch of the N.S.»S. win \Vl|1 *,,, 
Sunday, July 12, at 8.0, at Beechcroft Settlement,^ 0r 1 (|,P 
Lane, Birkenhead. All local Freethinkers (atta< i)iP/:1 
Inched) invited, and are also requested to make .gB 
well known among their friends. Anv inf°rI1 ‘ j, ,! 
Ronald II. S. Standfast, 24 Circular Rond, B irk eU  1 gpiiHF 

P erth B ranch N.S.S.—T.L.P. Hall, »Sunday eprci!i,')/ ' 
7.30, Debate—“ Has Religion Assisted S o c ia l - 
Affir.: Air. Alec Sinclair; Neg.: Air. Jns. W""v 
tious and discussion. Members meet at 6.0.

T O GLASGOW FREETH IN KERS.—Freethinfcu£ftlil’j,,f 
gow and District are invited to call at the îil f  

bookstall at the juncture of West Regent StrCt .j,l 
field Street. A varied assortment of F’reeth0'  ̂ yii 
always in stock. Current issue of the FreethW’•
Any book got to order.
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(Ch r i s t i a n i t y ! 
| s l a v e r y  & I
| LABOUR |
| ew Ihird Edition. Revised and Enlarged. |

CHAPMAN COHEN
3 3 3

|  Plates illustrating the stowing of
1 Th 6S 0n ^0ar^ a famous Liverpool slaver. 
|  m°st exhaustive work on the subject in  
|  atl  ̂ ' I1 *1 6  book is thoroughly documented  
|  Che references are among its most use

ful features.

P a p e r

Cloth

3 3 3

Postage 2d. 

Postage 3d.

Is. 6d.

2s. 6d.

E» l"1 HoNiiiiK Press. 61 Farringdon Street, IÎ.C.4.
'»'mulinili

^  Question o f the D ay.

^°cialism and the 
Churches

B y  C H A P M A N  C O H E N

^ ‘CE • T H R E E P E N C E . Postage id.

History of the Conflict 
between Religion and 

Science
Ihis !

b y  P rof. J. W. DRAPER.
*3 an unabridged edition of Draper’s great 

w°rk, of which the standard price is 7/6.
Cloth Bound. 396 Pages, 
m a t a/-. rosiACK 4tfd<

^  - » njNESR Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4,
■

1

. . T H E  . .National Secular Society
President :

C H A P M A N  C O H E N .

Secretary:

R. H. R o setti, 62 Farringdon Street, London,
E.C

PRINCIPLES AND OBJECTS.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I hereby give and bequeath (Here Insert particulars of 
legacy), tree of all death duties, to the Trustees of the 
National Secular Society for all or any of the purposes 
of the Trust Deed of the said Society.

MEMBERSHIP.

Any person is eligible as a member on signing th* 
following declaration :—

I desire to join the National Secular Society, and I 
pledge inyself, if admitted as a member, to co-operate in 
promoting its objects.

Name........................................................................

Address........... ......... ..............................................

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

Dated this......day of....................................1 9 .......
This declaration should be transmitted to the Secretary 

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

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

¡SEX  and r e l ig io n ]
I BY !
1 GEORGE WHITEHEAD 1
|  {Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.) |
| P r i c e  -  9 d. Postage id. j
f i t?»; g fc* *-*►« >«*•< «1
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j Second Edition in Three Months.

! GOD AND THE UNIVERSE
B Y

C H A P M A N  C O H E N  EDDINGTON, JEANS, HUXLEY & EINSTEIN
With a Reply by Professor Eddington 

and a Rejoinder by Mr. Cohen

Mr. Chapman Cohen . . .  is a philosophical critic of brilliant intellectual gifts, .¡fie
book God and the Universe is the best, and perhaps the only serious attempt to winnow the $c ^
work of Eddington, Jeans, Huxley, and Einstein from its pseudo-philosophical accretions, alKW elice 
phasize the highly-impoitant fact that the philosophical and religious speculations of men of sc 5 
are not necessarily more significant than those of Billingsgate fish-porters. Such criticism, c0
it does from the foremost Freethinker in the country, 
Referee.

is particularly refreshing.— The

,atW
Air. Cohen puts forth in trenchant manner, views that will undoubtedly arouse both 

and indignation, and consequently should form the nucleus of many a debating millieu .—The 
Schoolmaster.

A  characteristically provocative examination of recent pronouncements on religion and S 
and a notable exchange of views between Professor Eddington and the author.—Manchester E'verl 
News.

(Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.)

Cloth Gilt, 3s., Postage 3d. Paper 2s., Postage 2d-

»-a»»« >•***—«: »««to» («Utei »««MW* *-** •  »«a»«

Select Bargains in New Books.

PSYCHOLOGY AND FO LK LORE. B y R. R. Mauett.
Published at 7s. 6d. Price 3s. pd. Postage 4jfd. 

PRIM ITIVE CULTURE IN IT A LY. By H. J. R ose. 
Published at 7s. 6d. Price 3s. 9d. Postage 4>fd.

PRIM ITIVE CULTURE IN GREECE. By H. J. R ose.
Published at 7s. 6d. Price 3s. pd. Postage 4Rd. 

TH E DEVIL. By M. G arcon and J ean V inciion. A 
history of demonology.
Published at 12s. 6d. Price 4s. 6d. Postage 6d. 

FEMINISM. By. K . A. Weitii-K nddsen. A sociological 
study of the Woman Question from ancient times 
to the present day.
Published at 12s. 6d. Price 4s. 6d. Postage 6d. 

LOVE AND MORALITY. By J acques F isciieu . A 
Physiological interpretation of Human Thought. 
Published at 12s. 6d. Price 4s. 6d. Postage 4d.

A SHORT HISTORY OF CH RISTIANITY. By S. 
REINACH. Au important work.
Published at 10s. 6d. Price 4s. 6d. Postage 6d.

THE ROSY FIN GERS. B y A rthur L yn cii. The 
building forms of Thought and Action.
Published at 7s. 6d. Price 3s. Postage 4d.

TABOO AND GENETICS. By M. M. K night, I. L. 
Peters, and P. B lanchard. A .Study of the biologi
cal and psychological foundations of the family. 
Published at 10s. 6d. Price 4s. Postage 4d.

TH E ETIIIC  OF FREETIIOUGHT. By R are Pearson. 
Published at 12s. 6d. Price 4s. 6d. Postage 6d.

T he P ioneer PRESS, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4.

,* »-«U.* * »“Mito* » a » g-««-«-*

„À

A SHORT HISTORY OF CH RISTIANITY. W J,y ' 
mon R einach, 1922. An important f 'ji'
leading French Freethinker. Translated '  

ence Simmonds. -g
Published at 10s. 6d. Price 4s. 6d. P°s 

COMPLETE POETICAL WORKS OF h
BUCIIANANv The Poet of Revolt. 2 Vols- 
Published at 15s. Price 6s. 6d. Postaff^jjjjjlPostage^gljP'

PERCY BYSSH E SH E LLEY , POET AND l’ 1 
By H. S. Salt.
Price is. od. Postage 3d.

*>•
r

A  D arin  ff B o ok .

1 THE BIBLE UNMASK^
JOSEPH LEWIS

This book is handsomely produced and is now ' it3 
ninth edition. Arrangements are being made 
translation into various languages. The Bible 13 
with “ faithfully,”  and in readiug it many Chr>=F 0l 
will for the first time be reading the Bible, in9t® 
seeing in it only what their religious teachers wishWes'te<°
to see. No greater calamity ever fell upon , g 
civilization than the acceptance of the Biblo as 1 
vealed word of God, and anything that tends to vvC'l0nt 
its influence is helping the cause ofhunian develop1 ^

Price—5s. post free.

Printed and Published by T he P ioneer P ress (G. W. F oote and Co., L td.), 61 Farringdon Street, Londoib


