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The s ---------
As  ̂ Uriday Bill in Committee.
\ , S to 1)0 expected very little has appeared in the
S d L  p £onC( ■

performance Bill.
i.i;iy p concerning the Committee Stage of the

C eties-”
There have been no

\ 110 member has been expelled, it is just a
Of ,;'t 'v̂ eh concerns the well-being of a few millions 
iii0ilt and questions of freedom and enlighten-

*^ings are to-day not “  news,”  and can-
V r"*i6arer .°.C01nPete with columns of what Miss Norma 

v<, l ' j nks of Loudon, or personal sketches of
been 'Vell'known criminal. But the Committee has 
of t, Sltting, and apart from the intrinsic importance 

. e ‘"easure, the proceedings have really been 
•ft q 0llplace in the extreme. Gleams of intelligence 
>f ile Committee have been few, and the Chairman, 
of C0]re£ected at all, must have often had a feeling 

hi, 'le s io n  for the electorate.
«ie time of writing (July 14) the Committee 

'1<: SaiV! ^°Ur sittings, and apparently nothing is to 
K  jlljjhy^the Committee on the greatest iniquity of
Die
tin
the
fill

'.‘HJlts ] ^ . lat of placing all meetings and entertain- 
K b0(l °n Sunday under the control of a lieen- 
fcJfisr  ̂ must again remind readers that under 

, be '!l!i Tw any meeting, or any entertainment 
IP toadeRlfVen 011 a Sunday, provided that no charge 
1] tie • admissio»- With that restriction any- 
*iy .g a is permissible without a licence 011 a week- 

” -Sses permissible on a Sunday. When this Bill 
y 'tter *»° lJu!dic meeting “  for publicly debating any 
,'0li f may be held on Sunday without the permis'
K  ° m - ’a local Council, and whether the Council 
, T i n ] ? a licence will be determined by whether SS? t,her,e is a sufficient demand for it, and in 
jSbs j? me licence it may impose any conditions it 

’ l 'or the first time in the history of modern 
( ' ^'e British public is being deprived of

J h'oiln Public meeting on Sunday. The House 
‘0"s passed this, on the second reading with

out comment, and it will pass the third reading. It 
may be that the House of Lords will say a word in 
defence of freedom of discussion, but the House of 
Commons will agree to almost anything. It may 
kick against a free-born Britisher being permitted to 
drink a glass of beer in a public park, but that is a 
question of restricting liberty, and so comes within a 
different category.

* * *
Sectarian Absurdity.

One of the members of the Committee, Mr. R. J. 
Russell (Chester) actually moved an amendment to 
leave out debates from the subjects that were per
mitted to be licenced on Sunday, on the avowed 
ground that of all the things that we should be per
mitted to do 011 Sunday debating was not among 
them. In the course of his argument against Sunday 
entertainments a sample of that gentleman’s mentality 
was exhibited in the statement that it is calculated 
that there iare no less than 50,000 visitors in London 
every Sunday, and there were fifty thousaond visitors 
to cinemas on Sunday. From this he drew the conclu
sion that London cinemas were on Sunday kept open 
by visitors from the provinces. Absurd as this was 
he capped his own absurdity by arguing that the pro
vinces do not want Sunday cinemas, when on his own 
showing 50,000 of them came to London to escape the 
deadly dulness of the Provincial Sunday. Mr. 
Russell also said that there are ill London 2,000 
churches and only 318 cinemas. He might have 
added that the Cinemas are packed out every Sunday. 
The Churches are not. What the people need, said 
Mr. Russell, is really more desire for work and more 
desire for worship, and he opposed the opening of 
Sunday cinemas because they will tend to weaken the 
desire for both work and worship. I remember a con
undrum which asked why does a donkey eat thistles. 
The answer was “  Because lie’s an Ass.”  I think 
the same answer would be given as to why anyone 
wants more work and more worship.

* # *
Chapels or Cinemas P

I do not wish to be too hard on Mr. Russell, be
cause the whole proceedings were very much upon 
the level of his argument. Mr. Kedward (Ashford, 
Kent) for example, in supporting an amendment to 
restrict the operations of the Bill to London, desired 
to protect the provinces from the contamination of 
Sunday cinemas, and affirmed that Sunday was “  the 
sheath that safeguards the very kernel of Christ
ianity.”  The Rev. Mr. Lang, Socialist Member for 
Oldham, moved an amendment to leave out the 
clause which permitted cinemas to open on Sunday, 
and treated the Committee to a full blown Sabba
tarian sermon. lie  said that to go to a cinema on 
Sunday was the very worst way to spend the day. 
Many of the films shown were not of a “  helpful ”
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character, the atmosphere of the cinema, “  even the 
costumes of the attendants ”  suggested things not 
good for young people. This sort of thing ought to 
be closed to young people once a week. He 
declared that if people wanted music they could get 
it in Church or Chapel. But why the young people 
should be protected only once a week, or 
why music should be good in a chapel, but 
not good in a concert hall, it is puzzling 
to see. For my own part I have never
seen anything more discreditable in young women in 
cinemas going about in trousers, than in seeing a 
Roman Catholic priest or a High Church preacher 
going about dressed up in what is substantially a 
woman’s costume of a very fantastic shape. It was 
all very strange and peculiar, and made one wonder 
wdiether men of the type of Mr. Lang and Mr. Ked- 
ward will ever grow up. To find such men elevated 
to the legislature is among the things that is bringing 
Parliamentary Government into contempt.

*  *  *

An Honest Bigot.

The best and the most straightforward speech up to 
date, wras the one delivered by Lord Eustace Percy. 
Lord Eustace was Minister of Education under the 
Conservative Government. Fie is a man fundament
ally primitive in his outlook, but who in many in
stances has all the fearless logic of a child or a savage, 
with a mentality that belongs to the tenth century, 
rather than to the twentieth. An amendment was 
moved by Lieut.-Colonel Heanage to add to the words 
permitting cinema performances, “ Of a religious and 
instructive character.”  On this Lord Eustace delivered 
a speech that w'as really straightfonvard and went to 
the heart of the matter. It expressed the bigotry of 
the Sabbatarian with none of the Nonconformist cant 
about morality and social betterment with which it is 
usually disguised. He said : —

It is just the weakness of the opposition to the 
Bill that it is not opposed on purely Sabbatarian 
grounds. 1 am a .Sabbatarian, and 1 approach the 
Bill, on these grounds, that is to say, I believe that 
the State can have no right to limit the right of the 
individual as to what he does on Sunday, except on 
the definite grounds of revealed religion. Revealed 
religion says, I presume, that Sunday is primarily a 
day of worship, and secondly a day of rest . . . Sun
day is not a day of moral uplift, but a day of wor
ship, and this attempt to censor the pleasures of the 
people, cpiite apart from the amount of labour in
volved, which is the real and only consideration, 
seems to me to be not Christian, but an example of 
that queer combination of Laodicean lukewarmness 
and spiritual pride.

Now that is quite straightforward, and quite to the 
point. It strips the whole ghastly business of its 
hypocrisy, its humbug, and cant, and shows it for 
what it is. There is no other basis for the restriction 
of Sunday entertainments save sheer superstition. 
Sunday is a taboo-day, the Mumbo-Jumbo to whom 
these Sabbatarians pay homage decreed— not that men 
should not play, but that they should not work on the 
Sabbath. There was no injunction against play, it was 
not thought about then. It was not thought about 
two generations ago. But when the people became 
more civilized and the primitive taboo lost its power, 
men of the Lang type suddenly became deeply con
cerned over the possibility of: men having to work on 
Sunday. Lord Eustace Percy deserves our thanks for 
speaking so plainly. He was the one honest Sabba
tarian in the dispute— and I expect the rest of the 
gang will be blackguarding him for his straightfor
wardness.

A Bad Bill. aiuelld*e»>
Unless someone is prepared to carry a1 .fl]y be- 

that will make the Bill useless, it will cef ^  
come law, and it will probably leave t 111 liajice 
than they are. It will make cinema Pel ^  the 
legal in London, subject to the consent j°0’11(jon 
conditions imposed by, the L.C.C. But < .gill» 
have its cinemas in any case. And unde  ̂
licensing Council can impose any condition 
It can decide the kind of films that may pro' 
and the amount of profit, if any, that the c’11.̂  
prietors may make. It may, even when 1 coi>' 
to give way to a demand for cinemas, ‘ #
ditions that will make business impossi ’ ec[iapeli"' 
make local politics more a question of l°ca eCratr 
Alienee than ever. The Bill, moreover, C°linll)er0 
the principle that it does not matter what 11 for"’ 
people wish to indulge in a perfectly . jar iilinlber01 
of entertainment, they may not do so 
other people do not wish to see them doing

if a.
it. . 110‘

one man does not like to see, another man puti
do, so long as the “ not-liker”  is a believer n g i? 
liarly repulsive form of primitive super»11.'. 
saving in so many words that the least en  ̂ ^ tl>1

community shall determine what the more en ^f- 
section of the community may do with its fiim

the least tolerant, the least advanced sec

It is a great pity the papers have not rep01 Jlierel' 
discussions in full, it might throw a light- 11 li»
on how we are governed, but the type of aie” tH<

are „ 19govern us. I do not wonder that things ‘ ^
condition they are when our supreme R£' ,^eS: ■ 
made up of men such as figure on this Conn" eryeS-

it d -i, t»is said that every country has the laws  ̂
But have we really done anything bad en 
deserve these legislators?

Chapman Co#**

L ovable  C harles L a h ^ ’

tlv ^  l 1’“ His graceful and lovely nature can ham . 
pression in any form without giving pleasure ‘ ¡„¡li1

”  ,J/- ..  ,11»-!the
O. w-

“ The most delightful, the most provoking
wittv and sensible of men. He always inal e■ he L1

CilARf.ES L amb is one of the most lovable of '.

pun and the best remark in the course of tl,e

rfim
tî uitv

and, despite his own jest that he wrote for n'1̂  wi’-j1 
he becomes every year a more popular am 
posterity. “  A  fellow of infinite jest, of mo^ îii" 
lent fancy,”  it could scarce be otherwise, in &  
that he writes awakens personal affection êl- 
reader. Writing of youth, of familiar faces, 0 ^ y r  
things, he keeps marvellously close to life- . o0l,  ̂
we feel, just so with us in childhood, at sCtogetE.
this glad or sad experience. This power, 
with the gift of getting at the heart of thiniF’̂ ^li1.' 
him keenly alive to life, and ensures the im11 
of his writings.

As a man, Charles Lamb was well worth 
What would it not be worth to have had a ffiV -., I"

co"of his company? In his buoyant humour, 0 
more serious vein, it was all one. Suppose tP‘ 
have dined with him that day when the dish ' j)eE 
sucking-pig that Farmer Collier sent him, al1
the good wishes wafted to the giver : —

May your granaries be full, and your „i-E, 
and your chickens plump, and your etiv'0"' ;lj E
hours lean, and your labourers busy, and y°" 
and as happy as the days are Ion,

Or imagine we had been present -when the Ji 
dnd eloquent Coleridge asked him: “  ChM

A
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V°u ever hear me preach?” and he rep . else.”  Or 
lnK way, “ I never heard you do any 11 , Martin 
\'hat if we had taken a hand at v  11S cap ec\  out, 
Furney was his partner, and , yoU>d

Man>n, if dirt were trumps, what • that
Or, better still, had we been ^

Saturday night when he brought borne pad
of Beaumont and Fletcher’s of it,

" a'tted for weeks, while he had save t^e  f0ose
and he could not think of going to e favour-
,eaves had been pasted in, and he nu 'te Passat- ^  
to

Passa i«a icu  in, ana lie nau lean nib mvour-
)̂r> best of all, had we been among those.. . **** & ,

, ---- — famous Wednesdaywhom his door was open on the <• Wordsworth
Minings in the Inner Temple Lane. n> and
''as one of the number when he « >  and Tal-
oleridge, Haydon, Hazlitt, Barry 1 q{ genivis, it
°"V('- Surrounded by such a Ra V abiding delight, 
""at have been a rich memory, and abiding _
0 have been with Lamb at times h ^e have be

s"Ppers
e be -waino ar runes line tnese. It must

*'FersSn 3 ês âf evening such as those memorable 
eicehan a| dle *' Mermaid,”  when rare Ben Jonson
the anged

,Jrillia
Jests with the smiling Shakespeare, and

•“ •ant Elizabethan wits made the night nierry 
? . their repartee.

{ u,e austere Thomas Carlyle was one of the very 
of note who misunderstood Lamb. Carlyle s 

sW SUess, his want of humour, his dogmatism, 
2  the doors of sympathy. Where they met the 
t, °sPhere was electric. On one occasion, while
"ey were -of the waiting for their host, Carlyle looked out

<Piis " u'dow and watched the flight of some pig- 
to j,j ainb, hurt, perhaps, at his silence, went up 
terer>»» 31ld asked : “  Mr. Carlyle, are you a poul- 
hall, p o th e r time, as they were together in the 
tnonopol.Paring to leave a party after the sage had 
his hat 1Ŝ  ^le conversation, Lamb handed Carlyle 
AcCor(|- "db the remark: “ Is this your turban?”  

We find the philosopher writing in his 
Charles Lamb I sincerely' believe to be in 

H etv°nSiderable degree insane. A more pitiful, 
(lo tin* i gasPfnff, staggering, stammering tomfool I
> i kn ow ‘
^°lta,,„

and his own contemporary, Herbert Spen- 
dJ,s jests often contained shrewd observa-

h'gar({ *wl°w.”  Carlyle was as completely wrong with 
tajr 0 Fanib as he was in error concerning Heine, 

c6r. r 
S a s aml
Hoya]. 111 bis ironic expression of regret that the 
'Vouij ^S d̂d not bang John Milton, for then posterity 

Othet!ave baughed at them.
■ ted ] ,j.111en °f genius who knew Charles Lamb real- 
""der m re"f worth. They saw the splendid nature

Lamb was no dilettante.

bis
be Pa homely exterilor.
e C " 5  his own living, paid his own way, was the

sel
"»e, a’ " ot the helped; a man who was beholden to no 

r revvd man capable of advice, strong in coun-

hj

IIlip] 'llli Was ever ready both with sympathy and 
’ ger|erous and unselfish.ls bQ He had pensioners on11 uQUrif ~~ --- ------  xr ----------

among whom were an old teacher of his 
"as r * a cripple whose solitary claim was that lie 
H c ° mmended by his friend, Robert Southey. 
1,1 hanii°>rilUad tells a characteristic story. He was
J<ainb7,b s company one day; in low spirits, which 
N d en; 'lought was due to want of money. Turning 
'lUautity ’ ^ anib said : “ My dear boy, I have a 
Î Uji , y. of useless things,
"¡th \\n n‘y desk,

W .  akc i t .“
.N a
in„_ of

including 
that I don’t know

a hundred 
what to do

I '•artib i •tad a l,Inself was modest and unobtrusive, but he 
t:*iiit S,tlain of heroism in his nature. There was a 
‘‘"flip,] lllsanity in the family, and Lamb never 
boa, 1 ’ What this meant to him may be guessed 
Phib lJ 'C.,pai!?etic pages of his essay on “  Dream 
a fit ' His sister, Mary, killed her mother in 
‘‘cr t() badness. A  few weeks’ restraint restored 
tttvals lf*r r'^ht mind, but the disease recurred at in-

over afterwards, and a retreat was provided in

a private asylum. There was warning of this com
ing, and a friend has related how he met the brother 
and sister at such a time, walking hand-in-hand across 
the fields to the asylum, both in tears. Lamb was 
rewarded by the devotion of his sister and her warm 
sympathy in his literary work. He gives a charming 
picture of her in his essay on Mockery End, where he 
describes her as a “  most incomparable old maid.”

Lamb was a true Cockney, and he loved every stone 
of London, and would not willingly have exchanged 
the roar of Fleet Street for the most attractive country 
sight or sounds. “  The streets of London are his 
fairy land,”  writes Hazlitt, and in his essays Lamb 
gives us a wonderful series of pictures of London life, 
its old buildings, its playhouses and actors, even its 
sweeps, beggars, and quaint characters.

If Charles Lamb waged an unequal war against 
fate, he was, at least, a happy soldier. When his 
turn came he yielded up his broken, but not dis
honoured sword to fate, the conqueror, with a brave 
and a humble heart.

M im n er m u s .

O bscuran tism  an d  Biology.

“  O bscurantism  and Biology ”  is the title of the last 
chapter in a book entitled The Serpent’s Fang, by 
Mr. Morley Roberts (Eveleigh Nash, 1930) the well- 
known novelist. We are indebted to Mr. Roberts for 
that very fine work The Private Lije of Henry Mait
land, which is really a biography of George Gissing, 
whose novels are not so popular as they ought to be, 
because they reflect the misfortune and unhappiness 
which dogged his footsteps all his life, mainly, 
through his own weakness of character and lack of 
self-control.

Mr. Morley Roberts combines a love of literature 
with the pursuit of science, his Warfare in the 
Human Body (1920) was very favourably received 
when it appeared, and scientists are very chary of ex
tending a welcome to trepassers upon their domain. 
Mr. Roberts describes The Serpent's Fang, as an 
“  Essay in Biological Criticism.” It is really an at
tempt to explain how the Serpent came to evolve the 
formidable hollow fangs and poison sacs, with which 
it is now furnished. The discussion is complex and 
highly technical, and only suitable for experts, but 
the last chapter “  Obscurantism and Biology’ ”  is 
written in a popular style, and is an attack upon those 
obscurantists who are always with us— and never more 
active than to-day— seeking every loophole for the re
turn of the supernatural into the swept and ordered 
domain of Science. “  They’ fall back on unfounded 
assumptions and begin to deny causality,”  says Mr. 
Roberts, and continues : —

they hint that what we seek to explain by patient 
work can be settled at once by the introduction of 
factors drawn from the rusty’ armoury’ of verbal 
metaphysics and theology. They allow their desires 
to overcome their very training, for it grows surer 
every day that what they’ aim at is the restoration of 
some kind of religious thought. They appeal to the 
public in popular essays. They even carry propa
ganda into the laboratory and hope to convert the 
patient and incredulous worker still untouched by 
such heresies. (The Serpent’s Fang. p. 222.)

During private conversations regarding what our 
author describes a s : “  the present movement to
wards the production of infertile hybrids between re
ligion and science,” he has urged upon those who 
have a right to be heard in the realm of science, that 
it was their duty to say what they really thought 
about these new forms of obscurantism; but they sug
gested that it would be better if the task were under-

L
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taken by one of more independence while they went 
on with their work undisturbed, hence the present 
chapter dealing with the subject.

When, says Mr. Roberts “  physicists become 
metaphysicians they naturally assume the authority of 
their rank in their own science. Great men in what 
they know are held to be great men in what they do 
not and cannot know. We all want to make “ the pass
age to physics,”  and most readily accept a helping 
hand when physicists offer it. But when instead of 
help we get obscurantism and a passage to some kind 
of theology we owe them no gratitude.”  (p. 226.)

Those ignorant people who declare that matter is 
incapable of doing all that mind, soul, and spirit is 
claimed to do : ‘ ‘ These know nothing of the brain 
or its capacities. They cannot appreciate the mean
ing of a million, and the fact that some 9,200,000,000 
neurons form the cortex of the brain is but a set of 
empty words. Yet what are the mathematical capaci
ties of change and fresh linkage among these neurons 
and what do they become when we add the nerve den
drites with their multiplied and infinite potential
ities?” (p. 230.)

Mind, says Mr. Roberts : “  as I conceive it means 
the reactions of the brain to the external and internal 
environment and means no more. Mind, soul, spirit, 
and consciousness as well, are therefore loose allied 
words which are useful in talk and literature for 
slightly different aspects of cerebral work. The as
sumption that they are more is at once unscientific 
and unphilosopliical, and here we may distinguish a 
sane logical philosophy from metaphysics, because 
that is always a personal multiplication of unneces
sary hypotheses.”  Therefore : “  We must wholly 
exhaust the possibilities of matter, body and brain 
before we call in despair on hypothetic verbal spec
tres, even to salve, with the help of Eddington and a 
probably unwilling Planck, the sacred ghost of free
will.”  (p. 232.)

The great war has been followed “ by a strange 
renascence of barbaric belief,”  the usual aftermath 
of great wars, and one of the penalties we have to 
pay for them, and those who rely upon the Church 
for their knowledge are under the impression that 
these beliefs have spread very widely among scien
tific men.

Scarcely a week passes without some decanal or 
episcopal pronouncement that no one is now a 
“ materialist,”  and that the notion of a mechanico- 
pliysical explanation of life and the universe has 
been given up. As it seldom happens that scientific 
workers have any time or taste for contradicting 
every foolish thing in the newspapers they naturally 
say nothing and get on with the task in front of 
them. And their task is usually to add just a little 
more to that very mechanieo-physical explanation 
which they are said to have discarded. Perhaps it is 
a pity that these men should be so silent, for if the 
celebrated Bellman was right in stating that what 
he said three times was true, those uninstructed in 
the general scientific intellect may end in believing 
what they are told thousands of times by very foolish 
people, (p. 234-)

The following is evidently a shot intended for 
Eddington, Jeans and Lodge : “  Let people say what 
they will the chief enemy of science has always been 
religion, and it always will be so> long as it palters 
with its practical and social work and makes for 
transcendentalism of the theological kind. Nowa
days when the Churches are fighting for their author
ity and their lives, all the time in deadly fear of 
science, to which they hold out appealing hands for 
help, it seems a most disastrous thing that they 
should get it from those who know quite well that a 
dominant church would be just as obscurantist as all 
churches have always been when in power.”  (p. 235.)

What they are capable of “  may be seen 
man with authority in science says something 
may or might mean, or can be tortured into llie 
what they want to hear.”  _ , e s3id

Mr. Roberts observes that no doubt it u 1 ^
that he has no authority to speak for the gelieril 
of scientific workers, to which he replies: tjicre

But that does not deter me from saying * e*.
are enormous numbers of such workers wno 
actly as I do myself. They may be P°os0pber5'

a»y

realists, but they know that these p 
whose metaphysical tendencies they detes > . ped

ala0

naïve realists at the bench, in their bath, a„J 
and at breakfast. Tliey do good work as and "llll° 
then break out into a rash of metaphysics ¿«r- 
half the work they might have done. Beea’ ^ ve0' 
itig difficult and arduous enterprise ltPon 1<nn;it 100¡r ahn°g etyverge of the unknown they find the air - 
rarefied to breathe, they have no right to erect % 
,,a ura ,, a,,d unblamevvorthy ignorance 11 <olt 
■ pi°°. t.iat they have somehow reached a r‘ .- j 
in which law fails. To do this was once t h e ^ f  t 
gnorance and presumption, which in other timesThere « ,

es of obsc^ }
Galileo in prison and burnt Bruno, 
need for physicists to propagate waves of o0*L'"2fi) 
ism. We have enough of it without them. (P‘ “ ,

niar̂
Every advance towards reason : has been ^ to(

by a progressive relegation of the imaginaiT.^^es-
or creators of the world to loftier and more
sible regions and the imputation of those 
which he has been summarily deprived,^

offici of

to na, .***■*,** i.v, nug UV.V.U siuuuimit^y ucpiiW-”) i.g
forces.”  (p. 241-2). We hope that Mr. R° r£re£lch3 
publish this chapter separately, so that it ma> 
larger audience than if will do in this cX* 
technical work.

W .  N A

A ncien t M ysteries.

I . — E gyptian .1

G Egypt, Egypt, of thy religion there will be left reina'
•u.' 1 -/ -'OP I' -J  “ V « 1)elieVCl\llV

ing nothing but uncertain tales, which will be J 0f 11- 
more by posterity; words graven 011 stone and tel 
piety.”—Ilermcs Trismeglstus. ^5

Eg y p t , the cradle-land of arts and civili^^jjgio1** 
also the great fountain-head of streams of ;ii>‘ 
mystery. A11 air of impressive massiven ^ p

get,ii">
mystery remain stamped upon its mouu111L‘ai jjoifl 
hieroglyphs, despite the glimmering light ‘ 
polio, were impenetrable mysteries until tl> 
of Champollion unearthed the secrets of '°2 ^  
turies and showed the cross as the sign of We .

Those mystic-story volumes on the walls long ') 'n \vi(' 
Whose sense is late revealed to searching mot u  ̂ ttti"

The lonely, watching Sphynx, profound ji'1' 
fathomable, rearing its monstrous form and  ̂•' 
passive head above the drifting sands of 
type of Egyptian religion. The basis of thaJ .j, tR 
was nature and fetish-worship, as now f°u° jjiUq
heart of the Dark Continent. Down to the
times may be discerned traces of savagery, ,n ‘ n"1' 
worship, totemism, magical prayers, an , .C yl,Ll  
methods of diviniation. As with other âlt l veffW 
the priests were a dominant caste, religion 0 \
every part of life and ramified in all directP^JLw,

, fR1,
1 See Plutarch’s Isis amt Osiris, the Hieroglyph .̂ 

polio; Apuleius, Golden Ass, bk. x i ; Hermes ' l 'h ’ C‘ (i 
(tr. by J. T). Chambers, and in P'reneh by I/. Mennri 
Kepoa (Berlin, 1778), and the works of Birch, W  'P1 
Gerald Massey, Bonwick, Sharpe, Brugsch, 4
Renouf, Lefebure and Erman.  ̂fPJ,

3 The ankh, or crux ansata, is found as the stgn 0it 
the tomb of Khufu Ankh, officer of Cheops, b.c. 37*- f 
coffin of Men-Kau-Ra (Mykeriuas) n.c. 3133, and 011 
cepts of Ptah-Hotep, the oldest book in the world'
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S llol°gy!
'that

'" India, the Brahmins sum up tbc nl0ito
'!\llles into a sublime pantheism, 1 bejng) no 
hk“»i eva adviliyam—“ There is but 01 . ns to
« » « ,"  so the Egyptian priest 

">en Ra as the one hidden creator, not pr0-
ace worshipped cats and crocodiles. Egyptian
ttne. in my limits, t0 „anger in  th= TrrytU

hut proceed at once to the
of Osiris, the deity who presided 

Kreatur as Isis over the lesser, “ J f J ”  Ritual, and
Wr. Andrew Laing, m his . . ’ river of

* * * »  (Vol. I I ,  p. 84) : “  As one s0
Mysterious source flows throughout a 'n floWS 
•"ough the brakes and jungles of he ;hea(1> tpe 

°Ue Krcat myth from a distant °un ‘ , page
*yth of Osiris.” 3 This myth, s a y s ¿ 011 » In
^nouf, is •< as old as Egyptian cn'- * taUght
’tle{’ it tells how Osiris the benefic®? ’ tituted laws, 
Sticuhure and other useful arts, am body
'as overcome and slain by Set ( YP1 * Egypt in 
' :is mutilated and strewn over the a fourteen

f e , , “  <‘>“ " apS r ps r £ r g e  ‘“ 5 sm’s  by- s of the waning moon). H ■ per sister
I'is sister and consort, and Nep > t five dayS.

5ml w'fe of Typhon, the mourning testing; h burying
^  seeks the mangled remains, hudu g^ the

the genitals. By aid ol »» son 1 a
'wwerer and avenger, whose lepe me, Osiris
epb.ca of that of Osiris, Typhon is ^ 0f the

froth the dead and becomes the 3 R plu.
Ulcb and the dead. In  the story, as given tarch.

fulf ■ We n'ay trace the rudiments of organs more
Part, ^"v°f°Ped in an earlier form. The legend, in 
kins. i?S Probably invented to account for the cus- 
e3tPlain i'S ^10 slory °f the parts unfound was to 
and tj. 1 le beariiig of imitation phalli in the festival 
beingr G .Particular honour paid them, these phalli 
°Ver °n^ nally symbols of fertility and of victory 
k cTllfes- The burial of various members was told 
N b  how numerous places claimed to show the 
Rod w 0 siris. The story of the dying and suffering
“'it
til:

Was 
of

"1,,at th
ose

mystery. Herodotus (bk. ii. 171), speak- 
lake near Sais, says : “  On this lake it is 

Egyptians represent by night his sufferings 
cm !'atne  ̂ refrain from mentioning, and this rep- 

tlie .̂1 they call their Mysteries. I know well 
N ;  * course of the proceedings in these cere-
N rd  JUt tbey shall not pass my lips. So too, with 
Erin *(° .tbe mysteries of Ceres, which the Greeks 
shall ^le ^hesmophoria.”  I know them, but I 
N e ,,-  mention them, except so far as may be 

impiety.”  4 To the comparative myth- 
k tya ’ E ’s evident the mysterious sufferer alluded 
‘ his fe.a dying god, or a man who represented him. 
ke pr ‘Ellfe of Egyptian religion was alluded to by 
■ s heip^^mkcr Xenophanes, who said to them : “  If 
'i they '̂f ibem to be gods, why do ye weep for them; 

N erve  your lamentations, why repute them

rlfkost vJ1u‘'0uiidest mysteries are the simplest. Two of the 
j, ,'0dfrfOr,® dealing with the mysteries are the Anacalypsis, 

Biggins, and the Isis Unveiled, ascribed to Helena 
v, Palin avatsky, and founded on the MSS. of the Baron 

j> ' ' he late lamented excellent Freethinker, Win-
t'i'skriea< e’ aE° has a learned work, chiefly on Druidical 
1 C kscrS’ e,nbtled The Veil of Isis. All these titles refer to 

hiis .'P'kn to Nei(h, or the Saitic Isis, “ I am all that is 
N  js. and shall be, and no man hath lifted my veil.” 
|!'>'hf>r ^Presented the female principle, the universal 
,, M . ’,vith beauteous bosomed bodv full of fruit the 
% k * hfe.

.
'vith beauteous blossomed body full of fruit the 

1 ’y * * 8 * l0'her, ‘‘ clad in the beauty of a thousand stars.”

Hence she must always wear her veil, and is 
Kor6, Nature, the ever-virgin mother, the carth-

», i'Eoi
shuU 

ria see when we deal with the Eleusinia and Thes-
koS(>‘l’ ,that these mysteries preserved the same meanings 

üf Osiris

to be gods.”  (Plutarch on Isis and Osiris). Rawlin- 
son says, in bis note on the passage cited from Hero
dotus : “  The sufferings and death of Osiris were the 
great mystery of the Egyptian religion, and some 
traces of it are perceptible among other people of 
antiquity.”  Osiris was the good deity who died, rose 
again, and judged the dead in the underworld, who 
attained bliss by becoming Osirified like unto him.”  5 
This was the Egyptian scheme of salvation. To no 
mythological hero has the solar theory been more 
persistently or plausibly applied. It held sway from 
Machobius to Renouf. Yet it is only partially true. 
Osiris absorbs the attributes and myths of Ra the 
sun, and Horus the light. He becomes the sun of 
the underworld. But while Ra is primarily solar, 
Osiris is only secondarily so. Originally be represents 
fertility, appearing, as Mr. Frazer suggests, as the 
tree spirit and corn spirit, with a sacrificed pig as 
part of his ritual. As the fertility of Egypt depends 
on the innundatiou of the Nile, he comes to represent 
humanity. In Egypt the sun does not die in winter, 
it is therefore as vegetative life his annual death and 
resurrection was celebrated.0

The myth of Osiris became not only typical of the 
daily triumph of the sun over darkness, the annual 
victory of vivific nature over winter, but of the 
life long conflict of humanity with evil. Osiris the 
Good (Ounefrd) became the type of ideal humanity, 
with its sufferings, struggles, temporary defeat and 
final triumph. The living and the dead were typified 
in him. The very core of Egyptian religion lay here. 
As the god of life, conquered by the powers of dark
ness and death, passed into the underworld, and 
waged there a triumphant contest with his enemies 
and rose again with new life and vigour, so with the 
human spirit. The renewal of Hfe in nature was the 
pledge of man’s immortality. Life and immortality 
were thus brought to light ages before Christianity. 
The resurrection of the body and the life everlasting 
was the credo of the Egyptians ages before Moses, 
and the curious thing, if lie was learned in all the 
wisdom of the Egyptians, is why in spoiling the 
Egyptians of certain of their mysteries, he did not 
also borrow their central doctrine.

(Fate) J. M. WHEELER.

(To be continued.)

Man supposes that lie directs His life and governs liis 
actions, when liis existence is irretrievably under the 
control of destiny.— Goethe.

Whatsoever contradicts luy sense I hate to see and 
never can believe.—Roscommon.

Discontent is the want of self-reliance. It is infirmity 
of will.— Emerson.

Let your own discretion be your tutor : suit the action 
to the word, the word to the action.—Shakespeare.

5 The identification of the dead person with Osiris, is seen
on the earliest tombs and in the Ritual of the Dead.

8 Mr. Andrew Lang brings Osiris into line with savage
benefactors as “ a culture-hero.” But even Air. Lang, though 
of the school of “ rational Christians,” who invent a “  real
Jesus ” out of the ideal Christ, does not pretend that he can
reconstruct a real history of Osiris, as modern Christians, 
knowing nothing of their own myths or their own mysteries, 
fancy they can reconstruct a real history of Jesus. Such 
rationalizers are usually the reverse of rational, for they at
tempt to interpret old legends on nineteenth century prin
ciples, instead of explaining them front the atmosphere of 
myth and miracle in which they arose.
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T he B u rd en  of Proof.

A  Conference on “  Church Stewardship and 
“ Finance ”  was held in Edinburgh (from June 
22 to 26) and the views expressed by the 
speakers at the commencement must be sufficiently 
depressing to the general body of lay Christians who 
have been looking for a lead in finding solutions of 
the main human problems of the time. Of course 
Conferences like these do not get to grips with the 
essential differences between Christians and non- 
Christians, for the simple reason that the latter do not 
participate in the discussions. This Conference like 
similar conferences is necessarily a one-sided affair. 
But just because it is so, it can say what it likes'about 
the opinions of those who are not Christians; who, of 
course, not being present, have no opportunity of 
replying or defending themselves.

One of the speakers sated that the spokesmen of 
science had declared that a God who controlled the 
universe was incredible— and unnecessary. But 
curiously enough in a later part of his speech he said 
it was “  a hopeful sign that scientists were no longer 
dogmatic. They were coming to recognize that 
science had not the power to solve all human prob
lems or measure value of quality or control the world 
or redeem it. Science to-day confessed that there 
were mysteries which it could not solve and however 
much it might explain things, the sum of the unex
plained seemed in no wise diminished.”

The speaker did not go on to show by what means 
religion was going to supply the deficiencies of 
science. Another speaker maintained that many people 
had lost their faith because they had lost heart. Still 
another, after predicating the unsuitability of the 
Church for giving detailed political, economical and 
sociological guidance, said there were many outside 
the Church who knew more of these subjects than 
preachers ! He said this was the day when 
Materialism was rife. Then an American clergyman 
tied himself in knots in an attempt to distinguish be
tween Russian Communism and Christian Commun
ism. The latter he said differed from the former in 
that the latter was voluntary; no man being com
pelled to surrender more than his heart bade him 
give. It was, he said, a voluntary experiment of 
Christian democracy based on the law's of Jesus 
Christ, and if it had been applied to commerce and 
industry they would have a different world tc-day.

A  person might as well talk about Brow'n Commun
ism and Green Communism as about Russian Com
munism and Christian Communism. Communism is 
Communism; and the employment of adjectives can
not change its essential character. The scriptural 
record is quite clear and definite on the point that the 
first Christians “  had all things in common.”  How 
could there be anything left to surrender, w'hen every
thing had already been surrendered? Communism 
meant, and means, the pooling of all individual re
sources for the interest of the general community. 
No amount of philosophical or metaphysical discussion 
can alter an essential fact. The further fact that the 
“  old Adam ”  reasserted himself, and that the 
Christians reverted to a system of private property 
(or capitalism) is equally unalterable.

It seems to be realized by Christians that secular 
questions need so much attention from thinkers, 
speakers and writers and from national and local 
bodies, that there is really nowadays very little time 
for participation in religious services. Even on Sun
days the King’s Ministers are occupied with matters 
of public secular interest, or engaged in conferring 
with representatives of other powers who visit 
them on such matters. It is simply the force

press«‘e

of the time that are elbowing God anto 0f
of circumstances, and the economic j t|ie

Tod aU<l

Goddites aside. The great
achievements ^

science may have done their part; but tnk1̂  
whole administrative system into account, no. . .  . Vi ic 1"CcU1/
complexity of modern civilized life, there 1» 1)iattei 
time, room or place for God. What does 1
anyway ? Unless we are confirmed pcssu*"-. ^  
ought to be gratified by the advance of cafl
proofs he has given of what he can do. I 1 j fair 
beat man. let him do it. There is an open

it ma'
mists, we

field and no favour. Of course the clencs ^¡0 
maintain that without religion man S e r f  K  
moral integrity— the falsity of which state ,5 
been demonstrated again and again, 'l l16 jll5ti- 
011 them to prove the existence of God and t-1 .  ̂11 
fication for the existence of a “  clerical Pr°

andMaterialism does not prohibit anyone fr°nl
contro*or believing what he chooses to think or belie' 

it proclaims the right of every individua 
and direct his own personal destiny. tim ^
subject to the needs of Humanity as a whole, eflt 
unit may not possess, control or act to the £ 
of the general brotherhood. ,

The burden of proof lies upon the sl)0JieI1t >5
of Christianity to show that human impr 
due to supernatural and not to 
agencies. Let us have it. Its production 
overdue.

oven*
natural afld j

?gn5 üS'

ìia"
ioni

Perchance to Dream

Some men aver in dreams they range where’er tb* ^y. 
to be : no laws of arbitrary Change to mar their

flil!isli

" — • “ V \JX u iu .b ia ij  v.J,augc cu JUU. -— ,
no limits laid upon their rational choice of all t ‘ia 
the human heart rejoice ! , fed

Both actor and spectator, I pass on ung'n< t,ar.̂
through myriad scenes of earth and sky, or 
or sweet; but far awTay, no matter what I do, 
to Will, the right to See’ It Through !

b itter'h! >
the P°" 

vftil^I lay me down in weariness, breathing a thanK1̂
and without effort or distress a wandering sprhe 
who, waking, may not tell th’ approaching thc 
sleeping, plan the period of his dream ! <r jj

0<i

For I, proud warden of the brain, find mys<d cjons
' COnt0lliStray : a helpless mime, whose joy or pain his 

hours gainsay— a casual looker-on, whose onerous 
abdication of a sane control!

Yet some such dreams are keener far than ^0»'
waking hour : Remorse and Terror ’yond the Bar fiie'* 
and shriek and cower; while other visions, 1 
ravishment, leave on th’ expectant mind a deep c°^  jll 

As savage broods of Ancestry lurk in the s0^ SeCsti^C, 
so starry powers in you and me pledge Hope S s o' 
thrall; though none may prove Man’s fragile dr ‘ eVei*>
heaven, nor quite disprove his nethermost Hades^ 
since there we find some cleaving Dawn ; or
gulfing, black ; else Dread that leaves thc breath 
or nerves upon the rack; or else recurrent deeds 0 -ive 
ing Shame that even in thought might blush 
there name 1

Tit, ̂
ft-

to ^

¿5Of these night-crags we bear the scars, where r^{ 
toms, rapt and pale, have drawn us through the^ 
land-bars of Death’s tenebrous veil; yet . • • 
prove these visions anything more real than FaflO 
wool-gathering? For oh! what boots it that ca‘ 1 
we tales tell of our Dead, if we—with heart an‘ fac 
forlorn—confess that naught was said to change (],£' 
that Thought holds all in fee; and men arc WUa 
think themselves to be ! jjvel

Ere broken be the golden bowl and loosed tht in <  
cord, how wonderful to tell the whole Great Seci"c 0tlif 
word : one reconciling and tremendous Truth to 
Old Age and satisfy proud Youth! How gladly j,pV 
we break the bond that keeps our soul in pin1’1 ’ t̂tl' 
eagerly would pass beyond the barriers of SpacC| up0*1 
we (on waking) in frank friendship give the 
message; “  Die!— but die . . .  to live l ”

A
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all are forced to recognize Hint 11'°' cell-
, nK;.and Thought is neither deep nor wis  ̂ there
"Actioning—hence Death is Death, un cy  so cach 
1 sr>me other brain awaiting you and me •  ̂ us USe

n,̂ t with tranquil heart absolute con cn 
a Itayer apart from futile argument.

“ Sle,ep after toil; port after stormy seas;neath n ■— 1 tiuimy ,
alter life—all these do greatly please! 

Onitsha xv J. M. Stuart-Young.na- Nigeria.

I!IIÎ INl’ELUGENT a n d  t h e  STUPID.

Tl
fbe  ̂ '"'entiopg afl(j

Peculiar
> 1  ha

organizations that have produced 
Ja‘‘ar opP°rtunities and dangers of the modern 

S|Ui(f eXcc,Cf; ecn the work so far of a few hundred thou- 
fCst °f in*' unally clev’er and enterprising people. The 

ilas ankl“d has just been carried along by them, 
■ 'cars ;i„0len’ained practically what it was a thousand 
(jrityi : Upo„ an un(]erstanding and competent min- 
"°tl(l j lc ' ,nay not exceed a million or so in all the
Col'ectiv„Pe nds the whole 
areCCtivc human
and 'It perPetuáltlie

'Cred
obdura

tl,e hy the

progress and stability of the 
enterprise at the present time. They 

conflict with the hampering traditions 
acy of nature. They are themselves en-

unperfection of their own trainingsi
of organized solidarity7. By wresting eduea-

and
j'011 'Uore or 1 ” ..... — — ,,,
J ansmittin ICSS colnPletely from its present function of 

" blindi *i’ ^Ky niay he able to bring a few score or a 
eff°rts. j . tn'Hions into active co-operation with tlicir 

il’e arf Klr tusk will still be a gigantic one.
'.T̂ d Cn„ only able to guess at the amount of undevel-
fhere ,!.Pacity *1.=.+ —  -........:.................i.- that goes to waste in each generation, 
'"^kind “ .M ain ly  remain a considerable proportion of 
Cated| ^ '«capable it seems of being very much edu- 
?P̂ratiVe c,lPable of broad understandings and co- 
"ipatioM tU êrPr'se, incapable of conscious, helpful par- 

> tiVo a.m tlle adventure of the race, and yet as repro- 
0f h nit S, any °ther clement in the world community, 

b lbe ¿ * r .°I generations, at any rate, a dead weight 
rfVe to i1. ’ silly. undeveloped, weak, and aimless will 
; W 7 arried by the guiding wills and intelligences V Tl T1rtc' seems to be no way of getting rid of
> 1 „  Punics and preferences of these relatively 
¡"tversjtj'1 e uiirnls, their flat and foolish tastes, their 
■ lr'°Us C s. a n d  compenstatory loyalties, their dull, gre- 
ir«aks o u n c e s  to comprehensive efforts, their out-

"if,d • Ctiority ■ntment at any too lucid revelation of their 
i ]' ,  on ’ Wl̂  he a drag, and perhaps a very heavy 
l '̂ls atj, khe adaptation of institutions to modern 
tj'Vc, ' ko the development of a common know- 
■ W / '1 a common conception of purpose 
n'l p]aa . mankind. Obsolescent religious forms 

J1'! camp.''6 P°btical catchwords will be used to rally 
(.'°re en|, lZe. their mental weaknesses. The brighter, 
,, ,llstaritK-̂ etlC kypes of stupidity7 and egotism will be 
I , ''" " s i ,,organizing and exploiting the impulses andKTa '■î,'SCîs rxf ... ? it __1 _. y>~
Pari \Vq ,Sc>s °í the universally diffused multitudes. For
,b> la r .  * .!’ot writing of any social class or statum in 
)|Jn(ian ’ I he inferior sort is found in greater or less

tl*he sE at every level ■ • •
, r°tigho '.Uk'!’ ê °k intelligent and energetic minds 
H k^eth thc world to clear out their own lumber and 

rs"gc.],. er for the conscious control of the affairs of ther*h;
stil, ]ar 'ningled multitude of our kind, to develop thc^ ' »- vi iji u u i iu u t  ui tjui ivunty v-iz u v ic io j) uiiv.
lifk"niZe 0 y, unrealized possibilities of science and to 
'li h,‘ma,;\‘lirect*ve collective will, is thc essential drama 
, i > s, 1 All other great human events, wars, epi-
i, t'  ar'e \ '"kutiens, strange fashions of living and thc 
li both T, Cotnparison either phantasmal or catastrophic 

“Mev '" '" 11«' Science o/ Life," by 11. G. Wells, J.'ey,
a"d G. r. Wells.

lint "°* ^,c ,naDy oatbs that make thc truth, 
kbe plain single vow that’s vow’d true.

Shakespeare.

°Wcr .,
♦ fleets the intelligence of men.—Napoleon.

Acid Drops.

It seems to be almost a case of “  Gloves Off ” with 
Mussolini and the Pope. Doubtless Mussolini made 
the same mistake that many others have been foolish 
enough to* make— that of thinking they could use the 
Church to advance their own ends. If they had read 
history more intelligently they would have realized that 
the only7 way in which one can be sure of using thc 
Churches is when it suits the Churches to use them. 
More than once in the history of this country reforming 
parties have made the same blunder—some arc still mak
ing it—only to find their cause being weakened and their 
principles flouted. But politicians of all classes are so 
eager to grasp at some temporary advantage that they 
seldom count the more remote consequences. Politics 
both attracts and develops that type of mind.

In the case of Italy the struggle has arisen over thc 
control of thc rising* generation. As in thc case of 
Russia everything depends in Italy7 on leading the rising 
generation along a narrowly enclosed path, and as that 
path does not lead to the Church, the Church is bound 
to do what it can to upset the plan. Mussolini wishes 
to make the .State supreme, the Pope wishes for sup
remacy for the Church. Mussolini cannot allow that the 
Church may7 be anything more than, at most, a depart
ment of the State, the Pope aims at making the State 
a department of the Church, lienee the clash. A State 
Church in Europe came in with Protestantism, it is 
something with which the older Church will never agree.

The present generation, affirms a reader of a weekly 
journal, has more tolerance and more understanding of 
the views of other people than its forerunners had. In 
this connexion the reminder is not out of place that thc 
present generation has largely escaped from the influence 
of the Christian religion, with its glorification of intoler
ance into a virtue.

Methodist Times has the melancholy satisfaction, for 
two weeks in succession, of announcing that there is not 
a single film among the West End shows, and thc general 
releases which can be recommended as “ really good en
tertainment.”  The word “  good ” means here that which 
satisfies the pure mind of Methodist puritanism. Of 
course, to say that there are no “  good ” films implies 
that all are what the Methodist regards as “ unclean.” 
This advertisement should send Methodists in shoals to 
the cinema!

John Wesley, says a religious weekly7, went to Corn
wall on more than thirty occasions; and ever since thc 
people of the county have been, perhaps beyond any 
other people of the country, a deeply religious and God
fearing people. We may add that certain sections of 
Cornwall people have also a reputation for narrowmind
edness, intolerance, and bigotry. So of John Wesley we 
may say with Shakespeare, “ the evil that men do lives 
after them . . . ”

The Bishop of Barking has been pointing out the im
portant advance made in child welfare in this country 
during recent years. Infant mortality has been reduced, 
child labour has been abolished, and cruelty and neglect 
are under constant vigilance and restraint. We dare say 
his Christian audience was too dull to wonder why this 
and other advances should occur only7 in recent years 
when religion is at a low ebb, and why they did not 
manifest themselves when the people were saturated with 
religion. ----

“  Historieus ” of thc Methodist Times gives the follow- 
iug anecdote in his reminiscences of student days at 
Dublin University :—

One divinity student—a very callow youth—who had 
been entered under Mr. ----  as his tutor, timidly ap
proached the great man and asked him : “ What is the 
first thing n divinity student has to learn ?” “ That the 
public ith an ass,” was the promptly lisped reply.

We feel sure the divinity students were greatly inspired 
thereby to zealously pursue their studies. It is one of
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the great axioms which most priests and parsons fruit
fully appreciate.

The new President of the United Methodist Conference 
presented the brethren with the usual jeremiad :—

The idea of God is not so commanding as it was. The 
fashions and goings of men have changed. Restraint 
has weakened. Unfettered self-expression is sought, and 
it is moral chaos.

This is, of course, merely a variant of the stale old 
theme that when a man ceases to have anything to do 
with religion, the Church, and the parson lie inevitably 
becomes a blackguard. It is in an oblique way an at
tempt to justify the existence of parsons and churches. 
The reverend gent, also says that : “  Discussion has 
ranged around the circumference of things : no fire has 
been kindled. It is fatal to religion if it loses its 
warmth.”  Quite so. But religion cannot help losing 
its warmth or fervour, now that the spiritual uplift of 
liell-fire is missing and the brethren are wondering what 
exactly it is they have been “  saved ”  from. For it is 
written that the source of Christian fervour is in the 
womb of vivid fear.

Captain Frank Shaw, the novelist, has related to an in
terviewer the sad story of an early misfortune :—

I was cradled, and nearly suffocated, too, in strict 
evangelical Nonconformity . . . The Sunday of my child
hood was a day of incredible hardship—chapel twice, 
Sunday school, and an after-service prayer meeting on 
Sunday night at old High Street Chapel [Hudders
field]. Honestly, it was purgatory ter be religious then, 
and my revolt for many years against orthodox religion 
—and, I suppose, my curious return to it in a measure 
in these later after-war years—is due to what I went 
through as a boy.

Captain Shaw’s return to religion irresistably reminds 
one of Proverbs xxvi. n . (Authorized Version.)

When a writer in a pious weekly affirms that “  A 
special kind of religious goodness seems to have an in
nate capacity for pharisaism,” one hopes that some 
illuminating suggestion will be given as to the probable 
cause of the observed fact. This not being forthcoming, 
one must endeavour to make good the deficiency. If 
pharisaism be defined as self-righteousness or the ex
pression of the attitude, “  I thank God I ’m not as other 
men,” it may rightly be assumed as the natural outcome 
of an intense conviction of having heen “ saved,” and of 
being a special protege of God Almighty. Hence otic 
concludes that the association of pharisaism with re
ligion is, in the nature of things, inevitable.

A Nonconformist scribe is greatly impressed by the 
unity existing between the various Churches in Birming
ham. lie  thinks the fruit of it is seen in the establish
ment of a Christian Social council, on which there arc 
parsons representing most of the various soul-snatching 
businesses in the City. The parsons, of course, all vio
lently disagree as to the exact meaning and interpreta
tion of the religion of Christ, but they are wonderfully 
unanimous or united when anything threatens adversely 
to affect their professional interests. This state of affairs 
is, of course, as it should be. To achieve this was one 
of the chief reasons why Christ died on the cross.

After knocking an eye out of the heads of each other, 
England and Germany have decided to meet at Kiel. 
Following a description of what festivities the naval 
officers will enjoy, the writer in the Eveiling Standard 
makes the following disclosure : —

But perhaps the most interesting meetings of all will 
take place in the small public houses of the quayside 
where German sailors will forgather with their British 
ex-enemies, and over a glass of beer exchange reminis
cences of that night of fog in May, 1916, when the 
British and German navies clashed together in the 
greatest naval battle in the history of the world.

Some matters will be settled in a public house, and until 
we have evidence to the contrary we are at liberty to 
believe that world affairs could not be settled in any 
worse manner than that now obtaining in institutions of 
a more imposing nature.

Mr. Robert I.ynd, in a review of Modern Civilization on

Trial, by C. Delisle Burns, states that the gic^t P ^j. 1 cc* 0 f 1 jy  . ivcnoiv. otciwv-o n*«» -- rrlVC ^
of the hour is, not to produce more, but how to b j uCC; 
human race an opportunity to consume what it p
This is touching

„ hut 011e 15the spot w ith a vengeance,  ̂  ̂ ^  re.

ligions produces—except wars, discord and
left wondering what it is that the whole aini>

vnre discord and faith Y 
__  .

The Church Times calls attention to the "serio^ pS,t 
of the reduction in the number of births during 
ten years. We do not see anything very senom^ {[c 
it, the important thing being not the size. , ,rS ap- 
quality of the population. But as political ĉal 
pear to think that population is mainly to be c ’ 
with regard to the fact of whether we are outniB ^ to

tba»some other community or not, and militan. ■
whether we can provide more “  cannon fodder nib-. .. the s»"
other nations, so the Church Times considers if
ject with regard to Roman Catholicism. j. ' ct ii>|( 
the Roman Catholic laity are obedient to the 1 ^ 11)'
clear direction of their church, and continue  ̂ jiatigc] 
to increase and multiply, there may be amazing 
in European society before the end of another c . jy if 
Possibly, but it is a pretty picture of human s° alli/!"
our only hope of keeping in control such an 
tion as the Roman Church is to treat women a" ,rf]i 
breeding machines so that we may outweigh a |]0lit 
which teaches its followers to go on breeding. ffl 
regard to what is bred.

But this is surely not the last word of C?V̂ ,'Z‘!C' of 
'To begin with, civilization itself, the P5ev f djci"' 
better social and industrial conditions, tend ,;nlit
selves, apart from any deliberate propaganda to lin"1

H'
tw*'population. And there is plenty of evidence 

spite of all the Roman Church can do it is* 10 rt 0 
pace with the growth of population. There is 110 o'v|1
the world where the Roman Church is holding^^gpi 
in this respect. It may increase its political s ^ ¡l'1 
and even its sectarian numbers, but in relati01' ^ h 
whole it grows weaker. , Secondly, the real l_cS" e(lCc 0 
drawn from the situation is to weaken the m jjltci'fl 
the Roman Catholic Church, by weakening the f,ii' 
of all Churches. It is absurd to think that 3̂ et)jii.- 
weaken one branch of Christianity without " c %vj]l  ̂
the whole. This has never been done and ne' e 
clone. But, of course, one cannot expect the  ̂ f' 
Times to recognize this obvious way of imp"' 
social life a more humanistic tone.

The headmaster of Rugby School says that _tl'e '
gence of England is unmistakably low, and it is 
ci.nc „----- _______ « .„ .U  t-- ___ , . pres«’1' „,„1

l’HT

that something should be done to raise it. .H"1
Mr. Vaughan is speaking from his own experI[' | 
as Rugby, in common with the rest of our pub>'c o,,lf 
lays great emphasis on such things as rc „„vd1"'aid'1 o"1
like heresy in either sociology or religion, what ĉ c fV
national aggrandisement, and will not tolerate

ha
expect? If you bring people up like sheep, caC'’ lSl y°'j 
peating the stereotyped things at given moinei^ ^  
ought really not to complain if when the floch d’’ 
with a particular situation each member bleat 
same way. We would like to ask Mr. Vaugh" êtt*
would happen at Rugby if a pupil was caugh*• p̂ii1' 
eating, say Atheism or Communism, or Repu'” 1 ■ 1tiri1i!¡>1or a teacher was found who advised his pupiF jjoi 
these things should be studied in order to form ‘ 
opinions ? They would promptly be ordered a'" 
You can’t educate people in an unintelligent v',l>, 
then find them acting intelligently when they T
care. Heresy should always be encouraged. E jii- 
wrong, but it is always healthy. Heresy is 1
road to independence.

There are no Sunday excursions to the Tsle
&r;

and now the inhabitants have made a still furtliD 
Intending visitors are presented now with an id ft1’11', 
—accommodation only on the undertaking to ge, 1,1 
Church on Sunday. And there will be, of c‘lUl0 
Sunday games or excursions of any kind, and fi"1, 
vision of refreshments of any kind. We sufiS^p 
the Sabbatarians in the House of Commons s|> _ j,op£ 
transported there at once. Next to that it is to ,ei  
that the natives of Skye will soon be transp0 
heaven—which is just beyond.
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TO CORRESPONDENTS.

li, I, t,I,INKl!R Endowment Tj^ t, R Beaumont, 5s-—  „»uowment Trust.—B. • nts Df your
l!- Beaumont.—I’leased to liave had the c afleriuath.

German friend on this paper, and to no - o{
c- 'TusoN.-'Very glad to have so good an ac better

%«y's meetings. If he can teach some Cbmtum^ 
“wuncrs he will almost make us believe m ^  haye

C- h. Nori.ev.—Thanks for cutting. Reg?  ld be required
£  sPace to deal with it as tatements.
to expose the writer’s fallacies and mis m look

*\H. Simpson.—We had not seen the article, hut

11 UP- , pnrint of some
' E. Moore— One day we hope to ' ss“ e a n tbe eyes of
° llle °'d Freethinking pamphlets, an ioneers did.
present unbelievers as to the work ■ ...  Shall be

AC.W—Hope you will have a pleasant holiday.
. P eased to hear from vou at any time.
 ̂ Crowded out of this week’s issue.
“°'d out others for reasons of space.

We have had to
n,

is supplied to the trade on sate oi 
ret>ort'.l y  difficulty in securing copies should be at once 

Th‘  Sect t0 thts °fflce.
Street .ar Socicty, Limited office is at 6a Farringdon

n e E.C.4.
Sheet T al Secular Society’s Office is at 62 Farringdon 

iVhen t’hLondon, E.C.4.
>ie*/0n C ¡,erviccs of the National Secular Society in con- 
’nUnicar " 1 Secular Burial Services are required, all com- 
k. ii l ° ns should be addressed to the Secretary, Mr. 

Otters i °Sef̂ ’ giving as long notice as possible.
“ddresj j *llf Editor of the "  Freethinker"  .should be 

‘ t‘e " prp di Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4. 
lishinp C ¡.‘inker ’ ’ will be forwarded direct from the pub- 
One year C8 ,̂e flow ing rates (Home and Abroad):— 
echirc T' y /-l half year, 7/6; three months, 3/9. 
fi,C,4 n°tices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, 
insert  ̂  ̂ ^>e l̂rst fiosi on Tuesday, or they will not be

Sugar Plum s.

The ar
tle !'ow ‘'!ngeme»ts for Mr. Cohen’s visit to Durham 
'fall o„ h 'Host complete. He will speak in the Town 

f0jj 'fdnesday, July 29, and in the Market Place on 
'h 7,j0 evening. Both meetings will commence
11 good 11 view of recent occurrences it is hoped to have 
Jt>pear lllnster of Freethinkers from the district. As it
biirlj* hav
'rit,
'hi

-am • ' -c entered the heads of some people that
¡civ„,ls. a place in which Christianity may not be. .‘ed, it ___  ,,.....  Pi.:, :I ..

stakctl idea.
must he shown them that this is quite a

that i, W*Rgent writes to the National Newsagent s 
% ,  (''splays a copy of the Freethinker outsid 
'‘•ave LMd " a gentleman walked in and said he 1
lin'v hian.”

saying 
tside his

a gentleman walked in and said he was a 
■ hglisj!“” 1' ’ Now that is a really fine commentary on 

h'attf,- ^hfture and English freedom in things that 
fciptr 1 shows bravery to exhibit a copy of this 
r4isli ? Only because the narrow intolerance ofb

the,.'1 Ch
Sit;

can r.lst'al,s are willing to ruin a man’s business if 
’ 'f he dares to show a paper that makes a 

the i',°r'^?r<f attack on one of the greatest superstitionsit, at',?Iltfoi» tfjQ ’• utiqeiv \jsl wuu ui wuv. onjiviPwviouo
, !,t wc ,or*d. There is quite a volume in this incident. 
‘'^Pted' r*2 *-° say that, thanks to the policy we have
!;MlihitCf, fhe past two years, the Freethinker is now 

'-v week by about two hundred news- 
, 1|ristia 10.fonncrly only took it to order, or, in fear of 
^  ''ad !! ^'"ots, kept it hidden under the counter. IfV* au Onl —  1;c w0n, ,uy. had the means to what we would like to do 

,(s 1 Rive the Churches of this country a shaking 
have never before bad in their history. 

’ Perhaps, that opportunity may arise.

'¡Skel'1* htt»
'xpfes y1 public library. “  Attieus,”  one of the 

' htaff, bas tb.e following notes on the matter : —I'J 0
refusnl of the Parks, Museums and Libraries Com 

e t<J allow the Freethinker a place in the reading-

11 t bCe frot11 a note in the Stockport Express, that 
some discussion over placing the Ercc-

room of the Public Library reminds me of the time when 
the Clarion was similarly banned from the same room.

A good deal of acrimonious discussion ensued at the 
time, and in the long run the paper was admitted after 
receiving an excellent and gratuitous advertisement.

The Freethinker is not a new paper. It has passed 
its fiftieth birthday, and enjoys a larger circulation than 
ever before

Contributors to the columns of the paper are drawn 
from all classes and arrest the attention of people of all 
shades of opinion. The late Charles Ilradlaugli was at 
one time closely connected with it, and Dr. Annie Besant 
was a regular contributor to its pages.

I hold no brief, either for the Freethinker, or the views 
it expounds against the conventional belief in God, but 
I feel that is no reason why I should deny others whose 
views are different from perusing it.

The fact that the minute was taken back by Aider- 
man Coupe lends colour to the belief that no serious 
opposition to the placing of the paper had been put 
forward at the committee meeting. Perhaps the mem
bers had never taken the trouble to scan the journal. 
One never knows.

That is quite good, but Mrs. Besant was never a regular 
contributor to the columns of the l  reetliinker, and Brad- 
laugh was only connected with it in the earlier days of 
its existence inasmuch as it was issued from the Free- 
thought Publishing Company’s office. For the rest we 
can only say that the incident is an example of the way 
in which things are done in this country. And it is to 
this class of persons that the Government proposes hand
ing over the question of whether people shall be per
mitted to go to a Sunday entertainment or not.

We venture to suggest a way in which we may teach 
these bigots a lesson. If a few friends in Stockport will 
overlook their distribution we will send any quantity of 
specimen copies of the paper to Stockport for distribu
tion. We will even undertake the payment of men to un
dertake the distribution so long as some responsible per
son will supervise the distribution. We know that by the 
bigots the Freethinker is the best hated and the most 
feared paper in the country, and, widely known as it is, 
vve ho]« to make it one of the best known of British 
journals. If anything awaits us after death we hope to 
feel that we have earned it.

We are pleased to see from an account of the annual 
meeting that the Birmingham Branch has had a greatly 
improved year’s work. In spite of the bad times the 
subscriptions and donations have been greatly in excess 
of recent years. We hope that this will inspire the mem
bers of tbe Branch to renewed efforts during the present 
year. The next meeting of the Branch will be held in 
the Bristol Street Schools, on July 23, at 7.30, when Mr. 
Bradswortli will open a discussion on “  The Sunday 
Cinema Question.” Focal friends will please note.

We are obliged to hold over several letters until our 
next issue, and some we regret we are unable to publish 
—mainly owing to their length. As we have so often 
pointed out, but of which so many decline to take any 
notice, a letter should be a letter, not an essay. Letters 
of a couple of columns length may only he written by a 
genius in letter writing, and “ they be precious few.”

Mr. G. Whitehead reports a very encouraging fort
night in the Bradford district. Attentive audiences, 
healthy opposition, and a demand for literature is not 
only a compliment to the speaker, hut also a testimony 
to the good and persistent work of the local Branch. In 
that direction it is pleasing to note the Branch Secretary 
was present at every meeting during the fortnight, and 
another item of enthusiasm worthy of recording is the 
gift of an attractive platform for open-air work, made by 
one of the Branch members and presented to the Branch.

This week, starting from to-day (Sunday) Mr. G. 
Whitehead will break new ground around Newbiggin- 
by-thc-Sea, Northumberland. It is hoped that every 
saint within range of the district will turn out to assist 
the few enthusiasts responsible for getting Mr. White- 
head’s services.
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“ T he F lig h t from  R eason.”

L et me confess that there is nothing I like better than 
controversy— particularly when my own special un
beliefs are attacked. I have made it my business for 
many years to read the opponents’ side. I have 
waded through Christian apologetics of all ages. I 
wanted to see exactly what sort of a case the believer 
could put up whether as an orthodox Christian or 
Theist, an anti-Materialist or Spiritualist or even as 
an “ Agnostic” on everything, which, as a rule, meant 
merely scepticism. I have had some glorious mo
ments of sheer pleasure in reading the way in which 
the believer can twist himself into a knot that cannot 
be untied.

I have been bored stiff with dreary drivel, and I 
have been often left wondering at the tremendous 
credulity human beings can show in the effort to ap
pear reasonable. Some friends of mine have asked me 
to reply to Mr. Arnold Lunn’s latest work The Flight 
from Reason, which they told me was a serious at
tempt not merely to discredit Darwinism and Material
ism, but was out to prove it was the Freethinker who 
was utterly without “  reason,”  while the Roman 
Catholic exercised nothing else. Moreover, unlike 
so many apologetic believers, Mr. Lunn had at least 
the courage to mention both the Freethinker and its 
editor, and this showed he was not afraid of our 
criticism.

Well, I have carefully gone through his book and 
I can only marvel that such a work could have found 
a publisher. It only seems learned and full of sound 
reasoning because the vast majority of people are 
totally unfamiliar with the subjects he deals with. 
To know all about Darwinism, Evolution, Material
ism, Spiritualism, Bible Criticism, from both sides re
quires years of intensive reading. It is not enough to 
take somebody’s opinion about a book, nor is it 
enough to quote other writers. One has to steep one
self in the literature, both for and against, and a 
mere glance at a library catalogue or even the books 
themselves is simply ludicrous. Thus anyone who 
has really read up the subjects he deals with from 
many angles will recognize at once that Mr. Arnold 
Lunn has the merest superficial knowledge of the 
many questions he writes about in his “ entertaining ”  
work— for it undoubtedly is quite entertaining but 
not exactly from the point of view he was perhaps 
hoping for.

To begin with— and I find I have to repeat this con
stantly— once you admit God, you can admit any
thing. If the Roman Catholic Church logically and 
reasonably follows the existance of God, so does Alad
din’s Wonderful Lamp. I defy Air. Lunn to show 
me one argument based on reason which can’t stand 
equally for both if once God is admitted. By God, I 
mean what the Pope means— whatever that is, and I 
am not going to stop at the moment to show how 
utterly illogical any definition of God must be, 
whether defined by the Pope or Mr. Lunn. Once you 
admit it, then Aquinas is the greatest logician the 
world has seen if you like; and so would be the writer 
of the Arabian Nights. For every miraculous hap
pening that Aquinas and Mr. Lunn so ardently be
lieve in has then exactly the same authority as the 
events so thrillingly narrated in that storehouse of 
Oriental tales. Now whether the Victorian scientist 
was or was not a credulous fool or the ardent believer 
in everything the Roman Catholic Church teaches is a 
sound and logical reasoner, the fact remains that 
among those people who can think at all, such hap
penings as Joshua stopping the sun or Jesus carried 
about by a Devil are simply stupid fairy tales and not 
all the apologetics of Mr. Lunn or Mr. Chesterton 
can make them otherwise, It was these things and

hundreds of others like them that the Victoria11 s
fairy taie”tist revolted against. He knew they were And he

and he found them taught as sober history.  ̂ e
;h of die ,,

kind to children, threatening the poor kiddlcS

uiiu  lie. iu iu u .1 uu-u i ciej oouvi - *
found educated men teaching balderdash of 1

foul lies about Hell if they didn’t believe.

with
Air-

looffyJ . , i,e COO“-'
Lunn knows this as well as I do and yet -e0tist 
writes pages of piffle about the Victorian sĈ ĉ ei 
being credulous, while the Roman Catholic. u]1. 
up by Aquinas, actually teaching superstitio ^  
kuni about devils, hell, 
miracles, is held up as a model of reason-^

raihvaf

angels, purg&toi}'. ^

Mr. Lunn ventures into Biblical criticism, 
which he knows just as much as the average •■’rotestantt»

the p<°:

porter. He tells us that the “  Great P: 
logians, Bishop Butler, Paley, Salmon and 
foot ”  were “  heirs of two great traditions, t“^ ^ ] 
testant appeal to experience and the Catholic ‘ ¡>5
to reason.”  And he adds, “ Bishop hag <̂upef- 
masterly reply to the anonymous author 01 to 
natural Religion would have given equal pleaS 
Aquinas and to Luther.”  „ fepiy

The idea of Lightfoot’s being a “  masterly .(f.
is about as ludicrous as to call the author ot a5
natural Religion “ anonymous” ; and it rosyJ  .^r 
well be pointed out that had Mr. Lunn read teJ) 
of the two authors he could not possibly have " jeIiy 
such a hopeless criticism. The fact is, the ‘ 1113 -A
reply ”  he got from Dr. Salmon as well asas the

anonymous, and Mr. Lunn did not take the

or1
lcâ 1

i

vnio^
trouble to verify the silly statement.

W. R. Cassels has been known as the “ anon>-  ̂ pf 
author for nearly thirty years— though not n’l>e 
Salmon was giving his New Testament lector^ fee' 
as for Lightfoot’s reply being “  masterly,”  ' 1 sSel5 
remains that the main positions taken up by. ..foot 
are just as strongly entrenched as ever. F'S jjf,

Let me challc11̂ 3 j0,tr
just as strongly 

avoided them like poison.
Lunn on this point. Cassels claimed that the 
gospels as we know them now were unknow’ 
the year 150 A.D.

lie III"5'
If Lightfoot’s reply was “  masterly ”  then *- 

have proved they were in existence before ^  
Will Air. Lunn give me chapter and vers1 deafI/ 
Lightfoot’s Reply, where the learned Bishop  ̂ jps 
proves this? Cassels devotes the first Part7.q Jiif' 
book to a magnificent attack on miracles.  ̂ jib 
Lunn show me where Lightfoot proves that t 1 tpe 
lical miracles really happened? Cassels an yli- 
gospel accounts of the Resurrection. ^ ' tJeSllf 
Lunn tell us how Lightfoot proved that the 
rection actually took place as narrated, witl101 
shadow of a doubt? When he has done these  ̂
he will be able to talk about Lightfoot’s reply , 9 
“  masterly.”  The truth is statements like th,s d 
good start when published in book form, and t 
people will believe them without making tbe o)1c 
effort to verify them. And, as is well kfiO''11’ 
never can catch up with a good Christian lie- j 3S 

Air. Lunn’s knowledge of Spiritualism is ab° fle 
great as his knowledge of Biblical criticism- .¡$1 
starts out with mentioning the “  greatest P 1- ' |)£ 
medium that ever lived ” — “ David ”  Home, t  pfliig 
forgets the “  David ”  and calls him Daniel  ̂ vjd»’ 
las ”  Home. Then he reverts back to the flO1
both in the text and the Index. Now, this 1 jjr 
due to carelessness, but simply to obvious 11,1 ‘ ,¡4' 
arity with his subject. Air. Lunn thinks it 1S c' po1'1 
to repeat statements— often in the same words-'' 
spiritualistic works, in favour of Spiritual1̂ ’ 
course. And he knows so little about it that 

name wrong here or a fact there does itot 
him in the least. The public will marvel at 111 ¿̂ii 
mense reading and there you are. He camjot uc( 
spell the title of this journal correctly in one
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11 Mr. Coheo toand yet he has the impertinence to e „„calling non- 
c“ange its n a m e H e  writes the most l  ̂ en « that 
Se"se about Determinism, calls v- . °  (rank
tllû y  survivor of Victorian M aten iu the
rubbish, if ever there is any) and te s week

(sic) Mr. Cohen V fe „„
^  week that free-will is an illusion, tli ŝ ch thin" -- '
Pers

l° this kind of stupidity !
To pnn'~ ’

°n n/, a,S. ^ th o u g h t, and consequently no such 
, . a freethinker.’ And I am asked to reply

come back to Psychical Research, Jftu■ "
us W  we materialists find it utterly impossible
>  to
"eu kn

. r HO1 ‘WVi
......... - —  - r T ;  that the phen-"s, and therefore, by implication * he

? > a  must he due to spirits, Mr. Lunn tells wimsou _ .

Crookes, Richet, Lodge and all the otliei 
°"n  names that are constantly being luirlecI

- > —J l“ ‘l/uvt‘U
must be due to spirits, Mr 

lsel{ is quite agnostic on the matter.ejcPr<
Spi esses

surprise that we are not
He actually 

converted to'Pirituali “T 1J
Ps tr> |)e]j'U by the marvellous happenings, but wants
CaUse
but Th

' e that he is quite undecided about their
lt . leh may be due to spirits or they may not, 

Peopie aL ?')vioUs that for him the only genuine
■ t is ; f - the believers.
)va s t ln u'e greatest delight lie tells us bow Houdini

In the case of “ Margery,’
•ua ’ • 11 C5 *'-tVL

MalCo]ln°’'°ughly exposed.”  He gets this from Mr. 
’hturalm , d’s book on the Boston medium, and 
Uient ,,i , le never questions in the least any state- 
UiUst bc (,e by Bird. Everything that gentleman says 
V  to h i ’ while everything that Houdini said is 
"ho 1:ised ignorance. It is most pathetic, but 1, 
clear, ave ' ‘
" V v

c yead both Bird and Houdini, prefer the 
°ueise, direct narrative of Houdini to the 

fliern r'lc°°unt of Bird. If there is a liar betwt*i 1 Snot.i i . veen
''and ft S 10uid have no hesitation in saying which is 
*Pisode .W°uld not be Houdini. The famous “  ruler ”  
111 en,phln. " bieh the gallant control “  Walter ”  said, 
n'arri„,iatlc language, that Houdini’s mother was not
Pr0Tied

Per to his father, simply proved that under 
no phenomena could take place,•din Mâ 0utr°l

bole th;fery or anybody else. And the cream of the

fr,
h’h,
of tl)~ infug ls> Bird himself was no more convinced 
bl'iin Splrb hypothesis in Margery’s case than is Mr.

i l f  T
add Q, nn can’t mention Huxley without contempt, 
'vl,ieh i?es the letter to the Dialectical Society, in 
*»ittee f lmley declines the invitation to join a com- 
?0od °r investigating spiritualism in terms which a 
bore °* us who have studied the question far
Hy r la:11 Mr. Lunn, will thoroughly agree with. But 
"as not Mr. Lunn quote Charles Bradlaugh, who
day f  
hs»! "ho

all. the representative Freethinker of his
'.Hy p”* ’lever shirked any question which was con- 
N e ; y s| .Freethought, and who met and sat with
'UiHgs ^ i'mes? Nothing happened at any of the 

(,lcbipg mnotely approaching such simple things as 
o°'Vsinst’ .̂ Ve ooals from a fire, flying out of win- 
l'r :it)y of [P11® moonlight, levitating all round a room, 

_ ae other marvellous happenings which Mr. 
$r°°kes f̂ es vvith gusto as if for the first tim e! 
fariiHtPai;2 . lace and Lodge were all converted to

■ '? by fraudulent mediums, and as for the 
ls htpg Va one would have thought she was by

finite laughed out of court as an impudent 
h'Xed I ' Wbo had been exposed long before she im- 

Mr >*°n Poor Schreuck-Notzing.
H a ' .ll,n devotes, I don’t know how many pages, 

Wln and Darwii

fcj * U’
ie l°C
•fit

•H i^ ^ P t to
ofone

Mr.

inism, and to his credit, he does 
confuse Darwinism with Evolution, 
the little tricks of people like Mr. 

i( ul°to(1 i ' Chesterton and “  Gerrard.”  “ Gerrard” 
. ' Mr. Lunn against Huxley as an “ autlior-
s;, '’ Pot 1, 1 surely a scream. Huxley may or

C Mr L 0̂rSotten one of these days, hut who, out- 
ji ’ hnnn’s favourite Church, knows “  Ger- 

f hat this Jesuit priest— a thorough be-

(|e „ 
iard >;

liever in miracles, the virgin birth, the resurrection, 
relics, purgatory and other senile absurdities— should 
he brought up against a giant like Huxley shows 
the enormous strength of Mr. Lunn’s arguments. 
Whose is the flight from reason?

Whether Darwinism he right or wrong does not 
matter in the ultimate. Darwin proposed “  natural 
selection ” as the method of evolution, and he may, 
have hit upon the true solution or it may be but one 
of many solutions or may not be a solution at all. 
What does matter is evolution. Is evolution true ? If 
it is, then Christianity is not true. Theism may be 
but not Christianity and nothing whatever that Mr. 
Lunn urges against either Darwin or Darwinism is 
of the least moment in the controversy.

Finally there is Materialism. For the 10,897th 
time, Materialism is attacked and annihilated. Mr. 
Lunn knows all the arguments, including the favour
ite ones culled from that super-intellectual body, the 
Christian Evidence Society. “  The Materialist, like 
the madman, is not hampered ‘ hy the sense of 
humour or hy the dumb certainties of experience.’ ”  
Nor is a Materialist really sane; nor can a Material
ist enjoy music or art or poetry or great literature. 
It is all very depressing, and when I have finished 
this article, I hope to see Mr. Charles Chaplin or en
joy my Rembrandt etchings or— alas— even get down 
my favourite volume of Burns. But if I really want 
to enjoy a joke, I manage to get hold of one of Mr. 
Chesterton’s earnest exhortations in the Uni-verse. 
Then I have— though I am a Materialist— a good 
laugh. Mr. Chesterton, it will be remembered, never 
got over the thorough defeat lie received at the hands 
of Mr. Blatchford about thirty years ago and found 
it necessary to join the Roman Catholic Church so 
that he could have some “  certainty ”  behind him. 
And his pious pifile has been a huge joke to every
body since.

To answer adequately all Mr. Lunn’s “  entertain
ing ”  criticism would require a volume as big as his 
own at least. I must reluctantly part with him now, 
but hope we shall have the pleasure of a “  big, clean” 
reply from such a formidable controversialist.

H. C utner.

T he Book Shop.

That old ruffian Schopenhauer (this is a term of affec
tion) cannot be visited without the visitor coming away 
with a present. Nibbling among his works, the under
lining of a sentence in The Fourfold Root of the Principle 
of Sufficient Reason, caused me to stop and reflect on 
how much sense could be packed into a few words. In 
his writings he appears to be in an incessant state of 
warfare with those whom he calls “ our professors of 
philosophy,”  and this tension perhaps accounts for the 
many good things of mental nourishment that he gave 
to the world. Almost with a pin, lie seems to prick 
fallacious bubbles. Chapter V. has a phrase— “  the arbi
trary constructions of the Absolute ”  which, in itself is 
a hint and a warning, and most useful to Freethought 
speakers. In his preface to the second edition On the 
Will in Nature, he will not, with Kant, gnaw the bones 

of Space and Time. He writes, “ Fetch me a peasant 
from the plough ; make the question intelligible to him ; 
and he will tell you, that even if all things in Heaven 
and on Earth were to vanish, Space would nevertheless 
remain, and that if all changes in Heaven and on Earth 
were to cease, Time would nevertheless flow on.” 
Quite by accident 1 found that my copy of the above 
work bears the signature of H. Spencer. It was acquired 
in one of those solitary hunting expeditions when a 
youthful mind was hungry, and a casual glance through 
it at the book shop decided its right to space on the book
shelf of its present owner foj- the following words :



460 THE FREETHINKER

"  Truth depends upon no one’s favour or disfavour, nor 
does it ask anyone’s leave : it stands upon its own feet 
and has Time for its a lly ; its power is irresistible, its 
life indestructible.”  But there were other books that 
slipped through the mind’s customs’ office without such 
passports of integrity.

The above paragraph is the fulfilment of a promise to 
return to The Conquest of Illusion, by J. J. Van der 
Leeuw. The author, after making a clear analysis of 
philosophical problems retreats to the Absolute, and 
though the writer may be perfectly sincere (and he has 
written admirable criticism of many scare-crows in the 
world of words) his conclusions are unsatisfying. I am 
content to accept the term unknowable as a definition of 
what cannot be known; it is only when a des
cription of it is attempted that the trouble
begins. The Absolute is only another varia
tion of .Spinoza’s “ sanctuary of ignorance,” and as 
George Meredith wrote in the Ordeal of Richard Rever cl, 
“  When people do not themselves know what they mean, 
they succeed in deceiving and imposing upon others.” 
Meredith mixed brains with his work and that is why, 
compared with most modern novelists, he is out of date. 
His worldly wisdom did not lead to a cloud of abstrac
tions, and I have bought some of his novels at sixpence 
apiece. I feel sure that if the Editor of the Freethinker 
would only charge a guinea or two for his books, pad 
them out, and insert a few chapters of obscurity, he would 
be thought much more highly of by our own professors of 
philosophy.

The knack of disassociating ideas from individuals 
holding them is very difficult to acquire. There are not 
many people capable of this effort, and, if I were asked to 
name anyone who had mastered the art, I would give 
without hesitation Spinoza. His correspondence 
is a liberal education in the many shades of sweet 
reasonableness, without yielding to propositions with 
which lie cannot agree, whilst adding copious proof of 
their unsouudness. In these notes on books I carefully 
bear in mind the fact that they are written for the world 
— of Freetliouglit. The unbending resistance to Free- 
thought may be found in the fact, that, when the mind 
is not under the burden of authority it is left in a con
dition to view impartially all the ferment of for and 
against in the various forms of religion, politics, and 
the wide world of ideas. I have just finished reading 
The. Coming War, by General Ludendorfi, published by 
Faber & Faber, 6s. net. The author is an old man, war 
has been his trade, and the book was written or published 
on October 26, 1930, the anniversary of his dismissal 
from office—at least that is the information given at the 
end of the volume. A delightful way, worthy of the best 
in journalism, is the author’s method of describing as 
“  mayflies,”  all those who do not agree with him. It is 
difficult to gather a clear idea of the writer’s aim. There 
is war, war, on every page. Lumped in indiscriminately 
are Jews, Freemasons, Jesuits, Communists, Bolsheviks, 
Atheists, and others that I may have left out : all these 
arc in some way working for alliances of parties, the 
downfall of nations, and the General gives a map show
ing Europe as the area of conflict. With the character
istic ease of military men he handles, on paper, millions 
of men, all intent on slaying or being slain. I wonder 
if this can be true, seeing that all the unfortunate men 
who lost legs in the last war have not yet been fitted up 
with artificial ones, and in addition, it now being im
possible to put a finger on the cause of war in five 
minutes. Is it not a simple fact that an individual can
not live on hatred for ever? And the hollowness of the 
great victory of the last war can be seen by the blind in 
spite of the childish talk of distinguished men who are 
still squabbling about who won it. The book is a 
melancholy sign-post of the military mind, hopeless and 
utterly incapable of a single constructive idea; it is a 
nightmare after a debauch of ^4-1918, and should be 
read by all who arc now able to precisely assess the con
tribution of those who are only aide to think of things in 
terms of physical destruction. The forehead of Mars is 
low', and assuming all the premisses pf General Luden
dorfi to be correct, the survivors of the Coming War

t lv tylUl'f'
; would be driven mad with the problem of 110 j 
j what to do with their victory. And if the re‘it Ctipjll 0,1 
: good at picking out fallacies let him tty of
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these two sentences from the book— “ It is V'C i* pint i* 
; the German people to survive. God has ordame ^ f5 
must fight for its life.”  That is the language ^joii 
and the cave m an; it is the military man’s cot  ̂ ^  

race, and those who use it ¿cs-
trusted with the destiny of millions of lives. ,.fl 
tiny would be safer in the hands of Charlie C mi

The Bookmark, a quarterly magazine publish^ p)e 
M. Dent & Sons, Ltd., is issued by that house^
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to the human

. . .  i . i the 110
purpose of bringing their own publications to ...
of the public. It has all the marks of good *aSefefeflce
age when one has almost to apologise for a Pr .
for the best, even if it is only to advertise books .ce of
Kp rpar 1 frs1* ntipp r*tt1rr TllG editorial  ̂ % l”C'
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guished public man. The Bookmark

from
love'í!;is not m ' cditoli

any of his suggestions, and one passage in thc^ ^ tl>e
will, I think, be of general interest to rca<|crS).e;ic1i,1£ 
Freethinker : “  the publisher knows that 
of literature destroys 111 the reader that ĵsiiil 
credulity on which the success of general a ôk5 
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question has stung the above daily into a futy , 
of Ajax. The Daily Express has opened war ov ’ gift 
members of the kingdom. It is a truly fira f[ic r  

j Hardly any newspapers have helped to ere a u
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fPerative ^ \. ->uve movement, and although I hold no ’ news- 
'Wc is much pleasure in watching ,e ^ jn its
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' h°rd Beaverbrook fell out, it , and Car
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"tnbution to human knowledge. Harassed a ^  ^  

^  students, and worried housewives, tQ the
tn-0 to 'eac‘  normal lives when the rc‘ '. radical 
t° h iu g  question is known and something 
f e  ab°nt it. Good books would be able ̂  be ^  K ^

anjT  &t0ical denial ot the C° T ° to  Ore muddleheadedI) ..to cl"otc Shakespeare we say t mn’d be him
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C orrespondence.

To r
TRE E ditor op the “  F reethinker.’

l‘‘ tcr fr
acr0Ss f,0n»

1 dan

"ib

g o d  a n d  t h e  s t a t e .
e say you will be surprised at receiving a 

,,c a Gatliolic, but it so chanced that I came 
crestf.,]1'- hahcr by accident a few days ago, and was

i 1 h' 5 t S "?
\.Cailsav ,<lbout writing you, for I fear that nothing 
t 1 ‘o bcO,S Hkely t° change your opinion. Still, I wish

m. û llevei that Catholics are as sincere in their be-
r

v So>ne 0f
come of ex
want to cor-

•* as v mar catnoiics are as sincere
S  °'1 ,are in yours, and no harm can 
fi'ct v>evvs even if we differ. And I 
. Vou s,c ° ‘ yours with regard to us. 
h-o the Roman Catholic does not function as a

"Mers , ln a free State, but is a soldier acting undera». 'A Wln~1 -
question. In this you

IS Vvl • VJtcltC, IJllt 1 ?»
'"c quite " C ' be ' s forbidden to .
Mh'ar(li " l0'ig. I am as “ free” as you arc.

is a Conservative. I am a Labour 
( filia l i ' 0̂ 0 labour. It is plain from this that the 
Initial j^Beves in tarifTs, while I do not. Now the 
c to v 'Us no power to order me, or any other Catho- 

(.T"JfrairtnC lo' Tariffs, or indeed for any other secular 
j Qy ijjj l0’ and if he did, I should simply refuse to 
!j'r Huy .' In all secular matters I am as free to vote 
/•'ePoat 0 b please. All that the Cardinal has done is 

Pope has said, when he notifies the 
!.r,c Hot -la‘  Ccrtain theories in vogue at the
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ciple of “  my party right or wrong.” This would be to 
sell his soul. The utmost that a party can claim of a 
supporter is than in general he will vote for the views of 
the men he attaches himself to, but he must always 
reserve the right of begging to differ on occasions, else 
lie loses his liberty. The Catholic wishes to do the same.

You talk of a "  Free .State.” What do you mean by 
that ? Free of what ? Not free of Law, for no State can 
rule without Law. Then if you intend to change the 
present Law, and put another in its place, the question is 
what Law are you going to put in the place of the 
Christian Law ? Who are the men who are going to 
make the new Laws, and what right have they to say I 
must obey them, if I don’t like them? What Authority 
do they possess to impose Laws oil other people over 
and above the Authority that imposes the present ones? 
It is as plain as a pikestaff that they must make some 
laws. Am I to have the right to protest or thwart them 
if I do not like them; and will they allow me to vote 
them down if I think fit? If not, what beedmes of my 
liberty ? In wliat am I free? There is 110 such thing as 
a Free State. It must be bound by something. If not 
Catholic Principles, then the principles of Carl Marx, 
let us say. Then they are not free any more than I am ; 
and no man can be, unless he says lie is going to be 
bound by no principles at a ll; but I should suggest such 
a man would be half way 011 the road to the mad-house.

I am as free as 3 0,1 are. I am at liberty to leave the 
Church and poin the I.L.P., or anything I like, and 
nothing holds me but .my faith. The same thing holds 
yon, to whatever principles you profess to adhere to. 
Then how are you more free than I am ? Oh, 3-011 say, I 
dare not leave the Church, for if I did, She would en
force her orders with spiritual pains and penalties. It 
is plain, Dear Sir, that “  free-thinking”  is not the same 
as logical thinking. It is as clear as crystal that if I 
lost my faith in the Church, and set out to act against 
her, that I would automatically lose faith in the afore
mentioned spiritual pains and penalties. So 1 am free.

I am open to be persuaded by any man who can trove 
to me that the moral principles of some other creed are 
better than the ones I hold. But I see no signs of any 
such. 'Phe only Atheist .State we know of at present is 
the Soviet State, and a man must have a brain of brass 
as well as a face of brass if lie is bold enough to say 
that liberty of any kind  exists in Russia. There is not 
a particle of liberty there in any shape or form, as you, 
Mr. Editor know full well. Then I say, if the Russians 
have lost their liberty, they have lost everything, even 
if the Soviet State gave them Utopia.

W. E. II. Rf.ks,

Ci "at • VXTtain theories in vogue at the present day 
1 ""Mi accordance with the Moral Teaching of the 
i'c by t]uXatural,y, then, if a Labour Candidate is put 
, s to R Party, and this candidate endeavours to force 
¡N ls, jj °w tenets that are subversive of faith and 
j Q‘ ueed certainly I would vote against him. I do 
''%ieti, ,'e Cardinal to tell me that; for I would do it 
fllch. .ru l3'. This has nothing to do with Labour as 
';shlt ,v le Candidate might be a Tory, or a liberal, the 

‘"•it? °"fil be the same; but what harm is there in 
c t c]a.
¡ S s  ‘Be same liberty for 1113-self, as the I.L.P. 
j urty _ against the present Government. The Labour 
l" ■ '"uficeu beseeching the I.L.P’ers to vote for them 
ifVe .W rCaSe aiK‘ ,u every circumstance. The I.L.P. 
"fit t0 "|ed to give such a promise. They claim the 
""Is 1 , ’“ cizc the Labour Party, protest against it if 
j']°sals. A and if they think fit, to vote against its pro- 
c" "lab ■ y  arc quite right in this, for what is this but 
X e i ‘ ° exercise tlieir vote in accordance with their 

Ce? No man tan claim the vote on the prin

FREETHOUGHT AND LIFE.
Sir ,— “  Let us eat, drink and be merry, for to-morrow 

we die,”  was the Christian saint’s idea of the only philo
sophy of life open to the unbeliever in personal immor
tality. ”  Let us lie aimless, pessimistic and cynical, for 
in some millions of trillions of ŷ ears the race will die,”  
is what your correspondent, Mr. Sezel, calling himself a 
Freethinker, lays down as the logical point of view for 
Freethought adherents.

There is little to choose between the saint and the 
cynic. If the latter’s view is defensible, so was the 
former’s. Perhaps this is sufficient answer for Mr. 
Sezel.

Since, however, he is sufficiently doubtful of his 
position to ask for help from Freethinkers who do not 
share it, I would suggest that his trouble is due to a dis
like of facts. Now Freethinkers do not dislike facts; they 
make the best of them. Mr. .Sezel, therefore, Atheist 
though he ma3r be, is not yet a Freethinker.

The facts he so irrationally dislikes are those concerned 
with the ultimate extinction of human life and works. 
“  No effort is worth while, if the result is finally des
troyed,” sums up liis argument, but all experience 
proves him wrong. The artist he instances creates for 
the present satisfaction of doing so ; the scientist investi- 

! gates to remove present ignorance; the reformer strives 
with present evils; the Freethinker seeks to make more 
Freethinkers now : and always the reward lies in the 
efforts themselves or in results more or less immedi
ately following them. It is simply not true that satis-
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faction is only possible when its cause is regarded as 
something that must survive for ever.

The line for Mr. Sezel to take, therefore, is to make the 
best of things as they are, give up crying for the moon, 
and continue to read this Journal. The latter, I can tell 
him from my own experience, will prove an antidote to 
the mushy sentimentalities that are mixed with the more 
stimulating sections of the writings of the three authors 
who appear to have been influences largely responsible 
for his unsatisfactory position to-day.

IJ. V ictor M o r r is .

IS LIFE WORTH HAVING?
Sir,— I suppose Mr. Sezel’s “  sceptre of old age ”  is a 

misprint for spectre. Rut in a Christian world it is not 
such a bad spectre. Christianity made my youth so 
wretched that I am rather glad to be sixty-five, and 
would not go back to twenty-five in a Christian world if 
the chance was offered me. As for Mr. Sezel’s lack of 
aim, I think he really has one, else he would not say 
“ such feeling are dangerous.” If nothing matters, 
what does danger matter? My own aims in this life 
might be summarized as feeding, breeding, reading; or, 
more accurately if less rhvmingly, food, a mate, and 
knowledge. The first two are essential, but limited and 
satiable; the third is insatiable. At present I am not 
certain of anything, and I want to be certain of every
thing. And as facts are infinite, generalization infinite, 
and viewpoints infinite, I see no likelihood of becoming 
blase, whether I end as a person when this shabby old 
body no longer obeys me, or whether I take modified 
form, or even if I am for ever in a Christian hell.

C. PIarpur.

Obituary.

Henry Herbert IIurrem,.
On Monday, July 13, the remains of Henry Herbert 
Ilurrell were cremated at the City of London Cremator
ium, Manor Park, London, E. Sixty-seven years of age, 
he had the misfortune to fall down some stairs, and was 
taken to the Metropolitan Hospital, on June 17. Unable 
to respond to the treatment, he gradually grew weaker, 
and eventually he slept from life to death. He was an 
admirer of Charles Bradlaugh, and the succeeding Free- 
thought Chiefs; and the Ilall of Science, National Re
former, and the Freethinker were landmarks in his Free- 
thought. A number of friends were present at the Crem
atorium, and in accordance with his expressed wish a 
Secular Service was read by Mr. R. H. Rosetti.

Miscellaneous Advertisements.

T O GLASGOW FREETHINKERS.—Freethinkers in Glas
gow and District are invited to call at the Freetliought 

bookstall at the juncture of West Regent Street and Ren- 
field Street. A varied assortment of Freethonght books 
always in stock. Current issue of tlie Freethinker on sale. 
Any book got to order.

ACADEM Y CINEMA, Oxford S treet,
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All next week, the Extraordinary Russian Drama 

“ THE MARRIAGE Ob' THE BEAR.” 
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The Great Russian Document 
"  THE END OF ST. PETERSBURG.”

UNWANTED CHILDREN
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and B. A. Le Maine. Current Freethinkers can he Ra,d, 
opposite the Park Gates, on the comer of Edg*3 
during and after the meetings.

W est L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Ravenscourt 
niersmith) : 3.30, Messrs. Bryant and C. Tusofl-
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Hordes' (near Miners’ Institute), Saturday, J1 ' (

t>'"
S.o, Mr. J. T. Brighton—A Ledture.

L iverpool (Merseyside) Branch N.S.S.- - ml0r>* 
Queen’s Drive (opposite Baths), Messrs. Jackson, *

b .1Tissvman ; Monday, at Beaumont Street, Messrs-''',r„sSrS'
and Wollen; Tuesdav, at Edge Ilill Lamp, A* . ¡.fi 11.2  .,!

‘ ad]01 wv,and Sherwin; Wednesday, at Waste Ground 
Swan Library, Meksrs. Little and Sliortt; 1 j¡c 
corner of High Park Street and Park Road, oti
and Tissyman. All at 7.30. Current Freethinkc 
at all meetings.

Newcastle-on-Tyne (Bigg Market), Wednesday- 
at 8.0, Mr. J. T. Brighton—A Lecture.

Padiham (Recreation Ground). -Sunday, J*dy lQ'
Mr. J. Clayton.
Sunderland (Boilermakers Hall), Sunday, J11̂  

10.30, Mr. J. T. Brighton—A Lecture.

a*

li

st 7.45
#

T rawden (near Post Office).—Friday, July U 
Clayton.

INDOOR.

Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Godwin Cafe, Godvvn'^ 
Members’ Meeting. A discussion will be opened y  n 
Corina on “ Why I Would Abolish the Jury Sy3̂

]fr *
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[Ch r i s t i a n i t y  1
! SLAVERY & !

LABOUR
Ni

°'v ^ ird  Edition. Revised and Enlarged. =

CHAPM AN COHEN

g ^  Ü

I  tw ° plates illustrating the stow ing of |j
es °Q hoard a famous L iverpool slaver. =

. ^ ost exhaustive w ork on the subject in =^  v ^ vu U U D tlV  D W U T A  CiXW ^ V j W -

|  M nt. The book is thoroughly documented 
|  atl(l  the references are among its most 

ful features.
use =

Paper Is . 6d.
Postage 2d.

Cloth 2s. 6d.
Postage 3d.

Hiii p

V
W'lllUlliii

*°neer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4. ¡§

— ___ _________ ______ ______ ______ rf

THE

freethinker”  Endowment Trust

^ Great Scheme for a Great Purpose !

Ui,
Hr

J 1” of r>A ? USUSI, i9*5, us UDjCU UU.UJJ .w - i
j °Ul(j j les^ tlian ¿S.ooo, which, by investment, j 
V0?8 mCBr ^ s?ffic;ent to cover the estimated annual • 
T e Trn f • 'n the maintenance of the Freethinker. 1 
/htstee» st .13 controlled and administered by five î 
n? tfeer ; ° ‘ wh’ch number the Editor of the Free- I 
J the vS one in virtue of his office. By the terms I 

■ rUst 1 fv,« IVncfppo nrp nrnhibited from

^¡{}^Vn t̂er Endowment Trust was registered on j 
- °f August, 1925, its object being to raise a »

4«riviB r̂ust Deed the Trustees are prohibited from 1 
Profit ?. a’.'.' thing from the Trust in the shape of •ir^UCj e -V ituni tn«- j. * ».»ov ... ---- ---- 4- -
si’s ;.'r. .j hinients, or payment, and in the event of 1 
j r"stees 11,1 niler at any time, in the opinion of the I 
t °B8ht V retl<l<rring the Fund unnecessary, it may be 1 
0 tlie vf°..an end, and the capital sum handed over I 
Tfig , at’°nal Secular Society. 1

?tees set themselves the task of raising a ‘  
s 6 e»cl fUm 8̂,000. This was accomplished by 1 
j0!”e of ij December, 1927. At the suggestion of I
tti Ved tn- *argest subscribers, it has since been re- 1 
.??te I. _ " ’crease the Trust to a round ,£10,000, and jnl.'1'- lft •'•“ -“ o c  tin- x 1 not tw ci .w MUv. ,v - >-------j --------- -

“Ply sl~ every hope of this being done within a reason- 1
The'r  time- 1Or A;.....ŝ ar(.0IISt, may he benefited by donations of cash, 1 

1 ’l’Oiis vv'l?̂ 'ready held, or by bequests. All contri- 1 
»»***Tial , ’Je acknowledged in tlie columns of this i 
i..e SpA ,.""  'nay be sent to either the Editor, or to j’»CPf , »Uiiy UC M.T1 L It-» ClllM-A tilt- LUIIWI)

ary of tlie Mr. H. Jessop, Hollyshaw, j
Nr. Leeds. Any further information con- J

iÆ 1*
• ’Hier*! t*le Trust will be supplied on application.
a - ’, th l  no need to say more about the Freethinker - 
U°.u8ht p n *kat its invaluable service to the Free- J 

iR .. v.ause ift rprncrnirpil ntid neknowledfred hv nil. •e iliô ailSe ls recognized and acknowledged by all. , Antty lri°nthpiece of militant Freethought in this J
t'- 1 and nln̂ po ife /veIm trine wtHinnt rhflrfrp. nf *th,- Sep,!* aQd places its columns, without charge, atT', viCe nf U,« *-The !fe °* the Movement.

* 's 6*t pa^dress of the Freethinker Endowment Trust • 
»t>X. ' rr'ngdon Street, London, E.C.4. t

-'»I •

Ì

t>----

!
1
!

Pamphlets .

By G W. FOOTE.

C hristian ity  and Progress.
Price 2d., postage '/id.

T he P h ilosophy o f  Secularism .
Price 2d., postage Ĵ d.

W ho W as th e F a th er  o f J e su s?
Price id., postage j^d.

V o lta ire’s P h ilosop h ica l D ictionary.
Vol. I., 128 pp., with Fine Cover Portrait, 
and Preface by C hapman C o h k s .
Price 6d., postage id.

T he Jew ish  L ife  o f  Christ.
Being the Sepher Toldoth Jeshu, or Book of 
the Generation of Jesus. With an Historical 
Preface and Voluminous Notes. By G. W. 
Foote and J. M. Wheeler.
Price 6d., postage J/ d ,

By CHAPMAN COHEN.

ft

!
I
I
I
i
i
i
Ì
!

God and Man.
An Essay in Common Sense and Natural 
Morality.
Price 2d., postage Jid.

W om an and C hristian ity .
The Subjection and Exploitation of a Sex. 
Price is., postage id.

Socia lism  and th e C hurches.
Price 3d., postage %d.

Creed and Character.
The Influence of Religion on Racial Life. 
Price 4d., postage id. Published at 6d.

B lasphem y.
A Plea for Religious Equality„
Price 3d., postage id.

D oes Man Survive D eath  ?
Is the Belief Reasonable t Verbatim Report 
of a Discussion between H orace L eap and 
C hapman C oiien .
Price 4d., postage yfd. Published at 7d.

*  
V*-'»

!
!

T he B ib le and Prohibition .

1
i
i
!
Î1
i
i
*1
•f

i
i1 BIBLE AND BEER j

!
ii

B y  Q. W. FO O TE.

A careful examination of the Relations of the Bible 
and Christian leaders to the Drink Question.

i
i

Price - Twopence. Postage i d .

The Pioneer Press, 61 Earringdon Street, E.C.4,

* ----

i

1
1
i
1
i

"X
"■f

I The Foundations of Religion
BV

Paper
CHAPMAN COHEN.
- - - - Nineponce

Postage id.

I The Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4
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I S H A K E S P E A R E  j
. . and other . .

I L I T ER AR Y  ESSAYS |
G. W . FOO TE

With Preface by C hapman C oiien 

(Issued by the Secular Society, Lid.)

Price 3b. 6d. ‘g  Postage 3d.

T he Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4.

I OPINIONS I
1 Random Reflections and Wayside Sayfoi»51 
i b y  I
1 CHAPMAN COHEN j
i

! ! 01

(With Portrait of Author)
6d.

Ì
'4

A  Question o f the Day.

Socialism and the 
Churches

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

P rice - T H R E E P E N C E . Postage |d.

J
_.oth Gilt - - - - - 3S‘ I

! Superior Edition bound in Full Calf ®3‘ j
\ Postage 3d.

) Mr. Cohen’s Witiest and Wisest \Vot^_|

• T he Pioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, I
I

»— >*%.<>̂ ».i» Hfc ii»».»**1»» <> 1,10 'n'
^  I

I T H E  O T H E R  S l D 1^
OF DEATH

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

Cloth Bound THREE SHILLINGS &
Postage 2d.

i
i »
(

T he Pioneer PRESS, 61 Farringdon Street,

* ►’“■W# *-■ **•«**•* »—<»ee* »-«*11 « »'

Second Edition in Three Months.

GOD AND THE UNIVERSE
B Y

C H A P M A N  C O H E N
EDDINGTON, J E A N S ,  H U X L E Y  &  E I N S T E I N

With a Reply by Professor Eddington 

and a Rejoinder by Mr. Cohen

TjiS
Mr. Chapman Cohen . . . is a philosophical critic of brilliant intellectual gifts. .(-c

. hook God and the Universe is the best, and perhaps the only serious attempt to winnow the sC’eI' e,i)' 
f work of Eddington, Jeans, Huxley, and Einstein from its pseudo-philosophical accretions, and to

i phasize the highly-impoitant fact that the philosophical and religious speculations of men of - a »* 
are not necessarily more significant than those of Billingsgate fish-porters. Such criticism, coxnlil ĵlty 

I it does from the foremost Freethinker in the country, is particularly refreshing.— The Sun 
I Referee.

j Mr. Cohen puts forth in trenchant manner, views that will undoubtedly arouse both syn'P^1'̂
I and indignation, and consequently should form the nucleus of many a debating millieu.— The A 
} Schoolmaster.

A characteristically provocative examination of recent pronouncements on religion and sciellC(. 
I and a notable exchange of views between Professor Eddington and the author.— Manchester E ‘veril

News.
{Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.)

Cloth G ilt, 3s., P ostage 3d. Paper 2s., P ostage 2d.
T he Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4. t‘\
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