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Views and Opinions.

TV\SSing8 In disguise.
]0 1 ;Ite,»S of news lie before me. One is from the 
j>t]. '' News, a Christian paper of the lurid evan- 
"<>rl 1 tyi>e’ * *n ‘" ’hicE a Rev. J. Bryce informs the 
eh, C ^lat "  ministers are not man-made, they are 
b ^ n> called, consecrated, appointed and anointed 
Sj0 le Spirit.”  The other item concerns a profes- 
pr a footballer, to wit, James Jackson, who recently 
,1 ‘ c lcd at a Liverpool prayer factory, and informed 
f0r7 VOrld t,lat “ while missionaries are being sent to 
Em iands there are children in our midst who are 
Sj. " mS up with absolutely no idea of what the in- 
C] 0 °f a church is like.”  These two items might be 
0rS-lfied under the head of “ Ancient and Modern.”  
j-e even as genuinely joyful news. For Mr. Bryce 
C;i )resents the original thing, and if he is right we 
j, lot hlame the common man for the existence of 
of ,S°ns- As the insurance societies say in the case 
S) U|i earthquake, or as the courts say in the case of 

ll(in death, or death through a tree being blown 
j| and killing someone, or a devastating epidemic,
¡1 ?  ar° "Acts of God.”  The j>arson is not man-made, 
Tl* *1'° 'v'*°lc human race can plead “  Not guilty.”  

is the original theory. The priest was called to 
] ls bv God, he had powers that others did not 
j|'lVe> such as laying on of hands, giving the right 
s erPretation of God’s word, and also the power of 
^a'dinjr certain people to hell and getting others out 
f hurgafory. That theory certainly removed a heavy 

• Possibility from other people, and perhaps that is 
it was once so generally adopted. Looking at 

s at tile clergy are and what they have always been,
H .L" lR— to Pnt it very mildly and in the kindliest 

•Hiiier— that the clergy have never been wiser than 
lers. or better than others, or in any way superior to 
‘« ’s, it was politic to make God responsible for 

•n.Clr *'eing where they are, bearing in mind what they 
jl In a way, from the layman’s point of view, the 

eory that Qod xvas responsible for the existence of 
le c,ergy is a case of hoisting them with their own I

petard. They had always advised men to place their 
burdens on the Lord. -So when the laymen looked at 
the clergy they probably thought, as the insurance 
companies say in the case of earthquakes, “  Oh Lord, 
these be thy work,”  and washed their hands of 
further responsibility.

* * *
The Beauty of Advertising.

If the priest is to retain privileges and pelf he must 
keep within reaching distance of his people. The man 
who keeps close to you may be actuated by affection 
for you— or for your watch. And the original ex
clusiveness of the Christian pulpit has weakened in 
the face of modern conditions. It lias become less 
and less of a close preserve. The question of the 
validity of Holy Orders i? '¿till a subject that High 
Churchmen and Roman Catholics discuss with laugh
able solemnity, but it appears to be only a question of 
time, despite the explicit bar placed on women in the 
New Testament, for women to occupy most of the 
Christian pulpits. So far as laymen are concerned, it 
has for long been the custom to permit certain promi
nent persons to read the lessons, and among Noncon
formists there has for a long time existed the practice 
of permitting anyone sufficiently well known to adver
tise the chapel by occasionally occupying the pulpit. 
Well-known cricketers, boxers, journalists and others 
have been invited to preach, while the resident parson 
sat in the background hoping that some of those who 
had come to chapel, in much the same temper that 
people visit the Zoo to see a new specimen of animal 
that had been imported, might become at least casual 
attendants afterwards.

Mr. Jackson, the footballer, was probably invited 
for the reason just given. There are crowds of people 
who might go to listen to a noted footballer preach, 
just as crowds rush to see Charlie Chaplin, the Prince 
of Wales or the Rev. Harold Davidson. If Mr. Jack- 
son had poisoned his mother, and had been acquitted, 
or if he had a dozen wives, or about six dozen child
ren, or had won the chief prize in the Irish Sweep- 
stake, or had walked on his knees from Paris to Mos
cow he would have been equally welcome to scores of 
churches or chapels in this country. The first busi
ness of a parson is to fill his church. How he fills it 
is a matter of quite secondary consideration. “ Stunts”  
have been present in all religions. According to the 
New Testament even Jesus attracted most attention 
by the miracle-working stunts he did. Kill all show
manship in the Churches and in a generation or two 
they would all 1>c deserted. The cry of the modern 
preacher is “ Give us stunts, O 1 Lord or we perish !”

*  *  *

C hildren and  th e ir  F riends.
Of the two items of news with which T began the 

one referring to Mr. Jackson interested me the most. 
Its wording was so suggestive. The title of his ad-
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dress was “  What of our Sunday?”  This was not 
quite accurate because it was not his Sunday but 
other peoples’ Sunday with which he was concerned. 
No one wishes to interfere with Mr. Jackson’s Sun
day, but we imagine that Mr. Jackson does wish to 
interfere with the Sunday of other people. Mr. Jack- 
son does not wish to play football on Sunday, so he is 
anxious that the authorities shall prohibit other people 
playing football on Sunday. It has been said by 
those who when they speak of England only have in 
mind a certain class of people, that an Englishman’s 
notion of enjoyment is to go out and kill something. 
That is a libel on the majority of English people. 
But it is no libel upon the Puritan to say that his only 
notion of real enjoyment is to prevent others doing 
anything they find pleasure in the doing. He is 
happily miserable only when he is forbidding some
thing he has no desire for.

But the sentence that in my opinion almost justified 
calling Mr. Jackson to the pulpit was the one in which 
he said that while missionaries were being sent abroad 
there were children in this country who had no idea 
of what the inside of a church was like. That put 
the missionary question in quite a new light. It 
pulled me up with a jerk. I remembered that years 
ago I had published an indictment of the foreign mis
sionary movement as one of the most colossal mix
tures of foolishness and knavery in the country. I 
based what I said on a careful analysis of the balance 
sheets and annual reports of the different societies, 
and indeed framed the indictment on the basis of their 
own statements. But if Mr. Jackson is right there is 
a very strong per contra which I had completely over
looked. There are children at home who do not 
know what the inside of a church is like because those 
who might have seen to their going to church 
were away carrying the gospel to the heathen. 
They have been allowed to develop freely and fully 
because those who might have checked their growth 
were a long way off. I feel that every one of those 
children owe these missionaries a debt which they 
should never forget and can never repay. They should 
contribute regularly to sending more parsons abroad—  
so long as there are any in the country to send. Who 
can tell what these happy ones might have been had 
they been acquainted with the inside of a Church from 
their earliest years upward ? And who can tell what 
some of the people we know might have become had 
they had the good fortune of those mentioned by Mr. 
Jackson? Why, even “  Jimmy ”  Douglas, had he 
escaped his early religious training, might have grown 
up a passably intelligent and useful member of society 
instead of becoming the laughable futile character we 
meet in the columns of the Daily Express.

* * *

An  U nrecognised Blessing.

The more I ponder over Mr. Jackson's deliverance 
the more illuminating it becomes. It casts light on so 
many questions. First, it means the rejection of the 
widely held belief that in taking our religion to the 
uncivilized people of the earth we were only putting 
into practice the ordinary commercial rule of finding 
markets abroad for things which commanded only a 
decreasing sale at home, or that we were following 
the profitable trade practice of dumping shoddy pro
ducts on a public whose taste lacked discrimination. 
If Mr. Jackson is correct, every missionary who goes 
abroad stands, not it is true as a friend of the natives 
to whom he goes, but as a real friend of the children 
in the home country. But for his going abroad many 
of these children might have been attending Sunday 
school or church regularly, and have grown up hard- 
and-fast, incurable Christians. The missionary is thus 
one who goes abroad in the interest of the young who

on the. I** K>me’ weakens the religious pressure 
1 lonie population, and so contributes his quota 
dn for f ‘ ° wt 1 a ,Jetter race. Foreign missionaries 
for l uluian culture exactly what foreign trade does 
son’ T e mdllStries- 1  so impressed by Mr. Jack- 
inimon ls^°ye'^ ^lat J think a movement ought to be 
fnnni„lra °t sen<̂ n£ all our parsons abroad, be- 
:n -f, V th the -Archbishop of Canterbury and end
ing with James Douglas.
th^  -fl5?  llave to revise our wording of the 
den ”  f i f t * * *  theory  of the “  White man’s Bur- 
tool’ ■ announced our conviction that when we
races r '1°" °f  the Iands inhabited by the coloured 
called C U< 11 under ihe conviction that we were 
]UUm n I'0" ,  °  sIloulder a burden in the interests of
ing our n T  PmCnt- But k  would seem that in tak- 
man who i ss!onaries °ff our hands it is the coloured

¡s ? ing; ll,e white bur*»: H'
 ̂ le u *llte man’s children from bearing1

least the full assault of religion on the home
front-

Altogether I think Mr. Jackson’s explanation of 
foreign missions do and how they do it is the tn°s

be »teresting and illuminating I have yet met. I alTl 
surprised and delighted. It proves there may
soul of goodness in things evil. Dirt was defines 
a schoolboy as matter in the wrong place. Mr- J 
son proves that the missionary is only a nuisa"cc^e 
the wrong place. At home he is a vexation to  ̂
spirit and a threat to the young. Abroad— well. ia 
out of the way, and any harm he does is to  ̂
coloured people who act as safety valves f°r u '̂ ^  
shall for the future have a more kindly thought 
foreign missionaries than I have had hitherto. , 

One other thought is suggested by Mr. Jac^f? 
discovery of the use of missionaries. All the c®1
are not protected by a number of parsons being 
abroad. The majority are still open to attack.

sent
And
Thisno provision is made for the protection of adults- , 

state of affairs should be remedied. Why not se_,
all the parsons abroad ? They need not be sent ah

au‘i
over the world. They could be sent to an isln" 
where they could carry on all their ceremonies 
perforin all their incantations. This would not 0 ^  
protect the whole of the home population, it wo1 
serve a very useful anthropological pun>ose. 
sider what it would mean if in addition to finding 1 
physical remains of the men of the Stone Age we c0 
find an exact account of all they thought and te 
We know a great deal of their habits, but tn 
thoughts, their actual beliefs, the way they looked a 
the world, is still largely a matter of conjecture. Bl j 
if the clergy were all transported to some island, a,u 
kept there, what a godsend that would be to the n11 
thropologist of, say the thirtieth century! lie  wo'1 c 
be able to visit them and study them at first hand, 
would be a sort of theological Whipsuade in wl'|C 
the scientist of the future could study the parson in h1' 
natural habitat. No one who has a genuine love f°' 
science would begrudge the expense of such an expcrj' 
ment. Scientists lament the passing of certain pri""' 
tive tribes and of certain species of animals. So""’' 
thing ought to be done to preserve the parson as " e 
have known him. Exposed to the play of civilizati01* 
he is certain to disappear. From the anthropolog'cil 
point I think he is worthy of preservation.

C hapman Cohen.

I have ever held it as a maxim never to do that through 
another which it was possible for me to execute mysel f-

Montesquieu.

Almost everyone flatters himself that he and his ai« 
exceptionable.—A. Karr.
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Hell with the Lid Off.

" The fear o’ hell's a hangman’s wh‘P 
To haud the wretch in order. 1■ ^

" To what damned deeds religion urges tn̂ 'cre^USt

clergy are more shy concerning the SU')J_
llel\ and eternal flames than musical comedy

regarding their age. Sometimes, t 1C ca '
,lead out of the bag, and the tabooed topic wa . -

Tug

c>issed
Bristol

at the Conference of Modern Churchmen at 
recently'. According to the newspapers, a 

ôinan delegate was responsible. She wanted to 
, n°Wn why hell had been seized upon with such avid- 
“y ^  Chri 
ages. istian priests and laity alike throughout the

lod
With the pertinacity of a landlady addressingJ(i£er ------ J .....— J -----------  .

,.a . lu arrears, this delegate pointed out that it
,'Vas the Christ of the Gospels who was reported to

spoken of unquenchable fire, and also of the 
'g'teous lying in Abraham’s bosom.
T'his roused the Rev. G. G. Coulton, of Cambridge, 

' 10> Eke all Christian priests, regards himself as an 
^Pert on flames. His explanation was, to say the 
east. highly ingenious even for an expert. He sug- 
. E  that the early Christians had such a hell of a 
me that they wished their opponents to have a dose 

lle same medicine, only more so.

tim , dla* the early Christians had such a hell of a“‘C tllnf n __

fapa  ̂ Sanie me<ticine, only more so. The wish was 
f°r t/-0 ^le thought. Preachers, he added, catered 
ai]e ls feeling, and pushed the temperature of the 

1 Infernal Regions from zero to twenty tliou- 
S l | ('egrees in their sermons. Dr. Coulton also 
f(J eSted ^iat the Roman Church had its share of 
°rgers and liars.

Cn„u'e dle Heathen Chinee of Bret Harte, Dr.
fir,

°«lton !S childlike and bland, but the subject of liell-
tK>t to be so easily dismissed, even by a protest s

ff'fcir' ^llr‘st*an- E'lie early' Christians, doubtless, had 
j)arj troubles, but their sufferings were small in com- 
of r,!01} with the persecution of the Jews at the hands 
hvfc lr’st'ans> a persecution which has existed for near 
of p y centuries, and is still going on in various parts 
in *l,r°pe to-day, yet the Hebrew faith knows noth- 

hell and everlasting flames. 
in lristian priests have found it very profitable to 
tatocl deat  ̂ with terrors, and they have never liesi- 
f0r ( to heap horror upon horror’s head. “  Prepare 
tfjgj °ath, flee from the wrath to come,”  have been 
^rul Cr'es‘ “  ^  ’s a ieartuf thing to fall into the 
thr ' S the living God,” shout the evangelists, with 
agin • êa^ler- By such appeals to fear and im
ho atlou these priests have terrorized their cougrega- 
0|1.Ils- The clergy knew their own dirty business 
V  h°° Wed- Sam Johnson was by no means a fool, 
Kenti was tormented by the fear of death. The 
0f le William Cowper was driven mad by the horrors 
an)t le Christian Religion. These are only two ex- 

es> but they will serve.
„/■ nee the dawn of the Christian era the fear of 
in 1 f>as been heightened by these stories of a flam- 
p ” hell industriously propagated by the clergy. 
Pi thinkers who imagine that one of the oldest and 
tj d'sgusting religious dogmas is losing its hold on

• . National mind because the clergy appear to bekivin
EUbli,S the old savage ideas faint support in their

Cam.
lc utterances will do well to beware of clerical

ouflage.
r/es*s Quibble concerning eternal damnation and 

pr rlasting punishment whilst debating with their 
W] Ct louwlit opponents, but there is plenty of sulphur 
$ they address their congregations and their 
t| !<lay-scliool scholars. Wherever the clergy retain 

eir Power they still preach a hell of literal fire and

brimstone. In America, uncultured evangelists 
flame the fires of hell over a continent. In Ireland, 
priests make the very' gunmen shiver in their boots. 
Indeed, the Romish Church everywhere has never 
damped one solitary spark of its fiery damnation. 
High Churchmen, who form sixty per cent of the 
English State Church, hold fast to brimstone, and 
the Salvation Army, which caters for the bed-rock, 
includes Hades in its trade-mark, “  Blood and Eire.”  
Such frightfulness is worthy of the followers of an 
antiquated creed, who, outraging the spirit of the 
present age, pray for rain, and for individual members 
of a plutocratic Royal Family, christen battleships 
and bless the standards of murder.

After all, Christian priests need not pretend that 
their own faith is the only pebble on the beach. Take 
down the Sacred Books of the East from the library 
shelf. How small, mean, and contemptible such a 
creed as Christianity appears in comparison with a 
great Pagan religion such as Buddhism. Were Got- 
aina Buddha to reappear upon the earth, and see 
great nations professing belief in hell, devils, eternal 
torture, and praying to plaster- images, lie would won
der what blight had fallen upon the human intellect 
after the lapse of twenty-five centuries. Eisten, for 
a moment, to what the wise, old Pagan said, as 
rendered by Edwin Arnold in The Light of Asia. 
“ Pray not! the darkness will not lighten. Ask

Nought from the silence for it cannot speak.
Vex not your mournful minds with pious pains.
Ah! brothers, sisters, seek
Nought from the helpless gods by gift and hymn,
Nor bribe with blood, nor feed with fruit and cakes.
Within yourselves deliverance must be sought
Each man his prison makes.”

How is it that the average man and woman knows 
little of his own religion and nothing of the many 
other religions of the world. Over ^jioo,000,000 is 
spent annually by the State on education in this 
country. If you asked Mr. Everyman what he knew . 
of the Zend Avesta, he would, in all probability, think 
you were referring to a new patent food or parlour 
game. Thanks to the priestly control of edu
cation, the only two clear impressions left 011 
the mind of the ordinary scholar are “  Fear 
God, and Honour the King,” which, being translated 
into plain English, means the continuance of Priest
craft and Kingcraft for yet another generation. Just 
as a countryman will retain his native speech almost 
unimpaired during many years residence in another 
far-distant place, so the unfortunate scholars retain 
to the last the religious and political prejudices they 
imbibe with their education. Even should some after
wards rebel, and see through the dogmas they have 
been taught, the spirit of them remains imbedded in 
their feelings.

The very existence of Priestcraft is bound up with 
the subordination of the working class. The higher 
ecclesiastics sit in the House of Fords, and identify 
themselves with the aristocracy. It is the priestly 
abacadabra which places the halo on the head of the 
monarch. Priests will never dispense with the lever 
of fear in moulding the plastic minds of the youth of 
the nation. Our young men and women who should 
storm the bastions of heaven and clutch the very 
stars, are forced, in this twentieth century, to carry 
the burden of a decayed Feudalism.

Mimnkrmus.

No sword bites so fiercely as an evil tongue.
Sir P. Sidney.

Whatever may be known about the heart of mail may 
be found in Shakespeare’s plays.—(Goethe.
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John Locke’s God.

(Concluded from page 596.)

R emembering the manner in which, as I showed in 
my previous article, Eoclce proved the eternity of 
“  something,”  it is amusing to read the following ob
servations of his. “ As in all other cases where we 
use words without having clear and distinct ideas, 
we talk like children; who, being questioned what 
such a thing is which they know not, readily give this 
satisfactory answer— that it is something; which in 
truth signifies no more, when so used, either by 
children or men, but that they know not what; and 
that the thing they pretend to know and talk of, is 
what they have no distinct idea of at all, and so are 
perfectly ignorant of it.”  Thus his main argument 
for God’s existence is, in his own words, merely a 
confession of ignorance.

In Book I, chapter iv., Locke proves that the idea 
of God is not innate, on the grounds that if it were, it 
would be universally assented to, and arguments to 
prove God would be unnecessary. The existence of 
one Atheist destroys the universality of assent. 
“  The complaints of Atheism made from the pulpit,” 
he declares, "  are not without reason. And though 
only some profligate wretches own it too barefacedly 
now; yet, perhaps, we should hear more than we do 
of it from others, did not the fear of the magistrate’s 
sword, or their neighbour’s censure, tie up people’s 
tongues.”  If it is realized that the word “  profli
gate ”  did not simply mean “  without principle,”  but 
formerly also “  beaten ”  or “  conquered,”  this ap
parent note of censure takes on a different hue. And 
when we read with what gusto Locke cites the names 
of foreign races who have no idea of God— the Sia
mese, Chinese, Soldanians (Soudanese?)— we have 
reason to suspect that his sympathies were not all 
in the direction lie leads his clerical critics to suppose. 
He concludes this part of the argument with the words 
“  Men must think and know for themselves.”  

Throughout the essay Locke insists upon the valid
ity of reason as against any other method of reaching 
truth. “  Reason,”  he says, “  as distinguished from 
faith, is the discovery of the certainty or probability 
of propositions arrived at by deduction from ideas ob
tained by the use of our natural faculties of sensation 
or reflection.” “  Faith is the assent to any proposi- 
tion not made out by the deductions of reason, upon 
the credit of the proposer, as coming from God in 
some extraordinary way of communication. This 
way of discovering truths to men we call ‘revela
tion.’ ”  But, as a complete knock on the head for 
those who might claim the superiority of faith or reve
lation over reason, Locke has the following comments.

“  However faith be opposed to reason . . .  he that 
believes, without having any reason for believing, 
may be in love with his own fancies; but neither 
seeks truth as he ought, nor pays the obedience due 
to his Maker.”  “  I say that no man inspired by 
God can, by any revelation, communicate to others 
any new simple ideas which they had not before from 
sensation and reflection.”  “  Revelation cannot be ad
mitted against the clear evidence of reason.”  “  Tra
ditional revelation much less.”

But the cream of his views on this subject is to be 
found in the following: “  Immediate revelation being 
a much easier way for men to establish their opinions 
and regulate their conduct than the tedious and not 
always successful labour of strict reasoning, it is no 
wonder that some have been very apt to pretend to 
revelation, and to persuade themselves that they are 
under the peculiar guidance of heaven in their actions 
and opinions, especially in those of them which they 
cannot account for by the ordinary methods of know-

Rdge and principles of reason. Hence we sec that in 
whose conceit of themselves has raised 

°  au °Pinion of a greater familiarity wi1'* r\_n.nr.
tlipms i"" 1S a,iTorded to others, have often flattered 
com-Q >L 1 a Fersuasion of an immediate inter-
from n" * tv* !e ancl frequent communications
den !  T  Spirit‘ God, I own, cannot be
a r-n- , >C, a de to enh’ghten the understanding by
stnmi I ar,tec into tlle niind • • • This they under- 
m>od n prom*sed to (f°i ar]d who then has so
neonle ni C ° x̂pect as those who are his peculiar 
mint?«; ’ 1 !°Sen >v d̂ni’ ancl depending on him? Their 

erng thus prepared, whatever groundless
opinion comes to settle itself strongly upon^tb^

and whatsoeverfancies, is an illumination from the Spirit of 
presently of divine authority :

onId

action they find in themselves a strong inclination 1(1 
do, that impulse is concluded to be a call or direction 
from heaven and must be obeyed.”

In view of the fact that “  immediate revelation j5 
always the last stronghold of God-believers, who rea -
ize that the God-idea is indefensible upon any

other

grounds, I suggest that this justly sarcastic passa?1 
is clear proof that, whatever ideas of God Locke nine 
have had, they were in no sense Christian, or even re 
ligious. In further evidence that Locke’s God "as * 
subtle camouflage erected for purposes of self-Pr(>tcC' 
tion, I will adduce his own statement of the only "’a> 
in which any idea of God can be invented at all- 

In Book II, chapter xxiii., writing of “  the idea ofhave
fi

1 ---1------- ----- o> r Ood
the complex ideas we have both 01.

God,”  he says : “  If we examine the idea we *“• ^  
the incomprehensible Supreme Being, we shaf 
that . - . ic jdeas
and separate spirits are made up of the siniplc
we receive from reflection : e.g., having, fr0,n
we experiment (i.e., experience) in o u r s e l v e s ,nfl(j

...hat
e.g., having, fronl t

ideas of existence and duration, of knowledge 
power, of pleasure and happiness, and of several 0 .
qualities and powers which it is better to have 
to he without; when we frame an idea the most fy 
able we can to the Supreme Being, we enlarge e'  g 
one of these with our idea of infinity; and so, PlU 
them together, make our complex idea of God.

There is here no question but that “ God 0f

ers 
Of 
be

complex idea built up in the mind by the ProC€ . 
carrying to infinity all the “  qualities and 
which it is better to have than to he without.
all the qualities and powerg which it is better g 
without than to have, there is no whisper— thoUg  ̂,, 
saw that previously Locke’s infinite “  someth^ j 
was claimed to be the source of all powers ail  ̂9

3fl‘' 
was

being. Neither is there any mention anywhere 
"  Devil ” — to whom such unpleasant qualities 
powers might have been assigned. For Locke  ̂
logical enough to realize that the introduction , 

Devil ”  into any argument would inevitably 1 
him into one of two flat contradictions. Either j 
source of all being and power must be the source 
the Devil; and therefore “  God ”  could not only 
composed of the qualities and powers which jj 
better to have than to be without. Or, the 
must have some power and being of which Goo , 
not the source and therefore God could 
be the source of all power and being- 
follows that, unless Locke was a bigger dunce Rn 
anyone believes him to have been, he was never • 
any time under the illusion that the God of relig1' 
was anything more than an invention of. the bun" 
mind which corresponded to nothing in reality. L . 
may observe, in all languages,”  he says, “ ctfta 
words that, if they be examined, will be found, 
their first original and their appropriated use, not , 
stand for any clear and distinct ideas. These, f°r . 
most part, the several sects of philosophy and relig10 
have introduced.”
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In conclusion I will quote a passage which occurs
to"ards the end of his essay, and which I commend
l!) tlie serious consideration of all, especially those
"ho are not in the habit of giving their opinions a
u,tical dusting by the periodical study of their oppo-
'lent’s views. I quote verbatim— even the remarks in
rackets are Locke’s own. . ,

' There is nothing more ordinary than children s
receiving into their minds propositions (especially
about matters of religion) from their parents, nurses,
"r those alxmt them; which, being insinuated into
le'r unwary as well as unbiassed understandings, and
Veiled by degrees, are at least (equally, whether true * •

, __ vj *̂ *15 ''iwmuu
jj°n* beyond all possibility of being pulled out again. 
01;. men, when they are grown up, reflecting upon 
l(‘lr opinions, and finding those of this sort to be asiti*- - -ancient a

t, rly Insinuation, nor by what means they got them, 
ley are apt to reverence them as sacred things, and 

.. to suffer them to be profaned, touched or ques- 
"nied : they look on them as the urim and ihumimm 

llP In their minds immediately by God himself, to 
I '0 great and unerring deciders of truth and false- 

l|'Hb and tlie judges to which they are to appeal in 
manger of controversies.”

j] H’e opinion of his principles (let them be what 
jse- "’ill) being once established in any one’s mind, it 
tj(̂ as>’ to be imagined what reception any proposi-

!nv’alida

as their memories, not having observed their

»iter
and i

irnal

flncl> llow clearly' soever proved, that shall 
ate their authority, or at all thwart with these 

- mi oraeles: whereas, the grossest absurdities 
cIplelniI)robabilities’ being but agreeable to such prin- 
g,-fc.(̂S’ down glibly, and are easily digested. The 
jje '. ^Stinacy that is to be found in man firmly be- 

‘1'iite contrary opinions, though many times 
art'1 y absurd, in the various religions of mankind, 
Se as cvident a proof as they are an unavoidable con- 
tj0 CIlce °f this way of reasoning from received tradi-

Principles.”  ’
Athof?Pe who can believe that Locke was not an 
1 ltlst at heart, for all his seeming orthodoxy, would

' L‘ 1° discard more than ninety-nine per cent of his
¿ ¡ ° Us j'-ssay and leave nothing but the self-contra- 
rPf 0l v "  proof ”  of God’s existence to which I have

eried' Even then he would be hard put to it to
'v "hat sort of a god Locke really conceived of—

a»y.
C. S. E raser .

Man and Science.

,s surprising and somewhat refreshing in this
of, dlllcal age to hear a man of science, in a review 
ask;.°C lailical Progress during the last hundred years,
t ( . j j “  Whither all this tremendous procession 
m)]oS.? What after all is its goal? What is its prob-

V^'Huenco upon the future of the human race?” 
3ir , .Sllch questions come from no less a man than 
!Vs.w .d Ewing, who is chairman of the’ British
Alf laH°n for the advancement of Science. Sir 

10(1 could not have chosen a more appropriate4 lfr,
hiiie
clr,Cs,.°r Place to express these views than when ad- 

members of the Association itself at York 
Sk, c], y . I quote the following from the Chairman’s

hi the present-day' thinkers’ attitude towards 
ofla  ̂ Is cahcd mechanical progress we are conscious 

. a changed spirit. Admiration is tempered by 
^Oticism; complacency lias given way to doubt; 

°iiht is passing into alarm. There is a sense of 
| rplexity and frustration, ns in one who has gone a 

’̂"g way and finds lie lias taken the wrong turning. 
0 go back is impossible; how shall he proceed?”

013

“  It leaves us with no alternative,”  continues Sir 
Alfred, “  hut to ask ourselves whither all this tre
mendous procession tends?” What, after all, is its 
goal? What is its probable iniluence upon the 
future of the human race?” The chairman went on 
to say that “  Beyond question many of the gifts of 
science are benefits to man, but we are acutely aware 
that the engineer’s gifts have been and may be 
grievously abused. In some there is potential 
tragedy as well as present burden. Man was ethi
cally' unprepared for so great a bounty.”

These remarks, while received with mixed feelings 
by the general body of scientists, will do much to put 
science in an even stronger position than before, for 
there are many people who have deplored its short
comings and imagined that they went nnpcrceived by 
those who championed the cause. Sir Alfred Ewing 
lias conclusively told those who estimate the uses of 
science only' in so far as it can supply a complete pat
tern of life to look elsewhere— that it lias no such 
Utopian pretensions.

There can be no doubt that science is the instrument 
that has shaken the faith of a vast body in accepted 
religious belief and, because of this, it has become a 
popular idea that it is endeavouring to supply an alter
native faith. It should surely be realized that science, 
in itself, lias no feeling. It is merely tlie desire for 
knowledge, and it cares not whether it sheds its light 
on objects that are beautiful or repulsive. Science 
shows great interest in giving us wonderful homes to 
live in with labour-saving devices, wireless and electric 
cookers. We become a little flattered and we say, 
‘ ‘ Isn’t science wonderful?”  The next week it 
comes along with another little improvement which 
it had not shown us before and our homes are blown 
sky-high.

»Sir Alfred Ewing’s opinion that we are “  Unpre
pared for so great a bounty,”  opens up a very big 
question. Why is it that we arc unable to ensure our 
vast scientific knowledge being used for the better
ment of the human race instead of letting it run like 
a haphazard stream irrigating the soil in one place and 
destroying the crops in another?

There are those who give the answer that, while 
intellectually we have advanced at an amazing rate 
during the last hundred years, emotionally we are still 
in an infantile state. That while science has been 
busy destroying our faith in orthodox religion, it lias 
given 11s nothing in its place. They' further point out 
that, though our intellects are rapidly advancing, the 
convictions which they bring 11s to go into battle are 
unbacked by any emotional stir. That, in addition, we 
seem to have lost all sense of “  drive ”  to see things 
carried through to a satisfactory conclusion. These 
people are closely akin to the my'stics— they' are not 
against the advancement of scientific knowledge, but 
they firmly' believe that it can only be an accessory', 
like all other fruits of the intellect, to our real guid
ing influence-—the emotions. Nor are these critics in 
favour of a return to orthodox religion hut rather for 
the living of a fuller emotional life. Only tin’s, it is 
said, will supply us with a real faith that will abolish 
our present indecision and fire us with a real desire for 
what is right. That is the argument, but does it 
bear examination ?

It is useless to deny the great influence our feel
ings have on the course of our lives, but can we say 
that they are a sure guide for the progress of the race? 
They are really our heritage from bygone ages, and 
they have changed very little from man's earliest 
struggles toward civilization. To argue that our 
emotions are only in their primitive state through 
their lack of development, and that we should make 
up our minds to educate them, is surely tanta
mount to saying that they are not to be trusted ex
cept under the sobering and educational influence of
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our intellects. Again are there not signs everywhere 
that we are leading too full an emotional life ? Every
thing we do and say seems in some way influenced 
by them. The lack of co-operation of one human being 
with another and one country with another— as 
brought home only too plainly to us by the last war, 
and the raising of tariff barriers since— do not all these 
evils spring from the primary emotional instinct, that 
of fear and self-preservation? Do not our crowded 
police and divorce courts speak of our feelings 
running rampant? Cannot our greed for money 
really be traced back to man’s earliest history when 
his jealous pride of possession exemplified itself in 
dishonesty and even bloodshed?

It is surely nearer the mark to say that we are un
prepared for the bounty of science because we are 
still leading too strong an emotional life, that it is 
hampering our intellectual conclusions at every turn 
and preventing us from reaping the full reward of our 
labours. While the germ of hatred and mistrust re
main is embedded in our natures all the peace treaties 
in the world will not see an end of war. While our 
greed for money is allowed to occupy so prominent a 
place in our minds, production and distribution of the 
necessities of this life can never be so effected as to 
permanently alleviate our economic ills.

It is my belief that our emotions should not remain 
pent up as disgraceful prisoners as some people would 
have them. It is manifest that their inspiration is 
the very life-blood of progress. If we were to im
prison them we should, in stamping out hatred, cast 
aside love. In ridding ourselves of despair we should 
become unacquainted with joy. But it seems best 
that our emotions should be censored and thrust 
through the purifying channels of our intellect which 
must be left to select and develop what is useful and 
endeavour to suppress what is not.

The big rubbish-heap which our intellectual 
workers must now concentrate on cutting a way 
through, for they will probably never remove it, is 
the collected hatreds, jealousies, superstition and greed 
which have jaundiced our outlook from time imme
morial. If they succeed it will be a triumph for ordered 
thought, for intellectual progress, but it will be emo
tion again which will lag behind, after intellect with a 
sigh of relief goes to seek pastures new, staring with 
wide, innocent eyes admiring the improvement.

P eter R eed.

Conversion.

T here is a great deal more concern at present about 
the conversion of holdings in Government stocks than 
about the conversion of unbelievers. Yet here and 
there are to be heard voices that seem echoes of Vic
torian days when the Christian Herald was warning 
people of the imminent end of the world— when Spur
geon was proclaiming the necessity of fleeing from 
the wrath' to come and pointing out the way of 
escape from Hell Fire— when Moody and Sanlrey 
were prosecuting their prosperous mission to the lost 
souls of Britain. I11 the Scots Observer a writer has 
trodden upon several orthodox corns by using some 
depreciatory remarks alxmt Moody and Sankey. Alas 
for the fundamentalists of to-day Moody and Sankey 
arc about as remote now as the early crusaders! 
Though the world moves on there are certain human 
vegetables that never grow beyond a rudimentary 
state in which they cherish the discredited beliefs pro
mulgated by the crass supernaturalism of sixty years 
since.

And still we have Christian agencies in the form of 
“  Missions,”  whose objective is the conversion of

’ '  '' ’^Runedans, Buddhists, Confucians and per- 
J S ° )e le ŝ other than Christianity, conveniently 
„ . l l ' f  higetlier in expressive Christian phraseology 
‘ benighted heathen.”  Now, qualified observers 
mve adduced evidence to show that the percentage of 

1 e 1̂ en,t( believers in faiths other than Christianity 
10,Taie converted ”  to Christianity is exceedingly 
■a one fractional— no more than, if as many asfaiths.

waythe number of Christians converted to other 
And in the majority of such conversions— either way 
— they are the result of self-interest, personal inclina-• - oof»
tion or convenience. A  convinced believer in a pt>r'

titular faith— a real zealot and fanatic is— is not so

easily dislodged from something whose powerful ten* 
acles are entwined round his deepe# thoughts an( 
feelings. The power of his conviction necessanb 
makes him suppose that those who do not share ns 
lielief may yet be converted to it. But, of course, 
that attitude of mind is reciprocal. When Grcc- 
meets Greek then comes the tug of war. Each main
tains that his faith is the only true one— and his P‘" 
ticular Church is the repository of it. How is 1IL 
one to succeed in converting the other?

Convince a man against his will 
He holds the same opinion still. .

And after all, these sacred and deeply cherisl'e< 
convictions are merely personal opinions. A R e la 
tion is a revelation only to him to whom it has he*1 
made. Each of the religions of the world is accept1 
by its particular adherents on second-hand, tbu"; 
fourth and even fortieth-hand evidence— a very shaD

assupport; but Rice Christians there have been arc am

will be. The loaves and fishes count for muc\’s)]) 
well as the menace of boycott and social os r̂a 
And to those who do not or cannot think f°r a| 
selves, mere antiquity is qccepled in place 0 
evidence. . ¡,j.

To say this is not to exclude the possibility 0 -.jjj. 
cerity in individual cases. There are ignorant’ g 
terate and semi-literate lielievers in religioib "
sincerity, zeal and fanaticism are demonstrable- The/

tube1<1
are not apostates or renegades who have succW y 
to the temptings of avarice or self-interest. But 
are none the less the victims of their mental bin 
tions. On the other hand you may meet with 
cated, literate and well-read people who for  ̂
own personal advancement have renounced their 
nal faith for another. These are reptilian ap°s 
and renegades of a particularly loathsome typc- (I, 

Who can fathom the secret processes of the h""|' 
mind? The Freethinker repudiates the desol®11̂  

hat “  every man has his price.”  But " . 
can deny that within the Christian Churches s(* .1

are as m ® ^divisions and class distinctions are as in® . 
and definite as they are without? Clericalism is F 
a profession like any other in which appointing 
are canvassed for; glowing testimonials produÇc ’ 
wires pulled; and the “  good word ”  of “  influenti® 
individuals invoked. Promotion is touted for by ® 
sertive and ambitious young clerics. Some of thc' 
for tlie purpose of “ getting o n ”  will desert j 
Church of their fathers for some other denoininat1" 
which offers prospects of a fatter living and a ni°rij 
conspicuous position. We see living illustrations (l 
the fact in our midst at the present time. I

No wonder that so many picture the Christian Gil( 
as a prosperous, potbellied, bourgeois capitalist "1"’ 
secures the adherence of his oily worshippers 
threats ! He is the real power behind all the del<i( 
ing sentimentality paraded as the Eove of God. An 
his love is first of all for himself and the comfortab 1 
pietists who prostrate themselves before him once 
week.

Conversion to that ! What a thought !
ICNOTUS-

)
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Acid Drops

A correspondent sends us an account of an incident 
'' 'ich well illustrates the charity and public spirit of the 

'urdi. a  portion of the beautiful coast line arouiu 
">tagel was recently in danger of falling into the 

Ullu,s of speculative builders. One section of this land 
S?8 given by the owner, a lady, to the National Trust.

le other section was owned by the Church, llieie was 
11,1 offer of handing this over to the public, but at the last 
moment it was saved from sale by a public subscription 
,'e Ecclesiastical Commissioners duly sold the land to 
le Public for as much as the builders had offered. Yet
¡ere are people who question the public spirit of the 

Church!

ihe task of a Methodist preacher, we are told, is to 
Usuadc men to yield themselves to Christ, and to win 

I c’u he must convince them of sin. In other words, he 
ls f° work on similar lines to those adopted by the 
ciitlors of patent medicines and other cure-alls. I lie 
lst move is to get people to believe they are suffering j."m ¡-he disease described by the quack. Ihc next step 

. to induce them to believe that the quack’s patent nos- 

. 11111 " 'll  cure them. The final move, so far as the 
cacher is concerned, is to convince the “  saved ’ that 

are always liable to have a relapse, and therefore 
. 'c> must continuously be imbibing his wonderful tonic, 
t̂ 1 order to prevent that. After this, one wonders why 
,,’e i°h of a Christian medicine-man is regarded as an 

honourable calling.”

c.sti„Ir" (1 the Church “ stunt?” The question is intcr- 
ar>r„c\ S<>lnc voaders of the Daily Express, one of whom 
first p ,tllat the Church should, because Christ was the 
tl'at I ris '̂an “ stuntist.” He doesn’t put it quite like 
Pl .’ nif says “ Surely a reason for the miracles of 
of c S "'as to attract attention to his teachings.”  This, 
iSln?:,rse, settles the matter, by giving religious “ stunt- 

a respectable origin ! Furthermore, it enablesCl 
Inibii
l'lrCUS:

-Hrist i 1 1— *̂** ■ - ...... ...........»
11,Ki; 10 become the Great Exemplar for a much wider 

1 • namely, all that crave after notoriety, including

vfc. es, newspapers, politicians, and cinema actresses,

Clj 1 ’ Perhaps, the question really means, “ Should the 
atte ¡ ’ adopt modern sensational methods of attracting 
<  1011 ?” Most certainly! Is not the Church in sore 
a,|(j !’Ss ? After all, necessity knows no scruples, 
oj,] le "leans can easily be justified by the end. The 
tiS(̂  'nawback to religious “  stuntism ” is that it adver- 
Ciat lnore than the Church. It reveals to all and sundry 

Church and religion is In a bad plight.

s0 '•‘"hnciations of the wicked post-war generation are 
Pfj 0,,1,,.°n in pulpit and press that we need not be sur- 

lI,at Bernard Shaw’s new play re-echoes them. 
llote that a sound and sane dramatic critic, Mr. 

ty ^ a n , points out Shaw’s short views on this matter. 
iin(. 'lkrce with Mr. Bauglian that the war has merely 
" / ’wred the nakedness of truth, and this nakedness 
\v|, Hs "°t make us afraid of ourselves or of life.” Those 
rCa]. explore the wreck of pre-war conditions do not 
re\ that “  the ruins of the old world are already being 
O *  and that a spirit of greater honesty of thought 
fa ■ ^°Ue to the rebuilding.” There is more idealism in 
do,,'1-  facts than in all the theologies and moralities that 

ge them.

j Liverpool’s contending Christians arc an expensive 
J ‘Vury to that city. At a recent meeting of the City 
h0,,1'cil the Watch Committee proposal that ¿219 19s. gd. 
. v offered in settlement of thirty-four claims for damage 
11 connexion with recent sectarian disturbances was eon- 

j l('cred. Several other claims await settlement. The 
t]att'e of the Boyne must have been found engraved on 

le broken heart of many a Liverpool Chief Constable.

Admitting that Catholic schools are overcrowded and 
“ hampered in remedying the matter by regulations that 
have nothing to do with education,” Dr. Downey, Catho
lic Archbishop of Liverpool made the astonishing state
ment that “ it was possible that our schools justified 
their cost from a commercial point of view, but he 
doubted it.”  “  Our ”  here means the nation’s schools. 
If they do not justify what they cost, how much less do 
the sectarian schools, many of them overcrowded and in
sanitary, and as bad for the health as they may be good 
for the “  faith ”  of the scholars ?

A disgusted lady writes to the Baptist Times to say" 
that at a meeting of the Group Movement the “ leader,” 
sitting on the edge of the table, said : “  Let’s have a 
spot of prayer!” As we have mentioned before the 
Group Movement is addressed to the “  educated ”  classes.

She thought she saw an Oxford man 
A leader of the Group,

She looked again and saw it was 
A “ comic” in a troup;

“  If many folk see this,” she said 
“  We’ll all be in the soup!”

Men and women vergers in the Province of York have 
formed “  an organization to watch their interests.”  A 
verger shows people to their seats in church, or carries a 
staff before the Bishop. Such arduous and responsible 
duties may well leave no time to an individual verger 
to look after his (or her) own interests. Those they 
serve must be a stingy lot, and ungracious withal, for a 
Mr. Buck (Senior Verger at Leeds Parish Church) said 
they must “  win respect from everybody with whom 
they came in contact.”  People rarely respect services 
which cost them nothing—even in the form of showing 
them to their scats in Church. Why they cannot find 
their seats unaided we cannot say. Sunday is notoriously 
often “  the morning after.”

The parents of a boy of twelve were invited to a 
parochial function. The boy was also invited and 
wanted to go. His parents thought he would be out too 
late. .So a quiet time was suggested to find out God’s 
will after which the boy said : “  I feel God wants me to 
stay at home.” It was Dr. Parker who said, “  Train up 
a child in the way he shall go, and when he is old he will 
not depart from it—won’t lie}” This precious story is 
actually printed in the Church of England Newspaper, 
under the heading “ Modern Romance in Parochial Life 
— in South London ! ”

It is appalling to think that Church of England Chap
lains in Northern and Central Europe have their salaries 
in jeopardy by the fall in the pound. Some of these 
gentry come on the Foreign Office vote, and a Church 
Aid .Society exists as a kind of register office where par
sons who want to spend their holidays at Davos or Baden- 
Baden may be enabled to combine business with pleasure. 
Why, if the Church of England is "Catholic,” these 
chaplains should invade the parishes of their Roman 
“ brethren ” in continental countries is hard to under
stand. But, of course, anyone asking for the “ Catholic” 
Chapel at a British Embassy or Legation abroad would 
never be sent to the gentleman in the pay of the English 
taxpayer. Surely in these hard times nobody can be 
expected to shed a single tear over the pecuniary woes 
of these fatuous and superfluous clerical visitors to (gen
erally) most agreeable foreign resorts.

Bishop Barnes, who seems to have got on the nerves of 
the Roman Catholics, will make them more nervy than 
ever with his latest pronouncements. He has had the 
audacity to attack the Lourdes miracles quite in the 
style of a Freethinker writer. Father Martindale is ex
tremely angry and no doubt Mr. Chesterton, Mr. Belloc 
and Father Knox will enter the arena in an attempt to 
flatten the doughty Bishop out with mere words. But 
mere words won’t do. Cures and genuine cures are 
needed, and cancer, consumption, diabetes and many
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other fatal diseases have never been cured at gourdes. 
vStill the Bishop forgets that the credulity and supersti
tion which dominate Roman Catholics and make them be
lieve in Lourdes and relics and other nonsense are 
directly inspired by Christianity. Lourdes and what it 
Stands for will never be abolished so long as “  true ” 
Christianity is preached.

Dean Inge doesn’t like “  Catholicism ”  either. The 
Church Times is very indignant with him, especially 
when he said recently that “ the strongest weapon in 
the armoury of Catholicism is bluff,”  and “ if the scien
tific spirit continues to dominate our civilization, it is 
clearly inconceivable that Catholicism will regain its 
power and influence, for sacrosanct authority is the 
death of science.” The Anglo-Catholic organ is hard put 
to it for a reply—unless it thinks calling these statements 
“  bad taste ”  or “  nonsense ” is a reply. But every in
telligent man knows Catholicism and science are as 
poles apart. And we have an idea that even the Editor 
of the Church Times, if he had some continuous and 
severe internal pains would rather consult a physician 
and follow scientific advice than consult a priest and 
grovel in front of relics.

Every effort seems to be made to rope in the Boy 
Scout Movement into religion. The Cardiff Scouts re
cently held a “ Scout’s Own Service,” and the Church 
Times is quite indignant that a Nonconformist layman 
addressed them— no clergy having been invited. To 
make matters worse, the Roman Catholic Scouts had a 
service of their own with a real archbishop, and any
thing more unsatisfactory for the Anglo-Catholic clergy 
than this could not be imagined. The Church Times in
sists that “ the Movement as far as it affects the Church 
will only be put on a satisfactory basis through the joint 
action of a number of parish priests.”  No doubt, but 
one never hears a word as to the wishes of the scouts 
themselves. We would bet a Scout's Handbook to a Bible 
that most scouts would prefer a jolly ramble to listening 
to the dreary drivel of a preacher of any denomination.

Eight hundred scientists cheered the Pope at a 
Physiological Congress held in the Vatican the other day 
~-the Pope, it is recorded, showing tremendous interest 
11 science and research work. Our only comment is that 

we are left wondering whether Roman Catholicism has 
swallowed the scientists or whether the scientists have 
swallowed Roman Catholicism. In either case violent 
indigestion is bound to ensue.

The Roman Catholic Bishop of Nottingham has been 
warning parents against a “ two-fold grievous sin.” 
This is sending Roman Catholic children to non-Roman 
Catholic schools. It is not only terribly dangerous but 
a sin and a scandal. The question of educating the poor 
mites has nothing to do with it. It is far better for a 
Roman Catholic child to be badly educated or even not 
educated at all than run the risk of hell-fire in imbibing 
some education in an ordinary school. We quite agree.
A little education on the usual lines might make the 
children think, and thinking might make them see the 
truth about the holy Roman Catholic religion. And 
everybody knows what that would result in.

It is amusing to find Mr. Belloc who criticizes any and 
every anti-Catholic who has the audacity to disagree with 
his credulous views about Roman Catholicism, waxing 
most indignant when he is himself criticized. Mr. 
Belloc never, if he can help it, allows anyone to reply 
to him—as Mr. Wells would be happy to testify. In the 
Universe, Mr. Belloc pens a lengthy protest against a 
reviewer in the Church Quarterly of the fourth volume of 
his History oj England. The Church Quarterly would 
not print it, and Mr. Belloc felt hound “ to expose the 
culprit.”  We are sure the culprit won’t care. The only 
safe rule in controversy js freedom of speech, which, 
for everybody else except Roman Catholics, Mr. Belloc 
would rigorously suppress. It is good to find that in 
the Church, two can play at that game, and it’s a game 
that causes Freethinkers much amusement.

Dr. Matthews, Dean of Exeter, in a sermon to the
Biitish Association denounced the “ slap-dash pronouncc- 

, nients of scientists on religion,” and objected to them 
assuming the role of “  oracles ”  on “  subjects they have 
not studied.” We agree with him, but we do not mean 
what he meant. Science, according to another preach"1 
on the same occasion, has “  camp-followers, who believe 
unquestionably in the infallibility of scientific theon 
and deride theology!” Who are they? These clergy- 
men, we need hardly say, expressed their thanks to 1 tljc 
writings of Jeans and Eddington ’ ’— Sir Oliver Lodge i* 
abandoned in these days in favour of scientists who ha'c 
not his unfortunate associations with ghosts. We wo" 
der, however, whether the two scientists now taken umh1 
the clerical wing will feel quite comfortable in that 11 
luge ? Do they agree with their new champions th

there is no true knowledge but religious knowledge, 
and that “  the things which we knew with the higl|Cf' 
degree of certainty . . . lay for the most part bey011' 
the reach of logical or scientific demonstration?”

Dr. Matthews himself provided an answer to this con
tention, for he argued that “  the very existence of science
bears witness to the nature of man.”  Of course it does-

of
If, 
at

by the human mind, and if that truth is applied ,

‘ What, after all,”  asks the Dean, “ is the great j ^ 
scientific truth but the creation of the human mini 
then, there is a great body of scientific truth an ived at

«•hat
knew

lad'
increasing results to the practical problems of men 
becomes of the statement that “  the things we cu 
with the highest degree of certainty lay beyond the r ‘ 
of scientific or logical demonstration?” It is l11cCjnty, 
the things we do not know with any degree of cert"1 ^ 
namely the evasive and elusive elements of the re" 
theology, which lie beyond the reach of the h'11’ 
mind.

F ifty  Y ears Ago.

The Teetotal Movement (falsely called Temperance, "  ^  
means use without abuse) has now a history ° l  ̂
years. It was going to destroy the drink traffic, !l js 
still boasts that it will do so. But it never will- . 
founded on the radically false Christian idea that P* 
ing will do everything, and that you can grasp 
without using means. England drinks more noWv 1 c illit did fifty years ago. The Teetotal movement lias 
no impression. In 1831 there were 30,000 licensed h° ' 
in England and Wales, or one to every 260 of the P 1 
lation; now there are 130,000, or one for every H0’ t 
1831 the amount spent on drink averaged £3 per l'fal 
now averages £\. 111 Scotland they have had a b11" j\
Closing Bill in operation for years, yet drunkenness  ̂
steadily on the increase. Sunday closing will do j*Ii' . r 
much good in England. These well-meaning but cr 
reformers have been trained in a wrong school. d 1 « 
have never been taught to look after the causes 
effects. Just as God said “ Let there be light ” and t”1  ̂
was light, so they think they may say, “  Let drunf^ 
ness cease ” and it will cease. But wagging the toiif  ̂
and signing the pledge will do no good. The nidi1 
conditions that surround the people must he altered  ̂
fore you can reasonably expect any change in t"1. c 
Root out the slums of our cities, abolish the sin ^  
nuisance, give us more oxygen in the air, more Pa .. 
more o]>eii spaces, broader streets, and plenty of tree- ' 
open the museums, art galleries, and libraries on - 
day, instead of shutting the public-house; provide vvh° t 
some refreshments at a reasonable cost for the work'11" 
man and his family when they go out; establish cl11 ” 
institutes, and societies, where people may drink 'V'1 f■ . --------- > ........  1— e— *.......  ., (,r
they are thirsty and refrain when they are not; do a*1 j
any of these things, and you strike at the causes 
drunkenness. Leave them undone, and all the preach1” " 
and pledging of another fifty years will only result 111 ‘ 
further increase of our deplorable intemperance, with ■ 
uined homes, its misery and vice, its workhouses, 1 ' 

asylums, and its gaols.
The "  Freethinker,”  September 24, iS^2'
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TO C O R R E S P O N D E N T S .

"' Robinson,—Pleased to hear from one who has been
'»ember of the National Secular Society for fifty-four 
>ears. \ye ]10pc j0 uffcr
greetings.

[’• b. IioW’KRS.—'

you many more anniversary

■ KRS.—Received. May find space later.
’■ j- Parrish.—Sorry we are unable 
■ Mann.—Quite an excellent portrait to add to our ]CY~11

W, to use.

gallery.
We,

but Earing.—We have not the report by us at the moment
j '°°k it up and compare

open-air speakers in Hyde Park and other parts
It it trying and tiring work, but of great

»i»e to the nioyement.
and Cine CERE.—The article by James Douglas

— 10 tne
J1 Dunn ant

done i°N— share your appreciation of the good work

London
Va,ne to
1 J- Dun
is realm t " T ’ ^INK
bis * ' . sliD' I°r comment. If it is a true expression of
seen7 » tality, it is the most idiotic performance we have 
iVrj,' or s°me time—even from the religious side.. If it is 
st„ •e,1.1 ôr the benefit of the Express the assumption of 

^ ‘»pnhty is rca]Iy briIliaut.
’ " 'IS— Thanks for “ religious literature.”

The >'P „  .
rdii ‘ rce” linker"  is supplied to the trade on sale or 

^ny difficulty in securing copies should be at once

The v t0 tMS 0fflCe-Si- ecuiar Society, Limited Office is at 62 Farringdon
The ’ L°ndon’ E-C-4-

Str^a.” onal Secular Society’s Office is at 62 Farringdon 
cet. London. F. r  4 

’-titers
ondon, E.C.4.

addrrJ.or, l̂e Editor °f the "  Freethinker ”  should be
tV/i esscd to 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.

,e« thenc . cervices of the National Secular Society in con- 
,lt .n with Secular Burial Services are required, all com- 

should be addressed to the Secretary, R. H. 
Pi/ Ct”** giving as long notice as possible.

¡)C'U’S who send us newspapers would enhance the favour 
atlenti^n̂  l’assaRes ’ ° which they wish us to call

°/i/i °̂r ” tcratnrc should be sent to the Business Manager

n°t to the Editor.
( i'recthinker ”  will be forwarded direct from the pub- 

0 "8 office at the following rates (Home and Abr
c year, 15/-; half year, 7/6; three months, 5/9

a,ui .. Noneer rrcss, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4 

he «

o ’’ "8 office at the following rates (Home and Abroad) : —

Cheques and Postal Orders should be made payable to 
,. he Pioneer Press," and crossed "  Midland Bank, Ltd., 

c,kcnwell Branch."
eclurcn „  ~ notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, 

" h -4 b-
serlcd.iiisr'̂ ' ^  ’̂lc on Tuesday, or they will not be

Sugar Plums.

gra Liverpool Branch has arranged a very good pro- 
i'Oiir "u ,t°r its winter season. Mr. Cohen opens the 

je 'v’ith a lecture at the Ficton Hall, on Sunday next, 
is ’ H r 2. There will be a number of reserved seats at 
(listr:ul>, and those who intend coming from surrounding 
lie. .Ilts should write as soon as possible to Mr. S. R. A. 
las'|/ y> 29 Sycamore Road, Waterloo, Liverpool. Oil the 
E01 r Cas'°"  °i Mr. Cohen’s visit quite a number of 

' e had to be refused admission.

rc-?,lle time back we asked for the help of any of our 
for )ls 'vf'° had votes for the Royal Hospital and Home 
v(,t(,sn-»;a,>le.s. That appeal resulted in a number of 
tii,,.. 1,ei"g  sent, but without securing election. For- 
i„lti] -v the votes are cumulative and are carried on 
f0r °h‘otion is secured. We now re]>cat that appeal 
T],e e election which is to take place in November next, 
lye j a"didate is Miss F. I. Brooks, aged forty-seven, 
a Vv K eompletely disabled by rheumatism. The case is 
l Û y  °ne, and votes may be sent eitlier direct to 
tJJe s h'°°ks at 76 Ilawtliorne Road, Hornsey, N.F., or to 
ert.(]- -P ita ,, Putney, to be placed to this candidate’s 
'ot Dunks and other big institutions usually have 

es f°r disposal.

There have been plenty of instances during the past 
week which bear out what we have said of the news
paper press. Here are two. The Sunday Express pub
lished an article impressing upon people the desirability 
of drinking only British grown tea because tlie tannin in 
foreign tea was very injurious. Bertrand Russell 
has frequently protested against the use of his enforced 
title by newspaper writers, but the Daily Ilcrald, in re
viewing his last book repeatedly refers to him by his 
title. It sounds better, perhaps, to its very democratic 
readers. The papers evidently know their readers. If 
only the readers knew their papers, what a different state 
of things there might be.

Parsons are hard to please. A lady attending .South 
Benfleet Church in a bathing costume took the pre
caution to wear a hat. It was, however, “  a floppy sun 
hat,” and the Vicar prudishly observed that “ apparently 
she had no sense of decency ” in wearing it. Who blit 
a clergyman could say or think that?

The Study Circle organized last winter by the N.S.S. 
will renew its work 011 Monday, October 3, at 8.0 p.111., 
at 62 Farringdon Street, F.C.4. Mr. A. D. McLaren 
asks us to announce that he particularly invites young 
entrants into our movement, and that during the coming 
winter he will deal at some length with methods of pre
paring speeches, note-taking, and other matters of 
general interest to them.

The Dean of Llandaff preaching to members of the In
stitute of Journalists, said “  We are not an intelligent 
nation : indeed we dislike thinking. We accept our 
newspapers, or, at any rate, we accept their headlines, as 
oracular truths, because it saves us the trouble of think
ing.” The “  we ” and “ us ” show a candour unusual in 
Deans; but the journalists may well have regarded this 
view as hardly complimentary to them. “ Headlines ” as 
“ oracular truths ” sounds suspiciously like satire.

The West Ham Branch of the N.S.S. has arranged a 
course of four indoor meetings in the Public Assistance 
Station, West Ilam Lane, Stratford, London, K.15. Mr. 
<L Whitehead opens the course to-ilay (Sunday) witji a 
lecture 011 “  Evolution from Microbe to Man.” O11 suc
cessive Sunday evenings Messrs. Corrigan, McLaren and 
Rosetti will he the speakers. The lectures commence at 
7.30. Local saints can make the course a great success 
by attending with a thoughtful Christian friend.

After speaking indoors to-day (Sunday). Mr. G. White- 
head will address meetings each evening from Monday 
to Thursday outside the Technical College, Romford 
Road, Stratford, London, E., at S p.111. The meetings 
will be held with the co-operation of the West Ham 
Branch N.S.S., and a deal of work is being put into the 
campaign.

A religious contributor to the Times writes on “  The 
Blessings of Gratitude.”  Thus : “  'flic Christian
possesses dee]) grounds for thankfulness that, despite all 
appearances, and in face of all the ugly and painful 
things of life, wisdom and goodness are on the throne of 
the Universe.” This is “ grateful and comforting” to 
the leisurely readers of the l imes who can ignore such 
signs of “  wisdom and goodness ” as poverty, injustice, 
enthroned cruelty, and incurable disease of mind and 
body. Less tranquil observers will wish they could 
have knowledge of these “ deep grounds,” which seem 
more likely to he the shallows of credulity and illusion.

“ We cannot indefinitely postpone a social decision 
u]ioji the “  burden of the unfit,”  says an Observer note. 
The “ burden”—that is the financial burden of mental 
illness and the prolific reproduction of mental defectives 
— is great 110 doubt. Is it not like this “  Christian ” 
nation that it takes notice of such grave matters only 
when they become a “ burden”  on its pocket? Never
theless if notice is taken, the motive is a minor matter.
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Much of this expenditure would be saved if less notice 
was taken of “ Christian ”  objections to scientific treat
ment in this domain.

“  It is not conscience, but self-deception to believe that 
ones own principles are infallible,” says Canon Streeter. 
He should “  tell that to the ’’— Pope.

The Gossip writer of the Daily Herald describes as “  a 
disgraceful scene ”  the taking of flashlight photo
graphs from the gallery of a London Church where the 
ex-Mayor of New York was at Mass. Disgraceful to 
whom ?

We continue to get good reports of the meeting held 
by Mr. J. Clayton in Lancashire. These meetings are 
attracting attention, and generally they are quiet and 
orderly. But in one or two places lately there have been 
deliberate attempts to break up the meetings, usually 
without success. Mr. Clayton, we believe is good 
tempered and tactful on the platform, and these qualities 
tell in the long run.

For tli'e Newcastle-on-Tyne Branch to-day (September 
25), Mr. Allan Flanders will lecture, in the Bigg Market, 
at 7.0. Mr. Flanders is on a visit to Newcastle, and the 
local Secretary writes in high praise of him as a speaker, 
and many Freethinkers will probably desire to hear Mr. 
Flanders while he is in the district.

Criticism and the Bible

(Continued from page 604.)

Only in the eleventh century when the Hebrew tribes 
joined together and formed a kingdom, when the in
creasingly powerful Judah acquired the hegemony, 
and, under David, the Judaic popular monarchy arose, 
did Yaliwe first become a national god and his cult a 
national religion. With the welding together of the 
hitherto disjointed tribal communities into a unified 
State, with the victory of centralization over separat
ism, the god of the nation and the religion of the 
nation took shape, and it was the god of the leading 
ruling tribe which received the place of honour as 
the national god— the Yahwe of Judah. Patronized 
by David and his greater son Solomon, there arose 
everywhere in the northern part of the kingdom, rich 
altars and cult-establishments of the great Yahwe, 
who had made of his people a mighty kingdom. Nor 
were the priests of the leading tribe, the Levites of 
Judah, behind in their efforts to promote the power 
of their own circle. Around the cult-establishments 
flocked a numerous Eevitic priesthood, who, in 
their own economic interests as well as upon national 
grounds, carried on a vigorous propaganda for their 
old tribal god who had now been raised to the dignity 
of the tutelary god of the whole kingdom.

The more the might of Judah developed, the more 
did Yahwe win respect and recognition. Especially 
was this the case after David captured the Jebusite 
stronghold of Zion and made it the seat of the central 
government, and when, later, Solomon at prodigious 
expense built for Yahwe a grandiose temple in this 
place and made it the central seat of the national re
ligion of Yahwe. The centralization of religion 
followed upon political centralization.

This most brilliant period of Hebrew history lasted, 
however, only for about a century. The pressure of 
Judah lay heavily upon the peoples of the North; and 
under the autocratic rule of Rehoboam (alxmt 975 b .c ., 
according to the usual reckoning) the kingdom split 
in two. The northern tribes, together with Benja-

fr<»n Judah, and formed a kingdom 
unde ,he leaderahip of ,he tribe of Ephraim, 
nation S r ,  m ^le kingdom was fateful for the whole 
mirW ‘tv - f  stronff Position which it had attained 

• av',d. ?nd Solomon, was lost. The external
tbrArif£S • " Hc 1 _surroiinded it became ever more 
n n ic Y ™ ^  and ditrusive; while the internal antag- 
more i ,  f/ 1 sapped the strength which it
ternal f' m01n ”eeded to defend itself against its ex- 
s t ‘ , ° eS’ /  a estlne became the arena of constant
as i n t h f  3nd f° reiffn Evasions. In the far North, 
after at,C' c° untry East of the Jordan, one piece of land 
atter another was lost.
YahwJ ?S r i0d struibrie and decline, the cult of 
gods which f ° w d- The veneration of the old tribal 
and politico 1 ^  *°r a tim e> under the new economic 
into the h r  atl°nS of ProsPerity and power, receded 
the forecTA|C *froimd> affain victoriously emerged if 
was Z Z Z  ’ Y evival which ^  political reasons
northern kingdom"  ̂ Pm?ni° ted by t,ie m°narchs of the 
sensitive in T  1 lcse nionarchs were extremely 
r e i S r o f  i :  aCV hat as aa the centre of the 
hostile linrr 1 3,n T remai’ned in the capital of the
I T t  that evt of Judah Jerusalem—their own rule 

en weakened and jeopardised. Thi
In the Old 

forreligious split followed the political split.
Testament annals of the time, the political motive ^  
the renaissance of the old religion, is very clearly 
forth. _ ¡n

And Jeroboam (the new king of Samaria) sa’ 
his heart (thought to himself), now shall the '* r 
dom return to the house of David. . .j,e

If this people go to do sacrifice in the house o . 
Lord at Jerusalem, then shall the heart of this 
turn again unto their lord, even unto Rehoboam ^ 
of Judah, and they shall kill me, and go agai'1 
Rehoboam king of Judah.

Whereupon the king took counsel, and made ^  
calves of gold and said unto them, It is too m1 q i, 7
for you to go up to Jerusalem : behold thy g0< ’ 0f 
Israel, which brought thee up out of the h n<
Egypt. t he

And he set the one in Bethel, and the other Pu 
in Dan.* * * 15 .

One can wrell imagine what the priests of j]e
thought of this conduct. Indeed, they are f°r ^ 
most part the authors of those ex parte chronideS 
Northern Israel. . c

Still the cult of Yahwe, during the century of j 
united kingdom under the leadership and rule  ̂
Judah, had taken too deep root in the north of f-sra 
to permit anyone to uproot it in Jeroboam’s quite 1 
simple fashion. The priests of Yahwe had everyth2 
dug themselves in too well, to let this new policy Pa'_ 
unchallenged. Thus, notwithstanding all sorts of 
timidation and persecution, they held fast to the 
cult. Their own self-interests were strong. Nevcr 
theless, Jeroboam and his party might even h<>Y 
overcome these interests, had the priests of Yahwe 11 
found an ally much stronger than their own interest5 
and prejudices in the forces which were develop'11-̂ 
deep down in the economic foundations of society 
and which were making their devastating effects ‘ e 
among the mass of the people.

Under the heavy blows of fate which immediately 
fell upon the northern kingdom, under the contifl113 
struggles within and without, the decay of trade, 
the impoverishment of the peasantry, it appeared t° 
those people w'ho saw themselves sacrificed to tbe 
foreign invasions, that that past period when Sanuii'1,1 
and Judah were still united and the external eneniv 
trembled before the might of Israel, had been tĥ

“ That Benjamin inclined to the northern kingdom 8,11
not to Judah is to-day generally acknowledged in the circl
of historical enquiry.

15 i Kings xii. 26-29.
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*«M«n ago of lo o t 's  history, the "good old days”  o f 1 debts or taxes were put to pawn

"«versai prosperity; and that illustrious time was T ?  T r v'I y “ ,emseUes down upon clothes laid
associated with the worship of Yahwe as the national ousts that they lay themselves i ,Prvl r.Rod
had

It was an easy task which the priests of Yahwe
to point the moral of the collapse an 

sent to the people that their misery and mis o 
c°ntrast to the once resplendent power am
Peritv of t — -1 
in

. - «-V, tut
r. -v Israel, was the result of their falling away
r,’'n the worship of the one true god, Yahwe.
There was another factor which favoured the cause 

of the priests of Yahwe. On the basis of the new 
ec°noniy of private property which gradually got the 
"Pper hand in the course of settled life in Palestine 
’he old ancestor-cult of the gentes assumed a more 
ail<l more aristocratic character. When the Heb 
re'Vs had first colonized Canaan, the conquered land 
" as distributed and occupied on the bases of thou 
Sa"ds, hundreds and tens. Each of the kinship 
Woiips received a definite landed possession. The 
smallest of these groups was the tenship, the “  house 
of ’he father,”  which presented itself as a household 
a”d farming community under the management of the 
Patriarch or father of the household. Sons and 
Wand sons lived there with their wives and children 
a,’d cultivated in common the family estate. H °''" 
tVeri already in the ninth century and more especially 
111 tlie following century, these patriarchial family 
Cstates fell rapidly into decay. The small-peasant 
Private economy acquired greater and greater exten 
Sl0ni and with it there developed at once marked 
’ ‘Terences in riches and possessions. Beside the large 
^  small landed proprietors, there came into exist- 
tnce a class of landless freeman (the Dalim), and be- 
Sl<’e tlicse again another class of landless people, but
Mi<re° .̂*lc Anijjim), consisting partly of debtors, 
"itl' ° 'v’n£ to unpaid debts and rents, had fallen 
an •' their children into slavery- or bondage. There is 
j, "icident which is described in the second Book of 
bn f S’ chaPter iv. verse i, relating to this debtor-

Now there cried a certain woman of the wives of 
,c sons of the prophets unto Elisha, saying, Thy 

Servant my husband is dead; and thou knowest that 
’y servant did fear the Lord : and the creditor is 

Cr>,nc to take unto him my two sons to be bondmen.

in l̂'h a few more details al>out the social conditions 
c le n°rthern kingdom at the end of the eighth 

‘J'tury n.C., may be in place, 
here developed a costly luxury and parasitism 

s the ruling class. Its prodigality naturally 
|,v °wed up enormous sums. As the appetite grew 
• "hat it fed on, the powerful and prominent rulers 

r ( their statesmen soon began to utilize the most 
’r°hensible means in order to be able to satisfy their 

"'olf hunger for luxury. The royal officials, to
"If
In

°'n the collection of the dues and taxes were en-
d i£ H  had a very wide and lucrative field at their 
j;. Posai from which they did not neglect to reap the 
c . lest harvest of spoils. Even the propertiless were 
jj' ed upon to pay their respects to the tax-collectors 

something more matter-of-fact than courtesies : —  
For as much therefore as your treading is upon the 

Poor, and ye take from him burdens of wheat.
Qt? sP°hators are threatened by Amos with reprisals.1“
. l0̂  officials took advantage of their position to 
a actlce profiteering in corn by giving short weight 
jj.c falsifying the currency. Amos stings them with 

er scorn about their feverish anxiety for the new 
011 to pass so that they can resume their corn- 

s ln£ to the poor of the land, "  making the ephah 
a**> and the shekel great, and falsifying the bal- 

^^os by deceit.”  17 Those who could not pay their

“  Anios v. ii.
A-inos viii. 4-6.

to pledge by every altar, and they drink the wine of 
the condemned in the house of their god.18 Finally, 
the whole judicial system became corrupted, and just
ice a travesty. Either the rich and powerful were them
selves judges, or their relatives and friends sat on the 
bench. Consequently, the poor, the widows and or
phans, were, as a rule, defenceless against the extor
tions of these despots, who foamed with rage when 
honest men appeared before the tribunal as advocates 
for the innocent. In Ephraim, against which the pro
phet Hosea thunders, matters were even worse. A 
new dynasty merely meant a change of robbers and 
oppressors, who, appreciating the speedy turn in the 
wheel of fortune, utilized every means to get rich in 
the shortest possible time.

Not only did the number of expropriated men con
tinually increase, but those without land became at 
the same time without a gens. Removed from their 
native place they lost contact with their gens or mis- 
pacha and therefore their old rights to support and 
protection. The unfree became serving members of 
those families who acquired them as bondsmen and 
slaves : but the landless free men thronged into the 
towns and larger villages in order to seek a livelihood 
there as workers or traders. Even when they had 
succeeded .there in acquiring the right of settlement, 
they were not admitted to membership in the gentes 
which ruled there and consequently had no share or 
voice in the government of the town. It is true to 
say that as early as the eighth century n.c., by far 
the greater part of the poorer population in the towns 
of Israel had ceased to belong to a gentile organiza
tion. The gentiles were now synonymous with the 
gentry. They were the rich, the men of the army, 
those landowners who according to the magnitude of 
their possessions were obliged to render military ser
vice.

The man without land and without gens, lost still 
another thing. He lost his gentile god. He ceased 
to participate in the ancestor-cult of his mispacha. He 
was literally “  without a sacrifice and without an 
image and without an ephod and without teraphim.” 
For the ancestor-god was inseparably bound up with 
the gens of his descendants, and therefore to lie 
detached from his gens was to be detached 
from the cult of this god. We recall David’s 
words to Saul, when he complained that to be 
sent away from his people was to be sent among 
“  strange gods.”  There was now, however, not even 
the possibility of serving “  strange gods,”  i.e., the 
gods of other gentes, since those gentes had become 
the exclusive corporations of the rich and powerful.

Nevertheless, the impoverished mass, without land 
and without a mispacha, found a god in Yahwe, who 
was not only the god of a gens, not only a god of the 
hated landowner, but of the whole people. The 
priests of Yahwe rose to the occasion and made the 
most of the social forces which were turning the re
ligious tide in favour of their cult. The more the 
cult of the family and gentile gods developed into an 
aristocratic cult of the plutocracy, so much the more, 
is the speeches and manifestoes of the prophets clearly 
show, did the priests of Yahwe impress upon Yahwe 
the features of a democratic god, of a god of the 
needy, disinherited, and disenfranchised masses, and 
to whose old order they called upon the masses to re
turn— to those customs and institutions which had pre
vailed before the “  mighty ones consumed the people 
like cannibals,”  and “  ground the poor like the mill
stone.”  It is quite intelligible that those priests and,

** Amos ii. 8,
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above all, the Eevitcs, should fight against the gentes, 
since the extinction of ancestor-worship meant at the 
same time an increase of their own authority and in
come. Especially the demand that the Sarim, the 
head of the Mispacha, should be deprived of his 
judicial functions and that the old legal ordinances of 
Yahvve should be revived, was thoroughly in line with 
their own interests, since this meant that the priests 
of Yahwe would alone be entitled to interpret those 
ordinances. W. Cr a ik .

(To be concluded.)

T he M enace of M ysticism .

S ir Thomas Browne’s Rcljgio Medici, one of the few 
theological books that are works of art, obsolete in 
doctrine but rich in wit, has a passage which may serve 
as a jumping-off board for what follows. “  There are a 
bundle of curiosities, not only in philosophy, but in 
divinity, proposed and discussed by men of most sup
posed abilities, which indeed are not worthy our vacant 
hours, much less our serious studies. Pieces only fit 
to be placed in PantagruePs library, or bound up with 
Tartaretus’s Dc Modo Cacendi.”  We have regretfully 
to confess our complete disagreement with Sir Thomas as 
to what are these curiosities that it is a waste of time to 
consider. He thought it was folly to consider “ the 
general flood of Noah” for to him it seemed not “ so 
great a miracle ”  as that “  there is not one always ” ; 
and, in his opinion “  the conclusions and fallible dis
courses of man upon the word of God ” were of no 
account since that Work would prove “  too hard for the 
teeth of time, and cannot perish but in the general 
flames, when all things shall confess their ashes.”

Since the seventeenth century when these brave words 
were written “  the teeth of time ” have found both the 
God of the Bible and that book itself less difficult to 
tackle than this simile suggested they might be. Tti 
every department of divinity, or theology as we call it, 
there has been going on a process of attrition. The God 
idea itself in its anthropomorphic significance while still 
prevalent, is no longer defended by any theologian with 
a reputation to lose. In its passing the so-called science 
of theology has lost its raison d’etre, for if God is no 
more, or is unknowable, elaborate speculations as to his 
nature, attributes and powers are futile. The advance 
of physical science has put into the category of theo
logical curiosities the whole literature of the Christian 
religion of the past. Its thaumaturgical abracadabra 
have ceased to awe and terrify except where men are not 
illiterate slaves. Reverence for “  sacred ” things (and 
persons) is a rare thing outside premises devoted to 
them. The domination of devotion, religious devotion, 
is doomed. It will be in due course where it ought to be, 
among the curiosities aforesaid,

What is devotion ? It is defined by an anthropologist 
as “  the attitude of the worshipping soul towards God ; 
or, more widely viewed, the self-dedication to a deity or 
to anyone invested in thought for a time with some of 
the qualities or claims of deity.”  This devotion, from 
its beginnings in fear, and in the desire to appease or 
propitiate “ powers superior to man ” [J. G. Frazer] has 
characterized all religions. It includes, in addition to 
what is commonly called prayer, mental or physical con
ditions of adoration, interior “  recollection ”  and 
“ spiritual ”  raptures, transports, ecstasies and visions. 
The crude orgies and rites of uncivilized tribes; the 
mortifications of Catholic saints; the terpsichorean 
gyrations of the “ IIolv Jumpers” ; the trances of ,St. 
Teresa : the quietism of the German mystics, of Madame 
Guyon, and of the Puritan and Quaker “  saints the 
eroticism of the Welsh revivals and the mock military 
recruiting stunts of the Salvation Army are all diversities 
of devotion.

There are innumerable proofs of how thin is the parti
tion between religious and sexual or sensual emotion. 
Flaggelation may be a mark of “ sanctity”  in a monas
tery, but its physical consequents and mental results are 
the same whether it is practised as a “  mortification ”  or 
as a pleasure; indeed the whole machinery and teaching

of asceticism is calculated to produce an alternation of 
repression and expression, both states being aeconinio- 
dated with pious jargon to make them fit in the scheme 
of personal corporate “ sanctification.” Women in con
vent cells, supposed to be the brides of Jesus Christ, 
pray to him, singing to him in terms of extravagant 
endearment, and meditating upon his supposed love h’1 
them in order to feed their passion for him—such “spirit 
uul exercises”— like those of Ignatius— have been T1' 
cribed as ’ ’the gymnastics of eternity.” It is not a sccinh
comparison for whereas the gymnast trains and e-xcr'• — » arecises for physical fitness, the “  religious exercises  ̂
intended to reduce the physical health and vin 'Y  ^
that the “  spiritual ”  life may be more full and paj 
If this is not a monstrous perversion of all that is 
and of good report,”  where can such be found?

The search for spiritual “ illumination” accounts jot  ̂
large proportion of the psychical phenomena of the 
of the Saints and of much of what is known as  ̂
tional literature.” One of the most austere and ■  ̂
sentimental of mystics, Michael de Molinos, author 
The Spiritual Guide (1627-1693) considered that the 
of interior devotion is inconsistent with physical ag 
and with raptures and visions. He divides contcMl 
tive states into three : first "Satiety, when the 
filled with God and conceives a hatred of all car 
things: second, elevation born of Divine love ant 
satiety; and third security, a condition which ba,1);i 
all fear.”  The norm of devotion is contempt for 1
Not only medieval monks and nuns, but puritan Tlie
quaker explorers of these states are in agreement-  ̂
ideal is, to quote one of the latter (Isaac Penn'S  ̂
1679) “  To resign all things up to God, all 01 
things, all Relations, Ordinances, Gifts, Graces,
Hopes, Heaven, Christ, everything. To have no 
left of self, nothing left to Self, but everything g°nC.’j. 
be so that I might perish for ever, I had rather have po 
than have my own will fulfilled, I know my own ,5 
well that I desire to have it crossed even in the tn ^ 
that nearest concern me; T would not be saved as I• ,
a mind to be saved, I have such a taste of the excel  ̂
of a hidden will, that I would not have it crossed, 1.l0’iirty 
in the things that tend to my great prejudice : This 
deserve the name of Resignation.”  There is a jcr>s 
name for it which, perhaps, may be left to the i'cal 
imagination.

I11 his introduction to Light Life and Love [sclcc
om the German mvstics of the Middle Ap-es i-e•< V„ifrom the German mystics of the Middle Ages 

“  the lieritieal mystical sects of the thirteenth  ̂ 0,
hart, Tauler, Suso, Ruysbrock] Dean Inge observes

- centi •
are very interesting as illustrating the chief dange1' , 
mysticism.” They led to that dread of “  enthusia^^ 
which characterized the English Church in the eighty ^  
century. Of the orthodox mystical school, which ^  
most of the writers best known in these spheres, 1 
Inge says "  they were so overweighted with this Pst'1. 
science, with its wire drawn distinctions and mean 
less classifications that very feiv readers have n°" C/ 
patience to dig out their numerous beauties. They ** 
however, still the classics of mystical theology 1,1 ĉ(] 
Roman Church, so far as that science has not degeticr< 
into mere miracle mongering.” As to modern P1!'’ ¡. 
ism, “  meditation with images,” and the type of A’1', j 
can piety represented by the “ New Thought” and ‘ " 
Cure ” fraternities which have also invaded these re® j, 
Dean Inge says : “  This modern mysticism is very _'11’ e 
entangled with theories about the cure of bodily t'ise'1))- 
by suggestion, and it is fair to warn those who arc j 
acquainted with the books of this sect that they 
find much fantastic superstition mixed up with stiu11’^, 
ing faith in the inner light as the voice of God.’
Inge thinks that we are in for a revival of mystic®' ^ 
ligion, and that “  it will carry to the crowded town P°1 j 
lations the glad tidings that the Kingdom of God is ,jj 
here or there, but within the hearts of those who " 
seek for it within them. It will assuredly attract s° 
to a life of solitary contemplation, while others, inleJ 
tuallv weaker or less serious, will follow the various t 
sophical and theological delusions which, from the 1 ■ • j 
of Iamblichus downwards, have dogged the heels 
mysticism.”

A lan HandsacP?-

1
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W est African. Journalism .

M°st of the weeklies on the Coast are printed _
¡'a»d press. They abound in mistakes. ' f  ,vhich 
"»ent a journal as The Nigerian Daily Tun » ^
every European buys for the sake of access 
makes very bad faux pas from time to time.

When it is remarked that most composi or" ‘ , onjy
sarily selected from natives who have p • - us 
Standard Three or Four, it will be reaUzed how 
«the handicap of the self-respecting journalist who 
’"its his copy to their tender mercies. ilture.
X'N'W are the Editors generally men of ge” le gibe 0r 
^°t infrequently Punch finds scope fo S 0[
puerous jest in the slips of the pen tha . r ‘ q re- 
Otters find so easy to make. One Editor announced re-centW 1 *

..via JL>CTU VCI It;
ârtiest of congratulations.

‘y that he was the “  soul ”  proprietor of 1 ' c
retort from Bouverie Street took the form

icartiest of congratulations. . „rticle for
during the Great War I had reason, in tile Tnr\o4- - • - -

7  lnost widely-circulated Lagos paper of the period, to 
cer to “ the united Teutonic Peoples.” T his appear« 

,, , u‘e united Terrific Peoples ” ; and Punch ejaculated 
yiy : “  The African compositor knew better what was 

' ' and fitting than the English author.”
As for remuneration— well, there is one Gold Coast 
lrnal in which it is the Editor’s boast that a lyric from 

¡W has appeared every week for a period of °\cr a 
zen years. How appalling to face a truth of this kind . 

T llat 1 have scribbled about a thousand poems during a 
cade) an(j jn vj(.jaHng tropical climate! Bu ni> 
auneration is, and lias always been, the modest 
h er—with no numeral whatever before i t ! 

a ,,lere have even been occasions when I have appeared 
Ll ° ur Special Correspondent ”  in one or other judicial

Rhiutii have sP€nt <at press rateS ° f fifty W0UlS fOT 3as ttiueh as a pound a day on telegrams to 
c ‘ “

honsly refunded. But when I have sent in an
sc£ t!o ’s -capitai- My outlay's for wires have been con-
®CC01’unt
aPPear^SU'5*ecfuently for a couple of guineas against theRearanoo • -------J ----&...... ........ »-.......... .
myseif f 111 Court, day after day, in a case where I
ProV(, j st°od as creditor toward a concern which had
‘old ¿at be both a swindle and a ramp, I have been
itig a n'y  matter, conspicuously' displayed and caus-
Eiarkgq 'eaP in circulation of the journal, had been
Planatio *?ecs-” When I have pressed for an ex-
ĉ'tte( f”n> * have received a wandering and much-worded

°m the native proprietor of the journal, saying

where coloured urchins vend it on the streets each morn
ing.

The journals that are confined to towns like Port Har- 
court, Aba, and Onitslia in Nigeria; and to Freetown in 
Sierra Leone, Sekondi and Cape Coast Castle on the 
Gold Coast are all weeklies. They print anything from 
one hundred to two thousand copies per issue; and 
quite half their output becomes waste paper.

In the old days in Great Britain the “  liner ”  (he was 
lucky to get a penny a line, in spite of the contemptuous 
phrase) had often the chagrin of seeing a whole day’s out
put dumped into the W.P.B. by a disgruntled editor. 
Much the same thing happens on the Coast. The African 
is now becoming articulate—on paper. He yearns to see 
himself in print. Any enterprising newspaper pro
prietor out here could therefore fill his pages with nothing 
beyond Letters to the Editor. Intelligent Africans in all 
walks of life, but with little or no literary culture, are 
hungry for publicity of this kind. And they share, these 
literary aspirants after a parochial fame, all the penny-o- 
liner’s love of high-sounding words and flamboyant 
phrases. To drown is to “  seek a watery grave,”  and a 
fire must always be “  the scene of the conflagration.” 
Shakespeare is always “  The Bard of Avon ” and Carlyle 
— “ The Sage of Chelsea.” Life becomes “ the vital 
spark,” and every church or chapel must inevitably be 
a “ religious edifice.” And in obituary notices (paid for 
at advertisement rates by the bereaved family), it is 
usual to say' “ has passed to that bourne from which 
no traveller returns.”

West Africa has therefore a long way yet to go before 
it can claim a literary culture and tradition of its own.

J. M. Stuart-Young.
Onitsha, Southern Nigeria.

Correspondence.

tii J
"'in, 3 always thought me a lover of the Black 

Philanthropist, and a “  gentleman ” of ample’»""„s
Tl:

Pay
his

He ,n°re than adequate leisure!

mrculation that makes West African journalism
Hot the - nce *s obvi°iis. It is the advertisement and

• stafp1 way'. The Editor certainly remunerates
'"cottie ’, an<l makes an income, generally a quite modest 
!"ent r,f himself. But he has no margins for the pay- 
, The ] °Utsi<fe contributors.
i°yed 1 arp?S*; circulation in West Africa to-day is en- 
hfikluogj ^ er’s West African Review. This beautifully 
T°ol, ar|. monthly magazine with headquarters at I.iver- 
|he 1 a man of both culture and literary acumen in 
t llsan l°r,a' ,cba’r> has a circulation not exceeding five 
htd., C0I>ies. Behind it are Elder Dempster & Co., 
a"d fr. ' tathous shipowners, who pioneered transport to 
Nnet 1 lhc West Coast. The magazine costs only six- 

The
"°vy ¡n" < xt ’n popularity is West A frica, a weekly journal 

t̂ Sj , "  finite healthy young manhood of twenty-odd. 
°i the a*1C? per week it is somewhat beyond the pockets 
""lotirr j, rican community. It is therefore seen only 
N*an f),u] °.harrister and Government class. The Euro- 
1 c‘Ports value for money because of its market
> k s, s notes on gramophone records and new Coast 
i ^ 'ts articles on lighter matter and its sports pages.
- *'v that '^"h^tion has been challenged as being’ far be- 
Jieivt ^  comelier rival, Elder*s West African Rc- 
T im in '? HS 1>ias is markedly negrophile.

’»ics UvL i, n to Coast journals, The Nigerian Daily
 ̂ hettep 3,1 ̂  could have a threefold circulation had

t0sts a ^ e n e y  facilities throughout the provinces. It
r!?ny’ ’ s °b ti,e format of the now extinct li 

and enjoys its greatest vogue in I,£

It
We st
ages,

To the E ditor or the “  F reethinker.”

THE “ ROMAN CATHOLIC MENACE.”

SiRj— My two critics, in the Freethinker (September 
11) seem to cancel one another out. “  C.8.”  assures me 
that fanaticism is just as rampant, at Liverpool, as ever. 
Mr. Burgess, on the other hand, thinks that 1 “  protest 
too much ” as to the impending danger.

What 1 said was that the fear and hatred of ropery 
that inspired Protestants fifty years ago has largely 
passed away'. So it has. 'Plie great majority of the Pro
testants in this country wish to amalgamate all the 
Churches, including the Church of Rome, into one 
Church.

Liverpool is a case apart. There are more Irish in 
Liverjrool than in any other city in England, and the 
Protestant Orangeman faces his Catholic fellow-country
man with the same fanaticism which lie has imported 
from his native land.

Mr. Burgess contradicts my statement, that Liverpool 
Cathedral is finished, upon the extraordinary grounds 
that the “  rubble from the old buildings has not yet been 
cleared away.” What does that matter? The building 
is finished it has been consecrated, and used for worship.

Mr. Burgess also sees nothing to trouble about in the 
increase of the Catholic Church, as the Catholics only 
number 2,720,000, in a population of 40,170,000. But 
recent history shows—notably in the cases of Turkey 
and Russia—that a small but well organized minority 
can obtain and govern unorganized millions.

Everyone laughed when Carry Nation went round 
smashing the saloons with a lmtchet; but, in a few years 
time, Europe woke up one morning to the astounding 
fact that America had suddenly “  gone dry.” For which 
she is now paying a terrible price.

I may also remind Mr. Burgess that the Greeks and 
Romans despised Christianity as a degrading supersti
tion; fit only for the ignorant denizens of the underworld 
from whence it arose. Yet it established itself, sup
pressed its rivals, and eventually caused the overthrow of 
the Empire, and, as Gibbon observes, the Christians num
bered less than one in twenty of the population, the same 
proportion as the Catholics number to-day in England.
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To say that Mr. Chesterton is not satisfied with the 
progress of Catholicism, is beside the point. Nobody is 
satisfied with his progress until he obtains what he 
is striving for, in the meanwhile he is making pro
gress. W. Mann.

Sir ,— 111 your issue of September 3, a contributor says 
that Mr. Wells was denied a right of reply to my 
Articles in the Universe, criticizing with praise and 
blame his well written but ignorant popular “  History.” 
I cannot speak, of course, for the editor of the Universet 
but I can testify to what took place to my own know
ledge. Mr. Wells was offered ample opportunity for 
reply on the reasonable condition that he did not use 
offensive terms with regard to matters regarded as sacred 
by Catholics. Of this he made a grievance and refused 
to play. He took refuge in a pamphlet to which I re
plied (Mr. Belloc .Still Objects : Sheed and Ward) and 
anyone who will read these two pamphlets together may 
judge of the controversy.

I may add that I was not allowed any right of reply 
at all to a grossly false attack upon my History, which 
appeared in the Church Quarterly.

H. Beixoc.

THE IRONY OF “ SUNDAY ” OBSERVANCE.

S ir ,— Why is the Lord’s Day Observance Society so 
named ? It is not the Sabbath, nor the .Sunday, but 
“  the Lord’s Day ” with which it is concerned. The 
Sabbath is Saturday. Sunday, the Christian Sunday, 
with all the restrictions of the Levitical Sabbath attached 
to it, is an English and seventeenth century institution, 
not recognized in Christendom, Protestant or Catholic, 
except b}' English-speaking people. Roman Catholics do 
not observe the Lord’s Day in the sense in which the 
Sabbatarians require it to be observed. Attendance at 
mass on Sunday is indeed obligatory on pain of mortal 
sin; but the last mass anywhere is at twelve noon, and 
any recreation lawful on any other day is lawful for a 
Catholic who has heard mass on Sunday. The Lord’s 
Day is without any explicit authority from the Bible. 
This exclusively Protestant organization is, in fact, ad
vocating what can only be maintained (arid that only as 
to the change from Saturday to Sunday) on the authority 
which it denies in the realm of belief, namely tradition. 
For the sole justification for that change is that the 
Catholic Church says [without Bible authority] that the 
disciples made the change (a) to commemorate Christ’s 
resurrection, and (b) the descent of the Holy Ghost, both 
of which are reported to have occurred on “  the first day 
of the week.”  The only day “  sanctified ”  by God, 
according to the Bible, was the seventh day, “  the Sab
bath of the Lord thy God.” Jesus himself, who claimed 
that he came “ not to destroy the (Mosaic) law, but to 
fulfil it,” was accustomed to go to the Synagogue on the 
Sabbath. (Luke iv. 16.) After his death his disciples 
“  rested on the Sabbath day according to the command
ment.” (Luke xxiii. 56.) Whenever the Christians be
gan to ignore the sacred character of the seventh day 
they not only changed the day, but the nature of its ob
servance. It became a day of feasting and rejoicing 
and was so kept until the Puritans made a hotch-potch 
of the Jewish Sabbath and the Christian Sunday.

Are we not entitled to ask the Lord’s Day Observance 
Society, or its active Secretary, why, if it is concerned to 
enforce obedience to God’s commandment about the Sab
bath, it takes the liberty of applying it to another day 
than that divinely appointed ? The Seventh Day Bap
tists and Adventists are, apparently, consistent in their 
Bibliolatry. But the “  Lord’s Day ”  observers, who 
sing of being “ free from the law, 0I1 happy condition,” 
want to enforce man’s law 011 Sunday on everyone, and 
Moses’ (or God’s) restrictions for Saturday on everyone 
on Sunday as well. They must be resisted by all logical 
persons, and especially by all who wish to keep God’s 
commandment. The latter persons, ironically enough, 
are their chief, if not their only supporters.

C ynicus.

No man is free who cannot command himself.
Pythagoras.

S U N D A Y  L E C T U R E  N O T IC E S, Etc.

LONDON.
INDOOR.

South Peace E thicae Society (Conway Hall, Red £jolt 
Square, W.C.i) 11.0, C. Delisle Burns, M.A., D.Lit." A 
New Social Order.”

T he Metropolitan S ecular Society (City of Londo1* 
Hotel, 107 York Road, Camden Road, N.) : 6.30, Bus',ie 
Meeting. 7.0, Debate. Non-members welcomed.

West Ham Branch N.S.S. (The Public Assistance .station- 
West Ham Lane, Stratford, E.15) ; 7.30, Sunday, SeteW1* 
25- Mr. George Whitehead—“ Evolution from Microbe « 
Man.”

outdoor.

Bethnal G reen Branch N.S.S. (Victoria Park, near
Bandstand) : 3.15, Bradlaugh Sunday? HaBip'

North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, ■ t
stead) : 11.30, Sunday, September 25, Mr. L- Ebury.  ̂
day, September 26, South Hill Park, Hampstead,
Ebury. Thursday, September 29, Leighton Road, K 
Town, 8.0, Mr. Tusón. ' .3  3°'

South London Branch N.S.S. (Brockwell Park) ¡ ^  
Sunday, September 25, Air. F. P. Corrigan. Wedne-  ̂
September 28, Cock Pond, Clapham Old Town, 8.0,

West L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : tVedoesdJ,
September 21, at 7.30, Messrs. Tusón and Wood, Th £atnp. 
September 22, at 7.30, Messrs. E. C. Saphin and W. T- 0„t 
bell Everdeu. Friday, September 23, at 7.30, Messrs. • ^ 
and Le Maine. Sunday, September 25, at 12.0 Air. R /¿d; 
Alaine. 3.30, Platform No. 1, Alessrs. Bryant and 
Platform No 2, Alessrs. B. A. Le Maine and Tusón. 
Platform No. x, Alessrs. Wood, Tusón and Bryant, 
form No. 2, Messrs. Hyatt and Saphin. Current 
thinkers can be obtained outside the Park. , Q0fii-

Woolwich Branch N.S.S. (“ The Ship,”  Plumsteac ^  
moil) : 7.30, Friday, September 23, Air. A. D. McLaren, 
day, September 25, Beresford Square, 8.0, Air. R. H- yr. 
Alonday, September 26, Lakedale Road, Plumstead, °’°’i,jejil 
Alead. Wednesday, September 28, “ The Ship,” ^ UIpereS" 
Common, 7.30, Air. Read. Thursday, September 29, 
ford Square, 8.0, Air. F. P. Corrigan.

COUNTRY.
indoor.

Chester-le-Street Branch N.S.S. 
Street, above Temp. Co-op. Society)

proiiiit
(New Roo"lS’ieatiiif!' 

* _ . .  7-30, Special M^jDter
Alonday, September 26. Business arrangements f°r 
Session. Bri<r

E ast L ancashire R ationalist Association (20 y tpy 
Street, Burnley) : 2.30, Sunday, September 25, Alias 
—“ Aly recent Visit to Russia.”  ... c0jii"

L iverpool Branch N.S.S.—The Winter Session 'vl1 Dii 
mence on October 2, and will be opened by a lectl (|,e 
“ The Psychology of Belief,”  by Mr. Chapman Cohen, ^¡se 
Picton Hall. Members and friends are requested to at 
this meeting as widely as possible.

outdoor.
Sunday, September 25> Air.

7.30, Friday, Septet«^
}»'

Blackburn Market, 7.0 
Clayton.

Darlington (Alarket Steps)
Air. J. T. Brighton.

H apton, 7.0, Tuesday, September 27, Air. J. Clayt0?’ 0p- 
L ivkrpool (Merseyside Branch N.S.S. (Queen’s DP j(. 

posite Walton Baths) : 8.0, Sunday, September 25, jli'*
Ed£e 
Thuf5pV

“V

,isi<
i*
:0t

SafS
Af.1'

Little and D. Robinson. Tuesday, September 27 
Lamp, 3.0, Messrs. H. Little and P. Slierwin. 
September 29, comer of High Park Street 
Road, 8.0, Alessrs. A. Jackson and J. V. Sliortt. 
Freethinkers on sale at all meetings.

AIanchester Branch.—Outing to Alderley Edge 
September 25. Aleet London Road Station 10.i5 
leaves 10.25. Longsight 10.30. Parrs Wood 10.40. 
Alderley ir.30. Fare ie. 9d. return from AI.C. Please 
two meals.

N ewbiggin-by-Sea : 6.30, Sunday, September 25, 
Brighton.

Newcastle-on-Tyne Branch N.S.S. (Bigg 
7.0, Sunday, September 25, Air. Alan Flanders, 
urgently requested to attend.

brifig

J- f-

Ak>rl‘ t
Me m

:t) '
it>ep

7.0, Tuesday, Sep 1North Shields (Harbour View)
27, Air. J. T. Brighton. , ^ 0n.

Padiham, 3.30, Sunday, September 25, Mr. J. Clay teiri' 
Seaham H arbour (Church Street) : 7.30, Saturday, h 

her 24, Mr. J. T. Brighton. A*r
Waterfoot (The Arcade) : 7.30, Friday, September -i’

J. Clayton.
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T H E

National S e c u l a r  S o c ie t y

President :

CHAPM AN COHEN.
Secretary:

H. Rosbtti, 62 Farringdon Street, London.

E.C.4.

I  B L A  S P  h Í ^ Í ^ ^ o Í T t r "! A l T

PRINCIPLES AND OBJECT».

Q ^CULARISM teaches that conduct should be based 
¿i . 011 reason and knowledge. It knows nothing o 
ia.llle guidance or interference; it excludes super- 
pr l'ral *>opes and fears ; it regards happiness as man s 

■,er aim, and utility as his moral guide. 
tW U!arism affinns that Progress is only possible 
and Uberty, which is at once a right and a duty, 
equ , leref°re seeks to remove every barrier to the fulles 

o* ireed°m of thought, action, and speech. 
ren, arism declares that theology is condemned by 
thi,°n as superstitious, and by experience as tnis- 

v°us, âmi assaiis it as the historic enemy of Progress. 
sph-C'i ar'sin accordingly seeks to dispel superstition, 0 
t,,.“;'education ; to disestablish religion; to rationalize 
n,a. ! to promote peace ; to dignify labour ; to exten 
of *,ria well-being ; and to realise the self-government

People.
sec, I* ,FunJs of the National Secular Society are legally 
Trc by Trust Deed. The trustees are the President, 
anJl\rer and Secretary of the So:iety, with two others 
PoS’ted by the Executive. There is thus the fullest 
eVer f gUarantee for the proper expenditure of what- 

TVi lll,'ds the Society has at its disposal.
H cm °'l°wiiig is a quite sufficient form for anyone 

7 *ires to benefit the Society by legacy 
I hereby give and bequeath (Here insert particulars of 

xrff.cT), free of all death duties, to the Trustees of the 
optional Secnkr Society for an or any of the purposes 

Ule Trust Deed of the said Society.

MEMBERSHIP.

Io,.ny pefson is eligible as a member on signing the 
Wlllg declaration :—

1 desire to join the National Secular Society, and I 
myself, if admitted as a member, to co-operate in 

■ noting its objects.

Na in« ..........................................................................

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

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

bated this...... day of.......................................... I ’̂’ ’

'vith "! decoration should be transmitted to the Secretary
A s c rip tio n .

tver ‘''beyond a minimum of Two Shillings 
to i,,stneml,er is left to fix his own subscription according 
ss^ ^ ails and interest in the

^cADEMY CINEMA, Oxford Street
(opposite waring & gillows). Ger. a9Sl-

/ en Sunday, September 25.
"tine Sagan's Psychological Study of Adolescence.

" MAEDCHEN IN UNIFORM.”
Also the Himalayan exp. Film 

“ EXCELSIOR.”
Last Days

" OIARY OF A REVOLUTIONIST,

D efen ce  of 
Free Speech

■KING A

Three Hours’ Address to the Jury !
IN THE :

COURT OF QUEENS BENCH !

■ KroRi :

L O R D  C O L E R I D G E  j
On A pril 24, 1883, j

IV

G. W. FOOTE.
W ith H istorical Introduction by H. C utner I

(Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.)

Owing to the historical importance of the 
categorical laying down of the Common 

Law of Blasphemy by the Lord Chief Justice, 
on the trial of G. W. Foote and W. Ramsay, 
that trial is to day the leading case wherever 
British law is operative. The great speech of 
G. W. Foote, with its complete survey of the 
whole field, with its fine literary form, its elo
quence and scathing irony, gives the trial first 
place among the numerous trials for blasph
emy that have taken place. The speech 
gained the deserved praise of the Lord Chief 
Justice both during and after the trial. The 
report of this speech has long been out of 
print. It is one every Freethinker in the king, 
dom should have by him and every lover of 

free discussion should possess.
Well printed on good paper.

P rice S IX P E N C E .
j

Postage id.

I
Ì
Í
I

4

INGERSOLL’S WORKS, j
FOR SALE. i
---------------------- I

L ibrary ed ition  o f In gerso ll. The j 
only  com p lete  ed ition . 12  v o l s , j 

G ilt E d ges, P o rtra its , j
A bargain £3/10 . Box P 2 “Freethinker” Office, ) 
— ------------------------------------------------------------ -

UNWANTED CHILDREN
In a Civilized Community there should be no 

U N W A N TED  Children.

For an Illustrated Descriptive List (68 pages) of Birth Con. 
trol Requisites and Books, send a i jd. stamp to :

J. R. HOLMES, East H&nney, Wantage, Berks.
ESTABLISHED NEARLY HALF A CENTURY.
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SECO N D  E D ITIO N .

| Mother 
I God

O f i

B y

G . W . F O O T E .  

WITH INTRODUCTORY NOTE
B y

CHAPMAN COHEN.

Now that the Roman Cath
olic question is much discussed 
this useful and racy pamphlet 

should be widely read and 
circulated.

A RECORD OP ESTABLISH ED RELIGION. 
IN ENGLAND.

A l a n  H a n d m c r e
i i r » « t  :f {■ S- f | !

Official Facts about Church Revenue® j

i 
I

Î
i

P o st F r e e

History - - Argument - - Statistics.
The case for Disestablishment and Disendow  ̂
ment from the secular and financial p°in 

of view.

P ostage  3d. 
P o sta g e  2d.

C loth 2s. 6d. 
P a p e r  Is. 6d.

; I Issued for the Secular Society, Limited, by j
-  * i J Pioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E- /

i THE

! “ Freethinker” Endowment Trust !
( — — (

( A Great Scheme for a Great Purpose (

The Freethinker Endowment Trust wa9 registered on 
the 25th of August, 1925, its object being to raise a 
sum of not less than ¿8,000, which, by investment, 
would yield sufficient to cover the estimated annua) 
loss incurred in the maintenance of the Freethinker. 
The Trust is controlled and administered by five 
Trustees, of which number the Editor of the Free
thinker is one in virtue of his office. By the terms 
of the Trust Deed the Trustees are prohibited from 
deriving anything from the Trust in the shape of 
profit, emoluments, or payment, and in the event of 
the Freethinker at any time, in the opinion of the 
Trustees, rendering the Fund unnecessary, it may be 
brought to an end, nnd the capital sum handed over 
to the National Secular Society.

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

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

There if no need to say more about the Freethinker 
itself, than that its invaluable service to the Free- 
thought Cause is recognized nnd acknowledged by all. 
It is the mouthpiece of militant Freethought in this 
country,_ and places its columns, without charge, at 
the service of the Movement.

The address of the Freethinker Endowment Trust 
is 61 Farringdon Street, London, B.C.4.
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A  D evastating D ocum ent. j

Rome or Reason ?|
A Reply to Cardinal Manning >

v

By Robert G. INGERSOIX ¡
—  W IT H  —

j
Introductory Preface by H. Cutner. j

i • I
f t ' ' P H I S  is one of the most comprehensive d|S ,* I HEDAfo AI tKo T?omnis ntK a !i/» Vi n »‘/'ll J
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proofs of the Roman Catholic Church ev®f j
issued. Manning, one of the best Cathol*c 

controversialists of his day, stated the official ciiSe 
for his Church. It is here completely and finally 

demolished.

tissued by the Secular Society, Ltd.)
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Sixty-four pages in coloured w rappe1, j 

P rice 3d., by Post 4d.
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T he Pioneer P ress, 61 Earringdon Street, E.C.4.
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