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Views and Opinions.

ViomaD- and Christianity. . to tiie
■ ’Uvii long given up expecting to fi'M a  ̂ rea\ 
’'Pudence and reckless mis-stateni at any

r 'nstian advocate. Politics has 1 s  t<7  easily. 
' e the falsifier must not be fount , ement— •or

u 'e is. there is nothing for fo®  ^  orcy quickly 
of Lords. In  business' the ^ord  

1 s round, and an untrustworthy nnafcl>nved
*her,eia! °f credit, which means disaster in the com-
no\Ve "orId. Iix science falsification has no place,
error ^  âr ê a margin one must allow for sheer 
of hreiudice. And in literature there are hosts

one t', ut m

_critiCs r
early to pounce upon the dealer in inexacti-

falsif " 1" rehgion there is little or no check. If 
ĥd les it is apologetically attributed to his zeal. 

r°lllid fe" ^louffh some of his admirers may glance 
r l%  at some hostile critic, should exposure 

S g w  Vcrlr rare occurrence— it is the critic that gets 
l'lie j ’lot Christian representative of Ananias. 

W  7 - P. T . Wiseman is the new President of 
b  hrt .T  Methodist Conference, and a full report of 

r°r(lCr 7  eritial Address appears in the Methodist Re- 
j'leHslla]r July 13. The address is. of course, full of
<'«iliar ^ « c a l  cant about morality, which is so
'V°»ld h

S ______  ___ ______ _____ _____ _

°° fo'iela'f1 Christianity and Woman would have been 
o l „  ^  ^ V 6 * T 1  c j  " T V . T r^A 1 c i E  f r v  c w r o l I r v i T T r

d may pass without comment. But one 
ll ahinn r'1°Ught fbat what the new President had

so cleUr' ^  even a Methodist Conference to swallow, 
( 'iltlisii qIS *''e misrepresentation of fact, and so 

j  ̂ 'e distortion of argument. Consider this :-
les Heed--sus s f 11 remind yrou of the liberty wherewith 
lhey jj women free, and of the honourable position 
But b0 c 1,0,11 the first in the Christian community. 
l’n(lerS(CailSe was liable to be misjudged and mis- 
WoUlail 0<1 > a certain restraint was placed upon a 
The i„i sta k in g , and upon her dress in the Church, 
to tu 'bon was evidently designed with reference
off,
Pe,

the
enCe
■ople

time Speaking in the Church is no
Mpthodists have women preachers. Now 

*s the'  a,°. sa>’iug how very arbitrary and absurd 
'MUirement that in Church woman shall cover

her head. Woman must have the freedom of man. 
But what are you to say of the uncovering of her 
form, to which modern fashion encourages and almost 
enjoins her to proceed. I ask Christian women . . . 
are they convinced of the propriety . . .  of modern 
developments in woman’s dress and attire as dis
played on the beach, at the spa and on the high road 
. . . Science to-day7 comes to the aid of the libertine, 
while moral force and insight seem to be lacking.

I leave the general question of Christianity and 
Woman for a moment in order to examine one of the 
most dishonest of religious pleas that I have come 
across for some time.

* * *
Shall W om en P reach  P

A  preacher must have unbounded confidence in the 
credulity and mental indolence of his hearers to ven
ture on a mass of such sheer nonsense and falsity. To 
say that the Pauline inhibition on women speaking in 
Church was to prevent misunderstanding and was in
tended for a time is quite false. There is no indica
tion that this was the meaning of the regulation. 
Why should there be such a fear? In the pagan 
world there was nothing new in women taking part in 
religious services. Pagan temples had priestesses as 
well as priests. In ordinary life Christian men went 
about with Christian women, and it was only the 
manner in which they did so that appears to have ex
cited scandal among the pagans. It is very unlikely 
that Mr. Wiseman does not know that the Pauline in
hibitions were a clear continuation of the Jewish prac
tice which did not permit women taking part in the 
Synagogue services, and for religious purposes did 
not even reckon them as part of the congregation. 
More, the inhibitions were directly connected with a 
revival of the primitive conception of the nature of 
woman and was part of a general revival of primitive 
religious ideas which Christianity did so much to per
petuate. Paul’s reasoning is quite clear. Man is the 
head of the woman as Christ is the head of the 
Church, and she is to give to her husband the same 
obedience that Sarah gave Abraham. The quotation 
given last week in these columns from John Knox ex
presses this conception to the full.

It cannot be mere stupidity that makes Mr. Wise
man reply7 to the statement that the New Testament 
prohibits women speaking in the Church, by saying 
that the Methodist Church has woman preachers. 
Churches have had forced upon them many things to
day that are dead against the teaching and practice of 
historic Christianity. Mr. Wiseman must know that 
the demand is that women shall have the same liberty 
of preaching in the Church that men have. But the 
Roman Catholic Church will not permit this. The 
established Church of England will not permit it. The 
Presbyterian Church will not permit it. Many other 
Churches will not permit it. More striking still, Mr. 
Wiseman’s own connexion has several times within
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the past forty years discussed the question, and 
refused the admission of women to the ministry. Of 
course, the Methodist Church has had women who 
have evangelized the people, but the question at issue 
is not the admission of women to the lower ranks of 
preachers, but their being placed upon an equality 
with men in the Church. The true Methodist atti
tude to this question was stated by a well known 
Methodist leader of the last generation, the Rev. 
W. V. Tunstall, as follows : —

Woman is under a curse that subjects her to man. 
This curse has never been removed, nor will it be 
removed till the resurrection.

Woman under the Mosaic Law had no voice in any
thing—her identity was completely merged in that 
of her husband.

Woman is expressly prohibited from rule in the 
Church or usurpation of authority over the man. 

After that it would seem to require a man of more 
than ordinary hardihood to claim that the Methodist 
Church raises no protest against the Pauline injunc
tions.

# *  *

P u lp it "Ethics.
Mr. Wiseman exhibits still greater confidence in the 

docility of his listeners as he proceeds. He asks 
whether there is anything arbitrary in demanding 
that a woman shall not uncover her head in Church ? 
Certainly there is, so long as the same rule does not 
apply to man. But one really wonders whether it is 
just stupidity or deliberate dishonesty that leads a 
man so to confuse two quite distinct and separate 
questions. The question at issue is whether a woman 
should be permitted to worship in Church with her 
head uncovered as does a man. Mr. Wiseman retorts 
on those who say }res, “  Would you advocate that 
woman should go naked?” Can any public speaker be 
quite such a fool as to confuse these two questions? As 
well say that the demand of athletes to run races in 
“  shorts ”  is equal to running races in a state of 
nudity. And further to liken the wearing of the 
modern woman’s dress to a desire publicly to uncover 
her form, with the final remark that science in advo
cating a healthy dress is on the side of the libertine 
ought to be enough to put a man outside the 
bounds of decent controversy. The lecherous 
religious mind may not recognize the fact, 
but decent-minded people know that there never 
was a time in the history of Christianity 
when girls and women were so clean-minded 
and so healthy-minded as they are to-day. A  short 
skirt, or a beach bathing dress is not nearly so sug
gestive to the youth of to-day as were the occasionally 
exposed ankles and the ostentatiously “ proper”  bath
ing suit were to the young and old men of Mr. Wise
man’s kind and generation. If modernity has done 
nothing else it has placed the salaciously religious 
mind at a discount, and our young people are the 
better, mentally and morally for it.

# * *
W om en and the Church.

I have left myself but scant space for dealing with 
the general statement that Jesus set woman free, and 
that Christianity gave woman an honourable position 
in the community. I had little to say on this topic 
last week, for in ray Woman and Christianity I have 
compiled the historic evidence on the subject; and 
although that indictment of Christianity has been in 
print for some years no Christian writer has ever at
tempted a reply. Nor do I imagine that the President 
of the Methodist Conference will undertake the task.

Wliat freedom was it that Christianity brought 
woman ? There is no denying the subordinate posi
tion given woman in both the Old and the New Testa
ment, but Mr. Wiseman, safe before such an audience

 ̂ as lie addressed, in the very act of claiming a |^e ^

wrongly that
live influence, admits the restrictive character
Christianity, although he adds, quite —  _
these restrictions were to avoid misunderstand'1'«-
As a member of the community there is shupb 11
question that the civic liberty which a ""OW3"
possessed under the Roman Empire disappeared ulllk'|
Christianity. Even in the capacity of wife 33
mothei her position and independence worsened.
Nevy Testament is not a family book, and the eiC
Christian writers were not violent advocates of 1

and earl'
of tl*
only

family. Right through the New Testament 
Christian history the civilizing influence  ̂
married life is set on one side, or is admitted oj’^ ^
the lesser of two evils. But the ideal state is
celibacy, and this with the Christian view of the nâ . 
of woman were factors that were, as so many a -ye
tative writers have pointed out, largely re:ispons'1

of
for the brutal character of the purely Christian a  ̂
Europe. Let anyone compare the ideal female 1 
in Greek and Roman literature with the ideal " ĵj 
of the Bible and of Christian history, and the) ^  
agree with Elizabeth Cady Stanton that ^l0Ŝ ajtedt

occ"

: fig«ref

o--- --- —-- j ------  - pV'U1
can transform the woman of the Bible into an 4 j; 
dignified personage must have a share of the^
mystic power of the Eastern Mahatmas. Woman a"
of course, not ignored, she was far too dangeroUVjC

and BerC1V
independence has not yet reached in the Cl'^^e
animal for that, but she was suppressed, and

world what it was when the Church dawned 1111011 
nations.

H istory and Christian Claims.
wofess"iona‘

Outside the ranks of present-day u,at,
Christians no one of repute will seriousl.V disp11̂  .  ̂
and many Christian writers frankly admit it- 1 .^t 
a person than the Rev. Principal Donaldson.  ̂ |)C 
editor of the Anti-Nicene Library, confessed j *(( j)e( 
had lost his earlier opinion that woman owed ^  
present high position ” to Christianity, and O ^  
researches had shown that at the end of the flrst ̂ ]ien 
centuries of the Christian era “  the position of " 
among Christians was lower, and the notions mm rehM

mto them were more degraded than they were u 
first.”  He further said that if we take man as 
human being and woman as a female human  ̂ |C 
what the early Christians did was to strike „ : : r >  
out of the definition of man and the human out 
definition of woman, leaving woman as a mere t 
with an unexpressed questioning of her rig ^  
“  human.”  “  Man was a human being made m \{ 
highest and noblest of purposes; woman was a L î t 
made only to serve one.” Lecky points ol1,*ti jii

~ tl'£t'herever Church law has influenced legislat'0 
connexion with women her complete inferiority 
male was enforced. The personal rights she l>oSse'A . . 1 O JH1under the later Roman Empire disappeared,
was only after many years of hard fighting, coU01’^  
by Freethinkers, that in 1882 the right of a 'lia 
woman to own property was restored to her. ^4, 
general attitude of the Christian Church, at its $ 
was expressed by a memorial signed by large U111̂ ^  
of the clergy of London in 1916 that to grant "  rv 
permission to preach in the churches was “  co1 t|iC 
to the teachings of the Holy Scriptures and t°' jjc 
mind and general practice of the whole Ca ^  
Church ” ; and at its worst, in the discussion 111 .3$ 
Church Council of Macon as to whether woman j  

human being. And perhaps the most direc j  
most conclusive reply to Mr. Wiseman’s distorta  ̂
history and of fact was supplied only a coup ^ 
days after he had delivered his address, who'1 0f 
report of a committee advising the adniissi0"■ 
.omen to the ministry came before the Coiife'1-
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Prtheri ' ' as.a^°P*ed> but the President advised the . is to get one of their staff to put up an Aunt Sally,
The

for elisie!'134  ̂ 'vou^  bave to go back to the synods
:ussion and confirmation. So that bis  ̂ waS 

®ttt “ Methodists have women preac {alse.
sbown, almost on the spot, to be one o but a
hoods that would have been howled do\

tel'f ous gathering. . r lir :st;an annals
Of course, there is nothing new in tpe

in Mr. Wiseman’s conduct. H e did no °  ,, be
Practice of “ lying for the greater glory o ? “ ’fflOTe
Merely continued it. If his story u as a have
dumsy than usual, it is because re little
Ranged a little, and one is inclined to look f
n,0re caution
Chris 
he

on the part of a present-day professional 
*stian advocate. Probably Mr. Wiseman felt thatlVa<5 crsrv-1 •"'as-s speaking before a perfectly ‘ srife audie 

We are not sanguine that anything we have sard win 
cut Mr. Wiseman’s repeating his statements
sion ~ffers Neither have we any hope that _

«¡11 attempt to establish the tru h of ^
-  . . h e  hoes feel so inclined these columns 

open to him.

Wiseman

C hapman Cohen.

label it “  Freethought,”  and let the other correspon
dents bowl it over. Sometimes, they do not even take 
so much trouble, but invite some publicists, such as 
popular novelists, or actresses, or people in society, 
and other “  illustrious obscure,”  as Shelley calls 
them, to express their views on a subject of 
which they know next to nothing. The poor things 
perpetrate the most awful “  howlers,”  like inattentive 
schoolboys in an examination, but they have served 
their temporary purpose of a journalistic stunt.

The latest example of this very curious phase of 
“  the glorious, free press”  may be found in the Daily 
Mirror (London), July 3. The discussion was headed 
“  Is Religion a Spent Force?”  and judging by the 
anaemic arguments advanced in its behalf, religion 
is in a really terrible condition. Atheism had to be 
mentioned, of course, but it was dragged in as 
follows : —

A complete Atheist may have a finer religion than 
the loudest psalm-singer in Little Bethel. But nowa
days even the Atheists are losing their decency so 
that they might as well be singing psalms.

A ■^ge for the Dog Days.

bif?Re!r ■ '̂or'°us free press of England is one of the 
1 »»Positions of the age.”—G. W. Foote.

biberf.. •”  >s at present at a discount.”—Lloyd George.

^ as°n of the year, when half the population 
‘bh news items are scarce, and anxious sub-

At this
holt, 

editors
TaCt ' ^ n a l l y  resort to religious subjects to fill 
art of . clerSy> who are past-masters of the noble 
vival ofXp loitation> refer t° this hardy annual as a re- 

»ristianity, and seek to pump up enthusiasm 
al\yays 1 le'r congregations. But things are not 
Stance"hat seem hi a saucy world, and in this 
than r  ̂, l̂c ffa'n to Orthodoxy is far more apparent 

Til * *
interest'°llrilahsts are far more concerned about news- 
Pict0r: l*lau theology, and seize too readily on the 
Komis)J ail<t sensational. They will print portraits of 
t>elieVe .anh High Church priests, not because they 
<lres~ 111 their abracadabra, but simply because their
They ,.are as picturesque as African medicine-men 
>tig 1 write columns concerning alleged faitli-heal- 
Israel°l Cn<t-of-the-\\'orld anticipations, or British- 
to th n°n sense, which would be promptly consigned 

"aste-paper basket if a first-class murder-case
th, 

or
siici,
of

social
teli

t!te Se,

scandal came to hand. In their opinion 
kious matter is of more interest than stories

Whidj ijea'SerPent, or giant octopus, or big gooseberry, 
Qn- lave done duty for generations.

V s 0f favourite journalistic tricks is to start a 
Consi] 1011 on h'e failure of religion. This has been 
tVcr a go<Kl “  call-bird ”  for over forty years,
the ¡,’ lllCe the Daily Telegraph (London) conducted 
tiig (illfUiral debate on that subject in its columns.
•’«■ht

tile original discussion was not the sham
ttoĥ r !at modern editors are so fond of. The doughty 

, Uchanan led the attack for the Freethinkers, 
bthCr'C lar<t Le Gallienne did his best for Christianity. 
tacR ■ °0rresPondents joined in the fray, but the at- 
Poetj, 11 defence were actually conducted by the two 
»'hi an<t it is no disparagement of Le Gallienne to 

5̂  a(- Buchanan was left victor of a real fight. 
I1CrVoi,!0n’1,lete was the victory that editors got 
»\Vg . S! a"d latterly have worked the oracle to their 
V s 1Sfaction> that is, by pandering to Orthodoxy, 

'̂•nlc Uc lanan’s day, they have never allowed a Free- 
Cr ta fully state his views. What editors do

To criticize such rubbish at length would be a sheer 
waste of ink and paper, and what is more precious 
than both, time. It would be too cruel to mention 
the writer. To sign such a screed is a sufficient 
humiliation. Lord Headley, who joins in the discus
sion, makes a mild newspaper sensation by admitting 
that he is a Mohammedan, and not a Christian at all, 
and points out, with quiet unobtrusive humour, that 
the Moslem Faith has the advantage of possessing but 
one deity, a gentle reminder of the tangle of the 
Christian Trinity, with both the Mother of God and 
Satan on the Board of Directors. Another contributor, 
a novelist, is a veritable enfant terrible, and blurts out 
that “  religious belief remains very strong in people 
who are no longer young,”  which is sufficient to make 
the entire Bench of Bishops fall out of their seats in 
Parliament, and demoralise their beautiful lawn 
sleeves in the process.

A  woman novelist suggests that the youth of the 
country is disappointed with the Christian Religion 
because it raises costly cathedrals and does not 
trouble about the slums. This reminds me of the 
story that, when Thackeray visited America, a young 
woman asked the great writer what the English 
people thought of Martin Tupper. Thackeray’s reply 
was “  My dear young friend, the British public do not 
think of Mr. Tupper.”  So, in this instance, the 
youth of to-day do not worry about such things as 
slum-clearance, more’s the pity !

A  society-leader, who gate-crashes into this theo
logical discussion, suggests in a very sprightly way 
that if “  the Church ”  limited its teaching to the 
“  Sermon 011 the Mount,” and the “  Ten Command
ments,”  as applied to modern life, it would be roses 
ah the way for the dear clergy. What the lady means 
precisely by the phrase, “  as applied to modern life,”  
is a little obscure. Perhaps she is thinking of the 
suggested eleventh amendment to the Decalogue by 
an unknown humourist, “  Thou shall not lie found 
out,”  but it does not in any way minimise the 
delightfully unconscious humour of her own bright 
contribution to a subject so moth-eaten as to require 
re-upholstering.

Another author (O those novelists!), this time a 
man, puts forward the heretical suggestion that ‘ ‘com
munism with Omnipotence ”  is “  true religion.” 
According to the Christian tradition, that novelist is 
ear-marked for the red-hot-poker department in the 
next world, so we must leave him to his wretched 
fate. But still another novelist makes the suggestion 
that what the Church of Christ needs is the “  uncon-
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ventional preacher.”  This is by no means a self-evi
dent proposition, for the last great man who preached 
Christ from a barrel got “  the sack ”  from his ecclesi
astical superiors.”

Two bishops also contribute to the symposium, but 
their remarks are not very helpful. One thinks that 
special services for school-teachers, members of the 
theatrical profession, and similar “  bait,”  might be 
useful; and the other insists that present-day religious 
indifference is but “  a temporary phenomenon.”

To such a pass has present-day journalism sunk. 
Indeed, contemporary editors are the merest flunkeys, 
obeying implicitly the nod of the advertising manager, 
who, in his turn, cares nothing for reputation, but 
only for circulation. This same circulation is largely 
waste, for in a recent law-case it was stated that one 
competitor alone had used eight hundred coupons, 
each cut from a copy of the same newspaper. The 
press-men of years ago would have disdained such 
methods, and, in that time, editors were real dictators 
for there was no appeal beyond Caesar.

When William T. Stead realized that London was 
no better, morally, than Port Said, he dipped his pen 
into vitriol and he wrote “  The Maiden Tribute of 
Modern Babylon.” He neither wrecked his career, 
nor ruined his paper, but he caused the Criminal Eaw 
Amendment Act to be added to the Statute Book of 
England. When “  honest John ”  Morley edited the 
Fortnightly Review, he did not dissemble his love for 
Freethought, but he wrote scores of articles directed 
against the popular superstition. When Knowles 
edited the Nineteenth Century, he allowed Professor 
Thomas Huxley to indict Christianity in the most 
polished prose of his generation. In doing so, he sent 
the review victoriously on its way, and even achieved 
the glory of a fifth edition on more than one occa
sion. So, we might continue, but enough has been 
said to show that intellectual honesty does not spell 
bankruptcy, nor even mean loss of prestige. The most 
pressing need of our time is a bold intellectual 
honesty, and the man, be he politician or journalist, 
who chooses this path need have little fear of rivalry. 
He would find behind him a solid support from the 
best elements of the entire nation, which could be 
used as the spear-liead of an army marching toward 
the attainment of better social and political condi
tions. M im nerm us.

Far, Far Away.

T he Presbyterian Church in Scotland that calls itself 
National is merely so in form and name and State 
recognition. A  Committee of its leaders is at present 
conducting a pow-wow with a Committee of Chiefs of 
Hie Church of England at Lambeth with a view to the 
establishment of closer relations between the two 
establishments. And this is significant of much. 
It has occurred to some of us to enquire why, for ex
ample, the so-called Church of Scotland should re
quire to make such a long journey from home for a 
conference of the kind, when it has at its very doors 
as a neighbour a Church identical in doctrine and 
ritual with the Church of England— namely the 
.Scottish Episcopal Church. Why Lambeth? Why 
not Brechin?

Ah, but thereby hangs a tale— or more tales than 
one ! Firstly, the Scottish Episcopal Church is a dis
senting Church. It is an Episcopalian body in Pres
byterian Scotland (so-called). “  The Church of 
Scotland ” is the proud title of the State-Established 
Presbyterian Church in Scotland; and how should it 
hob-nob with any mere dissenting sect? Secondly, 
The Scottish Presbyterians have never forgotten the

Prelatism ”  against which the Covenanters
con-
have

tended. Thirdly, the Scottish IPrcsbytcnans
never forgiven Sir Walter Scott for being an <P .

m

Old Mortality.”  And fourthly, it is evei a 1>
that o u ts ta y

palian and for his representation of the Covenant^ '
, it is ever a M»
m s that outsta^^e

Blpiscopalian figures like the Rev. John Skii11̂ ^
memory with Scottish Presbyterians
- M - * _____- _________  John S--
famous author of Tullochgorum; Bishop Jolly ® 
deen and Dean Ramsay by their breadth ° ^ nirei 
fraternal feelings, tolerance and originality

clerics offor themselves greater popularity with 
people of Scotland than Presbyterian 
their own or any other time. These men ellterC ^  
sympathetic interest into the lives of the c0 ¡̂¡je 
people; and as the years pass their nanics^,^ 
brighter than ever— because of their humanity■ a 

>• .1--:- ....> ■ • — - ------- has leIof their Presbyterian contemporaries has
memory to love and to cherish? No, as ' ê jrk 
shown, the Presbyterian parish ministers allc^̂ i£Kis 
Sessions by their oppressive and domineering® 
alienated the good will of the masses of the > 
people. ,ie

But it will be argued these are things of a l011fL ^
, pleading^01

Let the dead past bury its e .
yesterday. As Mr. Gladstone said
Rule for Ireland 
Eh, but thae Scots

d !

hae long an’ dour

are

m e ^ e
And so the cold shoulder is given to- Brechin a® 
warm hand is extended to Lambeth.

It has already been pointed out that 
large communities of believing Christians in 
calling themselves Baptist, Methodist and Co® 
tional so that when, all is said the “  national

there 
Scotia»0

of Scotland only includes a section of Christi®
land. And that section cannot be so-' very big vv.

jities
-lie'1

in
the Episcopalian and Roman Catholic connnun ^  
Scotland are also taken into account. The forniê ]erit 
always been strong in Eastern, Central and bT°" . 
Scotland, and the latter is also numerically s  ̂
particularly along the Caledonian Canal a" 0f 
the West, where it has been reinforcet

11C inlate by a large number of immigrants from . 
There is a large Irish Roman Catholic populah ^  
Dundee, and throughout the whole of Scotland ^ 
are many Italians and their families, the vast 
of whom adhere to the Roman Catholic Church-

So it cannot be doubted that the section of Chr' 5̂ 
m Scotland who adhere to the Auld Kir*1 ,̂¡5 

crined ”  (contracted— grown smaller). . 0[
makes the Annual Parade of the General Asse®
the Church of Scotland more and more of a P'Oll1!

yearly farce. Here 
protesters against

and there one finds n i findiV>
the military show associated ^  

that each such protester has a body of support 3»’
tho-se anachronistic proceedings; and we may  ̂ Qi\l

,ii)t; , fu 
tile laity. To listen to the solemn vapourings 01 uj

wo®of the Ecclesiastics of the older school, one .. 
imagine they had never heard o-f the Great W®
1918 ! It is sad; but it is true.

Far more individuals are now beginning t0 
for themselves even on supernatural

tilt"1

tlli®

“aes“p
and they laughingly brush aside the wooden sW® 
these dons in black robes who would withstand 
with the inhibition : “  Thus far and 110 farther • ^

The average Presbyterian Scot who never tr* 
much is frankly puzzled by the moves of his 
and masters. Lambeth to him is far, far away ‘

quantity. In W
very much of an unknown 
ligion, Laws, Language and Customs, the 
of England is to him very, very foreign 
Why all this hob-nobbing with old alien foes? jl)5

and

S®1

A*?.

simple Sandy he is becoming suspicious, a“ '  
horror of Mummery is renewed. He can work ■ ît 
alongside his mates who may not be of his fahh^^ 
who do not obtrude their religious views, and e
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be friendly with them. The known is all right. Itj  .»J.V1JL 0 fir 1 „EppV HS
>s there under your nose. You can spo ant ^
vagaries. But the unknown is always alarmn g. 
Lambeth is far far away. , fellow

What boots it to tell such a man ant\
countryman of his is Archbishop of Cante y, „ 
|lle v«y head of the Church of Euglam .

will say, “ it’s an ill-bird that fouls its a •
1 810W ,,c hears ot a compatnot « t o  be»«
lle English in medicine, engineering, or nl‘ . .-cai 
"even politics; but he is im p a tie n t , m ecc •
patters, with apostasy. There is still so m e  appr ^  
t>°n of principle and distaste for oppoi unis 
cor® of the average Scottish layman .
, -'»‘1 •« is beginning to realize that the a tg .,
lle«ts addressed to him in defence of Lanibeflat».- •

.„;to ^'’S ’ that the State Churches everywhere are
do\V;

n̂scious of their diminishing influence and of the 
t] "̂Rth of the assaults that are being made upon 
S()tln ’ that they are simply seeking to hang together 
st mt they may not bang separately. Union is 
. .en£th, and to secure jt doctrine will have to standa .U , ’ uu to s 

n'11 "f a lot of
ianity11 ° n ^le  a ssu m P tio n  o f
of 11 ’ 0lle Would naturally suppose if the actual good 

u'e whn.m ------  .. .. . • <■ .,

pruning.
the usefulness of Christ-

wholi
, u,r<4 of 
.as‘s of

e community was the zealous aim of the
Scotland, that it would seek to establish a 

Scot!;? ?°;°Peration with its near neighbour, the 
, hichS 1 Episcopal Church, and forgetting the things 
I’or r a*e behind, press on to those which are before. 
Ian,; ^beth is far, far away— whether it be a happy

°r 110 !

good ? fn ŝm l>as been digging its own grave for a 
Pa|,a ' 11 e> hut perhaps it is not deep enough yet. 
"Uu \ Eonie complacently regards Protestant
êarer*CS ailĉ  conferences with equal indifference.

a&i%
Csrgj« - -

and nearer comes the final conflict of Rome
st Reason.

IGNOTUS.

liish, English and Celtic 
Renascence.

litij 1 , —«*«—
General Election in the Irish Free State re- 

tiojj ' ,*he party of Fianna Fail to power, in combina- 
V̂ent’1 1 a smaller Labour Party, with a majority of 

sPeakt-C11 nieinbers over all opponents. A  leading
to s.tr stated after the Election that their policy was 
LaterCUre the complete independence of Ireland.

atiVrtiiy i.T a gathering of the “  Irish Republican 
Fail 1(: Was declared that they supported Fianna
It as
eï>ubli, step towards the establishment of an Irish

syst a embracing all Ireland. Under the excellent 
npnit,11 111 force of Proportional Representation, the 
sEni,]Cl ^  members returned by each party corre- 
to y s faiLy with the votes cast, which gave 770,000 
Ronî  Separatists and 615,000 toi Unionists. In
the eland, which includes about one-third of
Rati0 b. ation of the country (and allowing for a 
PUbli/hst minority), there is entrenched a resolute 
auCo t determined at all costs to uphold their allegi-
th, to the British Crown. So taken as a whole,
fav0] ls at present a majority of Irish electors in
llrjf.y1 °f the existing form of union with Great

S '
On,, Position reduces the power of extreme 
indic zS.to just proportion in the face of reality. We 
for j^e ’ t here, not for a purely political purpose, but 
h 0m;;. Portents as regards another, perhaps more

first t !is asPeet in due perspective involves, in the
«He

aspect of Anglo-Irish association. But to
* this

Place, certain considerations of origins and
lleal affiniti,es.

The historic Irish belong to the Celtic branch of 
European stocks, found in dominant possession of 
these islands at the earliest recorded period. They are 
classed by ethnologists under two main heads, speak
ing a common or related language— the Brytlions 
settled in England and Wales, and the Goidels in Ire
land. The Irish, Scoti, or Hibernians, as they are vari
ously known, have a tradition of descent from one 
Milesius and his followers, who reached the country 
from the Continent about 1,000 b .c . They subjected 
previous inhabitants, and their successors claim to 
have possessed a continuous story of their doings and 
genealogies down to the advent of the Norman. They 
interacted with Britain prior to the Anglo-Saxon era, 
raiding its coasts and planting settlements on the 
Western side far northward. A  band of Scoti estab
lished themselves on the West Coast of Scotland at a 
time when the country was divided into tribal king
doms. Through alliances, war, and marriage one of 
these Scoti rulers was eventually recognized as High- 
King of the territory north of the Tweed. He set up 
his capital at Edinburgh in the Lothians, after its 
English-speaking people had become separated from 
Northumbria, whence followed the historic kingdom 
and name of Scotland. To these distinctive Nordic 
peoples— Gael and Gall, Celt and Saxon, in their sub
sequent reactions and the inter-play of their respective 
qualities, is due the singular content, spiritual and 
material, of British civilization and culture.

The tragic side of the story of Anglo-Irish consocia
tion, and the bitter memories thereof still retained in 
certain quarters, must now be passed over. The 
Nationalist agitations of the last hundred years, if 
mainly political, have had peculiar cultural effects. 
One is a revival of interest among Celtic scholars in 
early traditions, legends, sagas and poetry of the 
Irish people. Old MSS. and records, lying neglected in 
private and public libraries have been unearthed, 
deciphered and published; though there is evidence 
that much ancient literature has perished. Other 
workers have gathered up treasures of folk-song and 
melody— an effort with its fruitful parallel at home in 
England. A  great part of this recovered literature 
and artistry is linked with the life of pre-Christian 
Ireland, and some of its legends and folk-lore are 
common to the Gaels of Scotland and Wales. Several 
consequences have followed. It has excited an en
deavour to revive the Gaelic or Erse language as the 
spoken Tongue of the country, and to encourage 
original work therein. It has also led to a literary 
revival or expansion using English as its medium; 
and to the founding of a national drama drawing 
largely on stories and fantasies furnished by the rich 
imaginative genius of the Celt.

Among pre-Christian notions thus brought to light 
is a belief in some form of re-incarnation; in the ex
istence of a half-human race who become visible at 
will— the Sidlii or Faery folk and in “  a happy 
Other-world, peopled by a happy race, whither people 
were sometimes carried whilst still alive, and to gain 
which they either traversed the sea to the north-west, 
or else entered one of the Sidhi mounds, or else again 
dived beneath the water. A beautiful country is dis
covered where a happy race, free from care, sickness, 
and death spend the smiling hours in simple sensuous 
pleasures.”  As described in detail in an early poem 
entitled The Voyage of Bran :—

A beauty of a wondrous laud
Whose aspects are lovely,
Whose view is a fair country.
Incomparable in its haze . . .

The sea washes the wave against the land,
Hair of crystal drops from its mane . . .
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A  band of gifted writers has utilized this quarry as 
material for drama; besides adventuring into realistic 
treatment of contemporary Irish life and character. 
It is the poetic side of this movement, and its wider 
significance, to which we draw attention within the 
limits at our disposal.

presented through the medium of cultivated in e L.J 
transcending creed and national limitations 

! general appeal. The modern side of the movewen 
a subject in itself. We will next turn to a few see 
illustrations.

A usten V ernep

Mr. W. B. Yeats had won a reputation as a poet of 
distinction and interpreter of Celtic fancy, when, in 
1899 he initiated the Irish Literary Drama in Dublin. 
After some performances in hired halls sustained by 
a few enthusiastic amateurs, the generous gift of an 
English lady, Miss Horniman, in 1904 placed at their 
disposal a theatre, since become known to fame 
through its work as the “  Abbey Theatre.”  In a 
yearly review of this work, Samhain (the Irish term 
for the beginning of winter), Mr. Yeats has given an 
explication of his aims and ideals from which we will 
take one or two extracts of interest alike for their per
sonal and esthetic content. Referring to the nature 
of drama itself he says : “  What attracts one to drama 
is, that it is, in the most obvious way, v'hat all the arts 
are upon a last analysis. A  farce and a tragedy are 
alike in this, that they are a moment of intense life. 
An action is taken out of all other actions; it is re
duced to its simple form, or at any rate to as simple a 
form as it can be brought to without our losing the 
sense of its place in the world. The characters that 
are involved in it are freed from, everything that is 
not a part of that action; and whether it is, as in the 
less important kind of drama, a mere bodily activity, a 
hair-breadth escape or the like, or as it is in the more 
important kinds an activity of the souls of the char
acters, it is an energy, an eddy of life, purified from 
everything but itself. . . .”

Then he declares as to the essentials of a national 
literature: “  Our friends have already told us,
writers for the theatre in Abbey Street, that we have 
no right to the name, some because we do not write in 
Irish, and others because we do not plead the national 
cause in our plays, as if we were writers for the news
papers. I have not asked my fellow-workers what 
they mean by the words National literature, but 
though I have no great love for definitions, I would 
define it in some such way as this : It is the work of 
writers who are moulded by influences that are mould
ing their country, and who write out of so deep a life 
that they are accepted there in the end . . .  A  writer 
is not less national because he shows the influence of 
other countries and of the great writers of the world. 
No nation, since the beginning of history, has ever 
drawn all its life out of itself. Even the Well of Eng
lish Undefiled, the Father of English Poetry himself, 
borrowed his metres, and much of his way of looking 
at the world, from French writers, and it is possible 
that the influence of Italy was more powerful among 
Elizabethan poets than any literary influence out of 
England herself. Many years ago, when I was con
tending with Sir Charles Gavau Duffy over what 
seemed to me a too narrow definition of Irish interests, 
Prof. York Powell either said or wrote to me that the 
creative power of England was always greatest when 
her receptive power was greatest. We call certain 
minds creative because they are among the moulders 
of their nation and are not made upon its mould, and 
they resemble one another in this only— they have 
never been fore-known or fulfilled an expectation.”

In a similar spirit of receptivity we, on the English 
part, may approach the effort under review'; one so 
intimately related to British tradition. There are 
famous names linked with Anglo-Irish literary and 
esthetic history, but their work was mainly done in 
England and belongs to English associations. This 
achievement is inspired by elemental, racial things,

(To be continued.)

A Freedom-loving Australian Knight.

• f flipA contribution of mine in a recent issue 01

Sir Benjamin was born in London, worked hi*

thinker resulted in Sir Benjamin Fuller, whose 
ship I have enjoyed for many years, favouring 1I1L t 
a few confidences that should be of interest to ) 
readers generally.

to

Australia as a steward on a boat forty years ago, 
some time now has been in the millionaire class, , 
the enormous success that has attended his pictulC 
theatrical enterprises in this part of the world.  ̂ ^

u When I was a boy nine years of age,”  he told 1Iiê re 
used to play the piano in the hall where addresses 
delivered by Charles Bradlaugh, G. W. Foote, and ■ ^  
Besant— Ball’s Pond Institute, I think it was calk • ^  
practice was for me to play a few selections prior . ie 
addresses. In my very early years, I won a 
prize— the only prize I ever did win. The resu j 
that I was all the better enabled to appreciate '' ^  
heard through the three speakers from the Frcet10  ̂
platform. The Scripture prize was the result of a j0. 
retentive memory. Still, I shrink from confessing’ j„ 
day, the character of the passages that prompted 111 y 
my diligent reading of the Bible at that period »’ 
life.”  k

Sir Benjamin went on to recall a fact, hitherto ll,,l .j
m»lC

rsol* to

lished, and unknown beyond the few parties 1 
ately concerned in the matter.

“  You,” he remarked to me, “  are the first perS“j {e. 
whom 1 have ever spoken of it. Probably you en 
member the Ross case in Melbourne, between ^ner.
and twenty years ago. Ross was interested m p #
published in that c ity ; and he was prosecuted for 
thing that he had written that was alleged to he 
pliemy.

“ Quietly, I assisted in providing the money 
defence.

for

.ot
“ The case was dismissed. Since then, there 1,a ,̂5. 

becn, to my knowledge, a similar prosecution 1,1 ^11 
tralia. Financially, I was not at that time in the P°sl 0f 
I am to-day. I mention this, because if a cliar.iF j 
blasphemy should again come before the courts » 0[ 
would not hesitate to shoulder the whole of the c°' 
the defence.

tF
This I would do, if only because of my belief in

T t tl'°fCliberty of the subject, and freedom of speech. '<cl to 
who feel that they have a message to deliver be >' , |,e 
do it— provided, of course, that it is done vvithj’F  
ordinary decencies of speech. Surely this is a P ’  
that should commend itself to all, in justice to the

idual, and in furtherance of the general advance)»2

iiicip.
i"<
nU1

fret"
mankind.”

Sir Benjamin, by the way, was the first person ^ 
the theatrical profession in this part of the world ( 
selected for a knighthood.

The title was largely the result of the many gc,'t. .I1;il 
ifts made by him to educational movements of a naU( 

character. ,
ft""

To-day, he still finds time to give his wholehc‘j^r 
support to numerous health-promoting and FceCj pie 
asserting causes—even where their pretensions arc 
most unobtrusive character.

F. HI, u
Sydney, N.S.W.



A cid  Drops.

"A.A.B.,” who writes regularly wi10 is
■ tandard, is a fine specimen of the crus e ■ êa aud

- keeps “ A.A.BA^on its staff “ J f ^ u ia X w i t

¡ Z & t X 'S J Z  of S w . f  ^  b e r e fta n y  
is a characteristic statement from an artic - 

‘ A.A.Ii.” in the Standard for July n  • ^  .̂ou

lo succeed with the Russians, as n V.;i;7ed people 
"">st “ treat ’em rough,” for like all uncivilized P 
"'ey mistake civility for kindness. that

'i one wished to pick out the worst t> pc °. movable 
''"sts in this or any other country, a >1 not select
s "pulity and hopeless incompetence, one e the
^«specim en than “ A.A.B.”  W ^ K ^ U z e d  
'"'olence of classing Russians and lui 's "  tpat con-

S t ”  ’“ y  T ” coolil give » < *l«tes leal culture many a sa\a&
asl'ecinien as “ A.A.B.” points and a bea

î'c monumental ignorance of the man is ‘ js.
car'y in the statement that “  uncivilized PeoPlesll»Ke PÏV.2V«thinViVility *

peoples
weakness. If this person ever read any- 

soon'’ p' llll(lerstood what he read, he would very 
"ea%  m  he , is flatly contradicted by
deal ‘ travellers and by others who have had to
"henpv' ' utlcivilized people. Their testimony is that 
«ature ■, ,a Primitive people are approached with good 
niont i's'U '10nesf intentions, hospitality and kindly treat- 
Whit(,„ S,, le «suit. But when natives are ill-used by

gating
So hCs,’"ii. w>th Germans during the late war. We have 
S’e ],av ari°n in saying that go per cent of the troubles 
of c lad with coloured people are due to the conduct 
thing (lift 6 “  A.A.B. ”  The ignorant idea that any-

customs trampled on, and their rights ig- 
useriin' Result is that uncivilized people become as in- 
>n (iea]i,latmg in their hatred of the whites as we were

and
en°nRliat riie only way to deal wdtli people backward 
to tr ‘o have customs different from ours must be 
*'ravv riiem “ rough” in order to show how strong and 
tvveP„ arc is responsible for most of the trouble be- 

lc Whites and the coloured races Better men

cr°nt from British must be worse than British,

•I 11
t*>an « «
Sot , recognize that this prescription comes

■ardice.
t°\Var. . 1 strength and courage, but from weakness and

direction by relieving it in another. Probably an enquiry 
into this aspect of Salvation Army work, such as Mr. 
Manson undertook some years ago would not help to get 
a record circulation. So the Herald, like other papers, 
will keep on safer and more profitable grounds.

Betliersden (Kent) Church Council at a recent meeting 
made a protest against Sunday games in the village, and 
it resolved to ask Nonconformists to join the Church 
Council in opposing such games. No doubt the Noncon
formists will agree on that score. The only time when 
Christians of various gangs do agree is when they pur
pose to interfere with somebody else. These Sabbatarian 
bigots would rather see the village lad loafing around on 
Sunday, and probably getting into mischief, than playing 
some healthy game. What a happy country England 
would be if the Sabbatarian kill-joys could control 
everything and everybody.

The latest visit of Our Lady to this vale of tears is 
reported from Beauraing in Belgium. One of its in
habitants, named Tilmant, was gravely ill and prayed to 
the Virgin. He was completely cured by her personal 
touch, and the news has, of course, caused a rush of 
pilgrims to the holy spot. A larger railway station is 
being built (we suggest that Our Lady should be asked 
formally to open it), and a large pilgrimage to Beauraing 
is being organized for August 5. We think a greater im
petus would be given to the Catholic religion if Our 
Lady appeared in two different places precisely at the 
same time— say at Lourdes and at Beauraing—and broad
casted a (censored?) speech. That would be a miracle 
which would confound even the most confirmed sceptic.

Belgium was also honoured the other day with “  one of 
its most picturesque celebrations ”—the blessing of the 
sea. This took place “  on the Sunday within the octave 
of the Feast of Ss. Peter and Paul,”  the fishermen’s own 
special patrons. Wooden statues of St. Peter were carried 
through the streets and thrown into the sea. Local 
fishermen try to net them and the one who succeeds first 
is the Master Fisherman of the year. A special altar was 
erected in Ostend and a huge procession went through 
the town towards it. The Dean then blessed the
sea and the fishing fleet and most people forgot 
we were doing this in 1933 and not in the 
year 30. We suggest that the occasion would have been 
far more impressive and solemn had the Dean stopped 
by prayer, the tide from coming in— or going out. 
But, alas, our hopeless infidelity prevents 11s from wit
nessing even a paltry little miracle like that.

1 lie 71 r
io\Vs . ancliester Guardian is one of the most reliable 
Pofi(lu afPeiis We have, and one of the very few left that 
But it S business with some degree of self-respect, 
its Co 1,lakes a bloomer when it says that Catholicism by 
;i Stai;,C0rriaf with Germany has acquired the status of 

'ri'gion. That is something we are quite sure the 
:|l\v;i.. ' ri'dliolic Church would never accept. Its aim has 
to th-cs ken, and still is, to make the .State subservient

(

3

''ill jiM ê aH the Christian Churches the Roman Church

Stat c Çbitrch and a State Church is subservient to the
tli Of'«M C0l'rse, by the new arrangement the Roman

etl wir
C  • '>«'bfts 1 "ril receive certain guarantees and certain privi- 
Btafp’ .!'*• 't will not admit itself to be a branch of the
w.. ■ Cl
k'Rcs ft a-’s grab what it can, and receive all the privi- 
bast ■ Ca,1> but it takes all it can from the State as at 
sCrvC(j " cqual of the State, and generally with the re- 

aim of being a superior.

S*loWn Herald declares that ‘ ‘ Experience has
Urc  ̂ .hat some of the existing social service centres, 

did used to 1 train ’ men to do work on 
by pa’ ,ly  basis that would otherwise be done 
"Ui0n 0f*°riy qualified craftsmen at recognized trade 
birft ' ates. ” Our contemporary might have added 
oSperis.<Uue of the religious social service centres, 
cBci1(]1 y that of the Salvation Army, are notable 
b’oag l'rs ’u that respect. Religious charity organiza- 

sccn> rather fond of causing unemployment in one

Mr. Ramsbotham, Parliamentary Secretary' to the Board 
of Education says that ‘ ‘ a State in which religious educa
tion is neglected is bound to decay.”  All we can say is 
that up to date every State that has decayed has paid 
special attention to religion, while the most progressive 
States in the world are those in which religion is kept in 
check, in both religion and other matters. There is, for 
the first instance, the classic case of Spain, of Italy under 
the Popes, of Turkey under strict Mohammedanism, and 
dozens of other instances that might be cited. Mr. 
Ramsbotham was saying this nonsense before a religious 
gathering. We doubt if even a man of his intellectual 
quality would have the impudence to say it in a meeting 
where he could be promptly answered.

But while Mr. Ramsbotham believes in religious educa
tion, he is not too-ready to pay for it. In fact he 
favours the policy of not paying teachers at all. Thus, 
speaking at the Triennial Appeal Dinner of the Jewish 
Religious Education Board he said that education costs 
money, and he noted that in earlier times it was the rule 
among Jews that every teacher should learn a trade so 
that he might not receive money for teaching. He said 
he was prepared to bring this practice to the notice of 
the Secretary of the National Union of Teachers. We do 
not doubt it. The policy of the present Board of Educa
tion is to help the Churches as much as possible, to pay
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the teachers as little as possible, and to lower the 
standard of Education as much as possible so as to pre
vent the children in the elementary schools from enter
ing into too severe competition with the children of the 
“  cultured classes.”  And yet we question whether any 
teacher in the country is not doing better service for 
his salary than is Mr. Ramsbotham as Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Board of Education. It is an example 
of the impudence of a Jack-in-Office.

But to Mr. Ramsbotham we would seriously commend 
this statement of Canon W. T. Brown, Rural Dean of 
Leyton (made at a meeting of the Youth Conference 
Movement, and reported in The Schoolmaster for July 6). 
The Canon said, “ Judging from his experience as a 
governor of high schools,” he found that “  the cleverer 
the boy the more he was opposed to religion.”  Like Mr. 
Ramsbotham, Canon Brown would like to see more re
ligion in the schools. But the cleverer boys will not have 
it, and the dull boys do not need it. For the evident 
purpose of religion is to put a brake on intelligent ques
tioning, and the brake can only be applied to the boys 
that need a spur. From the point of view of the two 
gentlemen, the only thing we can suggest that will be of 
any real help would be a movement for the intensive cul
tivation of stupidity, with a very vigilant eye for the 
weeding out of such “  sports ”  as showed an indication 
of intelligence above the average.

Mr. James Douglas knows he is always sure of a hear
ing if he boosts up anything in the way of religious im
becility ; so recently he turned his attention to the subject 
of hymns and how they were “  inspired.” Even the 
most fanatical Christian nowadays is rather loth to claim 
‘ ‘ inspiration,” divine or otherwise, for most of the hope
less doggerel and silly tunes which are blessed with 
the name of hymns, but nothing daunts Mr. Douglas. 
He tells us that the Prince Consort repeated “  Rock of 
Ages ”  on his death-bed, as if that really made this 
hymn any better and repeats the legend which has been 
disproved, that “  Nearer, my God, to Thee ”  was played 
by the band when the Titanic was sunk— as if either the 
band or anybody else wanted to get any nearer to God 
on that tragic day.

A number of Catholics have been quite disturbed at the 
way in which— they think—the Church in Russia has 
been persecuted. They have prayed incessantly and at
tended daily Mass, but they are now concerned with those 
Catholics who are doing neither. They have therefore 
published the appointed prayers in a small leaflet, and it 
has also the picture ol a “ famous Russian Madonna.” If 
this picture, together with plenty of fervour in reciting 
the prayers, does not do the trick, we are at a loss as to 
what can be done. We might suggest, on second 
thoughts, that a personal visit of a few thousand Catho
lics to Russia, each displaying prominently the picture 
of the famous Russian Madonna, might have a wonderful 
effect. Why not try it ?

An Oxford University lecturer said recently :—

Each year we see more clearly that increased guidance 
from an aspect that has come to be called the biological 
point of view is essential if man is to continue to pro
gress on this earth . . .  it is increasing knowledge of our 
minds and bodies rather than of our environment which 
is the characteristic of to-day . . . We cannot live the 
higher life, seeking beauty, aiming at truth, striving 
after gixxlness unless we fully understand and act wisely 
upon vvliat we have learned.

This is another way of saying that it is Science to which 
man must look for guidance rather than to Religion. 
Science is furnishing man with knowledge and under
standing where Religion left him ignorant— and to the 
penalties of ignorance. Science is also robbing Religion 
of its opportunities of exploiting or misleading ignorant 
mankind. And yet we arc asked to believe that there is 
no antagonism between Religion and Science 1

Advertising, of course, pays, or such huge sums wo  ̂
not be spent on it. But a study of advertising is ll0̂  
bad guide to the mentality of the general public, 
remember being told by the marketer of a very P°P  ̂
brand of cigarettes, brought out during the war, 
the success was entirely due to a particular picture 
was used. The cigarette itself, under an ordinary 
and with another picture, had a very small sale. 11 
newspaper war that is going on, the Daily Express ‘ 
alive as any paper in Britain to the long-eared c'ial!U r 
of the public, anounces that it uses 400,000 miles 0 P 1 
to each issue. That appeals to those who, if they he' _ 
in heaven, and ever get there, will measure the j11 
geuce of the angels they meet by the length el 
wing-featliers.

Mr. Hannen Swaffer has drawn attention to the 
ence of superstition in the Church of England. ^ ^
anyone whisper something about the pot compla*1*1̂  ^

■ an'8the colour of the kettle ?) Mr. Swaffer appears to uS 
be very ungrateful. No one would swallow his 3" 
about Spiritualistic miracles were it not for the sup0 1
tion that has been kept alive by the Christian and other

churches. It is superstition which forms the raw
mater'3ill

of the “ p u ll”  that Spiritualism has over so 
people.

many

I11 a Church in Rome the embalmed body of a"
Christian saint is said to have winked during the ce the
tion of High Mass. We find nothing surprising 111 ( 
congregation seeing this. As a matter of fact when 
read the item we winked ourselves.

AN!>
Fifty Years Ago.

Mass Mketing for the R elease of G. W . Foo'ni * 
W. J. R amsey. A nd for the R epeal of tiie Blasf'11' 

L aws.

Long before the hour advertised for the comnienccm.cut of

the meeting summoned to protest against the m'P1 j, 
ment of our two friends, St. James’s Hall was craI1"']lCil 
Hundreds, I think 1 may say thousands, were tih |C 
away from the doors. Nor was the crowd reinn* 
alone for its numbers. The quality of it was scarcely 
noticeable than its quantity. The great mass 0 j£| 
people were of the upper classes, that is, they were l,c0‘ Il0 
men and women, who worked for their living. R 
gathering of idlers. Yet there were not wanting ap t0. 
siderable number of what are commonly called “ vVC,Ljr 
do ” folk. Apparently they get their name from 
not thinking it well to do anything. A very large 
her of women were present— a helpful and liopefu' ^  
The more thinking women, the more likelihood 
children of the future will be free. (jy,

The faces of the vast crowd were a wonderful 4 *^  
It seemed as if a bad one were not amongst them- j 
sight from the platform of the thousands of 
faces all alive with indignation at the wicked wrong ( ^  
and enthusiasm for the wronged, was for ever memo1,  ̂

The speaking was of a very high order. The ReV-.(Vo 
Sharman was as vigorous and as brave as ever. 1 l'e \yj 
other clergymen, Messrs. Gehlart and IleadlanL )̂]Ce
spoke splendidly, the former moving the huge
to hearty laughter as well as just anger. Mr. ^ or'cCl)l 
D. Conway gave us a very finished, thoughtful ,, 
and Mrs. Besant moved her auditors as no other j,jj 
in England could. Mr. Symes delighted everyone by 
outspeaking, and Mr. Burrows also spoke. ^

The reception of Mr. Bradlaugh was as usual 
mendous burst of enthusiasm. In truth, how the „ud*f 

r heal

11P
v at

on that midsummer evening kept up at the fever 
wliich they started is a marvel. But speakers and ,c |̂jc 
tiotis alike were cheered to the echo. So loud WC*L ^  
voices of the gigantic mass of living beings that ^  
might have hoped their sound had pierced through fy 
prison walls and reached the ears of the two s° .„cri 
men who were to every one of us the most real pre?c 
in that hall, despite their absence from us.

The “  Freethinker,”  July 22, i883-
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t h e  f r e e t h i n k e r
F ounded by  G. W. FOOTE.

ber for distribution. There will be no increase in price, 
but we should like those who intend ordering- extra 
copies to let us know so that we may regulate our print
ing, order.

E ditorial Y
61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4. 

Telephone No. : Centrai, 2412.

TO CORRESPONDENTS.
G T>
W Thanks for address, paper being sent.

■ PRATT.—There are many editions of the Oiigm of 
t’ccics; a cheap one is issued by Watts & Co., at is. 3 • 

P»st £ree Darwin was buried in Westminster Abbey des-
, p‘te his disbelief. „  . . ,

,p. arTRam.—We have obtained a supply of E. C. Sapliin s 
on j { D°es the Bible Conceal ? Shall we send your order

8. \v,
1.. 1 —we kuo ,
understanding » between the Labour Government and the Pfesfent Go

so PaSS.age on which you build? There must surely be 
ft' l'!e misunderstanding. , .

' ;UcQuekn.-S o far as we can see no further reply is 
essary. The statement that no member of the N.S.S. is

Game.—We know nothing whatever of any “ secret 

scnt Government on the question you name. At hat is

sentin n using his membership or the JN .o.b. as repre- 
tive sl , Society, except with the sanction of the Execu- 
ttieanin°n'  ̂ *Je c'ear to all. Unless English has lost all 
tween  ̂ tPore ’s a distinct and important difference be- 
hkc e "lembership and representation. And the N.S.S., 
dealin' er'' °Gler Society must always retain the right of 

W,  ̂ 8 tvith members who do not obey its rules, 
lively ILI,iams-—We too are disappointed at the compara- 
Bat "t> snia8 response to the Bradlaugh Centenary Fund. 
Prom; 6 Gommittee is going ahead, and there is every 
success6 l̂e Anniversary celebrations being a pronounced 

7/ie u -
ret,(r)j "  is supplied to the trade on sale or
reportc^ ny difficulty in securing copies should be at once

n,
Sir, Society, Limited Office is at 62 Farringdon

he \’atiL°nd0n' E-C"t- 
Strep, °.nal Secular Society’s Office is at 62 Farringdon 

E-C.,.
by , 10 sef*d us newspapers would enhance the favour 

the passages to which they wish us to call
< r sf°n-

of thep ^erature should be sent to the Business Manager 
a ltd , y°neer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4, 

h e ,  l ot to the Editor.
Hshfa ree ‘̂tnker ”  will be forwarded direct from the pub- 
0ne °fflce at the following rates (Home and Abroad)

4,1 Cheear’ *5/-; half year, 7/6; three months, 3I9.
" Tlip̂ p65 and Postal Orders should be made payable to 
Cic.l Pioneer Press,”  and crossed "  Midland Bank, Ltd., 

l'ctur;™ *n Branch."
E.C Notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, 
Insert a l̂e first Post on Tuesday, or they will not be

Sugar Plums.
h

Ain̂ ,.?1 of Colonel Robert Green Ingersoll, and our
will be the one hundredth anniversary of

(!°;n Ficmls intend to mark the occasion with suit- 
aty ^ r a t io n s .  .Gome time ago the Ingersoll Centen-

th,0,'iniittee appealed for twenty-five thousand dollars
'̂¡iike'r i'llrP°se of erecting a statue to the great Free- 

l;’s hoe, sP’l° °f the bad times two-thirds of this sum 
li'at subscribed, and we see from an American paper

a

'Vl'°le'nf VK,n every success, and trust it will awaken the

statue is almost complete, and it is hoped to 
Vfc *  Washington by the date of the anniversary.

■ '0 }?r A’ncrica to the magnificence of Ingersoll’s work. 
I'lce jj "ukcr, since the days of Paine had greater influ- 
'1,,d a . Ihe English-speaking world than Ingersoll, 

th0ŝ s filing  that this should be kept before the eyes
"mo have benefited from his work

w
î"6ersôi|̂ ea  ̂ making the Freethinker for August 13 an

eth number. There will be a portrait with a
y sketch of Ingersoll, and it will be a useful num-

We regret to hear, as will the older generation of Free
thinkers, that our old friend William Heaford is veiy ill, 
following a stroke. Mr. Heaford was writing and speak
ing for Freethought over fifty years ago, and has been a 
very ardent Freethinker all his life. Of late years he has 
been resting on liis laurels, but his interest in the cause 
has remained unweakened. We are hoping to hear 
better news of him soon.

A lengthy notice of Charles Bradlaugh appears in the 
Monthly Journal of the Amalgamated Engineering Union 
under the title “  This Man Fought for Freedom.”  The 
article appears apropos of the Centenary.

While we are on this topic we may as well again re
mind our readers of the necessity of their securing tickets 
in good time for the public meeting that is to be held in 
the Friends Hall, Euston Road, on Saturday twenty- 
third, and also for the Centenary Dinner at the Troeadero 
Restaurant, on .September 26. The cost of tickets for the 
dinner will be 10s. 6d. Admission to the demonstration 
will be by tickets, price sixpence and one shilling.

Two recent additions to The Thinkers Library (Watts, 
is. net) are MacLeod Yearsley’s Story of the Bible, and 
Savage Survivals, by J. Howard Moore. Dr. Yearsley 
gives an excellent summary of the origins of Christ
ianity and the Bible, the truth about which is as neces
sary to-day as ever. He points out in his preface that 
“  the daily press of late lost no opporunity of propa
gating the old falsehoods about religion, and gleefully 
proclaiming the unprecedented rush of aspirants for 
“ Holy Orders ”  while it remains discreetly dumb on all 
that savours of Rationalism.”  Such subjects as, The 
Development of Sacred Writings and Traditions, The 
Making of the Old and New Testaments, and The Origin 
and Rise of Christianity are well and succinctly dealt with 
— though, of course, even Rationalists would not always 
agree with the author’s conclusions. Many of the dates 
given to the composition of the Gospels and the Pauline 
Epistles are still discussed. For example lie puts the 
composition of Mark at the end of the first century. 
This is pure conjecture. The conclusions in Casscls’ 
famous Supernatural Religion seem to us never to have 
been invalidated. What direct evidence, clear and indis
putable, is there that the Gospels were known before 150 
a.d. ?

Savage Survivals makes very fascinating reading— 
the author’s gift of easy and simple exposition contri
buting not a little to the value of the book. Here we 
get all sorts of out-of-the-way information on the Origin 
of Domesticated Animals, Wild Survivals in Dogs and 
Cats, chapters on the Mother and vestigal instincts, the 
spread of Mankind and Savage Survivals in Higher 
Peoples. It all makes the kind of book which subtly 
undermines religion by explaining away habits and ideas 
descended from our frightened and more or less savage 
ancestors, and the hook will he just as eagerly read 
by children as by adults. There are many well produced 
illustrations by Mr. II. Cutner.

The would-be speaker and debater will find excellent 
advice by experts in a new quarterly journal which has 
just reached us,The Public Speaker and Debater. It is 
devoted entirely to such subjects, and the many articles 
which deal with them from various angles will prove of 
real practical help. We notice, in passing, an interview 
with Lord Snell whose advice on careful note-making as 
conducive to better speaking should be remembered, 
while ‘ ‘the first thing is to try to understand your oppo
nent’s case. It is a law of speech to understand 
thoroughly that which you are attacking.”  The Public 
Speaker and Debater (July-Sept.) is published at 6d.



474 THE FREETHINKER July 23^933

The South London Branch N.S.S. continues to extend 
its activities, and on Thursday evening, July 20, Mr. 
F. P. Corrigan will commence a course of open-air meet
ings at Ramsden Road, Balham Station, at 8 p.m. The 
meetings will be held each Thursday evening at the same 
time and with the help of the local saints a centre of very 
useful work cau be developed there.

Rambling saints are invited by the members of the 
West Ham Branch N.S.S. to join them in an outing to 
Grange Hill, Essex, on Sunday, July 30. Train 9.45 a.m. 
from Forest Gate Station (L.N.E.R.) to Grange Hill, 
gd. return (Day Ticket). Lunch to be carried, tea 
arranged at Forest View Tea Rooms, Lambourne End. 
A day in the country is always an acceptable suggestion 
for spending Sunday, and if the weather is kind there 
should be a good response to the invitation.

Mr. H. V. Blackman who is the moving spirit behind 
the formation of a Branch of the N.S.S. at Derby, reports 
excellent meetings in the Nottingham Council Square, 
Nottingham. The meetings are held on Wednesday 
evenings, at 7.30 p.m. Now that a start lias been made 
with some regular lectures in Nottingham the next move 
should be the formation of a Branch of the N.S.S. there. 
Mr. Blackman also speaks in the Market Square, Derby, 
on Sunday evenings at 7.30 p.m.

Bradlangh Year Centenary Notes,
X V II.— T he H all op Science : a Contemporary 

P icture.
One of these Notes (X) dealt with Lord Randolph 
Churchill’s outrageous description of Bradlaugh’s 
followers as “  the mob, the scum; and the dregs.”  
In an extremely interesting work'Heterodox London, 
published in 1874, the Rev. Dr. C. M. Davies in the 
course of his itinerary of Sunday meeting places 
visited the Hall of Science in Old Street and gives a 
graphic description of the audience and a remarkable 
impression of Bradlaugh’s personality and influence. 
The Hall was crowded a quarter of an hour before the 
time of the lecture, and Dr. Davies was “  amazed at 
the continuous stream of people which flowed into this 
building, each paying twopence and fourpence, and 
also at their character. The large majority, perhaps, 
were of the tradesmen and artisan class; but close by 
me, in the reserved seats, I had men-of-war’s men in 
their naval uniform and real labourers and navvies in 
their working clothes. How is it Mr. Bradlaugh can 
get these people to pay for and listen to an abstruse 
subject (The Existence of God) while we ‘compel them 
to come in ’ ?”  By the time ‘ ‘the colossal head and 
shoulders of Mr. Bradlaugh— for he is a son of Anak”  
— were seen struggling among the crowd, every inch 
of room for sitting or standing was occupied.

Then Air. Bradlaugh rose—  “  a tall, commanding 
figure, with a clean shaven face, and hair brushed 
back from his forehead; a quick, bright eye, and that 
massive appearance of the jaw which is so often seen 
in the habitual speaker.”  A11 excellent epitome of 
the lecture is given, and at one point whilst Mr. Brad
laugh was reading a long passage he “  took occasion 
to look round and notice the gaze of that vast audi
ence rivetted on the lecturer. Truly, for good or ill, 
that man sways a vast power!”

Then he sat down “  amid a perfect storm of ap
plause.”  In the discussion that followed, one Mr. 
Jenkins “  passed most disadvantageous^ to the place 
Mr. Bradlaugh had occupied, winding up a rambling 
oration by a verbal struggle with Mr. Bradlaugh, in 
which he had decidedly the worst. I was really glad 
when Mr. Jenkins obeyed the forcible injunction of 
somebody in the audience to ‘ shut up,’ though Mr. 
Bradlaugh and the Chairman protested strongly 
against the interruption.”  A Mr, Williams, we are

told, “  was better, but still I cannot help thinking the 
Christian Evidence Society must be holding son* 
stronger men in reserve. Why should not some 0 
their very strongest dignitaries come down to the hi 
of Science and justify their title of ‘ Doctors o' 
D ivinity’ ?”

The Rev. Mr. Davies, who was Head Master0' 
\\ est London College, was so determined to he fJI1 
that he followed up his reixrrt of the lecture by P1’11' 
ing in full a small pamphlet of Mr. Bradlaugh’s en
titled, Is there a God?”  which he purchased at 
meeting for one penny. He also returned to the Ha 
of Science at a later date when Mr. Bradlaugh spok 
on “  The Queen’s Speech and the Premier’s ln'e®' 
tions. 1 here was this advantage about Mr. Rra„ 
laugh, he said, “  It was impossible to mistake him> 
so he attended this lecture knowing that he m°uK 
lieai definite and decisive utterances on polhk'1 
matters.”  Mr. Davies’ previous eulogium ofl ' 
occasion was repeated, and although he found, in th‘ 
chapter, he had quoted Mr. Bradlaugh’s republic3" 
arguments in words which “ made the hair of 1,15 
esteemed publisher stand on end,”  he would not sup- 
press them as “  he could not have done so with jus“ce 
to his subject.”

The Sphericity of Mother

T.H-É- 

13 ar^ ‘

1 1 3̂
P r i m i t i v e  peoples commonly picture the worn» ‘ ^  
even or mountainous country canopied by the hea' ^ 
and the sky itself as supported by pillars resting ̂  
the earth. A  misconception so widespread lS.je(| 
tirely in unison with the evidence of our lllial 3 
senses, and being thus perfectly natural it beC£l ̂ „5 
generally accepted theory of the earlier civile3 
and was incorporated into their religious creeds.

It is true that the earth was regarded as a sp 
by several Greek thinkers, and by a few select R01 
sages and scientists, but the flat earth theory  ̂
mained in the ascendant both in Athens and 1 0  ̂
and was subsequently established as an integral 
of the Christian cosmogony.

In ancient Egypt and Chaldea this erroneous 
seems to have been universal. According to the 
Egyptians, the four corners of the earth each - 
ported a pillar upon which the firmament of bca' j 
rested. For when chaos and old night were rep  ̂
by the cosmos, one of the great gods raised the " â ](j 
on high, and dispersed them over the firmament» . j 
only when the windows of heaven were opened» 
the rain descend to earth. ^

Thus we may witness in the temples of old tint® 5 
still survive in the land of the Nile the ce’ 1 
studded with stars, planets and the signs of the
which reproduce the appearance of the nocturrnal

r
1110'From Babylonia the Hebrews obtained then 

tion legends, and the Assyrian inscriptions conune 
rate the creative achievements of their mighD (|, 
Marduk in a manner which closely resembles 
creation story in Genesis.

go"

Associated with the of the ill'1'
naive conception w  „a 

verse as a kind of dwelling-house are many myHjS ‘
legends. Preserved in the Jewish Scriptures is 
story borrowed from Chaldea of the Tower of ()jj 
and the confusion of tongues. Then we have the 
Greek tale of the Aloidrc, who attempted to scale 
heavenly heights by piling mountainous masses

a
tlR
0ne

on another, only to be ignominiously cast d °"‘

Again, we possess the Hindu legend of the marvc^’A
tree which aspired to ascend to the heaven of hea' j

Clm’,eHwhich Brahma withered unto death, much as 
is said to have blasted the barren fig tree, while L 
in far remote Mexico when the Titans endeavo



23> 1933 THE FREETHINKER 475
July

to enter by means of the pyramid of Cholula they " er 
driven by fire from the sky. ..  ,vaS

'Hiat the eternal gods dwelt above cor.
long a practically universal belief, a nmvonplacc
Option still colours the theology of tne

The story of Christ's ascerts.on m to 1«
« * »,.1 his visit to Hell strongly support tins 1 
stition. 1

tore vision of the Virgin in the s k y cen- 
CVcn ’n the sceptical France of t ie 11 s and
tl’ry—was the beginning of all the P After
aith cures since associated m th 10 m p̂ s
■ ''I, urged the pious, Jehovah came < o ¡n the
Evenly abode to stroll in Eden s shnibbc ul<jUS
?°\ so{t evening hour. For cen une ’ ^ down
talians firmly believed that St. a r ' jn the

from the skies to release a shack ec • . htened
to«kct-place of Venice. Even d jn the
toimanist Dante placed the Christian he 
howds of the earth. The Atlantic, as > e d with
''”s Popularly supposed to e F eternal  punish- 
reacherous pitfalls into the place 0f

and the fear of falling wvth his ship these rvtx— •
far deterred the navigator from venturing
sl>irp,i'] ’̂0.ocean. As a matter of fact the terror in- 
°listacl  ̂^''S ni*soonception- proved one of the leading 
v° , , ^  1° the triumph of Columbus during his first

As 6 
th,

of discovery.
already intimated the theoryr of the rotundity cf m i. ’£ Qni-fl

"■0rj(| | 1 'Vas accepted in the ancient Mediterranean 
Plim y several eminent men, Aristotle, Cicero andilllv Jn,

'^'iocl tl t?  t l l e m '
seaiuia] Fadlers °f the Church usually regarded as

But in the succeeding Christian
ir'od the

me „ ?Us a doctrine which assumed the existence of 
thgre l>odes. Moreover, this impious opinion “ that 
their |"Cle wen whose footsteps were higher than 
Othersa< S ”  was plainly unscriptural. Some of the 
in tj, grudgingly conceded that one who believed 
totniin, spllerity of the globe and the possibility of
SfcCU;
th,

!'Fn inhabitants at its antipodes might perhaps 
salvation, but the great majority decided that

re

hereti^as little prospect of heaven for sucli impenitent

"eight eotltentions of St. Augustine carried enornioiis 
toossibipWltlv the orthodox. While conceding the 
the Sl * - °f another side to the eartli he repudiated 
!'°r tu '’Position that human creatures dwelt there, 
of d(|le Hible makes no' mention of any such offspring 
Wit Moreover, he argued, God would not per-
to

at his

People
"'itnes

to live there because they would be unable
ess the descent of Jesus from heaven to earth 

telfiT second coining. But St. Augustine’s most
tlie pj ’ 'lustration was one that shaped the teaching of 
"'as l • 'ureh for tfie succeeding ten centuries. This
"tot'oiT atol1eal f° tbe niineteenth Psalm with its confir-
or d 1,1 fit. Paul’s alleged Epistle to the Romans. 

that |i°S llot the Apostle to the Gentiles assure us 
have-..Preachers of the primitive Gospel hadversr 1 — —  -  - - — “i-— ----
Sene « / the Clltire earth, and that their words had
Pteacj *° the end of the world?”  Therefore as the 
that t]eiS d’d 110f travel to the antipodes this proves 

e uutipodes are non-existent.As ti
tiirej  Ille passed away, here and there, men ven- 
delibp t0 l’’nf their doubts, usually in phraseology 
hai?j ately obscure. In the eighth century Virgil of 
"as revived the theory of the antipodes but he 
Ifoii^mptly silenced by the Pope, Zachary. His 
W  Pronounced

V t e S' and

the doctrine " perverse, m- 
against Virgil’s own soul,”  and 

iccri„ ;^ d  him witli the loss of his bishopric unless he 
the his heresy. This papal declaration settled 

|v .lfl,)lcm for another five hundred years, 
tenphh the recovery of classical culture in fourteenth 

Italy, the Church resolved to suppress pesti

lent heresies of this character with torture and the 
stake. Peter of Abano, a celebrated physician who 
championed the sphericity of the earth and other 
scientific heresies only evaded the attentions of the 
Inquisition by death, while in 1327, Cecco d’Ascoli, 
another pioneer humanist, was charged with sorcery, 
driven from his professor’s chair at Bologna and 
burned at the stake in Florence.

When Columbus was seeking support for his pro
jected voyage to discover the Eastern coast of Asia 
his scheme was mercilessly ridiculed by the clergy. 
Even when his voyage was accomplished and a new 
continent discovered, although this was unknown to 
the Genoese navigator, and wfien men of intelligence 
became more and more convinced of our globe’s 
sphericity the unteachable Church obstinately per
sisted in it erroneous doctrines. Indeed, the bulls of 
Popes Alexander VI., and Julius II., promulgated re
spectively in 1493 and 1506, preserve for the enter
tainment of posterity the egregious blunders of men 
supposed to be inspired by God himself.

In 1519, however, the truth was made plain to 
every intelligent man, for Magellan in that year 
succeeded in circumnavigating the globe. He had 
demonstrated the rotundity of the earth by sailing 
right round it from east to west. Not only did 
Magellan and his sailors land at the antipodes, but 
they saw, and conversed with the native races dwell
ing there. Yet so powerful are the prejudices of re
ligion that this now completely established verity was 
not universally acknowledged until fully two centuries 
later. With the advance of knowledge, however, and 
when French mathematicians and astronomers made 
their “  measurements of degrees in equatorial and 
polar regions, and added to their proofs that of the 
lengthened pendulum ”  the long cherished fallacy 
was doomed.

Men now travelled and voyaged throughout the 
world, and there stood the antipodes with their 
strange plant and animal populations for all who 
desired to see. Then the triumph of truth was com
plete, although, even in England now, it is possible to 
meet curious people who declare the earth to be 
flat.

T. F. P almer.

The Myth of Abraham.

T h e  movement which calls itself ‘ ‘ The British-Israel 
World Federation ”  is probably well known to all Ration
alists, but 1 have not seen any criticism of its hypothesis 
in any Freethought journals during the last four or five 
years. Yet it undoubtedly calls for critical attention 
in-as-much-as it claims a large and growing congrega
tion, and one of the believers, a recent convert, told me 
quite seriously that Bradlaugh “ . . . was in possession 
of British-Jsrael truth before he died!”

The Federation was formed as recently as 1919,1 but the 
theory is evidently much older.2 The basic hypothesis is 
in two parts (a) that the British peoples are descended 
from Abraham, and (b) the so-called prophetic message 
of the Great Pyramid. For the purpose of this paper let 
us examine the first of these two propositions.

On page 54 of the journal 3 is set out “ Abraham’s 
Family Tree,”  tracing our descent through Sarah, and 
showing that the “ lost ten tribes ”  are re-found in the 
“ English,” i.e., The British. Commonwealth. There are 
other curious points in this ingenious family tree, such 
as that the “  Brahmins ”  spring from Abraham by 
Keturah, but, for the present, let that pass. The hypo
thesis proceeds on the assumption that Abraham is an 
historical personage, chosen of God, and with whom 
God made an unconditional covenant— as if we can

1 The National Message Supplement, April, 1933.
2 I). Davidson, Morning Tost, July 17 and 18, 1930.
3 The National Message Supplement, April, 1933.
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readily credit Omnipotence making a pact with a creature 
of its (his) own creation! But the historicity of Abra
ham has long been given up by competent scholars, and 
the archaeological evidence found at Ur, or Mtighier, 
shows him to be an ancient Moon-God reduced to human 
status by the compilers of Genesis.4 This contention, 
that the composers and editors of the pseudo-history of 
the Hexateueli constructed it from myth, legend and 
folk-lore in the fifth and fourth centuries b.c.,5 is sup
ported by the traces of the Moon cult of Ur retained in 
the names of the members of the Abrahamic family, 
viz. :—

Abram (Abraham) Abu-ramu (a title of the Moon-god). 
Sarah, Sarratu (Queen). Title of the Moon-goddess. 
Milcah, Milkatu (Princess). Title of the Moon-goddess. 
Terah, Tarakhu. The gazelle, sacred to the Moon- 

goddess Istar.
Nahor, Nannar, the name of the Moon in Ur and 

Kharran.
Laban, Labanu (“  the white one ” ) the name of the 

Moon-god of Kharran.6

Abraham is dated circa 2000 b.c., but there is no record 
of such a jiersonage outside the Bible, no external evi
dence to save his historical existence although we now 
know a great deal about Chaldea and Babylonia as far 
back as 3800 b.c., the period of Sargon I.7 This date is also 
given by Prof. Sayce.8 It may be mentioned that Prof. 
Sayce gives the meaning of Abu-ramu as “ the exalted 
father,”  a term which could be applied to a chief god, 
and although he says that the temples at Ur and Haran 
(Kharran) were dedicated to the Babylonian Moon-god, 
he refrains from showing the lunar significance of the 
Abrahamic family names.9

Mr. C. Leonard Woolley seems to accept Abraham as 
an historical personage.10 He mentions the patriarch ten 
times in 208 pages, calling him “ The Prophet ”  (see 
Index )amongst other titles, and writing of him as “  . . . 
the founder of the Jewish nation and of their (the 
Bedouin) own race, Ibrahim Khalil Abdurrahman, the 
Friend of God.” (p. 208.) Previously Mr. Woolley 
writes (p. 161), relative to the inscription on some frag
ments of fine grained black stone found in the ruined 
temple of the Moon-god. “  . . . enough remained of the 
text to show that it enumerated the conquests of the 
famous king and law-giver, Hammurabi of Babylon, that 
Amraphael who is mentioned in the fourteenth chapter of 
Genesis as a contemporaiy of Abraham : Hammurabi re
duced Ur to subjection, and this was his war memorial 
set up in one of the chief temples of the city.”  There 
seems to be some confusion here due to anxiety to make 
archaeology confirm the Old Testament; the inscriptions 
do not mention Abraham himself, but they do mention a 
name quoted in Genesis xiv. r. According to Mr. Bos- 
cawen 11 the Hebrew name ‘ ‘ Amraphael ” is almost an 
exact equivalent to the meaning of the ideogram, the 
form used to express in writing the name of Sin-mub- 
allit, namely Amar-Pal, a King of Sumir, or Shinar, and 
who is regarded as the father of Khammurabi, the Great. 
The confirmation of the existence of a person named 
Amraphael does not, however, establish the historical 
existence of an Abraham, and the dates arc against such 
a reading of the inscription. Sin-muballit (Amraphael) 
died circa 2285 b.c.— i.c., 285 years before the supposed 
Abrahamic period.

Continuing (pp. 164-172) Mr. Woolley gives a detailed 
description of the private dwelling houses unearthed in 
ancient Ur “ . . .  of the time of Abraham.” lie  
writes :—

We must revise considerably our ideas of the Hebrew 
patriarch when we learn that his earlier years were spent 
in such sophisticated surroundings; he was the citizen 
of a great city and Inherited the traditions of an ancient 
and highly organized civilization, (pp. 168-169.)

4 See A. Drews, The Christ Myth, p. 55.
5 See E. Dujardin, The Source of the Christian Tradition, 

pp. 60-62.
6 W. St. C. Boscawen, The First of Empires, p. 31.
7 Boscawen, op. cit. and Ragozin, Chaldea, p. 203 et scq.
8 The Higher Criticism and the Monuments, p. 162.
9 The Higher Criticism and the Monuments, p. 159.
10 Ur of the Chaldees (1929).
11 Op. cit., p. 179.

Sir

tnouu-

Undoubtedly we must revise our ideas : in Genesis 
8, it is written : —

And he (Abraham) removed from thence into a 
tain on the east of Bethel, and pitched his tcn ' ^

I11 Genesis we are not reading of a mall who 
accustomed for seventy-five years to live in a *-Yl<?_0uey. 
brick-built house such as is described by Mr. ,,0 
The man who pitched his tent on a mountain sl0))CjeJt 
signs of having “  inherited the traditions of an y  jn 
and highly-organized civilization ” ; all we '* cflj. 
Genesis is a purposive fiction based on myth and 6  ̂
And if the Biblical Abraham is a mythical person o
vague recollection of the ancient Sumerian Moon-.(»odi

ait
the whole family tree collapses, and with it that P‘ 

• - ................ Woolley.

of
after

the British-Israel thesis. Finally, Mr. »»̂ — Mns re* 
detailing the careful manner in which the Sumer" ^  
corded all their business transactions, as shown 
hundreds of tablets found in the ruins of the temp L> 
eludes, (p. 172) again

It is all very practical and curiously modern, ; ]jave 
we see how very different from what we "Ug ,e 
thought were the antecedents of the Hebrew Pc

Quite so ; but it took more than 2000 years -al) 
Hebrews to reach the cultural level of their • l̂ japta- 
ancestors. YVe may, perhaps, conclude with an 
tion of Mr. J. M. Robertson’s words :—  ,,,

So long, of course, as educated publicists , .
Woolley talk of Abraham as a historical charac 
it will be difficult to set up in the reading w?r jjast**1 
state of mind which shall at once encourage am jjrec- 
the activity of mythological science in the Bibhc»
tiou‘12 c ,MrS0t».Edward

---------------------------------—------------- " tTTTT
12 Christianity and Mythology, p. iox, criticisms Îr 

Muller and Matthew Arnold, for whom Mr. Woolle) 
stituted.

Correspondence.

A CORRECTION.
To the Editor of the “  Freethinker.”

Bern?
no*
aid

wl»c"
S ir,—Who Mr. Osborne Burdett may be 1 1 

know, but it was not he that wrote the essay on 
Shaw in the June number of The London Mercury>  ̂
you mention. The author, if you will allow me 
so, was myself. dnt

You are no luckier, I fear, in a more imports" 1. fiy 
of accuracy. If your readers verify your references  ̂ ^ 
will look in vain for the words that you “  quote- 
have written that “  all experience, reason, imag1 J 
forbids us to believe that ‘ intelligence can ,̂ry 
creator of a Force ’ would be, as you say, a)1 
justly, “  meaningless jargon.”  But, alas, y°u i0|ld- 
the phrase, not I, and 1 really must disclaim reŜ 0gil' 
bility for other people's errors. That yours WaS ajiJ 
vertent (though it omits, without a sign, nine 'v°!1 Ecve> 
misquotes the most important) I am ready to 0 
but your howler is a howler nonetheless.

OSBERT j

[We regret that Mr. Burdett should have been uihd1̂  
and we reprint the whole of the sentence in question •to ^

All experience, reason, imagination forbids uS __ 4)# 
lieve that the less can be the cause of the great*'1' 
intelligence can he the creation of a Force, peI> 
the creature of an Impersonal. ve

Now the only difference between this quotation and 
which appeared in the Freethinker consists in a nnsp1 0,t

: creation.” For this we offer our (j,r
calhnft i1
ss j a ^ V  

with all due re^0ii,
meaningless P ti>

■ b»ldC„0t

But we have a suspicion that call'11?
meaningless l y y

“ creator ” for 
abject apology.
passage, even when correctly cited 
is the real ground of our offence. And 
to Mr. Burdett we beg to say that it is 
even when correctly quoted. To say that we are fori 
believe that "the less can be the cause of the greater ‘ aCc- 
forbidden by either reason or imagination or expe ^  
Scientifically and philosophically “ higher ” and 1 
have no existence, save as convenient classifications thf' ef 1 
be altered as our standards of value alter. And if “ 1 !-',Jjph’r 
and “ lower ” are used in the convenient sense of S1
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d,'J more complex structures, then experience is broken 
P'-mg ,,s examples of complex structures bemt . ^
"P into simpler ones, and simpler ones foresee
.? raore complex ones; imagination ena their inevit-
jcsc happenings and reason helps to s  ¿tatement
bihty. We are sorry to say it, but M • rubbjsh re-

miscientific and unphilosoplnc rubt • WOod box or 
!Mms rubbish whether served up m admit
?und »' the depths of a garbage tin. ^  ® J„d  that
wt Mr. Burdett sins in a very numerous 1 ‘ T abng has 
1,6 Particular kind of rubbish with which "  of many
. come standardized and so made the sm.i ‘ character 
"'competent thinkers. But that does not alter ^  o{
"r l''°se who have some acquaintance with he ^  ^  the 
c'entific thinking. Tf the complex did no less were
Sll"ple, or as Mr. Burdett chooses to put it, jm-
not the cause of the greater, evolution would be a sne 
Possibilityt—Editor, Freethinker.']

Voi-Taire and the marquise DU DEEFAND.

¿H ^T he quality and quantity of wof , ife n d e r.^ a t 
;dit°r 0f the Frcct],inkcr makes some o attri-

■1"l0s’ Whether he is not possessed o S"P tripping
, -  Hence it is a real pleasure to catch him PP »‘Or I t
""tes.

16 he ,e ' his leading article in the issue of July 
iVaIkjnSa3S: “ When Voltaire was told of Saint Denis 
Sa'<l th\a ‘lunch'ed paces with his head under his arm, he 
it Was'. lt; was easy enough to believe 99 of these steps, 
V°ltair h f̂St one H'at was difficult.”  Now it was not 
and vv;|. n,t his and D’Alembert’s friend, the beautiful 
tiire . -v ^Marquise Dti Deffand who first gave to litera- 
tryi,' t’s .WeH-known aphorism. Cardinal Polignac was 
ali^d 11 ""press upon her the miraculous nature of the 
Paris 6a‘; ° ‘ Saint Denis who, after his decapitation at 
arm, ’ ,j'a‘hed a hundred paces with his head under his
tanice 'C devout Cardinal was enlarging on the dis- 
cllt jjj^^'^d by the headless saint when the Marquise

*teP that

M | [  I . ' ‘ ’ J> L11AJ u c a u i l . 0 3  S d l l l L .  i v m - u  c u e ,  m u i  V f U l . ’ W
T|,e dl’^ t  with something like the following : “ P00I1!
Rteps Who e is nothing. Anyone can believe in the 99 

can believe in the first one; it is only the first
^airi*at realIy matters.”  I11 a letter he wrote to 
"tte„ti(K  ̂*U i ’cfTand in January, 1764, Voltaire called her 
her i° the quotation in the notes of La Pucellc of 
c°ut(J. y ePigram, “ II n’y a que Ic premier pas qni

Charles M. Beadneee.

Sip
FREETHOUGHT AND ATHEISM.

1 tcetlr̂ \ cr‘laP>' a little amplification of my letter in the 
¡cast tli Cr ‘<>r Juuc 4 may help Mr. Fraser to see at 
bsitc >•  ̂ ,c‘eva"cc of universe making, with the original 

‘ lsed by this correspondence.
8s

‘ ‘ First Cause,
Unconditioned,”  etc., all of

'$ tii/';' “ le “  real meaning ”  to-day of the word “ God 
" T|1(. Sai’le as “ Maker of the Universe,
'vhjch "'"solute,”  “  The 
‘i'c if, '.lr° terms applied (to attempt much or little) to 

1 ° ‘ conscious thought, which baffles human eou- 
‘Mr, p °‘ form, and if that definition is correct, unless 

thr i*Ser ‘1£*s a different condition of intellect or method
v ; " se of
rilehes

it, to that which I have, or am at present 
(and to discover this was the purpose of the

(1,
‘ Put to him) lie certainly cannot in strict truth 

0es ,IUlch less prove that “  God,”  or “  It,”  does, or

If J  0t Cxist-Îr pPi’opQ,.’ . raser cannot now see any difference between the 
Sc,bc) ‘,U°n “  God exists ”  and (with the aid of his 

j app]cs exist,”  then I cannot help him further.
'lo,,, ,;11 assert that “  the definite position restricts free- 
Hat ¿,°le Uian a confession of ignorance,”  and may add
tfS 4 1’0 definite iiosition not only restricts freedom of 
•j | s 1 ‘J"t frequently distorts one’s idea of justice.

ke ĵIJR'1 hilly appreciative, Sir, of the keen sense of just- 
al‘y present in your “ Views and Opinions”  over a 

"f jq 0 difficult subjects, I think had you, in the issue 
‘kpi, ( 1 '2, and Mr. Fraser, in his article of May 9 last, 
rive,, ",lnre Freethinkers than Atheists, the quotation 
AgjjQ .’clow from Professor T. II. Huxley’s Essay on 
"1 ea.., lc>sm in fairness to him, would have found a place 

1 contribution :—

When I reached intellectual maturity and began to ask 
myself whether I was an Atheist, a Theist, or a Pan
theist ; a Materialist or an Idealist; a Christian or a 
Freethinker; I found that the more I learned and re
flected, the less ready was the answer; until, at last, I 
came to the conclusion that I had neither art nor part 
with any of these denominations, except the last. The 
one thing in which most of these good people were 
agreed was the one thing in which I differed from them. 
They were quite sure they had attained a certain 
“  gnosis,” had, more or less successfully, solved the 
problem of existence; while I was quite sure I had not, 
and had a pretty strong conviction that the problem was 
insoluble.

My “  attitude ”  is that, just as the ideas or thoughts 
of the Christian or Mohammedan are cramped to suit 
dogmatic assertions, so to a lesser degree are some 
thoughts of the Atheist cramped to suit a dogmatic 
assertion, and cramped thoughts are certainly not free 
thoughts.

“  Hope.”

THE BIRCH AT WINCHESTER.

Sir,— I think Mr. W. Mann has made a mistake in 
names or dates. Some Headmaster of Winchester may 
have “ castigated fifty boys at a time,” but not Ridding. 
I was here the last six years of his reign, 1878-84. It 
was something of an event when someone “  had his name 
ordered,”  that is, was taken to Ridding’s study to be 
birched. I do not think it happened more than once or 
twice a week, among 400 boys (or, “  men,”  as all Wyke
hamists are called, even at twelve years old). I was 
never birched myself (though often “ tunded ”  by some 
prefect or other with an ash stick). But when I became 
a prefect myself (with power to use the ash), I sometimes 
had to take a victim to Ridding’s study, and hold up his 
shirt-tail while the Headmaster applied five or ten smart 
strokes of the birch to the bare behind. I never saw blood 
drawn.

However, I quite agree with W. Mann that corporal 
punishment was excessive fifty years ago. If I did not 
have much at school, I had it at home. I do not think 
there was a day from my seventh to my eleventh year 
that my father (an Anglican parson) did not either cane 
me on the hands or take me to the stable and horsewhip 
me. My crime, 99 times in 100 was stupidity or inatten
tion to Greek and I.atiu lessons. The hatred this im
planted for classical Greece and Rome has lasted to my 
67th year.

Wykehamist.

BIETY AS BEDFEU.OW  TO INSOLVENCY.

Sir ,— Sitting in the lounge of the Pacific Hotel at 
Cairns, North Queensland a few days ago 1 was a listener 
to a conversation carried on between two people. It con
cerned the recent hopeless insolvency of a business man 
of large pretensions, and, as it turned out, ditto piety. 
I listened to the expected reply of the second party, 
“  hypocrite, so-called pillar of the Church,” etc., and 
my mind wandered back many many years. Let us get 
back to the early sixties of last century. Here we have 
the failure of Paul’s Bank. Sir John Dean Paul, the 
head of the banking firm, was a man of deep (sic) piety, 
yet all the time the inherited estate was not worth six
pence. Coming forward some twenty years, we have the 
disastrous failure of the Glasgow Bank, 1878. It was 
directed by men of effusive piety. Now in both these 
cases the shareholders had invested in banking com
panies of unlimited liabilities.

Ostensible Sabbath devotions have snared many 
followers in its time. Poor clients, poor unprotected 
not-guilty shareholders, their pious directors had bled 
them for years. Just one more ease. The 1891-3 bank 
failures of Australia. Here we have one of the accused 
actually reading “  The Book ” whilst seated in the dock. 
And there were “ pillars of the Church ”  in those days, 

1 too.
S. W. Stai.u e v ,

North Queensland,



478 THE FREETHINKER Juin 23, i933

AN INTERNATIONAL LANGUAGE. SUNDAY LEC T U R E NOTICES, Etc-
Sir ,—Through being 011 holiday, I have only just 

read the Freethinker for July 2. If too much time has 
not elapsed, I should be glad if you would allow space 
for the following brief letter of correction.

As an Esperantist, I was amused to see the example 
quoted by Mr. G. H. Taylor. It contained spellings that 
are used only for telegraphic purposes (e . g rughajn and 
chinju), and the omission of a preposition made nonsense 
of the last part of the sentence. As a scientist, Mr. 
Taylor will recognize this : Ido looks quite as difficult to 
an Esperantist as Esperanto does to an Idist. I may add 
that Esperanto is not so difficult to pronounce, as would 
appear from the example given. The Esperanto “  j ”  is 
simply the English “  y  ”  in sound. Appearances are 
sometimes deceptive, especially when written with a 
purpose.

F. Gatesiiiix.

Sir,—My attention has been called to a letter on page 
430 of your publication, in which an imaginary Esperanto 
text is presented with a supposed translation into Ido, 
for comparison.

I will not here criticize either text, although I am 
tempted to do so, but simply remark that it is possible 
in all languages to elaborate texts of the “  Peter Piper 
Picked a Peck of Peppercorns ”  type. I could easily 
quote such for Ido, if I did not feel that such quibbling 
was unworthy of the cause. The essential facts are—  
that though Ido was boosted twenty-five years ago as the 
solution of the problem, it has steadily declined, and only 
a handful of adherents remain, while Esperanto has 
grown, and has proved itself in practice as well as in 
theory to be the only practical solution of the problem. 
Though I am perfectly ready to state my reasons for be
lieving that Esperanto is immeasurably superior to Ido, 
one does not kick a man who is down, and the question 
has now ceased to have any but an academic interest. I 
admire the courage of those few who are left, like our 
friend, to lead a forlorn hope. Personally, however, I 
am more concerned in the practical use of Esperanto, 
as the one tried and proved solution of the world’s 
language difficulties.

Montagu C. Butter, M.R.S.T.,

.Secretary, British Esperanto Assoc.

Obituary.

A nnie A i.ice Steers.

On Friday, July 14 the remains of Annie Alice Steers 
were interred at the Beeontree Cemetery, Dagenham, 
Essex. For some time she had been suffering from Tuber
culosis, which recently took a had turn from which she 
was not expected to recover. Death eventually took 
place 011 July 10, at the age of forty. Our sympathy is 
with the husband and four children in their grievous loss. 
A Secular Service was conducted at the graveside by Mr. 
R. H. Rosetti.

UNWANTED CHILDREN
In a O irilized  Com m unity there should be no 

U N W A N T E D  Children.

For an Illustrated Descriptive List (68 pages) of Birth 
Control Requisites and Books, send a ijjd . stamp t o :

J. R. HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantage, Berks.
ESTABLISHED NEARLY HALE A CENTURY.

Lecture notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street,
E.C.4, by the first i-ost on Tuesday, or they wi 
inserted.

LONDON.

INDOOR.
South Place E thical Society (Conway Hall, Fed ^

Square, W.C.i) : i i .o, S. K. Ratcliffe—“ Hitler and 
Germany.”

outdoor.
1 nearBethnal G reen Branch N.S.S. (Victoria Park, * |mon 

Bandstand) : 3.15, Sunday, July 23, Mr. L. Ebury. ^ j[r. 
and Ball,”  Cambridge Road, E.2, 8.0, Thursday, Jl’v 2/1 
Paul Goldman.

F ulham and Chelsea Branch N.S.S. (Shorrolds  ̂^  
North End Road), 7.30, Saturday, July 22, Messrs.
Bryant and Tuson.

South L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Brockwell Par*̂  ‘ f)i,i 
Sunday, July 23, Air. C. Tuson. Cock Pond, Claph3 ,ej 
Town, 8.0, Wednesday, July 26, H. C. Smith.. Ra yr. 
Road, Balhatn Station, 8.0, Thursday, July 2°’ pri- 
F. P. Corrigan. Aliwell Road, Clapham Junction, 
day, July 28, Sir. F. P. Corrigan.

T he Metropolitan Secular Society (Regents ' 

and 6.30.
W est H am Branch N.S.S. (Outside Technical C °"' 

Romford Road, Stratford, E.) : 7.0, Mr. Corrigan.
R A. ”

West London Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 12.0, yjvatt- 
Maine. 3.30, E. Bryant and C. Tuson. 6.30, A. H.
E C. Wood, C. Tuson, B. A. Le Maine and E. Bryant-  ̂
nesdavs, 7.30, W P. Campbell-Everden. Thursdays,
A. Le Maine and C. Tuson. Fridays, E. Bryant an 
I,e Maine.

Woolwich (Beresford Square) : 8.0, Sunday, J"'-v 
Burke—“ What do We Want in Its Place?” 'Iho ^  aJ,J 
Plumstead Common, 8.0, Wednesday, July 26, S. ” u 
F. W. Smith. “ The Ship,” Plumstead Common, 8.0.
July 28, S. Burke and E. W. Smith.

COUNTRY.

OUTDOOR.
Brighton Branch N.S.S. (The Level) : 7.30, Tue 

25, Mr. J. Cecil Keast—“ Incarnation.”

1 „ T«'-vsday. J

ay, J"1K

cur

Bishop Auckland (Market Place) : 7.0, Wednesday,
26, Mr. J. T. Brighton. if5,

Bolton N.S.S. (Blackburn Market) : 3.0 and 7 -0’ ^  
Ilankin and Sisson.

Crawshawbooth : 7.30, Wednesday, July 26, Mr. J-

t0n- ' ,
Derby (Market Square) : 7.30, Mr. H. V. Blackman, 

Chairman Mr. L. Woolley.
on f fl'Glasgow S ecular Society (West Regent Street) : s; ’¡¡jJ, 

day, 21, Saturday 22, and Sunday, July 23, Mrs. Wh^^e- 
Messrs. Buntin, Moore and White. Freethinker  and 
thought literature on sale at all meetings.

IIarlE Sy k e : 7.45, Friday, July 21, Mr. J. Clayt°n' 
Manchester Branch N.S.S, (Platt Fields, Platt Lane) • 

Mr. F. E. Monks. y
Morpeth (Market Place) : 7.0, Saturday, July 22, Afr- ■ 

Brighton.
N ewcastle-on-Tynf, Branch

«.jo-
N.S.S. (Bigg Market)

Monday, 24, Tuesday, 23, Thursday, 27 and Friday. J11 • ¡jl 
Wednesday, July 26, South Shields, Wouldhave Ah'"
7.0. Air. George Whitehead will address all meeting*- ,,

N elson (Carr Road) : 7.30, Tuesday, July 23, Air. J- 
ton.

North S hields (Harbour View) : 7.0, Tuesday, J u •' 
Arr. J. T. Brighton.

Nottingham (Council Square) : 7.30, Wednesday, J u - 
Mr. H. V. Blackman, B.Sc., Chairman Air. L. Woolle.' • ^

T aTField (The Bridge) : 7.0, Sunday, July 23, Alf-  ̂
Brighton. .pil

Seaham Branch N.S.S. (Church Street) : 8.0, Alt-
I-landers—A Lecture.

Stockport (Armoury Square) : 3.0 and 7.0, Sunday- 
23, Air. J. Clayton.

J"M
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BY
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j A Reply to Cardinal Manning.
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Introductory Preface by H. Cutner.1 l (Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.)
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Nationalist ev a lu a tio n s
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** TNUE direction  of civ ilizatio n

By AUSTEN YERNEY.
r *'his IV,
rV s tit' " ,k  K‘ves a defined Rationalist lead to the mode of 
S  ut‘on of Civilisation. As against diverse nostrums 
>  0(-rrcnt; dictatorial schools there is presented a wide

} B L A S P H E M Y  O N  T R I A L  i

DEFENCE OF FREE 
SPEECH

By

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

j Being a Three Hours’ Address to the Jury in the Court 
( of Queen’s Bench, before Lord Coleridge on April
I 2 4 , r883.

| Price SIXPEN CE. Postage id.
( The P ioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4.
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ah,l1(1 in.. Pf°gressive movement at one with light, freedom, 
Tv ‘Serial --------. JTu prosperity.
I hav,' eB-'known economist, Mr. John A. Hobson, says : 
ad„,-e " ° 'v rea,l your Rationalist Evaluations. I find it 

"(T,1 f irn,’le statement of “ Rational Humanism” ; the urgent 
S r  j Jr c'ear thin kin g and right feeling on the dangerous 
>  by " 6S of our time. Rationalism and Humanism are 
"1'1k aviI1.e'v Qnd unexpected challenges, and I have read no 
s°*»nu Uck furnishes a better armoury of knowledge and 

,1< erstanding to meet those challenges.”
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THE
CRUCIFIXION & RESURRECTION 

OF JESUS

BY

W. A. CAM PBELL.

WITH A PREFACE BY

The Rt. Hon. JOHN M. ROBERTSON.

In his Preface Mr. Robertson sa y s  :—

This book “  is worth study by 
plain men who are concerned to 

h'old reasonable opinions.”
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i  This is an introduction to a scientific psych- 
| ology along lines on which Dr. Lynch is 
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