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OpinionsViews and
LpJS the Teacher
Qjj . Us grant two things. First, that the Jesus 
s ris  ̂ °F the New Testament is an historical per- 
0 i^ e- Second, that he laid down ethical rules, 

aws, that are of inestimable importance to 
Tew. ft WG1 noted that I say the “ New 
Gm a,men  ̂ Jesus,” the miraculous incarnation of 
iiori’ ^°ln a who performed miracles—
tor G were in any way original in the his-
a \ mythology, that he was crucified and rose 

<Un from the dead, reappeared to some of his 
jj Clples and went straight “ up ” to heaven.

erejy t0 Relieve that some man existed, who gave 
,,it i'Vorld a good system of ethics, or valuable 
tan k C6’ no  ̂ ma êrial on which a religion 
by ^uilt. No religion in the world has ever’ 
aiUE on that foundation. Nor can a single 
foi ^ ^ a tiv e  statement of Christian belief be 
Cath through the ages, whether Roman
du or °ther, that assumes otherwise. Re
al)] 6 êsus Christ to a mere man, however admir- 
qu e’ and the Christian religion disappears. The 

estion of whether Jesus really existed, divorced 
j1(j(lni its value to an authoritarian religion, is of 
\vF Kreater importance than that of settling 
let” 6r Shakespeare wrote “ Hamlet.” “ Ham-
Play Remains what it is whoever wrote it. The 
a, remains what it is whoever happens to be its 
utnor.
it is Wejj ^ear ^ j g p0int in mind, because 

v °a£ the more “ advanced ” of the clergy there 
rjl peen going on a game of eclesiastical thimble- 
j ^ n g .  They know that it is the miracle work- 
ai5 £°d-man who is alone of value to them. They 
for i °  aware that any system or religion is 
t0rced to endorse a moderat morality if religion is 
th f Urvive- And our modern clergy are alive to 

? further fact that as the supernatural loses its 
tj1 f* on the modern mind, ethical and social ques- 
C(|)tls tend to become of greater interest. The 

^sequence of this is that the clergy are, as a 
c ’°io, engaged in preaching to the better-edu- 

Public one thing while inducing them to sup- 
«  d  something else. The Jesus they preach is 
In'.t ln°ral reformer, but the Jesus they aim at per

i l i n g  is the miracle-working incarnate God 
^he New Testament.
bopie jpjgjjj. describe this process as the triumph 

w] "fe over mythology. We prefer the use of 
j(aiP terms, and there are other considerations.

Js never very easy to get rid of inherited

thought-forms once these have become incarnate 
in institutions, and part of the common language 
of the people. This difficulty is the greater when 
so many vested interests are guarded by current 
religious beliefs. Right through the history of 
civilization we find ancient myths clogging the 
wheels of social progress. And every-day experi
ence proves how easy it is to get unconscious sup
port for a supernatural Christianity, by stressing 
the importance of certain moral teachings. It is 
a policy of appeasement that existed long before 
the one practised by Nevil Chamberlain.

It is here that the clerical sleight of hand trick 
comes into play. The Jesus they offer openly to 
the public is the moral teacher, or the social re
former. The Jesus they want, must have, is the 
miracle-working supernatural one. In plain 
language, the public is sold a pup, and the clergy 
benefit from the sale. Down Club Row, if anyone 
sells a bird painted to look like a canary for the 
genuine article, he is call a swindler. In Christian 
circles, he is a man working in the interests of 
God. In civil life he may get a month’s imprison
ment to show that the State recognizes ability. 
In the Church he may receive as much as £15,000 
annually, and be given a seat in the House of 
Lords. * * *
A Plain Issue

Now we may work on our assumption, we hope, 
without being misunderstood, although with our 
own experience of the Christian clergy we should 
not be surprised to hear that we have confessed 
our admiration for the ethics of Jesus. We do 
nothing of the kind. The ethics of the New 
Testament are inadequate in extent, they are sui- 
cidally selfish in their teaching, and they are based 
on the absurdity of belief in the Bible God. But 
we will assume with the greatest Jesusites they 
are unique in character, and that without them 
the world would not be the world of kindness, 
good behaviour, love of truth and graciousness of 
character that it is. People would be to-day fight
ing each other, lying about each other, were it not 
for the influence of the moral teachings of Jesus 
Christ. We will say of the ethical Jesus what 
Pilate has had put in his mouth: “We find no fault 
with this man.” To whatever praise is given to 
the ethical teachings of Jesus we will add one hun
dred per cent. We wil go further and allow the 
historical lie to become established truth, by say
ing that such ethical teachings were never heard 
of until Jesus Christ appeared, and had he not 
come they never would have been known. No 
Christian can ask for more, nor could those non- 
Christians who must have Jesus on some count 
or other.

All this granted, is there even then, justification 
for those who do not believe in the supernatural 
Christ hanging on to the morality-teaching Jesus? 
We think not. And we may commence with the 
simple , but indisputable truth that teaching of 
any kind, or an idea of any kind, once given to the 
world is independent of its enunciator. We are 
surrounded by scientific and other truths that illu
strate this. The theory of universal gravitation 
is associated with the name of Isaac Newton, that
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of Natural Selection with the name of Darwin. 
There are scores of other truths, scientific, or 
social, ethical or artistic, that might be cited to 
the same end. Now suppose that it could be 
shown that neither Copernicus, nor Newton, nor 
Darwin, nor Faraday had ever lived. That would 
not affect in the least the truth of the discoveries 
or theories that are associated with their names. 
These would not be less true than they are now, 
they would not be less useful than they are now. 
They would all remain what they are, just as 
surely as the old saying that the sun shines on the 
just and the unjust alike, remains true whether 
one believes in God or not. But we are quite sure 
that if it had been possible we should have found 
Christians arguing that this is only because of 
God’s magnificent resolve to treat all his children 
alike.

But suppose that the names of these men had 
been also associated with a number of stupid be
liefs, that these beliefs in turn supported the per
petuation of social wrongs, and that the authority 
of these men were being used to perpetuate these. 
Would there not be then urgent need to cease to 
use the names of these men, and so rob obscur
antism of its power?

'What we are trying to make plain—I do not 
say prove, because the point is so obvious that we 
do not expect anyone to contradict it— is that a 
truth of any kind once enunciated ceases to be the 
property of an individual and becomes part of the 
possession of all. The discoverer no longer 
possesses it, he cannot withdraw it. It becomes 
the possession of everyone. Every truth, every 
piece of counsel, whether it be good or bad or in
different falls into this category. Of course, the 
bottom truth here is that no single truth or in
vention is ever the complete work of any indi
vidual. There are always situations, suggestions, 
ideas afloat that are elaborated and expressed 
by some individual. But the fact we have stated 
is indisputable.

Why, then, the insistence or the persistence of 
the name of Jesus? The reason for the insistence 
is plain. Christ is the figurehead of a very large 
religious institution. Give up Jesus the God, and 
Jesus the man would cease to interest the forty 
thousand clergymen in this country, and all the 
Churches would have to be put to other uses. 
There is not a Christian Church in the world which 
would dare to preach that it did not matter 
whether you believed in Jesus as a God, or whether 
he was a genuine messenger from God, so long as 
one’s moral behaviour is impeccable. There was 
a time when Churches agreed that without be
lief in Jesus the God incarnate you could not be 
accepted as a Church-member or even as a 
Christian. To-day they say, “ We don’t care what 
your private opinions are about Jesus; if you will 
come to Church, stand up and sit down at the 
right times; join in our hymns and listen with ap
parent reverence to the sermon. You will be 
setting an example to others, who may take you 
for a real Christian.

But the others, the non-Christians, what of 
those? Their attitude is not so simple, but it is 
not impervious to analysis. In the first place 
there is the unconscious environment pressure. 
Those who have had the name of Jesus held before 
them since their early childhood, and have had 
it associated with all that was good, and the neg
lect of religion held as essential to decent human 
be haviour. Naturaly they show a not astonish
ing inclination to save something from the re
ligious wreck. Habits are stubborn and folk
ways are not easy to ignore. The vicious teaching 
“ Be good and God will love you; disobey and God 
will punish you,” is driven home to the young, and

everyone knows how much resolution is requ1* 
to strike out an entirely new path. The fig” » 
the Churches for the child is literally the figj1 
the Church for existence, even to induce sue 
where faith in doctrines has waned almost to 
point of extinction is something for which a n , 
pressed priesthood will be, in these days, than 
The New Testament says, He who is not Wit 
is against us. The present-day clergy say,  ̂
who is with us, if he will remain silent conceit 
the quality of his belief is yet doing us servic jn 
A very large part of the strength of the Churc i 
these days is derived from this class.

And there is another class—one that flouris 
in the political and social fields. The politic^ 
pleads that he must remain quiet concerning 
non-religious opinions if he is not to sacrifice 
political career. The social reformer thinks tfl 
his cause will benefit if he clothes it in  languag  ̂
and appeals to names with which the pubhc ,e. 
familiar. Both appear to agree that to attack 
ligion direct, not merely in its coarser and nn 
objectionable doctrines, but in a criticism 
familiar names is to pursue a short-sighted P0*1 ̂

We do not agree. The motto here should 
“ Hasten slowly.” During the past century and ‘ 
half students of British history will be able to  ̂
call many reforms that have been ultimately f1'10’ 
trated in their best effects because of the c0 
sssions made to existing institutions, and 
pandering to familiar, but none the less dang® 
ous, terms. When Churchmen, some of them Wi , 
the best intentions, took up with radical reform^ 
and did so in the name of their religion, they " ’el 
a very long way towards frustrating the refold1 
advocated. The reformer must be made of toug 
stuff. He must face isolation; to stand wi 
others when possible, to stand alone when nece 
sary. The early Christian Church won its victoD 
because it moved on the same level of doctrine nn 
«authority as did the religions around them. ™ 
transfer of the less educated and less advance 
of the pagan world to Christianity by the use o 
teaching similar to those the people were asKe 
to forsake, was easy. The influence of the Chur® 
in producing the Dark Ages should serve as a sal" 
tary lesson to those who can absorb it.

Natural or Supernatural?
The choice is really that between naturalism 

supernaturalism. One must hold that morality F 
something due to social growth, or that it is,0, 
supernatural origin. We may hold that morality 
is, as the Christian Church has taught, and st1 
teaches when it can, a gift from God, that m;1̂  
displays a tolerably morality only because he tjc' 
lieves in God and a future life, and because of th 
example and teaching of Jesus Christ. If we be' 
lieve this we shall be very careful lest we dr°l 
such familiar names as Jesus.

But if we believe that morality is absolutely 
dependent of religious beliefs of any kind, that 1 
is a product of associated human life, that 
laws are no more than summaries of the phys'0' 
logy of social life, then we shall do what we can t 
drive supernaturalism from our midst. We sh;* 
recall the fact that there is not a vice that relig'0'1 
has not sanctified, not a virtue that it has not a 
some time or other labeled a virtue. We shall i'e' 
call also that familiar terms bring up familiar n-"' 
sociations, and that this is largely responsible f°’ 
the muddled thought of so many men and worn6’ 
who are in earnest in their expressed desire 10 
create a better social state. To make the fig111"1 
of Jesus the example of a reformer, Jesus the pr°' 
fessed foundation stone of one of the most prihjj' 
tive superstitions that is established in the civn'
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Worl , °rcb is to play into the enemies’ hands. The 
fictir ls n°t confined for moral teachers to the 
anhl°Uf cB&facter of Jesus, a name that is insep- 
sv'sl ?  assoc âteJ with the reign of a religious 
ab]e ,m r®sponsible for some of the most objection- 
se CaTC,. gs and practices the civilized world has 
pr f “  we really believe that morality is the 
Un i U(7  °t social life, and is to be improved by an 
less 1 standing of the laws of social situations, the 
betterG l̂ave Ŵ B suPernat;uralism the

CHAPMAN COHEN

"^e Strange Story of Rasputin’s 
M isrule

the ■ • *—tion " Slnisber series of assassinations, civil commo- 
Cor(j dnB military plots that has stained the re- 
a(ed's. °l Russian history very naturally culmin- 
(ju . 111 the pitiless murder of the Imperial family 

Revolution of 1917. For, so common 
extjG .8ic events in Moscovy, that the wholesale 
Peel a 10n °T the royal house could scarcely be ex- 
l&n(l tr° exclbe the indignation expressed in other 
San s\humanists almost instinctively deplore the 
sncf Ulnary occurrences which accompanied and 
tye) ee(*e(l the Russian upheaval, and would have 
St ,orried a democratic in place of a totalitarian 
Rat/ ?bill, despite these imperfections, no real 
Prev°naliSt Ŵ ° *‘s c°8'nisant °T the conditions that 
Seri<U GC* Rusaia *n Pre-Revolutionary days, can 
c0l, °Usly contemplate any return to the cruel and 

uPt Imperial past.
humiliating disasters of the Russo-Japanese 

with their
drfin ^content so widely spread. Later, the

ar, with their direful sequel, seriously increased%
%

Ihe t u exPeriences of the World-War intensified 
a, tr°ubles of the people. Muddle and misman- 
sCa5ient seemed ubiquitous, while the military 
ti- (‘als were colossal. Indeed, from its incep- 
a to the close of the conflict, chaos was in the

t(indant.
An • , Emperor, Nicholas II. was a mental pigmy. 
lf‘ur < °rn aut°crat, like the old Bourbons, he had 
¡v.|. ab nothing and forgotten nothing despite theenlip.iV A
tn f?ntenmg revelations of the War. From time 

progressive ministers were a , , 
tenure of office was ever precarious owing to 

nre„P0Werful obscurantist influences persistently
<j0n?ent at Court. Still in 1915 the prospects of 
a.s ¿es^c improvement seemed so promising that, 
tin t .^ essor Pares intimates in his “ History of 

’’ : “ It appeared that the long process, 
f, , !Ca since 1861 had led towards a Russian consti-tuti'°n> was about to culminate in its achieve-Pient.

But while the Emperor seemed constrained to
st t° the liberating spirit, his German wife’s 

antagonism to a granted constitution per-
30ty
Aerj

Her Teutonic ancestry did not prevent

Htt,
H'om displaying wholehearted pro-Russian 

Pathies throughout the War, yet she was 
1'kel °PP°secl to a«y  system of Government 

lessen her son’s authority when, as she 
thh-Ctê ’ Be would succeed his father on the
> e . Also, whenever the Emperor yielded tothe „ -

counsel of his more liberal ministers, his con-
indecision of chai'acter made him a pliantf^ital

Th l'Ulrient in The imperious hands of his wife. 
]jp.a,s> what Nicholas conceded to his more en-
b:Keened advisers, he renounced at the Empress’
wfliUg.Th

succession was very uncertain, as the Im- 
couple’s only son Alexis was the victim of a 

disease. To preserve Alexis’ life was his
¡¡erial(bre

mother’s main desire. A morbidly religious 
woman, her spiritual cravings seemed insatiable. 
Professor Pares has travelled widely in Russia, 
and has witnessed many of the more recent events 
he records. He states that: “ The Empress was a 
mystic; she was capable of long religious medita
tion; she found her greatest pleasure in Church; 
having no great intelligence, she easily fell under 
spiritualist influences. The French spiritualist 
Philippe of Lyons . . . was succeeded by Gregory 
Rasputin, a man of the foulest life, who, however, 
was credited by all who met him with powers of 
clairvoyance. His connexion with the Imperial 
couple, who knew hardly anything of what was 
going on outside their narrow circle, was at first 
limited to intervention in dangerous crises in the 
health of the heir to the throne. On two occa
sions during the war when the best doctors des
paired of the child’s life, Rasputin (in one case by 
telegram) risked the prophecy that he would re
cover, and in each case the recovery set in from 
that time.”

However undimmed the integrity of those who 
warned the Empress of her idol’s true character, 
which was notorious in the outside world, she ob
stinately rejected their solicitations. To this in
fatuated woman Rasputin was semi-divine, as well 
as a most devoted adherent of the throne. More
over, she bitterly detested the Duma and that as
sembly’s progressive leader, Guchkov, because 
they had exposed Rasputin’s villainies in pre-war 
days.

Rasputin was in deadly enmity with every 
official who favoured the granting of a Russian 
constitution. He was the self-appointed champion 
of the loyal peasantry and, as such, he was wel
comed at Court. His successful predictions 
strengthened his position, for in 1914 he opposed 
the war and foretold the rout of the Russian army 
if hostilities began. In the eyes of the credulous 
Empress his foresight into coming events vindi
cated his claims to the possession of supernormal 
powers. Again, during the Emperor’s two month’s 
stay at Tsarskoe Selo, his meddlesome spouse suc
ceeded in securing the dismissal of the Grand 
Duke Nicholas from his position as Commander- 
in-Chief, and the utterly incompetent Emperor 
soon assumed this post himself. His shrewdest 
advisers strove to dissuade him from this disas
trous step, but without avail.

With the Emperor at the front, the real ruler- 
ship of Russia devolved on the Empress, who was 
so completely infatuated with the rascally Ras
putin, that she obeyed all his instructions to the 
very letter. The immediate dismissal of every 
minister tainted with a tinge of liberalism was 
decided on. All the efforts of those who realized 
the dangers the autocracy wag incurring were 
nullified by the Court, and Rasputin’s infamous 
rule began.

Naturally, the Church was soon involved in 
scandal. A clerical confederate of Rasputin’s set 
the Canon Law at defiance, and Samarin, the Pro
curator of the Holy Synod banished him to a mon
astery for his pains. But the case was'decided in 
the law-breaker’s favour, and Samarin was con
temptuously dismissed, and the Minister for Agri
culture soon shared his fate. Pares tells us that: 
“ Rasputin had in the spring visited some of the 
Holy Places in Moscow and, while there, had made 
himself notorious by his disreputable behaviour 
in a public place; the police record of the scene 
was sent to General Dzunkovsky, a devoted ser
vant of the sovereign, who held a high place at 
Court, and Dzunkovsky handed it to the Emperor, 
with the result that he was dismissed from all 
court appointments. A similar protest from an-
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other of the oldest friends and servants of the Em
peror, Prince Orlov, had the same result. These 
incidents became well known to the public. In 
nearly all the Empress’ further recommendations 
of candidates for ministries comes the considera
tion : ‘ He venerates our friend ’ [Rasputin] or ‘he 
does not like our friend.’ ”

But even subservient ministers were soon at 
cross purposes with Rasputin and the Minister of 
the Interior, and the Police Director plotted his 
murder, but the plot was discovered and Rasputin 
escaped. The whole amazing episode reads like 
an Eastern romance.

The two sovereigns being reduced to mere pup
pets, Rasputin remained at the helm. He floated 
an immense State loan on his own initiative, and 
issued commands in every administrative depart
ment. Incredible as it seems, Dr. Pares assures us 
that Rasputin even applied his prophecies to the 
movements of the army, and “ demanded that the 
plans of operations and the intended times of their 
execution should be communicated to him in ad
vance, so that he might assist them with his 
prayers.”

Rasputin was the centre of a gang of dishonest 
officials and perverted parasites at home, while 
disaster succeeded disaster at the front. A state 
of complete chaos seemed inevitable, yet the Em
press turned a deaf ear to all the remonstrants, 
including the leading members of the Imperial 
family, who daily dreaded an insurrection. Nor 
was any notice taken of the urgent advice of the 
French and English ambassadors. So a desperate 
remedy became imperative and a member of the 
royal family, Prince Yusupov, and the conserva
tive statesman, Purishkovich, terminated Raspu
tin’s inglorious careen The dictator was enticed 
into Yusupov’s residence and, an attempt to poison 
him having failed, Rasputin was shot dead. Later 
his corpse was recovered from an island on the 
Neva. Even then, the bemused Emperor of all 
the Russias actually deserted his military com
mand and journeyed to Tsarskoe Selo to attend 
Rasputin’s funeral, and then remained in apath
etic seclusion in his palace for several weeks. 
When we consider the scornful disgust of every 
intelligent Russian who witnessed this exhibition 
of fraud and folly, it is no marvel that the Revolu
tion was not long delayed. T p PALMER

(Continued from next column)

leaves two beady eyes watched the scene below, and 
Chak had travelled only a few silent paces when 
Ormn, clutching a long rope-like creeper, swung down 
in a great arc, fastened his terrible grip round Chak, 
and, crushing his ribs until they cracked, carried him 
out over the cliff edge, where the ape released his 
hold, dropping his screaming victim to death in the
pool far below.

Awali embraced his lifelong friend and, with mem
ories of his lost father returning to his mind, com
menced to tear up the boulders that lay around the 
base of the stone idol, while Grum danced unceas
ingly,

Shadows lengthened as Awah and Grum, exerting 
all their strength in one mighty thrust, brought the 
great stone crashing down to split and splinter in the 
red dust. The wind sighed in the trees, but the voice 
of the God had faded for ever.

'file fiery sun sank swiftly behind the gloomy forest 
as Awah and the ape picked their way down from the 
chilly heights towards the river and the shelter of the 
eaves, 'flic night mist rolled along the darkening 
valley. The moon shone clear in a cloudless sky. 
High in the steely blue sparkled and quivered a. soli
tary star. T

I an Y iji.k

Iconoclast
High in the haze the noonday sun blazed pitik^- 
down on the primeval forest, where Awah, the hunter, 
with his constant companion Grum, the giant ape, 1,1 
search for fish had followed the rushing river’s eoii'M 
to the deep pool below the high red rock, where tli 
tribal God, when angered, shrieked and with hf* 
breath blew trees from the earth and babies from t»el
mothers’ arms.

Squatting in the cool shade of forest giants
ate

fes-
liis

tooned with many-coloured creepers, Awah ^  
midday meal, looking sometimes at his catch aiu  ̂
at the long wooden fishing-spear stuck in t ^  
green moss that carpeted the forest floor, while ’ 
swung high in the dense foliage above. The hi 
after drinking from the stream, crouched on l'ls^ol)| 
and let his eyes rest on the great cliff that rose 
the dark silent pool and soared upwards i'lt0  o, 
blinding sun-light. There at the top against ^ 
trees moved Chak, guardian of the tribal God, " 
slew all who ventured to approach the precincts 0 
sacred charge. 1

Atasli, father of Awah, perhaps his old head 
after a long hunt in the heat of the summer sum  ̂
one day wandered from his accustomed hoWe" ‘ 
path, pressing his foot on taboo earth, and "dia r̂l,i 
there beheld 110-one would ever know, for Awah 
dragged his dead body, transfixed by Chak’s *1’*:̂  
from the smooth waters below the gleaming precip 
Awah’s grief had turned to hatred, and now the j 
of Chak made his vow of vengeance transcend 
fear of the God up on the heights. ^

The blistering heat of noon had passed when
and the ape skirted the boulders that lay along tiw
river bank, and climbed, twisting and turning aW®11̂  
tall trees, towards the forbidden ground. Resting 
while now they had reached the higher slope, 
heard the wind murmuring in the leaves and then , 
ear caught the dreaded sound— the voice of the t*1  ̂
God. ft rose and fell, faded, strengthened, and A"1  ̂
had to grip his hunting-spear and wriggle his 
into the earth to keep from dashing headlong a" 
but seeing Grum move unconcernedly forward, c'>" 
swiftly up the trunk of the nearest tree and s" ' j .  
along the branches, the hunter took courage and ,l1 
vanced.

Ten paces from the cliff-edge stood a great red-st°  ̂
column backed by creeper-clad trees, and as A " ‘ 
drew near the voice seemed to break from a 1° 
narrow cleft, shoulder-high in the stone. Unable 
stand for long in the strong wind that pressed hit11 V,1. 
wards the edge of the precipice, Awah moved
behind the stone, where his broad back accideu

1 mshielded the wind from the cleft— and instantly 
voice of the God was silent.

)ic
Id

Awah stood as though petrified. All his life 
seemed to have heard that voice. As a child the 01 
men had told him of it. Sometimes it was a gem 
whisper; other times a deeper note with anger i” 
and when it shrieked, the tribe cowered in the ca''e 
Awah managed at last to step sideways and peer fe;U. 
fully round the stone— the voice returned as loudly ‘ 
before. Jumping l ack in fright behind the stone, 
stumbled and fell against the cleft, and again the 
abruptly halted. Awah for a moment rema,IlC 
motionless, then moved cautiously back and to 
side; the voice slowly returned. Exultation lit 
hunter's face as he realized that he controlled 11 
voice; he, Awah, could master it !

Enthralled by his discovery, Awah had forgotten l'1’ 
main purpose in coming to this long-feared place, 9,1 
as he pondered, Chak stole from the deep unde 
growth beneath the trees, his spear poised ready . 
hurl between Awah’s shoulders. Up in the rustl’’1"

(Continued on preceding column)
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All Hands to the Pumps

iamhf ̂  Ŵ ° are concerned with the fate of Christ- 
at t]7 are bestirring themselves. God, it is felt, 
a badly needs men’s help, and from
tUn , ey ° /  motives they attempt to give it. For- 
hay e y *or the cause of humanity they often 
hel e. n°t the slightest idea how usefully to give a 
prê  .g band to the dying creed. A general ex- 
thev 10n °? usetulness of religion, by which 
Com'Certainly do n°t mean Muhammadanism or 
asgentClan̂ sm or Mormonism, will gain their lip 
in.r , '  Any pious resolution will ensure the rais- 
kipj ,, °th of their hands. Cheap support of that 
toiuht • are wdbnS enough to give, and they 

give more if they knew how to give it.
them6 i'ley (they ask themselves) going to ally 
quimSe Ves wAh those of their friends who hold 
Chr:',Vlgorously that the organized Churches of 
has • (!dorn have gone clean off the rails? Jesus 
Chu "I âc ’̂ *n their view, been betrayed by the 
Ijiyj c \es- The regenerating influence of re- 
"'hich 6̂S’ b̂em> the Sermon of the Mount, 
hrak . fet ecclesiastics have played ducks and 
got pCs w t̂h. But the fat ecclesiastics have still
ohrc °ntrol of the Money Bags, and it is these fat “es who 
Puttin are perhaps the more concerned about
tasis g ̂ Christianity upon a firm, intellectual
it j "this is to be brought about by hammering 
the skulls of children in their early years;
vid;  ate to do the hammering, the State to pro- 
into ,Pe tunds. That is, the State puts its hand 
ren , " e Pockets of you and me who want child- 
out ? be educated, and not maltreated, and take 
the ° 0Ur Pockets that which will help to pay for 
^Preading of a belief in the Apostolic Succes- 

■̂oly Men, Holy Books, and how, after a;ons
onj 1,tTle’ God sent us Only Begotten Son in 
C ft° give us a big chance of Damnation, and 
of n êd the Sacraments to give us a small chance 

escape.
Th

('hr'-.f. *n w^b the Money Bags know what 
it J stlanity is well enough; so well do they know 

Hit they know that no youngster will believe
: b if the belief is not hammered into him early 

°CeSs ]s a reputable one, a holy one.
proc e' Christian Morality teaches us that this 
l l ® 8.8 is a reputable one, a holy one. Christian 
c allty teaches us also that when the process is 
otjj led into effect by other Nations on behalf of 
Ces ;r *)ehefs, it is a vile process, an iniquitous pro- 

Their Graces of Canterbury, York, andn i  vjti. cu .  v r t i H ' C i u i u j ' j  l u i i v ,  < u i u

l es know what constitutes a moral action....................... —  ------------------------------------- —  -------  --------
jw /  are professional Good Men—but not good for 
r  bing. a  Moral Action is one which strengthens 
C(>m ^ .Urcb- 0  yes, the Sermon of the MountChurch.
Chaes- ‘nto it as well
in,
Mi,

________  in a way. It is for the
Urch to say when it comes in, and how it comes
ar|d how much it comes in. It is the Bishops

atl 1 are divinely appointed to feed their flocks, 
W a°cks naturally cannot be fed if there is no 
a, I th behind the Church. So all is for the best 

( the best is for the Bishops.

noth? be Archbishops and the Bishops know there is
«Ip like Magic in order to keep a hold on the 

.^ e  masses. After that, a long way, comes 
Sp’ J^ermon on the Mount. Splendid stuff thisth
fo *on on the Mount! Oh, grand stuff, this talk, 
Pp distance, of it being more difficult for a rich 
et a to get through the eye of a needle than to 
tp the Kingdom of God. Excellent stuff! But 
Q ere 's other excellent stuff. For example: Fear 
h'u1)’ honour the King; wives be obedient to your 
S()sbands. Save your souls and do not let us hear 
b< j^nh of this gross materialistic note as to the 

The body is a vile body; it will become, in 
(! time, fo-od for worms. But the Soul; ah, you

must look after that. If you don’t you are in for 
trouble. We are the men who know all about the 
soul. We are the servers up of Magic Sacra
ments; we give you the Blood and the Body. We 
have the power; we. have the authority. No one 
would believe it to look at us. No-one would be
lieve it if they read up our record. But we will 
change all this, for Christian Morality teaches us 
the way. It tells us to get into the Schools and 
play tricks with unsuspecting youngsters. Then 
we will become Holy Men again.

Dorothy and Willie who are beginning to think, 
and who are told by our Press that Christianity 
is a Good Thing, wonder if they should pin their 
faith, in these hard times, to the Sermon on the 
Mount or to the Historic Church. Perplexed in 
a very short time, they take a bit here and a bit 
there; and fashion a Christian Religion to their 
Heart’s Desire. Sometimes they realize that they 
are treating the Oracles of God with scant respect. 
Sometimes they become suddenly aware that they 
themselves are making a new religion, a thing of 
shreds and patches out of which they hope that 
some good may come at last. Very often they find 
themselves such weird company, people closely in 
touch with Big Business and Shady Practice, Low 
Politics and Artful Diplomacy, all shouting so 
vociferously Christian Morality, that they feel 
quite uncomfortable. But they would feel less 
comfortable if the glass of wine and the generous 
cut off the joint were to become more difficult to 
get. So they succumb. And the process they have 
been subjected to in childhood plays the part it is 
devised to play. Possibly before long they will 
be shouting quite loudly: Great is Diana of the 
Ephesians— with the corpulent and reaping their 
reward. Loyalty it will be called.

Christian Morality was in its swing in my boy
hood. It aligned itself with the cry “ Get On, my 
boy. Honestly, if you can, but get on.” If one 
is told that in the next street is a Christian 
gentleman who does not model his life on that in
junction, what does that prove? What did the 
atheistic cobbler who did his job well and didn’t 
overcharge, who gave every one a square deal and 
every man the benefit of the doubt, what did his 
existence prove to the Christian gentleman in the 
next street? “ Get On, My Boy ” is still as repre
sentative of Christian Morality as it was fifty 
years ago. And to-day Christian Morality is still 
found in high places, fawning and begging' for the 
retention and extension of privilege. Christian 
Morality can still go marching along quite bravely, 
blind to every iniquity as long as its wealth, power 
and privilege remain the same. Christian Moral
ity can still put the telescope to its blind-eye in 
the presence of social injustice. It can still prate 
about the dangers of a gross materialistic outlook 
whilst clutching fearfully its loaves and fishes. 
The desire for power has almost passed me by, but 
if I were to have Power at this moment I would 
it were of the kind to bring down with its appro
priate contempt this cry of Christian Morality. 
There may be a more despicable slogan—but I 
doubt it. T_ H_ ELST0B

Nothing contributes so much to the reputation of a 
Prince, as great enterprises and extraordinary achieve
ments.—Machiavelli.

The man of science raises up a whole bygone world 
from the dead, and discovers for us not only the features 
of the Past, but even the warts upon those features.

Balzac.
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Acid Drops
We do not listen regularly to the B.B.C. 7.50 religious 

horror, so we cannot say with confidence that some of the 
men have not broken the rule by saying something sen
sible. At any rate, when tuning-in the other morning we 
heard the/Voice of a woman—of a sufficiently unpleasant 
timbre—giving us the religious thought for the day. If 
our assumption is correct and the male speakers have 
given offence by letting out something sensible ,we con
gratulate the B.B.C. on having a “ cert”  this time. To call 
the address empty would be inadequate. It was so full 
of solid emptiness that nothing that was something 
could ever hope to penetrate. As a religious address it 
would make Reith shiver, in ecstacy. We do hope that Mr. 
Walter Pitkin, when he publishes the second volume of a 
History of Human Stupidity, will devote a section to the 
7.50 B.B.C. performances. In their way these addresses 
are priceless—as case book material.

Of course there is a possibility of explaining the un
broken sequence of religious absurdity kept before the 
public by the B.B.C., and that is the existence of a “ fifth 
column ” within Broadcasting House. Can it be that after 
Reith was snapped up by politics—God only knows why— 
a number of unscrupulous Atheists have gained control 
of the B.B.C., and have determined to make plain to the 
world what a mass of stupidity and rascality is in the 
modern religious position? One feels certain that this 
theory would cover the facts. But as Atheists we pro
test against this policy. The trouble is that so many take 
these speakers as expressing truth, and will remain wedded 
to their delusions, while others who are struck with the 
foolishness of what is said would in all probability get rid 
of their religion on their own account. In spite of the 
whole bench of bishops and the whole of the House of 
Commons, we still believe that in the long run honesty is 
the better policy.

How the poor soldiers and sailors and airmen are being 
badgered night and day into religion is admitted by one 
of the writers on a Catholic newspaper. He suggested to 
a Royal Naval Reserve officer to take some religious medal 
with him on his hazardous duty. The officer appeared to 
restrain a violent emotion and then said quietly: “ Listen, 
I am carrying 17 prayer cards, and I have been told to say 
each of them three times a day. I have various medals 
(producing a handful). If anyone gives me another prayer 
to say or medal to carry I shall yell.” We think he ought 
to have yelled anyway.

Quite recently the Church Times gently admonished 
some of its correspondents for believing that our victories 
in the war sphere was God’s answer to the Day of National 
Prayer. The Church Times actually says it is “ bordering 
on superstition.” Now we like that “ bordering on super
stition.” It is so Christian, so Britishly Christian. If ex
pecting “ God ” to interfere—not to prevent the war, not 
even from the moment war begins, but only when we, his 
favourite people are in a corner, is not superstition, what 
is? And if to return thanks to God for saving some of his 
favourites—the British and some of their Allies—and then 
allowing other troubles to come to our armed forces, if 
this.is not superstition, what is?

Just look at it! God, says the devout Christian, helped 
us to take a large part of Libya, and also helped the 
Greeks to take a large part of Albania. “ There,” sez he, 
“ that should please him,” and he “ listens-in ” to the 
British songs of praise for his goodness, and power, and 
good taste in helping us. But then he turns round and 
permits, or helps the Germans to regain part of Libya, and 
to restore to Italy a part of Albania. In between he per
mits the German planes to bomb London and to wipe out 
hundreds of places of worship in England devoted to him. 
What can one do with a God who acts in this casual and 
incalculable manner? The good Christian replies that lie 
knows best, we can only ask that His will shall prevail. 
But that is sheer impudence. It is saying to God, “ We 
suggest what you ought to do, but we expect you will do 
as you please anyway.” In that case, why pray?

Now will the Church Times be good enough to answer a 
plain question? Does it really believe, and will it give the 
evidence for its belief that (apart from the influence of

auto-suggestion, indicated by the belief that God will help’
God had anything to do with either our victories or 
defeats ? Christians do not blame God for our defeats

ouf 
but

by thanking him when we have a victory they are. ^ ^  
plication, blaming him for our set-backs. We hke 
play, and we do not think it just to accuse God 0 ^
thing. A God nowadays has enough to do to live, "" 
expecting him to take a hand in a world-war. Let 
fair, even to gods.

The Catholic heads of the Vichy Government seem 40  ̂
in a state of confusion about teaching their reliffi011' ^  
appears now that religion must be taught to children 8 
not in the State schools. It has to be taught by re '^j,er 
and not lay teachers outside the school buildings. In 0 . .
words it looks as if the Government does not want rel'fP  ̂
in the State schools at all, or to pay for it to be
there. This appears to us to be very near Secular ^  
cation as advocated here—only we are opposed to 
pulsory religious eduction at any time. The peopl® " ¡(
want religion taught to their children should pay
outside school hours, and we claim this to be the only 
factory solution of the problem as it would leave to P®r ^  
the responsibility of religious education. It is a P'T j, 
this solution does not appeal—yet—to the present FrC 
Government.

,\lcYA new book has just been published on Pope * .
,.ander VI, one of the wickedest of many similar P°E , 
with the object of doing a little whitewashing- 
author, Orestes Ferrara, curiously enough, is "".gs 
Catholic, we are told, but a Freethinker, and he 
as an ordinary historian. The work comes as great re
to at least one Catholic reviewer, who declares

really no one could be quite as black as AleX"1"^  
VI has been painted.”  We have an idea that eno"s 
will be left of the “  blackness ”  to overcome in that "   ̂
many other historical figures, whose records still si’1 ^ 
even hardened sinners. In any case, that such a 'na" b 
Alexander could have been God’s Viceroy on earth, • 
in direct succession to Peter, ought to be enough to u’-  ̂
even such a criminal lunatic as Hitler gasp. And tm 
are many Popes whose record can never be white-was

tlS'4

Ml!
Mr. Philip Ashton, Secretary of the Manchester *

District Conjf------ l :— 1 “ — J '—r wii
to the Mai

ongregational Board (what a mouthful) 'vfl 
in Chester Guardian that bis society was 1.1111k

tli»"
society

turbed at the information that as a result of the ope 
on Sundays of Cinemas it was found that no fewer 
thirty of the Sunday School scholars on their books 
absent from school. lie  asks therefore “ that nc';’l',g 
national or local should be taken to restrict attendance,j, 
cinemas on .Sundays to adults.”  The impudepce of * ̂  
There is not a complaint that the pictures were indee*-
or in any way unfit for children. There is no 
plaint from the parents. Presumably the parents 
them the entrance -money, or they may have taken 
children with them. The real offence is that they

CO«1'
ira'1’

til"
-tl'e

children and their parents, preferred the cinema to 41 
Sunday School. The taste of the children was excell" ' 
but the trade of the Sunday schools fell off. So ^  
Ashton calls for local, even national, action to Pre' *7̂ 1. 
interference with his business. Oh, the cheek of 
That is the whole objection to Sunday perforina1".1 . 
They interfere with the Churches. And we are fig4'41 
for liberty? But not where religion is concerned.

TO THE MEN OF THE FORCES
A ia men joining any branch of the military, naval orra’f
services, and wlio have no definitely religious belief, ,1‘ „ 
the legal right to register as Atheist, Agnostic, l ‘r. ]t 
thinker, or Rationalist, without giving any explanm1'  ̂
whatsoever. If they are already registered under s°\ ( 
religious heading they have the legal right to apply " j  
a suitable alteration. If difficulties are put in the way j 
their avowal being registered as requested, appeal sh°'’  ̂
be made to the superior officer. The armed forces W>H 
the better for men placing a value upon intellectual 1 
tegrity. be

Should difficulties be experienced, or the right to j 
registered as desired refused, a man joining any branch 
the services is justified in refusing to sign what to 1"  ̂
is a false declaration, and information should be forward" 
to the General Secretary, National Secular Society, 
Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.
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TO C O R R E SP O N D E N T S

W ar Damage Fund.—H. Johnston (Dur- 
J. Carpenter, 5s.; Mrs. Wood, 5s.; W.

Freethinker ’
5S. 6d.

,.Perry, £ 1 .

is ? f nera  ̂ Secretary N.S.S. acknowledges a donation of 
11 ,, horn C.S. as a donation to the Benevolent Fund of
the Society.

''|WiURt°Ni—it: is the usual Christian-bred impudence. Wl>l note it.

the'raH1̂ 1̂ —®ome the hist 'ssue was set UP before
Some'" f b)r tbe time put our machine out of action,
tj , 0 the rest was set up by another firm. The correc- 
tv ls l,ui to e made at another press. Hence the variety of 
ni'iUe 1 ]!ut " le l’aPer was produced, and nothing else

ki! ),llNfir0N-—Thanks for order and b<x>k despatched. Your 
j, ' 'v’shes are heartily reciprocated.
Th RASK—Obliged for cuttings. Next week.

Soc'^fCeS ^le National Secular Society and the Secular 
E c'C  ̂ are M0® at OS Farringdon Street, London,

The 1 elePhone: Central 1367.
H . , reethinker ”  will be forwarded direct from the Pub- 

llnS Office at the following rates (Home and Abroad) :— 
0 , - yaar, 13/.; half year, 7/6 ; three months, 3/9.

0,ers f°r titeraturc should be sent to the Business Manager 
>e Pioneer Press, Oi Farringdon Street, London, E.C.f, 

and not to the Editor.

, What
t h e  d i v i n i t y  o f  a  icin g

M<>\ """■ ' s the divine King to u s?” exclaims the Youth 
ti'ms>lent’ “  ^ a t  have we to do with ancient supersti- 
I)j - ' Gur eyes are on the future. The last vestiges of 

Kingship were wiped out by the Great War.’ ’ 
('i0fe they ? i „  1933 I read of thanks being rendered to 
b'atl 'r '' instrument Adolf Hitler (Just as the Roman 
bini" 10 considers the Pope infallible in all matters con- 
l)e]j 'T  religion and morals, so do we National .Socialists 

with the same inner conviction that for us the 
'i'tc ' * 1S *u aii matters concerning the national and social 
Ail, File people simply infallible. . . . For we love
ti1;it 1 Hitler because we believe deeply and unswervingly 
itl(r .,(Ki has sent him to us to save Germany—H. Goer- 

ln Germany Reborn, I.ondbn, 1934). A second in- 
41)1 U'ent God in the city of the Pope is scarcely pos- 
t]1(,G hut the Fascist State claims infallibility, which is 

"«bstance of this new divine kingship. Austria is far 
„ 3 *  removed from the Holy City to be free from 
\v] r-v- It has recently discarded a democratic Republic

Moscow has
„ . —1 ■->11. the change is not so great as it may seem ;

le philosophers have long reduced God to an Idea and 
Id

^le ’ ’'fallible State, 
la 1 ^  from having done with divine kingship, we seem 
W  \ returning to it in a more virulent form. It is 

" ’ ’css doctrine that God is life, and the King is the

'km'' 'Fight proceeded from the people, in fav 
;il7r.v proceeded from God Almighty. Mos 
f,)r !Shec]-.but
the n P ll.loso* -“ ~ ----------1,------------------ ----- ---------

‘Uea is still there, the final Immutable Truth ex-

rePosOrx
”'Al

etri’.’tory of that life. There are obvious dangers to a
that God is infallibility, and that the chief gun-

1 ’s the mouthpiece of that infallibility.
•W M. IIocakt, Kings and Councillors, ]ip. 99-100.

G r e e c e
1 1 he Isles of Greece, the Isles of Greece,

Where burning Sappho loved and sung,”
When Rome’s aggression broke thy peace, 
i'° arms a warlike people sprung—
' he fasces never shall be set 
Where Socrates and Plato met.
( ’ ld tales of deeds, repeated yet,
■oil of the fields their fathers won.
What son of Hellas can forget 
fhe story of her Marathon ?
And we shall remembered be 
•'lie narrow pass, Thermopylae.
G11 “  Sea-borne Salamis ’ ’ the wave 
breaks, where once rode the Persian Fleet,
And Xenophon’s Ten Thousand gave 
A grandeur even to retreat -  
The “  Glory that was Greece ”  shall be 
flic portent of her victory.

EdO.ar Syers

Sugar Plums

East week’s issue was produced under great difficulties, 
and at the last, due to circumstances over which we had 
no control whatever. The copy’ was set in one place, 
the corrections made in another. Hence the different 
types. The distribution was delayed, in some cases for 
a whole day’ . The last raids left part of the city without 
gas,and much printing machinery was unusable. By’ tbe 
time this issue is in the hands of readers we hope that 
conditions will ag'ain be normal. All these interruptions 
involve a further increase in expenditure, but that, 
thanks to the ready generosity of our friends, gives 11s the 
least concern. But we do have some anxious hours now 
and again as to whether we shall get the paper out to 
time. We need add only that we have taken all reason
able steps to make this likely’ .

Volumes of the Freethinker, for 1940, strongly bound 
in cloth are now ready. We have been running through 
it, trying to preserve as unprejudiced a mind as far as 
is jxissiblle. And we feel prouder of the Freethinker 
than ever. We do not know a periodical in this country 
that retains so high a level, which gives the same ease 
of reading with so much valuable thinking, and is so 
independent in the expression of opinion. Even the 
paragraphs, however lightly written, are usually solid 
in their substance. If anyone will compare the-para
graphs in this journal, week after week, with the alleged 
witty columns in other journals they will see what we 
mean. We may sum up all in saying that the Free
thinker is a paper to keep for reference and for re-read
ing. There are but a limited number of tbe bound 
volumes available. The price is 17s. 6d. plus is. post
age.

Readers will find capital value for their fifteen pence 
in the last addition to the “  Thinkers Library,”  The 
Myth of the Mind, by Frank Kenyon. It is an uncom
promising essay’ in materialism. Even tlie little differ
ences that may arise in a reader’s mind, will be found to 
be more a complaint at the form of expression rather 
than in matter. We are pleased to see a well-sustained 
protest against those who try’ to give a theistie twist to 
the indispensible theory of emergent evolution. We 
should like to see more books from the pen of Mr. Ken
yon.

Another work more ambitious in its scope, which 
contains much good, even excellent, material, hut is 
marred by’ one or two feaures, is Life M agnificent, by 
Henry Atkinson (Watts and Co., 7s. 6d.). In some re
spects Mr. Atkinson gives his readers a serviceable and 
interesting sketch of the scientific conception of man and 
of the evolution of the universe. But it is marred by a 
theory of “  intelligence ” as an independent force dating 
from the earliest condition of things. This we feel would 
,:ave been avoided had the author shown a better 
acquaintance with the functions of the categories in 
science, and also of the scientific and philosophic import
ance of the theory of emergence. The assumption that 
intelligence is a primary quality of existence is meaning
less and useless. Intelligence whenever it occurs is a 
function of an organism, and to treat it as anything else 
is to confuse those who are not sufficiently on their 
guard. If Mr. Atkinson will .examine the situation from 
another angle he will find that the origin of intelligence 
presents exactly the same features, and is of the same 
nature as the origin of anything new in the chemical, 
biological and mental series. There is also a curious 
opposition to “  Determinism,”  shown by the author 
when he is dealing with human nature. The sentence 
“  Determinism has no choice ”  is an indication of this. 
Choice is actually essential to a right conception of 
Determinism. But we fancy’ it is the remnants of the 
author’s theism that is responsible for what we have 
taken exception to. The informed reader will just smile 
and pass on to the more interesting section of Air. Atkin
son’s work.
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Freedom and Power
Whoso upon himselfe will take the skill 
True iustice unto people to divide,
Had need have mightie hands for to fulfil 
That which he doth with righteous doome decide.
And for to maister wrong and puissant pride:
For vaine it is to deeme of things aright,
And makes wron6 doers iustice to deride,
Unlesse it be performed with dreadlesse might:
For powre is the right hand of iustice truely hight.

Spenser “ Faerie Queene.”
“ MAN is born free and everywhere he is in 
chains. Many a one believes himself the master 
of others, and yet he is a greater slave than they. 
How has this change come about? I do not know. 
What can render it legitimate? I believe that I 
can settle this question.” . . .  So Rousseau opens 
his treatise of the “ Contrat Sociale,” and in order 
to answer his question adduces a theory of the 
origin of Government— that of an original com
pact by which man surrendered his natural free
dom and independence for a protective association. 
This somehow has failed to work and must be 
modified under other more or less contradictory 
interpretations which he develops in his argument. 
Ideas that influenced the Jacobins of the Revolu
tion.

The knowledge of his time was largely a blank 
on social origins. Hence the field could be filled 
by fanciful speculation; from which more sober 
thinkers like Locke were not immune. It is only 
in recent years that it has been surveyed and is 
still imperfect. In this light, so far from man 
being “ born free,” etc., from his earliest days,' the 
nature of his needs and surroundings, the perils 
that compassed him about some form of associa
tion with his fellows however limited would be 
imposed by necessity; of which “ the family ” 
might provide a nucleus expanding into the gens 
or tribe. This would carry regulations obligatory 
on all its members, later closely connected with 
tribal beliefs. The line of development of human 
consociation as it expanded into large aggrega
tions under the pressure of arbitrary authority, 
superstition and force, was indicated in a previous 
survey; factors persisting into the modern age.'

Liberty, freedom as a basic principle of order is 
almost unknown until comparatively recent times. 
This is shown indirectly in the “ Oxford Diction
ary,” which devotes several pages to the wide and 
varied meaning attaching to the use of these 
terms. In their political or intellectual sense its 
definitions are largely negative. To take a few 
illustrations, Liberty, the more abstract concept, 
is the condition of being able to act in any way 
desirable without interference or restraint; the 
faculty or power to do as one likes. Freedom is 
its concrete interpretation in modes of action or 
forms of thought, and legality. Free=not in 
bondage to another, enjoying personal rights and 
liberty of action as a member of a society or State, 
enjoying civil and religious liberty, existing under 
a Government which is not arbitrary or despotic, 
and does not encroach upon individual rights; not 
subject to foreign dominion; noble, honourable, 
allowed or permitted to do something, also per
mitted by one’s conscience— feeling it right to do 
something, or think something; the power of self- 
determination attributed to the will, readiness to 
act and easy facility of action . . . boldness and 
vigour of conception and execution.

Most of these phrases suggest relief or emanci
pation from oppressive factors set in old combina
tions. The last cited implies a more positive con
cept— presence of opportunity justly recognized. 
And opportunity is the keynote of Liberty—dy-

1 Freethought and Illusion.

namically interpreted. . . .  A Libertarian aoC' 
trine in theory and practice has emerged into being 
during the last two or three centuries of Westen 
experience, springing from diverse sources, en 
pirical effort, armed struggle, conscious in ê e,e 
tion, little co-ordinated into a component w*1,0 j 
In its completer aspect it enshrines an origi 
Life Conception in direct antithesis to obsc 
antist tenets. Here then we may indicate, as 
personal contribution to its exposition, what tn b 
conception may be taken to include. I

This presents two main aspects; one persona,’ 
the other communial. Individually it implies sei' 
ownership or independence in the expression 0 
personality. As a basis it posits the mens san 
in corpore sano; healthy nurture as the means 
all else, adequate physical and mental preparatm 
for action and the duties of adult life. Pursuit 
whatever interests, tastes, beliefs, accord ^  
one’s idiosyncracy. . . . Self-determination ly 
with community— a measure of control over t 
circumstances of destiny. This involves the f°. 
of polity under which the State, as such, carrl 
on. It consists with active citizenship, resp01 
sible representative institutions, local or nation^ 
normally elected on a popular franchise; much a 
the managing committee of a private associate ̂  
is elected by its members. So come open canvay 
and discussion of policy and acts of administf*, 
tion—the development of agencies fulfilling tm 
purpose. .g

And as the foundation of sound conduct 
Knowledge (=Science), unfettered pursuit °. 
Knowledge, of critical investigation and exp0blj 
tion of cosmic and phenomenal interests aiy  
traditional beliefs herein, is an essential phase 
a Libertarian Culture. Which further impb^ 
complete detachment of the things of spirit’1 
and intellectual life from any official connexi 
with or control by State Government, and V 
modes and associations, religious, philosophy 
educational, aesthetic, literary, scientific throug 
which it functions. That would not exclude, 0 
course, endowment of research or any special 1 g 
terest. Yet this is the sine qua non of fr® 
thought in the free state; a principle which a 
mits of no compromise as a complete repudiate 
of the old regime.3 It equally impugns each co  ̂
temporary barbaric reversion to Authoritai’U1 
countenance of some State-dogma; be it economy 
philosophic, or racial; be it red, black, brown, yl‘ 
low. . . .  It pertains to eternal verity. j.

Beyond institutional considerations, is the Pal_ 
to be played by personal character in the interpjy 
tation of Liberty through conduct harmoni°u‘ 
with its spirit. Qualities of will, probity, courag ' 
resolution, faculty to combine individual initial1' 1 
with co-operation for the commonweal. Togetby 
with the factors indicated above, this must ensU 
in a general liberation of power and suffuse 
energy rising to the maximum of common achiev‘ 
ment and ascendant Life. g

This status is challenged by its enemies 
ending in a diffusion of aims and policy in com 
parison with the disciplined purpose and organs* 
tion of the robot nation under its (self-selected 
leaders. A contention which suggests further a-"

3 The existing Anglican connection is an archaic 
vival from the Reformation. The Nonconformist attiuy 
to the Establishment has weakened with the redress 
their old grievances: and the indifference of the outs' 
public—the majority, to sectarian concerns allows of J  ’ 
continuance, which it takes every care to exploit. * . 
its position is incongruous, in more ways than one, in f ;U 
of the great activity of scientific and humanist interest 
led by numerous associations, which represents the i® 
cultural life of the nation to-day. Candid Churchmen 1 
realize these things would welcome independence.
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onC*tH°nS °Ur doctrine. For “ power ” is the 
’ le ' ‘bng esteemed among unregenerate mankind.

AUSTEN VERNEY
(To be continued)

The Lion and the Unicorn
m re- 

many able
HIE conflicting questions of War Aims have 
Cent months attracted the pens of many 
Writers, and the kind of world which we may hope 
to see when the war is over has been discussed 
almost ad nauseam. It is to be doubted, however, 
whether of all the many books, pamphlets, and 
l'apers on this most urgent topic, there has been 
anything better of its kind than Mr. George Or
e l ’s “ The Lion and the Unicorn ” (Seeker and
Warburg; 2 s.).

Those not already familiar with Mr. Orwell s 
name need only be reminded that he wrote in 

Down and Out in London and Paris,” and ‘ The 
K°ad to Wigan Pier,” two of the finest exposuresof the economic contradictions that seem to be in-
herent m 0ur Christian-capitalist civilization. 
:,°w he has become even more directly politicalthan u as Decome even more directly political 
a bo k ore* the result that he has produced 
but . fascinating to read as a detective story, 
%i an Intrinsic interest such as no work of 

(,n could hope to possess
SSfinn/iA 4-1_1.......essence, the book is an analysis of what is

Retimes loosely called “ the British character” 
her ,?• r w°rds, that mixture of environment and 
cha c which gives us what we recognize as most 
thesacteristie of Britain. Mr. Orwell analyses 
a n cleverly and acutely, proving beyond
Sum laaventure that such matters are not, as is 
t|j nies blithely assumed, the prerogative of 
the uPPer classes,” but the mental property of 
&Jn ê°Ple as a whole. As a result the book be- 
notes ho some extent a plea for Socialism, but it is 
W'elp Party form of Socialism. Indeed, Mr. Or- 
Wh' /  u ^  P°ssiDle, more severe in his criticism of 
Win , conceives to be the mistakes of the Left 
Wj i8' fhan of the Right, as a result anyone who 
Cou, f  h° make the future better than the past 
rp.,i sPend an hour or two in reading it with very 

al Profit.c0nt *'IU1R. In fact, Mr. Orwell, though highly 
h}s n°versial both in his selection of topics and in 
giVp SCUssion of them, has much to say that will 
atld Ik- SUre to political thinkers of all schools— 
Up., not by being all things to all men, in the 
criV°-V?^ manner of politicians, but rather by 

’cizing the weak points of all sides, 
si)., ls_ not easy, in the middle of such nerve- 
nu; teHng events as those through which we are 
tilu Posing, to maintain one’s balance and to con- 
sp e °n one’s way mentally unperturbed. Such 
* *  and friendly critics as Mr. Orwell serve to 
ipe ^  *n the worthy cause of mental enlighten- 
t0 | > and for that reason, if for no other, deserve

e read by all Freethinkers. „ „
0 . 1 1 .

of directed a vigor
c), ayetice, brother 
t h '7 1 dignitary, in need of money 
ljs)|. laffic with indulgence

011s attack upon the Archbishop 
of the Elector of Brandenburg. This 

had again set up 
in the city of Halle, estab- 

reat shrine of relics, and inviting all to visit 
lie* had callectetl a multitude of gloriouslUcs 1 ..... ....  ...........\vVr ' ’ aoout nine thousand in number. Among these

re>nains of saints, a portion of the body of Isaac,
ft0, ; antS of manna, pieces of Moses’ burning bush, jugs 
Clj . ihc marriage at 

made of water
| martyr crown, one of the stones with which

Cana, some of the wine which 
on that occasion, thorns from 
one

 ̂ t-aen was killed, and many other glorious relies. 
s'Uiisf „11 a .:. _t--- -r-.il----------------rotc a treatise en-

sent it to Witten- 
I.uthcr.”

pjs‘"nst all this abomination, Luther w 
'‘iii ' '^Soinst the Idol of Halle, and s 

for publication.— Rein’s

James and his Epistle
(Continued from page 201)

THESE allusions show that the phrase was in use 
among the early Christians; but they may have 
got it from “ Wisdom ” (iv. 2; v. 16) where in the 
last instance it is called “ a beautiful crown from 
the Lord’s hand.” James might have got it inde
pendently from the same source, as his work re
echoes “Wisdom” in other parts, four or five times. 
In this case “ the Lord,” meaning “ the Lord God” 
is, perhaps, the missing word in question.

Everyone of the ancient philosophers who be
lieved in the existence of a Deity would have 
warmly supported James in his defence of the 
divine honour:—

Goodness and being in the Gods are one,
He that makes them evil, makes them none.

Where would be the goodness of a God whom 
we had to beg not to bring us into temptation? 
A most interesting problem here arises. If James 
were a Christian, how did he dare to condemn the 
Paternoster, alleged to be Christ’s own composi
tion, and certainly the oldest piece of ritual used 
by the Church? Was this prayer an invention 
attributed to Christ after his death, and was 
James seeking to attack its authenticity? There 
is no doubt that Christian tradition was a long 
while in getting fixed, and that the Gospels report 
conflicting traditions about what Christ was be
lieved to have done and said. The time and place, 
where and when the Paternoster was first taught, 
the number of its clauses, and even its very word
ing, differ in the two accounts of its institution. 
Revisions of the text have caused the rejection of 
matter formerly considered as part of it. Some 
scholars think that it is compiled from old Jewish 
prayers. If this opinion is correct, and if the 
Paternoster were inexistent at his day, James 
might have found the objectionable clause in one 
of the aforesaid prayers, before ever Jesus was 
credited with it. In this case there is nothing in 
his remarks to disparage Jesus, whilst if he tried 
to prevent the petition from being imputed to him, 
he was actually doing him a great service. On 
either of these suppositions James may quite con
ceivably have been a Christian.

Besides this contradiction between the teaching 
of Jesus and that of James, there is a doctrinal 
difference no less striking between Paul and 
James. Here, the point at issue regards the 
means whereby sinners become justified in the 
sight of God. Paul declares that:—

A man is justified by faith apart from the works of 
the law (Romans iii. 28). To him that worketh not, 
but believeth on him that justifieth the ungodly, his 
faith is reckoned for righteousness. Abraham be
lieved God, and it was reckoned unto him for right
eousness. (Ib. iv. 5 and 3.)

Moreover, in Romans (iv. 12). Paul refers to 
the above faith as, “ that faith of our father Abra
ham,” and later on in the same chapter he affirms 
Abraham to have displayed this faith by crediting 
the promise of God that he should beget a son, 
although he was old and his wife was passed the 
age of child-bearing.

Here the son referred to is Isaac. Also in his 
Galatians Paul mentions Abraham’s justification 
by faith, and adds that “ they which be of faith, 
the same are the sons of Abraham ” (iii. 67). But 
James in his Epistle (ii. 14-26) asks, “ What doth 
it profit, my brethren, if a man say he hath faith, 
but hath not works? can that faith save him?” 
He instances neglect of charity to the poor, and 
then, assuming that the neglecter professes belief 
in God, he replies:—

The devils also believe and shudder. But wilt thou 
know, vain man, that faith apart from works is
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barren? Was not Abraham, our father, justified by 
works, in that he offered up Isaac, his son, upon the I 
altar? Thou seest that faith wrought with his works, 
and by works faith was made perfect. . . .  Ye see 
that by works a man is justified and not only by faith.

The subject treated in the above extracts was of 
the highest importance to Paul, whose cardinal 
doctrine is that Christ through his sacrificial 
death procured complete justification for all those 
who by faith accept this sacrifice. Hence, 
although James never mentions Christ in this con
nexion, yet, nevertheless, his view of the relation 
between faith and works would, if valid, under
mine the distinctive article of Paul’s creed. For, 
if the efficacy of faith has to be assisted by works, 
then, believers in Christ’s atonement on their be
half have to complement it by their own good 
deeds; and most certainly this complemental per
formance would destroy that all-sufficiency of 
Christ perfect accomplishment which Paul so fer
vently believed. Before going further, I should 
note that James includes the harlot Rahab as one 
who, like Abraham, was justified by works; and 
that Hebrews, which if not by Paul comes from a 
member of his party, makes the same inclusion. 
On considering the above extracts, it appears im
possible to admit the mutual independency of the 
two writers. This, however, does not mean that 
the replier, whichever he were, had read the 
other’s written account of his teaching, for he 
might have heard him teach or have got a report 
of his opinions. Taking into account the industry 
of Paul in preaching his doctrine of justification 
and in writing about it, I cannot think that these 
elaborate efforts were occasioned by his perusal 
of the brief and casual exposition of the opposite 
views occurring in the Jacobian Epistle, which, 
on the other hand without naming him, seems to 
be a pointed negation of his judgment upon the 
matter now under discussion.

In his Galatians, Paul gives some reminis
cences which may serve to enlighten this obscure 
subject. Over three years after his conversion, 
he went up to Jerusalem to visit Cephas, [alias 
Peter] with whom he tarried fifteen days, seeing 
no other apostle “save James, the Lord’s brother.” 
The phrase rendered “save ” may also be rendered 
“ but only.” The first rendering includes James 
among the apostles, whilst the second excludes 
him from their number. At the end of fourteen 
years, dated, either from this visit or from his 
conversion, he returned to Jerusalem, where he 
then conferred with James, Cephas, and John, re
puted “ pillars ” of the Church, on matters con
cerning his mission to the Gentiles. The three 
“ pillars ” gave the right hand of fellowship to 
Paul and his companion, Barnabas, and agreed for 
them to deal with the Gentiles, whilst they them
selves kept on dealing with the Jews. Paul and 
Barnabas then retired to Antioch, where Cephas 
subsequently arrived. At first he displayed no re
luctance to eat with the Gentiles; but, later on 
abandoned the practice, being in fear of persons 
who had come from James. This conduct excited 
the anger of Paul, and he rated Peter soundly for 
his dissimulation, saying, among other things to 
the same effect, “ We believed on Christ Jesus that 
we might be justified by faith in Christ, and not 
by works of the law: because by works of the law 
shall no flesh be justified.” (ii. 16). There can
not be any doubt but that when Peter got back to 
Jerusalem he told James what Paul had said to 
him, and what sort of instruction Paul was giving 
to his Gentile converts. The letter here quoted 
was written by Paul to the Galatians several years 
later than the above incident, and his reason for 
composing it was that someone had been among 
them trying to undermine his teaching. Acts

(xxi. 18), declares that when Paul came to Jbnis‘ 
lem for the last time, he called upon James and ^ 
elders who persuaded him to practise a Piece. 
legalistic conformity for the purpose of app®as j 
the scruples of the many Jews who pr°*e® en 
Christianity. As such conduct would have 
utterly at variance with Paul’s character as '  ,e 
as completely destructive of his life’s work, t 
is good reason for rejecting the painful s 
Even in that case its invention supplies fL’r 
evidence of the discord which existed betwe 
Paul and the earlier apostles. This is c .t„j 
traceable in his epistles, and in extracanon 
works of the primitive Church; whilst the * 
peated but unavailing efforts made by the aut _ 
of Acts to disguise it, renders its presence all the
more conspicuous. C. CLAYTON dove

(To be concluded)
P.E.— On page 200, col. 2, line 14, for “assures 

read “ accesses” ; page 201, col. 1, last line but 0 
for “ and on ” read “ whilst on.”

Denunciation
SANDY : “ Your deenoonciation o’ the wark 0 t ^ 
Almightie, in the Auld Beuch, an’ the doctrine 
an Eternal Hell in the New Ane, Donal, way j 
pairfectly true, but ye must admeet that the L° 
God Almightie is obleeged tae dae mony things ^ 
his official capacity that he wad scorn tae dae 
a private indeeveedual.” .

Robertson of Brighton (the Rev. F. W. R°^e.1,e 
son, 1816-1853), a Churchman, was a remarkah 
clergyman, who tried to speak the truth in n 
“ offeeshal capaicity ” ! s

In taste, disposition, culture, manners, he w , 
almost perfect. He radiated sweetness and h£ 

His lectures, addresses, and sermons, all of the
repay reading; Wordsworth and Tennyson, pari'1?, 

with in lectures ; and his sermons show an insig'1*
ularly his analysis of “ In Memoriam,” are deaE
vy i. l/l 1 1 1 1  i c v / l / u i u o  j < m v i  m o  o v / i  m v i i o  o n w * r  i v > > ----

into, and fine defence of Christian truths, that ha. 
rarely been equalled. But he allowed his fit|u 
Christian light to blind him. He failed to fin» j 
material redeemer, and his devotion to trim1 
shortened his life.

The cause of Brighton working men, the}1 
library, and institute, he worked for and made h1* 
own.

One of the many lectures delivered there,, “ a.n 
the question of the introduction of sceptical pub*1' 
cations into the library of the Brighton Workffit 
Men’s Institute,” should prove of some interest t° 
readers. ,

A few quotations taken from this lecture 'vl 
serve to indicate what manner of man he was:’" ' 

Anathemas, whether thundered from church coin'*"' 
from pulpits, or from platforms, are foolish and 1,11 
potent. . . .

Cowards Castle is that pulpit or that platform f r°nl 
which a man, surrounded by his friends, in the ;,1)' 
sence of his opponent, secure of applause and sa1
from a reply, denounces those who differ from hii"’

. All topics are the fit subjects of free inquiO ’ 
but all are not the fit subjects of public discussion-1 ’ 

Infidelity is often only the unmeaning accusati0” 
brought by timid persons, half conscious of the inst9 
bility of their own belief, and furious against eveJ- 
one whose words make them tremble at their own 
security. . . .

in-

When the most spiritual minds of the sixteen1 1 
century protested against Rome, Protestantism vv9' 
called infidelity. Eighteen centuries ago, 
Christians were burned at the stake under the nan1 
of Atheist. Only a few weeks ago, I saw one of u’1 
most precious works of one of the wisest of d*‘ 
Christian philosophers of England— Samuel Tayl°’
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Coleridge—denounced as the most pestilential work of 
°ur day, by one of those miserable publications, mis
called religious newspapers, whose unhallowed work

seems to be on earth to point out to its votaries 
whom they ought to suspect instead of whom they 
ought to love, and to sow the seeds of dissension, 
malice, hatred, and all uncharitableness.

• ■ • that which professes to be infidelity, is disbe- 
lief. not of God, but of the character which men have 
it'ven of God; opposition to the name of Christ, but 
not to the spirit of Christ; hatred rather of the por
trait by which His followers have represented Him. 
I believe we should never forget, that if infidelity be 
r’fe in this country, we who profess to be the servants 
of God have much to answer for. Our bitterness and 
superstition, and rancour, have been the representa
tions of the spirit of Christianity from which men 
have recoiled. Dare we brand infidelity with hard 
names, as if we were guiltless? . . .

• • • In the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries, when 
Christianity itself had become form and magic, the re- 
sult was the polished infidelity of the Papal Court of 
the tenth Leo. When Puritanism of words for a 
f harisaism of ceremonies, regulated the simplicities 
°f human life by a rigorous proscription of all free
hearted mirth, and even restricted the dishes on the 
table to a religious number, the reaction was the light, 
sceptical licentiousness of the reign of Charles II.
t is a fact worthy of deep pondering, to me a singu- 
arly startling one, that at the moment when we the 

Priests of England, were debating as a matter of life 
arid death, the precise amount of miracle said to be 
Performed in a Christian sacrament, and excommuni-

one another with reciprocated charges ofrating
j*eresy, the working men of this country, who are not 
0 he put off with transcendental hypotheses, and 
; Various phraseology, on whom the burdens of this 
(Mstence press as full realities, were actually debating 

their societies . . .  a far more awful question, 
'V elher there be indeed a God or not. It might sug- 
?est 1° one who thinks, a question not altogether calm- 
'Pff in these days, what connection there is between 

ese two things.
istGi able furnish us with any proofs of the ex- 
sim ,Ce ° f God he falls back upon “ the grand, 
that ?< ân^-murks of morality,” and assures us 
stjr 0nly him in whom infinite aspirations 

Can an Infinite One be proved."

stor
r6â °Ps of compassion, tremble on our eyelids,

rj
y

’ and be disagreeable to none, that medical,

as soon as ^as t°ld his pitiful 
tary ’ but> ufter telling working men that their lib- 

, °uld be filled with books meeting the wishesof
th,eolo£t^ir°r1Cal’ an<̂  chemistry students must find 
spp , ‘3poks elsewhere (infidels included!) To 
instify individuals with such books will wreck the 
feri„ V̂ ion. “ For example, take the books re-

IS! ble.ir bounden duty to furnish the works of
°)Ver

mitt0nd0n>” ^  is the bounden duty

it R6*?, to . . .  or, if there be a taste for infidelity, 
T0tq pheir bounder 
low0 t aine; or, if a man descends in taste, to a 
of rr depth still, if he can revel in the “ Mysteries 
h'-u 0ildon.”  it is the bounden duty of the Com-
that°e to furnish books of that character. Admit 
fr-, “ l)rinciple and your society is shattered into 

^ e n ts .”
p 0l'y. God bless him! he had none to tell sir! 

O ®  was denounced by millions of men, but he 
of r°dtably read by a few men that mattered,
°Ver'vhom Robertson was not one. He had laughed

.'1> Channing’s “ Needy Knife Grinder,” that was
b0|pnGy all he knew of Paine. Only that and 

P lag more! He supplies endless proofs. 
C(W^er asi<s members of the Institute, “ how 
n0vve:s it that the language of your publications 

,ls so immeasurably inferior in moral tone?”Tbae objects of the institution, according to one 
• rules, are to provide means for the moral

Of

jj ‘Utellectual improvement of its members. 
tQw,e advised them, therefore, “ to reject perem- 

j y these infidel publications.”
yfill be said that without wide study much

will be lost, that restricted studies tell against in
quiry and education, “ I can only say that it proves 
we want more education. If I want a proof of 
that, I should find it in this—that the working men 
of Brighton have not yet got beyond Tom Paine.”

And his last pronouncement contains absolute 
proof that he never had read Paine. He was too 
much of a man not to have noticed his brother’s 
superiority. In 1850 he delivered this address, 
nearly 100 years ago, and the working men of 
Brighton are still far below Paine’s mental 
stature.

With most of the above he would have agreed 
and probably quoted from his favourite prophet 
— Isaiah— “ we are the clay, and thou our potter; 
and we all are the work of thy hand.” The clay 
feet of our early idols when we first catch sight of 
them, give us aching hearts. Later, we learn that 
idolatry is a heartless thing, even if its im
ages have interesting feet!

GEORGE WALLACE

Correspondence

To the E ditor of the “  F reethinker.”

THE WATCH STORY
Sir,—Some weeks ago you made reference in the Free

thinker to the revival in a Catholic contemporary of the 
hoary old legend that Charles Bradlaugh, at a public 
meeting, had once pulled out his watch and challenged 
GojJ to strike him dead in five minutes.

Shortly afterwards I called attention in your columns 
to the fact that in his book Sawdust Cccsar, George 
Seldes had laid precisely the same charge against 
Mussolini.

A few years ago Messrs. Cassell published a book, 
Great Contemporaries. It is a collection of short bio
graphies by various writers, and amongst them is one 
of Bernard Shaw by James Bridie.

After describing Shaw’s message as essentially a re
ligious one “  for Mr. Shaw is essentially a religious 
man,”  the writer continues, “ If the description seems odd 
to the old lady who recently tore her copy of the Black 
Girl to pieces before her bookseller’s eyes, or the people 
who recall with horror how Mr. Shaw once took out his 
watch on a public platform and challenged the Almighty 
to strike him dead within two minutes, 1 cannot help it.”  
(p. 394.) Bradlaugh, Mussolini, and now Shaw.

Perhaps I should add that both these instances were 
encountered entirely by chance, and not in any attempt 
to discover how the original story arose.

Geo. E. Briddo n

FREETHINKERS AND CHURCH PARADE
Sir ,—I was interested and amused by a recent letter 

from “ ‘S.W.j”  in vour current issue regarding Free- 
thinkers and Church Parade, as I had a similar experi
ence three weeks ago. 1 marched to the church, and on 
arriving at the door, of course, I stepped from the ranks. 
The officer in charge of the parade asked me what I was 
doing, and on my telling him, he sent me to sit in the 
Colonel’s car until they came out. This 1 did, spending 
a very pleasant and instructive hour reading the Free
thinker. 1 sincerely hope that “  S.W.’s ”  and my own 
experience *will encourage the timid ones to stand up 
for their rights. After all, it does not take a terrific 
amount of courage to do it, and it helps the cause so 
much. H.S.

S U N D A Y  L E C T U R E  N O TIC E S, Etc.
LONDON
OUTDOOR

North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hamp
stead) : n.oEMr. I,. Eburv. Parliament Hill Fields, 3.0, 
Mr. L. Eburv.

COUNTRY
OUTDOOR

K ingston Branch N.S.S. (Market Place) : 7.0, Mr. J. W. 
Barker, a lecture.

E dinburgh Branch N.S.S. (Mound) : 7.30, Mr. F. Smithies 
A Lecture.
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BOOKS BY CHAPMAN COHEN

BOOKS WORTH READING I

A GRAMMAR OF FREETHOUGHT. A Statement 
of the Case for Freethought, including a Criticism of 
Fundamental Religion' Doctrines. Cloth Bound, 3s. 6d., 
postage y/2d.

BRADLAUGH AND INGERSOLL. Cloth, as. 6d., 
postage 3d.

DETERMINISM OR FREE-WIDE? An Exposition 
of the Subject in the Light of the Doctrines of Evolu
tion. Second Edition. Half-Cloth, 2s. 6d., postage 2'/¡A. 
ESSAYS IN FREETHINKING. First, Second, Third, 
Fourth and Fifth Series. Five Vols., post free 12s. 6d., 
each volume 2s. 6d., postage 2yi(l.

FOUNDATIONS OF RELIGION. A Lecture delivered 
at Manchester College, Oxford, with Appendix of Illus
trative Material. Paper, gd., postage id.

FOUR LECTURES ON FREETHOUGHT AND 
LIFE. Price, is., postage i'/id.

CHRISTIANITY, SLAVERY AND LABOUR. Fourth 
Edition. Cloth, 2s. 6d., postage 3d.; paper, is. 6d., 
postage 2d.

GOD AND THE UNIVERSE. With a Reply by Prof. 
A. S. Eddington. Cloth, 3s., postage 3d.; paper, 2s., 
postage 2d.

LETTERS TO THE LORD. Cloth, 2s., postage 2d.; 
paper, is., postage 2d.

LETTERS TO A COUNTRY VICAR. Containing 
eight letters in reply to questions from a South Country 
Vicar. Cloth, 2s., postage 2d.; paper, is., postage i^id.

G. W. FOOTE
BIBLE ROMANCES. 2s. 6d., postage 3d.
SHAKESPEARE & OTHER LITERARY ESSAYS. 

Cloth, 3s. 6d., postage 3d.
THE BIBLE HANDBOOK. For Freethinkers and 

Inquiring Christians. (With W. P. Ball). Seventh Edi
tion 23. 6d., postage 2'/id.

THE JEWISH LIFE OF CHRIST. Translated from 
the Hebrew. Preface by G. W. Foote. 6d., postage '/id.

THE PHILOSOPHY OF SECULARISM. 2d., 
postage '/id.

WILL CHRIST SAVE US? 2d., postage '/,d.

G. W. FOOTE and A. D. McLAREN
INFIDEL DEATH-BEDS. Cloth, 2s., postage 3d.

F. A. HORNIBROOK
SOME CHRISTIAN TYPES. 4d., postage id.
WITHOUT RESERVE. 2s. 6d., postage 4}.^

Col. R. G. INGERSOLL
A5GUT THE HOLY BIBLE. 3d., postage it.
MISTAKES OF MOSES. 2d., postage '/d.
ORATION ON THOMAS PAINE. 2d., postage '/a.
ROME OR REASON ? A Reply to Cardinal Manning. 

3d., postage id.
THE CHRISTIAN RELIGION. 2d., postage '/id.
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