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VIEWS AND OPINIONS

Tjie flight of the Church
is i(" C'olden Age of the Medicine Man lias troné. If it
"list ]e ”OUUc* anywhere in a state of virginal purity it
hoi 10 In some unexplored comer of the earth that has
mi, 2ot attracted the commercial instinct of the Christian
a %gﬁgw or Die splrlt&a‘llsed dgpetrt'ellrf the—aFerHeér
em'OrpOrations and companies. Here and there are found
til, 1 °bscure tribes in which the primitive priest rules
tJ1(0,00st>or such examples as the primitive Australians
euri <llu us, among other things, to understand the
thp °Us tagend of Jesus, who came into the world without
Uy M1Cumbrance of an earthly father,- but these survivals
Hlg tw- [I'n all above the very lowest type the power of
<N *s limited by contact with more advanced
€] 10nce, until we meet a stage such as faces us in the
(O] sation of ancient Greece and Borne, where two priests
, hardly meet each other without a grin. The force
to ,'Ud and the impact of knowledge will have its way—
least some extent. The bulk of the higher social
1 Uitelieotunl qualities demand more delicate conditions
0 Is to be found in sheer barbarism. But the decay
li/ e hii'ceco-Rornan civilisation paved the way to a
(Qi,'~cation of primitive religious ideas and enabled
OF J,°n to sum up liis great work, “The Decline and Fall
tj le -Roman Empire,” by saying “ I have described the
MP* of barbarism and religion.” Unfortunately for
j w°rld, the innings of the Christian religion has been
t., n®*hy one. The finer players are gone, but the whole
iii-M %, no* yet' “out.” Its batting grows feebler, and
" *y of those in the “field” seem fearful of making an
asV catch.

A Sad Future

*1'* “Church Times” shows itself in a state of great
‘J'bation with regard to the present state of religion,
f "y tiue religion t means what every professing
r*atian means, My religion. In the first jdaee, it seems

that the plot laid by Christian lenders, in conjunction
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the Board of Education, is not working out as
smoothly as was anticipated. In spite of the encourage-
ment given to tiie plot by the nation-wide insertion of
articles, most of which bear the impression of coming from
the same source, things are not going smoothly. To begin
with, tlie Roman Church, which in this country wields
an influence out of all proportion to its numbers and social
utility, will 'not have anything to do with the State
management of schools, save in the supply of funds, and
a very moderate measure of improving their material
outfit. It insists on appointing its own teachers, who
shall all lie approved Catholics, and that the schools so
endowed shall be saturated with a “ Catholic atmosphere.”

The Established Churc'h also declines to give up all its
schools, hut is willing to surrender those that arc in a state
of general dilapidation and are very ineffective. Against
this is the growth of public feeling that ‘from the
elementary schools to the universities admission should be
open to all, and- that the sole key to entrance shall he
the ability of the pupil. That would at once put an end
to the monopoly of higher public schools by those who
have the good fortune largely to dominate the government
of the country. That at present rests largely upon
influence and affluence. The war has, in fact, led to a
much, needed critical review of the whole of our educational
system, and if that review is as it should be, we might
well count that the war will' have at least placed something
on the credit side of the social ledger.

The particular instance of the uneasiness shown by the
“ Church Times” is a review, in its own columns, of two
autobiographies written by members of the University of
Oxford. It is noted that in these books there is evidence
that religion—that- is the Christian religion—is losing its
hold on Oxford. *“Religion,” says the “ Church Times,”
“is getting completely separated from her sister sciences,”
and “ the younger representatives have somehow failed to
make religion respectable to their contemporaries i'n other
fields.” We believe that this is not true of Oxford only,
it applies to nearly all our higher schools and universities.
How could it he otherwise? How can workers in the
scientific and sociological fields treat religion with respect
if “respect” mean's teaching students that the religious
doctrines of the Churches are either essential to a complete
life or that they contain any truth that has not its roots
in sociological, physical or psychological science? Teachers
and professors may not go out of their way to expose the
now known origin and nature of religion, they may even
treat religion with silence, but the silence is in itself a
condemnation, for religion, if it is to live in a civilised
society, needs the trumpet to be loudly and frequently
sounded. The time has gone by when the sciences have
to ask for the patronage and sanction of the Church. It-
is now the turn of the Church to attempt the proof that-
religion is in agreement with science. The idea of tho
ordinary student of theology in one of our universities

with
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making religion “respectable” to a student of science is
simply grotesque. The most the Churches .can get is
silence.

Both Mr. Woodward and Mr. Rowse, the two writers
named, have been at All Souls, Oxford, for over twenty

years. With both, their religion—judging from the review
—has grown very thin. But both of these * twilight”
cases illustrate the timidity of many who, having lost

all real belief in Christianity, either remain silent or, one
suspects, as an apology for not coming plainly and boldly
as non-believers, pay lip homage to the religion they have
discarded. For "example, Mr. Rowse says that lie was
“as a boy” deeply affected on the emotional and aesthetic
sub' of his nature by the Anglical ritual. He even had an
ambition to become Archbishop of Canterbury. But, he
says, “the Church of England is the Church | don’t go
to.” The reviewer says he is “emotionally an Anglo-
Catholic.” But what on earth is this? If Christianity,
whether High Church or Low Church, means anything at
all to anyone, it should—one might almost say it must he—
an intellectual conviction of at least the probable truth
of Christian doctrines. But how does one become
emotionally a Christian, whether the brand be Anglo-
Catholic or any other? Christianity consists in a belief
that a miraculous sort of an individual who came to earth
for a particular purpose,’ remained on earth to assure
himself that this purpose would be served, and then
departed for heaven, via a crucifixion and a resurrection
from the grave. He also left behind him &n endorsement
of a number of ethical and semi-ethical maxims, which
he expected his followers would preach or practice. Now,
these essential things must either he believed or not. Bui,
you cannot accept them on a basis of emotion only, even
admitting that some degree of emotion may be found in the
acceptance of every intellectual proposition. The real
reading of this situation is a rejection of Christianity as
intellectually unacceptable, and g dislike to say so because
of the emotional drag of early associations.

The quotation from these semi-autobiographies lead us
to a similar conclusion, but it is put in another way.
Mr. Woodward is quoted as saying “ So far as most men
of my generation are concerned, Christian theology is .a
hindrance to understanding.” That, so far, is quite clear,
and we think it is really true of the majority of those who
hold positions in our Universities. We have here a case
where one should plainly and openly announce himself as
being a non-Christia'’n. Mr. Woodward did, once upon a
time, cherish an ambition for entering the ministry. He.
spent a year at l'usey House and boarded in Paris with a
number of priests. But both experiences led to nothing
more than a giving up of all desire to preach Christianity
and to conclude that it was a hindrance to understanding.
Ho actually goes so far as to say in another quotation by his
reviewer that when he attends -commemoration ceremonies
in his college chapel he feels about them as he felt when in
a Moslem country he listened to a circle of devout men
reciting from the Koran. He gave up all desire« for the
priesthood, lie found Christianity a “ hindrance to under-
standing,” when the business of his life was to study and
teach history. Why not call himself an unbeliever with
regard to Christianity? It looks impossible to marry the
attitude to the confession.

Perhaps the answer is found
sentimentalism.

in a pure unreasoning
For he says; “1 do not know any
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tau mnny on earth more profound, more humble and 11101
magnificent than the Christian Mass.” This is eaSl"
understandable, but it is no justification for attach!®
intrinsic value to emotions that’ might be as easily misd
by a N\ agnerian opera in which the old German gods figure
One may find pleasure in music whether one has cultixne
taste and understanding for it or not, but it is a po°rg ¢
for not openly rejecting a religion that uses mu
entice people into accepting what one believes to " ju
falsity. After all, there are Atheists who stand big
the musical world both as writers and critics, And
sensitive mind there must be something that is 01Iie
repellent.side when one realises that the performance "™
witnessing is used as a means of “ hindering understan  »

If may also be noted that music performed m

that Mr. Woodward admires may have an effect,

in kind," without reference to Church teaching- e
Mr. Woodward finds impressive in a Christian perf°"u’ Of
may he produced by a plain appeal to the simp 1 d)l
human feelings. Albert Chevalier, with his “ Knock*1

hi the Old Kent Road” and “My Old Dutch, don>~*
produced a powerful effect on his unsophisticated listen
After all, music and pageantry that docs not tone'
feelings of listeners is of no use to anyone. Given
change of audience, Chevalier would have knocker
Archbishop of Canterbury out of the rijig.

Music and Religion

By way of a footnote, it may be noted that the ass°cia
turn of music with religious rites and ceremonies is a
ancient practice. It originates as a species of magic, a
it may be vocal or instrumental. 'To get rain, there IS
rain dance, in which the imitative sound of water tan '
is prominent. As a preparation for war a dance pictm'l}’
the attack on an enemy and his destruction is the 1t
feature. Of course, the performance becomes "u’|
elaborate as.the tribal culture becomes more develop*
but there is an unbroken continuity from the savage
to the High Mass in a Roman Catholic cathedral,
ancient Egypt, in early Greece, in primitive India, an'0'l
the Jews, so soon as they appear in history, we have *
same feature. David dances naked before the altar.

Jews used trumpets largely in their earlier religious forlliBj
Polynesians depend mainly on drums, which are belie’

to have a soul. The African negro conies to America—"1
by choice —and brings his religious music with him. CRI"1
tribes use music as a form of exorcism that wards off diseas m
The bushmen wuse musical instruments for the sai™
magical purpose. Whichever way we turn we find nil
same features marking the magical use of dancing 11
singing as part of primitive religious services. The doctrine*
and practices of the Christian Churches lead us straint®
back to the quality and nature of their doctrines an
practices, if we will read the lesson.

Finally, there is no such thing as religious music. Thel*
is only music that is used in religious services. The P%l!|
so often heard, “ |1 go to Church because | enjoy the musicll
service,” is only another way of saying “ | do not belie™,
in religion, but 1 go because | do not wish to be found out-
Religion begins honestly enough, but always ends 11
humbug and untruthfulness.

CHAPMAN COHEN..
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ROME IN ITS DAYS OF DECLINE
juterr UUSAS ~le downfall of pagan civilisation and the long

\aiio ly iWJ unrelieved darkness that ensued, have been
t0Oth* © In” ri>oted. Dr. Toynbee traces the eclipse of Greece
of jjer ~°P°nnesian conflict and the inception of the overthrow
Carlh WVOJnan supplanter as a consequence of the struggle with
baik ¢ *"*'d¥n regarded Rome's downfall as the triumph of
with t]Sni ail<” religi°n, and dates the beginning of the decline
the s. H discreditable reign of Commodus, the unworthy son ol
Mr jjIn*ed. Emperor, Marcus Aurelius. On the other hand,
Ifa ' * «E- Parker, in his recent scholarly “ History of the
Gosi®* World from A.D. 138 to 337 ” (Methuen, 1935; 15s.),
lat< ~lat the decline had seriously set in during the princi-
int( © ‘ Circus himself. “ The peace that had prevailed with few
»IX( ;uid.°ns under the equitable rule of Antoninus [Aurelius’s
Tin. *SSOr™ was succeeded by a period of incessant warfare.
yearsTh' 6rn “yon”er was overrun, and for the first time in 300
Tile 1 %6 SanctitT °f Italian soil was violated by German invaders.
IMa <M0,Is returning from the Parthian War brought with them
p, “e>that spread over the Western Empire and decimated its
incut a0l and when on the death of the Emperor the govern-
"as '.<dss°d into the hands of his profligate son . the way
~ Paved for the advance of military despotism.”
= 'Stessively, the frontiers of the Empire became less and less
SIStent  t5 parbarian encroachment, while its rulers grew
[Feﬂ]eaSI dependent on the good graces of the legions who
m . at}d unmado them. For the army, when wearied of its
Sov commanders, usually put them'to death. Apart from
n W and Diocletian and his successor Constantine, few
g ®1Js °f this period died in their beds. The chronic civil
a, le and the warfare waged both East and West against their
of £ *» s sadly reduced the Roman population, while myriads
oytonic barbarians were admitted within the Empire either
j Sp%t)rs or mercenary troops until, in A.D. 410, the Roman
WI.’IéQlS Were withdrawn from Britain, when the Goths were
.~ S'ng the gates of the Eternal City, the erstwhile majestic
Mizess of the world.
r aer the sovereignty of Septimius Severn's firm rulership was
led, but with the end of the dynasty he established,
.-eded fifty years of military anarchy, and with the appear-
N .of-the plague, barbarian invasion and famine, the Imperial
linees were plundered and reduced to beggary.
’\I)Jang the period of the Severi, the Principate of the great
"b'ustus and his successors was superseded by military despotism,
le the social transformation commencing in the Ago of the
1," °nines had been widely extended. The blended spirit of
al°'nari Hellenism became impregnated with Oriental culture,
! the development of a cosmopolitan outlook tended to under-
i 16 the former patriotism of the people. There was a revived
crest in art, letters and religion, and the spread of various
II'""tern cults, Christianity among them, bore witness to the
Jl'dity of the time. Crowds of gods and goddesses were adored
the motley multitude. In Rome, the older and long-revered
‘dies were greatly eclipsed by the Egyptian Isis and Serapis
Op> above all, by the solar divinity Mithras, whose pre-eminence
‘"ame very conspicuous.
. «Jleanwhile, the Christian sects increased in number and
uence. Sporadic persecution on a minor scale occurred, and
this was occasioned by the obstinacy of the more fanatical
O refused to comply with the mild requirements of the State.
ﬁpparently, a far greater menace to Church authority than the
"utility of the, pagan authorities was the presence of several
ctetical sects within her own communion. “ The most important
°f these heresies;” observes our historian, “ were Montanism and
oiiarphianism. The former, beginning in Phrygian Mysia as a
Ofj of ecstatic and prophetic revivalism with a belief in the
"hininonce of the jjjSecond Advent, developed in Africa into a rigid
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asceticism under the great apologist Tertullian who, despite his
vigorous denunciation of heresies, was converted to its cause about
A.D. 205."

A born ruler and organiser, though perhaps less efficient as i
military leader, Diocletian, an Illyrian soldier, proved an exceed-
ingly able administrator. Although under his direction the
Roman rule became absolute in character, this despotic sway was
practically indispensable for the restoration of comparative
tranquillity in the distracted State. No unscrupulous adventurer,
merely bent on self-aggrandisement, Diocletian honestly endea-
voured to restore order out of chaos after lie had degraded the
military usurpers who challenged his authority. But the Emperor
soon realised that the vast and varied Roman domains needed
subordinate governors, and Caesars were appointed as his
colleagues.

Among these was Constantins, the father “ of a five-year-old
son, the future Emperor Constantino, by a concubine, Helena.”
Diocletian’s jilan of appointing Imperial rulers to the provinces
was fully justified by the events of the ensuing years, as these
commanders were constantly engaged either in re-establishing the
integrity of the Empire, or in defending its frontiers from bar-
barian aggression, while internal troubles also were not unknown.
Despite these domestic difficulties, however, Diocletian’s twenty
years' reign was comparatively peaceful, and when he abdicated
at Nicomedia in the presence of the legions in A.D. 305, another
distribution of the Provinces of the Roman State succeeded.

Diocletian’s leading colleague, Maximian, retired with the
Emperor, but his bold, ambitious son Maxentius was greatly
affronted by the elevation of Constantius’s ‘‘ bastard offspring”
Constantine to the rank of Augustus by the Roman legions in
Britain on the announcement of his father, Constantius’s, deatli
at York in A.D. 306. Maxentius ruled in Africa and Italy, so
the diplomatic Constantine acknowledged his status as Augustus
'‘and minted coins on which Muxentius was depicted as sovereign.
Another military ruler, Galerius, invaded Ttaly, hut the City of
Rome was barred against him and he was driven to retreat. For
some unknown reason, however, Maxentius refrained from pursuit
of his baffled enemy. Constantine was urged by bis advisers to
invade Italy across the Alps, to shatter GnlcVius's disappointed
army and then overthrow Maxentius. But Constantine decided
to wait, and such was the widespread anarchy that prevailed
that Diocletian was eagerly but unavailingly implored to resume

authority. The contending generals plotted and counter-plotted
for supremacy, but the astute Constantine gained the greater
headway. He added Spain to his sphere of administration and

later determined to advance on lItaly,

Galerius died in 311 and the number of Augusti who aspired
to govern the State was reduced to four, but no permanent agree-
ment concerning their respective claims was possible as this was
precluded by their mutual animosity and mistrust. In A.D. 312,
Constantine marched from Gaul to Italy. Turin was taken and
Milan and other cities surrendered without resistance. Verona
capitulated, Modena was soon captured arid the way to Romo was
now open to the invader. Fantastic tales have survived concern-
ing Constantine’s easy conquest of the Eternal City with forces
immensely inferior In those of .Maxentius. But the latter made
tlie fatal blunder of leavjng the strongly fortified and amply
provisioned capital to defeat his assailants in the open field.
Parker dismisses the story of the deceptive prophecy in the
Sibylline Books as the cause of Maxentius’s folly’, and notes that:
“ It was a mistrust of the temper of the populace that impelled
Maxentius to leave Rome.” Flis victory assured, Constantine
entered Rome in triumph. The head of the dead Maxentius was
exhibited and his memory anathematised. As our historian
relates: “ Christianity had won its first official victory, and a
statue of Constantine was erected in Rome with the cross in his
right hand as the symbol of bis triumph.”

(Continued on page 231)
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IN DEFENCE OF H. G. WELLS
Wells V. Graham and Others

MAY It Flease Your Lordships, the Fooplc of England:—In
this case 1 appear for the defence of H. 0. Wells, an author ot
genius, who has committed the unpardonable crime of daring
to write what he honestly thinks in England in war time.

The prosecutor is one Captain Alan Graham, an obscure
politician and the Member of Parliament for the unfortunate
Wirral Division of Cheshire, and he complains that Mr. Wells
lias written an article in the “ World Review ” ridiculing a
French citizen, General Charles De Gaulle.

Now Frenchmen aro proverbially sensitive to ridicule. Still
more are French generals! Especially to-day, which is not,
exactly the age of Napoleon and his Marshals ! Perhaps French
generals must not be laughed at in England because French
generalship has been no laughing matter in France.

People of England : you need not read the article by Mil Wells
before deciding the issue raised by the gallant English captain
and honourable politician. You aro able to understand the plain
issue in this case without reading the article. For the issue is
freedom—the right of Mr. Wells to say what he damn well
pleases by voire or pen concerning Anybody (subject to Law Court
proceedings restraining libel, or slander, or other public oi
private delicts) without any interference by any politician,
whether he be Alan Graham, Brendan Bracken, Herbert
Morrison—or eyjn that world-bestriding Colossus, the great
Winston Churchill himself, who would agree with me.

True, Mr. Wells is that distrusted creature, an original genius.
Also ho is an author. Also ho is a sincere and powerful critic
of the World-As-It-Is and Things-As-They-Are. Also ho seems
to have little (if any) respect for your God, or your King, or
your Government, or your Parliament, or your Financial,
Commercial or other established institutions. To some or all oi
these abominable crimes, black and disgraceful as they aro, he
might have to plead guilty if he were charged with them.

To an even worse crime—that of not always writing as well as
ho can, and even to being slipshod and superficial in his work
sometimes—Mr. Wells may also have to plead guilty.

But here he is not charged with any of these high crimes and
misdemeanours. He is charged with daring to write freely about
a Personage. Other Personages are naturally indignant.
Brendan Bracken has a *“ Chief Press Censor” to look into
such matters. Regarding Mr. Wells, Herbert Morrison tells
you, the once-free People of England, that “ careful watch
will be kept,” for he is “ anxious” (what fiction!) about the
“ prejudice” created by such *“ irresponsible attacks.” Watch
the carefully-watching Morrison, people of England. You need
to. Especially you of his own party, unless you have forgotten
how Ramsay MacDonald sold you! Watch that he does not
steal your birthright of free speech and free writing, and that
he does not put you in prison without trial—and end as an

Any-Old-Party Prime Minister helping (lie nationtowards World
War No. 3.

Freedom of written speech is as important as freedom of spoken
speech. Little of either is left in England to-day. The “ Daily
Worker”—once suppressed by this same Herbert Morrison, mid
let that never bo forgotten by those who have a use (or no use)
for that journal, for it was an offence not only against the Left
but against us all--has dared to criticise some Poles. Other
journals whoso Polish names | don't know (and they don't
matter) have dared to criticise some Russians. Such wicked
conduct “ by small obscure papers” does “ infinite harm,” says
the great Brendan Bracken. How a small obscure paper can
do infinite harm | do not know; hut | imagine it must be on
the same priitcipio that a newly-born babe will shoot you dead
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il it is handed a revolver immediately it is born. And Ib

Ainfinite '’ harm is done to what? To the war effort, people O
England, and to the unity of the United Nations! Yes, indie'

Believe it or not. Brendan Bracken has said it. Di that Temple
of Wisdom, the Houso of Commons.

Be careful, people of England. Call English Tom, Dick °r
Harry, a donkey—and you may! But call Sikorski the P°le-
°r Stalin the Russian, or De Gaulle the Frenchman, a donkey"
and the war will be lost! You must laud and magnify thcS®
war-time gods, even though they are foreigners. Careless
costs—Allies! One smile at him, and Sikorski will quit-
satire on Stalin and that sensitive plant, the Russian Army,
wither. One unkind word about De Gaulle—and he'll even g°
so far as to speak to Giraud and take to drinking Vichy water. =<'
Hush,' please!

wil'

But the right of Il. G. Wells to write as he pleases of Celiel
Do Gaulle, or anyone else, is the right of every Englishman ">
Ibe street or the public house to say what he pleases abo'~
Graham or Bracken or Morrison or Churchill or “ The Times
oi the Daily Mail” or the “ Daily Worker” or anybody (O
our sacrel Govermmmantt!) or anything. The right of Il. G. ‘Wei *
is your right and my right. |t is @ fundamental and inalienab '
human right. It was a right of your fathers ; it is the rigbl
your children. Let no scurvy politician filch it on any preten”
such as “ The War.” (The priests used to try in the naiu®
religion.)

You can well understand the desire to muzzle H. G. ~
His voico counts. He speaks with the tongue of men 111
angels. Ho dares to want a World State. He dares to the
the abolition of war. lie does not believe that we have '
Best Possible World, the Best Possible War, the Best r"ss|_.b'_O
Government, the Best Possible Society, the Best P°ssl'b'o
Religion. And his free-thinking voice on such subjects prove
the multitude to think. And if people begin to think, what n®
not happen to the World, the War, the Government, and 1
rest? Do you wonder that they—the politicians whose wor
whose war, whose Government, it is—hate and fear such a vo)(L
as that of H. G. Weils? His voice is not “ official.”

Though | appear here for the defence, people of England) »
is a piece of superogatory impertinence for me, or anyone, *
defend Mr. Wells. Your own instincts, your own knowledgO
his character and achievements defend him. By his book 1
pamphlets and articles over a lifetime of literary activity he 'I8
provoked your thought, stimulated your imaginations, enti*
tained your leisure, made his potent, novel and progressive id@&
part of your lives and part of the thought of the English-speaki” -
world. He has made you better and-happier while the politic"8”
have made you wickeder and more wretched. Compare the livb'b
words of Wells to the arid, sawdust, political commonplaces 0
our venial Members of Parliament!

I ask with confidence for a verdict for Mr. H. G. Wells.
when that verdict is given let Graham, Bracken and Morris0”
face a Bill of indictment for their black and treasonable c°n
spiracy against one of the fundamental Liberties of Humanity-

C. G. L. DU CANN-

EXAMPLE

Time, which cures and effaces all ills, will shortly no doubt
restore to the Prussian States their abundance, their prosperity
and their first splendour; tlio other powers will bo similarly
restored; then other men of ambition will incite to frosli wars
mid cause fresh disasters; for that is the peculiar nature of tI>°
human mind, that examples correct nobody; tho follies of th®@r
fathers aro lost to their children; overy generation must comm>*
its own.— Fitupr-w.CK tuf, Gkbat.
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COPERNICUS, 14711-1543

Hq (Concluded from page 215.)

fact 11Cnbe lhis theory “s ingfnious is not enough : it was, in
more tI' 1Xamf)'e intellectual audacity. Copernicus had to do
iniaei  f-U ~ilw inferences from observations: he had to let his
8est " 101 7urdie forward over weighty obstacles and across
ti°n j®@aPs °f knowledge. There was so little up-to-date informa-
of e p hand. He had to rely on Aristarchus’'s measurement
twent' ' Is"ancG of the sun—which happened to be about one-
Jista * tbe tlUG distance. He knew no more about the
him t °f tJle stars than did Ptolemy, 45 generations behind
Itn ' 10 telescope was undreamt of. No man in all Europe
oQui(i f¢ en t40 s*ze °f the earth, and any competent astronomer
injnut Preduce half a dozen objections to the theory in as many

"hv *e eai'd' rotates daily and revolves round the sun, then

the Pole Star stay fixed, winter and summer? Why
Ve,,”. moving earth leave the clouds behind? Why do
;Ulj s and Mercury not show phases like the moon? To those

atisw er questions Copernicus could do no more than guess at
regoj i and declare his belief that future investigations would
that'l, 10discrepancies. It is a measure of the man’s greatness
Hhe eeca<es later, Tycho Brahe, with an abundance of new
and 'j'd af his disposal, worked out a plausible geocentric system
60 v 'Clared strongly against Copernican heliocentricity; and
to c]°drs an€r Copernicus’s death, Galileo was at first reluctant

1) "amPi°n the system for fear of ridicule.

v, st his confidence, Copernicus would not publish. The
°Dn  Interests in Ptolemaic cosmology would not be lightly
'vas <« They were two: the Church and the astrologers. It
H K niorning of the age of Nostradamus, and they were by
;uv'l US independent of each other, the Vatican, for instance,
Coure a,l ollicial soothsayer on its pay-roll. The Church, of
(ic. ~was the more powerful. It had been built up on the
‘ftful supposition that natural knowledge was incapable of
1Ir advancement. Fortunately, it so happened that early
n °f Copernicanism disseminated at a time when the Papacy
(Gthe "PAdly-minded and sybaritic on the one hand, while on the
;L .T d already had an overloaded plate of heresy, the aftermath
in which year a young priest had unhallowed the
faeW'den by nailing rebellious theses on a church door in
dtemburg. (Incidentally, Copernicus had no antagonist more

;antont than Martin Luther.)

m ho reigning Pope himself read Copernicus’'s abridge! con-
[i*>°ns and was short-sighted enough to accept them as forming
interesting hypothesis, useful possibly as an aid to astro-
Jnical calculations, but not germane to physical reality,
i Pntnicus realised the theological implications better: he lay

'V When invited by the Lateran Council to assist in a

Posed revision of the calendar, he declined, archly pleading
m It the motions of the sun and the moon were as yet too

Perfectly known. Ilis famous book might never have been

ldished but for the efforts of an enthusiastic young professor

I'nd Rheticus.

*ith admirable subtlety, and perhaps a tinge of iron}, “ He
j~'olutionibus  Orbium Coelestium ” was dedicated to His
~"hiiess Paul Il1l.—the Pope under whose auspices the Index
s later established. The book made no immediate stir in the
j Uich or among astronomers. Giordano Bruno, some 40 years
r?2°r Was the first man to become consequentially interested.

e story of his somewhat fiery advocacy of a super-Copernican
ne®*y “ that there is no body that can be said to be in the
itre ' ('le W"kl< or at the frontier thereof, or between two of
i s frontiers,” and how he finally when to the stake for his
Ptnibng, occupies an important niche in the history of intellec-
lj*al “mancipation. But it was not until the affaire Galileo that
1 definitely laid it down that the Copernican system was
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“ absurd and both philosophically and theologically false,” a
dictum that was not rescinded for two centuries.

The churchmen can hardly be censured for declaring against
the motion of the earth ; in so doing they were at one with the
majority of pundits from Francis Bacon downwards. But they
were wrong to persecute; and their successors cumulatively
discredited the Catholic cause by holding out against overwhelm-
ing scientific testimony. The inevitable surrender was made in
1822. In the meantime, Kepler had refined Copernicus’s circular
orbits to ellipses, Cassini and others had pushed the sun back
to something like its proper distance, Newton had girt the whole
structure with his theory of gravitation, and the French and
German astronomers of the 18th century had smoothed off all the
outstanding raw edges. Still, it is unnecessary to dwell on the
conduct of the Church to this particular branch of science out
of so many towards which it has been, like that of Lear’'s Old
Person of Chile, both painful and silly.

To-day, in the era of photographic, spectroscopic and
Einsteinian astronomy, we are very knowledgeable about flic
universe and the solar system. The cosmology of 1943 can easily
out-Bruno Bruno in its immensity, its scorn of frontiers and in
the number of its constituent worlds. Its complexity and
abstractness would have appalled Copernicus could he have had
an inkling of them. Yet he, an unassuming citizen of pre-
telescopic Europe, made one of the greatest and certainly the
most fundamental of all abstractions when he boldly unanchored
the earth and sent it rolling round the sun.

N. T., GRIDGEMAN.

ACID DROPS

THINGS are really moving in the Scottish Christian world. In
spite of all that John Knox had to say of the innate wickedness
of women, and particularly that they must not in any circum-
stances bo permitted to hold power over the men, the Church
of Scotland is on the point of deciding that women may hold
the rank of Elders. More startling still, a commission is to
decide sortie time in the near future whether women may not
he admitted to the ministry.

Christians do move, and when they are bitten with a mania
for reform nothing can hold them hack. It is quite true that
it took the semi-world war of 1911 to secure women tho vote in
this country, and it is also true that Christians are driven to
confess that women are very useful in the present war—even to
the extent of handling guns, it is truo also that Jesus never
selected a single woman as one of his official disciples, and
Paul thought it would ho a good thing if men never married.
True, also it is that the greatest Christian Church in the world
ranks celibacy as higher than marriage, true also that Jesus
said that in heaven there is neither marriage nor giving in
marriage. But it may be that if there had been a war on at
tho time lie lived he might have altered his gospel a little to
add women among his immediate, entourage.

After tho downfall of Tunisia, General Giraud ordered a
thanksgiving service to Joan of Arc, tho protectress of France.
Surely “eProtectress ” is tho wrong word, for neither Joan
enor Jesus nor his father (in heaven) did protect France. Franco
fell, and so nearly did we. And in the end the situation was
largely saved by Russia. Mind, we are not blaming the heavenly
parties named. Perhaps the news was late in reaching them,
perhaps they got mixed up as to which sido was winning.
Perhaps the heavenly host saw our immense growth in the
production of lethal weapons and did do something, much as
some of our leading politicians did all they could to help Hitler
in order to keep Russia at hay, and finally were compelled to
fraternise with that godless government when Hitler turned on
us. These be puzzling questions to solve. We can only state
them.



220

The Archbishop of Canterbury is something like one of
Dickens's characters, Major Bagshot, “ sly, devilish sly.”
Addressing tho annual meeting of the Christian Evidence
Society, a body which restricts all the Ll evidence ” to tho title,
tlio Archbishop stressed “ the need to lead men and women
away from merely intellectual debates on the existence of God
to a definite personal response.” That is decidedly Bagshotish.
Tho number of men and women who have given up religion as
a consequence of attending to intellectual debates on the
existonco of GoJ is very great indeed. So tho advice of
I)r. Temple means “ Don’t indulge in intellectual debates with
an informed Atheist. Get into a state which you will bo told
is one of personal response, and you "ill then have no doubt
that God exists.”

Good advice, indeed, and we notice that the Archbishop
practices what ho preaches. So far as our memory serves, lie
lias never ventured on a discussion with an Atheist, and we
prophesy that he never will. It is better and easier and more
profitable to go on affirming that be lias established personal
contact with God, than to make assertions that he would find it
impossible to substantiate.

But, after all, this is a very old dodge. Some readers may
recall one of the essays of Lucian, written in the second century
of the Christian era, in which be depicts a debate between an
Atheist and a Theist in the streets of Athens. Tho gods are
disturbed by the poor show their defenders make on tho lines
of “ intellectual’ debate,”1and the people seem to recognise it.
Suddenly .the defender of tho gods veres round and begins to
blackguard the Atheist. Then the chief god, Zeus, brightens
up and cries, “ That's it,, that's it, call him names. That's
your strong point. Don’'t reason or you will be as dumb as a
fish.” So says Dr. Temple to his followers, 1L Get away from
intellectual debates.” That is wise advice, even though it may
lack intellectual honesty. And Christians are saved by belief,
not by understanding.

Tho “ Universe '’ reports that “ every Catholic U.S. army
flyer receive™ a priest's blessing before bis plane leaves on an
operational flight.” That is very interesting, and one would
like to know tho percentage of accidents to these “ sacred”
flying men and those who go without any priestly blessittg.

Tim “ Catholic Herald ” for May 21 (quoting from *“ Order
Cristiano ” of Buenos Aires) informs us that in Munich billy
2.) per cent, of the population are “ pagans.” Dachau, tho
notorious concentration camp centre, has 2,(MQ pagans in a
population of 10,(X¢. AVo are not surprised at the statement.
When Hitlerism came to the front, and when it was being looked
upon with a degree of favour by a number of influential people
in this country, wo stressed the fiyt that it was essentially a
religious movement, and that it bad carried to a greater extent
the policy of the historic Christian Church.

A difference of worded doctrine, and a greater severity in
practice, could not alter the essential quality of the movement.
The suppression of all literature that wont against Nazi teaching,
tlu' burning of books, the taking severe charge of children from
their earliest years, the suppression of all opinions that were,
unauthorised so far as that was possible the execution or
imprisonment on the charge of “ heresy,” tho creation of a
bogus history concerning a “ superior ” people, all these things
were familiar to anyone with a general knowledge of the Christian
Churches. At most the difference between Nazism and Chris-
tianity was one of degree; there was no difference in fundamental
character. The forint of the religion Imd changed, but in its
essence it fell into line with tho Christian Church. And' the
greatest horror of all - the treatment of the .lews - would hardly
lia-ve happened without Christianity, for without the .lew-baiting
that took its worst and stereotyped form under Christianity,
flu' Jewish religion would probably have died out long since.

In a recent issue of “ Boyuolds’ ” Mr. If. M. IJrailsford calls
attention to the slackness of our Government in relation to the
Continental Jews. He complains that the Government has never
taken the matter seriously, and has refused to appoint an official
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wWNiM'II"@&erhd rank to take the subject in hand. Palest”"”
a mere rtT ' °0!llld have taken 111 30,000 Jews, has receiv®
were v J 'i altho"gh ""as understood that the Bulgaria'«
"btb r -V *, a°W 8010 thousands of Jewish children to gO

h a units,1 number of adults.” The difficulty of ships tha
neutrals* ™ °a(ec™ QI *Have l)e°n met by using the vessels

The claim of the Home Office that they had admitted Of
generously Mr. Brailsford meets with a flat denial, as

Icse \vere Dutch and Norwegian seamen, who are in the ™’
and Breton fishermen, who joined the Fighting French.
s,,>sy quite plainlyj that ' on the score of mercy and huinani )
none has been admitted. It is only after months of press’'»
that the Home Office has at last admitted refugees “ who 11"
a son serving in our Forces or in Allied Forces.” It is 1 VO,
scrums statement, and the Government, should be forced to fa®e

f'ho B.B.C. is getting into hot water with regard 1°
broadcasts on religion. The Free Church of Scotland ng
officially protested against the broadcasting of religion Ql |
‘ modernistic and Bomanistic ” basis. Wo are not surpriS't
What every Christian wants is true, religion, and with
the only true religion is my religion. Man must have fl'
Christianity if he is to be saved, hut what that is Christ””
have been quarrelling about ever since they have existed.

Iho British Bible Union has also protested against the B.R .’
particularly regarding tho broadcasts on “ Man's piucc 1
Nature,” etc. Wo sympathise with these backwoodsmen of la
Christian, world. How can one expect children to grow up r'
Christiana if they are not in their early years kept in ignorin'l
of what is'elementary scientific teaching all over the eduo»t(*
civilised worldP Tho Bible Union says that “ with rapllZ,
increasing crime, immorality, etc., the B.B.C. appen 10
directly strengthening the forces of evil.” Perhaps Qill day
even the B.B.C. will discover that honesty all round is, after
the wiser and more profitable policy.

When the war began and wo were covered with a mflsS ||
jaeks-in-office with all sorts of fantastic regulations, a’d 1
news, more or less truthful, was issued by Ministers of InfQl
tion, we said that it was quite easy to appoint these 1l
and perhaps some of them wero necessary—but tho trouble " Ol
bo to get rid of them when the war is over. They "
appointed in the nation’s interest, and it will he hard
convince them that the nation can over get on without the”l

So we were not surprised when the “.Evening Standard
for May 27 vreported Mr. Thurtle—of all men—telling ™
Manchester meeting that the Ministry of Information is lookipfj
forward to exist after the war. He said: “ ft will bo essentl#
for the Government to have some instrument for spreading
knowledge and explaining policy.” Wo were pleased to filU
the “Standard” against the creation of a permanent “ Minis!*.'
of Information ” with a very strong opposition against any s'”'1
thing. The Editor (?) says that during war wo are obliged
submit to a lot, but when the war is over,

Heaven spare us from a system under which news, gi<
therefore opinion, is rationed, controlled, strait-jacket®@
or cut according to utility patterns.

And of Bracken: —
Nothing in his life will become him like leaving it.

AV do not think for a moment that Mr. Thurtle would ha'®
ventured on saying what lie did on his own account. It "aS
most probably a hit of “ kite-flying” to see how the pubh®
would take it. Probably, after the slating of the “ Standard,

Mr. Bracken will repeat a statement lie mad®© some time

that when this war is over the censorship and the Ministry el
Information will cease to exist. AAe thank the “ Standard ” 101
so plainly speaking. If wo do not believe in a muzzled and
miseduentod public, we shall bury our Ministry of Information

as quickly and as happily as possible. Mr. Thurtle should hav®
refused tho task. .
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TO CORRESPONDENTS
Lfe~» e 1---
after p°K Hanks for cutting. We are pleased to hear that
ag( > il-vears reading you find this journal * improves with
through Q1 exPerienco that “ The Freethinker passes
'MInoi'i llaUy hands before reaching the salvage stage is ‘a

"wKst jr,, . .

Part Wo cannot say when the book will be published.

Possible S ye™ to To written, but it will appear as early as
w,j |

that — It is, of course, one of our war-time scandals

Weste fi clol'gy should be permitted to invade the factories,-
Uan t "r AAime °f people and, as licensed persons, induce a
factory0 *°rsa'ie *is job and frustrate the war, effort. If a

"‘aiiy t) g0”'S Ol strike we are met with the picture of how

liiinj,, JOllsa*'d working hours are lost.'" The clergy can waste
they7 " of thousands of work-hours with impunity. In fact,
for';. >cest of it. Sorry to hear of your ill-health. Best wishes
,NProvement.

Orders /

of UW**teraiure should be sent to the Business Manager
and \ . neer Press, 2-S, Furnival Street, London, E.C.i,
Ip, n°tto the EdUor

Y the

>houid @ r Burial Services are required, all communications

as i0 te addressed to the Secretary, B. H. Bosetti, giving
J8b p 3 n°tice as possible.
tV/ice' ETBINKPJI 1(iE be forwarded direct from the Publishing
Jear ~le following rates (Home and Abroad): Onem
I's-S half-year, 8s. 6d.; three months, is. id.
id V°~ces must reach 2 and S, Furnival Street, Holborn,

une P-C-i, by the first post on Monday, or they will not
mrerted.

SUGAR PLUMS

the
Pratti; [lbeoments for the N.S.S. Annual Conference are now

re,r, complete, and we believe the provinces will be well
IM c,V'tod. The date of tho Conference is Juno 13, to
Riu , Reggiori’'s Restaurant, L and 3, Elision Road, facing

iQgo s tross railway station. Tho Conference will open at
to )X prompt. Only delegates and members are entitled
MOl hresont, and they should bring their current card of
of th- "hip with them. Luncheon will be served at the close
"h0 .Worning sitting, price 3s., but it is important that those
in ¢ " ,sh to join in this should let the General Secretary know

1st,"l tune. It is wartime. The Conference bids fair to be
ossfm

"'‘hers of (ho Executive and the President will be at N.S.S.
add,.” ' 'til 8 p.m. on Saturday, June 12, to meet visitors. The
ali,o" * 2 and 3, Furnival Street, Holborn. Furnival Street
Ti'oct “7U<0S Gray’'s Inn Road, and a good bus service passes the

haw luv shnl to be abie to say that after many delays tie
1j,M ''"rived a large consignment of the “ Bible Handbook ”
hav the binders, and all orders have been discharged. If any
Tills "oceived their copies, will they please write at once.
P4l t*'° " " 'th edition of this hook, and the rate of sale has
tos.Y " roc°rds. It would he well for those interested enough
ht,]"n,” a copy to a relative or friend with the Forces. It will
10]."\t'> " ile'away an unengaged hour, provide much material
uiseussion, and make many a padre hate the sight of it.

O,liters received as a result of last week's “ Views and
tliinr'r0” lead us again to say that there is no such
in English law as a religion.; marriage; there is only
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a civil marriage. If the couple about to get, married wish to
have the ceremony in a church there is nothing to prevent them,
provided the person who performs the marriage ceremony is
licensed by the State, and also that the marriage is performed
in a place licensed for that purpose. That is the plain law on
the subject. A minister of the Established Church is on the
msae level as a registrar of marriages, and holds the same licence
as does the registrar. If, in addition to this, the couple who
wish to be married also desire to stand on their heads, jump over
a broomstick, or dance a can-can, there is no law to prevent
them doing so. Hut the English legal marriage is a secular
marriage, not a religious one.

Of course thp Church does not advertise this fact, which is
why so many people are under a delusion on the matter. Thus
the “ Telegraph ” for May 8 contained an account of a couple—
both New Zealanders—who were married in a chapel belonging
to the Church of England and by a Church of England clergy-
man. Shortly after the ceremony the couple discovered they
were not legally married as the chapel was not licensed, although
the clergyman was. A child was born and the matter was
explained to the Home Secretary by the ]lishop_of Derby. 'The
Home Secretary has, it is stated, made a provisional order
legalising the marriage. We doubt very much whether the
Homo Secretary has any such power. And if anything turned
on it and the order was challenged in a court, we think the
“ order ” would bo set aside as invalid. Our political Ministers
have all sorts of powers nowadays, but we question the power
of tho Home Secretary in this. Ho has also promised to bring
in a Bill to confirm the marriage.

The lesson here is that there is only one legal marriage in
England and that is the civil marriage, although most clergymen
hide the fact from their people. No minister of religion can
perform a legal marriage unless that minister has been licensed
to do so in a place which is also licensed for that purpose. In
that case, the minister is a licensed person deriving his authority
from tho secular State. The religious ceremony' is in no degree
different in value from the custom of throwing a pair of old
shoes after the bride and bridegroom.

The young people of the West Riding are awkward little rascals
who keep upsetting and confounding tho theories of religious
moralists, A few months ugo it was revealed that only 3 per
cent, of children interviewed by youth movement officials had
any connection with religious organisations. Now it is reported
by tho police that juvenile delinquency has diminished during
the past year. The official Christian theory is, of course, that
lack of religion increases juvenile delinquency. It's bad enough
to have “ The Freethinker ” blowing up stupid Christian theories
without these confirmatory Kkicks from Yorkshire youngsters.

businessmen recently met and
decided to do what they can to “ influence the affairs of the
nation on Christian principles.” Wo are sure that all the clergy
will welcome their effort. In order to lend a helping hand, wo
suggest that their slogans should be, “ Take no thought for’ the
morrow " —that should settle the Beveridge Plan, “ Resist not
evil,” which should please and strengthen tho bishops, and “ If
any smito thee on one cheek turn to him tho other,” which would
please our forces on the ground, in the air and on the sea. We
don’'t kilo» how many this band of reformers muster, but the
paper from which we take the news mentions “ several prominent
Manchester laymen.”

A number of Manchester

We are pleased to see in the “ Yorkshire Observer ” well-
written and lengthy letters on the “ Bible and a slave philosophy,”
by Luke Straight. The name may be nil assumed one but it
properly depicts tho nature of tho communication. Wo should
like to see more letters from Freethinkers in the general Press.

It is largely a waste of time to try to prove that an Atheist
is as good as a Christian. It is far more instructive to explain
why a Christian is not usually as good as an Atheist.



SOME OBJECTIONS ANSWERED

LET me once again say that every Freethinker lias a right to
his or her opinion and should always be allowed to state his
case. Not lor worlds would | oppose this right—but | do claim
that other Freethinkers should be able to use a critic’'s privilege
without angry personalities being let loose, Thus | have nevei
been able to understand why so much opposition to the myth
theory of Christian origins should come from so many nation-
alists, who in turn object to their arguments being drastically
analysed.

Nearly all, if not all, their arguments have been answered
over and’over again, though it would be absurd*to say that we
have yet got a complete answer to the orthodox position. All
the same, we have gone a great deal further than was visualised,
say, by Dupuis and Robert Taylor, and it seems to me that the
arguments now gathered from mythology, anthropology ana
psychology, more and more strengthen the position they took up—
that the whole Christian story is just fiction, and never was
seriously meant to be anything else.

lu any case, 1 always feel it is useless to appeal to Gibbon.
He was, as Newman rightly pointed out, the'only good ecclesias-
tical historian England has had, but he was in this connection
more concerned with the “ natural” rise of Christianity than
he was with an examination into its origins from the point of
view of comparative religions. Gibbon's famous two chapters
remain a masterpiece of magnificent criticism—and terrible irony
—and are invaluable to any stude.nt who wants to get a grasp
of the causes which made Christianity become the conquering
religion.

Another point I am bound to urge is that to appeal to the
Gospels as genuine history must put all discussion out of the
question, even if we are given the reservation “ whatever veracity
may or may not be conceded ” to them, Illow can you concede
any veracity to an account of miracles or such things as the
Virgin Birth? If they are not true, then the Gospels have no
veracity, especially if we take into consideration the undoubted
fact that in the form we have them they were unknown before
A.l). 160. When the believer in the reality of the existence of
Jesus is faced with this, he nearly always throws overboard the
miracles and -supernatural happenings, and takes refuge in the
position that the “ other things,” that is, the “ natural ” things,
can (or must) be true because they could have happened—the
very'point which we are arguing about. It is as if 1 am told
that, of course,’ Aladdin did not have a wonderful lamp, but it
is nevertheless true that he must have existed because* Ins
mother really could have kept a laundry.

Anatole France’s ironical description of Pilate forgetting all
about the Crucifixion, in his wonderful little story in the “ Etui
du Nacre,” does not seem to me to be of much use in any study
of the problem. It is fiction, and it was obviously designed as a
crushing sneer at Christianity by a master who knew the value
of such criticism when dealing with the solemn humbug of a
ridiculous religion. So what? | really don’t know.

We are often asked why the Jewish nation did not suppress
the Christian sect when it arose, as Gibbon says, according to
tradition, 40 years after the death of Jesus? The answer is quite
simple. The Jewish nation had been for some time under the
thraldom of Rome, suffering untold misery, and in A.D. 70 was
battling for its veyy existence. The Jews were heavily defeated
by Titus and most of them annihilated. The various sects among
them who flourished before and after either disappeared or, like
Christianity, battled also for existence until, as Gibbon shows,
it finally triumphed. When could the Jews as a “ nation”
suppress it? Who would be the suppressors? Certainly, if the
accounts in Josephus can be accepted, neither he nor any otlyer
Jew knew anything during the first century of any Christian
sect.

the freethinker

i i 3 i . Tesus b°filll
The point at issue should be, when did believers i N accep-

to assort themselves? We simply do not know—unless™ ~

the ecclesiastical historians upon whom Gibbon himself depon**
for his facts. They accepted Jesus as a real figure, as did Gibb«;
but a lot of water has flowed down the Thames since then.

we for a moment to believe that Dupuis, Volney, Robert Tayl®'
<. M. Robertson, Arthur Drews, W. B. Smith and Couch»

h i aslud themselves the simple questions which so 11
Rationalists evidently think are unanswerable?

How do we know that the Jews never protested that Jo*«*

a myth. We simply do not know. There is no contemptl-

'mstory to tell us except that of Josephus, and he ignores bot
eesus and any Christian sect. Even if we accept Tacitus »>

liny, they say nothing about the attitude of the Jews »* 1
nation towards Jesus.

But we certainly do know what a young Jew said to J«£”

lartyr about the year A.ll. 150. Trypho clearly declares t'Il
he Jews know nothing whatever about a Messiah when he #e*
born, or where. | have so often given the exac a ['tat'_q’l
these columns from the Christian writer that | Must F
from doing so once more, for even if 1 did we should, in m
year or so, still get the assertion from somebody who »
in a “ dereligionised ” Jesus, pathetically urging that *u
never “ repudiated his human existence.” Is it not venn j#
that there is no reference, or only one or two, to sonic kim ~
Jesus in the early written part of the Talmud, while thei® ~
quito a few incoherent references to him in the later lal ~ (Jt
was only when Christianity was becoming powerful
Rabbis wore obliged to notice and discuss him in the il
and by that time it is quite true that Christian prop®
made them believe that Jesus was an historical figure-
could they prove in the sixth century that he was not? | (S}
to suggest that even we, with all the material available
would have some difficulty in proving that some event wh»
are told took place in the year 1443, never did. nevil

Another oft-repeated assertion is that the Church would n j
have received the Canonical Gospels if their central figuU, ,et
been a myth. The people who make this point seem to for'jll
the ‘undoubted fact, not that of the Church receivin'/
Gospels, but of producing them. It was the Church " t
imposed them wupon its followers, just as it was the 11 ..
which selected four of the Gospels out of many, thus set
their “ canonicity.” In other words, there was a Church M"
there were the Gospels; and it was not difficult to get
people to believe in a new God called Jesus when they
already believed in Osiris or Adonis, just as the belie'0’
Astarto had no difficulty iu swallowing Mary.

,1 hope these few notes will show to new readers that at ~
some of tho objections to the myth theory have very little, if |
validity, As the propaganda for Christianity is increasing j
volume everywhere, it is all the more necessary to combat if- j
know of no better wav than to deny any historicity to its cen
figure. ' H. CUTNKB-

tlier

“THE FOOL OF QUALITY”

HENRY BROOKE, author of a novel entitled “ The Fool O
Quality, or the History of Henry F.arl of Moreland,” was b»L
in 1708 at Rantavan House, County Cavan. His parents wetO”
rich clergyman and a well-born lady. After being educated »
tho school of. I)r. Sheridan in Dublin, he went to London u
1724 to study law. Whilst still a student he became guardir
to a lovely Irish girl of twelve summers, whom hp placed ill
boarding school at Dublin for two years and then married. Tb°y
lived together very happily and produced 22 children.

Brooke practised eight years at the Dublin Bar with but I'11 j
success, after which he relinquished his profession and return'l
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In 1736 to f
(S London. ' Here he rejoined a pvi® "\ %&mVeeJ ?ﬁg
equent correspondent, Alexander  °f.’ Littleton, Chatham
I,>tronage of other famous persons, int u n B ~ opportunity
I—roo%e Prince of Wales. Taking advantage oi_

e WiSte a fragedy entitled Gustavus Vasa,jnwhichoihe
" anager of Drury Lane Theatre accepted, d Us exhibi-

", Dr’ducing when the Lord Chamberlain pi , however,
tilla because of its liberal sentiments. The auu

Hefo BHOK VY SRR, Reg” (et O Pove. and
1°lse G111 1740, when ill-health sent him back to Rantavan
c>anges f A b<' decided to remain. Subsequently, there were
pocunig’ avourable and otherwise, in his fortunes. Finally his
in devein #esoulices beeame greatly climinished Dy fhis generesity
It 1772 £ b* eslale chiefly with’a view to the public good,
o li,,j UPOn the death of liis wife, he retired to Dublin, where

only 0d In dose privacy with his daughter Charlotte, then his
[F((fI Nv'ng child. The end came in 1783, when he departed
y out of a world in which he was no longer remembered,

tlogrooforp-\/\las ¥°hly endowed with all the attractive characteris-

of 'S1)00lde> being warm-hearted, imaginative and humorous,
"egir , f nerOus emotions, lofty ideals and playful fancies. His
w] “ Onovel, “ The Fool of Quality,” came out in five small
Son6 1S. b Urst four appearing in 1766 and the fifth in 1770.
to rc2ard the last as inferior to its predecessors, but

OJifri(] ''j1* appear no adequate grounds whatever for that
ay ' 'b° final part was certainly planned at the same time
ljifitf °*hers and, when executed, it furnished them with a

*ous ™ delusion. qq,e book is obviously didactic and tenden-
'hfics  Sfiurl)ose being to convey the author’s ideas about politics,
length°mt rtbgion. There are many digressions, sometimes very
tot 7' On tb°x three subjects, particularly the last. He also

*Joe extent adapts his characters and his incidents to

e3tmPlify hi,” 5 rinciples.

Ilog‘ﬂ\ tt]_'IS COurRO> inimical to the artistic value of the work,
*®Ud remas nevertheless considerable. The author was a
1668 ,,,adherent of the system established by the revolution of
Hthou , bberality of his views is well attested by the fact that,
e O ®1 1e was an Irish Protestant of the evangelical type, yet
Sif 4Posed the disabilities under which the Irish Catholics
is”™ ' al bis day. One of the politico-moral aims of his book
egj ress the pride, of the landed. gentry, and to_increase
Fiiliﬂ%eﬁr the commercfl class. éu{,gnil i';ig! and (Jeﬁe %Ilie
Phn involved amounts to nothing more than a change of
“acies; and what has since happened in America is not

rng to that expedient.
H Soc*tal panacea which Brooke strove to recommend, and
tf§ 1 bo himself brilliantly illustrated by his own conduct, is
I'ractice of benevolence, especially in the form of munificent
tin  ~ Awards the poor. This was no doubt very helpful in his
fOq' when destitution was appallingly prevalent. But he over-
4. ° i-be fact that charity, by making the lowly feel more
o* '“tent, and imparting.to the lofty a keener sense of their
ard superiority, tends to debase both the receivers and (he givers :
also to increase the distinction of classes in the common.
\etl Religion, however, not sociology, is the thing which
1&li'b-8the greatest enthusiasm of Brooke, and occasions the most
, °",0wof his efforts. He has indeed produced “ a good religious
a WV’ if the word “ good” is here used in the same sense
~Physicians use. it when they speak of “ a good bronchitis,”
sjla'',1S that the malady as exhibited in the particular case is
true to type, no matter how disagreeable or dangerous it

7 be for the patient.

d, 'd,ri0st all the characters presented in the book experience
ly at calamities whereby they acquire a loving submission to the
#iiVnu ~7ill.  Then they are usually permitted to onjoy peace
1 plenty on earth with the glorious prospect of eternal felicity
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in heaven; but occasionally they are prematurely removed by
death in order that the affliction of their loss may help to perfect
the sanctification of their dear ones, who often become endowed
with other tender and delightful ties by way of indemnity. Thus,
the whole scheme of Providence, as outlined by Brooke in strict
accordance with Holy Scripture, consists of subduing the ungodly
by overwhelming them with misfortunes and of confirming the
godly by severely testing their faith.

Possessing a vivid imagination he was able to illustrate his
thesis with a surprising number of varied examples, and if most
of these would seem not to have even a bare chance of occurring
in real life, this is a defect which he shares in common with a
multitude of storytellers who have flourished since his time, and
who are by no means extinct at our day! There is a difference
between the extraordinary and the improbable mgood judgment
is required to perceive it, and also to make the unusual likely by
assembling conditions under which it appears credible. As a
novelist, Brooke, whilst exhibiting great originality, was obviously
influenced by his illustrious predecessors and contemporaries,
De Foe, Swift, Richardson, Fielding, Smollett and Sterne. He
excels in tumultuous scenes, abrupt vicissitudes and amazing
surprises. Distress, passion, floods of tears, roars of laughter,
are the elements in which ho loves to move. Intense was his
devotion to the fair sex, and most of his women are adorable,
but he subdues my patience when ho calls one of them *“ a
finished female.” How he came by that unlucky expression 1
know not, for his style is habitually graceful.

As might have been expected of such a man, he has wit to
garnish his humour, and is at ito loss for satirical remarks and
smart rejoinders. He was certainly not an ascotic ! His youthful
hero is carefully trained in wrestling, boxing, fencing, leaping
and dancing, whilst among his most heavenly-minded characters
a modest bottle never comes amiss. Tt is regrettable that a work
displaying such conspicuous merits should be so little known.
Hence the question occurs: could it be rescued from its present
obscurity? The abscission of the political and religious digres-
sions would not only relieve the book of its inconvenient prolixity,
but would also greatly improve the narrative parts by bringing
them into closer connection.

V number of shrewd observations which the author, in his own
person and in that of his characters, makes upon a variety of
topics, ought to be retained in justice to him and to his readers.
But after these alterations were made, a feature which many at
the present day could not but find repulsive would still remain.
This is the presentation of religious traits and pious scenes which
the author has introduced for the purpose of what he regarded as
edification. Considered from the artistic point of view, most of
these could be omitted without loss, and even with gain, but
there are some the removal of which would involve a diminution
of pathos and poignhancy. The case is certainly one where nothing
save tho principles of art should determine the process of revision.

An alternative plan would be to issue a collection of extracts
connected by brief explanations indicating the development of
the story. The religious press is not likely to republish the work
in any form, but a secular publisher might consider it worth
publishing in one or other of tho two forms above suggested,
and' if so, .1 see no reason why he should have to regret his
venture. The first edition ought to be the standard, because
the language of the later ones may have suffered from expurgation.

C. CLAYTON DOVE.

IN IRELAND
“ Almost all secular education is in the hands of the clergy.”
“ The clergy that ;each have never received a true education.
There are no laymen competent to teach at all.”—Quoted in
* Priests and People in Ireland” (1903).
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CHRISTIANITY AND DEMOCRACY

IN a broadcast on April 9 the speaker in the first of a series on
“ Religion and Politics” concluded his talk with the emphatic
assertion that “ Christianity is the life-blood of Democracy.”
This is all very well. He was, perhaps, expressing the views of
a number of people in the country. But it is grossly unfair that
such an opinion, from which’ perhaps the majority of people
dissent, should be allowed to go unchallenged.

In our present struggle against the forces of totalitarianism
(as the politicians put it) the most odious and much emphasised
bogies of that kind of state are its curtailment of personal
freedom, its veto on free speech, its suppression of all forms of
criticism and its supreme power of authority over the individual.
The unenviable aspects of that form of. government are compared
with the autonomous conditions of our own parliamentary system,
and wo are frequently reminded of our free Press, our freedom
to discuss and criticise, and of our rights as citizens. It seems we
are expected then to wave officially-approved flags, sing “ Rule
Britannia ” with last-line fortissimo, and fight like hell to
preserve this cherished freedom. Ostensibly it appears very
heartening, lint it is not the whole story. AVe realise, of course,
that we have in this country a comparative liberty for which we
are prepared to fight. AVe have a heritage that has greater
significance than can be expressed in a patriotic song, or even in
an epic poem. It is something for which, without the glib
assurances of politicians, we are prepared to tight like hell. But
we must never lose sight of the fact that we are not infallible.
Ave must not allow a dwelling on past traditions distort our
conception of the future. History is only the foundation on which
to build something better than that achieved by our ancestors.
There must be no blind eye turned towards progress. Progress
is a vital force in democracy; and democratic progress— a move-
ment towards the freedom, security and happiness of all mankind

can only be achieved by mutual discussion in which all shades
of views and opinions can be freely expressed. This is the basis
of our present system of government, and in politics we have a
considerable freedom of expression. But when we enter the
field of religion to try to apply-analogous, expressions of opinions,
there wo meet the big bad wolf of orthodoxy. Stop, it says.
Aou may criticise the Government, the B.B.C., the Press, or
even the Fighting Services, but when it comes to Christianity
you must simply remove your hat, bow, and mutter incoherently
or remain just mute. As a result, Christianity does not progress;
and it never will progress. For if Christianity changes, its very
nature must admit a change for the worse. It must retrogress.
That is why it resents criticism.

John Stuart Mill, in his essay “ On Liberty ” wrote: “ AAhere
there is a tacit convention that principles are not to be disputed ,
where the discussion of the greatest questions which can occupy
humanity is considered to bo (dosed, we cannot hope to find that
generally high scale of mental activity which has made some
periods of history so remarkable.” It is the present tacit con-
vention that religion should not be criticised, which attaches
stigma lo persons holding avowed anti-religion opinions. AVhile
such a convention exists there can never be that complete freedom
of expression for which democracy should aim. Encouragement
is given to intellectual dishonesty by which intelligent men,
rather than risk social obloquy by admitting their heterodoxy,
clothe their views with an assumed orthodoxy. People are led
to simple unquestioned beliefs rather than to profound thoughts.
There is a limit to progress when people are taught what they
must believe rather than to think for themselves. Yet when
people can think for themselves they must be allowed to give
expression to their thoughts with complete freedom. It is this
expression which is the life-blood of democracy, not a moribund
Christianity.

AVTiile our politicians continue to stir up the spirits of the
people with grandiloquent speeches about freedom of expression,
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know that it is a limited freedom which really exists. P "
an appropriate time now for. the recognition of this importa"
fact by all persOnS of influence. AVhen this arbitrary boyc®
° anti-religious opinions is relaxed, the present despotic P<dtlOf
< iristiamty will be seriously affected. But as the position <
Christianity has led to so much strife, persecution and inisui>Tr
standing, its. downfall will be recognised by all true demo«-'”
as the heralding of the complete emancipation of the human min'Z

S. B. AVHITFIEPP-

A NOTABLE REPRINT

A YEAR of 60 back K uhalt i theSy balLIS Wk a '{h&
sent in by one of our readers for the office library, entitl<l ¢00,
Task of To-day,” by Evans Bell. It was new to me, but
saw that, though published as far back as 1852, it was \
ingly vital and interesting and modern in outlook. 1 ajid
discovered that that indefatigable .worker in the highwAC ~a
byways of Freethought literature, J. M. AVheeler, had " 17o0kefi
most appreciative article about it; and that | had o'c Ip
what the encyclopedic John M. Robertson said about it 1 arc
“ History of Freethought in the Nineteenth Century.” *1
his words;— inj
“ But close upon their works [those of AA. R-
F. W. Newman] came one of a closer and lirniei jjt]i
issue, “ The Task of To-day,” by Major Thomas ol."
« (1852), sold at a shilling in “ The Cabinet of P1'l
Issued by the Freethinking publisher, James AVatdl .i®

poorly-printed little volume did not command the .eleS
of the respectable, educated world. Tt was nevertll N1
though a young man’s work, as well written and S

a piece of argument as “ The Phases of Faith,” a
in fact, handled in a more workmanlike fashion, if
the peculiar personal appeal of that moving treatise. ,
Robertson subjects the book to an able analysis extendiﬁgaom
a page, which proves how strongly ho was impressed '
clear and incisive argument. It should, therefore be a 1' $
of congratulation that Messrs. Aatts and Company ha't jj(
added it to their widely spread “ Thinker's Library,” whicl j
I hope, enable modern readers to see where Freethought
nearly 100 years ago. o
In addition to being well printed and of a handy sI?’A' p
features which characterise the “ Thinker's Library,” * P,
a most informative “ Introduction ” by Adam Gowans .
who begins by calling it “ a remarkable book,” And be is sPefljain
struck by'the way “ its subject matter and its arguments rE
their freshness almost untouched by time.” He contin" (L
“ Among the innumerable half-forgotten works of the Vict®
Age, few have so high a claim on their intrinsic merits t°
remembered and revived ; fewer still convey a gospel whA
as much needed in the 20th century as it was in the 19th. ,
Bell proved himself to’be as fine a champion for the liber (i
of India as ho was for Freethought. As Robertson says:
Anglo-Indian of his day was more highly esteemed by
peoples and native princes of India.” He wrote many
on this question, lus “ Retrospects and Prospects of 11
Policy” (1868) being singled out by J. M. Il. as “ of ske
importance to the historian of British India.” .
For this edition, the title “ The Task of To-day” ha9,
changed to “ The God the Bible,” and its contents ahR jjapf
I am personally very pposed to abridgements, but Pel "5
the publishers are jujillied in contending that the o:n'gDk
strengthen rather tharjillveaken the message which the «
carries for the thoughflil reader of to-day—a messagé )
bears directly on the p w to transform religioni » 1
hitherto has divided mankind into hostile grouas, in*0
instrument of unity.”

¢
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ROME IN ITS DAYS OF DECLINE

(Continued from page 223)
lor ;i century before Diocletian’s accession there had been a
gradual and almost imperceptible decline in municipal and
Personal liberty. The ruinous cost of wars, both foreign and
°mestic, with their constant accompaniments of starvation an
'hsease, had rendered the State insolvent. To restore financial
~ability the Government compelled the population—both urban
rural—to furnish pecuniary and personal services to the
Ttate- The liberty of the subject slowly disappeared until, under
‘oefetian and his successors, State autocracy was complete y
lished.
phenomenon was the increasing power of the
a civ,|,]" t>ommuilities. Despite the truth that these converts to
Const. Oriental origin were still a pronounced minority,
unive® 0 "eRan evangelising campaign by proclaiming
adopt;,3 ~el'aO°n and to prepare the path for the subsequent
*Uels Christianity as the sole State religion. The pagan
mnf{, adlo»g attempted to establish an official cult which might
deep] IS | suPPCrt to the tottering State. Now, Constantine was
wlis a] sol'(itous to secure harmony within the Church, which
cony, r<a(y teeming with disconcerting heresies. Councils were
Wss ¢ ° ualm the disputants,’but when persuasion failed, force
extinguish the damnable Donatist schism. “ The
lurches,” writes Parker, * were handed over to th«
wis Treasury, and a military repression of the schismatics
yeai ,Sun- These efforts were, however, unavailing, and four
ji. ‘‘ter, perhaps in fear of acquiring the reputation of a
inth t01' Constantine gave up an attempt to restore unity
Ti™* Church.”
pfoi, *¢ Was also the notorious Arian controversy which, for a
period, bitterly exasperated and divided the Church.
stdf.. I"%ill(. unsuccessfully attempted to act as mediator as a
OM I[T*intc'd bishop in this theological dispute. The Emperor’s
|:_|d_(i.(1|uestic troubles at this time were little to his credit. The
idal . . Lo -
murder of his son Crispus, and the drowning in boiling

Ch !:UdUel

Inrpk,.-S

matar

. "l his Empress Fausta shortly afterwards, stained his
o\&faEte No wonder then that the pagan scribes “ rejoiced
tin, W= domestic tragedies, and Zosimus relates how Constan-

prj(’ 'dter vainly seeking expiation for his guilt from flu: pagan
* was regenerated by Christian baptism.”
T. F. PALMER.

CORRESPONDENCE

th '“-1n vyour issue of May I(i Mr. Archibald Robertson says
thO (, ‘tier (according to Sir Arthur Keith) “ rightly stimulates
H "™ “an birth rate.” 1doubt if ho does, and he certainly does
b, !lUch less than Mussolini and Mr. Churchill liave attempted
jli*nblato their birth rates.
til) 1 cr has severely denounced the high birth rates of a genera-
Is a™- | have never seen the English version of “ Mein
loWi ” hut on page 255 of the 20th German edition, dated
0 -]le snys:—
Wir  “'Ough the mad increase of the German people before the
in  *he question of providing the necessary daily bread came
“n} L ever sharper manner into the foreground of all political
Vc  c’mmercial thought and action.” (Durch die rasende
Jj.. Ifhiung der deutschen Volkszahl vor dem Kriege trat die
der Schaffung des ndétigen taglichen Brotes in immer
uun'for werdender Weise in den Vordergrund alles politischen
I]."“'thsehaftlichen Denkens und Handelns.)

'««t says nothing in liis book about raising tbe birth rate,
Jjas jl0has said very little since. Mr. Churchill, on the contrary,
t], ‘eri clamouring for more babies'for years. In “ News of
tlid " “fhl ” for September 25. 1938, ho devoted a whole page to
eet, denouncing “ the egregious Malthus,” and predicting
results from the deficiency of babies. A few weeks ago
WR ‘T again. Mr. Herbert Morrison, who seems in many
d to be qualifying for the premiership (Conservative or

a',st?) is also demanding fuller cradles.—Yours, etc..

R. R. Knnn.
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NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY

Report of Executive Meeting Held 27th May, 1943.

The President, Mr. Chapman Cohen, in the chair.

Also present Messrs. Clifton, A. C. Rosetti, Bryant, Ebury,
Horowitz, Griffiths,- Mrs. Quinton, Miss Woolstone and the
Secretary.

Minutes of previous meeting read and accepted. Financial
statement presented. New members were admitted to Chester-
le-Street, North Staffordshire, Edinburgh, Kingston, West London
Branches and the Parent Society. Correspondence, lecture
reports and future arrangements from Canada, Newcastle, Chester-
le-Street, Glasgow, Birmingham, Manchester, Bristol, New York
and London were dealt with. A cheque for £55 10s. 5d. from the
executors of the Easterbrook Estate was acknowledged. The
annual balance sheet was presented and passed. Various items
in connection with the Annual Conference received attention.

B. H. ROSETTT,

Secretary.

Tlie proceedings then closed.
General

WORKERS' ESPERANTO MOVEMENT (SATEB)

Learn Esperanto, the International Auxiliary
Language, by Post.
Send 4s. to—
Sec., Postal Course (F), 13?. Eastcotes, Coventry, Warwickshire.

SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, ETC

LONDON—Outdoor

North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead):
Sunday, 12 noon, Mr. L. Ebury. Parliament Hill Fields,
3-30 p.in., Mr. L. Ebury.

Thursday, 7 p.m.,
G. K Wood and

West London Branch N.S.S.
Mr. K. O. Saphin; Sunday,
supporting -speakers.

LONDON— Indoor

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square,
W.C.l): Sunday, Il a.in., Rev. F. M. Micki.kwright, M.A.—
“ From Supernaturalism to Humanism.”

(Hyde Park) :
3 p.m., Mr.

COUNTRY—OQOutdoor

mBradford Branch N.S.S. (Oar Park, Broadway): Sunday, 6-30 p.m.
(if wet, Laycock's Cafe, Kirkgate), a Lecture.

B'urnley (Market): Sunday, 6-45 p.m., Mr. 3. Clayton, a
Lecture.

Edinburgh Branch N.S.S. (Mound): Sunday, 7-30. Debate,
“ Sin and Freewill ”—"'"Rev. Gordon Livingstons, M.A.; and
Mr. F. Smitiiirs.

Kingston-on-Thames Branch N.S.S. (Church Street): Sunday,

G.30 p.m., Mr. J. W. Barker, a Lecture.

Ncnvcastle-on-Tyne (Bigg Market); Sunday, 7 p.m., Mr. J. T.

Brighton.
Read : Wednesday, June 9, 7-30 plm Mr. J. Clayton.

Wheatley Lane: Friday, June 4, Mr. J. Clayton.

COUNTRY—Innoon

Burnley (Mechanics’ Institute Lecture
June 10, 8 p.m., Mr. 3. Crayton—Lecture
7si ATova Fsihojngio J\a>i

Room) :  Thursday,
in Ksporanto,
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For Freethinkers and Enquiring Christians
Edited by G. W. Foote and W. P. Ball
Ninth Edition
The passages cited are arranged under headings—
BIBLEj CONTRADICTIONS, BIBLE ATROCITIES
BIBLE IMMORALITIES, INDECENCIES AND
OBSCENITIES, BIBLE ABSURDITIES, UNFUL-
FILLED PROPHECIES AND BROKEN PROMISES.
Full references arf given for every, citation

Tastefully bound in Cloth. There
war-time increase in price

2 /6 (Postage Twopence Halfpenny*

is no

Price

Postal Orders discharged in [order of receipt.

MATERIALISM RESTATED

With special chapters on* EMERGENCE” and
the “ PROBLEM OF PERSONALITY"

By CHAPMAN COHEN

“ MATERIALISM RESTATED ” is written by one who does
not mistake obscurity for profundity or assertion for proof.
It is a simple but complete statement of a position that is of
first rate importance in its bearings on religious and scientific
problems. Itis a book that no Freethinker should miss and
one which all intelligent Christians would be the better
for the reading.

Price 4/6 Postage twopence halfpenny
PIONEER PRESS, 2 & 3, Furnival St., London E.C.4

Pamphlets fei the People
Bv CHAPMAN COHEN.
What Is tho llso of Prayer?
Deity and Design.
Did Jesus Christ Exist.
Agnosticism or ... ?
Atheism.
Thou Shalt not Suffer a Witch to Live.
Freethought and the Child.
Christianity and Slavery.
Tho Devil.
What is Freethought?

Must We Have a Religion?
Morality Without God

Price 2d. each. Postage 1d. oach.
Other Pamphlets in this series to be published shortly

GOD AND EVOLUTION,
Price 6d.; postage Id.

AN ATHEIST'S APPROACH TO CHRISTIANITY,
A Survey of Positions, by Chapman Cohen.
Price Is. 3d.; postage ljd.

CHALLENGE TO RELIGION (a re-issue of four
lectures delivered in the Secular Hall, Leicester),
by Chapman Cohen. Price Is. 37-: postage I™d.

THE OTHER SIDE OF DEATH, by Chapman
Cohen. Price 2s. 6d. ; postage 3d.

by Chapman Cohen.
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PRIMITIVE SURVIVALS IN MODERN
THOUGHT, by Chapman Cohen. Price 2s.,
postage 2d.

DETERMINISM OR FREEWILL, by Chapman
Cohen. Price 2s.; postage 2d.

ESSAYS IN FREETHINKING, by Chapman Cohen-
First, second, third and fourth series. Price
2s. 6d. eaeh; postage 2]d. The four volumes-
10s. post free.

A GRAMMAR OF FREETHOUGHT, by Chapman
Cohen. An outline of the philosophy of iree
thinking. Price 3s. 6d.; postage 4d.

THEISM OR ATHEISM, by Chapman
Price 3s. 6d. ; postage 2/\d.

BRADLAUGH AND INGERSOLL,
Cohen. Price 3s.; postage 3d.

THE TRUTH ABOUT THE CHURCH, by Colonel
Ingersoll. Price 2d.; postage Id.

ROME OR REASON? A Question for To-day. Bv
Colonel It. G. Ingersoll. Price 4d.; by post fid

WHAT IS RELIGION? by Colonel It. G. Ingersoll-
Price 2d.; postage Id.

THE BIBLE: WHAT IS IT WORTH? By Colonel
It. G. Ingersoll. Price 2d.; postage Id.

MISTAKES OF MOSES, by Colonel It. G. Ingersoll-
Price 3d.; postage Id.

Cohen.

by Chapman

THE FAULTS AND FAILINGS OF JESUS
CHRIST, by C. G. I.. Du Caun. Price 4d.;
by post Sd.

THERE ARE NO CHRISTIANS, by C. G. L-
Du Cann. Price 4d.; postage Id.

PAGANISM IN CHRISTIAN FESTIVALS, by

J. M. Wheeler. Price Is. Od.; postage I$d.

FOOTSTEPS OF THE PAST, by J. M. Wheeler.
Price 2s. 6d. ; postage 2£d.

INFIDEL DEATHBEDS. The Ilast moments of
famous Freethinkers. By G. W. Foote and
A. D. McLaren. Price 2s.; postage 3d.

SHAKESPEARE AND OTHER ESSAYS, by G- W.

Foote. Price 2s.; postage 2Ild.

THE MOTHER OF GOD, by G. W. Foote.
Price 3d.; by pout 4d.

BIBLE ROMANCES, by G. W. Foote. One of the
finest Freethinking writers at his best. Price

2s. Od. ; postage 3d.

THE CRUCIFIXION AND RESURRECTION OF
JESUS, by W. A. Campbell. I'rice, post
free, Is. 8d.

THE HISTORICAL JESUS AND THE MYTHICAL
CHRIST, by Gerald Massey. With Preface by
Chapman Cohen. Price Od.; postage Id.

THE RUINS OR A SURVEY OF THE REVOLU-
TIONS OF EMPIRES, to which Is added THE
LAW OF NATURE. By C. F. Volney. A
Revision of the Translation of 1795, with an
Introduction. Price, post free, 2s. 2d.
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