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VIEWS AND OPINIONS

r *hess of Man to God

Hot
Qiristiaii' Ustoillary to talk of what God owes to man. In
>t would be considered as the worst form

dili; lir UIIE  The.true believer likes to take his blessing
..ACIQ'{t;,'!!I‘ 1° mei*sure piety by the extent of personal

have-TI'  ~ 's *rue vve read °f some primitive peoplt
ey i le iaibit of standing up to their gods, and when
®% '/ T bel'*ve as they are expected to they are

W v thrown into a river and then some other god is
tLj” of « move serviceable quality. It is even on record
A ,'10"« part of Italy when one of the patron saints failed
dty " < good weather the effigy was marched round the
4 j'ud then thrown into the sea. Another saint was
V., *:"; k]l after a while the rain came. Even saints can
\ " bto toe the line. Butthese cases are not numerous.
Mtlu ?eral attitude of a good Christian is on his knees,
m. S'ls eyes closed, and declaring his responsibility for
4 111 n°t doing his job. The Christian Church uses
L] 't has seldom done anything by way of giving
"lilt (1 ‘“"Rsculates manliness. So we are not surprised
f'Kristian never talks of God's debt to man. The

IkbSS ?n "°uld imply a sense of equality which is
fCga,.S with Christian tradition. Man is a worm, a
Cllt(ﬂ 'Speck of dust in the eyes of God, etc., etc., which

‘ristians love to describe themselves. The deeper
.em"'serueut the nearer the sight of God, etc. The
flui Il abasement the .greater the piety. The typical

ta =*? °f the typically Christian ages was one who
bill g f way to glory, and fitted himself to associate
'‘Ey t(} atlRels in heaven by making himself more or less
\ "Hx with decent men and women on earth.
/Mt ' mi Atheist, ask the question which the theist
"tInoperly to ask. What does G<xl owe tp man.? Well,
Lji,~ Isf place, he owes to man his existence. There may
Si, M*t as to whether God made man; there is none that

Eod. The Gods of the world are shaped in the
Si, . °f man, and reflect his many qualities, good and
S N~ li the faithfulness of a looking-glass. While man
S Ids god is a savage also. As lie becomes civilised
V- fil*o show an improvement. God is never better

but he often falls below the highest
The tribal god with no concern

htil '? ')esf man,
Sli Ivj s°t by liis creator.

11lj, Nt lies beyond the boundaries of the tribe is man

, olpless state writ large. Tile God of Saint Paul,
"Aq man as the potter does clay, making one vessel
F Wagy the other had, is man living under Oriental

The God of a later date, and governing accord-
Y Set |Jaws, is man with a partly developed scientific
g ~"KlI who has, politically, reached the stage of conceiv-

ll|stitutional government. And the God of to-day,
to save than to damn, more concerned with

human life here than on the other side of the grave, think-
ing more of practice than of mere belief, is man partly
humanised, conscious of his strength and possibilities. The
gods are made by man, they improve'as man improves, and
a decent god should at least thank man for having placed
him above the state and station in which the world first
designed him. God’s debt to man is not less if wo assume
with the orthodox theology that he made man. The debt
simply assumes another form. The theologians assured us
that God made man for his own glory. Presumably, even
the deity found perfection- a bit of a bore, with no one to
contemplate his work, and not having anyone to admire
what lie had done. It seems that God made man so that
man could tell God all about himself. But whether that
massumption be sound or otherwise having been
created, had, and has, a distinct claim for consideration and
fair treatment.

Most of us have got beyond the Christian stage which
taught that between parents and children the rights were
all on the side of the parents. The child had nothing to
do with its birth, and while the relationship between the
two clearly saddles the parent with certain duties, it quite
as clearly gives the child certain rights. The rights are
here almost solely on the side of the child, the duties on
the other. Is the situation any different between God and
man? Surely it is identical. Were it conceivable that all
men could be consulted whether they would he created or
is certain that with the knowledge of what was
But being

man,

not, it
before them they would decline the adventure.
thrust into the world man has at least this claim against
God; that lie should be given the same chance as every
decent parent would give his child had he the power which
God is assumed to possess.

What now are the cases. |Instead of the child of this
heavenly parent finding itself warmed and protected, the
“ heavenly father ” appears to have exhausted every
possibility in laying pitfalls— mental, moral and physical—
for his undoing. It is true that man may learn to avoid
these traps, but how many suffer before this knowledge is
gained ? Often it is the onlooker, the one who has watched
the struggle from afar, who benefits. Success is set in a
background of failure, happiness in a background of misery,
life is framed in death. It is not merely the failures that
show how ill God discharges his debt to man ; the successes,

the way in which they are gained, do this not less
thoroughly. It is true the race grows better, but the claim
on God is by every individual. An inconsiderate egoism

leads us to excuse the process because we reap benefit from
it. We are an improvement, we flatter ourselves, on what

has gone before. But it is this “ before ” that convicts
God. For each one who made up that “ before ” had
exactly the same claim for consideration as we have. The
knowledge that we have would have saved them; the

comforts that we have would have made their lives happier.
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God excuses his luck of care for some because, he shows a
moderate amount of care for others. It is sometimes said
ill deeds without reaping the con-
sequences. The plea does not fit the facts. Not the most
extravagant bigot can argue that the suffering in the world
is all disciplinary, and is all for our education. Man may
be punished for a good deed as surely as though he were
performing a bad one. While we write news comes of a
man who has died an agonising death, after losing one arm,
and the fingers of his other hand, in
radium for healing purposes.

that we cannot perform

learning the uses of
What moral connection is
there here between action and consequence'? A man who
gets wet through may contract tuberculosis just as surely
if the cold is caught while on an errand of goodness as on
a burglarious expedition. God not only punishes the good
with the bad, he rewards the bad with the good. When he
is offended with one of his children he knocks the whole
family about. He acts like a drunken bully who gives his
wife a beating because another man has offended him. That
a parent owes a duty to his children, and that he may be
properly punished if he fails to discharge it, is part of the
legal procedure of the country in which we are living. What
would happen if we applied the same rule of common-sense
and justice to God and his children?

Have it one way or another. .Either God discharges his
obligations to man badly, or the whole thing is an illusion.
You can save the character of God at the price of his exist-
ence, but you simply cannot have it both ways. Perhaps
it is best to treat the whole thing as an illusion. When an
old lady was told for the first time about the sufferings of
Jesus, she remarked, “ Ah, well,
let’s hope it isn’t true.” Let’'s hope that this story about
a heavenly father isn’'t true. It is bad enough to fight
nature single-handed, and to try to mould it nearer the
heart's desire. But to believe that there is at the back of
nature some almighty intelligence that designed the whole
drama, is enough to make one mad with the horror and the
brutality of it all. Perhaps it isn’'t true. Perhaps the
whole antithesis of God and man is a fictional one, and the
real antithesis is man as he

it was a long time ago,

is and man as he was ; man
savage and man partly civilised. Man may not really be
improving a God, he may be only improving himself, and
in the Gods that block his path he is seeing only the
uncivilised humanity from which be has sprung. Man is a
slave to his past in many ways, but the most disastrous
of the slaveries from which lie suffers is this bondage to
the gods and ghosts of primitive mankind. And from this
servitude deliverance can come only by recognition of the
nature of the facts before him. As in so many cases ignor-
ance is the condition of servitude, knowledge the condition
of freedom. The greatest enemy that man has to conquer
is himself. Once that enemy is vanquished all the rest can
comfortably be taken in detail.

CHAPMAN COHEN.

HUMANISTS OF THE VICTORIAN ERA

MRS. FRANCES WENTWORTH KNICKERBOCKER’'S “ Free
Minds, John Morley and His Friends” (Harvard University
Press, 1943), furnishes an attractive picture of Victorian heretics
nearly all of whom wore ranged among social and religious
reformers. Indeed, this survey provides an antidote to the many
supercilious criticisms of a period in several respects far superior
to ours.
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John Morley was born in Blackburn in 1838 when  ~.pal-
agitation was in full swing and when the Weslej hai
despite the dire despair its threats of eternal Pe t1
brought to sensitive minds—had quite inadverten y ,, 'diaWl

cause of social reform. Our authoress considerV ‘'workingl3
the direct teaching of Methodism was hostile to ~ o
movements, yet indirectly it was a training-groulK  qie fa-
for democracy. The Methodist Sunday Schools M</jings
to teach wiiting ta workers' ehildren ; their class nn” Ajjtical
conferences became models for trade union leaders

reformers.’: L) oin ot

Mthaugjj Gharvip fided away, its impulse = y.~tory Al
Repeal of the Corn Laws and the passing of the Ihs
in 1847. Moreover, in the succeeding decades sec'’
sanitary improvements and social ameliorations Of nd
through scientific application, and the Humanist a°tiVi,,.iUgh ar
and women like Mill, Harriet Martineau, Morley, b,a
other political and religious reformers. n

Trained in strict orthodoxy, John Morley’'s i"1
Leslie Stephen, like himself, became a sceptic and tie jj,irn/IL
be said of another life-long friend of Morley’s, FredeiWw
the eminent Positivist.

The elder Stephen wished his son, Leslie, to take *1 poi™
as the Fellowship at Cambridge to which he was apl)(,in ~gp.ph'l
him to ordination, hi- became a cleric in 1859. Gs K .
had accepted the traditional creed as of divine inspi@!pteijj»i
while still officiating as a minister of the Gospel, he . 1t
the writings of Hume, Buckle, Comte, Spencer am M'”er-
1862, as the absurdities of the Old Testament stories I<
more obvious—fictions he was constrained to teach m
truth—he resigned his tutorship. In later life he <dU
recall any regret at the loss of his faith, and, when
for his plain speaking when discussing sacred themes, <otWi K
that Jus critics never knew what it was to be >I' . L
white choker.” Again, as our authoress observes: 412“5 ~ K
by hastening the abolition of religious tests, had <"
the gates of the universities.

i\

Oxford experienced a pronounced change wild NI
secession to Rome and his departure from the city »
Mark Pattison is cited as saying that, “ Theology w»s ~
from the Common Room, and even from private wMt
Very free opinions on all subjects were rife.” Fred«'ll ~
entered Wad ham as a scholar at this stirring time wH 11
immediately, the Committee of Inquiry at Oxford was
which led to much needed reform. Hr. Congreve *N||]iijll
stimulating influence on the brighter students and he, gild
Beesly and Bridges, all became shining apostles of
Comte’s Positivist Religion of Humanity,

The Reform measures of 1854-56 removed religious tﬂl1
admission to the University, swept aside antiquated re* .(I1
and drafted a constitution and, “ in the first election uitll
new statutes opening the scholarships of Lincoln College
competition, John Morley won his scholarship.”

Still, despite reform, Oxford largely remained Ariiol'l ”
of lost causes and forsaken beliefs and impossible loyalf-¥*

religious intolerance inspired the conduct of Morley’s coi" .,vM
father who was infuriated when he realised that his a
abandoned the creed of his childhood, refused to '  jjyi™-
Church as a minister. We learn that “ it was while he Jiif*
in the rooms that had been John Wesley's that his own "~ ¢

Methodism was dropping away. . . He had to leave OxfOl' k
end of liis third year with only a Pass degree and to s*llpii>"
a living'cut off from his family, in real poverty and I(>1 .
philosopher, John Stuart Mill, should have been the o” (.iii.
intellectual influence both at Oxford and Cambridge. pl
Mill’s experiential philosophy did not escape criticism* Allil
“ Political Economy” and “ Logic " were set studies f°l
dates for the philosophical Examinations.
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r"wanuilleS"f AuSuste Comte, the founder of Positivism, were
"fliii n.,. " Illsbody iii England. Yet they exercised il powerful
»it,, 11 tig* mealim of thought. All the leading Positivists
lire iU distinction. As Mrs. Knickerbocker notes:  The
» 1 Engiish discoverer of Comte was John Stuart Mill, and Has
‘h encouraging an unknown thin ei was
G] ktristic as his candour in criticising Comte s la »'
2 * Henry Lewes, in his ‘Biographical Drctionary o
Wy’ lid valiant service in..mukihg Pasitivismm known

1p ' Harriet Martineau transcribed and condensed the
ve Ptaphy ' with a devotion truly heroic: ‘' Many 2
(;'f did 1 write \ith the tears falling into my lap. And
of her

* 4 i Ehot found N Positivism both the satisfaction

 her“d mterest aroused by Spencer and Lewes and the

DR)ma M- religious cravings. If her Savonarola and

tbu 77 i . he h ht
often like Positivist preachers Sh€é has wroug

answer
Daniel

i) ic 1(Ie)s of her heroines, of Maggie and Itomolu

Rl e+ own religion of human sympathy,

*hio intimates, Cotter Moris,on, the author of * The

»it, Ran,” George Eliot and Lewc Made him familiar
Il»e Loud

'0il Cointists and was almost persuaded to join their
But, what ho deemed their sectarian tendencies
‘erse criticisms of Huxley, Spencer and Mill held him
Morley granted that Comte’'s “ analysis of social

g ',Si01*° of the great achievements of the human

Mnilv 10 nuvel'theless rejected liis projected systemisation
mH, t!, lll]i civic relationship as unreasonable and retrograde,
~lo{ ' vV'dtation of Humanity into a Supreme Being fourni

W ‘.in Morley’s estimation.
\ "Begrity of character endeared him to his contem-
HnQ * oniittedly, he was intimidated by convention on more

II'N, i$»<aBU,i. H w,Is “ to Morley that Leslie Stephen
llcri <reditli had done in a time of sorrow. It was Morley

E(ls 1 M Spencer asked to say the last words over his ashes :

Ne I ol" above others as one from whom words would
"Hi j|S HIly.” To Gladstone Morley was always ‘ about the
, N iib!W  jHthough they differed on the deepest of issues.”

'h Jiios j' ~ "lUtimated, Morley’s refusal to take Orders enraged

“Hin  'dlier and he was driven to try in turn tutorship, school

i g <Ud law for a living. Ultimately, ho drifted into

‘@l Isju which warded off starvation until he contributed to

Wtur ly ” in its palmy days, and subsequently became the
mi,l edlor of thhe Fortnightly Review,” and the author

_I',,./ n°tablo volumes,

- AV!?HIst, Morley had edited the “ Morning Star ” until it
L while writing for the Saturday Review ” his and
K, "Hgiie, Leslie Stephen’s opinions were too advanced for the
K,! *u,ay’s” Church and State views. Thus, lliey were excludeij
it,, 'Hrticipetionl ,,, political and religious discussions. Still

X -]11 Hie “ Saturday” that Morley made his anonymous
X+ * 01 Swinburne’s “ Poems and Ballads,” an attack that

(I'H l'oet generously pardoned.

Hlli 1 age of @8, Midiit§y IBCaitde \edlitelr @f the “ Eartnightly

liliit,, "Hierto, despite its high standard, had been a financial

“lidj, ' A bmnillent baid Of writeis gatheired roulld the new
If7g, Ul the “ Fortnightly ” became the leading monthly

. 0* the day. As Mrs. Knickerbocker avers: “ Fearless-
i fO0i' independence were the mark of the 'Fortnightly.’

!:\V ,HI) most original thinking of the time appeared in its
b eie Was, for instance, Walter Bagehot's ‘ English
) 'II'T, ‘"M which opened the first number and was followed
Lo,,EJs'cs and Politics’; liis delightful essay on Crabb
"H i1 Wils called by Sir George Trevelyan the best magazine
At had ever read.”
iH 'l time when trade unions were highly unpopular, Morley
S.,, s Hiends gave them open support. Frederic Harrison
'h 1 lis professional career by espousing their cause, while
‘iR, Beesly nearly lost his University post. Articles
I"Ff/hth in the *“ Fortnightly Review ” were denounced .as
aiy> although they only pleaded for fair treatment of the
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poor and oppressed. Still, Mill's review of Thornton’'s “ Labour
and Its Claims ” in 1869, in which he rejected the official wage
fund theory, materially “ helped to break down the bars of
economic ‘law ' against the efforts of organised labour.”

John Morley was no more satisfied than Joseph Chamberlain
witli the Education Act of 1870, which, he declared, had “ handed
the elementary education of England to the Anglican Church.”
Morley demanded secular instruction only in State-supported
schools, while he stressed the crying need for a system of
enlightenment which would remove the unspeakable ignorance,
apathy and superstition of the masses.

Long stigmatised as blasphemous and degrading, organic
evolution is now an accepted truth by all who count in cultured
circles. The recent Archbishop’s Commission -on Doctrine itself
contedes that “ no objection to the theory of evolution can be
drawn from Genesis.” Yet not only Darwin’s “ Origin of Species,”
but even the “ Essays and Reviews ” penned by learned clerics,
not to mention Colenso’s legitimate conclusions, occasioned an
outbreak of theological fury in the sixties of last century. The
writers of “ Essays and Reviews ” were denounced as the Seven
against Christ, and their prosecution demanded. Even when two
Reviewers were acquitted by the Privy Council and Lord
Chancellor Westbury’s judgment was summarised as follows:-—

“ He dismissed Hell with costs,
And took away from the Orthodox members of the Church
of England
Their last hope of everlasting damnation,”

the uproar continued.

As Mrs. Knickerbocker reminds us: “ Eleven thousand clergy-
men, headed by Pusey, signed a declaration of belief in eternal
punishment. ‘ Only the secular arm,” says Dean Inge, ‘ stopped
a whole series of ecclesiastical prosecutions which would have
made the ministry of the Church of England impossible except
for fools, liars and bigots.’ ”

So Morley and his supporters, seeing this menace to freedom
of thought and expression, took up the cudgels on behalf of
scholarship and science. Huxley, Tyndall, .Clifford, Herscliel,
Stephen and Spencer all entered the fray. To them, and to the
more popular Freethought Movement, we remain deeply indebted
for much of the mental emancipation from theological error we
possess to-day.

T. F. PALMER.

MORALS AND MOTIVES

THERE has been much revived discussion of morals and the
question raised as to whether morality can become a science.
O1 the one hand we have a call for a now morality ; a new moral
incentive; and on the other, a return to age-old precepts; a
natural morality and a revival of supernatural sanctions' All
of which implies the failure of morality, for unless the old is
dead there is no need for a new, nor for its resuscitation. And
where are we to find this morality ; in the meditations and ravings
of mystics and theologians ; in the obscurantism of sophists and
politicians; or in lynch-law or Nuremberg trial ; in the behaviour
of human beings? That such questions should bo raised is a
poor look-out; a case of save us from our friends; the road to
hell is paved with good intentions.

It has often been urged in these columns that religion and
morals are two separate issues, and that morality arises in thu
social need ; but what we have is different interpretations of social
relationships. To assert principles in general agreement ignores
points in dispute. Religion has been termed morality tinged
with emotion; “ true morality ” like “ true religion ” and “ law
and order ” always happen to coincide with the sentiments of the
individual. Points in common should show the connection
between them. The idea that religion and morals are separate
issues seems to arise in the old metaphysical trick of trying to
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separate in theory what cannot be separate in fact. Morality
is tinged witli metaphysics and that it has also been tainted with
religion indicates that it carries the dead hand of the past. This
is consistent with the fact that the word morals is derived from
the Latin for custom. As a theoretical consideration of human
behaviour, morality lias the general characteristic of tradition.
What tradition is with ideas, so is custom with behaviour. What-
ever is sanctioned by custom is moral in any time or place.
Religion is handed down by tradition and morality handed down
by custom, is religion’'s last ditch ; a justification of “ law and
order " of the status quo.

A scientific method of examination involves a wide survey,
and, to be dynamic, the concept of evolution. Using the com-
parative method in history, Buckle argued that, whereas there
had been a continuous process of Intellectual development, there
had been none in morals. Whereas there had been an increasing
accumulation of knowledge, of inventions and discoveries, new
methods of inquiry, and the development of the sciences; we were
still echoing classic ethics and the Christian beatitudes. We
can now go further than Buckle, and, using the anthropological
sciences, show that morality is a diminishing quantity. At one
end of the scale we see the rigidity of the taboo, which affected
the life of the savage from cradle to grave ; and at the other,
we have arrived at the position shown in the couplet: —

Regulations and rules are for rogues and fools,
The wicked don’'t heed them and wise men don’t need them.

we can also trace the development. The taboo, termed negative
magic by Frazer,- became the “ thou sh;ilt not.” We see the germ
of the concept of law, and of personification in the law-giver,
and of projection in the Divine Father. With the growth of
powerful theocracies came faith and works, with custom enshrined
in “ The Law.” With polytheistic nature worship and the
expansion of Empire, the pantheistic Universal Law includes both
natural law and moral law on the analogy of political law. Later
came the idea of scientific law, which discards anthropomorphism.
The imputation of motive is unscientific.

The history of theological and metaphysical controversy follows
the acquisition of knowledge and shows the intellectual confusion
of law with cause, cause With reason, and reason with motive.
Each step in the process arises in the need for restatement, and
forms part of our intellectual inheritance. The various stages
of the development arc reflected in our personal attitude to social
life. The negative magic stage is seen in the “ it isn't done ”
and the “ they say.” We have the negative restraint of the
“ thou shalt not ” as well as the positive coercion of the “ believe
or bo damned.” In search of righteousness and wisdom, we are
lost in a maze of eclectic and rhetorical verbiage. Projection is
seen in both theological personification and metaphysical
humanistic analogue. The “ must” shades into the “ ought”
and the “ should.” We are lost in mystical confusion ; sublimely
transcendental ; a casuist's paradise. The tragic austerity of duty
and discipline is as hypnotic as the pleasant illusion of comedy
make-believe. In repetition, the power of word magic expresses
the identification with the Final Cause; in association in the
Machiavellian means to ends; vicarious satisfaction in the Glory
of God, and the glorification of the State. The ago of reason has
not dispelled the illusion. The categorical imperative is the
moral ” tiling in itself.”

In practical psychology, the development of mysticism, through
mesmerism, eventuated in the study of hypnotism and psycho-
logical abnormality. The development of mystical methods of
auto-suggestion and rationalisation is largely historical, and mob-
psychology is also evident. Like religion, morality has sanctioned
the blood feud and holy war; persecution and torture, honour
among thieves and my country right or wrong. Morality is as
fickle as fortune. It has justified the poverty of the many and
the luxury of the few. It has reconciled the chains of slavery
with the ideal of freedom; the imbecilities of the ccnobite and
the power of the imperial juggernaut; mystical acquiesence and
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the fury of fanaticism. The psychological baid'ial*”™ (I tir
old introspective metaphysical ethics led to the r» mdsly
Superman. The desperation of the doctrine o flivc {S V »»
has ita latesk exjaiession in the MmaRtentiatist idl

life begins on the far side of despair. Subinjfil pKlad
delirious and violent. The desire for freedom a,ls' §j.0 die I'T"
of coercion; it is thinking in terms of feeling- 1 tos'cd
jection of personification, it involves a personal aPlu°a
problems. oGl
Whereas the accumulation of knowledge Is iicisgrte»

involving the interplay of ideas, (lie feeling8 aH Jiandedu
the individual starts from scratch and sentiments a”
only as conditioned behaviour,and the influences <
persist in adult life. Inhibition and repression lead 1
and fixations, and the so-called unconscious; am S

scientific appreciation of the psychological cons*4 (inr

custom. Morality is pre-scientific sociology, jyst '

primitive psychology. g A,
JEAKOUSY-LOVE-OR REASON?

“ FOR i, the Lord thy God, am a jealous God ” Ga(i :csro».*’l’

—and " Perfect love casteth out fear.” All guotatlonl NN

Bible, on which the Christian religion is based. ‘W< A (fi

more contradictory or illogical than the fact of a d°*

who was, at the same time, a God of Love. If a e

kindergarten came out with such absurdities, it junf

with a pitying smile—a schoolboy would be classed »s
and an adult dubbed—a fool. But—because it is *" 11, li1"
the vade mecum of the descendants of the priuiit” 4. 1Ib
men—it becomes a truth of such staggering profundity» ,” il
‘crafty” ones have reaped untold wealth in {xIl 0 ‘ple
Truth, we are told, is a many sided jewel. Is it I'°jjGis
explain the apparently inexplicableness of these qu®° ' , Jir
as to arrive at a logical semblance of the truth ? .
—some say that. All correct, no doubt, as far as th<y Wi
judging by the present unhappy state of the world ]'0I' ~r?71
a simple logical explanation that satisfies the onliH'1! .id
on the ground floor—who may use his own mind for 11
not Ieave it to someone else to do for hlm

-as

tho s-ubject from an “ experience” point of view. " M*
tile Bible is divided into three parts—the period ilea ™ MU
the creation and up to the time of the supposed coveml ~ d
Abraham—the period from that covenant until the a'j|it Q¥
Christ—and the period of the Christ and his apostles. ib1L
Testament is of no value without the covenant. m «
to reconstruct the facts that gave rise to that act?

Ah" 1|dk
,ui'l

afraid of the reception he Would get if he arrived 1 pitl
a beautiful wife. Human nature being then, as it ' ouf
proved in David's time, and, as the reports of the divoW,™ #k
grovef is the same to-day. So Abraham arranggd with o) nt
that she should pass as his sister. The Egyptians, Ni Lk
human—did as was expected—and treated her—as h*8 (j.ii-
Somehow or other, tho secret leaked out, anil the Fgyj . d
morality was shocked. For soino reason—either as a " jit
recompense—to keep his mouth shut—or as the price I' .ir
Sarah—they initiated Abraham into the priesthood, |
of Egylit had advanced beyond the stage of believing [2a))
AIthough they encouraged the practice of polytheism .die

means of governing the people through tRelt own trJI ,iﬁg

—ffl'rey %mew Hﬁat %%ere was a someﬁwmg a{ ?% %acl% ‘”vgr.',,fiil
which they called the “ President of the Universe,” :I"/,,atill
was beyond their comprehension to understand. Their °u U j-
and password, in the third degree of the initiation of 1' ..fl
give an indication of which way they viewed this president-
look for a resurrection of the dead and a Judgment to  <f
and count the days of Wrath.” Undoubtedly a rev®®
president.

lib-
alli
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»am returmed to His tribe imbued w'! % §PYISHRRQt

... ""B'Y unknown, who bud to be api'e."*1 instituted Ih<
hZt retaining a degree of polygamy, Abva { polytheism.
;;;lw@/, inlpreference to the Egyptian pvact.ee
i to his”]'UM' °een n str°ng-wilk*d and ambitious woman 1
djht Jut t],)lans when they went to Egypt, and there is no
JIET Jlev . Abraham was—to use a modern expression—
$'tefulldS Jim  “Or his humanity was not proof against her
“*glais his mistress and child. To placate his
Esto j.. QI Went the bondswoman and child to the wilder-
fend d. A | le of
Takerays ot 15 065y fhey ggyld.  An early example o
‘e fr nr Ltt,nent that “ there are some meannesses too
Mt tip.JI¥, hut woman, lovely woman alone, can venture to
“dlasanl ' _ So was perpetuated the Egyptian idea of a
' Fa hi . wa « who, \X‘/H”%t
tal, and the bigoted morality of a ic
C S 1 herself—denied the reasons to othn”
l,,4b1 ad their inevitable sequences. Ihe A of
- L|ymg’>-- © E *v -Uq“ ..... 7 7 ~,,imentation oi
A, (uiminating h

tu to tiie oPinions of the “ learned ones,
"ol iJ d- f*far by the “ thou shalt Not ''—this, that or the
»he Ut remsorrable explanation, and ‘the subjugation il
i, ?,the «tate of “ his wife, his ox or his ass.”
<} th" cult of Christianity appeared. The arguments for
M, ~"st the immaculate conception have waged unconvincingly
Mdred VS suhPOsed to happen, and it is only within the last
1"q their a,S ~Iflt the Roman Catholic Church has decided to
the case by accepting it as a definite fact.
°Ut the biological doubts, there is no doubt but that a
H'°"t th, a uian for that matter, can give birth to an Idea,
N DiftnlV ,i,lot the opposite sex. Considering the undignified
V been f “""iHating position t» whiicm the daughters of Eve
w«Will torced—it is a wonder the idea had not arisen before.
B >y, tire jgea of a world so diametrically opposed to their
N ) WUU> appelledifl the first placo—to those who suffered
+H nian and those-on the lowest spoke of fortune’'s wheel.
»,. 30Jum could not lead.
1SS elxs - 11 veew of their inhibitions and traditions was
J* O\ 1) revolutionary. So the son of-a village carpenter
11 F.((] K toad, and taught the new idea—by act and example.
Hske, P°ace—tolerance—and individualism. With one
"I'li-t, "stoul of teaching the value of logic, reason ami
.. % *e/ .nderstdnding—lie allowed his disciples to become
Nitr-.i TS and to accept his views—without question. Which
pn, > m 5 Foregone conclusf®n. A soon us their leader was,
< ]|’ *as'°n of thought took place—and so to-day we have
N w .js of different branches of that idea of “ peace on earth,
V]," '“wards man "—all professing to be the only true
'A. "to all ready to cut the other’s throat if it would benefit

H ""»g lij,
lift Kuutural reasoned desires, without detriment to others:

tol "''ping those more unfortunate turning water inti
‘at folk could be joyous - tolerating the failings of
,H-"toeriug to authority the duties that belong to
»ml the Truth, of which, when we know the truth of

(lad are know al Beyond that, we cannot go, so—let's
'Hi,. | 1Kile humbug of a worn out superstition, and face up
| »0J1'" —that we are here for a short, time only, so let us
‘a ''»to constructively, to make that short time—for eivcli

~ 'appy as possible.

“ ISITMAELITE.”

VERY DIFFICULT

“st, is missionary work as difficult as in China. Think,
Y“Inl ‘"ce, ,,f the difficulty of explaining to an anccstor-
hill, 1 »Hell words as, 1Tf any ihan come to Me and hate not
i"iiL""'. lie cannot be my disciple. For | am come to set
o1 against his father.” * ..Rev. K!' J. Hardy, “"Joh'n
at Home,” 1905, p. 317.
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SAINT JOHN THE DIVINE, SNAKE-SEER

A RATIONALISTIC REVELATION

Did John the Divine have a supper of pork
'Ere he wrote that lust book of the Bible?

Not wisely, too well use his knife and his fork
'Ere he published that “ blasphemous libel” ?

If he hadn’'t the meal that |'ve mentioned to you,
1 submit that he must have been boozing;

For a boozer sees “ snakes,” and he spotted a few
At a time when he must have been snoozing.

He spotted Old Harry, the king of them all;
He was crawling about on his belly.

Old Nick, though a “ gent.,” isn't upright and tall,
As depicted by Marie Corelli.

Says John—and he must have been full to the brim—
‘In the spirit was | on a Sunday.”

But the spirit—to judge from his book—was in him
From the dawn of the previous Monday.

Yes, plainly the saint had been pulling too long
At the tankard, the bowl, or the flagon,

For he speaks of our friend, who had done him no wrong,
As the “ Devil,” “ Old Serpent,” and “ Dragon.”

He copies his Master, “ Our Saviour,” J. C,,
Who referred to his foe as a “ viper,”

Cursed and swore like a trooper one day at a tree,
When lie wanted its figs to be riper.

Not so bad as “ Our Father ” is Nick the accursed.
So we gather from Moses’'s journal;

He's the Father of Knowledge, schoolmaster Hie first,
Though consigned to the regions infernal.

Says Johnny, an angel caught hold of OIld Nick,
And a Hiousand yenis* “ penal ” he gave him.
When a saint is “ revealing,” he piles it on thick

To intimidate man and enslave him.

Some beasts “ full of eyes” met the muddled 0110's gaze—
They'd apparently got ’em inside 'em.

T those days men were jays, hadn't met with X-rays,
So the Lord only knows how he eyed 'em.

lie spotted a leopard with many a spot,
Though-it hadn’'t been made quite correctly;

Seven heads and ten horns had the animal got—
Take a warning and live, circumspectly.

lie spotted the Lamb “ without blemish or spots,”
Christianity’s founder, confound Him '

(in his Father's right hand He unceasingly squills,
With 1is Army of cringers around Him.

Some scorpion-locusts he spotted, ’'tis said,
With stings in their tails that will hurt you,
Unless you've the mark of flic Lord on your head—
Though it isn't the hall mark of virtue.

Now a spade is a spade, and a fact is a fact,
Of my words I'm no chooser and picker:

“ Revelation” reveals that the writer was'cracked,
Had the nightmare, or wrote it in liquor!

Ess Jay Bun.
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ACID DROPS

Fr. John Heenan, Roman Catholic, says that lie could never
accept a religion without a mystery. We quite believe it. Mystery
in religion is its only strength. For a “ mystery ” no explanation
can he given, and any understanding is unnecessary. One must
esimply believe, and the more absurd the item is the more valuable
the mystery. The priest is the only one who can bring man
into touch with the religious mystery, and there is, again, no
mystery which inspires Fr. Heenan to say that a religion without
a mystery is of no use to him. We may also say that all men
who live on the simplicity of others would agree that there must
ho a mystery, or the trick would fail.

The Archbishop of Canterbury moves along the same vein when
he says that parents must encourage their children. We fancy
that.” encourage their children ” means “ compel,” for we simply
cannot imagine children crying to go to church. The truth of
this is that the Archbishop is saying, “ Compel your children to
go to Church, for the safety of the' Churches rests on catching
people while they are young.” We should like a poll taken on the
matter, the voters being, say, ten years of age, with the alterna-
tives being games, and study of animal life in some near forest.

Here is another point of the same kind. At the Convocation
of Canterbury, the Rev. Hoskin wanted to know the value of
Sunday morning services. He was of opinion that without them
other services would be larger. These parsons are rather childish.
All round them the church attendances are shrinking, and to
suggest that there will be more if a service is knocked off here and
there is, silly. The empty churches have no connection with the
time of the prayers, it is the material that people are finding
very, very poor stuff. Look back at the war. The Churches had
to stop their days of prayers because the more they prayed the
greater the disaster seemed. Then miles and miles of food lost
by terrific storms, and there were no days of prayer suggested.
Churchill, when defeated at the poll, said the first thing with
the Conservatives was the security of religion. And since then
we have heard nothing about it. I'robably his chiefs told him
that lie was going the way to lose the. next election. So we heard
no more of that. The fact of tho matter is that the churches are
very, very sick. It is only a question of when they will sink to
oblivion.

Archbishop Downey (R.C.), does not mind people going to the
pictures on Sunday—provided that they first go to Church. That
seems quite sensible—for an Archbishop—and it is business. Tho
Archbishop is really saying “ T do not care whether they go to
the pictures or not, provided we get a share of the plunder. You
charge to go in and make a handsome profit. We are content to
take what is given, and we get less and less.” The clergy are
realising that the present is not an ago of faith. It is more than
the twilight of the gods, it is a “ black-out.”

It is rather a pity that Sir Stafford Cripps lias not sufficient
sense to keep his religion to himself, and as he cannot help
speaking as a mouthpiece on secular matters which he represents,
that lie is not careful to leave religion alone. Hut when ho says
deliberately that “ all political creeds and all economic planning
must he dominated by Jesus Christ,” that is simply not true,
and it would be an insult to Sir Stafford to say lie was not aware
of it. Or lo put it in another way, his praise of religion is not
the belief of a very, very large section of his followers. It is
simply not true, that our economic plan is based on Jesus Christ.
Mis teaching, expressed over and over again, was that his
followers should take no thought for the morrow, which is
certainly not what our new Government is doing. It is time that
those in the Labour movement took a stand, or tried to at least,
caution their leaders that elements of fair play and common
decency should not be thrown aside even by a leader in politics.
Politics is never a clean game but there is no necessity for men
to forget that among their followers “ there are others.” We
should like to hear the opinions of people on that head.

THE FREETHINKER

i
) bistitrs M
The King has ordered—or his * spiritual ¢y

1
%ﬂ%gdﬂmm e U}y DJ,§ hand at—a National Ray " nS pie h

svenis to be gettlne f||' Protector of tfie faith, but as N
tho “ order ” <if tIfe~*0" "I1* poorcr> it does not look-'s K
to church  We tlii i #fg " ‘1 ,lavo much effect in getting |
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nows

out for,him. In fact, it was settled long bef%re r&e abo» ,Mf|®
we were king we should object to being or ere ut
manner. He lias our sympathy.

itg At

The Glasgow Presbytery must do something to ial,, jfurFil
so it Inis been proposed that there should he ® Ny
Guidance Association.” Of course, if young nu—="" nt ywin*!,
foolish enough to go to a number of clergymen to hnd o lie

they are fit to marry this one or that one, there W|” ind
a mess as anyone could wish for. Peops® tg art i
blunders when getting married; but to allo¥ QEs! 5i_ers
a marriage for any one is to get as near damnation as ’\|t P
wish. Advice as to how to run a borne is good enoug ,jda”
a young man or woman to go to a “ Marriag i)amiS
Association ” is just damnable. If that does not I lIpil]] tiT
down to the animal level, it is making for it. Altei . V1
should be more in marriage than can ever be de'l
bushel of semi-antediluvian parsons.

stia?

One of our casual readers thinks that our “ very
journal ought to be more respectful to the opinions o™ P

people. We do not agree, nor do we see that we 1 ~Jete,l
pay homage to opinions with which we do not agree, | Lp*
only three real classes of opinions. They are either 138" jip*
or unsettled. Number one carries the support of ah
Number three calls for suspended opinion, and we w
destroy number two. That seems to us all there 's = d
The lii/hl to express an opinion is another questuili, Sl«slla:*' !
not tliink that anyone cali fimi thé ” Freethinkei®
supporting thé riijht of all to express opinion. 'Ol
judgnient must teli.

Mrs. Ruby Ta'Bois, we are noting, is keeping fHe - gu ~
Indojiendniit ” newspaper busy. In tin» issue for May, Bff;

a letter very murli to the point and which is not likely'V U
ber opponents. We should like to see others .of our
ing #ieir-eye on fhe press. fiuch Bhat-is good coutl ¥
ili*
It Is good to hear recognised prominent scientists sa) p\nilllj
they believe without apology for speaking. Mere, fO)l |
is a man of first class standing in the world of science,
can say without apology:— iy 19
“ The man who can read history and say Ohris' I'}[)),y pd
not produced many abominations, many horrors, n'l
versions of the human spirit, must have hepn ieal
specially constructed spectacles . . . Wo are urge'. tiai &
our society Christian. Dut Europe lins been Fluwh1
n full nine hundred years after the vision of the G ) |
every soul in Beziers was butchered in Christ’s own (f t]
It was but one example among many. Each 01, -
centuries as it went by was lit by its own cruel n »
religious wars. How grand if we could wipe out *1*M0,jge»”™

ns from a slate. The acts of massacres of the A 4fil
the record of Luther with bis references to thf
revolt. All these in fact have had their share 1
Christianity.” J

And even that does not exhaust the evil that followed R¥
of Christianity in power.

We do not know whether Church Parade is still onfoi'cCPA

its severity in the Navy, but a few weeks ago the*4jjjl'.
“ voluntary ” Church of England service on board fij.
Superb.” And bow many of our deeply religious IaIISu>".

turned lipp Exactly two ratings |
warned that, above all,

And yet wo (»e*»_ _

it is our brave sailors faced "r\||f|1
majesty of nature, the sea, in all its beauty and rutW:'.Jjiii
who how in reverence to Almighty God. Voluntary
Parades prove it.
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ANNUAL CONFERENCE 1947

ft A
v ‘;tkn(»al Conference of the National
> |C °n'Tyno durin8 Oie Whitsun weekend was given an
Hu jisnR by a reception of delegates and friends at the
) ‘r °n Saturday eyening. The local N.S.S. Branch,
% to adershij) of Mr. J. T. Brighton, had left nothing
I * C ,nsure the enjoyment and comfort of those present.
VA~liM  UCted orcbestra and talented vocalists provided the
1Ho,lle ~le proceedings, which were opened by an address
IKMirbU “yom the Branch chairmm@n, Mr. W. Rowe, In
President,..M....Chapman Cohen, recalled the
JRPail) P3 mem°lies of his work in Newcastle as a young man
@l 4 Hibute to those who were always ready to work for
Lil(]| Refreshments on a generous and varied scale were
v T Were s°ived by a busy band of ladies who
"Ithott> their services. The evening was a marked success

i, enjoyable to all present.

Secular Society at

v« iQHri*ng and afternoon business sessions were held in the
~Nhal) 'lero ;I8!liu the arrangements were excellent.
'?1S *o capacity and the following Branches were

Relegates, in addition to the members of the
X It : Blackpool (1). Fisher), Bradford (H. L. Scarle),
( (,¢C N; Brighton), Blackburn (T. M. Mosley), Chester

bI'l (Av~’ t'bester-le-Street (E. Elliott and W. Parkinson),

'"* Heaton), Edinburgh (W. Ainsley), Felling (Mrs.
A * /lant* Hiss Parkinson), Glasgow (Mrs. M. Whitefield),
"mdy, Vs P- Edwards and N. P. Berry), Jarrow (W. Turner),
iRO. iff - Barmies (J* \&. Barkerh Maiidkiestei’ (\V. Collins
hSst] '*MI), Merseyside (G. Thompson and W. C. Parry),
«'Bai,) /\)Q—Pxpe (J. T. Brighton and W. Rowe), Nelson (J.
% i London (1j. Ebury, R. Johnson and H. Bailey),
6 i1 C tu } ]
"N, /P v - Morris), Oxford (H. Rennison and Airs. 1).
(( oi~- Soaham (Mrs. J. T. Brighton), South London (Mr.
me\l,.be GBheffield (A. Saunas and J. Rawson), Tees-side
1 West Ham (P. Turner), West London (E. 0. Sapliin
il ' Hnrnibrook).

\N w,
" «won S80 n>uch time taken up by discussing other matters

‘N'h't'ar reSolutions had to be remitted to the Executive for
1,4, > The General Secretary read the Annual Report.

~ duo course the Annual Report will be printed and

c 0 members and Branches of the Society. The

*IqS Banco Sheet was then presented, questions were asked

!\f ’s}li&ﬂPR, after which it was put to the meeting and accepted

(rth"mxn Cohen was again elected as President, as were also
eofficials, including the Executive.

A resolution from West Ham to rescind the motion abolishing
Vice-Presidents drew much discussion and a number of points
were raised, one being that the title of Vice-President did not
add to efficiency from either the individual or to the N.S.S. The
President said, as in the past it might be bestowed as. a mark
of esteem, and it did not mean that a new President of the N.S.S.
had necessarily to come from the vice-presidents. Manchester
moved an addendum that two vice-presidents bo added to Rule 5.
That was accepted by the West Ham delegate and the motion was
put and carried; the old motion abolishing vice-presidents was
rescinded and the favour of vice-president can now be given to
two members of the Society.’

A resolution from Manchester Branch that an organiser be
appointed was discussed. The President pointed out it was not
possible to settle the matter on the spot. All manner of things
had to be examined and details worked out, and the matter
should be remitted to the Executive where it could have
immediate attention. A resolution that Branches send to the
Executive a quarterly report of work done was passed with an
addendum that the Executive also report to the Branches.

The next item was not a very pleasant one, it concerned the
expulsion of two members of the Bradford Branch, Messrs.
E. J. Gorina and R. B. Mitchell. The General Secretary read
a statement covering the expulsion. Briefly, the statement
referred to a resolution moved by Mr. F. J. Gorina at Bradford
Branch meetings: That the Branch secede from the Parent
Society and continue to function as an independent organisation.
Mr. Mitchell was the original author of the resolution and on
his own admission would have moved it but for his illness. The
resolution was actually carried out in spite of the Executive's
warning that it was unconstitutional and disloyal to the Society,
and Mr. Gorina had threatened the Executive against interfering
with him. In consequence the Executive had no other choice bud
to expel them. Both had appealed to the conference against their
expulsion and that was the matter now before the meeting.

After the statement had been read Messrs. F. J. Corina and
Mitchell were called upon and stated their case. On the other side
Messrs. Baldie and Day, Secretary and Chairman respectively of
the Bradford Branch, gave an outline of events which took place
at Brunch meetings. The official time limit of the conference had
been extended to 5 o’clock, which allowed two hours for dealing
with the appeals. At that time, the President said, the question
would be put to the vote, which resulted in a majority for the
Executive’'s action and the expulsion of Messrs. F. j. Corina
and R. B. Mitchell from the N.S.S. was confirmed.

Air. Cohen, in a few words, brought the proceedings to a close
and a short walk brought delegates and friends to the News
Theatre in Pilgrim Street; the Cafe had been privately engaged
and ample attention was given to the temptations on the tea
tables by a large party. In the theatre itself very comfortable
accommodation awaited the public, who were streaming in for
the evening demonstration, and by the time Mr. Chapnian Cohen
rose to open the meeting there were very few vacant seats. After
a few introductory remarks in his usual humorous vein the
President called upon his first speaker, Mr. J. Clayton of Burnley
who aroused the interest and enthusiasm of the audience; in
succession Messrs. Rosetti, Ridley, Brighton, Mosley, Mrs.
Whitefield and Mr. Ebury followed ; all had a good hearing and
a good reception and played their part in a really very successful
meeting. Air. Chapman Cohen rounded off the proceedings with
one of his best efforts and sent everybody home in a happy mood.

The 1947 Annual Conference at Newcastle-on-Tyno will long
be remembered by those present for the efficient arrangements
and the smoothness with which they were carried out. The work
involved must have been trying and long. Expressions of
appreciation were heard on all sides and most hearty thanks are
due to Air. .T. T. Brighton and all the local saints who helped to
make the 1947 conference the most successful for many years.
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THE SEPIK

i

Here tinl water was many-coloured, green, white and
yellow, and we presumed that it came from great rivers,
for it was sweeter than that of the ocean ; floating in the
water were many trees, leaves and branches, on which at
times were birds or crabs.- W. (‘. Sciiouten : “ Journal
on Description du merveilleux Voyage dans les années,
1015, 1010 et 1017.”

SCIIOUTEN did not see the mouth <of the Sepik, New Guinea's
largest river. He saw its dirty doorstep. Ilis name remains
immortalised as that of a group of islands near where Latitude 3
South cuts across Longitude 144 East, which is pretty near the.
equator, the waistband of the world. The Germans called the
Sepik the Kaiserin Augusta, after the wife of the ill-fated
Wilhelm ; the Australians renamed it the Sepik, nobody knows
why, for that is its name only in pidgin-English. Just as green
were the Germans who name it Nijii, which is the word for water
in one of the Sepik tongues.

In 1926, | was in charge of the Government station at Wewalk,
a few houses of rough-liewn logs, roofed with sago palm (or nip»
when one could get it), walled with sago stems, floored with
limbon, the whole tied together with cane, and so connected thai
if one entered the front door the clock shook in the kitchen.
Wewak was a peninsula which jutted into the Bismarck Sea, a
mass of rotting coral, on which some coconut palms struggled
for life.

Wewak had risen in the world by the year 1942, and had
become the capital of the Sepik District ; but the Japanese came
with a large army and occupied it. In 1944, the Americans
landed at Aitape, to the westward; the Japanese marched from
Wewak and gave battle, but were worsted ; the Australians
pressed from the west ; and the Japanese, to escape encirclement
and starvation, retired to the highlands to the south, where they
made gardens and prepared to fight into a ripe old age. In 1945,
the atomic bombs burst over Hiroshima and Nagasaki, and the
Japanese came from the jungle and surrendered. Wewak became
Australian again. 1, an Australian, felt pleased, although 1
detested the land.

From my station at Wewak in 1925 and 1926, | explored the
interior, from Mount Turn, where the lightning strikes close
enough, so it seems, to light one’s cigarette, to the total nudists,
about forty miles to the west.

We trudged upward, perspiring and muddy. One morning a
naked savage who carried a wooden sword on his shoulder, barred
our path and looked at us. He was startled, and so were we.
We had never before seen a naked swordsman ; and he had never
before seen a white man. The police raised their rifles and
looked about them. The interpreter yabbered a friendly greeting
and the swordsman came towards us. Then we all laughed.

Up and up the swordsman led us and there below us was the
Sepik Valley, the massif which forms the backbone of New
Guinea forming its solithern wall. Ambunti was over there, on
a spur through which the liver had cut ils path in its mad rusn
to throw the tropic rainwater into the ocean. Miles and miles
of grassy plain, sword grass which reflected the sun and made
travelling in daytime a torture. The Sepik was the great
gatherer, thousands of streams flowing into it. There was always
a whirlwind somewhere in the valley, dust and leaves rising in
mile-high tubes which rocked and bent, madly.

The natives in general were not unfriendly. They ignored us
and disappeared into the kunai (sword-grass) until we had moved
on. Here and there old people grinned and yabbered at ns,
because they were too old to tun. Wt one place a woman hid her
baby in the grass and ran.

And they had such lovely churches—sorry,
symphonies in wood and sago leaves or grass.
signboards over the Iront doors.

ghost-houses,
And such cute

The police tittered and 1 rubbed my eyes The

figures copulating in an impossible position, f'Q"
were five or six ghost-houses in a village, probably ea
to a totemic group. Wil
AVe marched on to the .total nudists and were not a"1 (,Kjlin
we saw some. Narkt-kuttur suits only perfect bodu~  ~ fiu
mei‘ ifully hides our physical imperfections. Then do»l
coast again at Matapau where men were seeklag MV .jj evfr *
The name of Professor Thurnwuld, df Hamibusg, 10 Upel
associated with the Sepik. In 1914, he was expl?rl,'lk_ . #1’1!
reaches. When war with Germany began he presste oi"
its source, and the pames of Tirpitz and Hindenbn'S te IB
by him to some mountains. He solved the riddle *“ jj
symbols on the ghost-houses. A bride bore a ghost <
old man in the ghost-house, the only time that a W°nl',n
That done she was allowed to live with her husband, » = S
The Christian missionaries on the coast were trying — _ jis*
the indigenous religion, one Catholic priest going § is KB
burn down the ghost-houses in his parish. Perhaps 1 , fif
now. They appealed to me to suppress it; but 1 *’&HIO "’
anything unlawful about it, although it was a niosi

Kag't-

] &1

religion  But it was as nothing when compared '
hunting. capitil
I received orders to proceed to Ambunti, then tne
the Sepik Disti-ict. at
The mouth of the Sepik is easily found. In 1626, K
from Wewak in a small schooner. The cool wind bl<" ~ |jd

land as we moved through the night, so that we wool* ad
the wind which rises with the sun. Once | was caughtn?*!(
month, the Sepik racing into the ocean, the tide | -
wind slashing the river’'s rolling water: the schoomi lei” jiii
was on end, the propeller threaternn E& gnr&g -‘t lf');nks »
enormous trees, uprooted as the rivem ate into its
acres of grass frolicking in the mad waters added to Ol ,n1
But cunning does it. You chug along through the 1,b5 da )
the two most easterly of the Schonten Islands and yoi* "V
in line; then you place the islands at your stern when
comes and race for the mouth. Soon you will be i" m-*1
smooth river, hut battling against a current which 8 ~ f
nearly as fast as the schooner’'s speed. Hug the ban ' 'wjl*
at night amidst millions of mosquitoes, and Anibu* 1
reached in four days. CLuf T
The Sepik Valley then was a land of slit-gongs, 811 "afk
logs with a low rumble, others with a sharp note lih* '
smith at his anvil. It is maddening. The natives ha'l
and all night they yabber from village to village, hl'e!'.rr?,r
nerves taut. When a ship entered the Sepik the fir>J 'l Ini;
sight it hammered every slit-gong in the village, then 1 j»
for grass or jungle. From village to village, far into ""j
of New Guinea, the alarm passed, with the speed of &

BERTRAM Cal<1 Jdi
Milson’s Point, New South Wales,

URSE d'ABITOT

‘“ Ilightest thou Urse ;
Haves! God’s curse.”

1 must have been a man of uncommonly strong oha*l iiih
to win the malignancy of monks that they cursed hi"l! (
in life- -behind his hack—and openly after his death.
that, hut on appeal from the Worcester monks Aldreil, AT j (i
of York formerly Bishop of Worcester, solemnly c1>8 ;i
d'Abitot and his offspring, the latter being doomed not
their sire’s casi le.

This was nothing of the massive, gloomy and romant*l **
detailed by Seott and other novelists of tushery. Actual®
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II*as¢'wall0l WIrtl! overlo°king the River Severn.
" hHe bi,;,..:UA in the shape of a figure 8.
i >>oodei3|uy‘, smaller Nie motte in which was a mound with
lil'sc t]'~ WK "re upon it, the keep.

"doach ...". ~ S °hmice was that his bailey wn  apposed to
kuehed'tuQ' "“mastic, land at Worcester Cathedral As this

( theiro PERRekn By

Surrounding
Large space

monl i . ]
— .s on their economic sn' G

lastly more resenttul oi such a ma eiia upon their
il»ilual delect on Urge’s part and cursed ,u,n’ ' the curse.
y bisHb Aldred, now oi York, to subs . d’Abitot,

~»mrc than wonders if the curse was lot T very much

N>'11 seriously by him if he was aware ot

-, "das cousin of William the Gonqueioi, Nwie %Q?@gﬂaﬂi‘
tvr Ktl w'u'u that monarch deemed it liemssa . ."nating
Hi "V'i the Severn. Heme the castle at t would

»4 i 111 K'rry IR‘togI‘ Jblulge 7 tlu Halvern and lesser
ue

U 1 distance the ram
4T~wanl, from behind which turbulent Welsh "

{Oray-

Ofw ( Person and’ personality must have been this fiyst
N, like his royal cousin, who woeuld net appoint
"t li(. 1" Hice unless he were capable of lilling it efficiently.

so is testified by the long time he held it—all the
. "l Ids life, the absence of disturbances during that
lam1i  Quiek suppression if them, and the rewards King
H . UTwl upon him. These were land, manors in various
L1.C L .Wptcestersliikvu twmitjidhiagasiw r@vootheMaMAb itiditi and
&I"tot n ' mk°t still bearing bis family origin from St. Joan
%> the m Havre.
Q«* t0 saine source, monkish chroniclers, we gather Ursa
| Idiinii,,, TITUM! keen strict, stern, a martinet. So much so that
{J“'"I over tc Phrase on his name -tradatur Urso—let him be

% Nts the pear, persisted long as applied to niis-

N

n Vu’l\a‘nes Urse d’'Abitot stocky of figure and broad-
iii )Em' kull neck and reddish hair, his grey eyes restless
""" Ull fiaze>apt to stare uncompromisingly at offenders
j.'fOnV i'S ™Idle the resolute jaw held firm lips which opened
i[’«t ﬂig }rect a,Hl blunt. lie must have been a familiar lorm
ﬁ)mI’H'g FVO wlu,'li was growing on the riverbank, or riding
1"t dH. ,°m manor to manor and village to village on his
.St,,]1« business, hard and efficient, somewhat a terror,
igen<l °f fear to uncouth easy Saxons, disloyal Normans,
'E Ms {'U” monks vainly seeking refuge in cowl or cloister
H H "lIslshcnce and authority, his aggressive secularism
eeNy"'egomatio to tile Church’'s spiritually masked

i, ";igtu""'l appetite for power.
lii in'1R0tto Urse d’Abitot was symptomatic of llie centuries

| df, “»any ways before his time. lie lived when the great
m X ‘«*1 churchmen culminating in Thomas Wolsey was
LI(I S, I>unstai), Oswald, Aldred, Lunfranc, Anselm

it fir

1% ? SQloriff of Worcester would not have much dealing

but within tlie bounds of the country
Hence

tt.-'Ns f th'eat figures,
Hﬁa'? ave kept monks and priests in their places.
Ttful .
cry (—
“ Hightest thou Urse;

As llavest God’'s curse.”

¥II‘Iir¥<’|'| JIs William the Conqueror lived the Church was
CKk],, ' hot allowed to transgress on kingly prerogative or
V%gffiduly in secular and state affairs.
monarch» were not all so strong and self-reliant.
I J Livi I? dissonance of Church and State, the contest of canon
gl law Swept to and fro, reaching a climax in the quarrel
®Hy, 'hg Henry the Second and Thomas Becket.
H), s apocryphal, “ Will no one rid me of this troublesome
"Ihtoiuised the whole matter.

of tlie "u"jnight any
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No doubt the murder in the cathedral was dreadful; all murder
is horrible; but King Henry might have excused himself that
it was state murder, political execution rising far above.private
or personal dispute. It involved a world-wide principle.

For England it was finally settled by King Henry the Eighth,
a monarch whose character and practices had much in common
witli William tlie Conqueror and his sturdily astute cousin Urse
d’Abitot.

WILLIAMS.

A. It

A FREETHINKING PRIEST

AN eighty-four-year-old priest died in Rennes, Brittany, on
February 5, 1943, in a humble house situated in the Rue Waldeck
Rousseau. lie had devoted his long lifetime to an austere
labour and lie left behind his considerable work. A long
procession accompanied him on his last journey to the Town
Cemetery. There were no “ black liats ” or “ white surplices.”
No Requiem, de Profundis, or Miserere. According to his last
will, the Secular funeral was organised by the French Free-
thinkers’ Movement in Rennes which he had joined eight years
before his death, and of which he was an active member.

Last March, under the auspices of the local group of Free-
thinkers, a great demonstration in his honour took place. Not
only did the National Federation of Freethinkers take part, but:
the World Union of Freethinkers was represented, and all
associations with secular tendencies were invited. The demon-
stration involved a double inauguration; a granite stele shaped
like a menhir, with a bronze effigy, was erected on his grave
and a plague was affixed by the Municipality of Rennes, in file
Rue Joseph Tunnel. Several speakers eulogised the great man
who had devoted his whole life in the search for truth.

A short summary of his life is indispensable. Joseph Tunnel
was born in Rennes on December 13, 1859. His parents were
poor, lie shared their hard life and mystical faith. He impressed
the vicar of his parish by his intelligence and piety, who under-
took his education. Joseph Tunnel first studied in an ecclesias-
tical college, and entered the Great Seminary in his 17th year.
Sub-deacon at 21, he was sent for further training to the Faculty
of Catholic Theology in Angers. Ordained as priest two years
later, lie returned to the Great Seminary as Professor of Dogma.
The meticulous and passionate inquiries to which he devoted his
time rapidly induced him to state that he had been the pawn
of a great illusion. 'Since his 26th year, on March 18, lie ceased
his theological labours, but in order not to hurt his parents and
benefactors he derided to remain in his position and to apply
himself the best he could, botli for himself and others, to bring
light upon the dogmas of the Church.

Six years later, however, lie was dismissed from the Great
Seminary after being reported by one of bis pupils that his
teachings were heretical ; he was treated as suspect, njicL found
himself relegated to inferior positions such as Professor of Latin
in a school for backward pupils, a Chaplaincy in an Almshouse,
and then for a Carmelite Convent, lie nevertheless pursued bis
solitary inquiries and researches with an ardour inflamed by his
daily frustrations.

During tiie Spring of 1897—through one of his compatriots of
Stanislav College—he met tlie Abbé Alfred Loisy, who had just
started his “ Revue of Religious History and Literature.” He
contributed many articles on “ Angelology,” “ Original Sin,”
etc., which attracted considerable notice, and as a consequence
uffers for co-operation came,to him from many sources. He was
induced to write for the French *“ Clergy Revue” and “ The
Annals of Christian Philosophy,” a Roman Catholic publication.
Some of his works, particularly those that were less unorthodox,
were published under bis own name, others were written under
pseudonyms like “ Louis Coulange,” etc.
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Under liis own name lie also jmblished from 1905-8 several
apparently inoffensive works including “ St. Jerome,” *“ History
of Positive Theology,” “ History of the Papacy Dogma,” etc.

Such precautions are understandable when one realises the
persistent attacks to which Joseph Tunnel was subjected by
certain theologians who had detected his heresy, and who
persisted in persecuting him despite his various non de plumes.
The criticism finally led, on November 6, to a decree of the
Holy Office, which nominally excommunicated him as a heretic
to be shunned.

This verdict, however, resulted in bringing him to the notice
id the great public which previously had no knowledge of him.
As early as the following year he published, under his own name,
the first volume of his great work, “ The History of Dogma,"
of which the sixth volume, published in 1936, contained the
results of his last researches.

After this he broke witli the Church and associated intimately
with Agnostics and Rationalists. He started to write, without
any attempt of concealment or caution, books of a less technical
nature, written specifically for the public, including such works
as “ How | Left the Dogmas,” “ How Rome Dismissed Me,” etc.
These books express the very pith of his thoughts and opinions,
and have been widely published in France by the Freethinkers’
Publishing Company, and should find a place in every Free-
thinker's and Rationalist’'s library.

Pilot’. PROSPER ALFARfC.
(Vice-President, French Rationalist Union).
Translated by G. Laparra from “ La Raison.”

THE APOCRYPHAL GOSPELS

ANYONE who wishes to make a serious study of the origins ol
Christianity must devote some attention to the remains of what
are called the Apocryphal Gospels. Many of these were indeed
quoted with as much respect by the early Fathers as those now
termed Canonical. Although they have been much decried, and
have for long been as far as possible kept out of sight by the
orthodox, they are of considerable importance to those who wish
to disentangle the complication of influences which contributed
to the evolution of Christianity.

It is the commonplace of orthodox advocates to speak ol the
vast difference between the Apocryphal Gospels and those which
are endorsed by the Church. | readily allow that in doctrinal
teaching the four gospels ascribed to Matthew, Mark, Luke and
John, are superior to the other Gospels now remaining. Rut
it is absurd to call this difference “ immeasurable,” as a writer
in the “ Edinburgh Review ” does. Those speak with contempt
of the “ grotesque miracles” of the Apocryphal Gospels, who
believe that Jesus was born of a virgin, carried by the devil to
the top of the temple, walked on the water, cured the blind with
spittle and clay, cast devils into swine, cursed a fig tree and so
withered it, and turned water into wine. Why not also believe
Jesus turned clay sparrows into live ones, and that the idols in
Egypt fell prostrate in his presence? This is just as likely as
that the veil of Ihe temple was rent, the sun darkened, and tha»
the dead rose from their graves at the crucifixion. There are
no stories more puerile than those of the angel stirring up the
healing waters of the pool of Bethesda, and the tribute money
foum.Lin the mouth of the fish.

In all these Gospels the object is the same, to exalt the hero
as a superhuman agent with miraculous displays. The great
difference is that the Canonical and so-called inspired Gospels
are read through the glamour of reverence, while the Apocryphal
Gospels, which are of the same root and atmosphere, like the
sacred books of other faiths, are read in the light of common
sonne. »
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If there is a greater wealth of imagination m the
Gospels it is easily explained, TNe eaR6Aical anesa My gaiict
of Dean Alford, “ Were not published to the WIl ficlil' 0
but were reserved and precious possessions 0 , ,e B
societies” (“ Prolegomena to the New Testainea, ~ dter

lhey represented the doctrines of the Church, wI” iis t#
Gospels represented the beliefs of the people, ¢, 1'""Pi.s of I
details of the life of their hero. selecting the 1 .~rsb'l
Canon, the Chur,....was..neither guided by critict At bjl
nor by a distaste for the miraculous and legend»l

sense of what was edifying as well as possessing
sanction, and of what best comported with its U U

This would sufficiently account fer the boasted ~Te js &l

those declared to be inspired. The Apocryphal ~ it e

tim Christianity of the crowd. They attest how n

rooted in superstition, and how rapidly it sunk n* . Ot
The Rev. J. J. Taylor says (” Theological

1867, p. 178) : “ They so constantly fly in the f»c® " ~ |

statement and still more obvious tendency of 11 ,~ |}
Gospels, that it is sometimes difficult to believe that t *qjtilst
writers could have been acquainted with them, or jvs uil”
have held them in such reverence, as to feel thenise

any control in the indulgence of their wildest fagfcieho_. legl
The comparative simplicity and artlessness i elre-S
is some evidence of their antiquity. If Jesus apptll,s ~tifi

moral teacher and more of a wonder-worker, in this >es™ ™ b
are more nearly like Mark, which is usually aH(weL N o

earliest Gospel. The second Gospel of our four, YtIf.
reason to believe, may be founded oil “ The Preaching
which Clemens Alexandrians declared was (1€
production of that apostle. R
It is evident from the particulars which Justin Jla>_|i§rU
of the birth of Jesus in a cave, his being visited b) Ib]»J;_j

Arabia, and of the fire kindled in the Jordan at PH
that he used one or several of these Gospels unéer’ Kic jtew
“ Memorials of the Apostles” in the middle of '
century. Yet he never mentions by name either Matt
Luke or John. jne
Luke states at the outset of his Gospel that ali‘* 1 j ti-
have taken in hand to set forth in order a declaration »
things which are most surely believed among us.” n
we have several lines of evidence, all tending t° s
Apocryphal Gospels were forerunners of ¢lie prese"t
probably afforded narratives aiding in their construct® ,ul
Tite BIGHEL Gospels, the' #8e1 compdtitors-wifth i ~Gjlig’
such as the Preaching of Peter, the Gospe |!|,;|i’j'§
the Egyptians, tile Gospels of Peter of Bartholomew»
of Judas, of Matthias and of the Twelve, the Gospel
the Gnostic, etc., have all perished or been destroy®&W1 if,
we know of them is derived from a few fragments * |,
scattered notices of the Fathers. In the case of th°. 'jty
the Hebrews we have far better evidence of anti‘l
genuineness than for either of the four. AIll the eJL,, K,
state that Matthew composed a Gospel for the Helit'C"*»
own tongue. Yet our Gospels are all in Greek, while
in Aramaic. Numerous- fragments of the Gospel of I*1
remain, which attest its antiquity. It was used by 'V 1
Christian sects, the Nazarenes and Ebionites. Paul, t'#j,./.
writer of the New Testament (1 Cor. xv, 7), refers to |y
found in it and not in our Gospels, viz., that Jesus ail
first to James. The learned Jeremiah Jones in his w*l vy
Canon gives the opinion that it was referred to ill gal- ji
was quoted by Ignatius in his Epistle to the Smyrnea";” J
relates a story found in it and not in the four. *j' O-.
Alexandria cites it with the phrase “ it is written-
Eusebius, Epiphanius, and Thoodoret quote it. -twg
Scripture.” Yet is was rejected. Its opening sentein p ‘",
“ There was a certain man named Jesus. 4,
tnined no intimation that this man was born differel‘,liliﬂ
others. It speaks of the Holy Ghost as his mother, *I

««
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"®@denUw|Ith Jtiwish usaSe> the Spirit as feminine. There is

NaPlae ? T ~le Senuineness of a book did not secure
Fastle to tl 1B ~anoni nor its spuriousness exclude it. The
Bmitted t! > Hebrews> the second of Peter and Jude, were
bMthey *°UBb “be best scholars from the earliest times have
(iJ bkeiu t]erd 110 more tlle Production of those whose names
1 ‘an tbe Gospels ascribed to Thomas and James;j or,

u- those assigned to Matthew, Mark, Luke and John.

J. M. WHEELER.

CORRESPONDENCE

Stanyj SUPERNATURAL RELIGION.

He o0 jTas interested by the reference, in H. Cutner’'s able
tjthi iconor.i' ,estament Scholarship,” in your May 4 issue, to
le> boit'ast*o 'Supernatural Religion’ (which) burst like a
j year Ol the complacent believers in miracles” about
I tig]. an™°> aud by his allusion to the fact that “ believers
i lsav Wost to discredit the learned author, though, need-

o (s%ggﬁl" thouf any effect whatever.”
% % O Walter R. Cassels' famous book have long

AN atebuile él@&hgst the most unsavoury specimens of ecclesias-
t 83 rigpt'sni- They generally take the form of saying that
«mutant. O°t exposed it.” Dr. George Salmon, the Dublin
(~Din L;,F°t°gian of a generation or more ago, sneeringly
T wsert N v 0,1 the New Testament. Later, Bishop Charles
t “« assort' .wise in his “ Belief” trilogy.

hnat ‘tis Jy°U IS continually remade. The latest writer to

Aist Of Arnold Lunn, the eager and self-confident conveit-
"1 @of i, 'ath®licisrn, who in his book, “ The Third Day ” (a
Swe> 6 doctrine of the resurrection of Jesus), records the

1 "Inch, years ago, he read Liglitfoot's “ Essays”
,1o0” "hich (repeating Salmon) Lunn says “ pricked the

d¥ I’lbov i.°Veu l)roved that the author of “ S.R.” had hardly
L®tto ],a u,0"ledge of Greek (a jibe of which the absurdity
i, Ht ” V? beeu obvious to Lunn if ho had even seen a copy
a"bat ar “oli is full of Greek).
N"Xs the facts about Lightfoot and “ S.R.” ? The Bishop
xR yet'one, though) published in the “ Contemporary
'/ Wd0Sme essays dealing with “ S.R.” He did not cover
Stal(l;i NMou,ld, but dealt minutely with trifles or matters
Ij'Nry’ importance. He found a few slips in “ S.R.” and
a1 on some of its footnotes. In the “ Fortnightly
Eighth ??se's replied in detail, vindicating the notes, replying

Jit<if general arguments, and convicting the critic of
jjillwi*™MW® SUPS- In 1889, just before his death, the (now)
li"8Ltli, I'ersuaded (apparently somewhat reluctantly) to rc-
mxlit].. Essays as a book. He admitted, in his preface, that
v>t , of “ §,R.” “ sometimes bad bad the last word.”

LX .Yh(r immediately published, through Longmans, a

t0 Ur. Liglitfoot's Essaygs!” Ho vindicated his
| T "£<'\ Later, in 11)02, be .@8imdl a one-volume edition,
fliis 3*s conclusions as correct.

T. J[ildi, "l 1geological obsecurvantists comceal. We newver hear

yigili* Oassels’ replies to Lightfoot,-Lunn seems unaware

\ot we are constantly told *“ Lightfoot exposed

IS Kyt Nls incessant repetition of an untruth seems to me, as
Y e>a flagrant example of ecclesiastical obscurantism.
. W. PoYNTER.

QV SUNDAY CINEMAS.
i,/ YiLijj'i.~°r'w'ich the black-coated, stiff-collared preservers of

L ‘iia bave been agitating for the closing of Snuday
\i “I'ul i ,s gOHI i° report that their efforts were overruled
. h°Usands of votes. We have also beard a great deal

1 that most boring five minutes of “ Lift up your

* 01 the wireless, about the love of God in sending his
Sl K AN lGl'e Wb’ri(lj
: would be better if, instead of meddling with other
aniity Wsiness, and talking sententiously about what the
b8 tr?/ thinking people now laugh at, some Reverend gentle-
1itn I°rsant with the doings of the Almighty, would clearly
thpre was any necessity for God to oblige in the

Ending his Son. God, we are told, is all good, omni-
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potent, and the cause of all things. Then bow did that evil for
the redemption of which the Son was sent, get into the world?
How could evil possibly come out of the all good? Admitting,
however, without prejudice, the absurdity of evil coming out of
the wholly good, why then the sacrifice of God to God for some-
thing which God had allowed? If these questions wore answered
there would be a chance of Churches and Chapels not becoming
the museum places they soon will become if Christian apologetics
remain on their present bankrupt level.

When the pleaders for Truth (represented by Christianity) are
not evading issues they are apt to become blatantly misrepre-
sentative. As an example; In an issue of “ John Bull ” recently,
there was an article by the Rev. W. E. Purcell on “ How Pagan
are we?” Mr. Purcell wrote “ Paganism is indifference to any
belief at all rather than a state of false belief.” The statement is
incorrect. | have not bad an opportunity of consulting the Oxford
Dictionary, but my own, a very good one, gives the primary
meaning of “ Pagan ” as “ heathen, an idolater, or worshipper
of idols of false Gods.” Wordsworth writes “ I'd rather lie a
Pagan, suckled on a creed outworn,” etc., and we have all heard
of Pagan creeds. Air. Purcell further stated that scepticism is
a product of modern man’s reaction to the profound disappoint-
ments arising from the obvious failure of the view that Science
can do everything, and that “ there is nothing left for God to
do.” Scepticism is not the result of such a reaction. On the
contrary, scepticism arises because (inter alia) of seeing the many
things that God could do but doesn't and didn't. For example,
if God be all loving and all powerful, why (in addition to the
initial difficulties before cited) the recent deaths of over a
million sheep and cattle from frost, and tlio ruin of hundreds of
homes through flood?

Let the Church cut the cackle and get down'to the 'osses (if it
can).—Yours, etc., B. Cooke.

ANCESTOR WORSHIP

“ All the societies of the Far East are founded,
Japan, upon ancestor-worship. This ancient religion,

like that of
in various

forms, represents their normal experience, and it offers every-
where to the introduction of Christianity, as now intolerantly
preached, obstacles of the most serious kind. Attacks upon it

must seem, to those whose lives are directed by it, the greatest
of outrages and the most unpardonable of crimes.” —Lafoadio
Hearn, “ Japan: An Attempt at Interpretation,” 1905, p. 517.

SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES. ETC.

LONDON—Outdoor
North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead)_

Sunday, 12 noon, Mr. L. Ebuhy; (Highbury Corner) Sunday,
7 p.m., Mr. L. Emmy.

West London Branch (Hyde Park).—Sunday, 6 p.m.; Messrs.
E. C. Sachin, F. Page, James Hart, O. E. Wood. Thursday,
7p.m.; Messrs. E. O. Saphin, F. lagel James Hart, C. E.
W ood.

LONDON—Indoor
South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square,
W.C.l).—Sunday, 11 a.m. : “ Can the Human Race Survive?”
Prof. 0. W. Keeton, M.A., L.D.

COUNTRY—Outdoor

Blackburn Branch N.S.S. (Market Place)__
J. Clayton.

Sunday, 7 p.m.. Air.

Kingston-on-Thames Branch N.S.S.
7 p.m., Mr. ,T. Barker.

(Castle Street).- -Sunday,

Merseysido Branch N.S.S. (Blitzed site, Ranelagh Street, Liver-
pool).—Sunday, 7 p.m., a lecture.
Nottingham (Old Market Square).-—Sunday, 6-30 p.in.; Air. T. Al

Mosley.
COUNTRY—Indoor

Glasgow Branch N.S.S. (Central Hall, Bath Street).— Sunday,
June 8, 3 p.m. : Annual General Meeting for members.

Lonely? Secretary, 34,

Honeywell

Join Friendship Circle. Details Gd.
Road, London, S.W. 11.
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AN ATHEIST'S APPROACH TO CHRISTIANITY. A
Survey of Positions. By Chapman Cohen Price Is. 3d.;

postage lid.

THE BIBLE: WHAT IS IT WORTH ? By Colonel R. G.

Ingersoll. Price 2d.; poslage Id.

BRADLAUGII AND INGERSOLL. By Chapman Cohen.
An Appreciation of two great Reformers. Price 3s;
postage 3id.

THE CHALLENGE OF HUMANISM. Report of the Public
Conference in London on the World Union of Freethinkers.
64 pages. Price 2s. 6d.; postage lid.

CHALLENGE TO RELIGION (a re-issue of four lectures
delivered in the Secular Hall, Leicester). By Chapman
Cohen. Price Is. 3d.; postage lid.

CHRISTIANITY—WHAT IS IT? By Chapman Cohen. A
criticism of Christianity from a not common point of view.
Price 2s.; postage I-Bd.

THE CRUCIFIXION AND RESURRECTION OF JESUS.
By W. A. Campbell. With a Preface by the Rt. Hon.
J. M. Robertson. Price 2&; postage 2d.

DETERMINISM OR FREEWILL? By Chapman Cohen.
Price, cloth 2s. 6d., paper cover 2s. Postage 2d.

ESSAYS IN FREETHINKING. By Chapman Cohen. First,
second, third and fourth series. Price 2s. 6d. each;
postage 2id.

THE FAULTS AND FAILINGS OF JESUS CHRIST. By
C. G. L. Du Cann. (Second Edition.) Price 4d.; postage Id.

FOOTSTEPS OF THE PAST. By J M. Wheeler.
Human Evolution. Price 5s.; postage 4d.
FOUNDATIONS OF RELIGION. By Chapman

Cohen. New Edition. Price 6d; postage Id.

GENERAL INFORMATION FOR FREETHINKERS.
2d.; postage Id.

GOD AND EVOLUTION.
postage Id.

GOD AND THE co-op. Will
Movement? By F. J. Corina.
12 copies 2s.; post free.

GOD AND ME (revised edition of “ Letters to the Lord ").
By Chapman Cohen. Price, cloth 2s. 6d., postage 2d.;
paper lIs. 3d., postage Id.

GOD AND THE UNIVERSE.

Essays on
THE
Price
Price 6d.;

By Chapman Cohen.

Religion Split the People’s
Price 2d.; postage Id

By Chapman Cohen. A

Criticism of Professors Huxley, Eddington, Jeans and
Einstein. Price; Cloth 3s. 6d., postage 2d.; Paper 2s,
postage 2d.

A GRAMMAR OF FREETHOUGHT. By Chapman Cohen.
An outline of the philosophy of Freethinking. Price 3s. 6d.;
postage 4d.

THE HISTORICAL JESUS AND THE MYTHICAL CHRIST.
By Gerald Massey. What Christianity owes to Ancient
Egypt. Price 9d.; postage Id.

HOW THE CHURCHES BETRAY THEIR CHRIST. An
Examination of British Christianity. By C. G. L. Du Cann.
Price 9d.; postage Id.

HENRY IIETIIERINGTON. By A. G. Barker. A Pioneer
in the Freethought and Working-class Struggle of a Hundred
Years Ago. Price 6d.; postage Id.

INFIDEL DEATHBEDS. By G. W. Foote. Revised and
enlarged by A. D. McLaren. Price 2s. 6d.; postage 3d.

MATERIALISM RESTATED. By Chapman Cohen. Price
4s. 6d.; postage 2(d.
MISTAKES OF MOSES. By Colonel R. G. Ingersoll. Price

3d.; postage Id.

THE MORAL LANDSLIDE. An Inquiry into the Behaviour
of Modern Youth. By F. J. Corina. Price 6d.; postage Id.

Printed and Published by the Pioneer Press (Cl. W. Foote

THE MOTHER OF GOD.
postage Id. CoxD

THE OTHER SIDE OF DEATH. By Chap®Jsid/a
An examination of the belief in a future life, an
Spiritualism. Price 2s. 6d.; postage 3d. j

By G. W. Foote

PAGANISM IN CHRISTIAN FESTIVALS. By
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