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VIEWS AND OPINIONS

«l, o Aginative liars are very common, but they
t V] """'Fen interest nor provide entertainment. Also
»k j*"te a dull brain and an attachment for obviously
\s 'ehappenings. With this, crass stupidity and dull-
HMl U1l to increase with the passing of tire moons.
V't iy mistake clowning for wit. Consistent liars
J Pitiful, but there is « inoder-iite c]UEintity always
oil"™ 7 Speaking generally, would-be consistent liars
< mve agood memory, and they must select time, and
htgj exhibit their skill'. It would not do, for example,
Certain racy stories to a Bishop with other people
The consistent liar must treasure his lies as
"1 (Fes her first b'aby, and see to it that they appear
time and place. His lies may lie either grave
Jifj <fus ail will depend on time or place. Other things
"i¢~emn lie will be as good as a humorous one. The
j % .ij, is rare, and when discovered should be treated
»V j Tleslleet, There is about him—or her, for women
\ |" ~i8 matter quite as well as men—a delicacy that
V Wds attention. Political liars may go with religious
A stnuch as both hold promise of many tilings to
pi’
v ')y and generally, the would-be successful liar must
SJ. K°°d memory. He must not contradict to-day what
V3, yesterday. Consistency must be observed, even
lri solid trutli. It was one of our great Prime
'vho said to his Cabinet, “ Gentlemen, 1 do not

\ j!" many lies you all tell, so long’as you all tell the
V. j- As for young children, | do not believe that
1 Ees or e\'en steal. Parents should be on their

reading themselves into their offspring.

4~ Parents may learn much from children if they will

Hi.'. e wi'ere the lesson is. Moreover, parents—and

V0ii'Sshould realise that children, to a considerable

in fairyland. Those who have not discovered

\ij°uld eonio under a special act which punishes adults
M derstanding cliildieen.

Yi(l' are one or two other rather important things to

Jbefore we come to other mgnatters. We must. be

Av, 1 for liars, and have some knowledge from whence

,»I:)'>U9 and of their varied characters. 1 would not, for

look for liars in the company of artists. There

"lion runs  H. Royalty also comes under the same

The artist sees clearly what, ordinary folk never

hil '>and Royalty is fated to put truth on ice for the

fl} ' °f the common people. To these we may not say,

i'v(p'ilates, “ Speak that I may know thee.” Indeed, if

J WL here he would probably say, “ Speak not, for I

"R,1" Hair dress and mannerisms that you have not the
"mleas of right and wrong, of truth and falsehood

Editor: CHAPMAN COHEN

Price Threepence

which we humble folic are familiar with.” Yes, really great
liars are scarce, common ones drive us to distraction. And
in spite of the blowing of trumpets and the shooting of
guns, (Kings are not usually of the first class. The.ir educa-
tion is not of their own choice. All is usually determined
for. them before they, are horn, and most of them died before
they came to know themselves.

Just in passing, we may point out that kingship is a
very old and decidedly primitive thing, and has its origin
in the kingship that we saw in our own Westminster
Abbey when our King was transformed into a God
incarnate. The Emperor of Japan offered a similar trans-
formation, from man to semi-god. In each case, the man
becomes an incarnate god with the aid of the ruling priest-
hoods. The Emperor of Japan and the King of. England
for some time were really brother gods incarnate, although
one of them did not seem to he aware of it. But those who
would wish to follow up this very interesting study, will
find it in A. M. Hocnrt’'s “ Kingship ” issued in 1027.
Frazer’s ‘* Golden Bough,” gives us miles of information.

Truth and understanding are Curious things. It was
Ingersoll who said truly, ‘‘Truth is mighty and will prevail,”
but a lie will go all round the town while truth is putting
its hoots on. Bies go on year after year while truth sits
wondering when she will he at the top.. More people will
laugh approvingly over a lie than they will over a common

truth. And there are all the lies of the religions of the
world. Certainly we have a very fine stock of lies of our
own. Consider the stock we can show. We have a God

who created the world with a “ Let there be —and the
world was. Then we have the story of his-son being born of
a woman without the service of a man. Of the Son of God
who came down to earth with the express purpose of being
killed so that the father might pardon all who believed in
the story. Of this person from heaven bringing a dead man
to life again, of a live one who regains his sight, by another
miracle, of the feeding of thousands of hungry men with n
few loaves and fishes and wound up by having more food
at the end of the banquet than they had at the beginning,
of how a god was put to death, and then came to life again,
and went straight hack to heaven, and so on, and so on.
All this might be passed with just a smile and a recognition
of man’s blunders on the, way to understanding. It is put
ibefore the unwary, and the foolish, as absolute truth. Left
lalone and put in their proper place ns part of the folk-lore
of our remote ancestors, all those stories might be rend with
pleasure and profit.

There is no mistake as to the ” profit.” There is the
profit of the priesthoods, and of those who use it for other
and different purposes. It was a saying in ancient Romo
that one priest could hot meet another without winking an
eye. Our priesthood have much greater control over their
features. It is highly significant that we have in common
use “ religion’s truth,” plainly to mark religious truth ns
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being different in nature to the truth that springs from
the everyday life of mankind.

I wonder whether it ever occurs to people that while,
religion has a “ truth ” of its own, non-religion, all over

the world, is content with truth and falsehood to remain
themselves the same thing on every non-religious
occasion. To a non-religious man, and even to a religious

man when he is not concerned with religious subjects, truth
remains truth, nothing more nor less. It is only with
religion that we have a truth according to this or that
religious belief. And then consider the fantastic doctrines
of this or that creed, that truth has more than one
significance.

All things considered it is probable that ho other religion
in the world has lied so steadily and so lustily as
Christianity. In ancient times—the further back the
(dearer the fact—men had their gods and their culture was
low enough to sustain the belief in religion. Each group
had its gods, and the religious side of their lives was no,
so glaringly ridiculous, as religion was with the growth of
knowledge and understanding. Gods were plentiful, and
some gods were quite hospitable. More than that, the people
who had one set of gods, as in ancient Rome, were not above
being courteous to a strange deity. In a more advanced
sta«'e, when Rome conquered a country she gave their gods
a place side by side with the other gods. Their religions
were sprinkled with decency—so far aS god worship could be.

It was the Bible God that lacked decency, and fathered
brutality. God did not say there were no other gods but
him, he simply said that his people should not worship
them. On the whole we are inclined to favour the pagan
gods on the grounds of their greater manliness, less opposi-
tion to learning and more hospitability to “ strange ” gods.
Illike Hitler and bis greed for world conquest, the Bible God
wished to destroy other gods and leave him, or it, in sole
command.

To-day things are looking better. Never in the history of
Christianity has it been so threatened with destruction.
Its champions are shouting from the. house-tops that “ the
lie on the lip of. the priest ” is fading in strength. In front
of me lies a recently issued book with the interesting title
“ Has the Church Failed? ” It is written by a number of
leading clergymen, and for that question to be asked is
equal to an admission of failure and decay. Of course,
tbu authors hope for a great revival of the Christian creed.
They can lose nothing by hoping, but as the conditions
are they cannot bring any decent, hope of recovery. We
prefer the plain confession of the late Rev. T)r. Forsyth who
headed a lecture with “When they find out,”” and he rightly
looked for trouble when the rank and file of Christians really
appreciate the degree to which historic Christianity—and
there is no other that is of any vital use to believers—has
fallen. The foundation of all the Old Testament is steadily
sinking to its proper level. It is interesting, and useful as
indicative of primitive superstition. The Bible helps us
to understand much, hut present conditions indicate the
steady destruction of the Christian creed. The other day
we came across the phrase, “ You cannot get children born
as atheists.”” We agree, but it must be-remembered that
no child can ho born a “ Godite.” The human mind is
very pliable, and in that rests the greatness of man’s power.
Hitler gave the world the example of what could he done
in a single generation using the young as a beginning. We
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Hie claws of till'
can, if.we will, keep our children from IR Jelds to 1

priest and use the young to travel the road 1u J,nds.
greater and more useful life. The future lies M »
ST\PMAN C

THE BIBLE IN THE SCHOOLS OF
(Concluded from page 275) quoted-
DR. EDWAUDS goes <m to substantiate the St%e[netlhat of I' 1y

He states: “ The religion of the earlie
patriarchal age, is represented by the
the ISook of Genesis.” Traditions,” bo « -Ur ftrifhes
it is remembered that dealing With ngm@q;p(‘x(

lived about four thousand years ago on the threshed« “ #1
it need hardly be added that all was exceedingly I ~ /™ Othr
that it Had close allinities with the culture and r«dig" 1 <
Semitic tribes. The individual hardly counted at a ’, [flif
is the unit, and ‘custom is king' (2 Sam. x*u> “ Al
verse referred to in the Book of Samuel reads as I" 1L n"
she answered him, ‘Nay, my brother, do not i°rce foll
such thing ought to be done in srael : do not thou tins ...
But why did not Dr. Edwards refer to the next wveis«
equally to the point ?: “ And 1, whither shall 1 garry »™  pr
and as for thee, thou shalt be as one Of the feds 1 wiH
Now, therefore, 1 pray thee, speak unto the King; ft»*F 4q1
not withhold me from Thee.” Further; it was tactful . ad*
a reference instead of (jnoting the verse and its cont«N vii
smart lad or an inquisitive lass might get hold of ¢ jik
the Syllabus.] Dr. Edwards proceeds: “ There is fil
morality in the strict sense and even less spiritual in*I? /™"
for instance, is largely a case of breaking the taboo amlr >
unclean. Belief in Animism prevailed : stores and thr
trees were sacred, because a ‘spirit’ dwelt

(Genesis xxviii, 1.8; Joshua xxiv, 27). There were ,l!I»'it ti'id*
(olimi, one of whom in time became the God of the wI" "
Anthropomorphic conceptions dominated men’s thin i"

gi i ifcevla traditi«»* "f

material ideas of the deity were current, as may be | H
ancient phrase such as that about ‘ the Lord smelling ti”j je'n A
savour of a sacrifice (Genesis viii 21). . . The getu> wirP Sb
was that of primitive people all over the world, Put the B'Vjilie
of higher insights is seen in occasional €XCEPti0»5
Abraham.” , Lindm @
Of Moses, Dr. Edwards writes: “ IE Abraham niaV 1 k
the symbol of the earliest period at its highest, the Q1 1]
figure in the next is Moses, one of the greatest figul\ j,,
religious history of mankind. His greatness is reflect” ./pf,
various portraits of him in the OIld Testament h~"
national leader, prophet and religious genius.” |H< J]lA
added (hat Moses also organised the first national stn‘ 1 d
record. And to show his perspicacity in that direction. ' j<' L]
to it that the children of Israel had a jolly good - X
lamb with mint, sauce before they started on the»1 J if*
towards the “ Promised Lamil.” But perhaps it ka AV
been indiscreet to emphasise trait in his charactet
days of labour unrest. So Dr. Edwards describes IlI»',vii'l
national “ leader,” and fits it go at that Dr. Jjl ., K
proceeds: “ lie [Moses] did not write tin- entateuch ﬁ'isri«"i A
lie believe that Jehovah was the" only God € X
y te
(monotheism), but he decreed that only Jehovah Aike Ml
worshipped by the Hebrew people (monolatry), anil h*
lds worship with ethical demands (not merely ritual «H (f " F
stamped the religion of Israel as superior to thus
neighbours.” (a"-'m

Of the period from the entry of the Israelites in*I j(J )
to the day of Elijah, I)r. Edwards states: “ In this I" <z'|C A
witness a conflict of two civilisations, (hat of tin- higAJ nur \x
si-ttled, a:;ijcultural life of the Oanaanites against
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Xi\{m\ﬂ ‘Ind nomadic life of Israel, and it was a conflict fratljlthI

Vi, dangers to the religion of Israel.” B admn
, .udorew8 often “ succumbed to these temptations, ana
i diri, Jergmiahr 86 comBlalding thig 1L acewririing to @R HMber
. '}_/Cl'tles are thy (s]od§, 0 Judah.” Then came Elijah, the
FPienie - - -] S—'. - ., *r.this early “type of
- examplé of the standpoint , js "to be
> in Israel, he declared, Jehovah aud
it is not a case of Jehovah and BaaM 3~ a) ,

U1*1 desired), but Jehovah or Baal ( lday was shown
ls»bout time that something approaching w 1 J mctics.
Jezebel. Her chief failing was a iondn” fm» lu.r

suers' 9ther hand,, she ﬁnﬂﬂ resoluteljy by the hyt. .. f>

MNUcean( 10 her Fishill shawed She uimgsy contemgt lor
idy, UUs upstart Jehu, tlio protege id Elijah’s successor,

"‘krgot]"U Testament prophets, Dr. Edwards lias this,
, It,,K* M*ngs to say: “ Once they were read and studied

FPhets 'y-WKle Ic8arded'mainly as predictors of future events,
1B U Bio literal sense of foretellers, but this is now
8 5

condary aspect of their min®try. They are more
oil as reformers, moral and ggiritual leaders dedi-

~toth - C :
vfoj. A 0 «ervico of Jehovah and resolve& %0 rnterpre{ His

ar,, GU comtempoiaries rathier tharr peet into the distant
’ 0 Bie fortune-telling business of a b‘rb}'ﬁ‘!‘fé&f wag onJy

‘Athe “ ' or il subsidiary occupation,

b), ji, Bork of the Wise Men” (Proverbs, Ecclesiastes and

ii§ ~ Edward® has s to ealy. “ The Book of Proverbs
tinni basic principles—the knowledge of God is the
yuiiem . 'v'sd°m and prosperity follows goodness. The latter

Is doubted by Etclesiastes, and ffe author-df Job
j are m d*®cult problem of the suffering of the righteous,
fiy~ "*Nresting ppoks egAring to ns from an age of criticism,
1 ,...J,S Ir*clined to doubt some ancient solutions.” lie does
< i s .Bom any of .these three books. To quote

iy sui, 19j 20: Forthat which bcfalletli the sons of
" ‘Bath

~oists > ovgn ome thing befalleth them: as the

i, ’>so dieth the other; yea, they have all one lireath:
N r\iiBth no pre-eminence above the beasts: for al

All go unto one place; all are of llio dust, and all

ijn Lar deals much more gingerly with e 1w

But bie does admit that_ “ three Wajmi [chs

IR SV before and at the time of, our Lord's advent: they

JIUni * Se(l Us by the three languages on His Cross.”

His * WP tbe effects of these “ influences” as follows: *“ If

~ Pievided Christianity with its foundation (‘salvation

'Vj L dews’> and Hellenism with its language and
V Id Erins (e.g. the Creeds), it was Romo that gave
*> to expand,”

Vi)l "<t f8r  the “ Introductiom.” | wonder what tin

i, class teacher thinks of it. My contact with teachers

if®A Phases thorn hotter) tfoy are as ortfodox and
. ntaUst as a milestone, and as immobile as a gate-post.
iNii‘ecan is reputed to have declared that he did ho
1M ghosts hiicauso he had seen too many of them, BY
,bMl token, * may say that from the Freethought point
Sou] Jon’t believe in teachers—I1’ve sepn too many of them,
o flEo be interesting to know what the ordinary cbapel-
M jbh Nonconformist parent (there are few siill left)
I(JI™ Nli0 way the “ Old Book” is treated (or maltreated),
V ..bytho principal of a theological college— wlimo future
. bav* ave trained.
Jisls 10 spaco left to deal with the Syllabus itself; it
1H "““nly of references to certain parts of the scriptures.

C.) J_tII! Mo a few rather interesting items, For instance:—
J1.1]]] Bie lessons for Third Year Seniors, aged 13-14, in the
1 School type of school there are these entries: “ The

"I Holy Week; The Discourse in the Temple;
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Questions and Answers; Denunciation of Scribes and Pharisees:
Matthew vxi—xxiii. (The Apocalyptic discourse in xxiy, 1—40,
may be omitted.) Parables of tho Ten VirgiAs, Talents, and
the Last Judgment: Matthew xxv.” Note, specially, the
sentence in parenthesis. Some parts of the New Testament
are now found to be rather awkward and not to be emphasised.

(2) In the lessons for Fourth Year Seniors in a Technical
School and Modern School type we find these items: —

“ The Hebrew Universe (see “ Teachers Commentary,” p. 406).

(a) The Story of the Creation as told in Genesis:
purpose and value.

(b) Other Creation stories.

(c) How the world came
Modem Science.”

The items under (2) above are not to be found at all in (he
section referring to the Grammar School typo of school. The
compilers of the Syllabus think, apparently, that they can fool
the scholars of the Grammar Schools all the time, but that
certain precautions should be taken in the case of scholars in
Technical and Modern ijchools; therefore, they are inoculated
with a little safe science—in case they are tempted to imitate
Anona Winn in *“ Twenty Questions,” and ask “Fact or
Fiction?” TUGS. OWEN.

its

into being—the answer of

A PUZZLE

IN sorting out a collection of newspaper cuttings, | found the
following one, and stuck it to the margin below Hannah Move's
portrait in Chambers’ “ Cyclopaedia of English Literature,”
Edinburgh, 1844, Vol. Il, p. 578, col. 1

The following appeared in “ The Times ”

1 8 0 1 EPIGRAM
On the recent MARRIAGE of Miss
ITANNAII MORE
Spotless she lived till past three score;
But now poor HANNAH is no MORE!

At the date of this alleged marriage, and for years before it,
Hannah More, the authoress, was thoroughly known to the
public by her innumerable contributions to religious literature
in tie form of cheap booklets with enormous sale. Her birth
occurred on February 2, 1745, and, therefore, on September 2,
1801, she would be at least three years and four months younger
than the genial Epigramist affirmed her to be. But lie might
only guess her age, or perhaps he used what is called “ poetic
licence ” to make ti rhyme. There is not a single clue to
indicate the source of tho above cutting. Did the Epigram
really appear in “ The Times” ; or is it tho invention of some
jester who attributed it to “ Tile Times ” many years after the
alleged date of its publication in that venerable fulciment of
Church and State? A visit to the British Museum might decide
this question. But, if the quotation is genuine, the point of
the Epigram has still to be explained. For, neither Chambers
in his “ Cyolopmdia,” nor R. F. Sharp in his “ Dictionary of
English Authors,” London, 1897, mentions that Hannah More,
the authoress, was ever married! If tho Epigram related to
someone else thus named, the writer would appear to have
poked fun at an obscurity to deride a celebrity of the same
name.

This good lady flourished at a time when the workers were
most cruelly oppressed, and when their leaders were denouncing
this oppression. At that grave crisis she made it the purpose of
her life to reconcile the poor with their lot by assuring them
that if they bore it patiently they would have a great reward
in heaven, whilst those who were persuading them to seek
improved conditions upon earth would be sent to hell. There
is no doubt that her efforts were successful in assisting to defer
remedial measures, and thus detaining a vast number of men,
women and children in preventable misery.

C. CLAYTON DOVE.

of September 2,
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ACID DROPS

It seems to bo a general plan that when a speaker feels hard up
for matter, to fall back upon pious sentences. Here is a sample
from a certain speaker associated with the B.B.C. who, after
saying little that was much good, and much merely compressed
nothingnesses, that we need the unity of action and aims and we
must have a return to “ Practical Christianity.” The speaker
is Mr. Dunning, Broadcaster for the B.B.C.

As a mouthpiece of the B.B.C., we should not expect much that
is straight or useful, but we are offered “ practical Christianity ”
to make “ a better world.” What exactly is that? There have
been hundreds of meanings of Christianity, and there have been
many millions of peoples who have accepted them. * Practical
Christianity  -it was a practical Christianity that hurled to
destruction the ancient civilisations; it was that same religion that
in the Dark Ages declared the teaching of Science to be a deadly
sin. it was the followers of Christianity who, in terms of religion,
tried to prevent the developing of science. Is it not time that
this religious cant was swept out of the civilised world? “ The
Freethinker ” is almost the oidy paper that would speak in these
plain words, but if we are to make the world worth living in, plain
speech is an invaluable weapon.

“ The Record,” a high Church journal, we believe, says, “ We
are living to-day in the midst of a generation whose minds have
been almost entirely formed by purely Secular interest, to whom,
therefore, the traditional classic vocabulary of Christian theology
and worship is double Dutch, indeed treble Dutch.” We agree
that is a very good description of the state of even the new
generation, where religion is concerned. But tho real problem
that faces all the Churches is, “ How can the youth of the country
be brought back to tho religious outlook of their elders? ” The
answer is that it simply cannot be done. To again quote the very
telling saying that “ You may fool some of tho people all the time;
you may also fool all tho people some time, but you simply
cannot fool all the people all the time.” The cat is out of the hag,
and nothing will get it in again.

We have often pointed out in these columns that the supply of
priests and parsons seems to bo drying up, so we are not surprised
to find Cardinal Griffin giving examples of the kind of thing most
favoured in heaven. He cited the other day the case of the mother
of Cardinal Vaughan. *“ Of her 13 children,” he said, “ six sons
became priests, three becoming bishops, and five daughters became
nuns.” That is, six men and five women became absolutely use-
less to society which had in some way to support them. We are
further told that Mrs. Vaughan is now in Heaven whore she
“ probably has the prerogative to intercede for priestly and
religious vocations.” if it was not a priest speaking we should
say that the whole was just a tissue of lies.

Some people imagine that Bernadette of Lourdes is the only
young lady to whom the Virgin mado a personal appearance.
“ Our Lady ” came three times to “ Blessod ” Catherine Labour«
in 1830 -her way of showing that she wanted her “ Immaculate
Conception ” to be properly defined by the Church. This was done
at last in 1854, and so “ Our Lady ” came back to Bernadette at
Lourdes to say “ Thank you.” Every Catholic is now implored
to wear the “ Miraculous Modal,” and Mary will not only pray for
them but bring relief to this sore-troubled world of ours. If any
ordinary man tried the same game tho police would be busy.

The British and Foreign Bible Society is sending one million
Bibles to Germany. Tho object is to supply tho German peoplo
with “ spiritual ” food. But tho problem that is puzzling tho
men in charge, and the Germans in particular, is trying to get more
food. Why do not the Catholics induce one of their performing
angels to drop some food from heaven? It would do much to
make people more content and would make them rush to join the
Church. =

Wo see that women Church workers are seriously alarmed by the
difficulty that exists to find women to work on behalf of
Christianity. One of these ladies said that tho Bible is a
closed book to most. Wo do not believo it. The truth is that the
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people know more about the Bible than taj oML
difference to-day is that the Bible is better uni!'- 001, u'C
it was, and that tends to make the tradition®
very small.
1 as a_lglif

Dr. Fisher is a clergyman of high standing, cinirrli 1
placed Cleric, lie does his best to hold up the to ' to re&™
England. But that is a very hard job to-day. -tiiinity is '

losses, or even to hold what is left, so far as * ul' ,,jtelling °'c
corned, is hopeless, That will accourt ¥8F A8 < ’ﬁm{
from religion to politics. It is a rather artful pol«y jii &
gain a few people here and there. But to mOSt here "'a&
driven home the fact that it is only one or two hen'lUdnxth steadily
will bo affected. Christianity, real Christian! )>

declining in status.

Take this from tho Archbisho% of Canterbury: . a*
mEvery day proves more ¢onclusively tat tin ¢ sogal
safeguard of human dignity, personal freedom x jajtli. |
is to be found in the principles of the Chris \5\?1(;\ iiccept 11
defence of these principles rests upon those Sn
belief in the personal God and in Jesus tb'isNr.a\o!
God . . . without which man can only dig his o"1" ~"~ [

The impudence of it all is supreme, the philosophy  ¢] i1t
only for the B.B.C. daily preachers. Any decently ~ (juin®
could make a more reasonable plea for the (Inis ' )]Ofi]]"1
After all, the common feelings and actions cannot >o 1L (,yiu}*
by any particular religion, particularly a religion that is ™ t(]|»
to its end. For men such as our parsons and bishops ~
stition that was conceived in the fear and ignorance o
man, is an insult to decency.

___________ the <

“ Spare the rod and spoil the child.” ‘That, Totin' y1L],
advice to obey your parents, are about all the rules fm j ni
that the Bible gives us. For the moment we are coin? fj\¢-i®
the first, and that is just about the worst advice one e* L
in practice it is just nonsense. It is admired ~ p il ||
practised by brutes. The teacher who takes that il(™II\]Jire " ,-
should leave his job and take to labour that does not ll<jiry. :'fl
brain activity. 'Teachers of understanding wil We
with us.

In a recent issue of “ Reynolds News” wo lealllligciilj
superintendent of the “ Dadaya Mission ” has been ¢ 11 j() pi
brutal beatings, with a rhinoceros stick, of girls OI"Miiit ' j
years of age. The scientific reader will know at oiiF H A
signifies. The Christian gentleman is also a mem '
Rhodesia Parliament. A witness, Dr. Millerick, declaF'Lrf Al
native girls had bruises, cuts or weals. And one ol tin
that she was thrown over a table, her dress was tiirncl™ It !

she was beaten six times with a sjambok. The case itn
settled, but it is a matter north noting, for its H ” if"
brutality and the need for things being altered, 1XQ -1

leading princess visits South Africa again she will
the real South Africa, which may open her eyes a I'l

Iff.
There was a terrible railway accident in Switzerland & gl
ago....A.train, heavily laden..with..men, women gnd ch'l
bound for the shrine of the Black .Madonna. But "plif sidl.
accidentg tho train clashed and tho deaths were heavyy -ﬂﬂ St

had promised tho traveliers much, but numbers (lieu pil,
were injured just tho same. We have no doubt that lai'h
will tell the sufferers that they will find comfort from il

ledge that the saints and God will look after tho 1<dD* ‘ANV*(l
just one of “ the lies of the priest.” Nothing can tabl M nd,
grii-f that follows death, save time and understanding- tF.
many reasons for disliking the priesthood. But we 1. | 0
tho best and strongest is that ol their tolling a lie in Alr
of the Church. Death is death, it brings sorrows, but (J:uj,
bring no fears, and with a clean mind the memory of < jF
the greatest and the dearest of memories. But the *
almost everything that ho touches.
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SUPERSTITION

o R *m
fit], the wonl *“ superstition ” is usually associated
it t™,° IS religious beliefs, it is not sufficiently appre-
g .0(C LIt 't is equally applicable to the excessive credulity
"W/ "*played in connection with whatever else remains
" - “.and unexplained. In a consideration of the subject
Ist'tion, one is strongly reminded of the laws relating
"i to d|k<rvatiou of energy and the indestructibility of matter,
‘'mid "'I'tcd to conclude that it also is a constant quantity
1al'lli 1011 ~ disappears in one form, immediately reappears
,u- lhere can be no doubt that, as a people, we are
Hit ¥ J's religious, but this gives us no grounds for supposing

'iig,, ,llv>on that account, getting less superstitious. Though
beliefs are on the wane, there has been a marked
' 1 tlie interest manifested in astrology, necromancy,

i j,H’rol>hecies, miracles, charms, lucky and unlucky actions,
S ‘I'retatioii of dreams, and other superstitious beliefs
ajGces at which the 19th century was learning to laugh.
H,,,WI° aro sufficiently wide-awake not to be caught by the
Jwvived superstitious beliefs of the Middle Ages are
tk.<liVed when the saint? beliefs are disguised and presented
1 M a pseudo scientific garb. Nowhere is this more
Gian in many of the modem psychological doctrines
"foujiy deen palmed off on the unsuspecting as science most
\ 1« Many who would repudiate with scorn any suggestion
I'vii N Relieved ill demoniacal possession and the casting out
Si|.lls »s taught in the Bible, have no hesitation in accepting
1j, 1'lr belief when it is presented to them under the name
I*iii'Mho-analysis: when the little demons who were formerly
d|'l'd to enter the body and cause disease, frenzy, ravings,
il 0,ivulsions, are reintroduced under the pseudo-scientific
fiJl' °i the Libido, (lie Id, tlii* Censor, etc., and when the role
Jr °xorcist is played by the psycho-analyst,
lig 1 is nothing which renders modern psychological theories
ill,! dtceptivo than the general lack of precision, and the
AU~”ency, in the use of the terms employed. We find
<$j|9pus words used first in one sense, and then in another,
hfy, c°urso of the argument requires: and words of widely
V S import used to represent the same idea. Thus wo find
Tp.,. ucal ” and “ mental” used as interchangeable terms to
Ij0 "d the idea of an immaterial constituent of our being.
“ psychical,” derived from the Greek psyche, which
Fh""Gy meant nothing more substantial than breath, may very
! Used to represent such an Mea; as may also the word
I, 'dual,” derived from the Latin spiritus which likewise
breath. But the word entai an entirely
*d import, being derived from the Latin mens, and ctymo-
y connected with the “ memory ”—and with the intellect,
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the understanding, that is dependent thereon. As we use the
word “ vital” to describe the general form, of organic activity,
so may we quite legitimately use the word “ mental ” to describe
the activities, the functions, of the highest and most complex
form of the vital structure.

Instead of seeking in the organism the conditions of organic
activity, the psycho-analyst, preferring the fictions of his own
fertile imagination, seeks them in a mystic “ Unconscious,” a
spiritual Van Diemen’s Land, fo which ideas, thoughts, and
emotions are banished, and from which, they make more or less
successful attempts to escape. In a scientific treatise or dis-
cussion it is essential that the terms used should have definite
meanings, and express ideas with precision. The use of the
term “ Unconscious ” does not fulfil these conditions. The word
“ unconscious” is an adjective and, as such, is meaningless
unless it refers to a noun, expressed, or understood. If the
noun is not expressed it may be understood to refer either to
the unconscious psychic factors of the psycho-analyst, or to the
unconscious organic processes of the physiologist. This
distinction requires to be noted, for although there may lie little
doubt as to what the psycho-analyst intends when he uses the
word “ tinconscious,” the word itself, when used alone, remains
sufficiently ambiguous to lead the unwary astray, and
incidentally to maintain the intellectual fog in which Psycho-
analysis thrives.

By a mere juggling with words, and the introduction of an
elaborate terminology to give a learned air to a discussion of.the
common incidents of everyday life, people have been led to believe
that mental lapses, forgettings, mislaying of objects, putting
socks on inside out, the choice of a tie, or a cigarette holder, etc.,
have all a special significance, and a meaning for the individual
concerned. To ascribe such events to the spontaneous activities
of a mysterious indwelling psyche is an appeal to the unknown;
and the assumption that they are of special significance, and
have a meaning for the individual concerned, has no higher
warrant than the astrologer’s assumption that the movements of
the heavenly bodies have some special bearing upon the indi-
vidual actions and fate of man. If wo are to attach so much
importance to every action and event in our daily lives, it would
seem preferable to go back to the days when, as one writer has
expressed it, “ every little action was looked upon as an omen,
every event a foreboding of good or ill, and even bits of physio-
logical behaviour, from sneezing to ears burning, or limbs falling
asleep, were ‘explained’ on the fanciful principle of a magical
determinism.” (Joseph Jastrow, “ The House that Freud
Built.”)

Neither psycho-analysis nor its kindred doctrines can produce
any kind of scientific evidence in justification of their extrava-
gant pretensions. We are presented with nothing more than
individual opinions which differ according to the nature of the
desired result. Evidence of this is furnished in the news from
time to time. At the trial, in 1924, of Richard Loeb and Nathan
Leopold, for the murder of Bobbie Franks, five reputable Chicago
physicians, acting for the prosecution, examined the prisoners
and, according to their testimony, both were found to lie legally
sane. The attorneys for the defence produced five equally
reputable psychiatrists who unanimously decided that both
prisoners were legally insane. Subsequent medico-legal battles
have invariably ended in a similar result. In the recent case of
Neville Heath, ono psychiatrist declared him to be sane, while
another was equally positive that he was mentally deranged. The
strange thing is that no one seems particularly impressed by the
fact that the testimony of the psychiatrists is always favourable
to the side by which they are employed. Feople continue to take
them at their own exaggerated valuation, and their most glaring
inconsistencies are passed over with little or no comment.

When the psychiatrists found Rudolph Hess to be insane, and
when ho subsequently declared that he had been shamming all
the time, those unacquainted with psychological methods may
have thought that for once he was telling Lie truth, and that the
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psychiatrists had been deceived. But as the reputation of the
psychiatrists was at stake, such a conclusion could not be enter-
tained. The statement of lless was declared to bo a symptom <i
his particular complaint. Everyone was satisfied, and the situa-
tion was saved. The infallibility of the Pope is as nothing com-
pared with that of the *“ new psychologists,” and the blind,
unquestioning faith reposed in them constitutes a “ superstition ”
as degrading as any engendered by religion.
F. KENYON.

LUCRETIUS

(Concluded from page 279)

IN v., 855-861, he hints at a struggle for existence resulting in
the elimination of the unfit:—

“ And many races of living things must then have died
out and been unable to begot and continue their breed. For
in the case of all things which you see breathing the breath
of life, either craft or courage or else speed has from the
beginning of itji existence protected and preserved each

. particular race. And there are many things which, recom-
mended to us by their useful services, continue to exist
consigned to our protection ” (Munro).

But those monstrosities which people have believed in from time,
to time, such as Centaurs, Scyllas, Griffins, etc., have never
(xisted and never can exist, for it is impossible for an animal
to consist of “ two-fold nature and double body formed into one
frame out of limbs of alien kinds.” The most dull-witted ought
to see that a Centaur or man-horse lias never existed, for the
“ maturity of the horse coincides with the infancy of man and
the maturity of man with the old ago of the horse.” (On this
point oven the special-creationists who, forty years ago, denounced
the W slime-theory ” would not have opposed Lucretius.)

In v., 1,028-1090, he deals with the origin and development of
language. Men were impelled by nature to utter various sounds
to indicate their wants, just as children spontaneously use
gestures and point with the finger to various objects. Different
sensations compel even the dumb animals to utter different
sounds. “ To suppose that some one man apportioned names to
things and that others learnt their first words from him is sheer
folly, for why should this particular man be able to shape words
with his tongue, and yet at the same time others be unable to
do so?”

Lucretius most earnestly desires to impress us with the fact
that there has boon a constant striving towards improved and
refined conditions of social and individual life, that there has.
been a slow but sure progress from the time of the first
appearance of mankind upon earth. The desire for social inter-
course, the due observance of compacts, the inventions, and the
line arts are the great factors in the upward march :—

“ Ships and tillage, walls, laws, arms, roads, dress, and
all such like things, all the prizes, all the elegancies tixi of
life without exception, poems, pictures, and the iliiselling of
fine-wrought statues, all these things practice, together witn
the acquired knowledge of the untiring mind, taught men by
slow degrees as they advanced on the way step by step.
Thus time by degress brings each several thing forth before
men's eyes and reason raises it up into the borders of light;
for things must bo brought to light one after the other and
in clue order in the different arts, until these have reachfd
their highest point of development” (v., 1448-1457, Munro).

A considerable portion of the sixth and last book is devoted to
the investigation of such phenomena as thunder, tempests,
flashes of lightning, thunderbolts, earthquakes, clouds, rain, etc.
Here, as in his account of the heavenly bodies and their motions,

“ Lucretius often gives the right explanation °S* » the
variety of wrong ones.” Thus, lightning is ‘ stun ~ heard,
collision of clouds: the flash is seen before tile 1  jes b»'
because light travels faster than sound.” Fa: I ~Noand
many causes : underneath the earth are caverns anc ~ nlOur
rivers; sometimes the walls of these caverns collap*’ * wird
tains then fall and shake the earth. Again, pp the
from without enters the caverns, eddying about m e
crust of the earth gives way, and then wiioie ~ o (hsCier
swallowed up. But his explanation of the cause criule

(vi., 1090-1137) seems to indicate a belief—in ¢ somew """
form, perhaps, but far from unscientific—in the ge
lie had previously shown that there are “ seeds o piere
helpful to life, and here he shows that, on tHS 8{H8( hand s
are seeds of things ” harmful to life. The
tainted by these vicious germs and men inhale the m 1
When we pass from the physical science of Lucre 1im inl]
to his psychology, we are confronted by several do 1 Njit
various interpretations. Having set out with the do ~
atoms and void constitute the sum of things, the AH, allr(elm..rt
nothing comes from nothing,” he makes this doctiim iS,0lis

for all mental phenomena. Whence arose human ~ o tir
and, in particular, human volition? The answer >  (jdiB"
atoms. If the atoms moved eternally in one 1H1 jjut

direction, an unbroken sameness would continue for cV] ' ness
we see acts of various kinds as a result of human c°r&,in) fi*
This is because the atoms have the [l)ower of swerving eg
perpendicular direction (* atomic ~declination ”)> Iqt‘
ing i iqi iti this Sec
swerving is the origin of our volition. At any rate, <ng
be the gist of the various passages in the second book *"
Lucretius discusses the origin of human -voluntas- Teih-'l

confusion lias been added to the voluminous comments P
passages by the very frequent translation of the Latin

by the English compound *“ freewill,” instead of by tin ~ p
word “ will 7 or “ volition.” The poet says that in a*'

the actions going on round us, “ each individual perform™ jpt
tary actions which put all the limbs of the body in motion- g
he nowhere says that each individual creates his own 1l joo
In an interesting article on “ Lucretius’ Arguments f°* IS3"
Will ” in the “ Journal of Philology ” for 1883, Mr. John =

considers that one passage (ii., 284-7) implies that “ the” ~oa
in all atoms and therefore in the atoms of his [man’s]LLGJ%km‘

power “ to decline at will ”—in other words, that
believed that volition existed in an infinitesimal degl'«0
what is called unconscious matter. lie draws a parallel 1

this theory and Professor W. K. Clifford’s doctrine 1
Stuff:—

“ Pryfessor Clifford, in order to explain the evolui®" g
Mind from atoms, asserts that every atom of inattei 1
ponds to an atom of Mind-Stuff, that is of something "jin . o
to Mind. Ho thus builds up Mind, out of a multiMff
mind atoms, that is to say of elementary feelings Wu< ,Ji
exist by themselves as lindividuals,’ simplic-itate, w> 1
as can the Lucretian atoms, but which are almost ="' g
in comparison with the* consciousness of any one hum"LL"y.
as Lucretius’ atoms are in comparison with a hum"1 ijii
Lucretius again who believes in Free-will, can only 6 a,
it by assigning Free-will to the atoms. The reasoning "
starting from a similar standpoint, is substantially ~*puiiil
and the two theories of *‘Mind-Stuff’ and of
Declination ’ deserve to bo placed side by side.” n

Only passages containing some specific reference jjnc!
Lucretian philosophy have been quoted in Ibis brief QO
and of those passages only the parts touching the cardinal | j&
of the system have been commented upon. But, :ipart’a | ,jGil
from speculative theories, “ <hi Nature” abounds in IJHfiil
(lights of (he highest order. The following is a neat and h" pi.
rendering by Mr. W. H. Mallock of a locus classimi (b°°

894-902), and with this we take our leave of the’ old Ronk



Ay 10t 1017 he

#d n n™* a8a*n Hialt see they dear homo’s door,
Ti,! 'A”eul w*fe and children come to throw
Adl* fr'ls rolll<l thee, and ask for kisses more,
Olit " Augh thy heart make quiet comfort go:
Ilin "i Aaiiiis Hatli slipped tlie pmiious store
M1V AN e st for'tliine own,” men say, ‘and lo,
,™ "ai desired is gone!’ but never say,
le desire as well hath passed-away.’

a. DO molaren.

belief and disbelief

isiiic- }+ ~ ~’heve,” the radio series which might with equal
"I'n 'lave hern entitled “ What | disbelieve,” lias not,
Tus escaped your notice.
wH, " {"«grammes' have appealed lo me as an enlightened
%!,, .. tlle B.B.C. to represent all kinds of opinion on
~ ai"l the universe without giving disproportionate.
S Are lion-conventional views of the heretics. 1 ie-
~v- nce, oi broadcasts lias gone to the undoubting, God-
sl ™ MKristians; considerably less to those who have tiied
x|y Abes© beliefs to a questioning, rationalistic approach ;
m, " Spiritualists, Agnostics and out-and-out Atheists have
Tri | 6 remainder.
l'al poatlcast by the Very Rev. W. It. Matthews, Dean oi
Isill Was typical of the first attitude. Feeling, | should
that gpinion is hardening against the body (if beliefs
iai = "Presents, he seemed to set out with the intention
ko <™ such a cracking pace that 1 remember only little
HWUsult~t spate of words.
"/ the basic cornerstone of his faith seems to rest in
'rSI\S s, IKrstitiou (in which the Churches claim a vested
lev!” a"b though sceptics might deny beliefs for which
exists, the Dean of St. Paul’s thinks-—rather
Gijn ' ‘bat people with an open mind, or people with
" Part' ~wards superstition, will accept the Chris
Ani ' "blr relation to the Cod-belief it implies,
'ts?i;e ding’s contribution in this series was disappointing.
‘Wirse was evasive and unconvincing,
"ujp 8 Haldane gave a much better performance. As a
' f-'1 "Atheist he explained his faith—or rather, his lack
Lipw aijli disarming simplicity. Like Shaw’s *“ Black
V,.v *erouted the conventional theists in surprisingly few

‘! I0lls, anil lie went on to make his strongest point—
"§] , u responsibility wliicli an Atheist must carry. Unable
1L, himself will). . formal confession amg easy absolution

N |~"Usdeeds, the Atheist is face to face with the reality
' MK oo<te conduct and Ills actions are things which'an-
il,  responsibility, things which he cannot escape.
"] brown gave the tenth talk In the series, and lie was
H "I when quoting Bertrand Russell’s earlier contribution,
\,,.jlogical and sensible when propounding his own
AtA

, "I Riusddiil, as hilight liavo been exfectad, Pprovitkdl

highlight; his exposition of the agnostic viewpoint was

St "ud convincing, With amazing lucidity he made lho
W, 1™ if this earth is only a small part of an infinitely
\|],, "jverso, itself .only a minute part of a similarly larger
mw""'ration, and so on “ ad infinitum,” then God went to
ml.. 'uiiigly great deal of trouble in creation for the purpose.
V '«i»g a personal deity for the benefit of the human
'1.Y™Ds of this earth.

"i] " wbhin the life of our own planet,” said Bertrand

skl man is only a brief interlude. Non-human life
hr countless ages before man was evolved. .Man, even
‘s not commit scientific suicide, will perish ultimately
failure of water or air or warmth. It is difficult to
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believe that Omnipotence needed so vast g setting for so small
and transitory a result.”

All our theories about gods are man-made theories, anil exist,
only in our imaginations; they reflect only credulous super-
stition, and fear oi. the unknown. To believe in a supernatural
lord of all creation who has singled out for special attention
human life, a totally insignificant part of that creation; to
believe that this supreme deity became incarnate on this earth
in the person of Jesus Christ, who, remember, is only one of
many prophets who have claimed divine inspiration, and at the
reported circumstances of whose birth we should broadly smile
if the mother were anyone else but Mary ami the soil anyone
else but Jesus; and to whom we ascribe human shape, human
morals, and sufficient human interest and weakness that he
can be invoked by prayer or anthem, individually or nationally,
to intervene in our affairs (of which, presumably, he already
lias total control) either by indulging our selfishness, routing
the King’s enemies and confounding their politics, or, in fact
(for the best of all possible good reasons) even winning our
imperialist wars for us is to believe, T think, in a concept which
any intelligent person would disdainfully toss aside.

The B.B.O., however, is to bo congratulated on this series;
for the usual run of their religious broadcasts always conform
so closely to the generally accepted views of the Christian
religion that this series, with its heretical, unorthodox, irre-
pressible and outspoken minority, has been unusually refreshing.
Each broadcast has helped to clarify ideas and wasli out stagnant
water from our minds. And this is surely the highest purpose
to which radio can aspire—more than this it cannot do.

ALLAN MARSHALL.

SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.

LONDON—O utdoor

North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Bond, Hampstead).—
Sunday, 12 noon, Mr. |, F.iruv; (Highbury Corner) Sunday,
7 p.m., -Mr. L. Eduuy.

West London Branch (Hyde Park).—Sunday, 0 p.m.. Messrs.
F. Page, J ames Hart (Mythology), C. E. Wood, E. C. Sachin.
Thursday, 7 p.m.: Messrs. F. Page, Jambs Hart (Mythology),
C. E. Wood, E. C. S\isiin.

COUNTRY—Outdoor

Blackburn Branch .N.S.S. (Marked Place).—Sunday, 7 p.m., Mr.
J. Crayton.

Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Car Park, Broadway).—Sunday, 7 p.m.;
Mr. H. Day.

Burnley Market.—Sunday, 7-30]).m.: Mr. J. Ciayton.

Orawshawbooth.—Friday, August 8, 7-30 p.m.: Mr. J.

Kdiiihurgh Brandi X.S.S. (The Mound).—Sunday,
A. Reilly; 7-30 p.m.: Mrs. M. Wiutekieid.

Clayton.

7 p.m., Mr.

ffapton.—Wednesday, August 13, 7-30 p.m.: Mr. J. Cilayton.
lligham.—Monday, August 11, 7-30 p.m.. Mr. ... Clayton.
Kingston Branch N.S.S. (Castle Street). Sunday, 7 p.m.:

Mr. J. Barker.

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Platt Fields).
Messrs. K ay, Taylor-and McCall.

Merseyside Branch N.S.S. (Blitzed Site,
Liverpool).--Sunday, 7 p.m., a lecture.

Nottingham (Old Market Square).- Sunday, 7 pin., Mr. T. M
Mosley.

Sunday. 3 p.ni,

Bnmhigh Street,

Sheffield Branch N.S.S. (Barkers Pool).- Sunday. 7-30 p.m.,
Messrs. G. L. (»heaves and A. Sam MB.
WANTED.—Sincere, Freethinkers in all countries who are
prepared to turn their hand to a congenial task. Write to
Box 101, “ The Freethinker,” 41, Grays Tun Road,

London, W.C.I.
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REVERENT RATIONALISM

T

ONE of the charges levelled against me is that 1 am often very
unfair in calling some Rationalists “ reverent.” Perhaps as
a generalisation it is too sweeping, yet 1 am constantly coining
across Rationalists whom it would be very unfair to call any-
thing else. Indeed, when 1 look back upon some very eminent
names in the movement 1.sometimes wonder why they oven went
so far as Rationalism.

Where can one place George Eliot, for example,? She was
perhaps the greatest—if not the most intellectual—of all women
writers, and she lived many years with George Henry Lewes
who certainly had no use whatever for religion. Brought
up in a very evangelistic home, she must have received some
very severe shocks to her orthodoxy when she became acquainted
with the Brays and the Hennells. They never relinquished,
it is true, a kind of vague Theism to which she appears also
to have clung most of her life; and their influence can be seen
when she tackled the difficult task of translating Strauss’s
“ Life oE Jesus.” This work should have put her on the road
to definite and even aggressive Freethought, but as far as 1
can see she seems to have been most unceltajn, never clearly
declaring on which side of the gate she was.

Even when Writing to Harriet Beecher Stowe admitting that
she had not returned to *“ dogmatic Christianity,” she felt
obliged to add that she saw in Christianity “ the highest
experience of the religious sentiment that has yet found place
in the history of mankind.” And she had *“ the profoundest
interest in the inward life of sincere Christians in all ages.”
So much so in fact that when Renan published his “ Life of
Jesus,” the work “ compelled ” her to give up the high estimate
she had formed of Renan’s mind. She became to believe that

all the great religions, “ historically considered, are rightly
the objects of dee]) reverence and sympathy.”
George Eliot always had a great liking for the Bible.

Mr. Lewes, she once wrote, “ is not fond of reading the Bible
himself, but sees no harm in my reading it.” And so we need
not be surprised to find that “ the Bible was a very precious and
sacred Book to her,” and that she and her husband, J. W. Cross,
read it aloud together every day. What with one thing and
another, 1 do not think it very unfair to call George Eliot a
reverent Rationalist, and it would bo.quite an easy task to
give her many comrades, some of them eminent, in the same
boat.

Let me, however, come to a much later example—to the book
published in 1945, “ The Philosophy of Jesus ” by Lord Horder
and Ur. Harry Roberts. Lord Horder is a distinguished
physician, and, | believe, a Vice-President of the Rationalist
Press Association; and Dr. Roberts has written a number of
medical and other works. A more shining example of
Reverence one could not hope for than this hook.

In their own profession | am sure they exercise the keenest
intellect, and why they should get out of that and sail on,
for them, obviously unknown waters, with ordinary equipment,
is quile beyond me.

At the very outset they ask the redder to “ accept the fact”
that “a man whom wo speak of as Jesus” lived for about
thirty years in Western Asia. Of course, by accepting the fact
they can get on with their book, for it would be little use to
write about the philosophy of Jesus for people who no more
believe that Jesus existed than they do Osiris existed or even
the Virgin Mary. All the same, it is as well to point out that
even here there are some exceptions. We linvo as an instance
Gerald lullett, who says in “ Problems oE Religion,” even “ if
it could be established beyond possibility of doubt that Jesus
had never existed, the shock to Christendom and the distress
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of individual Christian believers would be
core of Christianity would be unimpaired|»

would say—it all depends on what is meant by rmy

core.” To the reverent Rationalist the Vital <se JVis)

something quite different from what it is to the a'lkk??lsmim

Christian. Personally, 1 have an idea that if Jesus

to be a myth it would cause almost as much Pilin "

Rationalist as to the all-believing Christian. M (it
Lord Horder, however, makes a special poinl j p.

cussing the “ divinity” of Jesus. He was, for '"1j" ° M.}

Roberts, “ the child of man and woman.” But )Wp,n ”.But
“ it would be absurd to speak of him as the Son <f

| still feel, even if Jesus was the child of man all yl.-
that it is absurd to speak of him as the Son of - pm
usual way would be, the son. of his parents. of
capitals to do with it? The truth is that, when ['§j(lialisE
Jesus, botli all-believing Christians and reverent Tt
prefer to use capital letters. Whatever else Jesus let(er'
been he really was something “ different.” And capl

are very necessary to point this out. spll

But even if Jesus was the child of man and wonuu, » j
was the “ son of God ” in the sense of the first «'j~u js
hit. John, says Lord Horder. And here Dean i
dragged in as if he were an authority. His opinion iﬂ‘o Op
be worth listening to, but it is only an opinion. He ts "™t i,
an authority on the divinity of Jesus or his non-divinl = |
the humblest reader of this journal. The dean points o
“ Never is there in any critically well-attested &
thing which suggests that his (Jesus’s) conscious 211 (I}
God was other than that of a man towards God—the =
which lie wished that all men should adopt towards G"ih

I should very much like to know which are these (1 f
well-attested sayings.” Who has decided which \V;
Would the dean’s, idea of wiheft i or is not eriic® Jm
attested coincide with that of the Pope the head
Salvation Army or the editor of the “ Church Times 1 7jn
Moreover, look at the way in which Lord Hordel
“ God.” “ In the beginning was the Word, and oo
was called God.” This is the same God as the Je"~,1,jtli
the God who said “ Let there he light,” vho createdin sin

the Word. But whether Lord Horder really believes
a God residing, as ho is confidently told, m the sky &'
heaven,” | do not know. He considers any discussio,
thi* divinity of Jesus “in the generally accepted sens-
“irrelevant.” The mission of Jesus was to show ko'v
could live “ the perfect life ” and there is 1 nothing vV
teaching of Jesus beyond the power of man to 1 it d*
fact, hi» lived right up to his own precepts “ to sho@*
possible.” If the writers of “ The Philosophy of .Testis K *
believe all this I could give no better example of self™l1 .

Jesus distinctly declared that in his name the peoP’
believe in him shall “ cast out devils.” Can Lord
r. Roberts cast out devils? Jesus said if bOBf"’l
“ drink any deadly thing it shall not hurt them-
Lord Horder or Dr. Roberts be prepared to swallow 2
sulphuric acid? Jesus said that if believers *“ lay
the sick, they shall recover.” Would the hands of Dr- .
or Lord llordcr immediately cure a fatal cancer case : 1 n)i"il
however, the two authors are only concerned with J”s'"'w,,4
about *“ doing good,” one of the favourite way“ 1
Rationalists have of describing the Sun of Man.

W<
piit "

Bob'

T agree with the two authors in one thing—the =~ MIOT T f

literature accumulated about the person and rharn< n”
Jesus "—and it is a pity that some of these books U

read before writing about “ The Philosophy of Jesus iy

the books published by the R.P.A. might have MVCO

many blunders. e[l
ccl”
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