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la y in g  w ith God.
*  . . . . .  

JIE stunt press lias been at it again. This time it is
. e Evening Standard, which arranged what it wished 

8 readers to believe was a discussion on the pros and 
[°"s of religion. The method of procedure was as 
lsi,al. Someone was selected who stood for what 
p°llld be said against orthodox religion — in this case 
. le s s o r  Julian Huxley, who is actually trying to 

up a new religion that is just a trifle more un- 
. s tifle  and a little more silly than the one he criti- 

j]ZCs. and then Dean Inge and the Roman Catholic 
ather Woodlock are selected to speak for the 

j *  side. The trick is so transparent, one would 
agine that even the least intelligent of news- 

p^er readers would see through it. For the 
^uple selected to debate are all fighting for 
oJ^ h in g they call religion, and for something they 
k. ^'°d. Not one of them really touches the funda- 

issue, and consequently whichever side comesCental
Oijt . -
Cai *°P— always assuming that the average reader
lj ? make out which is top and which is bottom— re- 
S(C 011 'vins- For 501116 Riud of a God emerges and 
tione.Wnd of a religion bolds the field. The real qnes- 
" dj18 ncver allowed to appear. It reminds one of the 
fhatS-arniament conferences,”  where the one thing 

^.Is ruled out of order is disarmament.
H0n W; obviously, the logical antithesis to religion is 
l°!?i re,!igi°n- which gives us Secularism; and the 
t^ati ^ P 051̂  to the belief in God is the absence of 
is a ,.elief which gives us Atheism. Everything else 
^¡tie 1SCUSsi°n between rival religions and competing 
to s. s' An out and out Secularist is never allowed 
IH: .̂ e bis case, an uncompromising Atheist is never 
lii ê ei‘ to speak. If they were, men like Dean 
too 1an<̂  Fflther Woodlock would discover they were 

,ISy to reply. These men can fight while the

enemy is a friend in disguise, or while the guns used 
against them are loaded with dud shells. They are 
gallant fighters so long as the real enemy is not let 
loose on them. Really, Christianity grows more con
temptible as it grows older.

* * *

Roman Catholic Bunkum.

I have dealt so recently with Professor Julian H ux
ley’s plea for a new religion, that there is no need to 
deal again at length with him. His Evening 
Standard article— duplicated— in several provincial 
papers— repeats the main points of his Conway lecture. 
He still talks of “  religious experience ”  as though 
that could ever be anything more than experience 
which is misinterpreted in terms of religion, and he 
still puts religion in opposition to theology as though 
one could exist without the other. A  theology is made 
up of the inevitable inferences that one draws from re
ligious beliefs, and how one can exist without the 
other no one has yet been able to explain. Certainly 
one never has existed without the other. Dean Inge 
is evidently thankful that Professor Huxley is in 
verbal agreement with religious believers. Whether 
he is in actual agreement or not is of small conse
quence. It would be too dangerous for the Dean to 
press that point. Nor is one at all surprised to find 
the Church Times pointing out to its readers that 
while Professor Huxley has no satisfactory idea of the 
nature of God, he “  insists on the necessity of re
ligion.” The strength of one’s enemies is very often 
built on the weakness of one’s friends.

It is quite useless to discuss belief in God, says 
Déan Inge, until we have explained what we mean by 
God. It is unfortunate that the Dean did not take his 
advice to heart and explain just what he means by 
God. As it is he is as vague as may be, and in the 
course of a brief article “  God,”  as he uses the term 
may stand for almost anything. It is quite certain 
that when he says “  some of our greatest scientists 
are returning to the belief in God,”  that the God 
which some of our modern scientists arc returning to 
is not the God that Dean Inge as a Christian clergy
man ought to believe in, and which he is paid for be
lieving in. It is not the God of the Christian Church, 
it is not the God of believing Christians. A  God who 
is represented by a mathematical symbol is not a God 
that will do for any religion on the face of the earth. 
Neither modern scientists nor modern science is re
turning to the God of religion. Dean Inge is simply 
playing with a word, satisfied if he can get men of 
education to pronounce it, whether they mean any
thing or not.

In this respect he is followed by Father Woodlock, 
on whose contribution no more than a mere word or 
two is required. He writes on ‘ ‘Must a Scientist be 
an Atheist.”  And the answer to that is, “  Yes, so 
far as he is a scientist.”  Whether his department be
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physical, biological, or mental so far as he is a scien
tist he is bound to act as though God does not exist, 
or the very least as though no one need bother about 
him. It would be interesting to see Father Wood- 
lock trying to prove that a scientist needs the belief 
in God to pursue his investigations, or that he cannot 
state his conclusions without in some way assuming 
or involving God. Certainly, a scientist, as such, 
must be an Atheist.

Father Woodlock attempts to prove his proposition 
by citing from a book which has collected together 
the names of a number of scientists who say they be
lieve in a God. But what kind of a God they be
lieve in, is not stated. Again, so long as the magical 
word is used it is enough. Abracadabra is a wonder
working phrase, and when conjoined with fee-fo-fi- 
fum is irrisistible. And there appears to be some little 
consideration due to the fact that all these citations 
prove is that a certain number of men have retained 
some remnant of their childish beliefs in spite of their 
science. But only a fool would take this as proof that 
the beliefs are a product of their science, and only a 
Christian priest would so impose upon the credulity 
of those who look to him for guidance.

Father Woodlock substantiates his statement about 
scientists by citing a statement from Darwin, to the 
effect that in certain moods he deserved to be called a 
tlieist. As one is dealing with a Roman priest one 
could hardly expect him to have the honesty to point 
out that Darwin specifically repented having used such 
a term as Creator, and said that more and more as he 
became older he recognized Agnosticism as the best 
position.

*  *  * •

Science and Superstition.
To return to Dean Inge. What may be called, with 

some latitude, his positive contribution to the discus
sion is contained in the two statements that “ Mechan- 
icism”  is inadequate because it leaves out values, and 
that “  the progress of science itself has made mechan- 
icism more difficult to hold. More and more physics 
seems to be resolved into mathematical symbols.”  
This kind of thing has become the jargon of every one 
with a vested or other interest in the perpetuation of 
superstition, as well as of those who are too cloudy 
in their thought, to understand aright the significance 
of science, or too timid to tell these belated Godites 
to go about their business. The values of life are not 
abstract but concrete. As Socrates said a thing must 
be good for something, for use, for eating, for wear
ing, otherwise it is good for nothing. There is no 
such thing as good in the abstract, or beauty in the 
abstract, or truth in the abstract. There are only 
things that are good, or true, or beautiful, and the 
moment we realize this we clear away the fog 
created by theologians and discover that the 
“  values ”  of life are rooted in social utility, without 
which they have no meaning and no significance.

The disappearance of physics in mathematical sym
bols, of matter in electrical charges, are also part of 
the stock in trade of those who lack a proper appre
ciation of scientific methodology. How we shall pic
ture “ Matter”  it is the business of science to deter
mine, but however this is determined matter remains 
as real as ever it was, possessing the qualities it always 
possessed, even though it may not be the ultimate 
element which experience gives 11s. Water did not 
cease to be water when it was shown to consist of 
H2O. Its properties did not altar, its uses re
mained exactly what they were. And so the qualities 
of matter remain unaffected by whatever may be 
discovered concerning its constitution. It is only 
those who have never understood the function of 
“  Matter ”  in scientific terminology who can write as

does Dean Inge and others do about its destruction or 
annihilation.

The Materialist is not at all disturbed by being told 
that fundamental physical conceptions may be re
placed by mathematical symbols. He knows, if he 
knows Materialism and understands science, that such 
things as “  matter ”  and “  force,”  and “  mind ”  were 
never more than symbols created to express certain 
aspects of human experience. If a mathematical 
symbol will enable us better to express our experi
ence than certain other symbols now in use, the last 
man to be affected by it is the “  Mechanicist.”  Only 
when the Theist can perform the inconceivable feat of 
proving that a product is not the outcome of its factors 
can the Materialist be disturbed in his philosophy. Up 
to the present he is confirmed in every advance made 
in scientific knowledge and in scientific understand
ing.

So much for this latest newspaper farce of a discus
sion on religion. The game will continue so long as 
wealthy newspapers find it profitable to exploit ignor
ance and credulity in the interests of large circula
tions. In this way men like Bishop Barnes and Dean 
Inge will gain the reputation of thinkers by repudiat
ing beliefs which every civilized man or woman 
should be ashamed to hold, and the reputation of 
courage for facing enemies who are carefully selected 
because of their inability or disinclination to do them 
real harm. Of the three writers Father Woodlock is 
the only one who states the real issue. This is Athe
ism or Theism, Naturalism or Supernaturalism, and 
having indicated it, he lets it severely alone. It may 
be quite true that you cannot fool all the people all 
the time, but you can still fool a sufficiently large 
number for a sufficiently lengthy period to make the 
occupation a paying one.

C hapman Coiien .

The Secret of Saltus.

" Care I for the limb, the thews, the stature, bulk' 
and big assemblance of a man ? Give me the spin*' 
master Shallow.’’—5hahcspcare.

“ We think our civilization near its meridian, but 
are yet only at the cock-crowing and the morning star-

Emerson-

E dgar Saltus was an author with a reputation 
both sides of the Atlantic ocean, and he was a'1 
American only in the sense that Henry James "'aS 
one. There was nothing narrow nor provincial abom 
Saltus, and in thousands of erudite and well-writte" 
pages he revealed his cosmopolitan culture and syj’J' 
pathies. With Thomas Paine he could have sa>( ’ 
proudly, “  the world is my country.”  A11 artist t0 
the finger-tips, Saltus called for recognition as nWc j 
as D’Annunzio, Maxim Gorky, Eric Remarque, a"|j 
others, for whom so many British altars have flamc< 
in worship.

Characteristically, Edgar Saltus began bis brig*’ 
literary career with a book on Balzac. It was brie ’ 
brilliant and imbued with the spirit of the master, 
year later he showed another facet of his geni»s 
writing Tlic Philosophy of Disenchantment, a reiHar 
able exposition of the teachings of Schopenhalie/ 
Hartmann, Leopardi, and other thinkers. This 
was followed by the brilliant and illuminative, ‘  
Anatomy of Negation, a book which alone would ll£1' v 
made the reputation of a lesser man. The prefid0 
note was both piquant and personal : —

The accompanying pages arc intended to convey 
tableau of anti-Theism from Kapila to Leconte ^  
Lisle. The anti-Tlieistic tendencies of England a £̂ 
America have been treated by other writers. *n
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present volume, therefore, that branch of the subject I 
is not discussed. To avoid misconception, it may be ; 
added that no attempt has been made to prove any
thing.

Unlike so many ponderous philosophic works, the 
book was a literary success. In a note to a later 
edition Saltus said : —

In brief, it was the writer’s endeavour to divest his 
reader of one of two idle preoccupations, and to leave 
him serene in spirit, and of better cheer than before.”

All Saltus’s books are thought compelling, and 
what is not always the same, eminently readable. As 
an essayist he stood in the front rank. His Pomps 
of Satan was not only a work of unflagging interest, 
but journalism at its best and bravest. Instead of 
fantasy and the unreal world of dreams, the author 
gave us society and the world of reality. Instead of 
pathos and bathos, we had cynical criticism, and the 
style was a glory of epigrammatic brilliance. The 
subjects were curious and varied, such as The Gilded 
Gang, Vanity Square, The Golden Fold, The Toilet 
of Venus, and described the foibles and failings of 
modern plutocratic society. There was acid, too, in 
the criticism. His' cutting description, “  The Be
nighted States,”  as he called the Great Republic of 
the West, was not a compliment, but it stuck in 
men’s nnnories. New York he drenched in vitriol : —

Never, perhaps, except in the Rome of the Caesars, 
has there been gathered together in one city a set so 
rich, so idle, so profoundly uninterested in anything 
save themselves.

This was the manner in which Edgar Saltus hurled 
out his gibes and his epigrams. All that easy zest, 
that curling his tongue round the subject, that free
dom from enthusiasm, were possible only to a man 
who simplified his life by dividing it well, and not by 
cultivating one side at the expense of another.

As a novelist Saltus at once justified his reputation. 
His stories form a collection which almost merit his 
claim to be the English Balzac. I11 his work, Mary 
Magdalene, he produced the most successful and dar
ing reconquest of antiquity that has been attempted of 
recent years. In it he reconstructed a Biblical 
legend, just as Gustave Flaubert presented a story of 
ancient Carthage in his Salammbo. All Saltus’s 
novels were similarly provocative. Mr. Incoul's 
Misadventure, The Truth about Tristram Varck, A 
Transaction in Hearts, Madame Sapphera, to name 
but a few, form a very notable collection which 
challenged the idols of the public and private libraries, 
and beat them with pure artistry.

Edgar Saltus was endowed with a genuine love of 
literature. In one of his novels, a principal char
acter is made to say : —

1 would rather have written Salammbo than have 
built the Brooklyn Bridge. It was more difficult, 
and it will last longer.

This characteristic remark presents his life-long 
ambition in a sentence. A  poet at heart, Saltus 
proved his claim in many passages of beautiful prose. 
We quote the following daring and eloquent pass
age : —

The Orient is asleep in the ashes of her gods. 
The star of Onnuzd has burned out in the skies. On 
the banks of her sacred seas, Greece, hushed for 
evermore, rests on the divine limbs of her white im
mortals. I11 the sepulchre of the pale Na/.arene, 
humanity guards her last divinity. Every promise 
is unfulfilled. There is no light save, perchance, in 
death. One torture more, one more throb of the 
heart, and after it, nothing. The grave opens, a little 
flesh falls in, and the weeds of forgetfulness, which 
soon hide the tomb, grow etcrnallj’ above its vanities. 
And still the voice of the living, of the just and the 
unjust, of Kings, of felons, and of beasts, will be
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raised unsilenced, until humanity, unsatisfied as be
fore, and yet impatient for the peace which life has 
disturbed, is tossed at last, with the shattered globe 
and forgotten gods, to fertilize the furrow's of space 
where worlds ferment.

A  many-sided man of genius, Edgar Saltus relished 
the prodigious panorama of life. He loved the old- 
world garden where Horace smiled at Rome; the mid
night supper-table where the alert Voltaire challenged 
the best wits of Europe; the chateau of brave old 
Montaigne, the study of Emerson; or the beautiful 
river haunts of Walt Whitman. Saltus, like James 
Whistler and Henry James, showed us that the 
American can compete successfully with the culture 
of the admired Continental artists and writers. He 
was a philosopher, a poet, a critic, a novelist, and 
the rare thing in our populous world of laborious pen
men, a really fine writer of English, the noblest and 
most used language in the wide world.

M im nerm us.

A Feeble Challenge.

T he N ovelist and the Scien tist .

O n the front page of the News Chronicle for Octo
ber 27, Sir Hall Caine takes up the cudgels with Sir 
Arthur Keith in defence of human immortality. “ Sir 
Hall Caine’s Challenge to Sir Arthur Keith.”  "  A 
Stirring Rejoinder.”  “  Man . . .  a Living Soul.”  
So blare the headlines in all the dignity of leaded 
type and block letters. But Sir Hall Caine’s article 
is neither a challenge nor a rejoinder, for it neither 
cites any fact in evidence of human immortality, nor 
attempts to deal with any particular department of 
the scientific evidence against the belief. It is 
purely and simply a rhetorical appeal to the emotional 
prejudices of a populace who, almost without excep
tion, have been brought up from earliest childhood in 
the belief in the immortality of the human soul. Of 
any attempt to meet and refute the arguments to the 
contrary there is no trace.

Sir Hall Caine begins his apologia with the dictum 
that Sir Arthur Keath's thesis “  is opposed to nearly 
everything that has come from the greater part of the 
wisest and best that we can yet call man.”  Well, 
Sir Hall Caine, as a believer in the Bible, will cer
tainly have heard of Solomon’s reputation for wis
dom; yet I think he will look in vain among the 
reputed writings of the Hebrew philosopher-king for 
any light on the question of immortality. Indeed, it 
is well known that the Old Testament is almost 
barren of such a teaching. It was by no means a 
prominent doctrine of the old Greek thinkers, and 
Stoicism, the best and noblest of ancient ethical sys
tems, taught not a future life, but extinction as the re
ward of virtue. Finally, in our own day, Buddhism, 
the religion and ethical guide of millions more people 
than the entire Christian world contains, includes no 
doctrine of immortality. In the light of these few 
facts Sir Hall Caine’s confident appeal to the world’s 
wisdom appears, at the least, a little misguided. His 
appeal to Genesis begs the whole vast question of 
Biblical authenticity, and of course proves nothing.

Man’s bodily limbs and organs, says »Sir Hall Caine, 
“  are merely parts of the shadow of man . . . The 
man’s shadow, indeed, dies, but of the death of man’s 
soul science says nothing at all. Therefore, of the 
death of man himself, science knows nothing and 
never can know anything.”  Admittedly. The 
mind and soul of the living individual appear to the 
observer as the sum of the functions of the brain; they 
are wholly dependent upon the metabolism of the 
cerebral cells, and necessarily pass out of existence
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when cerebral metabolism ceases at death. Person
ality is the expression of the individual’s relation to 
his environment and to the hereditary stream of life 
from which he has arisen, and it is impossible to con
ceive how it can persist after the bodily frame, 
through which alone this relation can be manifested, 
disintegrates and loses its corporate unity.

“  Which of us,”  asks Sir Hall Caine, “  has yet 
seen so far through the dark veil that he can say 
with certainty there is nothing there?”  No one, 
certainly. But I, for one, have never heard Science 
make this dogmatic statement, though the evidence 
goes a long way to justify it. Science has nothing 
to say certainly about a subject of which nothing can 
be known, for caution is Science’s middle name, as 
the Yankees say. It merely points to the strong 
a priori case against the belief in immortality, and 
argues quite cogently that what cannot be known 
cannot be proved to exist. To Sir Hall Caine, on 
the other hand, the admitted fact that nothing is 
known of what follows death appears to be presump
tive evidence of the continuity of life in that totally 
unknown sphere. I find it difficult to understand 
how a state of complete ignorance can be regarded 
as proving anything; certainly it is not so in earthly 
courts of law, and we may leave Sir Hall Caine to 
explain his theories of the value of evidence to some 
competent jurist, while the rest of the world devote 
their attention to the crying needs of this mundane 
existence.

The believer who looks for light on immortality 
to this article will most assuredly look in vain. Sir 
Hall Caine neither states any affirmative, nor at
tempts to refute the negative. His article is a tissue 
of rhetoric, “  full of sound and fury, signifying noth
ing.”  As a countryman of Sir Hall Caine, I feel an 
in vidimus pride in his world-wide reputation; but his 
article is pitiably weak.

It appears to be a settled point of agreement 
amongs defenders of this belief, that the hope of 
immortality is a precious divine gift, a solace in 
bereavement, a balm for human suffering, the fount 
of consolation and the well-spring of hope. The 
platitude is heard beside every death-bed, in every 
bereaved household. It is but a half-truth, and like 
all Such statements, expands the particular into the 
general without due warrant. It need not be denied 
that millions of human beings have faced death 
calmly, even exultantly, in the fervent belief that be
yond the veil there awaits them an existence in 
which pain and woe, the sting of death and the bitter 
pangs of bereavement, have no place, w'here in time 
they will Ire united to their loved ones in a life of 
endless happiness, free from all the drawbacks and 
defects of earthly life. Any system of belief which 
eases suffering and calms the terrors of approaching 
death is right and true, but in a pragmatic, not a 
literal sense. Good taste prevents one from com
bating a belief from which one’s fellow-creatures 
draw genuine comfort and solace; but reason rebels 
when orthodoxy and bigotry make of this pathetic, 
fallacy a rigid dogma and talk about the “  New 
Jerusalem ”  as if it were as real a part of the material 
universe as the Solomon Islands. It is quite true that 
the hope of immortality is a cherished and valued be
lief, full of hope and comfort in dark moments— to 
some people;- it is equally true that thousands of 
people in the present, and millions in the past, are 
and were totally without such a belief.

This is the other side of the half-truth, and a little 
thought, even the facts of ordinary human experi
ence, fully bears it out. Let any impartial person 
ask himself candidly if he really expects, in some 
future sphere of existence, to hear the voice or see 
the face of the friend whom death has taken from his

side ? We stand by a death-bed as at a last parting 
of the ways. We look upon the coffined face of the 
dead with the irresistible conviction that we look 
our last upon those familiar features. The tears of 
the bereaved bear witness to our conviction that he 
who is gone is gone indeed, not as one who 
goes in front a little way to await our 
coming, but as one who has gone upon a 
journey whence there is no return. “  In 
Loving Memory o f ----- ” We see it on every tomb
stone; and yet there is no more certain or more 
blessed fact of experience than that time dulls the 
first sharp pangs of loss, that with the passing of the 
years comes forgetfulness and . the drying of tears, 
that in time we turn from the gloom of the grave to 
the light of the living world. “  Rest in Peace.”  
There is no hint here of a supra-mundane existence.

The fundamental irrationality of the belief in 
human immortality is shown by the fact that each 
one who holds that belief pictures the after-life as a 
continuation of the present one, minus all its imper
fections. The warlike Norseman locked forward to 
eternal war; the Indian to the happy hunting-grounds 
where the supply of game is inexhaustible, the ser
vant in the rhyme to an eternity of idleness in a 
land where there is 110 washing of dishes. They have 
no common conception of this mysterious future ex
istence. The Gospel presentation of heaven is frankly 
revolting in its gilded and jewelled crudity, that of 
hell awful in its horrors.

Modern science presents us with the conception of 
an infinite and eternal universe, in which life is a 
mere emergent property of matter at a certain stage 
of complexity, precarious in its status, manifested in 
living organisms which are mere accidents in the 
cosmic drama. From this view of existence there is 
110 escape save through egotism and sentiment. And 
the acceptance of this view brings a clear and satisfy
ing conception of death as the inevitable end of an 
organism which can only maintain its individual ex
istence by constant struggle with an often hostile en
vironment. There is real comfort in the belief that 
at the last all the sufferings and follies, the errors 
and sins of imperfect nature, are swallowed up in 
merciful oblivion. And there is a practical value, 
too, in a belief which, if accepted, would release 
human energy more fully to the consideration of the 
problems of this world, which so sadly need attention.

C. V. L ew is.

Sometimes.

Sometimes when the rose at flush of morn 
Brings joy to the waking world,

I see your smile in its heart the while,
And your love with dew impearled!

Sometimes in the peace of a summer night 
The lone lake-waters croon ;

Then the winds rejoice, and I hear your voice 
Float o’er like a fairy tune!

Sometimes at evening’s twilight hour,
When home my spirit flics,

From realms above flame the stars in love,
And I dream of your luring eyes—

Your smile—your voice—your eyes!
J. M. Stuart-Young.

Onitsha, Nigeria.
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The Book Shop.

Jan and Cora Gordon in Star-Dust in Hollywood: The 
Truth About the Film City (Harrap, 12s. 6d.) recount a 
good story about Maeterlinck. Tlie famous author was 
eventually pressed by a motion-picture manufacturer to 
write a story for the screen. In due course the story ap
peared, and, the film magnate 011 being asked if it was 
all right replied, “  The play’s all right, but what’s the 
use of that? He’s given me a hero what is a bee.” With 
fundamentalism at one end and the making of screen 
pictures at the other, America has yet to prove its right 
to having contributed much of importance to world 
culture, and it is to be hoped that Hollywood will re
consider the production of Maeterlinck’s screen play. In 
the works of Maeterlinck’s there is breadth and depth, 
and in any one of his volumes there is enough mental 
sustenance to help the reader over many an awkward 
stile in life. He seems to derive his strength from a 
close contact with realities of the world; he wins the 
readers attention with that intimacy affirming affinity 
with mankind and nature, and best of all, it must not be 
forgotten that he has gained his place in a country that is 
still safe for Catholicism. Open him where we will, and 
we find him making re-valuations of all things that have 
been grievously mishandled by fanatical religionists. 
Some one wrote that wisdom was the art of being at 
home in the world; Maeterlinck’s efforts, after a careful 
reading, are a valiant attempt to make this possible for 
the human race.

The quarterly issue of J’urposc, October-Dccember, 
edited by W. T. Symons and Philippe Mairet, contains 
many good and thought-provoking contributions. None 
uf them are cheap and flashy like so much that finds its 
Way into print these days. The articles give the impres
sion that is in keeping with the title, and they all are 
distinguished by that clarity which is the beacon light 
°f truth. Freethinkers attack the major superstition of 
the world; that there are hosts of minor superstitions no 
°nc will deny, but even these are immense. Mr. W. T. 
Symons in The Just Price, arraigns the Church for its 
Apathy towards the subject; there arc few signs that the 
church will awaken from its slumbers in matters of 
common equity. There is occasionally snow in June. 
He concludes : "  The Just Price affords the rallying 
ground for religion, economics and social revolution. 
Whether its recognition arise from the impetus of moral 
Passion, the scientific urge, or the feeling of social re
sponsibility, it focuses the just, the accurate, and the 
human attention of men, on the essential point.” 
financiers have no need for the church, and its priests 
arc considered an impertinence in modern life—that is 
‘he price priesthood has had to pay for its past position 
as an exclusive caste. The feeling of social responsibility 
"'ill come to most human beings when equity begins from 
*he top of society; in the meantime, Mr. Symons dis
penses with the uncertainty of a start in that direction by 
knowing clfearly what he wants and defining it in good 
Prose. His hopes of help from religion may be indulged 

when it has washed its hands of 1914-18, but we 
Prefer to trust to scientists—chiefly because they dis
agree with religion, and engineers, because they have no 
Ce'ings about a matter which is purely one of mathe

matics—the Just Price. Filoque in The Foundation of 
c,lius writes with passion, and touches the spot. “ Men 

and women of spirit and reality,”  he states, “  are being 
^terminated to-day with a deadly, systematic earnest- 
*es8— they are prevented, from being conceived and 
orn.” He attributes this, and quite rightly so, to the 
’’ 1 of Individualism. Well, what are the prizes for 

‘ swords ? Knighthoods, ]x>erages, honours— all 
and truly blessed by national Christianity. It is 

. ,n°st true to say that no man can succeed on the above 
,'1 Uations without adopting the cult of individualism.

The October issue of the Adclphi contains a good story 
abbreviated, by the late D. H. Lawrence. It is entitled 
“  The Escaped Cock,” and an editorial footnote informs 
us that it is unlikely to be published in this country for 
fear of arousing religious prejudice. And there are 
those who tell us that we are flogging a dead horse— pre
sumably because they can look through their window on 
Sunday and see a boy kicking a football. “  The Escaped 
Cock ” is allegorical in style, betraying the obsession of 
the late author. It contains an account of a figure called 
Jesus meeting a virgin princess in the temple of Isis; it 
is interesting, but not instructive, and adds nothing to 
the knowledge of any scholar who has served his time 
with the giant classics, modern psychologists, and the 
airy fain* blither in books on Rosicrucianism and like 
books. It might be compared to a fragment of the 
Brook Kerith, and I have no doubt that some readers 
will be pleased to add it to their bookshelves. Of better 
value, in my opinion, is “  Quo Vadimus,”  a slight 
sketch by E. 1!. White. This is really enjoyable; it re
duces nine-tenths of the complications of life to a few 
simple words for the two characters in the story— “ all 
you really want is a decent meal when it comes to meal
time, and a warm place to sleep in when it comes night.” 
That these things are not extensively common is a back- 
handed compliment to the hosts who quibble about scrip
ture, creed and sacraments— and have gabbled so for two 
thousand years. The Adclphi is a good shillingsworth, 
and Mr. John Middleton Murry should take courage in 
both hands and give the public a little more in the same 
style of the “  Creation of Conscience,”  an almost free- 
thinking essay in December-February issue.

C-DE-I1.

And
adopting

Ce . aims logically fit in with personal salvation of 
sot 'i,rics °hl in the teaching. Personal salvation—per- 
f r < j >̂0K*1—personal egotism; the aim of a blown out 

” so stupid that it cannot think of its own oblivion.

War and Civilization.

We have been reading with much interest a trenchant 
little volume of essays on IFar, Civilization, and the 
Churches, by Mr. Chapman Colicn (London : The Pioneer 
Press, 2s), a series of articles originally published from 
time to time while the great European contest raged. 
With the criticisms of a noted Freethought writer on the 
part played by the religious world we need not for the 
moment concern ourselves, pungent and severe as they 
are; but the main principles clearly enunciated by a 
thoughtful and logical man, a master of apophthegms, are 
worth everyone’s attention. In view of what the Prince 
of Wales said on Armistice Day it is interesting to note 
that Mr. Cohen years ago was writing that the rising 
generation must be made to undeistand what war really 
meant with all its cruelty and horror; and in view of 
what the Bishops are now proclaiming, that “  war is an 
outrage on the brotherhood of man ” it is decidedly 
enlightening to find that their Freethought critic from 
1914 onward was preaching exactly the same in identical 
language. Mr. Cohen is philosophical, and he puts his 
philosophy in nugget form such as— “  No people in their 
senses would submit to the burden of preparation for 
war unless they thought war probable,”  and “ War is 
not killed by war any more than brutality is cured by 
brutality.” He warns us against those displays which 
tend to create false impressions and to keep unworthy 
ideals alive. “  What is the use," he demands to know, 
"  of canting about the evils of war when so much of our 
ordinary life is given to exhibiting to the rising genera
tion the tremendous esteem in which we hold the soldier, 
the high appreciation we have of Iris services in the past, 
and how much we shall look to him in the future?” 
And lie finally tells 11s what true warfare should be, and 
we believe that all men of goodwill and right heart will 
agree with him • —

The task before the world is to use the fighting spirit 
of the race to the rigid end. It should not be difficult 
to indicate that end. There is the whole field of adven
turous discovery in the ice-fields of the North and South, 
and in the deserts and forests of Africa and Asia. There 
is the world of scientific research which calls for rare 
qualities of courage and perseverance. And nearer home 
there is the necessity for fighting disease and vice and 
demoralizing social conditions. In the thousand and one 
tasks of science, education, and medicine, there is ample
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scope for all qualities expended in—not created b y -  
military warfare. And while these remain with us, there 
need be no fear that the coinage of man will decay or 
the fibre of the race grow slack.

Manchester Evening News.

A Safe Question.
— —

L iberty  in expressing one’s opinions should be the 
primary aim of every individual. It is the only recog
nized form of intellectual progress. To suppress opinion 
is to enchain the human race with fetters, from which 
emerge divers forms of afflictions too numerous to men
tion. It should be the aim of everyone to summon 
euough courage whereby they can give expression to 
their thoughts.

To-day we live in a world where moral courage is 
sadly absent. Discussion upon politics, art, literature, 
or any of the sciences is quite permissible, and anyone 
may express freely his opinion without fear of the axe of 
orthodoxy dropping upon his head. But with the 
greatest of all controversial subjects, Religion, the priest 
has stopped the mouths of the people with the gag of 
fear and social ostracism.

tolerable oppression with the promise of an after life as 
compensation. As a man, Jesus was hopeless, as a god, 
he was perfect.

It has been left for man alone to struggle with the 
social evils, and in doing so he has put Jesus in his right 
perspective

It is due to such glaring inconsistencies that the 
people are becoming apathetic towards Jesus, despite the 
wailings and lamentations of the clergy. They can only 
smile at the stupid beliefs which have their origins in 
Eastern mysticism. Tales of spitting in the eyes of men 
to cure blindness, cursing a fig-tree for its state of barren
ness, raising the dead to life, walking upon water, east
ing evil spirits into innocent pigs, and the virgin birth, 
along with all the rest of the ridiculous beliefs of Christ
ianity, may have provided excellent propaganda for the 
priests in the days when the world was young—but the 
primitive mind has passed along with the primitive con
ditions, and Christianity will certainly follow them into 
the limbo of forgotten things.

David. Hardeng.

Character v Circumstances.
— —

It does not require a great deal of study to discover 
that religion has always been the opponent of free 
opinion. Whenever man has attempted to free himself 
from the evils that beset him, the church has been his 
strongest enemy. And is not this quite obvious when 
we find that the roots of religion are feeding off these 
very evils, namely, superstition and ignorance, the aboli
tion of which would seriously endanger the livelihood of 
the priest ? To-day the church is using every artifice 
whereby to cover its lies with responsibility. It has 
the open sesame to every public organ whereby to ex
press its views, and very good care is taken that no ad
verse criticism is allowed.

The above was brought to mind when I noticed a 
poster displayed outside a tin shanty erected to the glory 
of God, bearing the words— “ What Think Ye of Christ?” 
Now, on the face of it, the question appears to be very 
daring. It savours of free opinion. But wait! To 
whom are wc going to tell what we think of Christ 
should the opinion be an adverse one? To the news
papers ? We should be refused publicity for fear of 
offending their pious readers. To our employers ? We 
should suddenly find ourselves out of employment. To 
our customers should we have a business ? Our 
customers would leave us. To the electors should we 
care to contest a seat for Parliament ? We should be at 
the bottom of the poll.

So we find that the church is quite safe in asking a 
question which they know will not receive any adverse 
criticism. It is a subtle lie that should read—“  We want 
you to think of Christ as we would wish you to think of 
him."

To-day the time of the clergy is spent in apologising 
for the shortcomings of Jesus. In the Dark Ages the 
mystic figure of Jesus required no explaining. The 
church dominated every mode of thought, and whoever 
questioned this shadowy figurehead, received the full 
force of punishment born of its displeasure. But in spite 
of a tyrannous church, with every means at its disposal 
for subjugating opposing views, reason born of common- 
sense took root, thanks to those pioneers who suffered in
effable cruelties for the cause of free expression.

The modern clergy are giving 11s a Jesus wrapped in 
all the regalia of a reformer. We are given a Jesus not 
as he was, but as the clergy would wish him to be. But 
even upon this point we cannot get the different sects of 
Christianity to agree as to what he should be.

That Jesus contributed nothing to the benefit of man
kind is obvious. Except for a few outpourings of so- 
called philosophy, which were quite common hundreds 
of years before Christ was born, he imparted nothing 
that was of any value to humanity. There was not a 
social problem that he tackled. All that he asked was, 
a belief in a Heavenly Father, and to become obsequious 
before king and master. For our misery upon this earth 
he offered no remedy, but required us to submit to in-

In a recently issued auto-biography Mr. Winston 
Churchill has declared that “  Freewill ” and “  Determin
ism ”  are two sides of the same thing; he mentions a 
certain butterfly whose colour depends upon the angle 
from which it is viewed.

To many the problem is not thus disposed of, and 
further explanation is desired with regard to the subject 
and implications involved.

By character we include the sum total of our indi
vidual characteristics; when speaking of circumstances 
we refer to all that surrounds, with special reference to 
the environment with which we come into direct contact.

There is a marked difference of opinion as to whether 
circumstances determine character or the reverse.

Those who accept the theory of Evolution and the Law 
of Causation will agree that the individual is the product 
of Heredity and Environment, and thus affirm that 
character is largely, if not entirely, due to something 
not ourselves, therefore they hold the view that circum
stances decide the nature of the creature.

On these lines it is assumed that our existence is 
dependent upon parents, from whom we inherit physical 
bodies with mental equipment of instincts and potenti
alities, which develop by experience. Thus it is argued 
that circumstances determine character.

From a different viewpoint we see that the character 
of an individual is a circumstance affecting others, evil 
natures tend to corrupt, worthy examples elevate. Thus 
it is affirmed that character slvapes circumstances.

The questiou arises : “  What does it matter?”
The social reformer will probably answer in terms of 

utility, and proceed to take steps to so utilize circum
stances that they will be for the best in the making of - 
character in the individual, and also direct the individual 
to make the most of circumstances.

On broad lines the way to progress is clear.
Mental development is based upon innate desire to 

know and to get what is deemed to be necessary to one’s 
existence aud satisfaction.

To gratify this Inquisitiveness and Acquisitiveness "'C 
must investigate. To disseminate Knowledge so gained 
we must educate, teach what we have learnt. By mean5 
of Statutes and Enactments we must legislate, and wit'1 
the object of .Social Service, we must administrate.

Having done this, what we need, to ensure succc*5’ 
and realize the ideals of those who are endeavouring t° 
establish the Kingdom of Heaven on Earth, is the truc 
Spirit of Co-operation. '

Thus as Individuals our Characteristics may be use(1 
to further Humanitarian movements; these in turn bciffi- 
Circumstances which influence those who are brougl’1 
into contact therewith; but we should realize that sue*1 
institutions are the outcome of Characters who by tlic>r 
mental and moral constitution were instrumental in t'|C 
construction thereof.
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We thus conclude that Circumstances mould charac- : 
ters, and Characters affect Circumstances; we also see ; 
how we may, if we will, participate in building the j  
“ New Jerusalem,”  the Golden City of our dreams, 
hopes, and aspirations.

P.S.— For Truth and Right investigate; with words of 
Wisdom educate; for Social Justice legislate; as Com
rades true co-operate.

C. Ratcuffe.

A contemporary suggests that : —
The old war men had to pretend that war was a noble 

thing, but they will never fool the world again.

, The world has been fooled so often by ancient catchwords, 
fallacies, and shibboleths that we are not inclined to share 
our friend’s optimism. Still, we believe that by means of 
ridicule and exposure, the power of catchwords, falla
cies, and shibboleths to fool the world can be consider
ably weakened.

Acid Drops.

We often hear from Christian sources about Free
thinkers who have been converted. They are invariably 
nameless. But a reporter on the Methodist Recorder 
staff, who recently visited Blackburn Wesleyan Mission 
Hall has discovered one with a name :

The very first worker I met, Mr. Charles Dugdale, said, 
“ Do you know, eight years ago I was a Secularist 
lecturer. I used to go all over the country speaking 
against the Christian religion. I am now secretary of 
the Saturday concerts.

'■ ery wonderful things occur in this interesting world 
°f ours. We have a very lengthy' and a very' wide experi
ence of the Freetliought movement in this country, and 
'v'e must confess that this is the first time we have ever 
heard of this Mr. Dugdale who went all over the country 
as a .Secularist lecturer. It looks as though there has 
been some very tall lying about, or shall we say that 
religious enthusiasm is growing in the Methodist move
ment ? Very often these are only' two way's of saying the 
same thing.

Perhaps the following quotation from Mr. Cohen’s new 
k°ok, Opitiions, may not be out of place here :—

I have no greater objection to the religious liar than 
I have to any other kind of liar. My special grouch 
against him is that he lacks both originality and humour. 
His lies are always very old and very stupid. Ivies to be 
interesting and acceptable should be at least witty, and 
if possible presented in an original manner. These are 
the two qualities that make a lie tolerable.

A scientist prophesies that human legs will gradually 
tsappear, through disuse. His guess may not be right.

piece of history suggests, for instance, during the 
| Rc of Faith intelligence and reason seemed also likely 
1° disappear through lack of exercise. They did not, 

efause something ltappcned which revived the use of 
’em. a  similar cause may save the atrophy of legs. 

‘ nyway, let us hope so ; for without legs how can the 
n ’r’stian animal properly grovel before his Almighty 
u°g cy}

, ^he Archbishop of Canterbury has noted the modern 
fP’ l ’s freedom from embarrassment and constraint when 
M|e meets older persons. She even, it appears, talks to 

Archbishop in a frank and friendly way! We can 
t|l” te believe it. The modern girl treats a bishop as an 
j^diiiary human being and not as a very special pal of 
’<>d Almighty. Unlike the girl of a former generation, 

yp  doesn’t take a bishop at his own valuation. As 
” S new point of view is the outcome of the waning of 

. c,’cal influence, the Archbishop had better be cautious 
" ‘-'neonraging the modern girl’s modern ways.

Geneva, we learn,! is the Clearing House of world prob- 
)t|” s- Since the I.eaguc doesn’t discuss religion, one 
■ y  Presume that it is not a world problem, although 
R e s t e d  parties do prophecy the doom of civilization 

*’e dumping of religion continues.

An American has sent ¿21 to each of twenty-one cath
edrals of England. It seems a pity his donations were 
not larger. The better our cathedrals are kept in repair, 
the more valuable they will be in the days to come when 
cathedrals will be put to socially better uses.

A pious journal invites all and sundry to rejoice at the 
news that China’s three leading men (the President, the 
Foreign Minister, and the Finance Minister) are all 
Christians. On the humble assumption that a Christian is 
not as other men (thank God !) and possesses all the avail
able human virtues, there seems no sound reason for not 
rejoicing.

At Leeds there has been a “  Crusade ”  in which all the 
local species of Christian Churches took part. The 
primary gain of the crusade, we are told, has been the 
“  delightful feeling of comradeship and brotherhood 
amongst the members of the various Churches.”  We 
presume the feeling is “ delightful”  because of its 
novelty. Comradeship and brotherhood amongst the 
various followers of the Religion of Brotherhood has 
hitherto— for nineteen centuries— been somewhat unusual 
or rare.

Dr. James Black, of Edinburgh, is tired of ministers 
who are afraid to tell their congregation about “  punish
ment.” The Church, he says, is losing half its power be
cause ministers are mealy-mouthed about punishment. 
Stoke up the Eternal Bonfire! The Churches can do 
nothing without some nice, red Flames to put the fear of 
God into men, and to make them appreciate the love of 
Jesus. The world will never be “  saved ”  by Churches 
which have only a kind, old grandfather in the skies to 
offer. The religious instinct of man can only be aroused 
properly by fear of a Big Bogey.

Roman Catholics stand to sing and kneel to pray ; High
land Presbyterians and French Protestants sit to sing and 
stand to pray. Whereupon a writer in a pious weekly is 
moved to say : “  A history of what one might call deport
ment in worship would be deeply interesting.”  Perhaps 
so ; and the possibility is that anthropologists would illu
minate the subject as well as any. The same writer re
marks : “  I do not quite know how to describe the pos
ture of myself and my fellow-worshippers during prayer.” 
It would be safe to assume that : “  ludicrous ”  would be 
accurate enough. We wonder why the Christian God 
always wants the human animals he created to cringe 
while talking to him ?

“ What is wrong with this generation?”  appears to 
be a favourite theme of our parsons and journalists. The 
moral judgment implied by the word “ wrong” suggests 
that the critics have made an egotistic assumption that 
each preceding generation is qualified and entitled to 
pass an ethical judgment on the differences between a 
former generation, and a new. After having assumed 
that the manners, customs, habits, and ideas of a former 
generation were (or are) impeccable, the critics quite 
naturally assume a divine right (as it were) to sit in 
judgment. They overlook the fact that things may be 
different without being either "  wrong ”  or "  right ” 
morally.
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The Wesleyan Missionary Society invites the godly to 
offer thanksgiving for “  the world-wide reverence for 
Jesus.”  From this you would be right in inferring that 
pious imagination is a wonderful magnifying-glass.

For the supercilious and ill-informed administrators of 
justice who put obstacles in the way of witnesses affirm
ing, we commend the following statement of Mr. Justice 
McCardie : “ Too often the oath is looked upon as a 
mere formality.”  The help of God appears to be a 
dubious assistance.

The Christian way of life, says a preacher, was not 
meant to be an easy one. Still, that doesn’t justify the 
Christian bigot’s efforts to make life for non-Christians 
as miserable as his own. But, after all, the Christian 
way of life is not so very hard. How many of the 
Christian clergy would have the comfortable lives they 
have in the absence of Christianity ? As G. W. Foote 
used to say, most of the clergy can get a better living 
on the cross than they could hope to get on the square.

This nation, says the Manchester Guardian, spends 
more on the Officers’ Training Corps than on the League 
of Nations. Presumably our wise politicians and diplo
mats are too busy to study the causes and prevention of 
war, and still venerate such antique maxims as, “  If you 
desire peace prepare for war.”  This aside, surely the 
supreme lesson of the last great dog-fight was that 
success in war depends on Prayer. Therefore, what 
should be encouraged and subsidized is not a training 
corps of officers, but a training corp of parsons skilled in 
sending up massed petitions to God for a victory.

The historian of the future may note the tremendous 
tonnage of books turned out in our present dispensation ; 
if he is keen in his observation he will also note that 
hardly any qualification, other than covering paper, were 
necessary for their production. In a Daily Mail review 
of a book Stark India, it is noted that the author, Mr. 
Trevor Pinch, in the following extract, wishes to make 
someone’s flesh creep :—

I11 casting off, as it were, his former gods and substi
tuting nothing for them, either nobler or lower, the 
Indian is left with a mere negation . . . The mystery, 
the suggestion of a hidden, perhaps higher, influence on 
his destiny has vanished. So the only thing to which he 
can turn is a stark materialism indistinguishable from 
Atheism.

The Indian may, if he likes, find ample evidence of stark 
materialism in England if he examines the wills of 
departed divines, or listens to General Higgins, who, in 
all humility state that the Salvation Army’s property is 
worth 2'/ millions in this country alone. For the diffu
sion of the gospel of poverty he may also note huge 
buildings called Cathedrals and Churches, the value of 
ecclesiastical properties, and palatial residences of those 
enjoying the plums of religion— or stark materialism. 
Mr. Pinch appears to have as much knowledge of the mis
use of words as the ordinary journalist; that he has the 
newspaper trick of word-juggling is evident; that he does 
not know that Buddhism is atheistic is our case, for a 
book’s a book although there is only journalism in it.

Mr. Reginald McKenna, who will probably be one of 
the first men to put the country right, states that there is 
not euough money in circulation. Although it does not 
need a Napoleon to tell us this, it is to be carefully noted, 
that Mr. McKenna said it before any Archbishop or lesser 
luminary in the religious world. Perhaps these shep
herds are too busy sheep-shearing.

Mr. R. J. Campbell says : —
Let it be granted that the best kind of life is impos

sible without religion. This is no mere obiter dictum of 
a Christian teacher, it is an established principle both of 
philosophy and psycholog}’.

Wonders will never cease? .Some philosophies and some 
psychologies, of course, teach anything, but it is just a 
little remarkable that even Mr. R. J. Campbell, the once 
fiery religious reformer of the City Temple, but now the 
quite contented Canon of the English Church, should not 
have heard of some philosophies and some psychologies 
that leave religion on one side altogether. He must 
have heard of them, although he will not say so. After 
all as we have so often said, there are very many ways of 
telling a lie. A volume, say, of the Christian World 
Pulpit, which contains some hundreds of sermons, will 
contain specimens of almost every kind going.

A Sunday-school expert declares that, “ it is generally 
admitted that the enormous decline in drunkenness, and 
the far higher standard of sobriety to-day among Eng
lish people as a whole, is the direct outcome of temper
ance teaching in both Sunday and day schools during the 
past generation and more.”  These “ Temperance” 
fanatics have a good conceit of themselves. They keep 
telling each other that their total abstinence propaganda 
has done more than anything else to make the nation 
sober, and now they believe it to be true. But any ob
server knows that their intemperate propaganda does as 
much as anything to attack a fictitious glamour to 
“  booze.”

I11 John Hull, I)r. R. J. Campbell says : —
To-day, says Sir Janies Jeans, there is almost unani

mous agreement on the physical side of science that the 
universe shows evidence of being designed and con
trolled by mind—a mind that works something like our 
own. fi

This is of great practical importance to every reader of 
these words; for if mind has created us, mind must 
care for us.

Sir James adds that science is not yet prepared to say 
that the mind at the back of everything feels as we do 
about the worth of goodness and beauty, or exhibits son'e 
signs of sympathy with human struggle and stress.

From the same issue of John Hull, we learn that there 
are forty-two different sorts of epidemics, endemics, and 
infectious diseases which may be fatal, and are respon
sible for the deaths of 3,122 males andi 28,232 females last 
year in England and Wales. Also, tuberculosis killed 
20,157 males and 16,466 females; cancer killed 56,000) 
diseases of the nerves and sense-organs slew 41,000; dis
eases of the circulatory system, 105,000; diseases of the 
respiratory system, 59,000; diseases of the digestive 
system, 26,000. And when one tries to visualize tl'c 
appalling, total amount of suffering and pain— in tin* 
country alone— entailed by all these diseases, one '* 
humbly grateful for I)r. Campbell’s consoling suggestion 
that it is all designed and controlled by a "  mind 
which “  has created us ” and “ must care for us.”

It is not true that an apology has been demanded by 
the canine occupants of the Battersea Dog’s Home as a re
sult of recent affairs in the House of Commons.

Christian Science is not a poor man’s religion. A re
cent book entitled Mary Baker Eddy, A Life-Size Portrait, 
by Dr. Lyman P. Powell, can be bought tor bound in 
cloth, or ¿1 10s. bound in leather.

A reader of the Christian World complains that mi*11' 
sters of religion seem strangely indifferent to the sufh-'f' 
ings of animals. To see one at meetings concerned wit'1 
animal welfare, especially on the platform, he says, is 9 
rare sight. The complaint will send the parsons to sue1 
meetings post haste. They will assume an interest 1,1 
animal welfare, in order that religion shall not get 
bad name nor parsons be disparaged for indifference- 
One thing may be added. They will need to search t*,e 
.Scriptures a very long lime before discovering there'1] 
anything to indicate that the Bible encourages sympM'1' 
for animals. “ Docs God care for oxen?”
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TO CORRESPONDENTS.

A. G. Moss.—Pleased to hear from you with so good a recom
mendation. Sorry we cannot use your enclosure. The 
point is hardly strong enough.

C. Bentley. --Sorry, but we are not acquainted with the 
verses to which you refer.

J. Dawson.—We note that you and your friend were entered 
as Atheists on joining the army, without comment. This 
is a right that all soldiers have, if they' will insist upon it, 
as is also the right to affirm instead of taking the oath.

J. A lmond.— In the Life and Letters of Charles Darwin you 
will find the express statement of Darwin that he much 
regretted having used the term creator, by which he 
meant happened by some unknown cause. But Darwin, 
great as he was, evidently had an inadequate conception of 
the trickiness of religious controversialists, and trusted to 
them to take a mere expression in the sense in which he 
used it.

H. Davidson.—\Ve wish you every success in your endeavours 
to stir up Freethinkers in Belfast.

W.L.—Sorry' unable to use article.
H. M artin.—We wrote on the subject in the Freethinker for 

April 21 of last year. The Secular Society, Limited, and 
the House of Lords decision marked one of the greatest 
legal victories ever won for English Freethought, and is 
recognized as such by every' legal authority wherever Eng
lish law has any influence. The Society was founded by’ 
G. W. Foote.

R. E mworTH.— We think that Mr. Cohen’s address to the 
Leyton Literary Club, on January 10, will be open only to 
members of the club. It is not, we think a public meet
ing in the usual sense of the term.

J. R eeves.—Thanks. Quite useful.
A. B. Moss.—Intend taking a little rest over Christmas time 

—at least we shall not be doing quite so much.
C. Bentley.—Will see what can be done.
J. Clayton.—It is a peculiarity of spirits to be very shy when 

sceptics are about.
The "  Freethinker”  Is supplied to the trade on sale or 
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reported to this office.
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The National Secular Society’s Office is at 61 Farringdon 
Street, London F..C.4.

IVhen the sendees of the National Secular Society in con
nexion with Secular Burial Services are required, all com
munications should be addressed to the Secretary, Mr. 
R. H. Rosetti, giving as long notice as possible.

l etters for the Editor of the "  Freethinker ”  should be 
addressed to fii Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.

Triends who send us newspapers would enhance the favour 
by marking the passages to which they wish us to call 
attention.

Orders for literature should be sent to the Business Manager 
of the Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4, 
and not to the Editor.

All Cheques and Postal Orders should be made payable to 
"The Pioneer Press,”  and crossed "Midland Bant Ltd., 
Clcrkenwell Branch.”

Sugar Plums.

The Queen’s Jlall, Bradford, was comfortably filled on 
Sunday last— there being only a few vacant scats, to 
listen to Mr. Cohen. Mr. Searle occupied the chair, and 
U'e lecture was received with evident appreciation. The 
Bradford Branch appears to be making good progress.
1 °-day (December 7) Mr. Cohen will speak in the Secular 
ll^H, Humberstone Gate, Leicester, at 6.30, on “ God and 
*l‘e Universe— Eddington, Ifuxley, and Jeans.”

Dn Sunday next (December 14) Mr. Cohen will lecture 
¡^f°ie the Cosmopolitan Debating Society, Nottingham.

1*° meeting is an afternoon 011c and will commence at 
■̂ 3°. Judging by pre%'ious experiences those who wish 

to kret in should make it a point of being in good time.

This will be the last public meeting of which Air.' 
^oben will address until towards the eml of January. He

has spent a very' strenuous autumn, and will not be 
sorry to have a rest from the platform for a few weeks. 
Week-end lecturing in the provinces makes a terribly 
large hole in the week, and there are many other things 
that are awaiting attention.

The Executive of the National Secular Society has pub
lished a post card containing a telling quotation from 
Thomas Hardy as follows : —

Peace upon earth 1 was said. We sing it,
And pay a million priests to bring it.
After two thousand years of mass 
We’ve got as far as poison-gas.

A reminder of the real positiou among Christian nations 
should be very useful in the coming season of cheap 
sentiment about peace and goodwill, and it is hoped 
Freethinkers will take full advantage of the opportunity 
by using the post cards widely in corresponding with 
friends. Twenty' cards for sixpence, post free, may be 
had from -the Secretary, 62 Farringdon Street, or the 
Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London E.C.4.

The Transport Hall, Liverpool, was well filled last 
Sunday, and Air. R. H. Rosetti had an enthusiastic 
meeting. Questions were many and assorted, and in
terest was well maintained. Air. AIcKelvie was a popu
lar chairman and sent everybody home in a good rumour.

Air. R. II. Rosetti speaks for the Fulham and Chelsea 
Branch, N.S.S., at the London Co-operative Society’s 
Hall, 249 Dawes Road, Fulham, at 7.30 to-day (Sunday) 
on “  Nature, Man and God.”

Alancliester Branch reports two good meetings last Sun
day, addressed by Air. F. C. Aloore, of Wallasey. With 
the number of Freethinkers in Alancliester the local 
Branch should have crowded audiences at each session.

A Christian Evidence .Society speaker, Air. Charles 
Thomas Quinn, was at Alarylebone Police Court bound 
over and ordered to pay one guinea costs for using in
sulting words and behaviour at Parliament Hill Fields. 
Annoyed at having no audience, he decided if the people 
would not come to him, lie must go to them, and placed 
his stand at the edge of another meeting. Refusing to 
go back to the pitch alloted to him he was arrested. 
Decent people will in future give Air. Quinn a wider 
beitli than ever, although, no doubt, his adventure with 
the authorities will bring a few curio hunters to his plat
form.

Will all members of the Bradford Branch N.S.S. make 
a special effort to attend a general meeting at the God
win Cafe, Godwin Street, Bradford, on Sunday evening, 
December 7, at 7.30. Also please note change in the 
Secretary’s address to 10 Elsworth Avenue, Bradford 
Aloor, Bradford, Yorks.

London General Omnibus drivers and conductors con
ducted a Brotherhood meeting at Lougliton recently, and 
the Rev. S. Alorris gave an address on “  If Christ were 
Conductor.”  We hope the Rev. Alorris’s involved sug
gestion of Jesus Christ in a bus conductor's uniform, 
shouting Piccadilly, Hyde Park Corner and Chelsea does 
not infringe the Blasphemy Laws. One imagines the sou 
of God smiling sweetly at the dear old lady' tendering a 
ten shilling note for a penny fare during the rush hour. 
Still the idea is a good one with the possibility' of endless 
variety, and we may yet have Jesus Christ as a lift man, 
or a Nippy.

Alderman W. T. O. Slicait says land is becoming so 
scarce in rapidly-developing Ilford, that people are ask
ing if churches could be bought and used for other pur- 

1 [ior.es. Dear, dear, that is what the wicked Soviets are 
doing in Russia.
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“ Modern Physics ” and 
Determinism.

If the reading of the Mysterious Universe did not im
press one with the seriousness of Sir James Jeans, one 
w ould be inclined to look upon him as the humourist 
of Physics and Astronomy bent upon pulling the leg 
of the parson. He tries to give the reader to under
stand that the universe is indeterminate, yet the 
scientific portions of his book are in support of deter
minism. There is nothing worth having in the 
Mysterious Universe that can be adopted in support 
of the rather fantastic theory, to which we have 
lately been treated, concerning the possibility of deter
minism and materialism receiving a rude shock from 
science in the near future. In fact, we may venture 
to say that there is no likelihood of any such shock 
ever coming.

That Sir James Jeans is capable of very careless 
reasoning and of incautious modes of expression, is 
revealed early in the book. On page 4 he writes, 
“  into such a universe we have stumbled, if not ex
actly by mistake, at least as the result of what may 
properly be described as an accident. The use of 
such a word need not imply any surprise that our 
earth exists, for accidents will happen, and if the 
universe goes on for long enough, every conceivable 
accident is likely to happen in time.”  That the use 
of the word accident in this connexion is quite un
justifiable, it being used to indicate that various pro
cesses in nature may happen by accident, should 
easily be realized by anyone acquainted with scien
tific reasoning. In every-day talk we speak of an 
accident when something has taken place as a result 
of our having failed to observe that a certain result 
would follow certain actions, or when we have relied 
upon the strength of something and it has given way. 
Even then the word accident stands for our ignorance 
of certain conditions and not for absence of conditions 
as implied by Sir James in the above passage.

In the next sentence Sir James goes on to say, “  it 
was, I think, Huxley who said that six monkeys, set 
to strum unintelligently on typewriters for millions of 
millions of years, would be bound in time to write all 
the books in the British Museum.”  p. 4.

This would not be worth discussing except that it 
is a type of illustration which appears, to the un
critical reader, to present all the conditions of the 
case when it does nothing of the sort.

In the first place, the ordinary typewriter, and 
any conceivable typewriter is quite incapable of pro
ducing all the pictorial plates, all the mathematical 
and astronomical illustrations, and all the various 
languages that are to be found in the books of the 
British Museum,

In the second place, if Huxley meant only such 
books as are printed in words, then it would be 
necessary to use typewriters which were fitted only 
with keys on which were the different alphabets used 
by mankind. If number keys were on the typewriter, 
the possibility of the books in printed words being 
produced would be nil, as the monkeys would be just 
as likely to periodically strike numbers as they would 
be to strike letters.

In the third place, if we reduce the performance to 
that of producing a Shakespeare sonnet, the requisite 
typewriters must lie granted. If nothing but num
bers, or only half the English alphabet were on the 
keys the sonnet would not be the result of any num
ber of millions of years strumming.

What I want the reader to realize is that if certain 
conditions are granted in this, or in anything else, 
then we have all that the determinist requires. With

out the conditions which make possible the production 
of a thing or of an event, that thing cannot be pro
duced nor can the event take place; and Sir James 
Jeans is unable to cite any event in the evolution of 
the universe which has taken place apart from con
ditions. If he could prove that unintelligent monkeys 
working on typewriters for millions of years could pro
duce a Shakespeare sonnet, he would not thereby 
prove the indeterminacy of the performance. He 
would still have to prove that it could be done with
out the use of some of the necessary letters or with the 
wrong kind of typewriters, w-hich is absurd.

With physics, astronomy, and mathematics, as 
such, I am not concerned. My reading in these sub
jects is not extensive. Not even by “  accident,”  as 
Sir James might say; but I am amazed at the blunders 
in thinking which can be exhibited, in a small work 
cn the findings and implications of modern science, 
by an outstanding scientist. Especially when Sir 
James seems to have so great a desire to put the philo
sophers right.

As examples of the confused way in which such 
words as “  law ”  and nature are used, by Sir James, 
we may take the fcllow'ing: “  Chemistry suggests 
that, like magnetism and radio-activity, life may 
merely be an accidental consequence of the special 
set of laws by which the present universe is gov
erned.” . p. 10.

“  We have long thought of the workings of nature 
as exemplifying the acme of precision.”  pp. 25-26.

”  Yet Heisenberg now makes it appear that nature 
abhors accuracy and precision above all things.”  p. 
26.

“  If we know that an electron is at a certain point in 
space, we cannot specify exactly the speed with which 
it is moving— nature permits a certain ‘ margin of 
error,’ and if we try to get within this margin, nature 
will give us no help : she knows nothing, apparently, 
of absolutely exact measurements. I11 the same 
way, if we know the exact speed of motion of an 
electron, nature refuses to let us discover its exact 
position in space.”  p. 26.

If ever anthropomorphism w'ere introduced into 
what is supposed to be scientific reasoning it is 
surely here. Some measure of figurative speech may 
at times be allowed when we speak of nature and law; 
but it is obvious that no figure of speech is intended 
in the above, when Sir James is set on rejecting the 
idea that a scientific interpretation of the universe in
volves determinism.

The suggestion that the universe is “  governed ” 
by a special set of laws is ridiculous in the extreme. 
To put it briefly, any scientist ought to know' that a 
“  law of nature ”  is a summary of observed pro
cesses in nature; not something going about telling 
certain parts of the universe what to do, or making 
them do it. Even if laws had objective existence, and 
did govern nature, it would be preposterous to speak 
of life as possibly being ‘ ‘an accidental consequence of 
the special set of laws.”  How anything in the uni
verse which results from a “  special set ”  of ‘ ‘ laws,” 
as Sir James would say, or “  conditions ”  can be acci
dental is beyond scientific statement and proof.

E. Egkrton Stafford .

(To be concluded.)

There is not a more melancholy object than a man who 
has his head turned with religious enthusiasm.— Addison.

There are two freedoms—the false, where a man is free 
to do what he likes; the true, where a man is free to do 
what he ought.—Charles Kingsley.

Force is no reined}'.—John Bright.
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The Sabbath,

(Concluded from page 763.)

T he foundations of Rationalism is the intellect. 
“  Pleasure ”  does not conduce to intellectualism— very 
much the reverse. A Sabbath, i.e., a serious day, 
is more essential to Rationalism than to religion. This 
may be a startling statement for anti-Sabbath fanatics, 
but it is worth thinking over. Also I contend that 
Rationalism is better fitted to make a success of a 
Sabbath than is religion. A  short article is not suffi
cient to discuss the subject fully, and I can only 
briefly deal with it.

In my introductory paragraphs I showed that a 
Sabbath could be not only serious but pleasurable. 
A pertinent criticism and question of this would be 
— why, if the Sabbath was pleasurable, has religion 
failed to keep up one of its most distinctive institu
tions? Two or three main reasons can be given, and 
note that they would not apply to a Rationalist Sab
bath.

When the English Sabbath was in its palmy days 
Practically everyone" believed in the religious founda
tions of it. Darwin, Spencer, Huxley and Tyndall 
Undermined the foundation. Why they succeeded 
When men like Plume and Paine failed is an interest- 
big question. The fact remains, however, that belief 
was undermined. The religious part of Sunday be
came as a consequence, a stumbling block. Men who 
bad lost their beliefs could only participate by practis
e s  more or less hypocrisy. This being irksome, they 
gradually withdrew from attendance. But, you say, 
file communal pleasure remained. To some extent, 
certainly, and it is perhaps the chief thing holding the 
remains of the Sabbath together. It is nowadays 
more social than communal. Religion was at once a 
levelling and a binding agent. When it was strong, 
i-c., when everybody believed in it, rich and poor met 
with a great measure of equality. All were children 
°f God. The social inequalities of this world were 
only temporary. Life was short. Eternity— either
‘u heaven or hell— would be long—  and in eternity all 
Would be equal. The poor did not look on the rich 
With undue envy, nor the rich on the poor with un
due contempt, because in a few more years the differ- 
cnee would disappear. When the vividness of this 
belief faded, when religion began to lose its hold, 
then the social cleavage showed itself. Each little 
c°mnuinity found an irksomeness in the differences of 
s°cial status. The forces of disintegration began to
Work strongly.

With the advent of cheap and easy locomotion- 
esPeciallv when the motor-car arrived— the disinteg
ration went on rapidly. The poor man sulked at 
mme hr the morning with his Sunday paper whilst 
he rich man gallivanted off . . . and the Continental 
Unday began to show its ugly face. On such lines 
>e decay of the English Sunday could be described 

■ uicl explained.
Put Rationalism has not that fatal weakness of re- 

g'on of requiring a man to believe what he cannot 
e i(.ve cou|(] ca]| meu together on an honest and 

equality— the equality of individuals as individ- 
f a s- Could it but be done it would tie a good thing 
e°r both Rationalism and the nation. With all the 

Thasis I can put into it I say that Rationalism has 
desperate need of an organized communityism 

J d la r  to, but higher than, that of the Nonconform- 
 ̂ D has so far failed to impress itself on the 

hav;°n- It has been mainly destructive. It will not 
nott-,tS ^Ue ’nfP,ence until it is constructive. It ought 
0 111 mere contrariness go to an extreme from its

0,1eiits. It ought to be strong-minded enough to

show the sincerest form of flattery if it is for its own 
good. The community and social arrangements of 
religion are worth studying— and copying.

A  well informed strong-mindedness is necessary for 
the production of a first-class rationalist. Under 
present conditions only a select few are produced, and 
they are too rare, too individualistic, too isolated to 
produce a rationalist atmosphere or environment that 
would both produce more rationalists and prevent 
the weaker vessels from running after quackeries. 
Plow' is that atmosphere to be produced ? How better 
than in communities on the model of Nonconformist 
chapels where the children would find Rationalism the 
natural and normal thing, and would also imbibe the 
knowledge that would confirm them in Rationalism in 
adult life.

The strong power of mass suggestion is well known. 
“  Atmosphere ”  is really another way of expressing 
the same tiling. Women are more susceptible to it 
than men. Many of our ver3r individualist and lonely 
rationalists lack the sympathy and support of their 
wives, because the wives have not the strength of 
mind to be out of the fashion of the majority. Yet, 
from exactly the same motive, the women of a ration
alist community would probably be more partisan 
than the men.

Has it ever struck you that a chapel is practically a 
club for its women members? Without the name it 
does actually function as such. This explains, to a 
large extent, why the majority of chapel members are 
women. Further, if you come to think of it, some
thing on the lines of a chapel is about the only safe 
form of a mixed club— a fact worth thinking of.

Rationalism and religion have this in common, they 
are both “  serious.”  Primitive pleasures such as the 
herd run to are a danger to both; in some respects a 
greater danger to rationalism than to religion— especi
ally ritualistic and magical religion. Superstition, 
either pagan or Catholic does not need a Sabbath. 
But from the more serious and intellectual Protestant
ism the Sabbath was a natural evolution. Rational
ism being more intellectual still, I can imagine that, if 
rationalists become organized, with hundreds of 
rationalist “  chapels ”  up and down the land, then a 
quite natural evolution would be a Rationalist Sab
bath. .Sermons or addresses would keep the people 
intellectually up to date, elocution would keep our 
great poets and authors a continuing influence, com
munity singing would give emotional exercises, and 
perhaps some ritual of friendship would give a weekly 
reminder of the brotherhood of man. Think it over.

C. R. Boyd  F reeman.

WAR AND LITERATURE.

Literature has not consciously lied about war . . . But 
literature has strangely failed to see and depict this one 
thing in its true colours. Always the fundamental thing 
in war, the agony and the sorrow, has been complacently 
suppressed . . .

Since 1918 all that has been changed. The poets and 
the novelists, having seen war at first-hand and realized 
how little the clanging phrases correspond with the 
brutal reality, have made noble amends for the long 
blindness of literature. The history of literature con
tains no more astonishing page than this : that in a 
single decade a few poets, novelists and dramatists have 
made it utterly impossible for any serious writer ever 
again to say a romantic or poetical thing about war. 
Even the elegiac poetry of war is gone . . .

I would not blot out a line of the homage which litera
ture has rendered to courage and sacrifice. But I hope 
and believe that she will never again lend herself to 
idealizing the unspeakable brutishness of war.

E.H.T. (in the “  Christian World."
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Correspondence.

To the E d itor  of the “  F r eeth in ker . ”

RELIGION IN THE SERVICES.
Sir ,— Following the remarks of Cpl. Stuart in the 

Freethinker, of November 23— in his reply to Mr. W. H. 
Field, perhaps a few quotation from a Chaplain’s point 
of view might be of interest.

I shall therefore draw on a very human little book 
Tips for Padres (A Handbook for Chaplains) by the 
Revd. Everard Digbj-, C.F., (Gale & Polden, price is.). 

The quotations are exact— the italics mine.
I find the Army Chaplains ‘ ‘Pay is none too generous.” 

“ We are willing to make sacrifices and to do our best 
on poor pay.”

“  If there are no proper Chaplains quarters provided, 
the wise Chaplains will apply for permission to live out 
of the Mess. He is then entitled to Lodging Allow
ance.”

“  The Chaplain can either draw his rations in kind, or 
claim the ration allowance.”

“ If the Chaplain is a married man, living out with his 
wife, it will certainly pay him better to draw rations, as 
all provisions are so expensive.”

“ You can send your batman along to the Quarter
master’s Stores.”

“ A Chaplain can claim Travelling allowance when on 
duty, which includes cab fares. One always has to 
travel first class, but when on duty one is provided with 
a free travelling warrant, which is used as a railway 
ticket, and given up at the end of the journey.”

“  At other times you can obtain a voucher from your 
orderly .room entitling you to travel at half fares.”

“  Postage— which includes any sort of a letter to a 
soldier may be claimed.”

“  If you arc away from your quarters on duty for a 
day and a night you can claim.”

“  Contingent Expenses, i.c., expenses— such as altar 
wine, candles, washing of altar linen and surplices, arc 
allowed.”

“  The clergy are simple children in matters of finance.”  
“  The Transport Officers Packing Cases will always 

hold a few of the Padre’s belongings when you move.” 
"  But you’ll have to reciprocate by finding room for 

the mess whisky in the chaplains cart sometimes.”
“  A good servant is worth his weight in gold. The 

wise padre does not look out for a good young man, of an 
ecclesiastical turn of mind. They are all right for as
sisting in services, but choose an old soldier for your 
servant. Remember, he has his feelings, and it is not 
always wise to ask him where things come from.”

“  The old sweat will never let you down, and you will 
not want for many things as long as you can keep him, 
even if his place is vacant on your parade service.”

In difficulties with Commanding Officers the Chaplains 
“  Resistance should be firm but tactful, and it is the one 
matter in which you can be always certain of the backing 
of the powers that be.”

It is the Chaplains duty “  To back up the Command
ing Officer and officers of the Unit,”  also “  It is his duty 
to uphold authority.”

Amongst other duties we find ‘ ‘Then your daily visit 
to the cells— never to be neglected, for many of your best 
captures come from there. A lad in cells for the first 
time is very impressionable.”

“  See the daily batch of recruits. A little talk on the 
traditions and history of the regiment.”

Now regarding sports. “  If you are really good at 
any sport play for the Battalion Team, but don’t take on 
Committee work, and never be the secretary. Certainly 
sing at the concerts if you can sing well, but don’t be 
responsible for the entertainments. It is not your job. 
you are not the only man with nothing to do.”

“ Don’t be tempted to run the Battalion War Savings 
Association, as it will eat up all your Saturdays.”  

‘ ‘ The Chaplain can teach pardon to hundreds of lads 
who have never been taught the forgiveness of sins before, 
or any other vital fact about religion,” also send hymns 
to men “ For a tempted .Soul,”  and “  For one who can
not get to Holy Communion.”

Perhaps I have quoted enough, but if Major W. P. 
Young was right in A Soldier to the Church, that “  the 
Church as an Organization during the War, touched the 
men most of all through its mugs of tea and coffee,” — it 
would seem that the ordinary canteen could have done 
that.

In fairness to the Protestant Army Chaplains, it should 
be stated that whilst the Commanding Officer can report 
them for any departure in the laid down service of the 
church, the C.O. has no power over a Roman Catholic 
(vide King’s Regulations)— also vide Allowance Regula
tions, whilst the Protestant Padre has to submit bills 
for his candles and wine, flic Roman Catholic closes at 
30s. per month per church, win or lose, and no bills 
shown.

The question of Compulsory Services, is bound up with 
the whole overdue question of Army Reform, and on the 
timeliness or otherwise of this, the whole future of British 
Democracy and Libert}-, I think, must rest

“  L ate W arrant O fficer . ”

Sir ,— Re Church Parades in the Army. 1 enlisted 
(1914) as an ‘ ‘ Agnostic,”  and my identity disc through
out the war was marked ‘ ‘ A g.”  When I enlisted I re
fused to take a Bible oath, and was permitted to affirm.

As regards Church parades, when I asked to be ex
cused these, I was given a “ fatigue”  in lieu thereof. 
These, I discovered, could be nasty, if the responsible 
N.C.O. was piously inclined; and they could last longer 
than the Church parade. Therefore, acting on advice 
from the Freethinker, 1 then paraded with the Church 
of England party, marched to the church door, and 
stood inside while the “  good ” men entered. When 
the door closed I “  dismissed ”  myself. No one ever 
enquired why I did not enter the church. But, of course, 
the Army of to-day may be different, and officers and 
N.C.O.’s more inquisitive.

Corporal .Stuart obviously put himself in a false posi
tion— through innocence— when he enlisted other than as 
an Atheist or Agnostic. And so he will have now to 
keep running after the Padre, and “ stating views ”  in 
order to get out of church parades. D.P.S.

GENERAL IDEAS AND BIOLOGY.
S ir ,— As one who possibly has had a more intimate 

practical experience in the field of normal and morbid 
psychology than Colonel Lynch, I venture the suggestion 
that his statement: “  the value of biology in regard to 
throwing light on psychological problems has been 
greatly exaggerated ”  is a matter of opinion based, ap
parently, on authorship of Principles of Psychology- 
Overwhelming evidence shows that the many “ howlers” 
in psycholog}- perpetrated by academic philosophers, 
metaphysical mathematicians, spiritic physicists, to say 
nothing of the arm-chair psychologists themselves, arc 
mainly traceable to ignorance concerning the element
ary facts and principles of biology. The really valu
able findings in mental science are the output of the 
physiological psychologists whose data are the structure 
and functions of the organ of feeling and thought in man 
and the lower animals.

I submit that Colonel Lynch has not been just in in
cluding among the names of those he accuses of con
stantly writing in a “  meaningless or misleading 
manner ” that of Sir Arthur Keith who, of all scientists 
who write for the public, is the most outspoken, straight
forward and unambiguous.

C h aki.es M. Ukadnf.u ..

BIRTH CONTROL AND ABORTION.
S ir,— In your issue of November 30, Dr. Marie Stopcs 

protests against my calling abortioii a “  form of birth 
control.”  I have no desire to enter into verbal disputes, 
but surely anything that prevents birth is a form of birth 
control. It may be an undesirable form, but still it is a 
form.

Dr. Slopes defines abortion as “  the ignorant, hole-i'1' 
corner murder of an embryo, and interference with 
natural, physiological processes by untrained persons f°r
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improper reasons.” Here, again, we have a dispute 
about words. If everybody accepted the above definition, 
then, of course, nobody would advocate the legalization 
of abortion. It happens, however, that many enlightened 
persons all over Europe attach a different meaning to 
the word, and that two countries , Russia and Esthonia, 
have already adopted what is commonly known as legal
ized abortion.

In Russia any woman who desires an abortion can 
have it, provided the operation is performed within three 
months of conception by a qualified doctor in a public 
hospital. What the motive is does not matter, but the 
statistics show' that it is usually economic.

Hr. Stopes also says : “  Our present law permits the 
evacuation of the uterus by competent medical practi
tioners for adequate reasons.”  I should be more im
pressed if Dr. vStopes quoted her authority for this state
ment, but in any case we should merely have another 
dispute as to what are “ adequate reasons.”  Certainly 
Poverty, or the fear of birth pains, or the desire to space 
babies, would not be considered an adequate reason by 
any court of law. Those who advocate the legalization 
of abortion would make it permissable at the will of the 
mother after due consideration, provided it were done 
within three months of conception.

R. B. K e r r .

S ir ,— Dr. Marie Slopes cannot justifiably limit the 
meaning of the word “  Birth Control ”  to Contraception. 
She should only advocate “  Conception Control.”  Birth 
Control obviously means the control of births, and there
fore includes abortion. If she is so sensitive to the 
“ murder of the embryo,” why is she not equally so to 
Hie poor spermatozoon ?

No “ Conception Control ”  method is as yet perfect, 
for complete Birth Control, abortion is the only alterna
tive.

Dr. Stopes is herself confused upon the legalization of 
abortion. What the Working Class needs is not a “  hole- 
m-the-corncr ” abortion, but the same rights accorded 
to them as arc given to the ruling class— viz.— abortions 
when they want them, at a fee within their means, and 
by a gynecologist. This is the only way to prevent 
‘ ignorant, hole-in-the-eorner ” methods.

(Mrs.) G i.ad ys  E van s,
(Member of World League of Sexual Reform).

Sir ,—That eminent Christian, I)r. Marie Stopes, mis- 
r'-presents those who advocate— not the continuance of 
the present frequent but secret, septic, bungling, futile or 
fetal interferences with pregnancy, but— the legalization 
of abortion, at the woman's request, by a qualified sur- 
R°on, and within a limited period.

I suggest that this shrill misrepresentation is, after all, 
Understandable, for the right to abortion is a cause in its 
Pioneer stage, in Britain to-day. The path for its advo- 
Cates has not been beaten safe and easy, by several 
decades of initial work. It is not yet either popular or 
Profitable, when it becomes both— if it should do so 
" ’ithin Dr. Stopes’ lifetime, which is unlikely— we may 
bear a change of tune.

1 deplore the insolence to the World League of Sexual 
Reform, many of whose members, all over the world, 
mve a longer and more strenuous record of help to 
humanity, than Dr. Marie Stopes.

hut, as I have publicly advocated the legalization of 
Portion, not only at Wigmorc Ilall last year, but in 
Pfi»t and on platforms since 1915—may I express my 
jmiusenieut that Dr. Stopes should protest so much ? She 
lerstlf has stated that on one occasion, she received 85 
“ Quests to procure abortion, and only 14 for contraccp- 
1V« help! Docs this look like a “  fancied grievance ”  ? 

But it pays to hunt with the hounds!
, ‘ banking you for your honesty and calm courage in 

8lvi"g  publicity to this need.
E. W. Steixa B r o w n e .

Roman Catholicism and truth.
-Although it must be admitted that Mr. Boyd 

"'nan does go all out in his attacks upon Catholics

and Catholicism, I should have thought that Mr. Corrick 
would have been more useful to his cause and much more 
convincing in his argument if he replied to the charges 
and even ignored the grounds for his personal complaint.

The average Freethinker’s experience of Catholics and 
their methods of controversy is not exactly edifying, and 
plainness of speech in most cases is more than justified.

The Catholic creed based as it is upon absurd dogma 
and crude superstition, its persistent enmity throughout 
the ages to Freethought and progressive advancement, 
its fearful repressive institutions and the whole trail of 
mass murder, villainy, obscenity and forgery left in its 
wake, must leave all honest men with the conviction that 
the informed Catholic must be the unfortunate 
possessor of a black heart.

It is the facts that convince ! Catholic countries and 
areas the world over are chiefly noted for ignorance and 
general backwardness, Catholic scholars are notoriously 
dishonest and untrustworthy.

Mr. C. G. Coulton has discovered this fact in relation 
to Catholic scholars, likewise has Mr. H. G. Wells.

On the history of con trovers}- a Catholic scholar has at 
times tried to break away from the traditional methods, 
his reward is only too well known as instance the cases 
of Dr. Dollinger, St. George Mivart, Loisey, Houtin, 
etc.

Father Wasmann, a prominent German Jesuit and a 
zoologist of whom the Catholics are very proud, illus
trated the Catholic mind in the last words of his well 
known book on The Psychology of Ants, English transla
tion. He is referring to the evolution of a school of animal 
psychologists, the crime being, of course, that their find
ings do not agree with Catholic dogma. The following 
quotation is given with his italics :—

Do away with all books, pamphlets and periodicals, 
whose only purpose is to raise the brute to the level of 
man.

R . T u r n ey .

National Secular Society.

R eport of E xecutive Meeting hei.d N ovember 2S, 1930. 
T he President, Mr. Chapman Cohen, in the chair.

Also present Messrs. Clifton, Gorniot, Quinton, Corri
gan, Easterbrook, Ebury, Rosetti (A. C.), Mrs. Quinton, 
Junr., Mrs. Venton, and the Secretary.

A number of apologies for unavoidable absence were 
read.

Minutes of previous meeting read and accepted, the 
monthly financial statement presented. Correspondence 
from Liverpool, South London, Burnley, and West Ham 
was dealt with. New members were admitted for the 
South London and Liverpool Branches, also the Parent 
Society. Preliminary details of the Annual Dinner were 
discussed, and the Secretary instructed. A report from 
the International Freethought Conference Committee was 
received, and decisions arrived at. It was agreed the 
next meeting of the Executive be held on January 2, 1931.

R . H. R osetti,
General Secretary.

Society News.

FULHAM AND CHELSEA BRANCH N.S.S.
We were fortunate on Sunday last in listening to Mr. 
J. II. Van Bienc. For over an hour lie kept their interest 
in the subject, "W hat Do We Know,” delivered with 
clearness, force, and in fine style.

The questions and discussion which followed proved 
the impression he had made. I trust we shall have the 
pleasure of hearing him again shortly. This Sunday 
(December 7) the speaker is our General Secretary, Mr. 
R. II. Rosetti, on “ Nature, Man and God.— A.J.M.

W EST LONDON BRANCH N.S.S.
T here was a full Hall on Sunday long before Mr. C. E.
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Saphin delivered his lecture in a most masterly manner. 
The B.V.M. doctrine explained by the lecturer in simple 
terms left little reason for doubt and discussion.

A great deal of time and study must have been given 
by the speaker to that subject, and judging by the splen
did reception given by the audience, I am sure it was 
well spent.

No foe or friend could have doubted the sincerity and 
zeal of the speaker, and every one there gave assent 
to that fact by the unanimous vote of thanks accorded to 
him.

On Sunday next, Mr. Charles Pilley, late editor of 
John Bull, will lecture on “ How God Went Overboard* at 
Lambeth. ’ ’— B. A . LeM.

On Sunday, November 30, the Birmingham Branch again 
had the pleasure of hearing Miss Stella Browne. Her 
lecture on “  The Lambeth Resolutions and Human 
Realities”  was enthusiastically received. The importance 
of a logical appreciation of population and sex problems 
was emphasized, and the futility, indecency and absurd
ity of the Lambeth resolution on these matters was ex
posed.

Miscellaneous Advertisements.

C ITY GENTLEMAN requires Large Unfurnished Bed 
Room and Kitchenette or two small rooms; every con

venience ; no attendance; rent up to 21s.; N. W. district 
preferred.—Write Box C.L., F reethinker, 61 Farringdon 
Street, London, E.C.4.

Rationalist Press Association (Glasgow District)
Grand Hall, Central Halls, 25 Bath Street, 

Sunday, December 7th, at 3 p.m.

Professor C. J. PATTEN, M.A., M.D., Sc.D.
(Sheffield University)

“ Memory—The Mainspring of Evolution.”
(with Lantern Illustration)

’Cellist ................ G asparini.

Questions and Discussion. Silver Collection.

W EST LONDON BRANCH.

j  Every SUNDAY EVENING at 730 iu the

j* C O N W A Y  H A L L ,
I Ren L ion S quare , entrance Theobald's Road. I 
( lllllilllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllilllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllilllllllllllllll •

j On Sunday Evening Mr. CHARLES PILLEY (
| Late Editor 11 John Bull ” will Lecture on /

| "W h en  God went Overboard at Lambeth.”  ]
j  i i i i i i i im i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i t i i i i i i i i i i t im iii i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i im iii it i i it i i i i t im iit im iii i i i i  j  

ADMISSION FREE j
Silver Collection. Doors open at 7 ;

Q uestions and D iscu ssion . [

YOU W A N T  ON 3.

N.S.S. BADGE.—A single Pansy flower, 
size as shown; artistic and neat design 
in enamel and silver. This emblem has 
been the silent means of introducing many 
kindred spirits. Brooch or Stud Fastening. 
Price 9d., post free.—From

SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.
— —

LONDON.
OUTDOOR.

F ulham and Chelsea Branch N.S.S. (corner of Shorrolds 
Road, North End Road, opposite Walham Green Church) : 
Every Saturday at 7.30.—Various speakers.

West L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 12.0, Mr. 
B A. Le Maine; 3.30, Messrs. A. D. McLaren and B. A. Le 
Maine; Every Wednesday at 7.30, Messrs. C. E. Wood and 
C. Tuson; every Friday at 7.30, Messrs. A. D. McLaren and 
B. A. Le Maine. Current Freethinkers can be obtained op
posite the Park Gates, on the comer of Edgware Road, dur
ing and after the meetings.

INDOOR.

F ulham and Chelsea Branch N.S.S. (London Co-opera
tive Society’s Hall, 249 Dawes Road, Fulham) : 7.30, Mr. 
R. H. Rosetti—‘‘ Nature, Man and God.” No. 11 ’bus to 
door.

Hampstead E thical Institute (The Studio Theatre, 59
Finchley Road, NAV.8, near Marlborough Road Station) : 
11.15, Mr. Roy Calvert— “  Crime, its Nature, Cause and 
Cure.”

South P lace E thical S ociety (Conway Hall, Red Lion
Square, W.C.i) : 11.0, A Yusuf Ali, M.A.—“ India : Medie
valism v. Modernism.”

South L ondon E thical Society (Oliver Goldsmith School, 
Peckham Road) : 7.0, Dr. Alexander Magri—“ The Situa
tion in Italy.”  Questions invited.

South L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Clapham Public Hall, 
Clapham Road) : 7.15, Mr. C. E. Ratcliffe—“ Character and 
Circumstance.”

T he Non-Political Metropolitan S ecular Socety (City 
of London Hotel, J07 York Road, Camden Road, N.7, facing 
The Brecknock): 7.30, Debate—“ Is Progress a Delusion?” 
Affir.: Mr. L. Ebury; Net;.: Mr. C. Ratcliffe. Thursday, 
December ir, at 101 Tottenham Court Road, Social and 
Dance, 7.30 to 11.30. Admission is. 3d.

W est London Branch N.S.S. (Conway Hall, Red Lion 
Square, W.C.) : 7.30, Mr. Charles Pilley, late Editor John 
Bull— “ When God Went Overboard at Lambeth.” 

Chkster-LE-STKKET Branch N.S.S. (Welfare Hall, Chester- 
le-Street) : Mr. G. Whitehead will lecture on “ Christianity 
and War.” Doors open 6.30, chair taken at 7.0. Music wiU 

' be rendered by Mr. Jos. and Miss Lapnian.

COUNTRY.
INDOOR.

E ast L ancashire R ationalist A ssociation (28 Bridge
Street, Burnley) : 2.30, Mr. Jack Clayton—“ God’s Birthday.’ 
Questions and Discussion. All welcome.

G lasoow Secular Society.— C ity (Albion Street) Ha"; 
No. 2 Room, Candleriggg) : 6.30, Mr. P. Christie— “ Marx-’ 

L iverpool (Merseyside) Branch N.S.S. (Transport Hit"’
41 Islington, Liverpool—entrance Christian .Street) : 7-0
Councillor J. Haworth, J.I*. (Bootle)—“ Non-Resistance— 
armament by Example.”

L eicester S ecular Society (Secular Hall. Humherstofle
Gate) : 6.30, Mr. Chapman Cohen, “  God and the Universe-' 
Eddington, Huxley, and Jeans.”

Paisley Branch N.S.S. (Baker’s Hall, Forbes Place! : 7-®J 
Mr. Robert Ogilvie—“ Religious and Political Liars- 
Branch Meeting on Wednesday, December 10, at 7.30, in " |C 
same Hall.

Rationalist P ress Association (Glasgow District)—Ce*1*' 
rul Halls, 25 Bath Street, Sunday, December 7, at 3.0, Pr<T | 
fessor C. J. Patten, M.A., M.D., Sc.D. (Sheffield University 
—“ Memory—The Mainspring of Evolution.” Lantern ¡"ll 
strations.

Burnley .(Barden House Club) : ir.o, Mr. J. Clayton-'
“  Spiritualism.” ,4

Lower house L abour Club (Holyoake Street, Won>e11,, 
Section) : 8.0, Mr. Jack Clayton " The Soul in the Making  ̂

Crawshawbooth, L abour Club, Tuesday, December 9» B 
7.30, Mr. Jack Clayton—“ The Soul in the Making.” ^ ^ ^  j

u n w a n t e d ^ h i l d r e N
In a Civilized Community there should be 

UNWANTED Children.

For an Illustrated Descriptive List (68 pages) of Birth -̂° 
trol Requisites and Books, send a stamp to:-*

J. R. HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantage, Bell“
Tht G eneral Secretary, N.S.S., 62 Farringdon St., n.C.4. (Established marly Fatty Yean.]
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(Issued by the Secular Education League) j 
PRICE SBVENPEN CE j

j  ___ Postage id. __  ___  :

1 T he P ioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4. I

. . T H E  . .

N ational S ecular S ociety
President:

CHAPMAN COHEN.
Secretary:

R. H. Rosetti, 62 Farringdon Street, London, 
E .C

PRINCIPLES AND OBJECTS.

S ECULARISM teaches that conduct should be based 
on reason and knowledge. It knows nothing of 

divine guidance or interference; it excludes super
natural hopes and fears ; it regards happiness as man’s 
proper aim, and utility as his moral guide.

Secularism affirms that Progress is only possible 
through Liberty, which is at once a right and a duty ; 
and therefore seeks to remove every barrier to the fullest 
equal freedom of thought, action, and speech.

Secularism declares that theology is condemned by 
reason as superstitious, and by experience as mis
chievous, and assails it as the historic enemy of Progress.

.Secularism accordingly seeks to dispel superstition ; to 
spread education ; to disestablish religion ; to rationalize 
morality ; to promote peace ; to dignify labour ; to extend 
material well-being; and to realize the self-government 
of the people.

The Funds of the National Secular Society are legally 
secured by Trust Deed. The trustees are the President, 
Treasurer and Secretary of the Society, with two others 
appointed by the Executive. There is thus the fullest 
possible guarantee for the proper expenditure of what
ever funds the Society has at its disposal.

The following is a quite sufficient form for anj’one 
who desires to benefit the Society by legacy :—

I hereby give and bequeath {Here insert particulars of 
legacy), free of all death duties, to the Trustees of the 
National Secular Society for all or any of the purposes 
of the Trust Deed of the said Society.

MEMBERSHIP.

Any person is eligible as a member on signing the 
following declaration :—

I desire to join the National Secular Society, and I 
pledge myself, if admitted as a member, to co-operate in 
promoting its objects.

Name.

Address.

Occupation

Dated this......day of....................................19.......
This declaration should be transmitted to the Secretary 

with a subscription.
P.S.—Beyond a minimum of Two Shillings per year, 

every member is left to fix his own subscription according 
to his means and interest in the cause.

| The Bible and Prohibition.

¡BIBLE AND BEER*
| B y  G. W . F O O TE . j

A careful examination of the Relations of the Bible j
and Christian leaders to the Drink Question. ,

j i| Price - Twopence. Postage \d. j

| T he P ioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4. J
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\ GEORGE WHITEHEAD \

| Author o f“ A n E asy O u t l in e  of Psycho-An alysis ,"  I 
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j  (issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.)
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The above forms the concluding part of “  Religion 
and Psycho-Analysis.”  The three parts 

will be sent post free for 2/3.

• *

The Freethinker Endowment Trust was registered on 
the 25th of August, 1925, its object being to raise a 
sum of not less than ¿8,000, which, by investment, 
would yield sufficient to cover the estimated annual 
loss incurred in the maintenance of the Freethinker. 
The Trust is controlled and administered by five 
Trustees, of which number the Editor of the Free
thinker is one in virtue of his office. By the terms 
of the Trust Deed the Trustees ore prohibited from 
deriving anything from the Trust in the shape of 
profit, emoluments, or payment, and in the event of 
the Freethinker at any time, in the opinion of the 
Trustees, tendering the Fund unnecessary, it may be 
brought to an end, and the capital sum banded over 
to the National Secular Society.

The Trustees set themselves the task of raising a 
minimum sum of ¿8,000. This was accomplished by 
the end of December, 1927. At the suggestion of 
some of the largest subscribers, it has since been re- f 
solved to increase the Trust to a round ¿10,000, anil ; 
there is every hope of this being done within a reason- j 
ably short time. »

The Trust may be benefited by donations of cash, i 
or shares already held, or by bequests. All contri- i 
butions will be acknowledged in the columns of this t 
journal, and may be sent to either the Editor, or to I 
the Secretary of the Trust, Mr. H. Jcssop, Hollyshaw, i 
Whitkirk, Nr. Leeds. Any further information con- ; 
ccrning the Trust will be supplied on application. j 

There is no need to say more about the Freethinker 5 
itself, than that its invaluable service to the Free- f 
thought Cause is recognized and acknowledged by all. • 
It is the mouthpiece of militant Freethought in this J 
couutry, and places its columns, without charge, at i 
the service of the Movement. I

The address of the Freethinker Endowment Trust j 
is 61 Farringdon Street, London, K.C.4. J
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