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 ̂ ' JIU granted a stay ot execution lor iourieen uays 
^  ovv ôr the possibility of an appeal. It should be 

out that the action was brought, not to op-

âhbatarianism in the Courts.
lg lF- London County Council very solemnly and with 
* ^  absurdity gave permission to the Astoria Cinema 
„ leatre, Streatham, to open on Sundays. Wliere- 
1 >Ul1 the Entertainment Protection Association 
sio° ^ t  tlie E.C.C. before the King’s Bench Divi- 
sli1 1 <̂0llU on December 4, to show cause why they 
£i°uld not deal with the application of the Streatham 
Pro'01'11 accordance with the law. The judges 
« " ‘Ptly quashed the permission to open on Sun- 
t0 p„and granted a stay of execution for fourteen days

oil 4.1 t .
(]a Ile opening of places of entertainment on Sun- 
Sent.?1 to secure it* The parties in the appeal repre- 
lhat 'f tllC theatrical interests, which said, rightly, 
dL °ne place of entertainment was open on Sun- 

j. S() Uiight others be, or so ought others to be. 
tno°r Vury many years, as all readers of this journal 
¡in 'v>  ̂ have been pointing out that no body of licen- 
bas tlmagistrates. no Council, no Watch Committee 
iPen. 1|J Power to issue licenses for Sunday entertain- 
inf0 S> }  also said that any person who cared to lay 
¡oiiij tion a,nl bri” g tllc matter before the Courts 
Pag; Sl1ch bogus licences annulled, and as such 
a\v jtr t̂es are ipso jaclo themselves breaking the 
3ep’cj s ’°uld imagine they could be removed from the 
f the 1 also tol(1 Cinema theatre proprietors that 
0 t!)y Cared to tell these licensing magistrates to go 
Pbt]{sC <1eyil and open, so far as Sunday entertain- 
>°sitjoa-  concerned, they would lie in no worse legal 
'¡On C]J(" ^'an they are with permission. The permis- 
:ar0s ')0s n°t secure them from attack by anyone who 
lie 0 make it. It is interesting to note that when 

a ter is brought before the courts the judges

find no alternative other than to declare such enter
tainments illegal, and that these licensing authori
ties are assisting at a breaking of the law.

* * *

A n  A ct w ith  a Purpose.

These Sunday entertainments, so long as admission 
is for money or for tickets sold for money, are statute 
barred, and the L.C.C. should have known this to be 
the case. The Act of 1781 is clear and precise. It 
provides that any place used for entertainment or for 
debating or discussing any subject whatever, if ad
mission is by payment, is to be deemed a disorderly 
house. The keeper of the place is made liable to a 
penalty of ^200, smaller penalties are to be paid by 
the chairman, manager, doorkeeper, etc., and those 
advertising such places may be fined £50. A  later 
Act provided that the fines might be remitted by a 
Secretary of State. But there is one further aspect of 
the matter which, so far as I am aware, lias never 
yet been raised. I11 any raid on a gambling club or 
similar illegal assembly, not merely are the principals 
liable to be summoned and punished for keeping a 
disorderly house, but also those who are found using 
the premises. I see no reason why this should not 
apply to any place of entertainment that is open on 
Sunday, and for which there is a charge for admission.

Eveiy person is, in my judgment, assisting in the 
maintenance of a disorderly house within the meaning 
of the Act and so is subject to punishment. Apart 
from this aspect of the matter, the law on the subject 
seems so plain, it is surprising that some Sabbatarian 
body has not moved before for its application. It may 
be that these people are as ignorant of the scope of the 
law, as the magistrates and licensing bodies through
out the country appear to be; but a more likely 
reason is that Sabbatarians arc afraid to take 
the extreme step of arousing public opinion against 
the Act by a wholesale application of it, and feel 
it best to trust to local bigotry being strong enough to 
keep the civilizing of Sunday to as low a point as 
possible. As I have often said, in any case brought 
before the courts, judges would have no alternative 
but to decide on the illegality of the meetings, save 
in such cases where admission is free, but a charge 
is made for reserved seats, even though the reserved 
seats may cover nine-tenths of the accommodation.

It is of some interest to Freethinkers to note that 
the real motive underlying the passing of the Act of 
1781 was not that of suppressing entertainments, but 
the prevention of Freethinkiug discussions of political 
and religious questions. The Deistic controversy had 
been permeating the general public, and there were 
numerous places at which religious questions were 
discussed. There was, of course, the Puritan dislike 
to anything in the shape of “  worldly pleasures ”  in 
the background, but the main purpose was to cripple 
the propagation of Freethinking opinions that was
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beginning among the “  lower ”  orders. With the 
circulation of Paine’s Age of Reason and The Rights 
of Man, the usefulness of such an Act became more 
apparent to the governing classes of the country. The 
general application of the Act began to drop into dis
use when Freethinkers showed by their obstinacy 
that they were not to be silenced by this means. No 
one yet has, by the way, done anything like justice to 
the immense amount of work done by these small 
societies scattered over the country in creating the re
form movements of the early nineteenth century. His
torians have all devoted their attention to the more 
fashionable and more “  respectable ”  names that 
followed the pioneers.

• * • * *

N o Compromise.

The action of the Entertainment Protection Associ
ation was not motived by any ill-will to the Cinemas. 
It was in the nature of a friendly move designed to 
put an end to a law that ought to have been ended 
long ago, which, in fact, never ought to have been 
passed. The action of the Entertainment Protection 
Association is likely to effect at least a modification 
of the Act, although it is to be hoped that it will not 
be on the lines of so many “  compromises,”  which 
leave the real evil substantially untouched, and even 
makes it the more difficult of removal— as was the 
case with the Education compromise of 1870. The 
Act should be thorough and not on the lines sug
gested by the Home Secretary with regard to the Re
peal of the Blasphemy Laws, which was to agree to 
the repeal of the existing laws provided Freethinkers 
would agree with the passing of a new and a worse 
one. It does not need the passing of a new Sunday 
law, but the repealing of the old one; all such regula
tions concerning hours of labour, etc., should have no 
greater application to Sunday than to any other day 
in the week. In fact, so far as Sunday goes, and so 
long as that remains the day on which workshops and 
offices are generally closed, there is far more justifica
tion for the opening of theatres than there is for open
ing during the rest of the week. The only people 
who will suffer are the parsons but their’s is a decay
ing industry, anyway, and there is no reason why that 
particular industry should be “  safeguarded ”  by 
special legislation.

* * *

N o L o ca l Option.

One of the Beaverbrook papers suggests that the 
new Bill may safeguard the Sunday opening by pro
viding that the profits or a proportion of the profits 
should go to charity. The proposal is unreasonable 
and unjust, although that paper may take the other 
view if it finds that public opinion is against it. There 
is no greater reason why entertainers should be com
pelled to give a part of their profits to charity, than 
there is to compel the butcher to give a share of his 
profits to the local hospital. This condition, laid 
down so frequently by magistrates, was a special tax, 
and a wholly illegal tax. No one suggests that a par
son should give a part of his Sunday takings to 
charity; why should the theatrical world be singled 
out for this specially enforced levy? The general 
rules of the industry must apply on Sunday as on 
Saturday or Monday. It is no concern of the State 
what a man does with profits that are legitimately 
made.

Another suggestion is that the new Act should 
leave it to local authorities to allow or disallow Sun
day performances. I hope that nothing of the kind 
will be done. It would mean leaving the whole 
thing in the hands of a noisy but united religious 
minority, with all sorts of petty local tyranny. That

already exists to a greater degree in provincial towns 
and cities than the general public is aware of. A  few 
years ago, in a certain town, after a Cinema theatre 
had been booked to me for a Sunday’s lecture, the 
proprietor was approached by the local chief of police 
and informed that letting his theatre to me would 
prejudice him in the eyes of the public and might re- 
act on his licence. It was only after I personally 
visited the police station and threatened this official 
with public and legal action for threatening the man. 
that a half-hearted apology was made and the matter 
allowed to drop. It would not have been 
dropped but at the request of the proprietor who felt 
that action would expose him to all sorts of vexa
tious interferences from the police. In other parts 
of the country I have had the experience of pro
prietors who have let their halls for Secular meetings, 
being told by the police that if they did this their 
music or dancing licence would be jeopardised. And 
only recently the use of a cinema was refused me at 
Bradford, solely because the proprietors felt that it 
would expose them to petty persecution in the carry
ing out of their ordinary business. The general public 
lias little conception of the exercise of this cowardly 
and stealthy -terrorism which is brought to bear on all 
concerned in public life from music hall proprietors to 
members of parliament. Naturally those who gh'e 
way to it do not blazon their surrender abroad.

Moreover, in many parts of the country the chief 
constable may be an active chapel or church member, 
or the licensing authorities or local councillors may 
be either active Sabbatarians or afraid to oppose those 
that are. Local option would mean, therefore, the 
introduction of a new religious issue in local politics; 
and in local politics it is the solid vote of a united 
body of bigots against the divided votes of a more en
lightened section. In matters of opinion the less 
scope given to chance parochial majorities the better. 
Sunday entertainments must be made illegal by a 
general Act, or they must be made legal for all by 
the sweeping away of the present Act. So long aS 
we are priest-ridden let it be an open and avowed ruR 
That is preferable to the contemptible and underhand 
domination that exists at present.

* * *

M ore F reeth in kers Needed.

A  final word on a general aspect of the matter, 
which covers other, but allied things. The London 
County Council has just been pulled up by lbe 
Divisional Court for taking to itself powers it doe® 
not possess. Some years ago we had, with others, t0 
pull up the same body— through the agency of tbe 
High Court— for making regulations concerning pubhc 
meetings it had no power to make. All over tbe 
country licensing magistrates and others are takjf^ 
to themselves powers they have no right to exercise’ 
but whose orders are obeyed with that slavish docihb 
which the average Britisher yields to anyone 
authority. I find, for example, with regard t0 
public meetings in the open-air, the police are in *7 
habit of demanding in many places that their perm1:j 
sion shall be obtained before a meeting can be h®*,' 
In this connexion I had to stop the action of one clne 
constable who had demanded that one of our Spea^ .  
should get a “  permit ”  to hold a meeting.  ̂
pressure he admitted that he had no right to ^  
such permits. But the same game goes on at othe_ 
places. In this connexion I would advise speah^ 
that the police have no power to give permission f°J 
meeting, in any part of the public highway. 1 t 
have they the right to prevent one, provided o' 
there is no breach of the peace, no language of a11 1 
decent character, or of a nature calculated to PrplD°jS 
a breach of the peace used, that no obstruction
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caused, and-110 annoyance to those living near takes 
place. In all these cases the onus of proof lies with 
the police. There is almost a need to-day for a 
society for the protection of the individual against the 
aggressions of officials and executive bodies.

But whatever happens with regard to Sunday enter
tainments there will exist an urgent need for us to go 
on making Freethinkers. With the passing of another 
Act, or an amending Act, there will be, I expect, a 
chance for local bigots to make themselves a nuisance, 
and it is an unfortunate fact that bigotry is always 
more intensely active with its nuisances than tolera
tion is with its benefits. At present I verily believe 
that in most of the great towns it is only a busy and 
well-organized minority that maintains the existing 
Sabbatarianism, just as it is a busy minority headed 
by a first-class bigot that devotes so much of the 
energies of the B.B.C. to a preaching of religion. The 
growth of Freethouglit has made possible the exist
ence of our present comparatively civilized day of rest. 
It is only the continued growth of Freethought that 
will enable us to preserve and extend it.

Chapman Cohen.

• J,

I The Christian Sunday : Its History j 
l and Its Fruits \
( B y  A .  D .  M c L a r e n  j

:
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£ --------------------- ------------------- ----------------*

Napoleon’s Irreligión.

“ The task of the twentieth century is to discipline the 
chaotic activity of the nineteenth century.”

Frederic Harrison.
“ There is nothing else in history hut the fight be

tween freedom and tyranny.”—Arnold White.

Interest in Napoleon never dies. He appears to 
have been the last of the great soldiers who have im
pressed mankind, and modern warfare has not, since 
his time, produced a personality who set the world 
alight before he was thirty years of age.

The trait that first and last most impresses us is 
the amazing personality of Napoleon. Not only did 
he impress people from his early manhood, but even 
after his deatli this characteristic told in some inex
plicable way upon those who came in contact with 
him. Ensign Duncan, a young English Officer, who 
was on duty at Longwood at the time of Napoleon’s 
death, and twice visited the death-chamber, has re
corded his impression. Writing home to his mother, 
he said that to see such a man lying dead in a small 
room was an awful sight. “  It struck me so,”  he 
added, “  I could have gazed on him for hours, have 
taken his hand and kissed it, but I could scarce 
breathe.”

Since that day much ink lias been spent on Nap
oleonic history, and on Napoleon’s personal traits, 
and, curiously, even the critics write with heat. 
Thomas Carlyle admired the one article of Nap
oleon’s faith : “  The tools to him that can handle 
them.”  The austere Emerson regarded Bonaparte 
as the supreme type of the man of the world, and 
Bernard Shaw thinks that mankind would have bene
fited had Napoleon never been born. Indeed, this 
superman’s character has baffled so many men. Even 
his own brother was mesmerized, for, after the Em
peror’s death, he marvelled at the impression his 
dead brother had produed. “  He was not so much a

great, as a good man,”  he said with really touching 
simplicity.

Critics who are so wise after the event say that 
Napoleon’s conquests were splendid but useless. But 
when King Louis was deposed the Emperor of 
Austria and the King of Prussia declared opposition 
to the French Revolution, and threatened Paris with 
“  the most dreadful and terrible justice.”  Napoleon 
saved something more precious than France in defend
ing Liberty against her hordes of enemies. Nor can 
it be denied that the ardour of Napoleon’s magnetic 
personality set France afire. It inflamed every 
soldier who dragged the heavy cannon over the sands 
of Egypt, and every warrior who carried his musket 
amid the snows of Russia. Napoleon also imparted 
to his marshals something of his own impetuous and 
adventurous career. When victory begat victory 
nothing seemed impossible, for few then foresaw the 
melancholy close to a meteoric career. Napoleon’s 
own mother told him that his success could not last 
for he had too many enemies. Napoleon may have 
been afterwards humiliated to the dust, but the 
Army of Human Liberation is still inspired by the 
watchwords of the Great Revolution—Liberty, 
Equality, Fraternity.

There is a legendary Napoleon as well as a real 
Napoleon. We have all heard anecdotes in which the 
Emperor is represented as pointing to the sky and 
talking like a green, young curate. We have been 
told that he kicked Volney in the stomach because 
he disagreed with his opinions. We have also been 
informed that Napoleon compared the fame of Caesar 
and Alexander with that of Christ, and thought the 
hero of the Gospels had the advantage. The real 
Napoleon talked in a very different fashion. Nap
oleon himself preferred Mohammedanism to Christ
ianity. He objected to the Christian Religion be
cause it damned Plato and Socrates, and he ques
tioned the justice of eternal punishment for finite 
offences. He also agreed that Christians, in wor
shipping three deities, were polytheists. “  As for 
me,”  Napoleon broke out on one occasion, “  my 
opinion is formed that Christ never existed.” 
Further, he proclaimed himself a materialist. In all 
this he was frankly heterodox.

Like so many statesmen, Napoleon found it prudent 
to patronize superstition instead of fighting it. This 
is understandable, if not defensible. The Roman 
Emperors did it systematically. Henry of Navarre, 
Catherine of Russia, Frederick the Great, and many 
other rulers, took the easy line of least resistance. 
In our own time the “  Holy Carpet ”  of the Moham
medans is saluted by British war-ships and received 
with military honours by British soldiers. Nap
oleon’s Catholicism was assumed to please the 
French people, the majority of whom were then 
Catholic. Yet he treated the Pope of Rome with con
tempt. In forcing that pontiff to attend his corona
tion, lie had no other object except that of impressing 
the crowd. I11 the face of Catholic dogma he 
divorced Josephine, and compelled the unhappy priests 
to remarry him to Marie Louise, the daughter of his 
Austrian enemy. Napoleon ¡induced priests to further 
his ends. Fighting France’s enemies in all parts of 
Europe, he had little liking to add the Black Army 
of priests to the long list of his enemies. He was 
himself as irreligious as Voltaire, though he had 
nothing of that passion for humanity which distin
guishes the greatest of all French writers.

Yet Napoleon could be very human at times. 
Whilst walking at St. Helena with some ladies, a 
heavily-loaded peasant approached on the narrow 
road. “  Respect the burden, mesdames,”  said the 
great soldier, as he stood back to let the man pass.
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Indeed, a mere catalogue of Napoleon’s actions is 
more profitable than a string of epithets.

When Napoleon died he was a bitterly disappointed 
man. After all his glories and victories he died like 
a poisoned rat in a trap. He had almost forgotten 
his greatest victory, for as sponsor of the Code of 
Napoleon he had given a just and bénéficient juris
prudence to a world which had only just escaped from 
the enforcement of the laws of the jungle.

M imnermus

The Two Lions.

T he spectacle of the British lion fraternizing instead 
of fighting with the Lion of Judah is a very edi
fying one. When he reads the glowing accounts in 
the daily press of the coronation of the new king of 
Abyssinia, the Archbishop of Canterbury must re
gret that he was not delegated to accompany the 
Duke of Gloucester to the function. For we read 
that the Church in Abyssinia is an extremely wealthy 
one; and at least one fourth of the population of the 
country consists of priests. In this congenial com
pany our Primate might have got some useful tips in 
his task of endeavouring to retain the allegiance of 
his people at home.

Besides, the Lion of Judah is now the Lord’s 
Anointed— another scriptural synonym for the 
Lamb that was slain. And consider what splen
did material the Archbishop might have brought 
home to his clergy for a thousand sermons based on 
the touching picture of two Lions lying down with 
the Lam b! If the Archbishop had made the trip to 
the coronation he could have taken a phial of the 
holy oil with him and given Tafari a friendly rub 
with it. Such a gesture would no doubt have been 
very welcome, and would have been recognized by 
the League of Nations as another brick in the new 
Temple of Peace. But it is easy to be wise after 
the event. No English Archbishop or Bishop was 
there! The Moderator of the Church of Scotland 
was not there! So that’s that— and this aspect of 
the matter need not be pursued further.

Incidentally, however, we may remind ourselves 
that in our home press there have of late been some 
very scathing comments upon the emoluments of the 
minor clergy of England. The Lions of the 
Establishment— the Archbishops and Bishops— though 
their stipends sound big, apparently have the greatest 
difficulty in making ends meet. The Lambs— the 
small vicars and curates — have to make shift, there
fore, on pay that is less than that received by an un
skilled labourer. A  married curate has a strong in
centive to economise; and it may be that the modern 
material condition of the curates has induced so 
many of their bishop bosses to support the policy of 
birth control. Had the Church of England been repre
sented at the Abyssinian Coronation, it might have 
been possible to ascertain whether the Church of 
Abyssinia would not invite some of our preachers to 
enter its communion with the offer of a living wage. 
Anyhow, young men contemplating a clerical career 
would be well advised to learn the Abyssinian 
language. American is easier at the moment, though 
it promises to become as difficult as Abyssinian; but 
when Americans want sermons or whiskey they pre
fer Scotch. And they pay well for both.

Even with the depressing unemployment problem 
at home, there does not appear to be a large number 
of our youth who are bent on adopting the Church 
as their profession. But surely they are too limited 
in their outlook. If a young fellow has the “  gift of 
the gab,”  a good address and plenty assurance, why

I should he not as a preacher “ make good ”  abroad? 
Abyssinna is a field with many possibilities. And 
consider what prestige is to be obtained by minister
ing under the patronage of the Lion of Judah. It 
is quite romantic !

But, speaking seriously, what is the lesson to be 
learned from this insane exhibition in Abyssinia? 
Firstly, then we have it painfully brought home to 
us that there are so very many of the earth’s popula
tion who think not, neither do they know'. These 
empty-headed and shallovv-pated and intellectually 
enslaved beings are only impressed by pompous 
pageantry and spectacular shows. And, be it ob
served, an extensive slave trade goes on in Abyssinia; 
and it may be assumed that a portion of the revenues 
from it goes into the coffers of the Church 
there. Secondly, we have anew impressed 
upon us the fact that the great ecclesiastical 
corporations are rooted in huge material wealth, 
and wield enormous political and economic 
power. They have possessed that wealth, and ex
ercized that power for ages. And look at the world 
to-day ! The greatest religious countries are on the 
verge of economic collapse. Millions are out of 
work. The markets are glutted with goods, and the 
banks and big commercial companies with money. 
And all the time these millions, who are potential pro
ducers and consumers, are not permitted either to 
produce, or to consume— except to the very limited 
extent of maintaining a bare subsistence. Month 
by month we read of big financial crashes, huge 
swindles, suicides, murders and burglaries. The 
gulf between rich and poor is not only much wider, 
but there arc now many more of the very poor, and 
more of the very rich. And the wealthy religious 
people sit with folded soft white hands calmly and 
heartfully thanking God for having blessed them in 
their basket and their store ! Greed, covetousness, 
envy, malice, jealousy, and suspicion are the un
happy marks of many human relationships, nearly 
2,000 years since the time of Christ. Could anything 
imaginable be more monstrous or more fiendish than 
a God who by his actions as universal economic dis
tributor has produced effects like these?

Yet the Church of England is an extremely 
wealthy corporation. So is the Church of Abys
sinia. And they are both lions who may very
suitably fraternize together! Like draws to like. 
Birds of a feather flock together.

Ignotus.

Symbols.

L ift the goblet to the heavens,
Of heart-sorrow make no sign;

Lift the goblet—let none gather 
How it lacks for wine 1

Wear the blossom on your bosom,
Proudly near the heart that bled;

Vaunt it boldly : since each petal 
With that blood is fed 1

Gift or token, bear them, wear them, 
Cherish both with earnest zest:

In the glory of the sunset 
Comes at last your Rest 1

J. M. S tuart-Y oung .

Onitsha, Nigeria.



December 14, 1930 THE FREETHINKER 780

Primitive Mentality.

Coincidences are sometimes striking, sometimes 
merely interesting or amusing. Though not particu
larly striking, readers may derive both entertainment 
and interest, even possibly instruction, from the 
following coincidence which occurred to me.

Having just finished reading my Freethinker for 
October 26, I returned to the library book which I 
had set on one side for the time being. After a 
few paragraphs there came a passage which, for sheer 
appropriateness to what I had read a moment before 
in the Freethinker, almost seemed as if it had been 
written for the purpose to which I now put it.

Eet me quote first from the Freethinker. The ex
tract is from a letter written by a correspondent in 
Quebec, and runs as follows : —

“  In all the Catholic Churches there are shrines 
with life-size images of local or popular saints. 
At the side of the image stands a money-box with 
two slots, one marked ‘ offering,’ and the other ‘ re
quest ’— one for the cash and the other for the 
‘ slip ’ with your ‘ fancy ’ written on it. Your 
chances are supposed to be better at certain very 
famous shrines . . . Half the fun of winning lies in 
letting other folks know your luck. So a list of the 
lucky ones is published every month. There are 
lots of items like these : is. for the good birth of my 
baby ; 3s. for my son to pass his school exam. ; 
2S. 6d. for the healing of my bad leg, etc. Most of 
these gamblers are women. Of course if yTou ask one 
of them if she has drawn a winner lately, you get a 
slightly rueful, ‘ No, I suppose it was not considered 
good for me.’ But if you talk till you are hoarse 
you will never convince them that an ‘ answer ’ is 
not entirely the result of the ‘ prayer.’ ”

The second passage comes from a book by the well- 
known Sorbonne Professor M. Lévy-Bruhl. The title 
of the book is How Natives Think, and the extract 
nuis as follows : —

“ Du Chaillu tells us : ‘ As I came from seeing the 
King (of Ashanti), I shot at a bird and missed it. 
1 had been taking quinine and was shaky. But the 
negroes at once proclaimed that this was a fetish-bird 
and therefore I could not shoot it. I fired again and 
missed again. Hereupon they grew triumphant in 
their declarations . . . while 1 loaded again, took 
careful aim, and to my own satisfaction and their dis
may, brought my bird down. Immediately they ex
plained that I was a white man, and not entirely 
amenable to fetish laws ; so that I do not suppose 
my shot proved anything to them after all.’

“  It is the same in Loango. ' I had been pre
sented,’ writes I’echuel-Loesche, ‘ with a collar made 
of hair from the tail of an elephant, and adorned 
with teeth from a sea-fish and a crocodile. These 
teeth were to preserve me from any danger con
nected with water . . .  It frequently happened that 
my boat was upset when I was crossing the bar, and 
one day I had great difficulty in reaching the shore. 
I was told quite seriously that it was the teeth alone 
that saved me. I was not wearing the collar, but its 
efficacy was in no manner of doubt from that fact.’

Professor Lévy-Bruhl himself precedes these quota
tions witli the remark : “  Experience is peculiarly un
availing against the belief in thg virtue of fetishes; a 
’"ethod of interpreting what happens in a sense which 
favours the belief is never lacking,”  And he con
cludes them with the following sentence: “  I he 
fetish and the medicine-man always have the last 
Word,”

Readers who are not entirely deceived by the re- 
huted superiority of our so-called “  civilization,”  will 
not need my assistance in drawing the obvious infer
ence in regard to the mentalities of whites and blacks 
as illustrated by the foregoing passages. The curious

thing, however, is that such a renowned authority as 
Prof. Lévy-Bruhl should still, apparently, be blind to 
the facts. I quote him again, though the italics are 
mine : —

“ We thus have good authority,”  says the Pro
fessor a few pages later, “  for saying that this men
tality differs from our own to a far greater extent 
than the language used by those who are partisans 
of animism would lead us to think. When they are 
describing to us a world peopled by ghosts and 
spirits and phantoms for primitives, we at once 
realize that beliefs of this kind have not wholly dis
appeared even in civilized countries. Without re
ferring to spiritualism, we recall the ghost-stories 
which are so numerous in our folk-lore, and we are 
tempted to think that the difference is one of degree 
only. Doubtless such beliefs may be regarded in our 
communities as a survival which testifies to an older 
condition, formerly much more general. But we 
must be careful not to see in. them a faithful, though 
faintly outlined, reflection of the mentality of primi
tives. Even the most uneducated members of our 
societies regard stories of ghosts and spirits as be
longing to the realm of the supernatural : between 
such apparitions and magical influences and the data 
furnished by ordinary- perception and the experience 
of the broad light of day, the line of demarcation is 
clearly defined. Such a line, however, does not exist 
for the primitive.”

After reading these parallel cases few persons 
would, I imagine, be inclined to agree with the pro
fessor that the difference in mentality is not one of 
degree, or that there is in fact a clearly defined line 
of demarcation between the mentality of the “  re
ligious ”  white man and the “  superstitious ”  black.

A  study of the writings of some of our most dis
tinguished scientists, who have ventured to express 
opinions upon matters outside their special sciences, 
bears witness to the extraordinary pertinacity with 
which the primitive outlook on life still clings even to 
those regarded as the most “  civilized ”  amongst us.

C. S. F ra se r .

A Christmas Gift.

M r . Cohen has given us a real Christmas present 
this year in the shape of Opinions* The book is 
printed on good paper and with an excellent portrait 
of the author provides a presentation volume of a sort 
that at this time of the year many of us will be look
ing for. His more than forty years advocacy in 
speech and writing will have prepared all of us for the 
store of wit and wisdom that Mr. Cohen has here pro
vided. The passages, some a mere line or two 
some of greater length, display well the manysided
ness of his outlook. The wit is not buried 
in the wisdom, nor is the wisdom overlooked in the 
wit. It is Mr. Cohen in all his moods, now a piece 
of philosophy parcelled up in a neat epigram, now a 
burst of sly humour, now a fragment of clear exposi
tion— in which he has few equals— now a simple 
theme viewed from that quaintly original angle 
which has always been at once a source of enter
tainment and enlightenment to his readers and 
hearers. Among the brightest features of Mr. 
Cohen’s wit we should place that habit of saying 
the thing he wishes by talking about something 
else. For example: —

A rigorous selection is often a blessing in disguise. 
It eliminates the weaker and preserves a hardier 
and more virile type. This may account for the 
average Scot getting on so well in the world. A

* Opinions: Random Reflections and Wayside Sayings. 
Cloth gilt 3s. 6d.; full calf js.
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people who could survive the Shorter Catechism 
would survive anything.

And again : —
The worst that one can say of the Christian clergy

man to-day is that he actually believes what he 
teaches.

Or this : —
Inquisitiveness is the besetting sin of woman. 

Man would never have discovered this but for his 
overmastering curiosity.

Or : —
The greatest slander on Satan that the Church per

petrated was in depicting him as paying an enormous 
price to secure the soul of a monk.

As an example of sarcasm the following is worthy of 
inclusion among classical illustrations : —

There is really nothing either surprising or in
credible in the claim of Christianity to have con
verted many blackguards. I am always surprised 
that blackguards can resist the many attractions it 
offers.

Most of us like condiments with our meat, and it is 
very refreshing sometimes to substitute for a drab and 
tedious portion a tasty morsel of equal nutritious 
value, served with a pinch of the salt of wit. Such 
dishes abound in the Random Reflections. How 
many, commenting upon our public life, would have 
offered us a dissertation where Mr. Cohen merely 
sa ys: —

In these daj's, when someone for whom we have 
respect receives a knighthood or a title, we may at 
least console ourselves with the reflection that he 
may not have done anything to deserve it.

*  *  *

Tittle men are made smaller by promotion.

It it hard to stop citing from a book on which every 
page gives the reviewer something that calls for quo
tation, but we venture on the following in more sober 
vein : —

It is not nearly so difficult to die for an idea as 
it is to live for one. The impulse of the moment 
may secure the one, but persistent and unwavering 
courage is required for the other.

* * *

Only the well-to-do can afford to be economical. 
The poor man must rob himself of so much to ob
tain so little that it becomes the most foolish form 
of extravagance.

* * *
A leader should always be on his guard against 

joining the ranks of his followers.

The more serious reflections are rather longer than 
the snatches already quoted, but we cannot pass them 
by without reference to at least one of these illumin
ating little excerpts. In all of them we jjerceive the 
same happy knack of exposition. Mr. Cohen sees 
things so clearly himself that he makes them corres
pondingly clear to others; and one is repeatedly made 
aware that his perspicacity is due to an absence, from 
his outlook, of the confusing factors of conventional 
disguise. He sees the world of facts, so to speak, in 
the nude, and we are thus constantly reminded by 
him of essential values and permanent aspects. The 
following is an example of the sort of idea which we 
all find obvious once it is put before us, but which 
few of us had glimpsed in the course of our own 
meditations :—

Life moves along the lines of our necessities, but 
civilization along the lines of our desires. Our 
actual primary needs— food, clothing and shelter 
are in civilized countries fairly secure, but the 
safeguarding of our needs involves the release of our 
energies to engage still more steadfastly in the 
struggle for the gratification of desires. Life is

always possible in the absence of most of the things 
for which the men of to-day struggle most desper
ately. Bigger houses, better rooms, more artistic 
furniture, greater leisure, books, pictures, the 
thousand and one things for which the earth is 
ransacked and the ocean dredged, are fought for 
to-day with all the ferocity with which men once 
fought for the right to live. Necessarily 
civilization means the multiplication and intensifica- 
cation of desires, and upon the control and educa
tion of desire largely rests the future of civilization.

As an epigrammatist Mr. Cohen ranks high. As 
with all others of their class his aphorisms neces
sarily emphasize one part of the truth at the expense 
of some other. Nothing is so dull as the whole truth, 
which is nearly always neutral in tone. And just as 
a picture would lose all point in which no object was 
selected for special emphasis, so the epigram depends 
for its effect upon the deliberate suppression of the 
background. But the good epigrammatist is one who 
chooses as the subject for portrayal something that 
will bear all the light accorded to a central figure, of 
itself rendering the picture sufficiently agreeable and 
illuminating. All who read this new work must 
agree that the author has accomplished this. He is 
pointed, penetrating, scathing, at times even ruth
lessly so; but none will say he is unfair except the man 
without a sense of proportion or a vein of humour. 
There is something in Opinions to suit all tastes, and 
the man must be indeed dull who cannot find through
out its pages something to illustrate his own thought, 
or open up new avenues for contemplation.

We must congratulate Mr. Cohen on his latest 
publication. It is a worthy record of his sagacity and 
wit. From it we gain an impressionist picture of the 
panorama of his thought and work, and this is some
thing that his many admirers will find extremely 
pleasant to have on their book-shelves.

Perhaps we may hope for another volume on 
similar lines. Med icus.

Acid Drops.

In any controversy in which Christians arc engaged, as 
Christians, one must always lie prepared to find a con
siderable amount of lying, and in this game the Roman 
Catholic controvcrsailist usually comes out an easy first. 
For sonic time there has been going on a lively quarrel 
concerning the attitude of Roman priests toward mixed 
marriages— that is, cases where a Roman Catholic 
marries a Protestant. Dr. David, the Protestant Bishop 
of Liverpool complained of the methods used towards 
Protestants who had married Roman Catholics. lie  said 
that “  Roman priests brought relentless pressure upon 
non-Roman partners in mixed marriages.”  This pres
sure included the assertion that the children born of 
such marriages were illegitimate. The Roman Catholic 
Archbishop retorts, with his hand on his heart— and a 
wink in his eye, “  I cannot imagine any priest would be 
so ignorant and so foolish as to pronounce the children 
of a mixed marriage contracted outside the Church ille
gitimate.” On which one can only marvel at the ignor
ance of the teachings of his own priests, and at the 
Protestant Bishop’s indignation over such a statement, 
since it is only the other day that scores of the Protestant 
clergy were making the same statement concerning the 
children of marriages performed at registry offices.

Now the Times of December 3 publishes a communi
cation from Dr. David, in which lie cites from a num
ber of letters lie lias received, and gives, in confidence, 
the names and addresses of the people with the names 
of the priests. The letters show women who have 
married Protestants living in a state of terror before the 
threats of the priests, and he also quotes from Roman 
Catholic magazines, and from one official catechism of
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Roman Catholic doctrine he cites the following, “  A 
Catholic and a non-Catholic presuming to go through a 
form of marriage before a non-Catholic minister or be
fore the civil registrar do not contract a valid marriage 
—that is to say, they are not married at all.”  From 
which it would seem that the Roman Catholic Arch
bishop is not speaking the truth. But Dr. David him
self might be equally wide of the truth if he were deal
ing with Freethought. Still, as no one seems surprised 
when a Christian minister tells a lie— at least no one 
reprimands him, we do not imagine that either of these 
two disputants will suffer in the eyes of the Christian 
world, whichever one is finally proved to have strayed 
Rom the truth.

Fhe proper reply for the Protestant to make to the 
Roman Catholic would be that the only marriage recog
nized as legal in this country is the civil marriage, and 
the only children recognized as legitimate are those bom 
°f such marriages. The fact that the Roman Catholic 
Priest or the Protestant minister is able to perform a 
Carriage in a church and each one to use his own peculiar 
ceremony, makes no difference whatever. It is the civil 
power that gives him the authority to perform a legal 
marriage. But to tell the unadulterated truth in this 
Way is something that Dr. David will certainly not do, 
not even to have the pleasure of downing a Roman 
Catholic Archbishop.

The Methodist Recorder says that the outlook for 
Dible teaching in the schools was never so bright as it is 
at present. There may be some truth in this, although 
R is little to the credit of everybody concerned if it is 
s,0' It is not to the credit of the Church because we are 
being in a time when educated Christians are on all sides 
throwing overboard Christian conceptions of the Bible, 
an<l to force upon children a view which they admit 
Publicly is a wrong one is about as detestable, even as 
eriniinal a procedure as can be conceived. It reflects 
110 credit on the Nonconformists because they profess to 
believe that the State should not interfere in matters of 
’ eligion, while encouraging it to interfere in the case of 
those who are quite unable to protect themselves. And 
R reflects little credit upon politicians, many of whom 
believe wholly in a policy of secular education, and yet 
j°r the sake of gaining votes are ready to sacrifice the 
''Rurc of the child on the altar of sectarian aggrandisc- 
"lent. If we arc more secure of religious instruction 
than vve ever were since 1S70 it can only mean that 
Principle was never so low in public life as it is at
Present.

, Apropos of the earthquake in Japan a religious journal 
auys, •< Ti,crc is a touch of the sublime in the matter of
fact
^'Rnrc upon their peace and security.”  On the other 
p... 1 '■ here must be a decided touch of brutality of the

, vvay  >n which the Japanese meet ruthless attacks of

h
(  J|\/| ■

of "To works through nature who can blast the lives 
ru Rb'dreds, or even thousands in this way. And it is 
tli hinK but sublime or even decent to find men praising 
, goodness of a God who call act in this way. It 
(li‘ >.be sublime to meet ill-fortune with calmness and 
UjfRRy. but it fills one with something that is almost 
( y c°ntcmpt for those who can in the face of an earth- 

'av0 Ring the praises of the God who has caused it.

Mr.
1'in Deraid Bullctt, a novelist, has supplied the Radio 

' s. With a reconciliation of science with religion. lie 
°Cs it thus : —

tj Physical theories, personal beliefs, the factual truth of 
•̂'s story or of that, flic problem of man’s origin and 

op in y , whether or not personality survives the death 
■\ /he organism, and so on, these though they open up 

ascinating vista of speculation, and propound ques- 
"IIS about which we cannot be humanly indifferent are 

,■ 0j 'he concern of religion. Nothing that has happened, 
\V]lat *aPpening, or will happen is the concern of religion. 

Roes then concern religion? Well here it is : — 
all .̂"ht' being not of time, can refresh itself perpetu- 

Row X.ln the contemplation of its own values.
'vhiel ' t ' iavc wc said that there is no other subject on 

can ape the philosopher and the pliilo- 
have j iRay the part of a fool as that of religion ? Wc 

ÍIIuf*rat¡ohank M f' Gcral<1 Bullctt for so admirable an

! Yards and yards of newspaper “  tripe ” was written 
i about the spiritual power of the Oberamagau Passion 

Play. An illustration of this has just been given in the 
Courts. Anton Lang, who took the part of Jesus, and so 
was right in the way of the spiritual influence of the 
play, has just been ordered to pay the equivalent of £100 
to his four servants. This represents their share of the 
10 per cent of the “  service ”  money levied on those who 
stayed at his house during the run of the play. Anton 
Lang is a great performer on the cross in more senses 
than one.

“ A Puzzled Churchman,” writes to the Daily Tele
graph explaining that he has just inherited a “  living ”  
worth £370 a year in a parish of about 800 souls. Since 
he has come into his inheritance he has been inundated 
with letters from all sorts of clergymen asking him to 
remember them when the present incumbent, who is old 
and feeble, dies. He has also received an offer from a 
society which buys up livings, so that it can put in 
clergymen of a particular type. But he says :—

Of the souls in the parish and their spiritual needs 
and welfare, not a word. The curate wants to become 
rector—he longs for an “ independent sphere.” 
The vicar wants more money, so also the rector’s wife. 
For that I have no condemnation, the desire is natural 
and is born of dire need. But—and this comes back to 
my mind insistently—what of those eight hundred souls 
in the parish ? Where do they come in ?

Well, they don’t come in at all. The “  cure of souls ” 
is just a job, like every other commercial undertaking. 
One may get some who take it from another point of 
view, just as one gets men in other walks of life with 
whom payment does not weigh uppermost. But to the 
majority it is as much a job as is that of the average 
journalist who foams with indignation, or grows hyster
ical with praise, at the orders of his superior. ‘ ‘Puzzled 
Churchman ”  thinks when the living is vacant, he will 
appoint a man for twelve months, on the condition that 
he must leave if he does not suit the parishioners. Wc 
doubt if this can, legally be done. Once the parson is 
there it is very difficult to move him unless he is guilty 
of some obvious misdemeanour or crime.

Traces of primitive man in Palestine have been known 
for twenty years or so. But though investigation has 
not yet gone very far, important information has recently 
come to hand, and a brief summary of it appears in a 
paper by Sir Arthur Keith in Nature of June 21. Here 
in the home of Western religious legend—the creation of 
man a few thousand years ago, of his fall, destruction, 
and the rest— we have definite evidence of the presence 
of Mousterian man of the Middle Old Stone Age of prob
ably not less than 50,000 years ago. The caves in the 
Galilean district, one on the slopes of the Judaean Hills 
between Joppa and Jerusalem, and one one the flanks of 
Mount Carmel have yielded an abundance of relics, in
cluding a skull of Neanderthal type, together with a 
large number of implements of the Mousterian period. 
Above these remains are others, including drawings, of 
the latter, concluding periods of the Old Stone Age.

According to a recent press report Sir Oliver Lodge 
said, “ There are not only people who have inhabited 
this body and left it, but others who have not been on 
this earth before.” It would be interesting to know 
how the latter came into existence. We have some idea 
of the origin of the spirits of the dead. Can it be 
possible that these add to the spirit population by some 
(spiritual) method of procreation? Or can the others 
be the transmogrified spirits of the mountain, spring, 
river, sea, earth, sun, moon, sky, fertility, and the like; 
or/and/spirits such as those which in the XIII century 
infected Abbot Riehalm and his monastery, and worked 
much evil, including drunkenness and fleabitc?

Irreligion must be almost non-existent in this counriy. 
Even the convicts in our prisons and the inmates of 
Borstal Institutions are, according to a recent return, 
overwhelmingly religious. Of 11,962 inmates of these 
institutions 75 per cent were returned as members of the 
Church of England, 14 per cent as Roman Catholics and 
6.5 per cent as Nonconformists; and while there are, or 
were, 210 Jews and 90 Salvationists, Atheist and agnos
tics together only reached a beggarly total of 23.
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The young, says Canon Storr, are dreaming new 
dreams, but they must not forget the vision’s which 
have come down through history. For our part, we hope 
the young will bear in mind the nightmares introduced 
into history by the religion and Church of Christ. If 
they will do that, they may be warned to ignore the 
“  vision,”  which caused the nightmares. The trade of 
the hucksters of moth-eaten visions may suffer, but the 
new dreams of the young will benefit.

should be remembered that a special jargon of a re
ligious sect enables the members to recognize one 
another when meeting as strangers, and also marks 
them off from the common herd outside. The ministers, 
too, will not object to religious jargon on the score of its 
making religion seem incomprehensible. If comprehen
sion is too easy, half the power of the parson as an ex
pounder of divine mysteries will disappear. And that 
would never suit the parson.

We hear that a school for parrots has just been opened. 
This confims the rumour that a certain Nonconformist 
denomination has reopened a theological training college. 
But what is the matter with the existing theological 
colleges, anyway?

One of the first casualties of war is truth, says the 
Rev. Thomas Tiplady. We presume the statement is 
based on the fact that the parsons, very early in the last 
war, told the combatants of each belligerent nation that 
God was helping them. If lying would have won the 
war the British clergy should have brought off a sweeping 
victory during the first year of the war.

Writing about "Stagnant Religion,”  the Rev. John
Bevan says :—

We still keep on using the language of religion which 
for us has lost its life; and such is the power of associa
tion and the glamour of sentimental reminiscence, we 
may not even realize that we are using the vocabulary 
of a faith that is dead.

If this is true of many people attached to the churches, 
the hold of religion on the nation generally must be even 
less than the numbers outside the churches would seem 
to indicate. Instead of trying to catch the “ outsider,” 
the churches will soon be forced to concentrate mainly 
ou converting their own members. Meanwhile, we pre
sume, that great revival of religion, which we heard so 
much about, is indefinitely postponed!

His Holiness the Pope has been presented with a mag- 
nificieut portable telephone, made of pure gold and orna
mented with the heads of the four Evangelists in silver. 
The connexion between gold telephones and holiness 
and a religion glorifying poverty is none too obvious to 
the untutored Freethinker. But we hope the faithful 
will be able to see it, and be spiritually uplifted thereby. 
The Papacy with its keenness for the main chance 
might prepare a series of messages under the title of 
“ News through the Pearly Gates to the Golden Throne 
through the Golden Telephone, With Replies sent via 
the Heavenly Diamond Radio set.”  The Church that has 
provided so many relics and miracles should be equal to 
the occasion.

A Methodist reporter has interviewed Sir Henry 
Dickens. In view of the prominent place given to con
viviality in the books of Charles Dickens, the interviewer 
desired Sir Henry to state Dickens’ attitude towards the 
“  Drink Question ”  and Temperance. Hence the follow
ing :—

I suppose you would agree, Sir Henry, that Dickens 
was in advance of his age in reference to the Temperance 
question ? He saw what modern reformers have now 
come to see, that the Temperance question does not 
stand alone, but is bound up with other questions that 
affect the life of the people, such as slum clearance and 
the provision of pure amusements and healthy recrea
tion for the masses. “  Exactly,”  came the reply . . . 
And probably, I added, he was not helped by the crude 
advocacy of some of the good but ill-informed Tem
perance advocates of the early days? . . .  He (Sir 
Henry) smiled assent . . .

Since Dickens gives so prominent a place to conviviality 
in his books, the interviewer’s attempt to suggest that 
Dickens was really a modern Temperance reformer falls 
rather flat. This aside, one may point out that the in
creased sobriety of the nation is not due to Temperance 
propaganda but mainly to better education, improved 
housing conditions, and the provision of decent amuse
ments and healthy recreation. Temperance advocates 
are not responsible for these things; indeed, when these 
advocates are members of churches, they are opposed to 
healthy amusement and games on Sunday when such 
things would serve best to keep people away from 
“  booze.”

A reader of a Wesleyan paper would like preachers to 
be compelled to use present-day language in the pulpit. 
He wishes also to veto all traditional "  religious ”  words 
and phrases. His reason is that the "  outsiders ”  who 
venture to visit the church are too often "choked o ff”  
by “  pious expressions ”  which mean nothing to their 
understandings and give them the impression that the 
Gospel message is complicated and incomprehensible, 
otherwise preachers would not require a language of 
their own. This piece of reform is all very well, but it

From one religious paper we learn that “  the blatant 
Atheism of the nineteenth century is a thing of the past.” 
From another we discover that ::—

Men used to be sure, or thought they were sure of 
those fundamental postulates of religion. They are not 
sure of them to-day, and great numbers of people are not 
even interested in them.

The “  blatant ”  brand of Atheism may have disappeared. 
But there would appear to be some variety equally as 
potent for mischief to the welfare of religion and the 
Churches.

The Christian conscience is a truly wonderful thing« 
The consciences of the Bishop of Birmingham and the 
ritualistic Vicar of St. George’s are at loggerheads. For 
reasons of conscience the Vicar will not obey the lawful 
order of his Bishop to whom he has sworn obedience. 
The Bishop will not enforce, by way of the civil courtSi 
the Vicar’s obedience to an order, although he virtually 
promised to do so in his episcopal pledge. Meanwhile» 
says a Methodist paper, the case of conscience has ifl' 
terest for a wider constituency : —

“ A ” takes an oath to obey his superior in all thing8 
lawful. Acting strictly in accordance with the law In8 
superior bids him fulfil such and such a duty enjoined 
by the law», to which " A ”  replies that his conscience 
will not permit him to obey! What conscience ? “  
conscience is divided against conscience, liovv can coO' 
science stand ?

On the hypothesis that conscience is the voice of God» 
one might reasonably conclude that God is having 3 
merry bit of sport with the two clerics.

An Indian Prince, the Maharajah of Patiala, says : “ ' 
make no secret of my belief that the connexion bettvec'1 
my own country and the British Commonwealth is oVe 
that has been designed by Providence for the benefit 0 
humanity.”  How beautiful is the faith which divinely 
appointed rulers have in the wisdom of Providence! ’ll*® 
Maharajah has no doubt observed that the “ connexion 

beneficial to him personally. And since God VtC' 
suinably attends to the welfare of those he appoints t3 
ule over others, the obvious conclusion is that We 
‘ connexion ” must have been designed by God!

The disregard of truthfulness by witnesses in the l3' 
courts (although spiritually sustained by a “  s ’welp V' 
G aw d!” ) was recently commented on by J u s t icC 

MeCardie. The parsons were just getting ready 
l>oint the moral—namely, that untruthfulness is the b  
suit of the widespread disregard of religion— when j 

Justice Eve butts in. He says : “  although one "'°'1 j 
not deny that perjury does exist, I am quite satis3  ̂
that it does not exist, in any large extent, and it is U33 
less to-day than it was thirty or forty years ago.”  . ’ 
the period referred to was a time when churcb-g01'^ 
was the common practice, a different moral would 3PPe 
to be indicated.
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National Secular Society.

T he Funds of the National Secular Society are 
legally controlled by Trust Deed, and those who wish 
to benefit the Society by gift or bequest may do so 
with complete confidence that any money so received 
will be properly administered and expended.

The following form of bequest is sufficient for 
anyone who desires to benefit the Society by will : —  

I hereby give and bequeath (Here insert particu
lars 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, and I direct that a receipt signed by two 
of the trustees of the said Society shall be a good 
discharge to my executors for the said legacy.

Any information concerning the Trust Deed and 
its administration may be had on application.

TO CORRESPONDENTS.

D.P.S. writes that “  stood inside ” in his letter dealing with 
Church Parades in the army should have read “  stood 
aside.”

H. S. L awrence.—The- National Secular Society’s Annual 
Dinner is open to all Freethinkers and their friends, 
whether members of the Society or not.

T. Thornton.—The “ spirit theory ” of anything requires 
less knowledge and intelligence to believe than anything 
else. It throws man back upon the primitive mentality 
of the race. It is an understanding of the mechanism of 
the spirit theory that requires both knowledge and under
standing. That is why it is so much easier to satisfy the 
majority of folk with the explanation of “ spirit ”—which 
is no explanation at all.

W. W earing.—There is a distinction between a recruit in
sisting on being entered as an Atheist, and having the 
right to attend a church parade in the army or a church 
assembly on a ship. We are not sure, how a man would 
stand who wished to change his designation in either the 
army or the navy. Neither branch of the service encour
ages intellectual independence.
Ci’!,. A. Stewart.—No specific wording exists so far as 
we know. It is the right for a man to be entered as he 
describes himself that is the point.

Esteem; Cole.— Received and shall appear.
Letters from Dr. A. Lynch, “ Medicus,”  and S. R. A. 

Ready arc held over until next week.
W. J. Davis.—We have been advertising in many directions, 

just so far as our limited means will permit. We feel sure 
that there is a much larger circulation for a paper such as 
this if it can only get before the public.

W. Jamieson.—Mr. Cohen appreciated your kindness in ad
vising him os to what he should have said in the debate 
with Canon Iilliott, and also ns to what he should say in 
future debates. But it is difficult to live up to some ideals 
that are set before one.

The "  Freethinker"  is supplied to the trade on sale or 
return. Any difficulty in securing copies should be at once 
reported to this office.

The Secular Society. Limited, office is at 62 Farringdon 
Street, London E.C.4.

The National Secular Society’s Office is at 62 Farringdon 
Street, London E.C.4.

When the services of the National Secular Society in con
nexion with Secular llurlal Sendees are required, all com
munications should be addressed to the Secretary, Mr. 
R. H. Rosetti, giving as long notice as possible.

Tellers for the Editor of the "Freethinker”  should be 
addressed to hi Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.

Friends 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.

AH Cheques and Postal Orders should be made payable to 
"The Pioneer Press,”  and crossed "Midland Ban t Ltd., 
Cltrkenwtll Branch.”

Sugar Plums.

To-day (December 14) Mr. Cohen lectures at Notting
ham, before the Cosmopolitan Debating Society. The 
meeting will be held in the Lecture Theatre, University 
College, Shakespeare Street, and will commence at 2.30. 
This will enable Mr. Cohen to return to London the same 
evening. The subject will be “  The Passing of the 
Gods.”  Judging from previous meetings there should 
be a lively discussion.

Mr. Cohen was not, after all, able to fulfil his engage
ment at Leicester on Sunday last. He brought home 
from Bradford, on November 30, a severe cold, and then 
was indiscreet enough to attend aud speak at the Secular 
Education Meeting on December 3. The result was a 
worsening of the cold, and on Saturday it was quite 
evident that it would have been risky to have lectured at 
Leicester. At very short notice Mr. R. H. Rosetti took 
his place. We are glad to learn that there was an excel
lent audience, who had the pleasure of listening to an ex
cellent lecture. Mr. Gimson occupied the chair.

Mr. Rosetti should have lectured at Fulham, but his 
place was taken there by Mr. Saphin. We are obliged 
to both for their ready response on the occasion.

We again remind) readers, who will be now booking 
engagements for the New Year, that the Annual Dinner 
takes place on Saturday, January 17. The special character 
of the last dinner brought many visitors from the pro
vinces for the first time. They left swearing that it 
should not be the last time, and there promises to be an 
unusual number of provincial visitors present on the 
forthcoming occasion. The tickets will be, as usual, 
8s. each, and the place the Midland Grand Hotel. It 
will help considerably if all those who intend coming 
will notify the General Secretary as soon as possible. 
The earlier the better.

Mr. R. H. Rosetti will lecture for the Plymouth 
Branch of the N.S.S. to-day Sunday, at the Co-Operative 
Hall, Courtenay .Street. The afternoon subject, at 3.0, 
will be “  What is the Use of Science?” and at 6.30, ‘ ‘The 
God Men of Science Believe in.”

Mr. Cohen’s new book Opinions is now 011 sale, and a 
review of it, from the pen of “  Medicus,”  a writer well 
known to many of our readers, appears on another page. 
The book is issued in two forms, in doth gilt at 3s. 6d., 
and in a handsome dark blue calf, very suitable for 
presentation, at 5s. Postage will be 4d. extra in each 
ease. There is also a new portrait of Mr. Cohen, which 
has been specially taken for this edition. If we might 
venture an opinion on the book, it is Mr. Cohen at his 
best commenting on the world and its ways in a manner 
that is quite his own.

The Secular Society, Limited has just issued Sex aud 
Religion, by Mr. George Whitehead. Freethinkers will 
find this a useful and Christians an informative booklet. 
It forms the third part of Mr. Whitehead’s Religion and 
Psycho-Analysis. The three parts will be sent post 
free for 2s. 3d. We advise all our readers to secure 
copies.

We were pleased to see in a recent issue of the Liver
pool Echo, a useful letter from the pen of the energetic 
Secretary of the Liverpool Branch, Mr. S. R. A. Ready, 
on the question of religion in the schools. The Liverpool 
Branch is doing excellent work in keeping the Free- 
thought point of view before the public whenever it is 
possible.

The review of Mr. Cohen’s War, Civilization and the 
Churches, which was reprinted in last week’s issue of 
this journal, was wrongly attributed to the Manchester 
Evening News. The review appeared in the Manchester 
City News.

Our business manager asks us to state that owing to
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the need for sending out an unusually large number of 
catalogues there are temporarily out of print. The 
catalogue is being reprinted and should be read}- in the 
course of a week or ten days.

We said last week that if Dean Inge was asked to 
meet a genuine opponent instead of the half-hearted ones 
he does meet on the question of science and religion, he 
would quickly find out that he was otherwise engaged. 
Those who listened to his broadcast address 011 “ Science 
and Religion,”  on Sunday last, must have realized the 
truth of what we said concerning his and others shirking 
a genuine discussion. We do not wish to say anything 
excessively impolite, but the only way mildly to describe 
that address is a mixture of religious bunkum and scien
tific ignorance. A man who can calmly describe evolu
tion as au unfolding, and conclude that, therefore, noth
ing can be evolved that was not previously involved, is 
either humbugging his hearers or unbelievably ignorant 
of the first principles of scientific thinking. It is so 
stupid that if Dean Inge really believes that to be the 
truth, then it ■ would be almost impossible to discuss with 
him— that is before he had been put into some class and 
instructed on the subject. We hesitate to think that he 
really believes this, for we have always had considerable 
respect for his intelligence, even though we differed 
from his beliefs. Perhaps the explanation is that it was 
Sunday, and he was speaking for the B.B.C. The com
bination may have had a paralysing influence on his in
telligence. We presume that the address will be printed 
somewhere. In that case we invite our readers to tell us 
whether we have misjudged the Dean or not.

In spite of all that may be said to the contrary, we 
are convinced that the vast majority of marriages work 
themselves out to the satisfaction of all concerned. But 
there is a minority of marriages that do not so result, 
and it is with this minority that Mr. George Ryley Scott 
is concerned, although it is probable that he would query 
the “ minority.”  But to the discussion of the subject 
Mr. Scott in his Marriage in the Melting Pot (Werner 
Laurie, 3s. 6d.) brings his usual fearlessness of speech. 
and thought. Whether one agrees with Mr. Scott or not 
one cannot help being stirred by him, and the provoca
tive writer, the one who sets his readers thinking round 
and about a problem is one of the best and most profit
able.

Says Mr. Scott : —
The fact that so large a number of marriages turn out 

dismal failures is no more, in itself, a condemnation of 
monogamous marriage than is the fact of the masses 
being unable to appreciate genius in any negation of his 
genius. Successful marriages are rare because the art of 
love is restricted to the few, a fact which explains why 
the State, wearing the clumsy blinkers manufactured 
and fitted by Christianity, acts as though this art were 
acquirable by everybody and anybody. Marriage can be 
heavenly; it can lie hellish. The tragedy of marriage 
lies in a myopically affected State attempting to keep to
gether in permanent union those who have missed enter
ing the gates of heaven and are groping about in hell. 
Here precisely lies the danger; a danger which has always 
been present in some degree, but which in recent years 
has increased in extent a thousand fold. In the realiza
tion of this lies the only possibility of preserving some 
sort of monogamous marriage. Sooner or later it will 
have to be conceded that marriage can endure success
fully only so long as love endures; that for this very 
reason it is in any permanent form an exclusive, a trans
cendental, and not a Catholic form of union is one of the 
rarest things on earth.

That puts Mr. .Scott’s general point of view, and his book 
is an attempt to deal with the subject by linking up 
"  the sociological, medical, and biological aspects of the 
subject.”  Mr. .Scott writes with extreme frankness on all 
these phases of his subject, and we should certainly 
agree with him that if men and women are afraid to 
look fairly at a subject of so vast importance of the rela
tions of the sexes, and make whatever modifications in 
the institution of marriage that is from time to time 
demanded, the alternative is that while the old form loses 
its authority the newer forms run into extravagance 
from the absence of sane thinking and rational social 
control.

The Virtues and Vices of 
Eenascent Popes.

T hroughout the fourteenth, and during the first 
half of the fifteenth century, the prestige of the 
Papacy was severely shaken by the fierce conflicts 
which raged within the Church. But, with the elec
tion of Pope Nicholas V , in 1447, the Vatican re
covered its earlier influence, and until the pontificate 
of Clement V II, when Rome was plundered by the 
mercenaries of Charles V , in 1527, the Pontiffs ruled 
as secular princes rather than the representatives of a 
humble religion.

At a period when Italy was a land of matchless 
splendour in the sphere of arts and letters, the Holy 
P'athers were immersed in the mire of social and 
sexual depravity. Still, the Popes proved benevolent 
to the liberal spirit which pervaded the Renascence, 
until the time arrived when the free mind of Italy was 
anathematized as the enemy of God and man, and 
the Pontiffs of the later sixteenth century strove by 
means of the Holy Inquisition and the bigoted and 
fanatical friars to extinguish the light of humanism 
and science.

For eighty years the Papacy stood supreme in 
Rome, and never has the Curia displayed greater 
ambition, worldliness, profligacy and crime. A mot
ley array of priest-kings, adorned with all the 
majesty of temporal sovereigns, on a grand scale 
manifested every evil propensity known among men. 
In many respects the Renascence became an age of 
paradoxes. Autocratic rulers, although strikingly re
sponsive to the appeal of art and refinement, were apt 
to sink beneath the level of savages when their 
passions were aroused. The foulest crimes attributed 
by their detractors to the most degenerate rulers of 
Pagan Rome were paraded, naked and unashamed, in 
the palaces of Catholic Italy. Of Rome itself, Sy- 
monds assures us that, “  Undisguised sensuality; fraud 
cynical and unabashed; policy marching to its end by 
murders, treasons, interdicts, and imprisonments; 
hypocrisy and cruelty studied as fine arts; theft and 
perjury reduced to a system— these are the ordinary 
scandals which beset the Papacy. Yet the Pope is 
still a holy being. His foot is kissed by thousands. 
His curse and blessing carry death and life. He 
rises from the bed of harlots to unlock or bolt the 
gates of heaven and purgatory . . . These anomalies, 
glaring as they seem to us, and obvious as they might 
be to deeper thinkers like Machiavelli and Savonarola, 
did not shock the mass of men who witnessed them.” 
(Renaissance, The Age of the Despots, pp. 292-293.)

So stupendous seemed the transformation from the 
cowled and cloistered past to the brilliant ebullition 
of the human spirit in the present, that sacerdotal 
corruption was disregarded amid the magnificance of 
cultural achievement.

The temporal power of the Popes had been built on 
a protracted policy of forgery and fraud. Before the 
accession of Nicholas, the secular, and even the re
ligious claims of the Pontiff were subject to the tem
porary successes of the rival factions who made a 
bear-garden of the Roman streets. Yet, through all 
this disorder and destruction, the Papacy conserved 
and consolidated its ]>sychological claims. Romans ac
claimed their city as the capital of Christendom. 
Some who scorned the pious pretensions of the Holy 
Father were solicitous to retain the Papacy as au orna
ment to the Eternal City. Moreover, as the metro
polis of the Christian world, Rome attracted pleasure- 
seekers and pious alike, from every European land. 
The Papal revenues were sufficient to maintain the 
Vatican in all its secular and sacred display. The
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times were ripe for the creation of a sacerdotal des
potism, and sagacious Pontiffs unceasingly utilized 
their opportunities for aggrandisement.

The jubilee of 1450 had swollen the Papal treasury. 
With this increased wealth at his command, Nicholas 
not only adorned the city, but with priestly prescience 
built himself a stronghold. The mausoleum of the 
Pagan Hadrian was chosen for this purpose, and was 
so constructed that it commanded the entire city. 
The foundations of the Vatican palaces and St. Peter’s 
were laid within the Papal dominions. The archi
tectural splendours of ancient Rome were to be re
vived, and on Tiber’s banks the sovereign Pope would 
hold his Court as the presiding genius of statesman
ship, culture, and religion.

When Nicholas found death approaching, he read 
his will to the assembled Cardinals. In this testa
ment he recalled the immense improvements he had 
made in Rome’s architecture, and besought his audi
ence to safeguard the Vatican and to enhance its 
majesty as the centre of Christendom. This policy 
was steadily pursued by successive Popes, and despite 
all the national and dynastic struggles of the various 
European States, at that time, and ever since, the 
Papacy remains a menace to civilization and culture 
to this hour. The temporal power of which the Vati
can was deprived in 1870, has been partly restored, at 
least in theory, by Italy’s present ruler.

Constantinople fell during the pontificate of Nicho
las V, and his successor vainly endeavoured to re
awaken the Crusading spirit against the Turks, Pius 
II, before his election, was the scholarly author and 
orator Piccolomini, who was much admired as a 
sceptical and pleasure-loving humanist. His eleva
tion to St. Peter’s Chair was regarded with high 
hopes in liberal circles. But the new Pope forsook his 
earlier friends and did nothing to promote the new 
learning. As Pope he proved a failure, although a 
man of blameless life when compared with his suc
cessors.

The pontificate of Paul II began in 1464. Pomp 
aiul ceremony adorned his reign. Vast sums were 
lavished on architecture and sculpture. The Pope’s 
Passion for gold was so great that when bishoprics fell 
Vacant, he let them remain so, and transferred their 
Princely revenues to the Papal coffers. His sexual 
frailties were notorious, but these excited little cen
sure. A11 enemy of enlightenment, when fearing a 
conspiracy he arrested the leading scholars of the 
Roman Academy, and subjected them to imprison
ment and torture, from which several died. This 
Rope came to a sudden end.

Sixtus IV  secured his election by wholesale 
1'ribery and corruption. His domestic life
shocked an age accustomed to scandal, and he 
brazenly robbed the Church for the enrichment of his 
own family. The Pope’s “  nephews ”  were num
erous, and each was richly endowed. Wanton ex
travagance on all sides exhausted the Papal treasury, 
^lany devices were adopted to obtain money. A  mon
opoly in corn was created in the Papal domains, and 
ertificial scarcity was arranged to increase the price of 
the vile bread the community was compelled to con- 
sume. After setting Italy by the ears, this mischie- 
v'ous Pontiff died at last in a tempest of disappointed 
rage when peace was declared before the object of his 
ambition had been secured. But the plot of Sixtus 
IV to murder the Medicis is the most dramatic epi
sode in his career. The Duomo in Florence was 
chosen for the crime, and the elevation of the Host at 
^lass was the appointed time for the deed. One 
hired assassin, however, unnerved by religious fear, 
hesitated to stab Eorenzo de’Medici as he stood near 
*he altar. But two priests, much less prone to super- |

stition, were willing to commit murder in church. 
They proved themselves novices in the assassin’s 
trade, and Lorenzo escaped with a few wounds. Still, 
his brother Guiliano was foully murdered by two 
miscreants “  at the very moment of elevation of 
Christ’s body.”

Even the Cardinals were ashamed of the conduct of 
Sixtus, and in choosing his successor, Innocent V III, 
the Sacred College insisted on his solemn oath to 
abstain from the sins of his predecessor. But all the 
many oaths solemnly sworn on relic or by saint were 
contemptuously ignored so soon as Innocent was 
seated in St. Peter’s Chair. An unconventional 
Pope, he openly acknowledged his sons and daughters, 
as such. His reign proved a cesspool of corruption, 
and he cynically established a mart in Rome for the 
sale of pardons. The revenues arising from this 
lucrative traffic were shared between the Holy Father 
and a favourite son.

While Innocent was lying on his deathbed the wily 
Cardinals were scheming to sell the Papacy to the 
highest bidder, and that unspeakable scoundrel 
Roderigo Borgia was made Pope under the name of 
Alexander VI. A  man of handsome appearance and 
commanding presence, he stood high in public esti
mation, and little did men suspect that Borgia’s 
name would become a byword for infamy throughout 
succeeding times. A  discerning few doubted the wis
dom of the choice, but no one imagined that A lex
ander V I would dare to impose a Papal censorship on 
the printing presses of Christian Europe, or arrogantly 
intermeddle in the secular policy of foreign States. 
Men marvelled when the Primate of Christendom cor
dially invited the co-operation of the infidel Turks 
when he wished to subdue those Catholic princes who 
ventured to withstand him. Whether Alexander 
perished from fever or from poison, he certainly 
departed, and his death was the occasion of universal 
rejoicing.

Pius III was Pope for a few days only. Then 
came that truculent prelate Julius II. He it was who 
encouraged the splendid genius of Raphael and 
Michael Angelo. A  statesman of the first rank, he 
maintained and extended the temporal power of the 
Papacy. Unfortunately, in furthering his territorial 
ambitions he reddened Italy with blood.

Leo X  came next. A  born Epicurean, he revelled 
in Renascence culture, and basked in the sunlight of 
the fleeting hour. The coffers of Julius were well 
furnished, but when Leo slept with his fathers, it was 
discovered that the very jewels in the Papal crown 
had been pledged as security for his debts. Leo’s 
successor, Adrian VI, was the puppet of the Emperor 
Charles V, and was scorned as an imported barbarian 
by the supercilious Romans.

In 1523 began the reign of Clement V II, whose 
pontificate proved a series of disasters. Prostrated 
by protracted strife, Italy was invaded by sullen 
Lutheran Germans, and shady adventurers from 
Spain. Rome was taken by storm, and an ignorant and 
rapacious rabble became for many months the mas
ters of the Eternal City. This was ruthlessly rav
aged, and many of Rome’s matchless monuments were 
pitilessly destroyed. T. F. P armer.

The history of the race is but that of the individual 
“ writ large.”—G. II. Levies.

A man’s religion consists, not of the many things he 
is in doubt of and tries to believe, but of the few he is 
assured and has no need of effort for believing.

Carlyle.

Mobs are multiplied ignorance.— Sir 11’. Jones.
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“ Modern Physics” and 
Determinism.

(Concluded from page 778.)

W hen we find such expressions as “  nature abhors 
accuracy and precision,”  “  nature permits a certain 
‘ margin of error,’ ”  nature “  knows nothing, appar
ently, of absolutely exact measurements,”  used in the 
way in which they are used by Sir James Jeans, it 
might be thought that the last stage in the degeneracy 
of scientific expression had been reached. Yet the 
negation of future scientific research is pronounced 
when we are told that “  nature refuses to let us dis
cover ”  (in this case the exact position of an electron). 
What would have been the position of science to-day, 
if that relic of the theological way of looking at 
things had always held complete sway?

That man may ultimately fail to understand many 
of the processes of nature is quite true. That we should 
recognize our limitations as researchers and thinkers, 
when we are forced to do so, is only right; but to say 
that “  nature refuses ”  to let us discover certain 
things, after so much has been discovered, is to in
dulge in the jargon of the priest instead of the 
language of the scientist.

That Sir James is not quite sure of the indeter
minacy of the whole of the universe is revealed in the 
following passages which appear in the midst of at
tempts to show that the processes of nature fre
quently are indeterminate.

“  So far as we know,-the intensity of the radiation 
depends only on known constants of nature, which 
are the same here as in the remotest stars. And this 
seems to leave no room for the intervention of an 
external agency.”  p. 25.

“  In the natural world it is measured by the mys
terious quantity known as ‘ Planck’s constant h/  
which proves to be absolutely uniform throughout 
the universe. Its value, both in the laboratory and 
in the stars, can be measured in innumerable ways, 
and always proves to be precisely the same.”  p. 27.

In these two passages we have in several phrases 
the language of science and determinism. In fact 
they are loaded with deterministic phraseology; and 
in this case the layman must point out to the scientist 
a very important fact. There is no room for deter- 
minacy and indeterminacy in the universe. It must 
be either one or the other. If the scientist proves 
determinacy in one process of nature, then all pro
cesses of nature are determined, even if we have not 
discovered the conditions of the determinacy of the 
other processes. It is on this basis that scientists 
have always worked, whether they have been self- 
conscious of the fact or not. On the other hand, if 
one process of nature is indeterminate then all pro
cesses are indeterminate, and a scientific summary of 
universal phenomena is an impossibility. If certain 
parts of the universe acted without conditions of ex
istence, or independently of such conditions if they 
had them (and this is the only sense in which to talk 
of indeterminacy), and other parts of the universe 
acted in accordance with their conditions of existence, 
or were what we call determined, how could the 
scientist formulate his laws of nature? What is to 
prevent-the “ undetermined”  parts of Sir James 
Jeans’ universe from destroying the “  determined ” 
parts of that universe and making it undetermined as 
a whole; and if the one did destroy the other, would 
not that be a factor in bringing about a new state of 
the universe? In that case we would be forced to 
think of it in terms of determinism by having to ad
mit that a phenomon exists by virtue of certain con
ditions.

It should only be necessary to think out such a 
theory as that of indeterminacy, when applied to the 
universe, in order to realize the futility of such a 
theory. If things could not be relied upon to act in 
accordance with conditions of existence; if everything 
could act anyhow, any time, anywhere, knowledge of 
the universe would be impossible.

Let us interview Sir James once again. When illus
trating the almost discontinuous jumping of the elect
rons in a hot filament of an electric light bulb, he 
says : —

“ We can perhaps form some sort of a picture of 
the nature of these spontaneous disintegrations or 
jumps, by comparing the atom to a party of four card 
players who agree to break up as soon as a hand is 
dealt in which each player receives just one complete 
suit. A  room containing millions of such parties may 
be taken to represent a mass of radio-active substance. 
Then it can be shown that the number of card parties 
will decrease according to the exact law of radio-act
ive decay on one condition— that the cards are well 
shuffled between each deal. If there is adequate 
shuffling of the cards, the passage of time and the 
past will mean nothing to the card players, for the 
situation is born afresh each time the cards are 
shuffled. Thus the death-rate per thousand will be 
constant as with atoms of radium. But if the cards 
are merely taken up after each deal, without shuffling, 
each deal follows inevitably from the preceding, and 
we have the analogue of the old law of causation. 
Here the rate of diminution in the number of players 
would be different from that actually observed in 
radio-active disintegration. We can only reproduce 
this by supposing the cards to be continually re
shuffled, and the shuffler is he whom we have called 
fate.”  p. 24-25. Then, after a few more lines, “  the 
future may not be as unalterably determined by the 
past as we used to think; in part at least it may rest 
on the knees of whatever gods there be.”  p.25.

In this gem of a passage we are treated to a des
cription of the way in which the new science reveals 
the indeterminacy o f the universe, and to an ana
logue of the so-called old law of causation. Yet in 
the first part, which deals with the new and indeter
minate way of scientific expression, we are told that 
events will take place according to “  exact law,”  and 
011 “  one condition.”  That condition is different from 
the one assumed in the second part of the passage; 
and the result is different in the one case from that 
in the other. As if the determinist asks for more. 
Evidently, Sir James is in the habit of mistaking 
man’s lack of knowledge concerning certain happen
ings in nature for indeterminacy in nature; and in hiS 
desire to consort with the religionists he invokes “ he 
whom we. have called fate.”  Is it thus that modern 
science is to make progress?

To quote Chapman Cohen, “  Science is by its very 
nature progressive; and its progress is manifested by 
the degree to which phenomena hitherto unrelated are 
brought under constantly enlarging and more com
prehensive generalizations.”  Determinism or Free- 
Will. p. 17.

E. E gerton Stafford-

Religious contention is the devil’s harvest.
La L'o>itai>,c■

All sects seem to be right in what they assert a I'd 
wrong in what they deny.— Goethe.

Nothing can be more unphilosophieal than to be p°sl 
tive or dogmatical on any subject.— Hume.

The latest gospel in this world is, know thy work a,li 
do it.— Carlyle.
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The Bishop of London Explains.

I RECAi.r, an article which appeared in John Bull headed 
“ War in the Churches ”  (A good word for the Sword 
by the Bishop of Loudon.)

It begins with a reference to the Kellogg Pact, and pro
ceeds in a very complacent manner to persuade the reader 
that “  The coming Conference of the Great Powers will 
add greatly to the peace of the World.”

Towards the end of the article his Lordship says, “  I 
have often been asked— Why did all the Bishops feel it 
was right in 1914 that Britain should go to W ar?”  and 
then follows :—

“ I always answer that the sword has freed nations 
again and again; and when it came to the point, we 
saved the liberty of the world by the sword.” 

tie then adds— “ But I have no doubt whatever that, 
speaking generally, war is against the will of God.

So then, although it was perfectly right to oppose the 
invasion of Belgium, it was also against God’s W ill!”  

Strange logic— strange morality— strange Christianity. 
So strange in fact that it is entirely alienated from and 
opposed to each.

He concludes with— “  We must always pray that some 
day Christendom will be united in peace and amity as 
one church.” While the Bishops consecrate regimental 
banners and defy the founder of their faith who said— 
“ Put away the Sword— they who take the sword shall 
Perish with the sword.”

I am aware that Jesus is credited with having said, 
“ I came not to bring peace but a sword.”  But as is 
now well known, so much trickery has been practised by 
recorders and translators, that few people accept the 
Pible as a genuine account of his sayings and doings. 
It is as Professor Menzies confessed, the existing un
certainties regarding what Jesus actually did and said 
are hard for a Christian to bear.

Listen to another Bishop. “  It seems to me that men 
seek a false short cut to authority when they postulate 
an infallible inerrant Bible. As a text book of Science 
0r history the Bible is defective. Its story of Creation 
cannot be accepted . . . The book of Daniel contains in
accurate history . . .  I11 the gospels there are contradic
tions.”  Dr. Barnes ( (Should a Faith Offend, p. 119). 
And again of the man Jesus— “ the idea that Jesus was 
’nerratit with regard to secular knowledge is the product 

mistaken reverence ”  (Page 121.)
Why did Jesus go with others to the Jordan to receive 

°f John the baptism of repentance for the remission of 
Sl” s? If he were the sinless man lie is represented to 
mve been, his baptism was not only meaningless but 
""sleading. The author of the fourth gospel carefully 
r<-'frains from mentioning this.

Take another saying of Jesus— “ Call me not good, 
,erc is one only good, God the Father.”  According to 
• C. Conybeare (Art llibbcrt Journal, October, 1902) 

nis is the correct rendering, but it was altered by Mark 
j*"d Luke, and still further by Matthew. As Prof. Cony- 

care remarks, we have this ancient corrector caught 
'hgrantc delicto, at his botching work with the sacred 
°xt. And for what purpose ? For edification. And 
"s it should be noted, is but one instance of a multitude 
'at might be adduced of the perils we incur when we 
mke so much of our religion on history.
The Bishop of London docs not agree however. lie  

^riles : “  We are finding out to-day the truth of the 
mie. The Bible has made no mistakes, it is we who 
âve made mistakes about the Bible.”  This is perfectly 
llp. but I fail to see what the Church gains by his siu- 

We arc finding out the truth of the Bible— find- 
S that it is not to be relied upon. And it is also true 

. e have made a mistake about the Bible. The mistake 
a a* ?n Relieving it to be true. That however arose from 

'gnorance forced upon the jieople by those in 
• R'ority. That is over. The people are no longer 
sfo ra u t, thanks to the efforts of Free Thinkers and the 
I Jead of secular knowledge. The Bishop of London 

Ati'i S 'le sees s‘Kns “ a ‘Rawing together of Science 
St' re' 'g 'on-”  If by this he means that a knowledge of 

enee is compelling the Church to give up pretending

that the Bible is an infallible guide and a truthful 
account of the past, and to accept the triumphant victory 
of reason and intellect over superstition, magic, and a 
false theoty of man as being “  bom in sin,”  and “  an 
innocent victim of God’s wrath,”  then he enjoys perfect 
eyesight. But he leaves it open for the reader to infer 
that he means something like this : “  Science is be
ginning to show signs of a compromise with religion.” 
That will never happen. It is all the other way round. 
Scientists as such, have nothing to do with religion. 
They are Free Thinkers, and the result of their freedom 
is so upsetting the clerics that they are trying to believe 
they see what does not exist.

The Church has had to choose between losing its hold 
over the masses or admitting that their teaching is un
scientific. It has chosen the latter course, and is now 
sorely puzzled to know what strategy to adopt next. Once 
its power over the children in the schools is taken away, 
the game is all over. The Churcli of Rome knows that 
as long as it can control the mind of the scholar its 
power remains uuassailed. Here lies the only obstacle 
to the emancipation of the intellect, a danger continually 
pointed out by Free Thinkers. The Bishop admits there 
are a few errors in the Bible, and refers to the many 
thousands recorded as having been killed in places where 
there could only have been a few hundreds. This he ex
plains quite easily. “  We know that an error arose 
through a ‘ mistaken use ’ of the dots that were used to 
represent so many thousands.”

The writer was too dotty, so to speak, to give a correct 
account— drunk with blood 110 doubt. Of the prophecy 
of Isaiah he thinks the manuscript probably got mixed 
up in one box, and thus occurred another error. It does 
not seem to have occurred to him, that the writer was in 
the wrong box. Some of the dates too he admits are 
wrong. Dots again, you see. But in spite of the dots 
and the mixing up of manuscript in one box, he thinks 
“  no one will deny that the New Testament stands on 
firmer ground than it did fifty years ago.”  Well, well 
. . . perhaps with a little lopping off here and there, and 
a propping up all round, the remainder may pass as an 
ancient relic of priestcraft—but not for long. Its roots 
arc too rotten for that.

And the Bishop thinks “  it is really much more won
derful for God to have made something which would 
evolve itself into the world— than to have made a world 
straight off.”

It is all very simple and nice, but it won’t satisfy in
telligent men and women in these days. No doubt his 
Lordship feels uncomfortable over the castrophe 
threatening the Church, and is doing his best to bolster 
up a lost cause.

Cuu .wick Perrins.

Correspondence.

To the E ditor  op the “  F reeth in k er . ”

ATHEISM AND AGNOSTICISM.
S ir ,— At a recent lecture I heard the expression 

“  Agnostic opinions,”  which I have heard before. But 
surely there is some confusion here. Is not Agnosticism 
the absence of an opinion ? I remember once reading in 
the Times the expression a “  suspension of judgment in 
regard to the truth of the Christian Revelation ”  which 
made me smile. There seem to be plenty of people who 
have no opinions where religion is concerned, but 
whether they are described as Agnostics or nothingarians 
is purely a matter of taste. Agnostic opinions can only 
be Atheist opinions with a different label.

J. A. Davies,

Society News.

W EST LONDON BRANCH N.S.S.
Despite the unfavourable weather the Hall was full, 
when Mr. Charles Pilley, Barrister-at-Law, and one time 
editor of John Bull, delivered his lecture on “  How God
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Went Overboard at Lambeth.”
His criticisms of the report before him, some of which 

were read in full, were so deadly, that they would have 
put the Bishops, if any were present, to shame.

With the Lambeth report, the Bible, and the Prayer 
Book, before him, he gave all the necessary proof of the 
humbug and absence of sincerity as well as hypocrisy 
of the whole proceedings.

Many questions and discussion followed and were re
plied to by the speaker, and after an unanimous vote of 
thanks the meeting concluded.

To-day (December 14) there will be a Debate between 
the Rev. S. J. C. Goldsack, of Birmingham, and Mr. A. D. 
McLaren on “  Is Christianity of Divine Origin?”

B.A.LeM.

SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.

LONDON.
OUTDOOR.

F ulham and Chelsea Branch N.S.S. (comer 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.

Owing to circumstances unforeseen, Mr. Rosetti was un
able to lecture last Sunday as arranged, but the Branch 
was fortunate enough to enjoy a very pleasant evening, 
through the kindness of Mr. Saphin. His subject, 
“ B.V.M.”  was an interesting one, delivered with a satis
fying humour; inviting many questions and much dis
cussion. This Sunday (December 14) Mr. F. P. Corrigan 
is the speaker, and the subject is “  Rome and Reason.”

A.J.M.

Obituary.

Mu. E dward Parker.

W est H am Freethinkers will leam with regret the death 
of Edward Parker, whose remains were interred at West 
Ham Cemetery, on Friday, December 5. Eighty-two 
years of age at death, he was one of the oldest members 
of the West Ham Branch of the N.S.S., in service as well 
as age. In the old days of Charles Bradlaugh’s time, 
when hooliganism was the favourite Christian argument, 
Edward Parker was ever ready to lend a hand in the 
defence, in fact one might describe him as an ever-promi- 
nent figure in West Ham Freethouglit affairs. A num
ber of his fellow-members gathered at the graveside, 
where a secular service was read by Mr. R. II. Rosetti.

Y O U  W A N T  O N E .

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

The G eneral Secretary, N.S.S., 62 Farringdon St., E.C.4.

INDOOR.

F ulham and Chelsea Branch N.S.S. (London Co-opera
tive Society’s Hall, 249 Dawes Road, Fulham) : 7.30, Mr.
F. P. Corrigan—“ Rome and Reason.”

Hampstead E thical I nstitute (The Studio Theatre, 59 
Finchley Road, N.W.8, near Marlborough Road Station), 
11.15, Mr. G. F. Holland (Dramatic Critic, Illustrated Lon
don News)—“ The Barrett’s of Wimpole Street.”

S outh London Branch N.S.S. (Clapham Public Hall, 
Clapliam Road) : 7.15, Mr. J. Payn—“  Life’s Little Ironies."

South L ondon E thical Society (Oliver Goldsmith School, 
Peckham Road) : 7.0, Harry Snell, C.B.E., M.P.—“ If
Christ Returned to Jerusalem.”

South Place E thical S ociety (Conway Hall, Red Lion 
Square, W.C.i) : 11.0, John A. Hobson, M.A.—“ The Post 
War Family.”

T he Non-Political Metropolitan S ecular Society (City 
of London Hotel, 107 York Road, Camden Road, N.7, facing 
The Brecknock) : 7.30, Mr. E. Baker—“ The Next War, and 
Why.”

West L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Conway Hall, Red Lion
Square, W.C.i) : 7.30, Debate—“ Is Christianity of Divine 
Origin.” Affir.: Rev. S. J. C. Goldsack; Neg.: A. D- 
McLaren.

COUNTRY,
INDOOR.

Chester-le-Street Branch N.S.S. (Club Rooms, Front 
.Street) : 7.0, A Lecture.

E ast L ancashire Rationalist A ssociation (28 Bridge 
Street, Burnley) : 2.30, Mr. J. T. Eastwood, of Nelson-  ̂
“ Astronomy.”  Questions and Discussion. All welcome.

G lasgow Secular Society.— City (Albion Street) Hall- 
No. 2 Room, Candleriggs) : 6.30, Mr. John Grant—“ Futility 
of Atheism.”

L iverpool (Merseyside) Branch N.S.S. (Transport IIaH- 
41 Islington, Liverpool—entrance Christian Street) : Sun
day, December 14, at 7, Mr. G. II. Taylor, “ Let’s Play 
Meta-physics.” Current Freethinkers will be on sale.

L eicester S ecular Society (Secular Hall, II umbers ton® 
Gate) : 6.30, Mr. F. W. Pethick-Lawrence, M.P.

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Engineers’ Hall, 120 Rns*1' 
holme Road, Manchester) : 3.0, Iloiiar Thompson (London) 
—“ Who is Bernard Shaw?” 6.30, "T h e Tragi-Comcdy 0
Life.”  J

Nottingham.—Cosmopolitan Debating Society, Lectur 
Theatre, University College, Shakespeare Street, at 2.30' 
Mr. Chapman Cohen (London), subject “ The Passing of *1'

N A T IO N A L  SE C U L A R  SO CIETY,
W E S T  L O N D O N  B R A N C H .

Every SUNDAY EVENING at 7.30 in the

C O N W A Y  H A L L ,
R ed L ion S quare, entrance Theobald's Road. 

UJIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIillllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllHIllllllll'lllll

On Sunday December 14th a Debate 
Rev. S. J . C. Goldsack v. A. D. McLaren 

on “ Is Christianity of Divine Origin.”
iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiniiiiiiiii 

A D M IS S IO N  F R E E  
S ilv er  C ollection. D oors open at 7

Q uestions and D iscussion ,

Gods.” .
N ewcastlk-on-Tynf, Branch N.S.S.—Mr. J. T. Bright0̂  

will lecture in the Bigg Market at 7.30, Subject—“ Is Th® 
a God?” Literature will be on sale.

Plymouth Branch N.S.S. (Co-operative Hall, Courten 
Street entrance) : 3.0, Mr. R. II. Rosetti—“ What is £ 
Use of Science?”  7.0, “ The God Men of Science Behe'

Paisley Branch N.S.S. (Baker’s Hall, Forbes Place) : T0' 
Mr. J. Young—“ Why I Left the Roman Church.”

UNWANTED CHILDREN
In a Civilized Community there Bhonld be 

UNWANTED Children.

•'or an Illustrated Descriptive List (68 pages) of Birth CoC 
trol Requisites and Books, send a ij^d. stamp to: ’

. R. HOLMES, East Harney, Wantage, Bed1'
(EsUHlthtd MMrig Ftrt|  Y j f t . i
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QcJ W E L L - K N O W N  W O R K S
■ • B Y  ■ a

C h a p m a n  C o h e n .
P

b

Religion and Sex
A Systematic Survey of tbe relations between 
the Sexual instinct and morbid mental states 
and the sense of religious exaltation— price 
6s., postage 6d.

A Grammar of Freethought
Price 5/-, postage 3|d.

The Other Side of Death
With an analysis of the phenomena of Spirit
ualism— price 3/6, postage 2^d.

Theism or Atheism ?
The Great Alternative— price 3/6, postage 23d,

Essays in Freethinking
First, second and third series. Per Vol. 2/6, 
postage 2$d.

Materialism Re-Stated
An Examination of the Philosophy of 
Materialism in the Light of Modern Science 
— price 2/6, postage 2$d.

Woman and Christianity
The Story of the Exploitation of a Sex—  
price 1/-, postage id.

Determinism or Free-Will
An Exposition of the Subject in the Light of 
the Doctrines of Evolution. Second Edition. 
Half-Cloth, 2/6., postage 2|d., Paper 1/9, 
postage 2d.

War, Civilization and the Churches
A study of the issues raised by the “  Great 
W ar’’ ; the part played by the Churches during 
the W a r; the influence of War on Civilisation 
— price, paper 2/-, cloth 3/-, postage 2d. and 3d.

The Foundations of Religion
A Lecture delivered at Manchester College, 
Oxford, on April 21st, 1930, with a lengthy 
A p p e n d i x  of Illustrative Material— price 
paper 9d., cloth 1/6, postage id. and i$d.

Freethought and Life
Four Lectures— price l/-, postage i$d.

God and Evolution
Can a Christian Believe in Evolution ? A 
Straightforward Essay on the Question—  
price 6d., postage id.

Socialism and the Churches
Price 3d., postage $d.

220 pages of W it and W isdom ! i
! BIBLE ROMANCES !

! i

1 By G. W. Foote
The Bible Romances is an illustration of G. W. 
Foote at his best. It is profound without being 
dull, witty without being shallow; and is as 
indispensible to the Freethinker as is the 
Bible Handbook.

Price 2/6 Postage 3d.
Well printed and well bound.

PR IESTCRAFT:
B y  0 . R. B O Y D  F R E E M A N .

i
! ________________________________ _ ..........................................................._

Ì Tint Pioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, K.C.4. Í

11

i MR.. FREEMAN write« with the glove« oft, 
and does not mince matter« when handling 

what i» really one of tbe greatest ctiMt from 
which modem civilization »afitn.

P rice— 6s. Cloth, postage 3d.

Paper is. 6d., postage 2d.

rf

^

| History of the Conflict 
Between Religion and 

Science
BY P roe. J. W. DRAPER.

This is an unabridged edition of Draper’s great 
work, of which the standard price is 7/6.

Cloth Bound. 396 Pages.

PRICE 2/-. POSTAGE 4 l /i d .

The Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4,

j  i  P rice— 6s. Cloth, postage 3d. |!

j  I Paper is. 6d., postage 2d. jj
l  j --------------------------------------------------- ---------- l

I T he P ioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4.; i
^  1 1 n-^ i) ii 1 1 ~m_ 11 ~l 1 j ■ _ «% ~i_ 1. , j ̂  d ^

( Mr. RAMSAY MACDONALD
I —  ON —1 .

I ¡SECULAR EDUCATION 1
i I 1

I \

ji Report of a speech delivered in support of f
; Secular Education. j

(Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.)

1

( P R IC E  :

) 6d. per 100, postage 3d. ; 500, post free
3s. 3d.

jfc « 1^« r

i
i
t
i[

• i
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A C H A L L E N G IN G  BOOK. READY NOW,

J ,
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1

l Cloth Gilt : : :
*

i Superior Edition bound in 
| Ful l  Calf  suitable for 
3 Presentation : : :

O P I N I O N S

Random  Reflections

and ^Vayside Sayings

h y

IK

!!
Jl

3/0  j All orders received before date of j 
i pub l ica t ion  will be sent post \

free.

CHAPMAN COHEN.

M

{ \

Ì

l

*

(5/- j
NOW  BEADY.j S E X  AN D  j j RELIGION |

i BY I

i 1
) GEORGE WHITEHEAD )

1
Author of “ A n E asy O u tlin e  of P sych o-An a lysis ,”  

“  S piritualism  E xplain ed ,”  etc.

(Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.)

Price 9 d. Postage id.

)

The Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4. |

Special Beduction.

PERCY BYSSHE SHELLEY
P O E T  A N D  P I O N E E R  

By HENRY S. SALT.

P ublished at 3s. 6d. P r ic e  Is. 9d.
Postage 3d.

Realistic Aphorisms and 
Purple Patches

B y  A R T H U R  F A L L O W S , M .A.

320 pages.

Paper Covers 3/6. Postage 4$d.

(All Cloth copies sold).

* ----

i The above forms the concluding part of “ Religion j 
and Psycho-Analysis.”  The three parts j

. 1-*(

i

will be sent post free for 2/3.

A Book every Freethinker should have—

{ BUDDHA The Atheist
B y  “ U P A S A K A ”

(Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.) 
P rice  O N E  S H IL L IN G . P ostage Id.

T he P ioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, K.C.4. *

Printed and Published by T he Pioneer P ress (G. W. F oote and Co., L td .), 61 I'arrlngdon Street, London, E.C.4.


