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Sodig Mistakes in Determinism.
ils interesting to find Sir Herbert Samuel confess-

in the Journal of Philosophical Studies, that he
;'as led to the study of philosophy through politics.
le confession docs credit to his intelligence. To
bulk of politicians one may safely assume that
i*ulosophy is a sealed book, and the philosopher a
Jcaniy impracticable sort of a fellow whose occupa-
jon serves, on a higher scale, much the same sort of
as a game of ping-pong or the solution of cross-
v’rd puzzles. It is a thing with which “ practical
llOn " —a synonym, in most cases for short-sighted
‘ffiioramuses—have no concern. “ The Republic”
(f Plato could have taught them better, so could so
~-at-able a work as Spencer’'s Study of Sociology.
;ut from what one reads and hears and sees of poli-
JIcans, Plato and Spencer count but for very little
11 cither their thoughts or their councils.
ft is because of this that we find men “ settling ”
T'cstions of national consequence which involve con-
| (frations of psychology, history, and—one must
"bispcr it—philosophy, in complete ignorance of
b'hat they are doing. Of course, here and there in
Te political world are men who realize that in deal-
InS with masses of human beings, with all that lies
.ebind and is involved in each mass, you are deal-
with fundamental qualities of human nature, and
|bat the philosopher, and not the vote-catching poli-
bciair holds the key to them. But the majority of
P°liticians are just simple, uninstructed vote-catcli-
men, alive to the needs of the moment, and that
jp all. The consequence is—the present state of
«Urope, and the world.
*

* *

and His Makers.

Sir Herbert’'s article deals with the question of
determinism, and in the succeeding and current
b'Stie there appears an essay on the same subject by
dr. b. M. Laing. Both discuss difficulties that would
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have no existence to either of them if they bad but
visualized Determinism correctly for themselves in-
stead of following the confused statements of other
people. Sir Herbert writes as a convinced Determin-
ist, and so, | think does Dr. Laing, although his
position is not quite clear. The former says :—

The causes that have shaped us have been incal-
culable in their number. Any man may have a
million persons among his direct ancestors in the
last thousand years, and he may have inherited char-
acteristics from any one of them. The separate influ-
ences which have affected him on any day that he
has lived may be numbered by thousands . . .
They spread out, and they stretch back through
time, beyond the range of computation and even of
imagination. If any of them had been different,
the man would be different, in however minute a
degree . . . Each human personality, then, is the
outcome of hundreds, thousands, millions of causes,
crowding upon each other and intermingling; some-
times reinforcing one another, sometimes in mutual
opposition, some powerful, some weak, some bene-
ficial, some harmful.

There is no doubt of Sir Herbert's position on the
general question.

* * *

What is Responsibility P

Sir Herbert Samuel’s difficulty has to do with an
attempted reconciliation of what is called freedom of
choice with Determinism. Dr. Laing’s difficulty is
connected with that of responsibility. Sir Herbert
says that everyone who has tried to think out things
is “ faced constantly with the problem of individual

responsibility.” Starting by “ accepting in its
essentials the determinist position . . . How can
we reconcile this principle with the fact that

we choose between this and that every moment
of the day? . . . So, too,, the power of choice is for
us, a fact. On the plane'of the universe, and from
the standpoint of the philosopher, things are deter-
mined; on the plane of daily life and from the stand-
point of the ordinary man, there is free will.” This
is the difficulty Sir Herbert seeks to solve in his
article.

Dr. Laing’s article deals with the assumed diffi-
culty of reconciling Determinism with responsibility,
and finally he solves the problem by asserting that
freedom exists “where the individual acts with a full
consciousness of everything relevent to his action,”
which, | think, is not a true statement of the
nature of freedom, and certainly does not express the
meaning of responsibility, since if that were so, no
one could be free, the person whose knowledge ap-
proached omniscience, if he did not actually reach it.

* * *

Freedom and Responsibility.

| have dealt with each of these issues in Determin-
ism and Free Will, but | think it will serve a useful
purpose to deal again briefly with each of them as
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raised by these two writers. Dr. Lang’s fundamental
error lies in making freedom consist of a knowledge of
certain psychological processes, whereas it has noth-
ing at all to do with it. Strictly, as Bain pointed out
very many years ago, “ Freedom ” belongs to
sociology, it is what Kant would call a contingent
truth. A man is free when he acts as his nature—
which includes all the factors named by Sir
Herbert Samuel—prompts him to act. He is not
free when he is constrained to act contrary to his
nature through force exerted from the outside. A
thief is “ free ' to steal if there is no one present to
prevent his stealing. It has nothing at all to do with
the determination of his actions in a strictly scientific
sense. A nation is a free nation, not because there
is an absence of determination, but only so far as
its “ laws,” the movements of its members, are not
ruled and determined by the arbitrary decrees of
some other nation. In every case freedom implies
the absence of a non-essential, arbitrary constraint.
So soon as the terms are carefully defined, particu-
larly with reference to the historical significance of
freedom, it is realized that the confusion arises
through importing into science and philosophy a tenn
which has relevance only to the phenomena of social
structures.
Dr. Laing says of responsibility: —

This idea is in practice expressed in the form of
approval and disapproval, and in a doctrine of re-
wards and punishments. Moral judgments, as well
as law and administration of law, repose, or at any
rate have reposed, on this idea, Deteminism has
never been admitted.

This is not true. The significance of responsibility
at law is quite clear. A person is responsible for his
actions when it can be shown that he is so far normal
as to be, or can be made to be, fully conscious of the
consequences of his actions. Thus, a child who
killed a man by emptying a dose of prussic acid into
a cup of tea which the man afterwards drank would
not be legally responsible for the man’s death. An
epileptic who caused a man serious harm by kicking
him while in a fit, would not be held responsible for
the injury. As a matter of fact, Dr. Laing admits this
when he says that the individual will be held respon-
sible when he is capable of appreciating what is sig-
nificant and important for social life. But surely this
implies that far from Determinism never having been
admitted, it is implied all the time. The opposite of
Determinism is not “ Freedom,” but “ uncaused.”
If that simple consideration had been borne in mind,
I think Dr. Laing would have written differently.

Freedom of Choice.

The confusion over the question of choice is rather
more gross. Because the Determinist holds that
choice, like everything else is determined by definite
and understandable conditions it is assumed there
can be no freedom of choice. | do not know how
many books | have read in which the writer argues
against some mythical Determinist, that if Determin-
ism is true there can be no freedom of choice, whereas
as we know that we constantly choose between two
or more things Determinism must be false. But no
Determinist who understood his case ever questioned
that there could exist and did exist freedom of
choice. | agree that it is a fact of everyday experi-
ence. To say that | choose, and to say that my
choice selects one course out of several is to say the
same thing twice over. To choose is to select, to
select is to choose, and the fact of choice is so patent
that | can conceive no one but a fool ever questioning
its reality. Freedom of choice is a fact, and it ex-
ists just so long as Tam able to act in the direction
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mv choice indicates. If T prefer a banar}_al\ tol 9
. c the other,
apple, and | am permitted to take one or ith
then my choice is free because no one interferes
its expression. But if I am forced to accept a
apple while preferring a banana, then my choice 1
not free, and there is an end of the matter.
| here has never been any discussion as to {rr%eedom
of choice with those who understood Detenniiugll
fhe guestion at issue is the determination of ci
riiich is quite a distinct question. The deter ~
tion of choice is a question of scientific fact, it
determined by a multitude of circumstances such a
Sir Herbert Samuel noles. But freedom of choicen
guestion of social freedom. It is whether | ami
mitted to indulge my taste in this or that direc
It says nothing whatever as to how the existence ~
this particular choice comes into existence. n
lot of trouble would be savedlif people would but
at a problem through their own eyes instea
through the eyes of others !

Chapman CoiiE

The Nature of The Physical
World.

A Reply to Mr. Chapman Cohen-

I HAVE not hitherto replied to any unfavour®
criticisms of my book, The Nature of the: PM
World or my Swarthmore Lecture Science anc
Unseen World. If my contentions are of value
will ultimately find their proper level without
tinual parental intervention to save them from
mined opponents—and, perhaps it should be addA
from over enthusiastic friends. Mr. Chapl {D
OGohien's five aiticles have} bowaverj teliuypted e~
break silence. He is a downright opponent; at
same time he is a fair-minded opponent, anxious”
avoid misrepresenting my meaning, and too si*l a
to strive after merely verbal triumphs. In sue
case there is an inducement to try to elucidate

er

position.
I have attempted to expound the conception of &
physical universe reached through present-/»

theories, and to examine how this new coacepv
reacts on our general philosophic outlook and 01l 1
tenability of religious belief. The passages
by Mr. Cohen make it clear that I do not SU
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, "ooriu
gives any positive grounds for religious faith.
it gives strong grounds for an idealistic philos’l
which, | suggest, is hospitable towards a spiritual *
ligion, it being understood that the guest must P
vide his own credentials. 111 short the new c° IiLtd,
tion of the physical universe puts me in a positiOlNC
defend religion against a particular charge, viz> ¢
charge of being incompatible with physical sdell
It is not a general panacea against atheism. 1 b’ j
to make clear something of the nature and coiiteu
the religious outlook that | am defending; but ul
my task ends. If this is understood, many of
points raised by Mr. Cohen answer thcniselvc-'

why, for example, science ” in my writing® j
usually restricted (quite explicitly) to phy@®
science. It explains my “ great readiness to tJ»

the present standing of certain theories of physic®
being final ” ; anybody can defend religion
science by speculating on the possibility that sen!
may be mistaken. It explains why | some!ll
take the essential truth of religion for granted;
soldier whose task is to defend one side of the ‘'
must assume that the defenders of the other side I*
not been overwhelmed.
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B j,lc cller tiling that has struck me in these articles
"n  °bscurity caused by vague use of the word
.materialism.” It might be said that “ religion”
tigSoa vague term; but at least | have made it clear
rf . llly variety of religion contains elements ob-
(oiill5 t0 ~ r* ('*'len> whereas | am altogether in
ay ,wbetber his variety of materialism contains
fan]Ceinen’s obnoxious to me. He reproves de-
]resers materialism for having set out to “ ex-
~ a biological and psychological phenomena in
s laws of chemistry and physics and so
&, . an impossible task.” “ Of course we cannot
there’ll everytbing in terms of physics; of course
"holl are re«ions where the laws of physics are not
fdl ~ applicable.” This happens to be the posi-
ts | S& out to establish. [If Mr. Cohen remarks
fid 12 bas been Preaching it for thirty years, he will
f nT answer already given : “ It is not a question
1Go sarting a faith that science must ultimately be
W jiClable with an idealistic view, but of examin-
0 at the moment it actually stands in regard
otig. His agreement with me is almost embarass-
(for" The laws that are, literally, made by science
rofessor Eddington appears to overlook the fact
a scientific laws are products of the creative im-
odfptlon) ¢ . .”  Surely it is Mr. Cohen who has
c~ked my chapter on World-Building with its
atfribon that the great laws of field-physics are
i@ -able to selection by mind, | even use the
fig Word “ creative  in referring to this mental
m our physical laws.
N c’°nfess that | do not see why, holding these
fis? Hr. Cohen calls himself a Materialist. If
an 1S Materialism, what views must one hold to be
o''ti-Materialist?  Apparently he attaches im-
“JrallCe to the fact that the domain of experience
lyj*. Is outside physical science is nevertheless
Co'll the sphere of other sciences; he harps on it
tonally- (This will have the hearty assent of
Sfre 'yb° claim that theology is the “ Queen of the
lifiidCeS™”) ~ut tbere is nothing hostile to the re-
herill3 °uti°°b in the suggestion that spiritual ex-
it ~nce has a science of its own, and that its basi:
ﬁEG'V' is a scientifi Hye is hostility in
N s"ggestion that it belongs to physical science,
iigj ..bat its God is physical machinery. There is
surprising in the fact that a religious person
(WM nlludcs to God as a scientific entity; Mr.
4 Presumably believes that 1 am some kind of
tific entity; but lie is polite enough not to fling
(, ‘Relevant epithet at me, in his dealings with me.
~ecrever science rules the mechanistic concep-
iVies. liaving rebuked those who limit science
~Pfeysigal science, Mr. Cohen now seems to join
it . ranks. It is physics that lias supplied the
p ‘auistic conception and is the recognized cx-
d. eat of it. Behaviour which is not determined by
V 2cal law is not the behaviour of a machine.
Sj lce the result. Mr. Cohen has spread the net of
¢) ace wide enough to include our spiritual experi-
e +ow, having secured the prey, science is
MNilove] down again and becomes identified with
djii "lecfeanistic conception. He confuses the issue
tj ,Tore by dragging in the word Emergence, which
tpfe't provide for any failure of mechanism—from
o {fathering of grapes from thistles to the doctrine
Jj transubstantiation. He introduces it with an in-
k @nt example—the emergence of wetness when dry
pj r’gien and oxygen combine to form water. But
pbfeysicist would apply the term emergence to pro-
si, 0s Which are the direct consequence of the con-
Ha ttion which physical theory ascribes to the sub-
It is a term likely to confuse those phen-
‘iuna which the mechanistic theory accounts for
[[( 1 those it does not—the emergence of wetness
M oxygen and hydrogen with the emergence of
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thought and feeling from a somewhat more complex
mixture of elements. Or, to take an example where
the verdict of science is still in doubt, there is a
definite scientific question whether the properties of
living organisms are completely attributable to their
physical constitution, so that (as Dr. Needham puts
it) they differ in degree but not in kind from inor-
ganic matter. To say that life emerges from inor-
ganic matter merely conceals the question.

Rather than wander further into the ambiguity of
Mr. Cohen’s terminology | will state the essential
problem in my own words. When we ask what
science can tell us as to the nature and structure of
the universe that we see around us, we must turn to
the physicist for an answer. It is a physical uni-
verse, and physics is the science which delves into
its ultimate constitution. It is no use turning to the
biologists, for they have no “ biological world ” to
bring forward in rivalry; they may be critical of the
physicist's conception of the constitution of things,
dissatisfied with it as an adequate basis for their own
studies (as the Vitalists are); but they have not in-
vented an alternative. Thus for our purposes
the distinctive feature of physics is that the ultimate
conceptions with which it deals can constitute a
world—a world so complete in itself that the question
arises whether it may not be the whole world. Its
laws and entities describe an activity which already
explains a large part of our experience and may be
confidently expected to explain much more. Crude
Materialism, which asserts that matter is the sole
reality, has been replaced by a modern Materialism
which asserts that the world built out of the con-
cepts of physics is the sole reality—that the whole of
experience is the interplay of these physical entities
fulfilling the laws of physics, and that's all there is

to it. That is the position | attempt to refute in my
book. | cannot, of course, go over the arguments
here. A certain difficulty arises because the con-

ceptions, and to some extent the methods, of physics
are still in a state of flux. For the way in which
this difficulty can be met the reader must, | am
afraid, tackle what | have written about “ exact
science.” (I will only observe that Mr. Cohen’s
method of looking out the words “ exact ” and
“ science ” in a dictionary, and putting the two
meanings together will not help him to grasp the sig-
nificance of “exact science.”) But in any case we
must presume that the Materialist, in asserting the
all-sufficiency of physical or mechanistic conceptions,
intends to rule out some conceptions as non-physical
and non-mechanistic; otherwise he is merely assert-
ing a truism; and in drawing the line the only guide
is the boundary of physical science accepted at the
present day.

Mr. Cohen deals at some length with my problem
of “ ought.” He says, “ of course, ‘ ought ' takes
us outside physics, but so does chemistry take us
outside physics.” The last statement is flatly denied
by scientists; chemistry is entirely inside physics.
The physicist accepts it as a matter of course that his
theory of the atom must deal with its chemical be-
haviour as much as with its magnetic behaviour, and
he ignores the historical accident that these two
manifestations of atomic structure were once studied
as separate sciences. Whether biology takes us out-
side chemistry is uncertain; the question will not be
settled by Mr. Cohen’s dogmatic affirmative. | am
glad that he recognizes so promptly the aloofness of
“ ought ” from physical conceptions, but his attempt
to depreciate this aloofness as something frequently
encountered in the extension of science breaks down.
Having condemned me for dropping into the com-
mon teleological way of regarding a body as owing
obedience to the laws of nature, he follows my ex-
ample with the amazing addition that the movements
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of bodies do not always do what they ought. “ Ex-
actitude is only accomplished in vncuo.” Not
at all; we believe that the laws of motion
are obeyed as exactly in disturbed systems
as in vacuo. The purpose of the physical

theory of the atom, for example, is not to ex-
hibit the atom as a thing in itself, but to exhibit its
mode of interaction with surrounding atoms. The
simple, but highly abstract, problems of uniform
motion in a straight line which are treated at the be-
ginning of physics only pave the way to the essential
subject matter interaction; indeed it is the modern
view that prediction of physical phenomena is only
exact when a very large number of interacting
elements are concerned.

Surely the problem of “ ought ” is plain enough.
Consider the whole universe which moves with no
interference from forces extraneous to itself (a point
which Mr. Cohen will appreciate). It conforms to
every law of physics or (again to suit Mr. Cohen) to
every mechanistic law of nature. Therefore, there is
no possible excuse for saying that it does anything
it ought not to do. Yet there is one jiart of the uni-
verse, namely Prof. Eddington, which according to
Mr. Cohen has done something it ought not to do;
and he has written five articles to point this out.
How can he, as a Mechanist, maintain this? He
compares my delinquency with that of a moving
body, say the earth, which describes the orbit pre-
scribed for it by laws of nature instead of moving
uniformly in a straight line—a standard supplied by
the “ creative imagination.” | still do not see why
the contemplation of my mental orbit should inspire
in Mr. Cohen a desire to alter it; nor why the reader
who watches our respective gyrations should be stim-
ulated to judge between us any more than the astron-
omer is stimulated to judge between Venus and
Jupiter. Finally, he advances the hypothesis, which
will stagger educationalists, that “ laws of logic are
based on the way in which the human brain would
function if it moved . . . free from all counteracting
influences.” | am not sure whether “ counteract-
ing influences ” comprise, for example, articles in
the Freethinker, or whether the term refers to inter-
ference from neighbouring body-cells. Mr. Cohen’s
statement means nothing until he tells us which ex-
ternal influences are to be regarded as counteracting
the brain’s logical functioning, and which are sup-
porting it by keeping it alive. At present his asser-
tion is equivalent to “ laws of logic are based on the
way the human brain would function if it moved
free from influences which make it function
illogically.” | presume that Mr. Cohen does not in-
tend to class all extraneous influences as “ counter-
acting 7 ; for in that case this perfectly logical brain
would be both uneducated and unable to live.

Eet me turn from Mr. Cohen to the reader. You
have seen the wonders of scientific invention and
machinery. You know something of the way in
which science has exposed in the stars, in the
flowers, in the body, and in the brain itself the same
principles of machinery and unerring movement. |If
you arc scientifically inclined you will revel in the
simplicity, the just-rightness, of the machinery which
underlies the varied phenomena around us. But
sometimes the admiration changes to anxiety. Is it
all machinery? Are we too machines that strut and
talk and fight and laugh as the hand of time turns
the handle beneath us? We had dreamt that we
were different; nevertheless we want, not dreams,
but the truth. Yonder there are two talk-
ing machines (Mr. Cohen and Prof. Edding-
ton) grinding out a flow of words. What does
it matter to us whether one has a more
standard pattern of machinery inside it than the
other? We may standardize and classify these
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machines and their products in an IffiRite variety ¢f
ways; but one does not go to the stake for aca
cation. Classification is not the answer to tha
pulse of “ ought,” which urges us to find the tr
and reject the falsehood, whether it lead to Pe
trust or dire pessimism, whether to frank agn8§
or an unseen power. The vital urge that 48!~
question, is thé answer to it. Is it all maclmidT
No, it is “ ought ” and “ truth ” that fill N
zon. These do not “ emerge” from the
machinery; they precede it. Prior to any Wl
istic conception of the human spirit, we nms
ceive it in ourselves as truth-seeking and restOl <
in its judgments. A particular belief may ghrrespon
with a particular configuration of atoms in
cell, but the mechanistic conception of the atomsc »
not be transferred into a mechanistic concept"j'i” r-
belief. The configuration of the atoms is an m

ent phenomenon; the belief matters. "
A. S. E ddington

Blind Man’s Bluff.

“ The rest is silence.”—Hamlet's dying words-
“ Are things what they seem?
Or is visions about ?

tICI§I\n

a bra»1

Is our civilization a failure ? itark
Or is the Caucasian played out?”—Bret * ~
Two things have ruffled me to-day. One is d\0&

vertisement of a chiropodist who offers to
corns of all sizes for half price, and the °~! Ujifl
newspaper article by the Rev. Peter Green, c'ia|
to the King and canon of Manchester, who
under the aggressive title ;: “ There is Another h jy
As | have no corns | cannot take advantage of a .
generous offer. Brother Green'’s article has
me because, until now, | imagined the most ~
dent people were citizens of that great Rc?$|>
where Christian martyrs dodge armed Prom
agents in search of a drink. (

A critic said of Macaulay the historian: * T "is
I were as cock-sure of one thing as Tom Maca" "j-
of everything.” And another critic, equally }
uent, remarked that the famous historian wr°te
style in which it was impossible to be trij
Macaulay, however, was an example of si»ll ji
modesty compared with Brother Green, wh°se
assurance would excite the envy of an Amc

estate agent. . .of

Consider the matter more closely. The queso .
human survival after death has interested B
for thousands of years. Yet the scientific v

not proven.” But Brother Green knows aH ,, Jic
the whole business. “ There is another >, b
chortles. No question about the matter at a ' d
he not chaplain to the King, and is he not  Aflw
Manchester ? Misguided folk, like Sm i~
Keith, who % A
by them during their student years,” may ,h
much and as hard as they like, but Brother Gic jjs
like Tennyson’s brook “going on for ever,” fitl, »
obedient congregation will pay their pew ren”™t

follow him through the golden streets of $
According to this chaplain to the n
“ mechanical view of the universe is deader Q)

Pharaoh.” If Brother Green means that 5>
idea that the Hebrew deity made the world w
days, and then had a day off like any other mc

is discredited, he may be right. He does not <
this, however, but is referring to the natur® ”
planation of the universe as opposed to the a Ae
supernatural account given in one of the many §
of the world. Canon Green is really attackhl a
scientists, but, being innocent of science, lie
presses himself as clumsily as a pavement af'ts*

cording the charms of a bloater.
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" Thr*r . . .
tev , are two views of the universe,” continues

by ,.luh’s sapient chaplain. “ One was advocated
niai'UXey’ anc® regards the universe as a great

This view, “ deader than Pharaoh,” is
far@Soke<?, anc™“ Science has once again found room
like reec’arn-”  And so Brother Green rambles on,
for a,(Uac™ doctor expatiating on the merits of a cure
g tunbago, rheumatism, sciatica, and other
tre Satltres provided by an alleged providence for

Paragon of animals and other mammals.

Mrs 1S nOWS tllat Professor Huxley regarded the uni-
p f as a gigantic sausage-machine, or any other

¥jQan'cal contrivance. His life-work lay in popu-
BrS the scientific knowledge of his day, particu-
tet eMo'utl®n, and he did this in language so choice
er- nf' st Professional authors would have given their
e%to have ritten half as well. Darwinism has

,SUccceded by post-Darwinism, but the theory
in"»tion still holds the field, and only very un-
hg.i*ctcd persons like Brother Green, and the in-
~ ants of Monkeyville, U.S.A., think otherwise.

iijna”nS cleared the conjuring-table of such paltry
¢ (Irrients as science, Brother Green rolls up his
te €5 to SP°W there is no deception, and produces
B 'Mevitable hat. “ There are three things,” he
fres “ which go together. They are god, moral
pi Oln> and immortality,” although the hasty
_InS of my copy of the newspaper suggests “ im
il’ralitv " |f you let one of these precious things
Ha0U cannot long retain the other two, or your own
Viilc". You will paint the town red, go to the
s, and finish up like the truly awful Robert
3L j ford, who, according to Brother Green, led the
H! v Oli the Christian religion during parts of the
r e°ntli and twentieth centuries.

'Hakes me feel like Napoleon crossing the Alps,

41 am speculating just how my Freethought col-

regard such history as written by a King’s

sst MY Tyron declared that military glory con-

ip."l H one’s carcase manuring a foreign field, and

> ‘aving one’s name spelt wrong in the newspapers.

g‘omiz’rllought and military glory appear to me to be in

IﬁéHay associated, for both ensure the pains of
@ordom without the palms of victory.

3 rl,at has all this to do with immortality? Nothing
- It is just utter nonsense; but Brother Green
ditly imagines that it helps to advance the argu-

L"! in favour of human survival. Dike the sailor

#o'ing ginger-beer, lie gets no forrader.” At

fj dd of his two-column article he falls back upon
Patter of his profession by saying :—

" A future life must always be a matter of faith
ni[d not of absolute demonstration.”

%tf it js, after all, but a matter of faith, why does

a rcVerend gentleman head his article : “ There is
. Otiler Life” ? He has contradicted himself, and
i as much nonsense as the limits .of two
5] Ulans permit. Remember, Brother Green is not a
§ 'P'e curate, but one of the higher ecclesiastics, and
At HSed to adorn the profession that he belongs to.
0  head of the printed page he dangles his decora-
q'ls> “ chaplain to the King and canon of Man-
ister,” just as seaside phrenologists style them-
«els “ professors ” and attach the greater part of
d alphabet to their names. It is all a piece of bluff,
hy i10 means artistically done. Yet it will not
0 - tickle the ears of the groundlings.”

&c llests may not be extraordinarily clever, but they
tp Wonderful showmen and take very good care of
o lllselves. As for the higher ecclesiastics, no class
‘ila,i lias a greater sense of personal comfort,
life 6 how these priests corner the good things of
One only needs to remember the palaces and
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town houses of the bishops, their seats in the House
of Lords, their lengthy holidays at the Riviera and
the sunshine spots of the world. Remember also
that England is studded with rectories and vicarages,
usually the most comfortable houses in their neigh-
bourhood. Think of the derelict and half-empty
churches of the City of London, and the handsome
salaries paid to the priests, who emulate the lilies of
the field because they toil not, neither do they spin.

Even the average “ reverend” enjoys a comfort-
able livelihood, and lives in a nice house. He has
just as much, or as little, work as he likes to do, and
if he chooses to spend three-fourths of each day read-
ing novels or visiting, there is no one to say him nay.
The word “ reverend,” used in association with such
men, is pure flunkeyism. To apply it to the common
parson, or prelate, is as absurd as to apply the term
“ All Highest” or “ Imperial Majesty ” to the pious
decadent who once controlled the destinies of the
German people. With all our boasted talk of fra-
ternity and equality it is high time that Democrats
realized that priests are the hindmost of the reaction-
aries, and a public nuisance in a modern state.

Once, clerks in holy orders lorded it over their
illiterate congregations, simply because they were
clerks. Nowadays, this position is reversed. The
clergy are seen to be badly educated. Doubtless,
they know “ a little Latin and less Greek,” but of
science and the broader aspects of modern education
they are mostly ignorant. Yet, owing to the supine-
ness of the electorate, these charlatans are permitted
to control the education of this country, and thereby
ensure respect for their sorry profession, and safe-
guard their salaries. In the gospel legend it is said
that Christ rode on an ass. Now, as Heine wittily
said “ asses ride on Jesus Christ.” Democracy can
never be the real master of its fate so long as it toler-
ates in its midst a tyrannical clerical caste, lagging
behind the best thoughts of the age in which we live.
Priests are no more entitled to reverence than the
woman who can show a blacker eye on a Saturday
night than any other woman in her alley.

Mimnermus.

The Keystone of Christianity.

Hell has been called the Bottomless Pit, yet there is no
doubt it, not Christ, is the Christian Church’s “ one
foundation ”—or the Christ is important only as a bridge
over, or rope to swing clear of, that terrifying and
eternal gulf. The purely mundane and moral Jesus may
be the operative exemplar in the lives of many less
primitive Christians; but for a vast majority still, the
free fire insurance given with this gifted son of God and
man, gives him that supreme importance in the minds
of the “ fundamentalists ” in pew and pulpit. Did not
the old Scotchman declare : “ A Kirk without a Hell's
no’ worth a damn!” And he was right; for there can be
no doubt the Church’s original purpose was to save souls
from Hell. For any other kind of salvation the Church
is about as helpful as our old funny friend the eager and
“ busy ” clown in the circus ring; how lie keeps “assist-
ing ” the supers from the rear, obstructing them in front,
in perfect, if unconscious satyre, of those more imposing
performers! In addition to the savage and semi-savage
referred to, there is a numerous class of people who are
indifferent to, or impatient, irritable, contemptuous of
the idea of hell. * Yes,” they say, “ hell on earth;
that’s hell enough for me!” Yes, but this is to confuse
the issue; these, arid all others, have to be kept to the
original Hell of Holy Scripture. All the others are
granted and remediable. On one, and only one, is the
world at issue, and the man who docs not believe in it
is no Christian.

The fact is, hell—I hate to mention it so often—is the
foundation feature of the mosaic of Christian faith, the
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keystone, as said. Feared at first, it is now almost one
of the beatitudes; No hell, no heaven; no cross, no
crown : So the Christian clings to the Cross, even the
fiery one: His burden will fall! What of the others?
Saved or damned; Thy will be done! It is well, it is
well, with my soul! Holiness without hell is not a per-
fect state of blessedness, as recent observations of my
own seem to prove : Encouraged, perhaps, by discus-
sions in the great dailies, our local paper has been allow-
ing letters on “ Is There a Hell?” Even a leading
article has inclined to the negative attitude—no doubt to
the dismay of many good people to whom hell, or what
it connotes, is dear. One says to thé writer : “ | admire
your little Nature sketches, but don't like you on your
controversial subjects.” We bow gratefully to the con-
scious and unconscious compliment and hypocritically
agree with our friend’s judgment, knowing the germ of
Freethought is in all the writing, and that the one kind
of writing balances, even makes possible the other. Also,
a worthy tradesman at his shop door, a reader and good
churchman, sees us coming down the street and averts
his head unusually : These little things tell, how, still
to Scottish hearts, how dear is hell : How :(—

“ From the lone shieling and the misty island, mountains

surround us and a waste of seas—
But not enough as yet, it seems, in my land, to quench,
tho’ cooled a wee, Hell's ancient bleeze.

(Anon, adapted.)
Andrew Millar.

Be Not Discouraged.

I would say to all the younger people who are moved
by ideals, and to all older people who have still some
youth of spirit or mind, and who are still in vital touch
with the on-going powers of life : Work out what is in
you to the very utmost of your power, in the wisest way
you can find of doing it. Whether what you hope to
accomplish will be accomplished or not in the world,
something very precious will be accomplished in you.
Whatever good you are moved to do, do it with all your
might. The engagement of your mind and soul in the
service of a noble purpose is always worth while,
whether it succeeds in the world or not.

Why does the world come to honour the sepulchre of
the stoned prophet and read the writing of the rejected
teacher? . . . One answer is that it is because the
world has grown better in the meantime. Some great
soul grasps a great idea far in advance of his age; he is
inspired with it; his whole life is a passion to incarnate
it. He is able to carry a few with him, but the multi-
tude cannot rise, it is too high for them; they may even
rebel, and the whole effort may be overwhelmed in the
disaster of reaction. This is the failure, but the success
is coming. That idea, so far as it is true, cannot be
lost; and if winter ensues, the earth will keep the seed
safe, and the spring is sure to come.

This is the history of great ideas, such as the idea of
freedom, or the idea of religious toleration. However
much opposed and overwhelmed for a time, they never
die. They come up again and again. And they win
the allegiance of the best men. So | would say to you
who value freedom, do not let a reactionary government,
do not let the apparent triumph of a dictator or a tyrant,
in any place or in any period, weaken your allegiance to
that freedom which is the prerogative of the human soul.
There are times when your promised land looks alto-
gether out of reach. Nevertheless keep your faces to-
wards it and march on. Do not be discouraged by old
men who have lost their faith and think they have
grown sensible; who have taken the loss of faith for the
attainment of wisdom . . . This is a blundering old
world, but what has been done for it by the souls of the
noble is not lost—Rev. T. Rhondda Williams.

If 1 seem to be a tactless and inconsiderate "fighter,”
| pray you to remember that “ conflict is the father of
all things,” and that the victory of pure reason over
current superstition will not be achieved without a tre-
mendous struggle,—Ernst Haeckel.
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Acid Drops.

Mr. J H. Thomas paid a visit to Walthamstow
week for the purpose of conferring upon the town
dignity of a Borough. As an advocate of peace, ang Uy
who does not believe in militarism, Mr. Thomas
inspected a military guard. One humbly asks, £
on earth a guard of soldiers is doing at a purely
ceremony ? We know it is customary, but all the "ijc
we wonder how long it will be before some of our P »
men have the courage to decline to take part m
military or semi-military displays? What is to
of talking about the horrors of war, the menace 0 ~
tarism, the desire to bring up the rising generation
a hatred of war, if the rising generation see so
occupying a place of honour at ceremonies tba
wholly civic in character ? The soldier is clean,
dressed, well-fed, and occupies the center of the Plc
We tieett not be Sofprised 'if Yoty people o 1P qd

A P . . cix
the belief that it is impossible for any nation to ~ 5
without a large army and navy. Dean Inge "-&
pressing the fear, the other day, that the new
tion know nothing of the horrors of the last war,
will therefore the more readily rush into a new_t__
We share the fear; but one way of guarding aggi Is,lé
would bring up a generation to whom military Par
formed no part of their civic education.

Mr. M. O. Sale, in a humorous weekly, says - t<’\
only indecent thing about bare legs, as bare legs> m -
sort of mind that thinks them indecent.” We cox*Mt
late Mr. Sale on passing a notion from the Frc”1” \
to a wider public. Maybe—who can tell 2—some ¢j'a’ jt_
distorted mind will get wholesomely re-adjusted W

The reconstruction of the educational system 1 a
says a religious journal, is meant to give childl@
better chance in life, spiritually as well as materia™a
Our friend adds: “ By common consent religiOll ' j3
vital part of education, and an essential factor in s°(illr
reconstruction.” And we are set wondering oW, j#
contemporary knows there is a “ common consetd
this connexion. Seeing that Jews, Atheists, 'and \-,6\0
sons indifferent to the Christian religion comprise &
large majority of the ratepayers, we can say that s
friend’s “ common consent,” is a figment of a P
imagination.  But, perhaps, “ by common (:orrpg]p)lg
only means—by common consent of priests and Pal , i
and of all other persons who arc financially depende”
keeping the Christian religion going.

According to a writer in a religious weekly, re-n”
of the .Scottish Churches “ has stirred Scotland to »
depths.” More accurately he might have said tin*
had “ stirred ” the comparatively small proportion ~
pious people interested in the Churches. All @c0 ,jGi
doesn’t consist of the pious. What the large PrOP°r (it
of Scots—the non-pious majority—are *“ stirred” a
is, what manceuvres the Churches may be contemp”,
ing as regards interference witli the liberty of the "T
churchgoers. When the pious unite, look out for 1
chief.

™ . e bl

e Methodist Recorder has been talking m “j-
about “ The Returning Missionary Tide.” Great ',
vests of souls are being reaped in the various f°r js
fields. But, alas! the money to pay for this Wor g
not coming in as it should. Methodist mugs are jo
scarcer, perhaps. Or else Methodists are beginniW”g
realize that money can be put to better uses anl
their own countrymen.

Speaking about the training of youth in Chri-
beliefs, the Rev. Pl. V. Capsey said that Jesus aPI*”
to children of all ages and stages of development.
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“»»end to his notice the Sunday-school gent who de-
plored the fact that it is deuced hard to keep children
betW\een the ages of twelve to fifteen in the Sunday
1\Wods. The Jesus appeal apparently gets worn a bit
"tadhare when children reach those ages.

Prif- J. Macmurray, Grote Professor of
1°Pty at University College, London denies that wha
Is best in our civilization comes from the auc

the contrary, he contends that :

. real origin of what we most value in our civil-
ization is to be found in the New Testament. Modern
Qvaluation is essentially Christian in origin. ,

Hie real roots of modern democracy are in Protestant
Reformation, the attempt of the Church to develop a
s°cial order in Geneva, the battle for religious liberty,
~d the effects of this upon other aspects of life. The
Jasic ideal was personal freedom.

Presume the “ basic ideal ” was responsible for the
AStation Of fjle pilgrim Fathers, the Blasphemy Acts,
1 compulsory Lord’s Day Observance.

~eG'bishop Lord Davidson had to use words of gentle
b, °ach to his rivals in business. Speaking at Ediu-
he said :__

When we speak of the wonderful and encouraging re-
'Ponse to the appeal of 1920, there is, of course, one
Rreat exception. In our endeavour to help forward the
Ihitment of our Lord’s great prayer, 110 helpful word
or act comes from the City of the Seven Hills.

Members of that Church will not even join us in
phtycr. Of course, they will tell us that the footpath

N s easy if we will do their bidding.

h, °rinary human being is puzzled at the different
il(Us °f truth and infallibility offered by establish-
y@Q'ts both depending on catching their followers

#L.0'l the Western Morning News and Mercury, we
u? the following extract of a letter from the Rev.
alter Greswell

Sir,—11,000,000 copies of the Bible, we have been told,

sold yearly. And yet it cannot be denied that it is

Ue least read, the least taught, and the least under-
stood of any book in the world.

n"s iR hardly a good advertisement for the work of

r,°llsands of parsons and the expenditure of huge sums

.d’'n°’ney on stipends. The Rev. Walter Greswell’s
"Rrks have our vociferous concurrence.

Jjg* amusing character in Mr. Hugh Walpole's book
"s i'lost is described as :—

She was one of those old women who are for ever
gapping the face of the present with the dead hand
me past.

“thinkers recognize tl e old lady, but she is not the
dividual written about by' Mr.” Walpole.

< lle Rev. Dr. Ryder Smith has been talking about the
N miSlry.°[ women,” and woman’s emancipation. Ilis
of view appears to be that these things are quite

( r'ght, but they must be approached very slowly and
tj*Mully. He thinks that men of the future will reckon
~mancipation of woman as this age’s chief achievc-
i.M'G- He believes that “ behind the movement for
r g woman her true place in life as man’s equal
Sere is the Christian impulse.” Christianity alone, he
jfps> among the religions of the world, “ admits and
I Gthes the full personality of women; it, and it alone,
]'s set itself so to change .the world as to make the
j Mice of that high principle possible.” Ye gods!
K i fancy a parson having the cheek to talk this kind
j» balderdash. The Bible itself, the writings of the
4rly- Christian Fathers, and the Christian Churches’
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traditional attitude to woman—each or all of them give
him the lie. The emancipation of woman never had the
slightest encouragement from the Christian Churches
in the past, nor is it getting any official encouragement
from these sources to-day. The *“ Christian impulse,”
on the contrary, has always been in the other direction,
and it is still set that way. Dr. Ryder Smith himself
is, we gather, in favour of doleing out to women only
tiny bits of equality and freedom at a time. And women
will require persistently to demand them, before he is
willing to release even these little bits.

At Kleinow, Brandenburg, a new use has been found
for the wireless. The congregation of the village
church have decided to dismiss the pastor, and to re-
place his presence in the Church by a wireless set. The
Church will receive sermons from Berlin. We commend
the device to Church congregations in this country.
We fancy if this were done 0l a fairly large scale we
should soon find the clergy advocating the abolition of
broadcasting religious services.

The Rev. A. J. Seaton, of the Wesleyan Sunday School
Dept., has been racking his brains over the decrease in
Sunday school scholars. He told a pious gathering that
the decrease was “almost entirely due to two changes
over which the schools had no control.” These were : the
decline in the population, and the shifting of the popula-
tion to new areas where there was inadequate provision
for religious instruction. It was remarkable, he
thought, that the decline had not been far greater. He
added : “ it is an amazing and a wonderful tribute to
the Sunday schools that, in post-war days, when so
many adverse factors had developed, they have been
able to hold their own to the extent they have.”

Mr. Seaton, you will note, said first that the decrease
was “ almost entirely due to two changes.” This im-
plies that the “ so many adverse factors ” which have
developed in post-war years are comparatively neglig-
ible. What are they? Mr. Seaton said they were: (1)
the decline of parental interest; (2) the decline of in-
terest in organized religion; (3) the change in Sunday
Observance, and (4) the rising level of secular education.
What is evident is that the first three are the results of
the widespread disbelief in religion. And it is this, and
not Mr. Seaton’s two changes, which is mainly re-
sponsible for the decline in Sunday school attendances
and membership. Air. Seaton is, no doubt, well .aware
of this, but his job was to make the decrease seem
comparatively easy to cure—which it is not, even with
the inspired aid of the B.B.C. and the altruistic help of
newspaper editors!

Nicholas Newcroft, in the New Chronicle of Christian
education, asserts that :—

Despite the historians of art and literature in the sug-
gestion underlying Browning’s Fra lJppo Lippi, or
Andrea del Sarto, it was more than the supremacy of
the Church and the resultant ban on pagan subjects
that made these thinkers in colour, from Giotto to
Bellini, fill their canvases with scenes and figures
drawn from the Old Testament and the New.

Air. Ncwecroft contends that the artists were attracted
by the “ matchless material ” which the Bible stories
offered. Quite likely some artists were attracted by
them. But just as probably others were, or could have
been, attracted by pagan subjects, but for the fact of
the Church’s bn on pagan literature. Still more prob-
able is that, but for the ban, and but for the Church
taking up their time with Biblical subjects, many of
the great artists would have painted masterpieces con-
cerning the universal problems and facts of human
nature and human society. The Church’s gain was the
world’s loss. Mr. Newcroft is evidently not aware that
the artists usually received explicit instructions what to
paint, the grouping of the figures, the colours of the
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robes worn by Jesus and the Virgin. The Church took
care it got what it paid for. What the artist did was
frequently to paint his favourite mistress as the Virgin,
but that is another story.

The New Chronicle (a Sunday school weekly) reprints
verbatim the Schoolmaster’s reply to our criticism of the
latter’s fears concerning a wholly secular system of
education. The heading our Sunday school contemp-
orary affixes to the reprint is : “ Our Allies in the Day
Schools.” This might, more accurately, have been:
“ Our Allies—the Parsons’ Lackeys.” A question we
would ask our contemporary is : Was it really wise to
print the reply, since the dreadful name of the Free-
thinker occurs in it five times ? Was there not danger in
thus bringing to the notice of Sunday school workers,
who know nothing about the religious boycott of this
paper, the obscene fact that such a journal as the Free-
thinker exists ? Why, some of them might be open-
mouthed enough to get a copy and read it! They
might thus acquire disturbing doubts as to the truth of
what they are asked to believe and what they persuade
youth to believe.

Another question for the New Chronicle. As it has
been bold enough to allow mention of the Freethinker,
will it now reprint our reply to the Schoolmaster? In
the interests of truth, fair-play, and freedom of opinion,
this should be done. If it is against so doing, will it be
good enough to explain why? Failure to reprint our
reply or to volunteer an explanation, will suggest to
readers that the New Chronicle’s code does not value
very highly the interests of truth, fair-play, and free-
dom of opinion.

Dr. Maria Montessori, who has been hailed as an edu-
cational reformer, has written a book called The Child
and the Church, explaining the way to educate the child
religiously by her *“ freedom” methods. A reviewer
points out that, as Dr. Montessori is a devoted daughter
of the Roman Church, " to be a good Catholic is the
horizon of her religious ideas.” We are inclined to sus-
pect that Dr. Montessori’s methods are deserving of less
praise than our educationists have given them. Her
“ freedom for the child ” methods appear to resolve into
mere notions for making the child interested in acquir-
ing knowledge. = Whereas, the kind of education re-
former badly needed is one who will show children how
to acquire carefully prepared “ facts.”

Art, says Mr. H. H. Holden of Birmingham, " is
merely the doing of a thing with taste and judgment.”
And we are set wondering whether “ lying to the glory
of God” is an art or merely a craft. It is usually
crafty, not to say artful.

A little time back Mr. James Douglas explained that
on three occasions, when he was given up by Harley
Street specialists, God saved him in response to prayers.
Now he writes in high praise of his recovery from some
kind of an indisposition through the scientific treatment
he received in hospital. Now we are left in doubt as to
whether James Douglas has thrown God overboard, or
God has got about tired of Janies Douglas. On lines of
probability we should say that God has got tired of
Douglas. But the really great thing remains. Douglas
is still there to help and advise a troubled world, and we
can face the future with equanimity.

A week or two ago the British and Foreign Bible
Society was feeding the press with its enormous sales
of the Bible, and great influence it had on the peoples of
the world. Of course, most of this was sheer bunkum,
as we pointed out, and we had not long to wait for the
British and Foreign Bible Society to confess as much.
The other day the General Secretary of the Society was
addressing the Methodist Church Congress at Bristol,
and his song was different. There was, he said, an

THE FREETHINKER

October 20, 1929

alarming growth of Secularism. It had swept over the
world with all the force of a tidal wave.

The feet of the Christian Church were being cripl'k'b
its hands paralysed, and its wings broken by Sed!*
rism. It was a deadly disease, eating into its VI
force.

So it does not look like the influence of the Bible *
maintaining Christian beief is quite so great, after a
and Secularism after being killed by all the champiil
of Christendom over and over again during the past ha
century or so, appears to be still very much alive.

In a review of The Protestant Faith and
by R. Pyke, the author is quoted as stating that j
fundamentalist it is who is sapping the foundation
Protestantism, while living within its borders. N
is true, but perhaps not in the way intended by
Pyke.  The fundamentalist is the genuine Chris ¥’
naked and unashamed; he has not adjusted him~
like Protestantism, to his new environment which is »
modern world. Bishop Barnes and Bishop Gore
see, that if their faith is to survive, it must adopt
Darwinian theory of “ protective colouring.”

There is a passage in Something Attempted, by ,
Gerard Hopkins, that is a brief criticism of our
hypocrisy. It is worthy of record in “ Acid Drops,
by a little imagination, can be made to fit the atti
of public men on public questions :— .

What's wrong with us, Monica, with my V'hﬁ
damned generation? We're all tied up in beastly * s
we're all self-conscious, and so afraid of making 1 ly
of ourselves that even to speak of love, as we
want to speak of it, passionately, make us afraid. jO
can't | say what | feel, why can’t | do what | vViltl{
do? I'm not really afraid that you'd laugh at n®&> je
I'm terrified that | should laugh at myself ¢ ¢« Il
all so proud of not having illusions, and we sniggér \C
wink at our beastly little selves, and all the time "
nothing at all.

O Man! while in thy early years,
How prodigal of time!

Misspending all thy precious hours,
Thy glorious youthful prime!

Alternate follies take the sway,
Licentious passions burn;

Which tenfold force gives Nature’s law,
That man was made to mourn.

Look not alone on youthful prime,
Or manhood’s active might;
Man then is useful to his kind,
Supported is his right :
But see him on the edge of life,
With cares and sorrows worn,
Then age and want—oh, ill-matched pair !-
Show man was made to mourn.

Many and sharp the num’rous ills
Inwoven with our frame;

More pointed still we make ourselves,
Regret, remorse, and shame!

And man, whose heaven-erected face
The smiles of love adorn,

Man’s inhumanity to man
Makes countless thousands mourn!

Robert Burn™

Pointing to another world will never stop vice °,n W

us; shedding light over this world can alone help
IVhitnian'

Great effort for great motives is the best definit'Ol
a happy life.—Charming.
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Testimonial to Mr. Chapman
Cohen.

" some years there has been a generally expressed

“re OlL the part of Freethinkers to give a tangible
Session of their regard for Mr. Cohen and of their
&Ppreciation of his work.

1 Oie National Secular Society’s Conference in
I%l IIJIe question of a Testimonial was raised, but
3B vetoed by the President (Mr. Cohen) himself.

the 1Q29 Conference another form and method
O\Hdanie the President’s objections, and a resolution
uianimously and enthusiastically passed heartily

~Proving the proposal, and suggesting the forma-
N1 °f a small Committee to carry the matter through
a 'arge and successful conclusion.

TIIere is no need to recall here Mr. Cohen’s able,
St IUoi's and unselfish work for Freethought during
the Past forty years. This is known to, and appre-

ath hy every Freethinker and Rationalist through-

me world—especially by the elder generation,

'I0 have watched it for so long. His numerous
,°r’s are read all over the world; for thirteen years

lias been President of the N.S.S., and for fifteen
, @s has carried on single-handed the task of edit-
the Freethinker.

1 Hc altar of freedom, and has left the giver a poor

W Had he wused his talents in other
vl of life, they would have brought him much

P cfiul wealth; he has had only the goodwill of his
fell,

This work has been a sacrifice

w thinkers and workers.

e opportunity is now presented to Freethinkers
Sive Mr. Cohen a more solid indication of their
Ipfcciation, and the Committee issue this appeal in
Conviction that it will bring a prompt and liberal
HS‘Ponse. it is hoped to raise a sum that will not
(Hly represent a full expression of the high opinion
| rfictthinkcrs have of Mr. Cohen and his work, but
} sufficient to make his future secure against the
~ that usually befalls the Freethought propagandist
"0 has given himself a necessary labour that will

be properly appraised when the world no longer
it.

C°’'nmittec:—Messrs. C. Bush (Weston), Il. Jessop

(l.ceds), F. E. Monks (Manchester),
J. Neate, C. G. Quinton (Rondon),

and T. Robertson (Glasgow).

on. See..—Mr. W. J. W. Easterbrook, " Hill-

field,” Burraton, Saltash, Cornwall,
to whom all communications and
donations should be sent. Cheques

and Money Orders should be crossed
National Provincial Bank. Acknow-
ledgments of all subscriptions will be
made in the Freethinker.
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The above represents a complete list of subscrip-
tions up to October 14. | have to express my
thanks for the tone of many letters received, from
some of which, with the editor’s permission | hope to
guote next week. W .J.W .E.
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TO CORRESPONDENTS.

S. Roberts—We commented at the time the myth was pro-
pounded on Horatio Bottomley’s statement that he might
have been the President of the N.S.S. He stood about as
much chance of occupying that position as he did of be-
coming Archbishop of Canterbury. The next candidate
for the post will be Billy Sunday or the Bishop of London.
We presume it is part of the game of playing the wild
and reckless youth, who just pulled up in time. The re-
ligious analogy is the converted sinner who reels off
catalogue of imaginary crimes in order to enhance his
value on the evangelistic platform.

J. Gunther—You would have no rights over a cemetery
that was the property of a particular denomination. In
a Churchyard—Church of England—your right would ex-
tend to going without the religious service on giving
proper notice. In a public cemetery any service consonant
with public order is quite legal. The answer to your
second question is, No.

D. P.S.—t is well to read all history with a moderate su

of salt on hand.

R. Chapman—\We greatly appreciate what you say, and
agree with your comments, but, for the present, at least,
we had better treat the letter as private, and not for

publication.

E. A. PhipSON—You must have read the Freethinker very
inattentively if you have discovered nothing but advice
as to what you are not to believe. There is scarce any
article that does not go beyond this.

B. A. Millechamp, IT. Silvester, and Others—Glad to
have your appreciation of what has been done. But for
the present the best policy is to let the matter rest where

it is.
Sugar Plums,

To the editor the least attractive part of the present
issue is the matter which occupies the centre page.
It concerns Mr. Cohen, and he happens to
be the editor. Were it someone else, his feelings would
be different. But it is inserted at the request of the
Committee, and there seems no reasonable ground for
refusal. All Mr. Cohen desires to say at present is this.
Elver since the close of the war, there have been sug-
gestions that something of this kind should be done.
In 1920, two substantial cheques were actually sent as
a beginning, but these were diverted by the editor to
the Sustentation Fund, which he considered of greater
moment. Year by year the suggestion has been brought
forward, and at the last Conference of the National
Secular Society, Mr. Cohen gave way to the proposal.
It should be said that he has all along felt with the
deepest appreciation the good feeling such suggestions
indicated. His work has brought him many friends,
and that together with labour for a Cause that one
loves he has always valued highly, although not talk-
ing largely about it. All he wishes to hope now is that
the statement of the Committee will not be too long dis-
played; it is not the kind of thing which the editor
desires to see for too lengthy a period. It will, there-
fore, appear for a few weeks only.

To-day (October 20) Air. Cohen will lecture, afternoon
and evening, in the Chorlton Town Hall, All Saints,
Alanchester. His subjects are “ The Savage in our
Alidst,” and *“ Christianity’s Crowning Crime.” The
meetings have been well advertised, and we hope to be
able to report the usual good audiences.

On Friday next (October 25), the debate between Mr.
Chapman Cohen and Air. Shaw Desmond on *“ Does
Alan Survive Death?” will take place at the Caxton
Hall. Tickets for the numbered and reserved seats are
2S. 6d. each. Other seats are is. 6d. and is. each.
Those who wish to make sure of good seats should get
their tickets as early as possible.

We have been reading with great interest the" Fifty
Years of Freethought,” which the editor of the New York
Truthseeker is running through that journal. In the
instalment for September 28, there is a passage that
concerns us. It is yvritteu in connexion with a Air.
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William Bowne, ex-Episcopalian minister, who PO
the staff of the Truthseeker. Of him, Mr. Alacdou
says :— 0]
And he did not always recognize the riﬂwt of
credit for what they had written, contri
stories to the Children’s Corner, and signed ore
originated with Mark Twain. Worse still, he
section of good matter from Chapman Cohen’'s G'a ([IC
of Freethought, which undetected by me went in° {
paper as an editorial article. Mr. Cohen’s letter 0 j
buke was as mild as could be expected, and althotts™
assured him that | was also a victim of deception, free_
has not been through his paper, the London*
thinker, the same exchange of cordiality ""'“bwk
Truth Seeker as when his predecessor, G. W
was its editor. icktit
We remember the matter quite well, but the
happened several times before we called Mr. Macdon*
attention to it. All we asked was that the usual coUr ~
of acknowledging the paper or book from which
%&Ie was taken should be given. Mr. Macdoh®
r was quite satisfactory, and his description 0 #
contributor raised a smile. Nothing was farther
our mind than any reflection upon Air. Macdonald 1

self.

The only surprise we had on reading the abovej!'‘t
Air. Alacdonald should think that we had any II' oL
feeling about the incident, or that he should have ¢
eluded there was any lack of good feeling on Qtr P j
towards the Truthseeker. So we can assure ii® |j
on these points lie is quite in error. The incident i
had quite passed out of our mind until recalled by ~
Macdonald’'s note. And we have nothing but j
warmest of feelings towards the oldest FreethoG’
paper in the world, and the men, who under Mr* f 3
donald’s able leadership, are putting up so gallal®s
fight against the ancient enemy of human ProNr\e
We trust that Air. Alacdonald will accept what we jl'
said as an exact expression of our feelings towards
self and his paper.

We publish, this week, Professor Eddington’s rep#
to Mr. Cohen’s criticism of his book, The Nature d t'C
Physical World. Professor Eddington is one w .
foremost scientists in England, and his article M tII||s
issue of the Freethinker is the only reply he has
to any of the many criticisms passed on his work, i
for that reason, the more noteworthy. Air. Cohen
deal with the reply next week.

The Bishop of Wakefield writes :—
The Bishop of Wakefield desires to inform the edir
of the Freethinker of a misquotation from some *
marks of his on oandlio tif  xvne i NA* ]_'Llsald
columns of that paper on October 6.
that he hoped that on democratic principles, the rig"
of parents would be respected. He did not mell*
priests at all in his remarks. .e
We gladly insert the correction and place it hérp
cause of its greater prominence, R was a misquotatio”
in a daily paper that misled us. R would be unfair 10
make further comment.

We are asked to announce for the benefit of h';1",,
Secretaries, that Air. Whitehead's present address
Goldsmith Road, New Southgate, N.n.

Air. Rosetti had a very successful meeting at Leic"-
on .Sunday last. His lecture on “ Where arc the God*
was greatly enjoyed by those present, and the quest
iug showed the interest taken.

We are asked to call attention to a desire on the I*,(
of some Freethinkers to form a Branch of the N-S-S-
Paisley. Those who live in this district are asked .
communicate with Air. R. T. White, 23 Kolnside Roilp
Paisley. To further the movement a public meeting
to be held in the Co-operative Hall, Bank Street,
October 22, at eight o’clock, which will be addressed .
Air. E. Hale, of Glasgow. We hope that all Freetliill'j
in the neighbourhood will attend. If they do the
will be filled.
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~an's Resemblance to the Ape.

It is constantly asserted that the upright posture of
ttle human race distinguishes man absolutely from all
loner forms of life. Most Europeans derive what
Irst hand knowledge they possess regarding apes and
uionkeys from their observations of these animals in
captivity. Those, however, who have studied simian
he in its native home are agreed that the higher
apes have, for all practical purposes, attained the
Cledt posture. Moreover, there are various anatom-
‘cal features of the human form which suggest that
1*s framework represents a modification of that of a
~1footed ancestral organism,
hhe earliest backboned animals that appeared on
Ollr planet moved through slush and slime on bodies
jUpported by primitive limbs.  With the ancestral
1lds the fore-limbs became converted into organs of
*Sht, while the hinder limbs were retained for loco-
riction on the earth’s surface. Among the mam-
"als the extremities have been adapted for move-
Inei'ts of several kinds. Some have been modified
luto organs of rapid progression, while others have
ecn  transformed into climbing and swimming
°rBans. Sir Arthur Keith mentions two mammalian
Cfeatures—man and kangaroo—that carry their bodies
il a strikingly peculiar manner. “In both, he states,
; tlle hinderpair of extremities has become specialized
Or_locomotion, but there is no real resemblance in
the,'F styles of progression nor in the manner in
1JIC1 ~ie body is carried. In man only have the
W cr limbs been brought into line with the body, so
that thigh and trunk form a pillar perpendicular to
e Kround on which he treads.”
ltail's upright position is clearly the result of a
] Gouged and complicated evolution. To the
adorn morphologist the transformation from a quad-
Pedal mode of motion to that attained by man in-
}f"’.CS a complete rearrangement in the bodily organ-
:au°n- For, when a four-footed animal is moving,
visccra are held in position by the muscles of the
S~cs an(l surface of the body. Placed upright
Hie internal organs would tend towards displace-
Ld. Consequently, the evolution of the erect post-
q4.e "as accompanied by muscular modifications.
respiratory organs also underwent change,
j s, the human chest has become differently shapen
Nri'at of quadrupeds. Also, the nervous mechanism
n"ci> regulates the blood supply among lower mam-
, Si'as been materially modified to meet the require-
‘nts of the higher mammal, man. The vertebral

diiin or backbone has likewise undergone im-
~'faiit  changes. Our illustrious anatomist, Sir
ijtluir Keith, assures us that: “ There is not a

JIL> muscle, joint, or organ in the whole human
"y, but must have experienced a change during the
?bition of our posture.”
& ' den and where did these transformations occur?
ti’riainly in the dim past, and very probably in
°P'cal conditions. The fossil records of man’s as-
uri the researches of comparative anatomists and
~t'oryologists; and last, but not least, the dispassiou-
sbidy of man’s kindred in their natural surround-
o/'"these are the keys to unlock the secrets of
s genesis and development.
r’f. Keith has enjoyed the inestimable advantage
f ~“Welling in the Malay Peninsular, a region whose
Csts are peopled by many species of Primates,
"'ikeys everywhere abound, and there the eminent
tionist took mental notes of simian behaviour.
§ I0ligh each species of ape or monkey possessed
a "c special mode of progression, still, there remained
br5e,leral uniformity in their movements along the
Neilches, or in leaping from tree to tree. Keith
J*td that while the common monkeys moved on
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all fours, employing their posterior extremities as
aids to progression, the gibbon walked, on the big
branches on its lower extremities or legs, with its
body erect, and its remarkably long arms extended
above its head to grip as it passed the arching
branches for support. And when seeking safety in
flight, the gibbon used its large and powerful arms
as its chief aid in escape. “ It was marvellous,”
writes Keith, “ to see how it could swing itself from
branch to branch and from tree to tree, often
bounding thus across an interval of forty or
fifty feet. The ordinary monkeys were hori-
zontal in posture of the body, but the gibbon
was upright. Eater, when investigating the
anatomy of the animals of the jungle, to ascertain
whether or not they suffered from the effects of
malaria, the writer had his attention arrested by the
remarkable manner in which the gibbon and the
ordinary monkey differed in structure of body. In
the gibbon the viscera of the abdomen were fixed and
arranged much as in man; the muscles of the belly
wall had the disposition seen in man; the thorax was
flattened from back to front; the spinal column had
the chief features seen in man’s skeleton. As
regards the features just enumerated the monkey re-
sembled the dog rather than the gibbon. There,
then, is a most important fact—a certain stage in the
upright posture has been attained in the gibbon. The
gibbon is an ape adapted for an upright posture,
amidst arboreal surroundings.”

In certain respects the gibbon is the most primitive
of the manlike apes, and it serves to link up the
greater anthropoids, the orang, gorilla, and chim-
panzee with the lower monkeys. That the gibbon’s
departure from the general type of monkey structure
is of ancient standing is demonstrated by this ape’s
fossil remains revealed in Miocene rocks deposited
several million years ago.

The greater tailless apes also possess the erect at-
titude. Many onlookers, however, who have seen
them in cages only, and marked their shambling
motions in these artificial surroundings have formed
quite erroneous conclusions concerning their natural
posture. We are assured that in a state of nature
they stand practically erect, although they differ in
their manner of walking. That long-armed anthro-
poid, the orang, uses its upper extremities extensively
in its progress through its arboreal home. With the
chimpanzee likewise the arms are largely requi-
sitioned in locomotion. On the other hand, the leg
of the gorilla is better developed, and the foot bears
the weight of the body. It is also less pliable than
that of its brother apes. Obviously, each has varied
in different directions to meet the requirements of its
particular environment.

That man has ascended from a four-footed forebear
is evidenced by the rudimentary or vestigial relics
still retained in his bodily framework. Next to that
wonderful conundrum : “ Which came first, the hen
or the egg?” scarcely anything has excited so much
popular amusement as the seemingly triumphant, if
inane query as to how a monkey-begotten man ever
managed to doff his tail. Now the tail of vertebrate
animals is an external prolongation of the backbone.
All the segments of this vertebral column which ex-
tend beyond those to which the posterior limbs are
attached are caudal or tail vertebrae. These tail
bones, four or five in number, although reduced in
size and form, lie hidden beneath the human skin.
Until it reaches the age of six weeks, the embryo of
the human babe displays a tail extending from the
body’s surface. This caudal appendage appears most
pronounced when the undeveloped child is about a
month old. At birth, and in some instances later,
a depression in the skin denotes the spot where the
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tail has withered away. Prof. Keith reminds us that
sometimes during dissection vestigial muscles may
be traced passing to the tail which are equivalent to
the caudal muscles of more lowly organisms. *“ Well
authenticated cases are on record of children who
have been born with true tails, such cases are rare, and
the tails are little better than soft string-like append-
ages, but their structure, and the fact that they form
a continuation of the backbone, leave no doubt as to
their true nature.” (Keith, The Human Body.
p. 80).

Wonderful to relate, the tail of the man-like apes
has dwindled to a greater degree than that of God’s
own image. With reference to the tails disappear-
ance in the higher Primates, Prof. Keith, not as the
scribes, but as one who speaks with authority, as-
sures us that the attainment of an erect posture
necessitated its loss. Now, if a monkey be held up-
right its visceral organs descend, and demand sup-
port from below. The muscles which close the
hinder part of the body are those that depress the
caudal appendage, and when the tail is depressed the
animal can support or enclose the contents of the
abdomen. In man, the great apes, and gibbon, the
muscles that depress the tail stretch over the pelvis to
support the abdominal or belly organs in position.
So soon as the upright position developed the caudal
organ ceased to function as a balancing instrument,
and the body’s centre of gravity became greatly
altered. The tail muscles were now needed to sus-
tain the visceral structures and the appendage was
reduced to its present vestigial state, and significantly
enough, as already noted, it has dwindled more in
the apes than in man.

When surveyed superficially, the skeleton of the
gorilla widely departs from the human form. Yet,
when we carefully examine the giant ape’s anatomy
we discover that the entire structure is modelled in
human likeness. Every bone in the gorilla’s body,
and even the skull of the younger specimens testify
to the ape’s kinship with humanity. All the organs
of the body and brain have clearly been adapted both
in men and apes to meet the special requirements of
their lives. It is a melancholy reflection that the
higher apes tremble on the verge of extinction, and
when their race is run, a wide gulf will separate man
from his living relatives. Fortunately, science has
been able to study them in time.

The affinity of man and anthropoid has been
further emphasized by the recent discovery that
various diseases previously regarded as special to
humanity also infect the apes. That deplorable dis-
ease syphilis is one of these maladies. Monkeys
suffer slightly only from this scourge, but the orang
and chimpanzee are susceptible. Prof. Griinbaum
and other investigators have proved that the manlike
apes are subject to several of the infectious ailments
of mankind.

Prof. Nuttall, again, has established the close re-
lationship of man and ape in various experiments
with their blood. Moreover, striking evidence has
been furnished during the last thirty years by the
direct study of the early embryological stages of apes
and men. Prof. Selenka devoted time and a fortune
to researches on ape embryology, and several scien-
tists, both in England and abroad, have recently pub-
lished memoirs on human embryos less than a fort-
night old. It has thus been demonstrated that not
merely “ is the uterus of the anthropoid and mankind
similar in form, but their embryos become implanted
in an exactly similar manner, a manner which is
only known to occur in them.” Many further evi-
dences are available of man’s kinship with “ the
beasts that perish,” but these may be submitted at a
later date. T. F. Palmer.
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Bishop Barnes on The Church
and Modernism.,

Witii the ardour of an Apostle, Bishop Barnes c°
tinues to pursue his self-imposed task of endeavo
ing to persuade his Christian brethren that what
calls Modernism is the only logical position
thoughtful Christians in the Church to hold, in t%es
days of general enlightenment. Preaching ni i
mingham Cathedral on Sunday, September 29
Barnes declared that “ The world scheme which 0
grandparents accepted has crumbled. A seC
Renaissance has given us a wholly new understau
ing of the origin and structure of the universe ant
this globe.

“ The history of life on this earth and' mans %
lation to the process, constitute knowledge wn
many still find strange and disturbing. A new c
mology has inevitably destroyed old beliefs, and
made others seem so archaic in their setting 1
they are quietly ignored.” Consequently we mr~»
assume from this that the modern Christian has 8
to throw overboard the Bible story of creation,
story of the alleged Fall of Man in the Garden 3
Eden, and any other Biblical stories that are eit'®
opposed to the plain teachings of modern science,
to common sense.

The Story of the Flood, The Tower of Babel, th
Confusion of Tongues, and the Plagues in Eg)'l
assuredly come under this category.

Dr. Barnes makes bold to say, “ the notion d'g|
nature is ruled by blind mechanism is now genet*
alike, in the street and the pew.” But he goest?g
to declare. “ Religious people seek to escape that
menace to faith of such a belief by asserting
God does occasionally intervene by supernatural a”
to.assert His Sovereignity.” Then by a Sort of SI*
dig at some of his learned brother prelates® @8k
priests he says. “ Some assert that God by pflcS
meditation consents thus to intervene.” But d°~
He? Dr. Barnes seems to infer not; although
immediately goes on to say that, “ The supreul3”
of God over Plis creation is the primary conviction
the Modernist. For those who see the Rcfo;k&|
tion teaching in the light of modern knowledge
mechanical sacramentalism as transubstantiation
mains unbelievable.” Every Freethinker would
prepared to endorse the last part of the ah3
declaration without the consideration as to* whom
the Christian God or any other conceivable Dcl ,,
has supremacy over what is called “ His creation-

“ Follow the light,” cried the Bishop. “ Put
hind you beliefs of the religious twilight which
persist in Latin Catholicism. They are not Christ
and they have no future. Put behind you equa
Fundamentalism, that product of ignorance and 1 <
Erasmus had no belief in verbal inspiration, nor, .
Luther. It comes from the middle ages, not froai
the Reformation. To-day it alienates our though tb
young people because they cannot go freely to tk
Bible to take what satisfies their spiritual neeégie‘\';ot
to ignore the rest.” But the question is, diu o
all sections of the Christian Community regard
Bible as God's Inspired Word until well into d
middle of the nineteenth century—until nr.
Bishop Colcnso produced his famous work cntItIeCI
The Pentateuch and Book of Joshua Critically
amined in 1862, which caused a great sensation,

Dr.

was condemned by both Houses of Convocation, * (
its author declared deposed? It does not 1""".
much whether Erasmus or Luther believed °r je

believed in the Verbal inspiration of the Bible,
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inG 101l %>" Did they believe the Bible to be God’s
all*”™ Word>and that it was substantially true in
1s Parts?” If so, it has been handed down from
theCrat"™*n t0 generation until the present day, and
"r \ast lllaj°rrty of Christians still describe it as
rat S Word,” and will not listen to any
crit™03” crN'CISm h; or if they do, will regard the
t'10as a “ wicked unbeliever? It is all very well
p ell the modern Christian to put behind him
*f amentalism, but if he is going to give up any
aiTlon “ ~ods Word " as “ the product of ignor-
.*CG and fear,” where is he going to stop? If he
Ves IIP the absurd miracles of the Old Testament, is
j- edually free to give up the absurd miracles of the
egve Can he give up belief in the Virgin birth
1 the Resurrection and still remain a Christian and
Member of the Church? Can he give up the story
Jesus feeding five thousands of hungry persons on
foo ~avcs and two small fishes, and still be a

lie°'Mr  ~le mce”™ and lowly Jesus? Can they be-
| I>that two persons possessed of devils rebuked

jhsils and said, “ What have we to do with thee
J 95> ~10u Son of God—art thou come hither to tor-
ent Ms before the time ” ? But the devils besought
jMU laying, “ if thou cast us out suffer us to go into
e herd of swine,” and Jesus did as the devils
Uested, and “ the whole herd of swine ran violently
wn a steep place into the sea and perished in the
‘aters.”  (Matthew viii, 28 to 32.)
And we may ask, what had the poor pigs done to
jCserve such treatment, and what compensation did
'siis make to the proprietor of these poor unfortu-
ji3 ¢ swine? Can Christians disbelieve the story
laf Jesus opened the eyes of the blind, made the
peaf to bear and the dumb to speak, and the dead to
nie °ut of the grave, as in the case of Lazarus, and
remain sincere members of the Church ? But let
s consider further what Dr. Barnes maintains. He
Says that Modernism *“ takes the right of private
ulgment which men won at the Reformation and
'ns that right to the illumination of the inner light
vnd  the new aspects of the truth of the century.”
Modernism gives the Christian the right of private
I'Mgment on all questions of religious dogma, can a
P'istian disbelieve in the fundamental teachings of
. € Church and yet remain a consistent and true
ollowcr of His Lord and Master?
finally, Bishop Barnes says, “ Modernism starts
"tli a trust in God which can now be based on the
nowledge that modern science does not exhibit the
‘sniverse as a mere mechanism. Once such trust is
~gained all superstitious practices and beliefs fade
aVay. He who has such trust will not put a mascot
bis motor-car nor have the car blessed by a
bfiest in some fanciful pseudo religious service.
Cod docs not delegate His protective power to
Attie trivial mascot, nor limit it to those who ride in
a Priest’s blessed car.”
Of course, all sensible people can appreciate the
Reliant critism of Dr. Barnes of the folly and super-
stition of many of his Christian brethren without
accepting the main features of what he is pleased to
Gb “ Modernism.” And if Dr. Barnes is going to
c¢’ntinue his Rationalistic propaganda, his obvious
"ty i”™ to resign his position as Bishop of the Church
O England, and join a Unitarian or a Theistic
Church where he can give full vent to his newly
Squired views on Science and Religion. On the
°tlier hand, if he elects to remain in the Church and
c?ntinue to preach Modernism, then he is deliberately
j'“regarding all the solemn vows he made on his
'Ohig ordained a minister of the Established Church,
aild is not worthy of the admiration of his more con-

sent brethren.
Arthur B. Moss.
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The Higher Power.

Wheh our butcher leaves the family joint he is always
ready for a little gossip. Usually we discuss such mun-
dane matters as the price of Cattle, the prospect of har-
vest, or we may even touch upon the Reparation prob-
lem. He is an accommodating man and, | imagine his
shade of politics vary according to his customer. He is
all things to all men, if by any means he may vend his
veal.

During his last visit Lucy nearly inveigled him
into deeper waters. She dearly loves a discussion that
calls for some philosophical acumen. She has been
known to broach the question of serpent-worship when
our mild-mannered curate called for a subscription to
assist in carrying joyful news to benighted heathen.
As a rule, curates are not fond of totems, or a disquisi-
tion on ancestor-worship.

To Lucy belongs the credit of luring our butcher on.
He became garrulous. Even butchers may be philo-
sophers in their way. The sight of blood insures
them to ghastly experiences, though they may be quite
humane at heart. They may be good fathers and bring
up their family iu a decent Christian manner.

Butchers are often jolly men. The murders they com-
mit must lie lightly on their conscience. It may even
be doubted whether they have a conscience. Their
jollity is in direct proportion to their obesity. And we
know what it says in the Hundredth Psalm : “ He who
kills fat bullocks must himself be fat.” Cassius could
hardly have been a butcher.

But to return to our argument. Our butcher, being
fat and jolly, and therefore garrulous, enlarged upon his
general attitude. His was no narrow mind. He be-
lieved in giving everybody freedom to believe and to
think, and to express themselves as they liked, with due
regard to the liberty of their fellows. He thought the
missionary effort a big mistake. He didn’'t believe in
forcing our beliefs and our shoddy manufactures on
savage peoples who had no use for them. Thus we see
our butcher possesses a good deal of common sense.

With regard to Christianity, too, he was very tolerant.
It did not interest him much, and he certainly declined
to differ with any of his customers on the matter. He
believed in a work-a-day policy, selling fresh meat; not
concerning himself with fads and fancies, and, he was in
favour, generally, of allowing folks to go to hell in their
own way.

But he believed in a “ Higher Power.” He was quite
certain there was a sort of a something. He couldn’t
quite describe it, but he was convinced from his experi-
ence during the war and later, that this “ Higher Power”
existed. Without this “Higher rower” everything
would go to rack and ruin. | suppose even the butcher-
ing business would cease to exist.

Many people, like our butcher, have an infinite faith
in a “Higher Power.” What is it they mean precisely?
Is it a kind of “ Mesopotamia” that soothes them amid
the jostlings of an unfeeling world ? Or can it be a
" Mumbo-Jumbo” that has taken the place of Jehovah,
who personally interviewed Moses on Mount Sinai ?

No doubt there is a good deal of loose-thinking regard-
ing the Higher Power—with capital letters; among
butchers and tradesmen generally. If they simply mean
that they are convinced there are forces in existence
more powerful than themselves, it may be taken as self-
evident. Not even a butcher is as powerful as some of
our locomotives. A healthy live-wire might kill a
butcher in quicker time than he could despatch a bul-
lock. No, what these folks are thinking about is some
kind of a magnified person it were folly to offend. Some
super-butcher that could fell victims by the thousand.
A kind of Moloch, who, if annoyed, might wreak his
vengeance on a Kingdom.

It would add to our butcher’s peace of mind—if he has
a mind—if he were to settle the matter once for all. In
his present state he cannot be sure whether this.Higher
Power is a Person or not. He would be improved by a
course of instruction on Neo-Materialism. His mind
would be clarified by a discussion with Mr. Cutner and
Mr. Boyd Freeman in Hyde Park—taking lessons from
the Ancient Mariner. He may be care-free now when
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his business is prospering, but should adversity assail
him, should foreign competition destroy his trade, if the
bulk of our nation became vegetarians, what then ?
Will his faith in a Higer Power stand the test, when
he is overwhelmed with adversity ? Or will he be like
the average Praise-God-Barebones, and, in his bitterest
need, address this Higher Power, saying : Though it
slay me, even as | slew the bullocks, yet will 1 put my
trust in it. Alan Tyndal.

Correspondence.

To the Editor of the “ Freethinker.”

Sir,—It is a significant sign of the wakefulness of the
Freethinker movement, that in answer to my offer of
correspondents in Germany for interchange of ideas, |
have received far more requests than was expected.
Evidently the readers of the Freethinker are not bound
to the parish pump or the vestry by their beliefs.

However, | would beg the indulgence of those corres-
pondents who have not yet received a letter from a
foreign friend. Everyone will be satisfied in the course
of a week or so from reading this letter.  The chief
difficulty has been that each correspondent can only use
his own language. May | again stress the value of
Esperanto?  For the broadening of the Freethinkers
horizon this easily acquired language is unequalled. A
twopenny grammar Esperanto for Beginners, from any
newsagent, will give our friend the key to open the door
of the World of Freethought. E. Corinna.

Society News.

On Sunday, October 6, Mr. G. Whitehead commenced a
series of meetings in London, opening the campaign
with a good meeting on Clapham Common, where the
only opposition was provided by a Christian Evidence
speaker, who robbed of his crowd, came over to prove
that Jonah had actually been swallowed by a big fish
and not by a whale. It appears that recent (Christian
Evidence) science has proved there are fishes capable of
swallowing boat loads of men. Sceptics please note.

The rest of the week was spent at Liverpool Street,
Camberwell, where, considering the cold weather, suc-
cessful meetings were addressed, the crowds being sym-
pathetic, and at times much amused by some of the
questions put by a couple of local fanatics.

Mr. Heath, as usual, was ready with assistance, and
other members also helped.

From October 15 to 20 inclusive, Mr. Whitehead will
be lecturing in Walham Green, and from Monday, Octo-
ber 21 to 26, in Liverpool.

YOU WANT ONE.

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. P.rooch or Stnd Fastening
Price qd., post free.—From Tmt Genkrai
Secretary, N.S.S5..62, Parringdon St.. E.C.i

Miscellaneous Advertisements.

REETHINKERS—Croydon and District—Those inter-
ested in forming a Social Circle in this area please
apply to W. Thompson, 6S, Grange Road, Purley Oaks.

BOOKS BOUGHT.

F ree thought and Rationalist Books purchased.
Submit lists of any for disposal to Box. No. 1, Watts
& Co., 5, Johnson's Court, Fleet Street, London,

E.C.4.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, ®tc

Lecture notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London
E.C.s, by the first post on Tuesday, or they will not w

inserted.
LONDON.

INDOOR.

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Rei*
Square, W.C.i) : n.o, S. K. Ratcliffe—" England
America : What Next?”

Hampstead Ethical Institute (The Studio Theatre, B
Finchley Road, NAV.8, near Marlborough Road on) «
11.15, Mr. J. Katz, B.A.—* What then can we hope F7’\

South London Ethical Society (Oliver Goldsmith 1
Peckham Road, S.E.) : 7.0, Mr. Herbert Michaelis— a
tine and the British Mandate.”

The Non-Political Metropolitan Secular Society
Orange Tree, Euston Road, N.W.i) : October 24, Social
Dance, 7.30 to 11.30, at 101 Tottenham Court Road.
mission is.

OUTDOOR.

Fulham and Chelsea Branch N.S.S. (corner of Shorf(L
Road, North End Road) : Saturday, October 19, 7-I0"
George Whitehead. Sunday, October 20, Effie Road,
posite Walham Green Station, 7.30, Mr. George Whitehe

West London Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 12.3°" ~
James Hart; 3.30, Messrs. E. Betts and B. A. Le Maine; o'’
Messrs. A. H. Hyatt and B. A. Le Maine. FreethonS"
meetings every Wednesday at 7.30, Messrs. C. Tuson
J. Hart; every Friday at 7.30, Mr. B. A. Le Maine. ~
Freethinker may be obtained during our meetings ou
the Park Gates, Bayswater Road.

West London Branch N.S.S. (Ravenscourt Park, Faf
mersmith) : 3.30, Mr. Charles Tuson.

South London Branch N.S.S. (Clapham Common) :
Mr. J. Hart; Friday, Liverpool Street, Camberwell
8.0, Mr. L. Eburv.

COUNTRY.

INDOOR. I~

Liverpool (Mereyside) Branch N.S.S.—A Social
held on Saturday, October 26, in the Dance Room, iS ~
quitt Street, off Bold Street. Mr. George Whitehead
be present and Mr. Chapman Cohen has promised to c .
if pressure of work will allow. Tickets including Re*r
ments is. each.

Liverpool (Merseyside) Branch N.S.S. (Top FI0O
Royal Buildings, 18 Colquitt Street, off Bold Street) : ™ jX
dav, October 20. at 7.to, Mr. J. V. Shortt (Liverpool)-'
True Story of Jesus.”

Leicester Branch N.S.S.—Miss Stella Brown will
in the Leicester Secular Hall, Humberstone Gate, “-3
“ Birth Control Problems, and Humanist Ethics.” n

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Chorlton Town Hath kt
Saints) : 3.0, “ The Savage in our Midst.”, 6.30, “ Ch
junity’s Crowning Crime.” I

Glasgow Branch N.S.S. (No. 2 Room, A Door, City * °je
Albion Street) : Sunday, October 20, at 6.30, Mr. P. Chr>s
will speak on “ Tolstoi in Relation to Russia to-day.

Chester-le-Street Branch N.S.S. (Club Room, A5
Chase) : 7.0, Speaker, Mr. Jno. Welsh. Chairman, Air.

Raine. Friends and inquirers welcome.
outdoor.
Liverpool (Merseyside) Branch N.S.S.—Air. Ce’r?

Whitehead will lecture in Liverpool at 8.0 each evemi't

follows : Alondav, October 21, Beaumont Street; Toes’

22, Edge Hill Lamp; Wednesday, 23, Islington Sglaj.
Thursday, 24, corner of High Park Street and Park F°a
Friday, 25, Islington Square.

UNWANTED CHILDREN

In a Civilized Community there should be
UNWANTED Children.

For an Illustrated Descriptive List (68 pages) of Birth 7
trol Requisites and Books, send a ijfd. stamp to:
J. R, HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantage, Berk%
(Established nearly Forty Years.).
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. By CHAPMAN COHEN. j
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Materialism Re-stated )*

By CHAPMAN COHEN.

A elénr anil concise statement of one of the most |
wPortant issues in the history oi science and J
philosophy.
Cloth Bound, price 2/6. Postage ajid-

t fa* Pioneer Press, 61 Parringdora Street, E.C.4. |
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PRIESTCRAFT:!

By O. B. BOYD FREEMAN.

R. FREEMAN writes with the gloves off,

and does not mince matters when handling
"l'at is really one of the greatest curses from
wBich modern civilization suffers.

Price 6/-, postage 3A
**Hr Pioneer Press, 6t Farringdon Street, B C.4.

Leaflets by Chapman Cohen.

WHAT IS SECULARISM ?

6d. per ioo.

Do you WANT THE TRUTH?

1/- per 100 (4 pages).

the beliefs of unbelievers.
1/- per 100 (4 pages).

t>0ES MAN DESIRE GOD?
1/- per 100 (4 pages).

ARE CHRISTIANS INFERIOR TO
FREETHINKERS ?

1/- per 100 (4 pages).

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

The Secular Society, Ltd.

Company Limited by Guarantee

Registered Office : 62 Farringdcm St., London, E.C.4.
Secretary: Mr. R. H. Rosetti.

Tins Society was formed in 1898 to afford legal security to
the acquisition and application of funds for Secular purposes.

The Memorandum of Association sets forth that the
Society’s Objects are :—To promote the principle that human
conduct should be based upon natural knowledge, and not
upon supernatural belief, and that human welfare in this
world is the proper end of all thought and action. To pro-
mote freedom of inquiry. To promote universal Secular Edu-
cation. To promote the complete secularization of the State,
etc. And to do all such lawful things as are conducive to
such objects. Also to have, hold, receive, and retain any
sums of money paid, given, devised, or bequeathed by any
person, and to employ the same for any of the purposes of
the Society.

Members pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a
subsequent yearly subscription of five shillings.

The liability of members is limited to £1, in case ths
Society should ever be wound up.

All who join the Society participate in the control of its
business and the trusteeship of its resources. It is expressly
provided in the Articles of Association that no member, as
such, shall derive any sort of profit from the Society, either
by way of dividend, bonus, or interest.

The Society’s affairs are managed by an elected Board of
Directors, one-third of whom retire (by ballot), each year,
but are eligible for re-election.

Friends desiring to benefit the Society are invited to make
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s favour in
their wills. The now historic decision of the House of Lords
in re Bowman and Others v. the Secular Society, Limited, in
1927, a verbatim report of which may be obtained from its
publishers, the Pioneer Press, or from the Secretary, makes
it quite impossible to set aside such bequests.

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a sufficient form of
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators :—

I give and bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited,
the sum of £----- free from Legacy Duty, and | direct
that a receipt signed by two members of the Board of
the said Society and the Secretary thereof shall be a
good discharge to my Executors for the said Legacy.

It is advisable, but not necessary, that the Secretary
should be formally notified of such bequests, as wills some-
times get lost or mislaid. A form of membership, with full
particulars, will be sent on application to the Secretary,
Mr. R. H. Rosetti, 62 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.
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History of the Conflict
Between Religion and
Science

By Pro». J. W. DRAPER.

Thi* ii an unabridged edition of Draper*» great
work, of which the standard price ia 7/A

Cloth Bound. 396 Paget.
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CHAPMAN COHEN and SHAW DESMOND

Editor of the “ Freethinker ’ The well-known Novelist

AT

CAXTON HALL, WESTMINSTER

On Friday, October 25th @ 7.30 p.m.
CHairman Dr. BERNARD HOLLANDER
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the 25th of August, 1925, its objrge_ct being to ra’ e,
sum of not less than (8,000, which, by investil
would yield sufficient to cover the estimated allj,£f.

( loss inCurred in the maintenance of the Freettn"™”.c

Doctrines of Evolution.

By Chapman Cohen.
The Trust is controlled and administered hy
Trustees, of which number the Editor of the”' 9
thinker is one in virtue of his office. By the 1
of the Trust Deed the Trustees are prohibited 1 Of

I_ defr_iving e}nything from the Trustd in trﬁe shap® of
FRRREr ISR St QhyPHE " 2BSe 'Opinions 'oF 7e
A" Trustees, rendering the Fund unnecessary, it n\ g/<

] , and the capital sumhanded

to the National Secular Society.

The Trustees set themselves the task of raisin™
minimum sum of ¢8,000. This was accomphsh@l*&
the end of December, 1927. At the suggestion f(.
some of the largest subscribers, it has since been |
solved to increase the Trust to a round £ 10,000,

there is every hope of this being done within a rea
. ably short time. t

The Trust may be benefited by donations of fajrj.
or shares_already held, or by bequests. All _ jiis
By G. W. Foote butions will be acknowledged "in the columns Ol ~ to
The Bible Romancet it an Illustration of G. W.
Foote at hie beat. It ia profound without being;

journal, and may be sent to either the Editor, 0O
the Secretary of the Trust, Mr. H. Jessop, XTcfilysr-y-
dull, witty without being w»hallow; and ia aa
indispensable to the Freethinker aa ia the

| An Exposition of the Subject in the Light of the : t Tub Kifgrtininier ndowomeot Trust was e&yiﬁteredgdf?
1

second edition.
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Whitkirk, Nr. Leeds, Any further information

cerning the Trust will be Supplied on application™,
There is no need to say more about the FreethWr
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