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ooMO* weuld be more interested than myself to dis-
genuinely strong argument against Atheism,

never come across one. The Atheism

HD : ™ ~ScUssed is nearly always something in which
igem Atheist believes. Or when a genuine

tL 1®} is the subject of discussion the reply of the
6 ? 's so manifestly inadequate that Counsel for
tla‘%ﬁ:,(?ur(]:e.nneed hardly bother to reply. Of the first

e

S'f o 'VI° both justified their rejection of
h t* v mis-stating it, and then adopted
i O fllicther name the thing they had thrown
°ie e side. Of the second class named,
balpjt n'ly cite such an instance as that of
er ~worth’s True Intellectual System of the
fealj c» Probably one of the most scholarly works
dthc "'b Atheism ever issued. Cudworth lived
AVA~nteenth century and was a minister of the
Airr1 °i BEngland. But he took care to understand
"ith £1" av>d set down what was said in its favour
rlicss. The consequence was that when he
liedT "Vibe his reply—or as much of it as was pub-
esa 'b.is was so clearly inadequate that the author
Atheis.” d of being a Christian in the pulpit and an
hes -In bis book. Drvden said that the author
o a(«Jed such strong objections against the being
' anb Providence that many think he has not
them.” The Earl of Shaftesbury, author

kl:h:Pl ittjous Characteristics, put ghg position still
a|IIIy in saying that Cudworth “ was accused

1)% the upper hand to the Atheists for having
bfies' f «b their reasons and those of their adver-
E,Flyfairly together.” The only really adequate
Sflrﬁ%ghe Atheist is to prevent him either speaking
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Coleridge and Atheism.

At any rate it will never do for Christians to ad-
mit that Atheism may arise as a characteristic of a
normal, educated mind. When it is not due to vice
or ignorance or misunderstanding, it must be pre-
sented as a mere passing phase symptomatic of im-
maturity. This is frequently done, as in this sent-
ence, which | take from Canon Ainger’s life of Charles
Eamb— the reference is to Samuel Taylor Coler-
idge :(—

He went through a phase of Atheism probably
out of sheer curiosity.

Eamb once described Coleridge’s fondness for Ger-
man metaphysics as due to his irrepressible sense of
humour, and if one did not know otherwise one
might attribute the Canon’s remark to a fondness for
jokes.  But lie is quite serious on the matter.
Coleridge went through a phase of Atheism, and he
explains it as due to sheer curiosity.

Personally, I have my doubts whether Coleridge
was ever an Atheist—in any genuine sense of the
term. He does refer to his own “ infidelity,” but it
is highly probable that his “ infidelity ” never went
beyond what would now be called Theism. Pie re-
jected the Bible stories, and it is likely he was influ-
enced by the better class of the Deistic writers. He
had, it is true, been called an Atheist by Christians,
but Christians generally love the most abusive of
terms when dealing with an opponent. Speaking of
his own position he says :—

For telling unwelcome truths | have been called
an Atheist. It is for these opinions that William
Smith assured the Archbishop of Canterbury that |
was (what half the clergy are in their lives) an
Atheist. Little do these men know what Atheism
is. Not one man in a thousand has either strength
of mind or goodness of heart enough to be an Athe-
ist. | repeat. Not one man in ten thousand has
goodness of heart or strength of mind to be an
Atheist. And were | not a Christian, and that
only in the sense in which | am a Christian, |
would be an Atheist with Spinoza.

I am not now concerned with Coleridge’s opinions
about religion, but only with the opinion of Canon

Ainger concerning Atheism.
* * *

Sheer Cackle.

Atheism, it is assumed, is a phase of mind that may
easily be passed through, or it may be deliberately
adopted much as one might select a motor-car, after-
wards changing it for some more desirable type. Some
people, disgusted with religion try Atheism “ out of
sheer curiosity,” or they pass through it, much as
though Atheism were a sort of intellectual complaint
to which bright intellects are susceptible. | say
' bright intellects,” because in these cited cases it is
never the fools who catch the complaint. They are
quite safe. The true anti-toxin against Atheism is



stupidity. For the fool does not “ say in his heart I
there is no God.” The fool never ceases to proclaim j
God, and then goes on his knees and thanks God for
his stupidity.

Now anyone who can write as does Canon Ainger,
is veritably writing like a fool. No matter how he
may write with regard to other subjects, in this re-
spect he is simply ignorant. He does not know what
Atheism is, and he ignores easily verifiable laws of
mental life. How does one adopt a frame of mind
out of mere curiosity? One may examine anything
out of curiosity; one may even study from mere curi-
osity the twists and turns of one’s mental life. But
how can one adopt a mental state merely to see what
it is like? Mental states are not adopted, they are
not consciously selected.  They arise; they are an
aspect of growth; they express what we are at a par-
ticular moment. Their causes and their consequences
are matters of history.

The Certainty of Atheism.

The idea of anyone becoming an Atheist from mere
curiosity is delicious. Curious about what? About
the reasons that lead one to profess Atheism ? They
arc to be studied by anyone who cares to' read Athe-
istic arguments. Is it to find out what Atheism is?
Well, Atheists are not formed into a secret society.
Any Atheist will oblige with the desired information.
Is it curiosity to find out what an Atheist looks like,
and what are his feelings? Judging by appearances
the Atheist is not greatly unlike other people. He
looks the same as others, and in the ordinary affairs
of life he acts much the same as others. If one
wishes to realize the mental state of an Atheist, he
can only completely do this by developing into an
Atheist. And once a man has developed that far,
short of some pathological catastrophe, he does not
tread the backward path.

Naturally, the believer— particularly the clerical
believer— likes to assume that Atheism is a transient
frame of mind, something that may happen to any-
one, but from which most recover. But genuine
Atheists never do “ recover.” No man who becomes
an Atheist is ever reconverted—so long as he remains
mentally healthy. The change is all on one side, and
in the one direction. It is equally false to assume
that some people “adopt” Atheism because they have
false views of the Bible, or from contact with un-
desirable Christians. The truth is that Atheism is
never due to these things, although they may easily
direct attention to certain aspects of religion. They
give weight to one doctrine against another, or to one
church against another, and that is all. But if every
believer was a wholly admirable person, if every
Church was an admirable institution, if all Christians
were agreed about the Bible, it would not affect the
growth of Atheism in the least. = That rests upon
causes that are inherent in the growth of civilization.
*

* *

Atheism Inevitable.

Look at the matter historically. Quite apart from
the question of whether Atheism is desirable or un-
desirable, the world’s growth is in its direction.
Bacon’s oft quoted saying that a little philosophy
leads to Atheism, but greater depth in philosophy
brings man back to God is very superficial, and is
obviously wrong. It is a little philosophy that breeds
religion, and greater depth that carries one on to
Atheism. Religion is not the final philosophy of
nature, it is the earliest. It is quite true that re-
ligion is the product of reason, but it is reason in its
least informed state. Had man been incapable of
reason the gods would never have existed;

Provided man keeps on reasoning - d.
wllj onc day cease to exist. All history and & '
perience proves this. The very universality O~
ligion proves it. For religion is universal otil) 1L
sense that every tribe of human beings develops 5
kind of superstition. And, then, exactly in
bon as their culture advances we find religion: W «
their™ hold upon them.  All savages are wf?
Atheism is a feature of every phase of civilized 1

The essential fact about Atheism is that it fI' t
sents”™ growth—a development in the individoa
is built upon development in the race. ThatIS »~
3 man cannot become an Atheist and then reve
religion. One may exist without knowledge on
ception of certain truths, but once this knowle™
ours it is impossible for one to divest onese
A man may remain a believer in God, the tti
do so remain, but once a man really understand
god-idea, and knows its origin and appreo|jl
history, hpw is he ever going to get back to n™.,.
vious mental condition? You can no M€ j,
cate yourself than yau can unpull your o jJ
It is this feature of Atheism that the Theﬁ@t foris
recognise—perhaps he dare not recognize = ~ in
recognition involves the admission that the »
God is only a passing phase in the mental 1 $
man, quite analogous to the belief in fairie® {#%
history of the individual. It is in the infau0™ ofi
race that the god-idea is born, it is to the h'* jA
the race that the gods properly belong- il
truth which is not at all affected by the factti”1)'
many instances the period of infancy is so dis»5

prolonged. .
ChapmaH QHLV
A Prince of Propagandi”™3

“ llail to the courage which gaye
Voice to its creed, ere the creed

Won consecration from time.” piN
Natthew '/
“ Liberty, a word beside which all other
vain.”—Ingersoll.
“ Truth is not to he dallied with.”—Goethe &

At the time when the British Seculariisis hadQn/
their modest task of converting the Englis™'IMis'l
world to Freethouglit, a kindly, handsome

man conceived the idea of devoting himselfto ~ly'
alistic propaganda among what has been
facetiously, “ the hupper suckles” of so<fie' *Mi-
man was Thomas Scott, of Mount Pleasafln ffi
gate. He had personality, he had that clu”j,
principle which represents the highest man*4'* >ec'
he did his work joyously. His memory is AL, «»
for what he was; his memory is treasured f°r4§ia1n'
did, and the record of his life’s work lifts 1 ,
like the sound of stirring martial music. ﬁt'ﬁl

Thomas Scott had an adventurous career-
in 1808, he was, in his youth, a page to Kinff , jo3
X. of France. A great traveller, lie journey U v t*
parts of the globe. Well educated, he k¥e”™ th
world of books, and he knew also the book j It
world. In the later years of his life be deV°lce 1
leisure, money, and abilities to the further-1
Freethought, and proved himself a priuce
propagandists.

During the years 1862 to 1877 he issued 1
pleasant seaside home a Very large number 0 ~in
lets and pamphlets, printed and distributed
own expense, the total collection making ~Ji"
stout volumes. The writers he gathered ab°” jjfi,
were men of real ability, and among them wd<-lii
cure Conway, Addington Symonds, the Ifistor

n Iu;
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Dr ?1W'ssance. Sir R. O. Hanson, Judge Strange,
Pesart  Uishop Hinds>and Sir G. W. Cox. Annie
" Wrate an essay on The Deity of Jesus of
This "J-V the wife of a beneficed clergyman/
*“* particular pamphlet had momentous results, for
Rev. Mr. Besant insisted on his young wife taking
Is church’'s communion, or leaving, and, brave
that she was, she chose the better course.
er'vards she wrote many more tracts for Thomas
'd)U>since reprinted in My Path to Atheism, thus
iavinS the way to her fifteen years’ championship of
/~thought during the stormy period when hetero-
Was a serious bar to the citizen, and ecclesi-

Ical authority was strong in the land.

h 's difficult to imagine now the flutter caused in
'Ctered homes and country vicarages by Thomas
Lt s persistent propaganda. In the “ sixties anc
seventies ” of the last century, Freethought ideas
a ,an air of novelty, and the clergy had not then
hzed that discretion was the better part of valour
, their particular case. For Scott levelled some of
Is artillery at the clergy, and bombarded them
'r’ugh the post with pamphlets and tracts. One of
v’m was entitled 213 Questions, to which answers
ere asked respectfully, and each one was well eal-
ated to turn a clergyman’s hair white, and curl it

JrWards. Most of them remain unanswered to
I"s day.

V' most ambitious work Scott issued was the out-
(L° tn English Life of Jesus, which was designed to
jO 7°r British readers what Renan had done foi
,f’Ce. and Strauss for Germany. It was “ a

"ndcrous engine of revolt,” and was written in
""junction with Sir George Cox, who, being a Bishop
' |I,,e Established Church, was unwilling to put his

me  the volume.
J n lay>ng down his life-work, .Scott said : “ The
v y true orthodoxy is loyalty to reason.” He died at

Qwood in 1878, and deserves a niche in the bree-
"U«ht Valhalla, because in his day lie did valiant
,0rk for the emancipation of his fellows. Animated
/*"hghout by high ideals, and supported by strong
gt,ﬁa“er lie had the true courage which sweeps
Whet S<dAlness, weakness and fears ill discharging
T were moral obligations.
ciroi Is Work, done by Thomas Scott and his small
. °f friends is an important contribution to the
St%yf °f the popularizing of Freethought. During
century which has elapsed since Scott’s death
HOst lind far-reaching changes have taken place. The
Tectiimportant are the safeguareing of bequests to
ar,fought; the right of Freethinkers to sit in
natioUlent without taking an oath, the right of affir-
of 1 and the co-operation of women in general
rﬁ’aganda. In the days of Holyoake, Southwell,
ing. radlaugli the audiences at Freethought meet-
IHa™re almost entirely composed of men, whereas
I ', tke Position is very different. Under Mr.
is;,eris able administration the Freethought Party
Kk F‘qiasfng in numbers and influence. Owing to his
c°u,Qrs!>P too, in a most difficult period of the
fteSsry s history, it is still in the vanguard of pro-
be-'." sheltering behind it all the weaker heterodox
istne’ who otherwise had been crushed out of ex-
~ by the weight of orthodoxy.
tnecil]arists have a right to be proud of their his-
"otiie As the little “ Revenge ” earned an undying
of " hy hurling herself against the great battleships
gft 1 Spaniards, so the Freethinkers have displayed
aorordinary courage in attacking the heart of the
feifi. .ridable Armrada of Superstition, Fhe
r]V er the perils the greater tlie victory, and in the
SNp ycars to come recognition must be given to the
r’ courage, which, disregarding any reward,

Gy

was satisfied with the knowledge that’ their
action would diffuse the blessings of Liberty’. When
great questions have to be answered, may we deal
with them with the same fervour as our prede-

cessors :—
“ Who knew the seasons when to take
Occasion by the hand, and make
The bounds of freedom wider.”

Mimnrrmus.

Brain and Mind.

The brain is the organ of the mind, sayr the text
books of physiology; and that teaching has become
so familiar to us that we almost take it for granted.
Yet the history of science shows that such a notion
was byr no means obvious, and that indeed the con-
ception of the function of the brain, as it is now
understood, is quite modern among scientific men;
and with them, | think | shall be able to show, there
still persist many crude and false notions as to how
the brain subserves thought. When, apart from the
actual intellectual effort, we consider emotions, and
if, in accordance with the usage from of old, we speak
of the soul, we find that the soul has been lodged by
various thinkers in strange quarters. Some of the
Greek philosophers thought that the seat of the soul
was the tonsils. Horace bids a fair lady-love inflame
a suitable liver; admirers of more robust heroism
seek for muscle rather than a gland for the soul’s
habitation, and so the heart has been accorded
special honour; some South African tribes, no less
reliant on muscle, assign the calf of the leg as the
soul’s habitat.

Descartes, who gave up his beloved mathematics
for the sake of searching enquiries into the structure
of the brain, decided at length on various grounds,
but principally on that of symmetry, that the soul sat
on the pineal gland as on a throne, and from that
point of vantage directed those subtle essences, the
thoughts, one way or another. In the course of the
development of the science of physiology various
curious conceptions were held with regard to the
functions of the principal organs of the body in turn,
and it may be noted as showing how extraordinarily
modern are parts of our knowledge of which we are
proud, that the separation and true definition of the
nerves as sensory and motor, is due to Bell, that same
diligent student and thinker whose work on The
Hand gave the silly Paley the clue to his famous
elucubrations.

All this is said to remind us that in these matters
we should take nothing for granted, but patiently
seek out our routes on the lines laid down by Nature
herself. We are every' day making experiments to
this effect. When we open the eyes we have sensa-
tions of things which immediately before had not
been apparent to us, and when we close our eyes the
immediate impression disappears. Examining into
the essentials of this experiment, and, as we should
always do, endeavouring to express what we observe
in general terms, we find that we have interposed a
veil between some external objects and the eye. After
repeating this simple experiment on several occasions
we are justified in assuming that something which
produces stimulus proceeds from a visible object to
the eye on all such occasions.1

1For the sake of brevity | am assuming an objective
world in the terms of the Common Sense philosophers. |
am not a follower of Reid, however, nor of Berkeley on the
other hand; I have shown in fact in my Principles of
Psychology that Reid was deficient in analysis, and that
Berkeley was inconsistent in the interpretation of his own
idealism; and that finally a true conception of idealism,
carried through with the most determined consistency’, will
give a clearer meaning to objectivity than that of Reid.
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What becomes of this something after reaching
the eye ? We find an opening in the eye partly filled
up with a coloured and beautifully formed elastic cur-
tain, the iris, and about the centre of the iris there is a
circular orifice through which passes this something
which we are investigating. It would be interesting
here to detail the whole structure of the eye, but I
may say that there is perhaps no part of the body
which has been subjected to such minute investiga-
tion by the aid of the most delicate instruments and
the most powerful microscopes. Yet after all this re-
search by investigators wlio have displayed admirable
talent in their work, we are still left undecided as to
the veritable function of some of the parts.

The theories of vision put forward by men of
brilliant intellectual power, such as Thomas Young
and subsequently Helmholtz, are really not, properly
understood, theories of vision at all, but of the ob-
jective mixing of colours. These theories are taught
in a routine style in most of the medical schools and
universities of the world. In some they have been
superseded by other theories, also merely tentative
and unconvincing, principally elaborated by the Ger-
man physiologists. Then at length we get the
theories of Edridge Green, who has done some ad-
mirable experimental work and, incidentally, shown
that all the preceding theories are baseless. It would
lie out of place, and would take too long to dwell
upon this matter; I'have mentioned it here in order
to show, in this one instance out of dozens in our
knowledge, that the mere study of physiology, how-
ever minutely carried out, is not sufficient, without
the illumination of psychology, to explain certain of
the results of. physiology itself.

Again, | must haste with long steps, assuming
many things which, however, are demonstrable. We
now know, and in this we are much in advance of the
ancients, that from luminous objects there proceed
waves of the ether, or as Newton would have it, and
some of the Relativitists reaffirm, corpuscles of matter
carried from the object to the eye. Speaking in
terms of the wave-theory these undulations are carried
through various parts of the eye until they reach the
retina. On reaching the retina the undulations
stimulate certain delicate organs in the retina, and,
according to the wave-length, the stimulation varies
in a manner which ultimately produces qualitative
effects; in other words a certain wave-length corres-
ponds to a sensation of red, and other wave-lengths
to other colours along the spectrum till we reach the
violet end.

Of all the perturbations of ether that fall on the
eye, only a very small proportion give rise to effects
within the perception of our senses. What precisely
takes place when the undulations reach the retina we
do not know with any certainty. Edridge Green
maintains that the rods only are concerned in dis-
tinguishing colours, and that the cones have as prin-
cipal function that of supplying a liquid, the visual
purple, which is analagous to the sensitising part of
the ordinary photographic plate.2*

Hitherto we have been dealing with purely me-
chanical effects. The whole physical process is carried
along by virtue of processes which fall within the
scope of the actions and reactions of physics and

21t is worth noting that Edridge Green had extraordinary
difficulty in obtaining a fair examination of his results, even
those directly capable of proof by experiment. There is
amongst scientific men, as amongst the religious sectarians,
a tendency towards an official orthodoxy; and so it has
happened that any theory which breaks off from the con-
ventional teaching, at a low level meets with opposition, as
invincible as it is stupid, from scientific authorities. |
have shown this, with almost disconcerting abundance of
examples, in Science: Leading and Misleading.
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chemistry. We now come to a part where .1h:e
planations seem to become less clear. It 1Sm«1
able that certain effects of the stimulation aie  jy
along the strands of nervous tissue to the hr-l '~
this point the opponents of Materialism, as ~
ignate it, become extraordinarily interested, a  {Of
display a great aversion to the further tracing
these natural processes. . jrde
That supplies us with a curious psychologic-
lem : Why do they not resent these explanation
the beginning? Why do they remain com }
when someone remarks, | opened my eye
bird ? The eyelid is a more obvious piece of CThe g
ism than the delicate structure of the nerve.
planation really is that it would be absurd to ™ ™
against these facts at the level of the eyelid j i®
action there is patent to all. The structure ~e
brain is, however, only known to those w ” (e
made some express study of the organ, aii(> ™G
people in question, are in search of sonie P 7~
defence against what they conceive to be "" °
on their sacred, though vague, conceptions,
cover under the darkness of ignorance, and din  fi
selves into their metaphysical trenches. (lefeii("
here we are not concerned, as Kant was, 10
ing any chosen dogma, but simply in liiv"--»
the conditions as they are. In familiar tel ™~ ©
want to get “ the hang of the school house,
we will proceed calmly. Slrat
There are various ways of tracing the nef’® ol
from their extremities to where they either
change their form. The most obvious of thes™ ™
prepare, by the microtome, a complete series m
tions of extreme thinness in planes at right 8 «.f .f
the course of tire nerve. This was not possi o
course, until the science of histology, aided d
cate instruments, had reached a certain def® ge-
developmcnt. The first to carry this out
man neurologist, Schiff, whose systematic 'v°r""5 ~
great light on the subject. Many other neg”Nidi
tracing the course of the nerves have been, a”*
available. For instance—and here of Co,ur.scz
confining ourselves to nerves concerned m V'Solln*
we can actually dissect out nerve strands, aS
stance those subserving touch, from their ¢ it
and thence continuously to the brain. At tha
we may have recourse again to methods, such a® jQiL
of Schiff; but it sometimes happens, that a mecV
injury, or certain affections of the nerves
a progressive degeneration, and this better en _.,
- ai'l
to trace out, though in a somewhat coarse
the route of the nerve strands. The signs aH. ' i
toms displayed by the patient when studied 1 Gy
nexiou with these observations also enable "s j te
tain some determinations as to the function >
nerves in question. Some further knowledge
obtained by stimulation of the nerves, the cd .y jd
being varied at times as for instance by al %jiH
ligatures which prevent the transmission of
ulus beyond certain points. Elaborate Je
founded on these simple suggestions have a*%°.esW
employed to trace out the course of motor ner™ tl'e
stimulations of various parts of the cortex
brain, combined with observation of the effed®' &¢
are helped also to gain a clear idea of the sti'U"
the brain by studies in development. A greil. j O'
her of workers all over the world have carWA j$

these studies with elaborate care so that, "" iitfl
scope, that branch of science has reached "
degree of perfection.'l

ai>r

3So much brilliant work lias been done in this VjiUj
that it is almost invidious to mention anyone in Pir
Many countries of Europe have contributed theiy du®aljd ~
William Gowers did good work on the clinical Sd®-
a later period the researches of Head were ill""1
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aimpijf 8 1M coulParative anatomy have served to
Lare °Tr ~owledge in this fascinating domain of
Ilremark  6re * luay recall that, in a previous article,
trrsof  tllat’ excePt f°r a safeguard against gross
auk a j ,®nent, physiology and biology were but
hersid, f msu®cient aids towards a clear compre-
15[01,, Ps%/chologlcal problems. What | have

inconsistent with that expression; on
Hangnymfi We will see later that it serves to ex

c,? luy it o
—IRg 80F researehes ~ i find (that-gagh

Jand of nerves reaches a term inai sa>br&in To
"anuse the word “ terminates m found in
“"id elaborate explanations wind n - analogy

0¥ 3hooks. it may be said roughly that

tentha)C!°n raiEvay lines is more appropriate
grics3.  a ~“rminus, for by means of a sort of or-
"|'ateve'r” -“1°~ler words a ganglion—the current
ada t may l)e> carried on by the nerve is
"egaj e u*th strands leading elsewhere. When
fida a Hiller view of the structure of the brain, we
I'issa(fleiles  controlled stations which receive the
adn aStransniitted by the ganglia, and above these
tds le inrther controls associating the first con-
Weof /« l<d'rier, to describe this network, made

sden i'e relresentation of an elaborate telegraphic

ae 'y "'nch messages might be sent within local
adby°t/ka*  the linking together of sub-stations,
"e § . le Progressive development of this method,

lire* y reacll a final controlling station. The
"ditatio Ut correct but it may serve as a fair
wgJ

Gxﬁgdjb\ﬁ_sPdken of currents, messages and so forth

d _ b the nerve, but there are a great difference

taICt,’Ulm as lo the veritable character of what we
rig le current, and also as to the mode of its tians-

Lt Certain facts seem to be ascertained. It is
is eectrical, and the mode of its transmission
o merely mechanical, as in the sending
a4 fd°ctrical current through conductors; it is of

"late 1 "™1Kl as to use up something of the living
abbflal through which it passes, though, after suit-
Atest’ s°me form of growth restores the tissue.
tan 1Utlle functioning o fall classes of nerves a cer-
sy ai>ount of initial stimulus is required; that is to
(0] ' isa “ threshold,” as it is technically called,
OpJ”™Wch the stimulus must rise before it becomes
aiiT u'c in producing a current. We see here some
,hi>  With the quantum theory in physics, and
L both cases the study of these matters is of
rabl @%st, it seems to me that amongst the innu-
"S  researches some of the most famous, such as
fiave. Feehner, which will be considered Ilater,
@& e lJ*Ved their fame owing to a certain paradoxi-
itsOmUacter contained in their solemnly scientific
‘til iia||on— 'lire public loves the inscrutable, and
”‘tls ”uig men have a penchant for nonsense; the
5h|ﬂs fi'How in the wake. This will be touched
w ‘fluently.
Irst © find a5 we proceed that the brain, which at
\ ..f.ht had appeared of a fairly homogenous,
Jawi[. and simple formation, seems continually to
*dnf c°niplexity and to extend in its diversity like

4 There are not only the nerve fibres, the
(e L
""ai v PerhaPs the best known of the Italians, and
researches have made even the name of
,,-NsiR Ju™ee illustrious, while Hanakow of Hungary,
nf Germany, Flourens of France, Ranvier of
;Wixius, the Swedish physiologist, all did
In regard to the subject of development there

It

RitL Saudies
fis sI|c|In 1les t° pe c'ted are too numerous, A fair account
rtfr'r. KPace will be found in Quain’s .'Imatomy. | cau-
f b|t| |.n' however, from mentioning here the names of
I,oeh, Delage, and one who is doing

ecimentai work in Brussels, A. Braehet.
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ganglia, dendrons, and synapses, but various other
structures and tissues to be considered. The blood
supply is of great importance in regard to the final
result, as in perception, of these activities. But
within the brain also are contained structures whichl
are not essential”™ parts of the brain considered as a
central nervous system. The pituitary body, for in-
stance, is a glandular organ, the posterior part of
which influences the growth of the body. The
pineal gland, which Descartes supposed to be the
throne of the soul, is neither a gland or a part of the
brain tissue. It is part of the degenerated represen-
tative of a rudimentary third eye, which still appears
in a genus of serpents, the hatteras.

Arthur Lynch.
(To le concluded.)

Church, Chapel and Chin-Wag.

In England, Episcopalian meeting houses are called
churches— those of other sects chapels. But in Scot-
land the meeting houses of all sects other than those
of Episcopalians are called churches, while the Epis-
copalian meeting house is invariably called the chapel
or “ the Chaipel.” The Government religion of Eng-
land is Episcopalian, while the Government religion
of Scotland is Presbyterian. When the King is in resi-
dence in Scotland he is driven to the Presbyterian
Church—while in England he is driven to the Epis-
copalian Church.

Nowadays the clerical careerist who makes a change
from Presbyterianism to Episcopalianism is not re-
garded by the Presbyterian community as a disloyal-
ist. His keenness to “ get on ” in his profession is
more applauded as a proof of laudable ambition—and
this is a striking proof of the tendency towards rap-
prochement between the two denominations which,
not so long ago, used to be at one another’s throats
on the slightest provocation. The present Archbishop
of Canterbury, like some of his predecessors came
out of the Presbyterian fold; and is sure of welcome
as an honoured guest when he happens to revisit his
calf country.

It has come to this : that there is as much rivalry,
competition, elbowing and emulation among the
members of the clerical profession as is possible
among members of any secular profession. It re-
minds one of the story of the clergyman who had re-
ceived a “ call ” to another charge with a bigger
stipend. A friend happening to meet the clergy-
man’s youthful son on the highway, asked him if his
father had decided to accept the call. “ Well,”
answered the boy, “ just now father is ill bis study
praying for guidance; but mother is packing the
boxes.”

There are exactly the same social distinctions in-
side the Church as there are outside it.  Theoreti-
cally we are asked to believe that all without dis-
tinction of class, nationality or colour are on a level
in the house of God. But it is all theory. The prac-
tice is entirely different. The theory contains as
much truth as the slogans of *“ salvation without
money and without price I” and “ Christ and the
abundant life!” Superficially and nominally the aver-
age business man identifies himself with some ecclesi-
astical organization, attends its services and rever-
entially observes its ritual. But to ask him to sur-
render a large proportion of his wealth or power for
humanitarian projects is a very different proposition.
The modern “rich young man” who comes to Christ
is not required to comply with any very exacting
demands, which involve self denial. And indeed
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and in fact many professional and business men use
the churches and chapels for the purpose of material
benefit. The widened social circle they enter by a
church connection very often increases the numbers
of their clients and customers. | have personally
met such men who were very frank about their in-
difference to, and even actual disbelief in religion,
and who stated that they were only attending church
or chapel for business reasons. And the successful
business man is the parson’s pet.

The real Christian God of the time is the Golden
Calf. When we get down to brass tacks, this is the
incontrovertible truth. It may be concealed under a
mass of pietistic verbiage and altruistic sentimen-
tality, and it is exceedingly amusing to read occa-
sional protests against the acceptance for the support
of churches of money obtained by “ questionable ”
methods.  Intelligent outsiders know this is all
“ chin-wag.” Lately a Fife Presbytery meeting
passed a solemn resolution against lotteries and raffles
at Church Bazaars. The Presbytery was also invited
to damn whist drives; but on this point unanimity
could not be secured. But in the name of common
sense, why don’t these people carry the matter to its
logical conclusion? If lotteries and raffles are to be
disallowed, the origin of every penny tendered for
the support of churches ought to be traced. The late
“ General ” William Booth, of course, had no such
scruples about the acceptance of “ outside ” or
“ tainted ” money. And despite these heart-search-
ing, sporadic, local outbursts on the part of sensitive
consciences there is no doubt that the churches
generally have followed the example of Mr. Booth;
and have thrown overboard all scruples about
“ tainted ” money—if scruples of the kind had ever
any great hold of them at all. Part of the profits
from trading in drink, from shady night clubs,
shebeens, brothels, slum property and thimble-rig-
ging may go into the Lord’s Treasury along with the
contributions of the faithful, whose life is beyond re-
proach, and who earn their wages b>r the sweat of
the browr.

It is well known that some of the most munificent
contributors to the coffers of the Churches have been
and are Distillers and Brewers and Whisky and
Wine Merchants. Now the vast majority of the mini-
sters of the Church of Scotland, for instance, have
declared themselves as believers in prohibition of the
manufacture and sale of alcholic beverages. They
denounce the Liquor Traffic and Gambling as two of
the most potent agencies of the Devil. But the
liguor makers and liquor sellers do not leave the
church pews. They know that the occasional bom-
bast from the pulpit against their trade is mere sound
and fury signifying—nothing. That sort of “ chin-
way ” only tickles them ! If anything is needed to
convict the Scottish Presbyterian pulpit of hypoc-
risy, insincerity and cant, it is its attitude of public
hostility and private friendship towards the repre-
sentatives of the Liquor Trade !

The official organ of the Church of Scotland for
January, contains a lengthy disquisition and diatribe
by one of its leading elders—Lord Maclay—on the
evil of gambling. Unfortunately his Lordship does
not furnish a precise definition of gambling. One
eloquent preacher declared that Christianity itself
was the greatest gamble. But, of course, the person
whom Lord Maclay’s article is intended chiefly to
get at is the workman who once or twice a week has
his bob or tanner on a horse or a greyhound. It
would seem that there is a sanctified and exclusive
kind of gambling on the Stock Exchange available
only to a sacred and charmed circle, of which -finan-
dally—the workmen is precluded from qualifying for
membership ! Ignotus.
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Human Evolution in Eastern

“ Thk pioneers of embryology began in the

covering the stages in the evolution of human
accurate study of its development,” says Sir ..
Keith. This has been proved according to exPe (
The ovum as it passes through the embryo s Yuia®b

changes into a foetus, recapitulates the liistor) d,
evolution. It is true that the parasitic life 0 ~
bryo is very much modified in the mother’s "°

Some of these stages, through which the ae
passes, in its development, to the full human (6]
found in a regular series in the ten incarna &
ancient Aryans of India. In fact, the history d
incarnations seems to be nothing else but the
the evolution of man. cafpi in

Life in its very simple form first appeared on  jdn
water, and developed by degrees and assumed i
of vertebrates, that is into animals having 3
column such as the fish. h3»d

The first incarnation of the Hindus is rT‘acin te
fish. The embryo passes through this stage ad

fourth week. The evidence of body segmentating

later the appearance of gills which sink in the

the embryo in the sixth week arc sufficient to pre’

the embryo is in the fish stage. . diliiic
In the evolutionary history when animal life h,s j™al

out of water to live on land, the necessary tru'WAhjls

stage was a particular form of cold-blooded 3 Ux

called the amphibians with peculiar modification3 _

anatomy of their body to suit the new eoli Fl'@)eéllﬁ

their existence. This type is represented in the « 3.

incarnation “ Katch,” or tortoise, which i3 a
phibian. gjl-
Animals which had thus come to live on land, .

ized themselves in different ways in the course O
Some learnt rapidity of movement though still D
to the earth as the reptilia, while others, like thc
took to air. But all these animals were cold-" | jji
and laid eggs. The embryo got sufficient food »I° 'jn
the egg to nourish it to full development, and "
dependent of the parent. j tc
The next important change was the advent /5
mammal, that is, the type of vertebrate animal, " 10D
warm-blooded, and is capable of bearing its enibr™. )
its full development, in the uterus, where it L\]er.
parasitic life, drawing nourishment from its »' jjt
The third incarnation Vrah, or boar indicates tm
portant stage in the evolution. -Ib
As ages passed, when all the types of the m3» j ip
were busy specializing, some becoming fleet of fOvV
thc deer, some cruel and cunning as the carnivor3\iljii
others burrowing in the earth like the rodents, »UMN-
lowly mammals which had retained their extreme P
tive character, took to arboreal life. Thus b?c0% f
free from earth, they gained the more definite bi»° d
vision, and increased skill in movement, on ac<O'
their peculiar environments. This particular tyP»
matelv became apes. The last is thc recent d*C te
of the ape-man, pithecanthropus in Java. Of thc™M-c
ancient Aryans knew nothing, but they knew that
must be a transitional form between man and I tge
and this they defined by the incarnation Narasinih3'JGi
lion-man, that is the being with the head of F.c
and the body of thc man. Thc next incarnation
of Vaman, the mannikin or thc primitive man. «t
After this, thc remaining incarnations indicate & ‘c,t
in thc life of man himself. According to the
Aryan system, man’s life was divided into four
a period of twenty years being alloted to each ?
The first was that of the student, the bachelor-ffi31 adld
spent this period of life in acquiring knowledge ‘tje
learning the art of war. The second was that d ., ]c
family man with his duties and responsibilities-  r«
third was that of the philosophic man of advanced > j,»
who lived a life of detachment. The final stag» ' (
«that of thc man in old age. when he, in the evens’ (f
his life renounced the world and lived a retired
enlightenment. The incarnations representing ”
1stages are of Parsuram, the student warrior, of F3 Q[
the householder king living the life of perfect du*v'”
Krishna the philosopher, living a life of the world *



incamate Ct, )y aud of Buddha the sage. The tenth
ain si(r*,-V'c" Mas to come is Kalki or fish, which
dter resun ™~ C beginning of the next cycle of life

"QshipdLHOB that of all these incarnations, Hindus
rpleded”  two’ Rama and Krishna. There is no
cames an IC7ef to the rest, and there is no devotee who
G nian “®erant to any of them. This is simply be-
"orship- , Can 'ove ant understand man alone, and he
heno, O bis God in that form. The lower forms
file latt,,1C %r him, and the ideal of Budha is too high.
fi'\eVer1S °nly venerated.

We been Crildely the stages in human evolution may
if is inter rePresented in the ancient Aryan mythology,
% Uan Les”In8 to note the ideas they had of the origin

B. M. Lal.

Nativity.

forfifteenth, Eighteen-fifty-five:
\O .°r ill, with no consent of mine;
ILit f"esti°n of desire or permission,

Qut’ Uuceremoniously hustled

hip,.,Q, eternal karma, into this

jj ' ‘cable labyrinth of time!

\VitfatUre's hand toss’d into Fortune’s lap,
Sar » n°t a tooth, and naked as a die :

liy the tell-tale soft dark hair, bequeath’'d
ii’'lioin’ lent anci forgotten ancestry;

Anj ' Q'r conceited superciliousness

~  moping hypocrisy, would fain deny!
TlifI'*b'ct of the universal law!

@ J'Wh hkc a cork upon the billow’d wave;
\O c the die cast on a world of chance :
hint m’'ng end or aim, all hap-hazard,
Ang"1°lls contingency of time

Yl 1Ore precarious parental charge!

\VjJif h helpless even as the die or cork,

Inho'v° vohtion, will, or inclination;

ffeiry 1™ n'tvnntagc over both :

jr 0 the acquired attributes of man!

fitaC. SetlSes sort him from the world of things
anmatet GEIVE him in bEIT-JEIEHLE

H * t, the harrows of environment,

nysical and human force and frailty !

atinct 10 grasp at opportunity;
With the complex inscrutability

@tﬂﬁﬁ whicli resolves the universe,
entails the law of evolution.

and*untrammelled agents in so far,
' MUST do as we do, be what we are.

B. L. Bowkrs.

Acid Drops.

soit’ t-ynthia Moseley makes the following coufes-

hu”.twenty months in Parliament have been the most
i Per;' j ’ng, the most hitter, and most disillusioning

ﬁ-ﬁﬁs tin 35 Il!)fee('en witnessing some members of the
arty at grips with the Catholic vote.

\ ' —_

?list ofC Incased to sec the Protestant Times reprinting
jfisu, fhe priestly parentage of twenty-six Popes. But
Gt °© 1Hch to expect a very Protestant paper to be
rie ~ enough to disclose tlie source of its information.
/fid hder whether there is amy other creed in_the
‘Gg . at does so much to blind 'a man to the common

Cles of life?

'r"l>n.'*'ug of film censorship in Britain, a writer in
q Cekly remarks :—
shallF °wn censor is particularly careful that nothing
biijf offend even the most delicate religious suscepti-
div-  °f anyone. For this reason scenes depicting
rMUItV or life after death are forbidden . . . There is
i1 @& excellent clause forbidding the .Salvation Army
1 being shown in an unfavourable light.

There is, however, rather more behind the question of
film censorship of things religious than this anxiety to
avoid offending religious feelings. Whereas every
matter outside religion is robust enough to encounter
adverse criticism in any shape or form, religion, the
Churches, and the Salvation Army are much too deli-
cate. As they cannot stand exposure to the blast of
keen analysis and comment, they demand special pro-
tection in the form of censorship. The demand is under-
standable ; the weaker a thing is, the greater its neces-
sity for special privileges and protection. And, we may
add, the tacit admission by the Churches that such
special consideration is a necessity, in no way inspires
respect for religion and the Churches among thinking-
men and women.

‘*.Some of us,” says a reader of'a daily paper, “ arc
not wicked, even though we do not agree with the Lord's
Day Observance Society. Mr. Martin will have a diffi-
cult job to convince most of us that every member of a
Sunday cinema queue is destined for hell-fire.” Now
this puts a finger on the cause of all the trouble over
this Sunday question. Large numbers of the people
have discarded the artificial “ sense of sin,” so carefully
cultivated in them from the cradle upwards by the par-
sons. With this gone, they not only fail to appreciate
but resent the Sunday prohibitions, taboos, and arti-
ficial crimes invented by the religious bigot to compel
other people to conform to his peculiar notions. That
this resentment is widespread and growing in strength
is clearly apparent. Stupid restrictions imposed by ob-
solete Sunday laws on the nation’s liberty are out of
place in a twentieth century civilization, and should be
repealed.

In the Daily Mirror, a reader points out that thousands
of British citizens in every large town desire facilities
for Sunday recreation and refreshment. Also, that the
reasonableness of their claim is amply demonstrated by
the public patronage of such facilities wherever these
exist. Onr legislators, however, weighing up in their
minds whether anything should be «lone as regards the
Sabbath laws, are well aware of this. What they are
really concerned about is whether it will pay them better
to give the impious citizen what he wants, or whether
the better policy is to avoid antagonizing the church
and chapel voter. The question of votes is regarded as
of greater importance than the desire of British citizens
for more freedom on Sunday.

Mr. Maurice Whitlow, writing against Sunday enter-
tainments, says :—

Press influence is steadily at work in favour of what
is called a “ brighter Sunday.” It is almost impossible
to get arguments against Sunday opening inserted in
many papers.

The reply to that is that in both the London and the
Provincial newspapers there have- appeared hundreds of
letters stating the Sabbatarian arguments. Apparently,
what the bigots resent is that many newspapers have
written—some rather timidly, it is true—in favour of a
more rational Sunday.

The same Mr. Whitlow professes to he concerned
about employees losing their rest day, if Sunday amuse-
ments are permitted. Well, we know that if such were
allowed and the rights of employees amply safeguarded,
Mr. Whitlow and his fellow bigots would be just as
noisy in protest against Sunday entertainments. This
proves how insincere is their professed concern about
the employees. Still, such cant is typical of Christian
bigotry. But it shows that they realize how unconvinv-
ittg the purely religious argument will be to the public
outside the churches.

If it is admitted that the Christian religion had a
stronger hold on England in 1828, the verdicts recorded
in some papers of that date will not need explaining :—

James Murray (twenty-six) pleaded guilty to an in-
dictment charging him with having stolen a galloway
. . . Judgment of death recorded.

Thomas Kennedy (nineteen) charged with having bur-
glariously broken into the house of Joseph Haigh, of
Gray’s Walk, Leeds, and stolen therefrom a quantity of
wearing apparell. Guilty. Judgment of death recorded.
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In the savagery of Christian justice of 1828 may be
glimpsed a true reflection of the quality of Christian
mercy obtaining in England after at least a thousand
years of Christian instruction.

Speaking about hare coursing, the Lord Mayor of
Liverpool declares that “ To my mind no form of sport
is so degrading or abominable. It is horrible to see
people stand and watch the hares being torn to pieces.”
It is up to our gallant stag-hunters to come to the rescue
of their humbler brother * sportsmen.” Their ingen-
ious arguments in defence of cruelty to deer can surely
be made to serve in defence of this humbler * sport ” ?
Coursing, it might be argued, provides employment for
trappers, and veterinary- surgeons, and the dog-breeding
industry; it also encourages the kindly trapping of
hares instead of their being shot or cruelly caught by
Poachers. How excellent a case can be made out for
cruelty to hares!

A weekly contemporary informs a reader that, accord-
ing to science, life on the earth began 36,000,000 years
ago, and that the earth itself would have been formed
36,000,000 years earlier. Whereupon one infers that the
Creator of the earth must be very, very ancient, and
that possibly lie invented the Christian religion so that
his old age might be'cheered by listening to millions of
human animals chanting his glory and praising his
name. So far as one can see, there is no other justifica-
tion for the existence of Christianity. But those with
acute spiritual insight will appreciate that no other is
really necessary.

It was the late Theodore Parker, the famous preacher,
who told Sarah Bernhardt that she must respect one in
the same profession. A column in the Observer an-
nounces the revival of “ St. Joan,” and in the course of
an interview with Miss Sybil Thorndylce, the famous
actress, stated that she had a maid extraordinarily like
Joan in appearance. Miss Thorndyke’s maid helped her
to get a word or a phrase right when the actress was in
difficulties, and this is put down by her as the Hand of
God. This is fairly good religious reasoning as distinct
from correct reasoning. And we trust that God is well
pleased at the sight of his work being carried out on the
stage, which to anyone with a speaking acquaintance,
is a colossal illusion from start to finish. About the
only real thing on the stage is the carpenter’s beer—but
of course, only a Freethinker would say that.

It is difficult to place that famous saying of “ Praise
God from whom all blessings flow,” with regard to har-
vests in the State of San Paulo. There is so much
coffee that some of it will have to be destroyed; perhaps
one of the high priests of Finance will oblige us with an
explanation.

Instead of turning the other cheek to a night-dancing
Bar at Bratislava, the monks of an adjoining monastery
have persuaded the Vatican to purchase the offending
place. Singing and dancing are much loo human
pastimes for the “ no-sayers” of life.

There is a great deal of what would once have been
called blasphemy in the modern novel. For example,

in a novel entitled Juan in America (Cape, 7s. 6d.)
by Eric Linklater, who presents the thought as
follows :—
“ God is merely the expression of man’s incurable
narcissism.”

Red-eye stared blankly. “ Are you saying something
against religion?” he asked.

“ Religion is only a social
declared.

“ D’you mean it’s a bum show? Say I've just given
a hundred thousand bucks to the church of St. Mark in
Chicago, and d’von think I'd pay a hrrdred grand for
protection if it wasn’'t worth it? Not on your life. If
you had the responsibilities 1 have you wouldn’t sneer
at religion in that ignorant way.”

anaesthetic,” Lalage
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cultura™imri™N0' about (90,000 is available kr

the Oberam WC are PurPoses out of the receipts. ro"
Obeiammergan Passion Play. Sale of tidet»

brought in ¢250,000, and that of pictures and O j
¢25,000. Great things from little causes spring! Ju
started the business with thirty pieces of silver.

It is good exercise' to read books with which °1 j.

not agree. In the Letters of Queen Victarin, . jty
(John Murray, 1930) an extract from an entry da
26, 18S9, page 517, is interesting in its example °
ing some of the foundations of the edifice called
ity of Kings” : “ Lord Randolph showed grea “el-
and great powers of sarcasm in dealing with fiji-
laugh’s historical and ‘pedagogic’ speech. 1/ jgu-
culed his arguments that the Crown Lands ™em . /™

ally the property of the people, and said that tn iy
tion that the savings on the Civil List were not pj ™ 3
transferred to the Privy Purse was tantamouu jaC
charge of embezzlement, and that every Min*ser. ja#
1837, who had sanctioned the transfer was byJIL ie *
liable to impeachment.” Perhaps Bradlaugh ®
allegations for fun, and perhaps he did not.

A Kentish vicar remarks that, “ if there is @€ f&l}é
more than another, which distinguishes the Nisa
religion from other religions, it is the fact tha™ ~ ir-
réligion of Hope.” Yes, but what a hope! ch,
liever hopes that he will spend eternity in a placC jjjbk
according to the Bible, there is nothing but 1
boredom for the intelligent.

The sum of ;10,000 is needed for building a <c" €Jil)
church” in Liverpool. The money should be. P
forthcomiug, now that there is no longer a housin&jjjlt!
lent to be solved, and no more slums to be ic
either in Liverpool or elsewhere.

Easter has come and gone. The Church has tr&(:-
out once more her stale Easter egg. But a large
her than ever of the British people decided that t 1Re-
place to rejoice was as far from a church as
So few seemed to realize this solemn fact—that
died and rose again in order that parsons might
by Easter offerings!

I .

An international football match was recently A,?r)]?‘-
in Paris between France and Germany, and a laigc dltie
ber of Germans journeyed to that city to see tbc
Commenting on this, a Wesleyan paper remarks e al
development of ‘sportsmanship’ raises a baf %5
war. OlLl the other hand, we may add, it is aU \jit
putable fact that religion has done nothing to I ~tt
war between nations. Indeed, it has, more oft®1
not, fanned the flame of national hatreds to greatc
The moral surely is: Let us encourage inter
games and the sportsmanship promoted thereby,
us discourage religion.

Apropos of emotionalism in evangelical caffipH9'B
the Rev. Mr. Rees says :— flj

We may guard against undue emotionalism
true religion is based not in thought but im ' t &
What wc want is-more- fervour. \M kmow as TG
our fathers did; some think a great deal more, ni
be mistaken. , Do wc feel as they did ?

There is no doubt at all about true religion not , fiik
based in thought. In acquiring true religion O , t
fervent type, one has simply to allow the intd o
be submerged in the uprust from the subconsdO jai
primitive emotion and fear. For our part, we nr jjgf
present-day religionists do not “ feel ” religion ™ illb
forebears did. Their fervour led to rather t°°
blood-slied for one to desire it to be imitated by ~1
descendants. Social life to-day is far more to*
since the feeling and fervour of Christians has b
watered down.
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Our Jubilee.
W Jubilee issue of the Freethinkcr
lisli«l on May 10. That issue will consi win
UP Pages, instead of the usual sixteen, uflt
"'dude a reprint of the first number, aU vm be
oi Ihe bistory of the paper. No extra <-ia t-Qg

(01 this double number, but rve me
i* readers should order at least Uvo copres,

X8 oLes for distribution. They will be thus
pinS to defray the increased cost of production, and

Sfieurl® mane the paper better known, and so
hi n”v subscribers,
® important that those intending to take extia
apes il give their orders well in advance, as
Newsagents have to order of their wholesalers some-
, re about ten or twelve days prior to the date of
u Nation. By giving in their orders for extia
QpiesV, say, the end of April, we shall thus have a
"Ik as to what number we are justified in printing
's'pecial issue.

In
my years of existence the Free-
by Is setting up a record not previously achieved
We N “reethought paper in the whole of Europe.
dlll';Int °ur readers to make it an occasion worth

nembersng,

To COEEESPONDENTS.

lm*jsja\l thanks for cutting. There is very little good
\ﬂbmléd restraifetin whéP®\ five AU siire Gylirisfian is

n ' rhe right rule is to make one’s position quite
the culd clear- To state it apologetically is to convince

.. Ustian of the importance of his own beliefs. The
?’!Jﬁt 'ﬁi}ggm is to-day largely perpetuated by the timid-

A
g™ Thanks. Wil
4.n g> over till next week.

N
the Y9 —phanks. Have beard from the quarter named.
Wie). rtS Ql ble Faster Myth may be reprinted as a
lor free distribution.
sih /¢ —Pleased to bear that Mr. Cohen’s lectures gave
rera™ saf'sfacf'on’ Hope they will lead to a wider
4, w M ‘he movement. Other matter is not forgotten.
G g | SeaRE— Received and shall appear soon.
G > K'sJK—Shall look out for your letter.

Posits "» fhe religious note in politics is becoming a
for g ? danger. To-day there is a greater need than ever
. aui, straightforward speech.

return when used. We are

1

rcethinker 7 is supplied to the trade on sale or

h’r(potic':(l‘}%/ {#El(i)l#ty in securing copies should be at once
1Ce.

Society, Limited office is at & Farringdon

ke ' L°ndon, E C4
Jircci .Secular, Society's Office is at 62 Farringdon
e WOCHGR, B4,

IFnl(ﬁ'e services of the National Secular Society in con-
"W n~ 3 Secular Burial Services are required, all com-
tt {j a[°ns should be addressed to the Secretary, Mr.

tetter ' ™°Settl, giving as long notice as possible.

LSl (]] Editor of the " Freethinker” should be
ik to 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C-4.
s MO send us newspapers would enhance the favour
Qtcl, U] KinE passages to which they wish us to call

H rs On
°| thg literature should be sent to the Business Manager
hiit ~ ,°neer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4,

K, 1°1 <o the Editor.

thinker " will be forwarded direct from the pub-

the following rates (Home and Abroad):—
rj/-; half year, 7/6; three months, 3/9..
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Lecture notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, Londone
E.C.4, by the first post on Tuesday, or they will not be
inserted.

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

Sugar Plums.

We hope to meet London and Provincial Freethinkers
at the N.S.S. Social at Caxton Hall on Saturday, April
18. There will be dancing, musical items, opportunities
for conversation, and of course a few words from the
President. The Hall is conveniently situated just off
Victoria .Street, Westminster, and about two minutes
walk from St. James’ Park Station (Underground).
Tickets, including refreshments, 2s. 6d. each, may be
obtained from the Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, or
the offices of the N.S.S., 62 Farringdon Street, London,
E.C.4. As the number of tickets are limited early ap-
plication is advisable.

With regard to our Jubilee Number. The only two
contributors to the Freethinker in its very early days
that we are able to trace are Mr. W. lleaford and Mr.
A. 1L Moss. The first is living in retirement, at Worth-
ing, and the pen of the latter is often seen in these
columns. Both will contribute to the Jubilee Number.
We have not been able to trace any' other of the early
contributors who are still with 11s, but if any survive we
should be pleased to bear from them. We have also
with us some who have taken in the paper from tlie
first issue. It would be interesting to bear from such
as have taken the paper from the commencement or
from the first two or three years of its existence.

We have dwelt so strongly on the shortcomings of Sir
James Jeans in the sphere of philosophy that we the
more readily commend to all interested his latest
work The Stars in their Courses. (Cambridge Press,
5s.) Tlie work consists of the wireless talks given by
Sir James, expanded to about twice their original length.
This shows the author at his best and in his proper
sphere, that of an expositor. It is a good workmanlike
production, and gives the reader not versed in scientific
matters a good comprehensive view of the present state
of scientific knowledge, with just enough of specu-
lation to make the book completely interesting. It is
clearly written and just as simply as the subject admits.
There is far more in the stars than our earlier scientists
thought, which is only another way of saying that there
is more in an atom than earlier scientists believed. For
the problems of nature gain nothing in puzzlement on
the score of size. In nature, size and number are inter-
esting, but only in rare cases do they add anything to
the essential problem. The Stars in their Courses con-
tains a series of very fine plates that adds to the attrac-
tive character of tlie work.

We are asked to announce that the Moncure Conway
Memorial lecture this year will be delivered at the Con-
way Hall, Red Lion Square, 011 Wednesday, April 15, on
“ Race as a Political Factor.” Admission will be free.
The lecture is timed to commence at 7 o’clock.

We are now within sight of the National Secular
.Society’s Conference, which will take place on Whit-
Sunday, May 24. Liverpool, Birmingham, and Chester-
le-Street have applied for the Conference, and we hope
to announce the result of the voting after the Executive
jmeets on April 17. Meanwhile individual members and
Branches who desire to have resolutions placed on the
- Agenda should send them on at once. We hope to see a
Jrecord assembly of visitors and delegates from all over
tthe country.
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The Present Conflict in

Psychology.

I+ psychology be taken to date from Aristotle it
started as a “ science of the soul.” Passing through
its course of development it became the “ study of
the mind.” Before the adt’ent of the present century
it had become “ the classification and analysis of
mental phenomena and conscious states,” and it is
now interested in the behaviour of living things. It
has ceased to talk of an underlying metaphysical
something of which the various mental states are
“ acts” or manifestations.” It deals with a
world of mental facts, and does not ask what is mind
“in itself.” That has been handed over to philo-
sophy, and it is now not psychologists but meta-
physicians, who speak of an independent “ego.” Sys-
tem-building philosophers of the Idealist order can
no more do without the Ego than theologians can do
without God. Someone has said that when their
system (lecture-notes) becomes sufficiently out of
date they are made professors. For psychologists,
however, mind is nothing but a collective name for
mental facts like ideas, feelings, habits and so on.

Wrapt up with the notion of the Ego is that of
Indeterminacy, which has just had a little flutter in
Physics, being placed in a very poor light by its own
half-hearted advocates. It is quite unpopular in
psychology. It belongs to that order of Ethics
wherein “ free will 7, is the life-blood of morality.
It has no part to play in positive science. It is quite
at home in pulpits, literary and “ philosophical ”
societies, and other metaphysical “ talking-shops.”
Its conception ranks equally with that of a child
without forbears.

Who is the psychologist to-day who is most strenu-
ously fighting Materialism ? Undoubtedly, William
McDougal. Hear him then in Hormic Psychology :
“ Science must hold fast to causation.”

There is no room for argument here, then. The
conflict in psychology has moved to another quarter.
Determinism is to the psychologist what bricks are to
the bricklayerl He may, of course, like James or
Stout, allow the case for free will outside psycho-
logy, or like HdfTding pander to an Idealism, or with
Maudesley stand firm for naturalism. But within
his own sphere lie can do nothing with the concept
of an unconditioned action.

The main bone of contention in psychology to-day,
which is splitting it up into the various schools, is
not Indeterminacy; nor is it the Ego. It is the
alleged fundamental distinction between two types of
causation, mechanical and teleological. This issues
in a dualism which brings always a rift. “ Man has
grown a soul,” and, having come, it is playing a
unique part in the evolutionary process. It is intro-
ducing a fundamentally new type of causal law (so
the argument runs), establishing itself as an indepen-
dent factor capable of freeing itself from the world of
matter. Drawn to its located goal, which acts like
a magnet, it ojrcrates prospectively, rather than re-
trospectively. It is pulled from in front, not pushed
from behind. The mark of its behaviour, says
McDougal, is striving and purpose.

This issues in a Realist philosophy which may take
several forms. For example (@ Mind may have
been struggling for expression from the very be-
ginning of time as an independent substance, and
evolution is the story of its progressive achievement.
Bergson and Hobhouse may be mentioned in con-

1 Life does not break any of the laws of physics and
chemistry; it uses them. But it supplements them.”
(Lodge : Outline oj Sciencer)
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nexion with this theory. The former regaf 5
elan vital as accumulating like a snowball a1 »
journey, and for the latter the generic functio ~
Mind is the correlation of experience. y n
plastic mind moves towards valuable ends, anc ©
better view of them as- it advances, and ™1
posive process is different from the mechanical ia ,,
every phase is determined by the whole sy
(Development and Purpose; cf. also Mind in
lion). .
(b) Or Mind may be taken to emerge during
play of events, when it proceeds to break coflDe
with them as an independent unity, introducnh”™_
own type of causation (Eloyd Morgan anﬂjaﬁce ”
ander). In Eloyd Morgan it is “ divine gul the
which is behind it all; in Alexander it is simpty”®
natural creativity of primary substance (space* 5
The first-named conceives it as standing at the g ;
ways of mechanical and teleological causation v j
at the Crossways). At a certain point (“ cross-Ql
mind takes the lead through prospective referQjjjid
() Or it may be a piece of the Universa
(Eodge) or Eife Force (Joad) dipping hscl to
matter in order to achieve certain ends. B icy
wait for matter to reach a definite stage of comp ' d]
before it can lay hold of it. In Lodge, mindaCs
matter from its vantage-ground in the ether; n
it is a temporary escape from the mainstream-
either case it uses the ordinary laws of science
also exercises its own special mode2 of °Per
which is not so readily amenable to scientific
ment. In Lodge the spirit immersed in matte jj,
comes entirely divorced at death, and retains its “Y
viduality (grown in and through matter) in the
world. In Joad it is submerged again like a
into the ocean. . of
All this may be pretty mythology, but it IS jj
science. Its mainspring is egotism; so jllU ier
strongly suggested by the fact that each phil°s’|jlit
who utilizes it developes a different philosophy- ©
is quite natural. No one would expect two P°*jlljge
write the same poetry, or two individuals to 1l '$
in exactly the same flights of fancy. Sir O. ~°( e~
philosophy is an expression of his own private *~
sonality; it has nothing to do with his Hid
physics, which are shared in common and "
possess the scientific merit of.publicity. is
A false egotism is at the root of the matter. ay
causing psychologists to place their finger ah’
at a certain point on the pyramid of natural |£
Below—-this point, they say, cause is calcy <J
above it, cause beats us. This is the. point at M ~
7 come in. 7 have inoculated the world with a
force; 7 am a unique causal agent; 7 defy aDaYsS
and so forth. -
What is required to-day is a depersonalized Wi
sophy for social use.

ile
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G. Il. Tayl<*

Home is where the virtues grow. | would fikc t?j?&::
the law so that every home to a small amount si"™ %
free not only from sale for debts, but should bc ‘ ¢3
lately free from taxation, so that every man could 1
home.— Ingcrsoll.

The King ruled by force, the priest by fear and
by both.—Ingersoll.

2" Psychology, like every other science, must be - (|,
ministic; i.e., it must start from the assumption th- “}js
causal law holds good in the life of the will, just aN (i?
law is assumed to be valid for the remaining c>e tf
life.” “ Indeterminacy, which teaches the exist"l
causeless acts of will, absolutely destroys the iuuel jjir
tinuity of the conscious life.” (Psychology, Haroh*
gndi).
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Modern Physics” in “Deep
W aters.”

fincs 3 regrcttable fact that the modern Freethinker

% so much justﬁication for }iilg own Eﬁg[ﬁg&e_ Mt
sdl' il the writings of contemporary scientisteve 16

"'eans that the activities of the I'r ~ut also
ke directed not only against the chur” Nave left
gainst many writers who ought long a fight is
the teachings of the theologian behind. . gtthe
¢’nsequently twofold. It has to be wag * copective
ateh-ereniy of intellectual freedom, those
1"Irches and religious institutions, au of the
scientists who persist in bringing tre 1 ~ pe the
‘eologian into the camp of those w 10
Neatest liberators of thought; the scien stand
h such men as Sir James Jeans ~en they
a ore side, where religion is concerned r£asoning
are unable to do more than falsify scl the issue
the interest of religious emotionsi « > .g wfien
t'ould be much more straight lheir standing
'en like Sir James use the weigh that the

"Ible world of science to bolster up r <« t~e general

Nnation becomes misrepresent« e j ern science
"he. The impression given is 13 universe.
3 l«rts a religious interpretation ~ ¢ pported re-
., S is not true. Science nevei opposite

Vel ?.never will; it is a different, and

tw tPretation. ang the idea of a reconciliation be-
uiﬁej—m& Wb being reached is the outcome of mis
idea —Sflading. Tlie religionist who has such au
- fails, - . L

“ill, h t° understand science, while the scientist
vy " «ine idea misunderstands religion.

-lgf@ojbction gan be taken to a scientist who is
hog Ise,°f religious inclinations making, a declara-
‘ar. 'S faith, in private or in public, but if he
fiefs jle e,bist science in support of his religious be-
thepi? should try to do so without contradicting
$om'? "“’Plications of science. Apart from this he
Sfie rA ltec’are his faith, as such, and stand aside while
it Moversy goes on between the advocates of re
o and the Freethinkers
Lr Use vague phrases, and sometimes very definite
0] which give the impression that the implica-
dam °f science are all in the direction of religion is
\Wle able.  Especially when the scientist himself,
"eRU Speaking fu terms of his science, frequently
4 N what the religionist most desires,
anjn attcmPt of Sir James Jeans to present us with
w 1"ferniinate universe has been dealt with in these
to, s> but the following deterministic statement is
ho K°d to be overlooked; “now all these effects can
t0..“ Elated in detail, so that we know exactly what
1w ect if the stars have really lived the terrifically
visi,, 'Ves of millions of millions of years we are pro-
for unally allotting to them. And everything we look
f.ebud. All the anticipated effects are there, and
<;.,as we can tell, their magnitudes indicate that
(0 > 1, tve lived for millions of millions of years.’
If Universe, p 60.)
"fiat can be calculated; if we can know exactly
i"iverse~Pect; ai'd if everything we look for in the
S>d Is to be found according to our anticipations
ft i, certain calculations, there is little room
v

b Urnti'Nahty of the universe; or anything else that
Int0O ~ 1110re of theology than of science.

Xlativi,"étions °f physics, such as radiation and
hot e,g ¢ with their complicated mathematics, | can-
Nor is it necessary to do so for the pur

1'-butting the attempts of the physicist and

s'd je atlcian to upset the teaching of determinism
lls into the deep waters of a thought-world.
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The theory that the mathematicians and physicists
are sure to prove to be the most competent of
reasoners, has often been put forward; but the pages
of Sir James Jeans suggest that there is no proof of
such a theory. Indeed, there is much in The
Mysterious Universe to provoke the remark that
.orkers in the sphere of physics and mathematics
have need to take greater care of their phraseology
and reasoning if they would formulate a lasting, or
even tentatively helpful, philosophy of the universe.

What exactly js the value of the following passage
to the scientist it would be difficult to say. In it, the
philosophical reader finds little more than a collec-
tion of jargon that appears likely to do very little in
the way of clarifying the minds of even trained
physicists and astronomers.

“ As we shall see in the next chapter, this theory
tells us that space itself is curved, much in the same
way in which the surface of the earth is curved.
The curvature of space is responsible for the curving
of rays of light which is observed at a solar eclipse,
and for the curvature in the paths of planets and
comets, which we used to attribute to a ‘ force ' of
gravitation. On this theory the presence of matter
does not produce *force,” which is an illusion, but a
curving of space. The more matter there is in the
universe, the more curved space is, the more rapidly
it bends back on itself, and as a consequence the
smaller the size of the universe— just as a circle which
curves rapidly is smaller than one which curves more
gradually.” p. 6o0.

Here the reader is treated to a picture of Sir James
Jeans’ indeterminate universe with the curvature of
space which is responsible not only for the curvature
of rays of light, but also for that of the paths of
planets and comets. While the presence of matter.
produces the curvature of space itself. In what re-
lationship to the “ universe ” of Sir James “ space ”
and “ matter ” exist we are not told; but somehow' or
other the more matter there is in the universe the
more curved we find space, and on the other hand if
the matter becomes less, then there is a decrease in
the curving of space; that is it curves less rapidly.
Now if the curvature of space is very rapid owing to
the large amount of matter, the universe is relatively
small; but if the curvature of space is not rapid owing
to the small quantity of matter, then there is a rela-
tively large universe. Whether matter is inside
“ space ” or outside of it, making its curvature more
or less, as the case may be, we are not told. Although
the idea of space, as such, being able to exist in an
empty universe, whatever that may be, is put forward
in the following : “ An empty universe, totally devoid
of matter, would have its space entirely uncurved, be-
cause there would be no matter to curve it, and so
would be of infinite size.” p. 6i.

There are times when it is permissible to use the
term “ space ” in a figurative manner, such as when
in ordinary conversation we speak of the stars moving
in space, but surely it should not be difficult for a
scientist to realize that the word “ space ” stands for
something conceptual, and not for something in which
the unvierse exists. Just as “ time ” is a conceptual
measurement in terms of duration so is “ space ” such
a measurement in terms of extension in any and every
direction.

To speak of space as if it exists as an entity by it-
self, or could exist as such, leads only to confusion.
Its conceptual nature should always be kept in mind.

That the work of the modern scientist should in-
clude the task of rectifying and clarifying our scien-

I tific terminology will be admitted by all serious readers
, to be a just proposition. Yet there seems to be little
clarification going on when we are told that, “ the
presence of matter does not produce ‘ force,” which is
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an illusion, but a curving of space.” The word
“ force,” in this case, is used in connexion with
gravitation, and Sir James would have been doing a
service to many readers had he pointed out, as Karl
Pearson did in the Grammar of Science, that there is
no such entity as a “ force of gravitation ” existing
in the universe for the purpose of “ pulling ” bodies
together, but that the term “ force ” should only be
used in reference to the rate of motion of those bodies.
Instead of doing this, Sir James plunges into rejecting
“ force ” as an illusion, when as a matter of fact con-
ceived of as “ a measure of motion,” or as indicating
the degree of impact of two colliding bodies, it stands
for something that can be experienced either directly
or indirectly by the human organism. Later on in
the book some measure of rectification on the score of
gravitation does come, when Sir James says : “ What
we call the ‘ law of gravitation ’ is, strictly speaking,
nothing more than a mathematical formula giving the
acceleration of a moving body—the rate at which it
changes its speed of motion.” p. hi. Even then,
the object seems to be mainly that of discrediting the
“ mechanical interpretation ” of the universe, and
the age of “ mechanical science,” as if this science
involved the idea of the universe as a machine in the
sense in which we think of man-made machinery.

In what sense the “ curving of space ” is more
substantial than “ force,” is not explained. That it
is not an illusion when rightly conceived is quite true,
and when applied to parts of the universe it was no
doubt highly useful; but, if a layman may make a
suggestion to the expert mathematician, its applica-
tion to the universe as a whole is likely to lead to con-
fusion. It is possible to imagine all sorts of universes
being built up by different mathematicians from
different lengths of curvature, and perhaps this ex-
plains why Sir James Jeans and others have been led
into conceiving a concertina-orange type of universe
that can be bigger than or less than itself at various
times.

It is regrettable that the terminology of a leading
scientist like Sir James Jeans has to be discussed in
this way, but it is the more necessary because of the
use to which so much of the loose phraseology lias
been put by the press and the parson.

A good deal of use has been made of the idea that
matter can be “ annihilated ” in the sense of being
destroyed out of existence; and while a little more
careful reading should have dissipated such an idea,
there is no doubt that a little more careful use of terms
by Sir James would have left no excuse for misunder-
standing.

Time cannot now be spent on the following passage,
for the purpose of straightening it out, but it illus-
trates at once the careless use of terminology, and the
fact that in some moods, at anyrate, Sir James does
not teach the complete annihilation of the universe.

“ If we accept the astronomical evidence of the
ages of the stars and the physical evidence of the
highly-penetrating radiation adjointly establishing
that of teh stars, and the physical evidence of the
highly-penetrating radiation as jointly establishing
that matter is really being anuimilated, or rather
transformed into radiation, then this transformation
becomes one of the fundamental processes of the uni-
verse. The conservation of matter disappears entirely
from science, while the conservation of mass and of
energy become identical. Thus the three major con-
servation laws, those of the conservation of matter,
mass and energy, reduce to one. One simple funda-
mental entity which may take many forms, matter
and radiation in particular, is conserved through all
changes; the sum total of this entity forms the whole
activity of the universe, which does not change its
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total quantity. But it continually changes its _I_Lalnty*
and this change of quality appears to be the i"dl
operation going on in the universe which f°m'j,
material home. The whole of the available en »
seems to me to indicate that the change is, wi e
sible insignificant exceptions, for ever in 11 ~
direction —for ever solid matter melts into ~
stantial radiation : for ever the tangible changeb
the intangible.” pp. 73-74. (. 2w
Except for remarking that the “ for ever ’ jrov ~
the reverse process of the “ insubstantial ” ¢
back into the “ substantial,” and that much 0 ~
phrasing is very careless, this passage may
with the comment that it grants all that the de e
ist and materialist fundamentally requires.

The question of “ relativity ” in the sP~dla
physics must be left to the physicists and lliadHj05
ticians, but the following passage sounds very
to man}r of us who have held the theory of 'J,.

philosophy for some j™ears in .90s
propounded the supposed new law of nature b5 4
form— * nature is such that it is impossible to ,
mine absolute motion by any experiment wha ,a
It was the first formulation of the principle O
tivity.” p. 89.

It may interest Sir James Jeans and other n
maticians to know that long before Einstein "'aS
of the concept of absolttle motion or of absolu
would have struck many a philosophical reader 38
posterons. This is not said in order to belih e i\
work of Einstein or Sir James as far as the 1l
theory of relativity is concerned. n

The remark is made as an offset to the idea, '
seems to be spreading abroad, that only the
and mathematician can think in terms of relab' f
Too much stress is laid by Sir James on the va  _
the mathematician as an interpreter of the (1l pegp
This is realized as we pass “ Into the
Waters ” of his book to find the following
“ the essential fact is simply that all the NiC»~
which science now draws of nature, and which 3
seem capable of according with observational ifiC"ys,
mathematical pictures.” p. 127. In addition fife
the more we swim in the “ Deep Waters,” the ' &
we find the scientist turning theologian. Sur™j-jni
are being treated to the negation of scientific
when we read : “ nature seems very conver§&iit iai”
the rules of pure mathematics, as our matheniih’~jr

the
N

s

N

own inner consciousness and without drawing 1
appreciable extent Oll their experience of the ~
world.” p. 130. Yet the “ Deep Waters ”
when we are told “ that the universe appears tO fid
been designed by a pure mathematician,” p. 13-'i
again, “ the Great Architect of the Universe u®'
gins to appear as a pure mathematician.” P-j jii
While the possibility of many of us being drownf ’ |
the “ Deep Waters ” to which Sir James has ™ r
duced us, looms before us in the following, but ™ i
nately we have learned to swim. “ To-day thel ™M
wide measure of agreement, which on the ph~~t
side of science approaches almost to unanimity>
the stream of knowledge is heading towards 3 ~
mechanical reality; the universe begins to look
like a great thought than like a great machine- '
no longer appears as an accidental intruder in<®>XC
realm of matter; we arc beginning to suspect th-1
ought rather to hail it as the creator and goverll a
the realm of matter—not of course our ind"~
minds, but the mind in which the atoms t 3
which our individual minds have grown XI5
thoughts.” p. 14S. ik
. . . IR
Criticism of this must be restrained. It is F;L_ iL
to see science dragged so abjectly into the pulpl*

aly
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ad lead'QI0 W™ sbol,Id be capable of giving light
hae th-1* to generation. Not until scientists
will hui °" 11 sbachles of theological thought
shulg yrllgirc]ty reaP the full harvest which science

E. Egerton Stafford.

7econd Epistle of the Apostate to
the Romans.

ad sijm]ITY 1S a “onn °i beggary; it is mendicity pure
Hm and iu” e bave been born, so live, we will die.

"holely * ’'b'—these are positive terms. But death is
IKasons  n@fative.  And so we combat with our
sde< - fight our reasons. We hurtle our-
« «« EMst il »» attempt to smash it. It
gasoil .. our life’'s quests—to annihilate our
* this pray %r ial™ Faith! And faith? What

IS niendicqlacMtenn » ft is a form of beggary also; it
Isa® V h'aith is a belief in the inconceivable; it
4. 1llce it is a shade—a shadow. But the shade
Xthe Slact°w—they are artificial. They are results
thein tli f3 War—the great war against reason. We put
ths@s  that we may escape from light, because in
are just *Snegative. The light of truth cries : you
denjcai a Physico-chemical phenomenon in a physieo-
feuie bei " " And the shade of darkness calls:
«trvJon Kanl ,ny wing, and you will live for ever! The
Payers.vYs hope for no reward; the ostriches are
Iii.,, ’ ley are beggars.
aetheir 1'U Praying ? What are these things ? What
dilt. g '"ays and wherefores? The answer is not diffi-
H. j, Is sex again. And again, it is a perversion of
Yeryes fcer alld praying? It is narcissism. It is the
;nthe iCIC  cgrisin. Than praying, there is nothing
bet to-(J.° ' more selfish, for let it become an accepted
I*ssinie I" ~at all or any forms of immortality be im-
T ac]n’ ail(l within twenty-four hours there would not
~Pywher i* chapel, synagogue, mosque or temple, open
Pray. . ' y~°t still we pray. Perhaps we always will
hut inctimes | even hope we will.
Te amhVElOrtality ? What is this immortality?
seilQ 1 lon to be always ambitious. It is the desire to
Te as j to desire. It is the lust always to lust. It is
It j rati°n to aspire for ever,

b not rau obsession, and in our empty moments, there
't Wp na(°f us who can escape its clutches. Hugo knew
"e need ?'° be °nrselves,” he said—*“ to be ourselves,
pWve’>" either some great task, or some fine noble
m At]) W& Fucine’s conversion verifies thi

°Pgji ;M 'S ~sconied religion. But no soonc.

"I'nselfms b's ,llIst'ess closed on him, than lie threw
hg!jSe,, Int® the ready opener arms of the “ Sainte
“ear(, \es, it is because of our empty moments that
H a.,,OpiAd&d of the coming empty infinity. And we
Hi, "N i" fear . . . unless we. pour a lie into the
hut * 1 *be result?—a stolid belief in immortality,
in”™t~t ’s this lie? said Pascal: “ Man is born for

It is

""&alie b°n mon cher Pascal. No! There you are

Tatic  hlan is not born for infinity. It is infinity
nglsggr" for man.

o nOth.”” who wants this life of infinity? 1 can think

ygj- OnS Rss attractive. Even if we were to grant the
Tat, j plucking the celestial harps . . . no, no.

TadiQt/linitely- incessantly, without end—that is a con-
°iije °1- For they tell us that of such is the Kingdom
Ction!f' But- in truth, would it not be nearer a con-
TV of a most fearful hell ?
how arc we to speiid those billion billion

Cifijlan  *be after-life? Well, | for one, will certainly
% s . n If there is no cinema. | know another who in-
Vetalpon' ther, being blue-eyed damozels in heaven.
1jO0 J ,,rd wants midget-golf And a fourth . . .
?ePAmMPU "°t then understand ? To imagine ourselves
Tty - Is to see ourselves alive! Yes, indeed, immor-
‘tn Eé?sa" obsession. There is nothing of reality about
4N ﬁ‘at it be a real psychological phenomenon.
10w happy are those who here escaped this illu-
sUch were Madame du Barry who, standing on

ir.,,
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the scaffold before the block, looked up into her execu-
tioner’s eyes and calmly pleaded : " Un tout petit mo-
ment encore a vivre."

Marcel D. Roditi.

The other day a friend brought to my notice a little
book* written by an Army Chaplain. It was published
as far back as 1918, and is addressed to church folk.
It deals with the soldier’s attitude towards religion, and
the aversion of young people in general to the churches.
Very firmly it insists that although Tommies may re-
gard religion as a peculiar form of hypocrisy, yet, if
only they are shown the true Jesus Christ they will
eagerly rush to become privates in his army. And, as
further it offers Christ as a pattern on which young
men should mould their lives | think | have sufficient
grounds for passing comment upon the work.

The writer opens with a eulogy of the soldier, or
Tommy, as he prefers to style him : then, in his next
chapter discusses the Church. It is only fair to men-
tion that he is concerned with the Scotch Church, still,
what he says, especially on pages ten and eleven is ap-
plicable to all. “ Plave we,” it runs, “ a clear and un-
mistakable witness of the great social injustice that is
at present embedded in our national life? Have we ever
spoken brave words of guidance about that poisonous
thing called the social evil? Have we ever withstood
the driving of the people off the land into the drink-
sodden cities? Have the underpaid ever found in us
any efficient help? Have we ever demanded the pro-
tection of child life? Have we ever stood for peace in
any really whole-hearted and sincere way ? Have we
refused to compromise with Mammon, and Luxury?
Notoriously and manifestly the answer to all these ques-
tions is * No.”” One would take it for granted that the
writer’s following sentence would read: * Then let us
scrap the churches!” but such is not the case. Indeed,
Mr. Gray is sorely puzzled as to why it is that the
majority of fine men he met in the army were either
quite indifferent to or contemptous about the church
and religion.

He openly admits (p. 8), that despite all its ingenuity
in devising schemes to lure the people the church has
failed. He lived with a splendid body of men and was
deeply grieved to make the discovery that the church
played but a very small part in their lives. So he en-
deavours to supply the solution of this state of affairs;
though why the passage | have quoted above does not
furnish him with all he requires is not explicable.

The average man, we are assured, has an erroneous
conception of religion (p. 17), and therefore thinks he
does not believe in it. (p. 19). But, lie does believe in
honour, loyalty, good-comradeship, cheerfulness, cour-
age, charity, hope and sincerity. His ideal man, we
learn, is strong in body, reserved about his emotions,
open-hearted to all comers, speaks the truth, holds to his
word, and is brave without boasting, (pp. 19-20.)

No doubt this is true, but then comes the anticipated
flaw in the ice. All these things “ belong without ques-
tion to the Christian ideal ” : Jesus Christ is the man
who possesses all those fine qualities, (p. 20).

Strange, is it not, that all the best that is in human
nature is labelled Christian? Strange, also, that the
greatest liars, hypocrites, thieves, scoundrels, and mur-
derers to be met in the pages of history, and at the
present time, are Christians.

Mr. Gray confesses that some of the men professing
Christianity whom he met in the army were not of ex-
emplary character fp. 14), but it never occurs to him
that religion may largely be to blame for this. He as-
cribes the trouble to a “ certain type of religious ex-
perience ” and glides serenely on, leaving us groping
in the dark.

After this he concerns himself with the indifferent
young men, and arrives at his solution, which is, that
the churches have experienced failure because they have
not taught the real Jesus, (p. 21)

Well, if after two thousand years or thereabouts the

*zIs Tommy Sees Us, by Rev. A. Herbert Gray.
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Church has not succeeded in revealing the " real Jesus,”
then | submit that it is high time they abandoned the
attempt and turned their attention to something of more
Value to society.

But, anyway, how does the writer propose to win
youth for Christ? As | intimated above he speaks of
Jesus as a man, and on many pages describes him as
strong, virile, and of generous heart. But he also
wishes us to consider him as “ the man of Galilee, who
was also God.” (p. 30) Now he can’t have it both
ways. If Jesus was the Saviour it is obvious that he
must have been superior to all men. If he was a man
he could not possibly “ save the world.” Whatever his
choice he will certainly fail in his object; for as a God
Jesus gave a very feeble exhibition; while if Mr. Gray
would rather that the young people thought of him as a
noble specimen of manhood | feel confident that when
they begin to reason things out it will dawn on them
that the doctrine of the Fall of Man is absurd, and
therefore Christianity is without a foundation.

The writer seems to be obsessed with Jesus Christ,
and nearly half the pages of the book are devoted to
singing his praises or assuring Tommy and young men
in general that they can only lead artificial lives without
him. We are told “they need Christ so.” (p. 21)
“ The right attitude to Christ is the attitude of hero-
worship.” (p. 30.) “ There is in them an instinct for
him (Christ) as yet unsatisfied.” (p. 30.) “ He would
harness their high spirits to a cause worthy of their
best.” p. 49). “To live with him is to live in the ex-
hilarating atmosphere of great and confident expecta-
tions.” (p. 117.) AIll of which is sheer twaddle and
nonsense. To anyone who reads the New Testament at-
tentively it is patent that if Christ ever lived then he
was a man whose mental powers were somewhat
deficient.

Having dealt with the main thesis of the book, and
not wishing to occupy too much valuable space, | take
the liberty of just a brief survey of the remainder.

Apart from the gush about Jesus, the padre seems to
be a fairly candid sort of person. He tells, for instance,
of several unscrupulous Christian business men (pp. 50-
54), though, naturally enough, doing his utmost to ex-
cuse the culprits. He describes war as “ the most in-
sane of all men’s follies” (p. S8), yet, the curious fact
that the leading participants were Christian nations
does not hold any significance for him. Fie attacks the
Church with not a little bitterness (pp. 105-no), but he
clings to the notion that if she will only adopt his
remedy, i c., preach the real Jesus, she can still redeem
herself.

On the other hand, Mr. Gray appears to be rather in-
nocent. He was amazed at being told that religion is a
selfish thing and “ simply threatens sinners with hell,
and promises comforts to the good” (p. 43), and, in fact
hotly disputed the statement. He declares : “ Christian
truth was first revealed into babes, and is always within
the reach of those who are simple in mind and heart ”
(p. 57), yet all through the book he is wondering why
intelligent people reject it, and doubtless if somebody
had informed him that it is only the babes and the
simple-minded who are not sceptical about Christianity,
lie would have been very much annoyed.

Just to show what a religious nation we are, he an-
nounces : “ But not five men in a thousand have any
real doubt about His (God’s) existence.” (p. 19.) 1 do
not happen to know how he cooked these figures, but I
feel certain had he said : “ But not five men in a thou-
sand have any real belief in God’s (meaning the Bible
deity, of course) existence,” he would have been nearer
the truth.

As a piece of advice to all who, like Mr. Gray, want
to induce the young to attend church regularly, 1 offer
this : Take away all your sacred pictures, symbols, and
other paraphernalia; burn all your hymn books, prayer
books, etc., then convert the church into say a hall
where lectures can be delivered on scientific, political,
and other subjects of a secular nature, or into a cinema
which will only screen purely educational films. When
either is done | am certain that not one of the churches,
chapels, or cathedrals for that matter will be deserted
by the younger generation,

Tom Bure.
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A Book every Freethinker should possess/

The True Story of the Roman
Catholic Church

By Joseph McCabe.

p , fiction, no work of drama, no fabulous tale of terrific or fantastic imagination could ap-
w L 1In amazing interest The True Story of the Roman Catholic Church, as told by Joseph
“t>? e.*n six double volumes— altogether, 360,000 words that are packed to the last “ i ” and
"ith r start™nS pictures of Catholic history, which is interwoven by broad crimson threads

f history °f our western world. For centuries Catholicism dominated Europe. The dog-
a\ .. Ifie Roman Catholic Church prevailed as powerful law. Catholic intrigues and Catholic
iin 1*ns Were carried through relentlessly. Through all the great events of history trailed the

tneilse and ominous policy of the Church of Rome.

A li is more than a general understanding of the role of Catholicism in history that Josepli

C,[Cahe gives in this important and complete story of a religious institution which has represented
vi enl6rely faiths and beliefs but tremendous political, social power. True, McCabe impresses
Tj uP°n the reader the broad sweep of events and the vast, surging tides of conflict and feeling.
1 . story is envisaged as a whole, as a series of events and struggles and revolutions which are
K]“caUy connected. But going to make up this whole—to make it effective and convincing
JM ~gc for the reader—is the most detailed, careful, exact chronicle of happenings. Innumer-
. ' e facts of the most vital significance are for the first time made available to a popular audience
LIS | ymense, scholarly work by McCabe.

: q, Jfie following are the titles of the twelve books (two in a volume) 1 . How the Roman
j 2 P -Church Really Began. 2. Hiow ttiee Romem Cattiad iz Cunath Beeanme Wealthy and Corrupt,
e blow the Pope’'s Power Was Made and Enforced. 4. How Rome Made and Ruled the Dark

( to tT How ffie People Were Made to Submit to Papal Power. 6. The True Relation of Rome
g i? Revival of Art, Fetters and Learning. 7. The Height of the Papal Regime of Vice and Crime.
ko “SWP°me Fought Attempts to Reform Morals. 9. The Truth About the “ Reform ” of
jirnie- To. The Last Alliance of Church and State.n. Roman Catholic Intrigues of the

‘| neteenth Century. 12. The Roman Catholic Church As It Is To-day.

DOUBLE VOLUMES 10/6d. (Post Free) Inland Postage only,

Imperial and Foreign Customers must add Extra Postage.

ORDER NOW ON THIS FORM.

THE LITTLE BLUE BOOKS, 82, Eridge Road, Thornton Heath, Surrey.

f Enclosed is io/6d. for which send me, post free, the six double volumes of “ The True Story
‘le Roman Catholic Church,” by Joseph McCabe.
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GOD AND THE
UNIVERSE

EDDINGTON, JEANS, HUXLEY & EINSTEIN

BY

CHAPMAN COHEN
With a Reply by Professor A. S. Eddington

ATMIIS is a work that should be in the
hands of every Freethinker and as
many Christians as can be induced

to purchase it or read it. It will enable

all to gauge the value of the new apolo-
gies for religion that are being put for-
ward in the name of recent science.

(Issued by the Secular Society, Limited)

Paper 2s Postage 2d.

Cloth 3s. Postage 3d.

The Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4.
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: The History and Nature of the Blasphemy

ATRIL,1?77A

THE
“Freethinker” Endowment Trust

A Great Scheme for a Great Purp°’se

= (N
The Freethinker Endowment Trust was. regis e a
the 25th of August, 1925, its object being.l tireL
sum of not less than £8000, which, by in\ a3
would yield sufficient to cover the estimate*
loss incurred in the maintenance of the Fre ge
The Trust is controlled and administered r
Trustees, of which number the Editor of * tefjrs
thinker is one in virtue of his office. ._.ra fray
of the Trust Deed the Trustees are prohibi
deriving anything from the Trust in the = ¢j
profit, emoluments, or payment, and in the |
the Freethinker at any time, in the opinio'
Trustees, rendering thé Fund unnecessary, 'l ~
brought to an end, and the capital sum ban
to the National Secular Society. L inr
The Trustees set themselves the task of '/! j
minimum sum of £8000. This was accompll.fl o
the end of December, 1927. At the sugge? €lre
some of the largest su'bscnbers, it has since ia
solved. to increase the Trust to a round £102rEa50
there is every hope of this being done within a
ably short time. &h
The Trust may be benefited by donations O ,fri

Sdns 3
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or shares.already held, or by bequests. Al , tJis

butions will be acknowledged in the columns " ©
journal, and may be sent to either the Editor. "
the Secretary of the Trust, Mr. H. Jessop, Hol*! doJ-
Whitkirk, Nr. Leeds. Any further informm'O
cerning the Trust will be supplied on appl'cat *
. There is no need to say more about the Freet' idC
itself, than that its invaluable service to the. 4l
thought Cause is recognized and acknowledged <

It is the mouthpiece of militant Freetliought » 3
country,, and places its columns, without chart >

tlie service of the Movement. s

The address of.the Freethinker Endowme"*
is 61 Farringdou Street, London, E.C.4. )
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