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Views and Opinions.

and Religion.

%3 Meeting- of the British Association (luring the
\arse °f a discussion on the new theories of the uni-
§i aild their bearing on religion, Bishop Barnes,
vin Lls gained for himself a reputation of an ad-
H -cl thinker, said that what lie disliked about the
liy tlleories was that they left no room for Judea.
Sutllat>1 take it, he meant that the findings of
did not fit in with Christian teaching. To

(m . the apt reply would be that they never did.
t 'stianity is essentially pre-scientific, and in its his-
ji%y anti-scientific. But the objection raised by
dj °P Barnes was eminently Christian, and it lies at
, r?ot  the bitter opposition that has been shown
is™ tific teachings. Criticism of scientific theories
°th proper and useful, but from the time of Roger

t. Q1 down to our own day the kind of opposition
(i”™Miich science and scientists have been subjected
) fs its existence entirely to religious prejudice.
C Qi Was imprisoned, Galileo was forced to recant,
y.Aernicus was afraid to publish his theory, Buffon
»lade to recant his teaching on geology, evolu-

J L Was opposed, -scientific materialism was
t n°Uhced, not becau . those responsible for these
. had any reasonable objection to them, or had
iV 6Mcence against them, but simply and entirely
I, JIISo they were felt to be opposed to Christian
»tig. And the time and energy wasted in the
~hest between science and religion, the cultivation
M lahhs of stupid opposition to scientific teaching,
t small degree to which a genuinely scientific
(j 'per is current among the people, are indications
’Itt”e tremendous obstruction religion has offered to
t’eUectuaI and ultimately to ethical and social pro-
!]"Ss- So far, Bishop Barnes showed that in spite of
vj Sputation as a man of advanced views he is ad-
only in relation to a very backward section of

O\ c°’mmunity. He still remains at heart a theo-
I3lh And worse than that could not be said of
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any man. The objection of Dayton to evolution was
that it left no room for Judea.

* * *

Under New Management.

Two or three of the religious papers evidently felt
that Bishop Barnes was going too far, for they
thought that all that was needed was a readjustment
of Christian doctrine to established scientific teach-
ing. There is really nothing new in this kind of
writing. It is a method that has been growing in
favour during the past hundred years, and reminds
one of the notice one sometimes sees stuck outside a
business house, “ This establishment is now under
entirely new management.” The inference is that
the old management left a deal to be desired, but the
new one promises an improvement. Dike the trades-
man, the apologetic Christian admits that trade has
been very bad, and like the tradesman the theologian
hastens to explain that this is because the public was
not being served with the goods it wanted. So all
that these attempts to readjust theology to modern
thought mean is that the theological store has been
overhauled, and if people do not see what they
desire, if they will only ask for it, it will be provided.
That is the real meaning of the endeavours to in-
crease trade by sing-songs in churches, cinema dis-
plays, anil a Christian preaching that is chiefly re-
markable for leaving Christianity out altogether.
Unfortunately for the clergy many of the old
customers have transferred their patronage else-
where, and having got used to another class of goods
are about as likely to revisit the stores they have for-
saken as civilization is likely to give up the use of
iron and return to the stone implements of primitive
man.

* * *

Making the Best of it.

What the compromisers call readjustments of
Christian doctrine to scientific teaching are really so
many disguised compliments to Freetliought. For
in every case those “ advances” have had to be
forced upon the Christian world and have been
accepted only after the hardest fighting. It is not
1 tte clergy who discovered the falsity of historic
Christian teaching. The most progressive of them
say quite plainly that their reason for advocating a
modification of Christian teaching is that people are
not content with it as it is. That is substantially
the reason given by Bishop Barnes himself, who has
openly admitted that it was only when he found him-
self in a position where he could vent some of his own
heresy that he did so. With the general body of the
clergy it is not a question of what is true, but what
is safe or profitable. The clergy warn each other
that if the new generation is not made conversant
with some of the truth concerning Christianity it
may reject Christianity altogether.  Some of the
truth must be told, and there is a world of difference
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between the truth as told by the scientific unbeliever
and the watered-down version as given by the wide-
awake parson. “ Gentlemen,” they say, “ science
is abroad and criticism is active. We have tried to
crush the enemy and failed. We have tried ignor-
ing the enemy and failed. So the wisest policy is to
take the bull by the horns, pose as impartial and
scientific enquirers, and by making a small concession
here and there, save the situation. l,et us be as
honest as we must be, and that may prove more
profitable than obstinate persistence in detected
error.” So does many a criminal see the error of
his ways when before the judge, and promise to read-
just his practice to the extent of running less risk of
being found out.

* * *

Why Bother P

Why is there any necessity at all for revising
Christian teachings? Is such a thing honestly pos-
sible? You can revise scientific teaching because
that is put forward as the best that can be given with
the knowledge at our disposal, and wdth the priviso
that further knowledge may involve a revision. But
how does one revise a revelation from God Almighty ?
God Almighty goes to enormous trouble to give man
a revelation of the truth. That revelation is accepted
and forced upon the people for generations. Then
along comes someone who, without any assistance
from God, discovers things that are at direct variance
with this “ revelation.” In that case the only
honest course would seem to be to dismiss the revela-
tion altogether as untrue and useless. Instead of
that our apologetic theologians proceed to revise
God’s statement of what he did and why he did it,
and inform both him and the people what he really
ought to have said. On the same principle one might
prove that both Ptolemy and Copernicus were right.
It is true that one said the sun went round the earth,
while the other said that tha earth went round the
sun, but both of them said that one thing went
round another thing, and which went round the other
was a mere matter of detail, of no importance what-
ever.

But if, as the new apologists admit, we have to
learn the truth from secular sociology and secular
science in general, what gain is there in having a
watered-down version of these truths served up by
the Christian clergy as advanced religious thought?
Why not use the money spent on the maintenance of
our army of parsons on the encouragement of scien-
tific research and on teachers of science? As things
stand the only people who are vitally interested in
this reinterpretation of Christian beliefs are the
clergy. Their existence as an order is absolutely
dependent upon the public looking to them as being
necessary to the well-being of society, and to retain
this status they must dress up their teachings in a
religious form. The laymen who take part in this
business are, when honest, simply working for the

benefit of their “ spiritual masters.”
* * *

A Hopeless Game.

Fortunately all these attempts at reconciling primi-
tive superstitions with modern science, are doomed
to ultimate failure. The most that can be done is to
postpone the ending. To gain this respite theo-
logians are to-day ready to do almost anything. As
Bertrand Russell says in his just issued The Scientific
Outlook, “ In order to meet the assaults of Atheistic
reason (theology) has, during the last hundred years,
aimed more and more at appealing to sentiment. It
has tried to catch men in their more relaxed moods;
and from a straight-jacket it has become a dressing-
gown. In our day, only the fundamentalists and a
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few of the more learned Catholic theologians 113
tain the old respectable intellectual tradition o ¢
Theologians have grown grateful for small merc/j
and they do not much care what sort of God the n

of science gives them so long as he gives then ore

all.”

But this game cannot keep on for e\\//er. e
can say what are the limits of man’s knowledge)
there are, fortunately, limits to his folly. E°r®
business of life folly ranks on the debit side O
ledger. We must pay for our blunders, and m
end the most stupid of men ask themselves whetne
is wise to persist in a course that so clearly $
waste and failure. The “ new Management '’
may be conspicuously displayed, but there is only
old stock to offer, and there are the old methodse™
ployed. The gap between faith and fact, bet'
theory and practice grows steadily larger, the n
her of those who perceive these dissonances Sr
greater, and the pressure of the herd becomes tr,™
ferred from the conservative to the more radical si
“ The man in the street ” transfers the allegiance i
once gave to the church to science, and even thoflP
this be at first as unreasoning in the latter case as
was in the former, it is yet an allegiance which
courages the exercise of independent judgment) 1
places high value upon the function of crit'dT_
Science actually brings the corrective for any
statement it may make, while theology can OR
canonize its errors. The dice of life are thus T@&"
on the side of progress, the pressure of social
ence is exerted against the weight of religion. | &
cur to our metaphor, the firm’'s premises may * ~
decorated and the stock labelled new, but the cnS(ici
is drifting in another direction. Tastes are alte
and other commodities are in demand. And 9<>Ibe
famous old firm finds itself left with a stock oi 1
saleable goods, watching its former patrons haste"

a more up-to-date establishment.

Chapman CoH?’

The Last of the Prophets-

“ Power has been hitherto occupied in no etnpl°y
but in keeping down wisdom.” —Landor

Glendower :

“ At my nativity

The front of heaven was full of fiery shapes,

Of burning cressets; and at my birth,

The frame and huge foundations of the earth

Shaked like a coward.”

Hotspur :

“ Why so it would have done
At the same season, if your mother’s cat had -
But kittened, though yourself had ne’er been "

Shakespeare : “ Henry V-

Thomas Moore, the poet, was nearly choked "ntf]l
indignation on being asked by a young lady at G&”™
how he got his wonderful forecasts for his ah'l" >
Yet the fact remains that “ Old Moore,” the pr°P 1Q
counts far more readers to-day than the auth™
“ Ealla Rookh,” a poem much admired on Pu"
tion, and for which the poet received ten thoilS
pounds. alii
It used to be said that prophecy either found a pe
mad, or left him so, but a bright exception w"f J
made in the case of “ Old Moore,” the most
soothsayers, whose almanac is known througho'l
English-speaking world. Not long since, there *
up, in an idle week, the old newspaper disp"te
the names of the twenty greatest men alive ~
famous. Reputations tossed, rose and fell. They v J
odd folks who were not quite certain of David D
George. Over the merits of Benito Mussolini afl’
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k'shop of London there were unkind comparisons;
tio 11016  ~'e numerous correspondents ever ques-
| Red right of “OIld Moore” to be considered the
jbrightest, and breeziest of the prophets.
I 1S*% a tame that flourishes wherever the English
jiJage is spoken, and his enormous reputation is in
W a most ironic comment on our boasted civiliza-
s, 1 He has shown to hundreds of thousands his
~ er visions of the future, and he has most carefully
(H=iVvtd the secret of anonymity. As for his readers,
St Prephet serves them well. His manly utterances
bid 06l r*Eht at the moment when a sensational press
a sthem “ get the wind up.” His words, too, have
fe°thing effect when folks are jumpy over this
er °f £ s. d., or when revivalists scream that the
Wiv w°Hd ~ going to “ the demnition bow-

ff ®Id Moore ” should know something concerning
Voices of the stars and planetery influence, for, if
is correct, he has been in active communion
1 a them for well over two thousand years. At
* one of the editions of his famous almanac claims
a ,ein its 235th year, whilst another is said to have
(relation of over a million copies annually. It is
~ that the name of “ Francis Moore, physician,” is
O I the current Medical Directory, but, probably,
On'ICcount of his great age and many infirmities, he is
a he retired list. He ought to have seen many ups
1} .h°Wns during his lengthy and interesting career,
m Ing started in the prophetical business prior to the
¢n of good Queen Anne.
~Old Moore’s Almanac ” for the coming year
a&i  Sts that “ the voices of the stars” are pianissimo
1 not fortissimo. The prophet's principal hiero
ﬁ’e‘hic for 1932 is not unlike the East India Docks in
Piping times of peace. The background is com-
fQ&d of ships of the mercantile marine, whilst in the
tI“tound a sample officer and seaman, dressed in
I Ar best, stand as sentinels guarding a large-size
Wearing a fireman’s helmet, and holding a toast-
i~fork.  This figure represents Britannia, also in her
eiday clothes, and the accompanying letterpress as-
ns that all this naval splendour is “ hastening
6day when all men will be joined together in one
,& brotherhood for the betterment of the race.”
here are three dozen smaller cartoons, thoughtfully
<j,PPlied for the twelve months of the coming year.
aley provide considerable food for reflection and
1 Phfy and supplement the large picture. From the
X trPress we learn that “ death will be busy ” in the
(ijlj'bh of January, and a valuable scientific discovery
V made in February. March is to be memorable
I a great railway accident,, whilst a “ particularly
iUl murder 7 sullies the record of April. In July
Iarge heath fires ” will be reported. The most im-
'aztant news that the acute housing shortage will be
y ercoine brightens the dull days of October, and the
Jtar finishes with the prophet expressing fervent
°Pes for a merry Christmas to all his readers.
more interest to the general reader is the fore-
that business at holiday resorts will be excellent
.- ‘mgust. Rest this unexpected good fortune should
mﬂ[jce too much optimism, we hasten to remind the
0 ?het’s clients that the summer of 1931 was either
, >stolen, or strayed.
, hat prophets are essential in a modern civilization
jtdright-thinking prophet will venture to deny. And
@ ~ms to us that no soothsayer, ancient or modern,
1 :‘d function in a more broad-minded manner than
ajjvhi Moore ” himself. After all, if prophets exist at
tj(r they might as well radiate good advice as to vitiate
atmosphere with lurid accounts of awful things
never happen. A prophet, reduced to his lowest
Fjus, is just a business man, like the Archbishop of
tagonia, or a manufacturer of dynamite.
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There are such crowds of people out walking in the
streets who are celebrities or notorieties, that it is a
real pleasure and a great novelty to find a prophet
whose features are veiled. In this Bagdad of ours no
Haroun al Raschid can venture abroad undistin-
guished. “ Old Moore’s ” fame however, is still safe,
although he does not wEar the gee-gaws and fineries
of the Bishop of Rondon, and his portrait is not repro-
duced in the cinemas and newspapers as often as that
of a Royal baby. It is as well that the last of the
prophets should be a modest man, and give comfort-
ing and cautious anticipations. His predecessors
breathed fire and slaughter over a credulous world in
troublous times. “ Old Moore ” has more kindli-
ness in his disposition. The transformation is as
startling as that of Caliban turning into Prospero, but
the latter appearance is more welcome than the
earlier, and forms a fitting climax to a very question-
able chapter of human history.

Mimnermus.

What Is Reality?

T he difficulty which so many people have in answer-
ing this question is not due to any occult or meta-
physical quality which it may be supposed to possess.
It is simply due to their ignorance of the nature of
language. For only by means of language can such
questions as this be put and, in the absence of physical
demonstration, it is only by the same means that they
can be answered. Unless we have made a study of
the functions and inherent limitations of the only in-
strument available to us for dealing with such ques-
tions, there is little likelihood of our being able to
solve a problem which is essentially a verbal one.

Now because we can ask “ What is N ?”—where N
represents any noun in the English language—it does
not follow that N is something or anything. For we
can ask, “ What is nothing?” Most people, how-
ever, are so given to hypostatization that when they

ask “ What is N ?” they imply the words “ N must
be something in itself—what is this thing?” And if
the person addressed interprets the question

in this sense, he has already fallen into a logical trap
from which escape is almost impossible. For a noun
does not necessarily refer to a “ thing in itself ”
which can be isolated from other things for purposes
of analysis. It is in many cases merely a short-speech
substitute for other words or phrases.

A propos of the hypostatic fallacy it is worthy of
note that philosophers seldom, if ever, put forward
qguestions like “ What is Length?” or “ What is
Weight?” as problems meet for elucidation. Yet
there is no fundamental difference between such ques-
tions as these and the question “ What is Reality?”
The probable reason for their reticence is that, where-
as “ Length ” and “ Weight ” are used more con-
sistently in connexion with material objects,
“ Reality ” is used indiscriminately in connexion
with things concrete, abstract, imaginary and even
non-existent. This slipshod terminology has resulted
in giving the word an ambiguity of meaning which,
to the linguistically untrained, provides just that at-
mosphere of mystery so suitable to philosophic con-
templation. It seems almost unkind to deprive philo-
sophers of their pet puzzles, but the interests of clear
speech and accurate thinking must claim prior con-
sideration.

The mystery of all abstract terms does not lie in
the words themselves, but in the mental vagueness of
those who use them and in their inability to locate the
source of the confusion arising from this vagueness.
Once we realize the rule that abstract words cannot
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be explained solely in terms of otlier abstractions,
we are a long step towards solving most of the so-
called “ problems ” of philosophy and metaphysics.

What, then, is “ reality ” ? It is, to begin with, an
abstract noun in the English language. And, as such,
it is nothing more nor less than an abbreviation or
condensation for linguistic convenience; it serves to
facilitate verbal reference much in the same way as
algebraic signs serve to shorten numerical calcula-
tions. It does not refer to anything which can be pro-
duced for verification by the senses. We cannot get
hold of a lump of “reality” for examination, nor can
we extract an essence of “reality”” for analysis. If
we had to explain “reality” to anyone ignorant of
our language we would be compelled to do so by
reference to things which we call “real.”

This brings us to the second point. The noun
reality ” is formed from the adjective *“ real,”
which is a verbal label given to a number of different
things. If there were nothing to which we applied the
label “ real,” the abstract term “ reality ” would not
be found in our language. Thus what we mean by
“ reality ” depends upon the totality of things which
each of us labels “ real.” And unless we are clear as
to our reasons for giving this label to certain things
and not to others, we cannot possibly have any clear
meaning for “ reality ” and its opposite “ unreality.”

The third point to note is that the things we Eng-
lish people label “real” are so labelled by us (a) be-
cause we have been taught to do so and (b) because we
have chosen to do so. It is not because certain things
exist which bear some unmistakable sign showing
that they should be labelled. For if things did bear
such a sign, then it would be as patent to foreigners
as to us, and the word “ real ” would be universal.
But since the accurate use of verbal labels forms no
part of any educational curriculum, and by reason of
the varying circumstances in which each of us acquires
his mother-tongue, it follows inevitably that the
totality of things to which we apply the label “real”
varies for each individual. This completely accounts
for the different meanings given to the same word
by different persons, as well as for the indiscriminate
use of one word in different senses.

A simple illustration should serve to make this clear.
Let us suppose that it occurred to some earnest,
though linguistically untrained, philosopher to pro-
pound the problem “ What is Sweetness?” After
delving deeply into that welter of ambiguity popu-
larly known as “ the nature of things,” he might
emerge with the remarkable discovery that, since we
commonly speak of the “ sweetness ” of such diverse
things as children, pictures, characters, sugar, etc.,
the question is impossible to answer with any degree
of conclusiveness. Whereupon he might write several
volumes, and finally conclude that “ Sweetness ” is
some sort of quality, relation, essence, property or
what not, which is inherent in or emergent from en-
tities both material and immaterial, and which evokes
agreeable sensations, feelings, emotions, etc., etc., etc.
At the end of which nobody would be any wiser than
before as to what “ Sweetness ” is and everybody
would be duly impressed with the profundity of our
philosopher’s erudition.

Of course the probability is that, in the case of this
particular abstraction, some utterly mundane critic
would butt in and show that, except in reference to
sugar and similar things which could be subjected to
the taste, the word was not being used literally but
metaphorically. In other words he would show that
there was no problem to solve provided that we define
words precisely and use them carefully and accurately.
And this criticism is exactly true of the words “ real,”
“ unreal,” “ reality,” and “ unreality.”-
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If we define the word “ real ” by saying that 1 ¢»
only be used literally (and therefore accurate V »
label such things as can be consciously perceived™
verified by the senses, then any other use of thev ©
becomes metaphorical and, for that reason, catn'
indulged in when it is desired to arrive at logic"
elusions. At the same time we provide the ab
term “ reality 7 with a definition which PreC
any serious ambiguity. So anything which cal* ~
labelled “ real ” according to the above definite
said to “ have reality,” and anything which cari(a
be so labelled is said to “ have no reality wm . .g
reality ” is short for “ a thing to which the ,
‘ real,” as defined, can be properly applied >~"
“ reality 7 is simply a linguistic convenience ,v je
meaning depends on the meaning of the ad]

“ real.” fe

In conclusion it should be noted that, unless ~
cise definition of terms is strictly adhered to ©
logical discussions, there is no hope of arrivinga g
sort of conclusion which is likely to be help* y
decisive. Thus if we agree to the definition of
as given above, and then subsequently talk O g
“ reality 7 of an idea or an illusion, without ie
nizing the latter use as metaphorical, we are us

slipshod and inaccurate terminology which i0
evitably lead to confusion of thought. For 1.>
doing the distinction between “ real,” “ irtiagi®"

and “ unreal ” disappears and language become5 t
sense. If we do not agree to the definition aS °
above, we should provide some other equally
biguous definition before attempting to explm” ~
we mean by " reality.” We have no right to & m
the “ reality ” of anything unless we are sumcl jj
clear in our own minds to be able to explain to0O e
exactly what we mean by the word “ real.” “jic
definition of terms may be the joy of all phil°s
and metaphysical speculation, but it is fatal 11
telligent discussion. o

C. S. I7A

The Book Shop.

Booksiiofs are still open, and little boys are a
anticipating November the fifth by blowing away
pennies utterly regardless of Philip drunk or sobe”jye
Daily Express has apparently wiped out the Co-ope , ji
Movement of 6,000,000 members for it is now jB
putting a huge linseed poultice on the trouble calisEf>
the usurers’ mass attack on the human race. That P tfi
together with others has sprinkled its columnl
banker’s jargon, which is not understood even jfr
users of it. It is almost like a hedge-schoolmasb'r ~ {5
ture in dog Latin to a deaf charwoman. The t»L ™ dt
as usual, are doing nothing, or, if they do, it is t° ple
the side of the angels, and call for a day of praycia jey
man in the street is mystified by advice to sPellter
to spend moderately, to be assured that he is h° )V,
with less, to be cheerful, to “ steady boys stead) e
the simple fact that the gaff is blown on one ip
greatest mysteries of the world is too much to c°,”™ e
liend, but time is on his side this round—the last-

is a special jargon for the high priests of heave"1 r
is a special jargon for the high priests of earth 1~
supposed to be understood by shutting the e>'
kneeling, and the other is accomplished by looking p
air-balloons—or noughts on the sums flung N
speakers who ask their secretaries what they salfl @
minutes previously. But the Book Shop is std

and your pardon for this divagation; it will be M
when | explain, that | did not think that I sbo"
to see the day when so many men would know W a fl

the individuals who controlled the very life 3
society, and accepted no responsibility for the
quences.
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'/lirf ~cars affo>1 copied in my Note Book the follow-

thou art so impatient of thy birtli!
s in her blind hood gropes the daffodil,
s in the pale flower leaps the rebellious fruit,
ne still beneath this most unquietest heart,
or thou a calmer pillow shalt not know
Th IS s*de °f sunset.”
in fICStra"ge beauty of the lines, the wealth of meanin
Ifant" " Ori s’ i-be grasp of life by the writer, made me
tj to make them my own. And possession made
hug 3 blasoner in leaves dated 1923. There is Scliopen-
&] 1 and Shakespeare in this picture, and the sweet
aHd] MMBC °i humanity. They were memorable lines,
v aS e mystic has it, what belongs to you will come
flier-' them in a thin volume of verse entitled
~  Cockpit of ldols, by Muriel Stuart. (Methuen,
iscuff’ '3'lc Poem from which the above lines are taken
h rl_)led “The Bastard” ; it is the soliloquy of a mother
unborn child, a railing at the inhumanity of the
tlls Ivhicli is Christian. The depth and loveliness of
IG a*most perfect poem, is, in my opinion, marred by
ni,,.1 .leUt, and resentment is bad and enervating both
f e ogically and psychologically This is cumber-
it IC/anguage, and may be made to dance, if | transpose
y saying that hatred will make one ill, whilst its

7000Slte g*ves beabh. There are many other equally
fact'?°ems  the volume, all showing mastership of the
S Sctab- The best- may yet to be from Miss Muriel
if ars=and her skilful touch may produce, in the study
fin?bP°sites, something approximating to a mean, that
M' i/ ,le WOI'bl of human beings neither wholly good nor
taj'l bad. For all Pascal's pessimistic examples, Vol-
N °uld find their opposites, and if we cannot teach
o md, we must bear with it. Resentment, no—we
culd rather look on a quiet picture such as Miss Stuart

us “ Common Fires”

lo- day the bee no bell of honey misses,

hhe birds are nesting where the bracken lies,

Green, tranquil, deep, quiet as dreams or kisses

V. On weary lips and eyes.”

Aen Matthew Arnold, whose thoughts in poetry are
A"Ttimes as heavy as lead, but none the less true, can
(748 the warm sunshine of what | call, an apprecia-
\ * °f opposites, and few would recognize the saturnine

ufhew in the following lines from " Consolation ”

“ Time, so complained of,
Who to no one man
Shows partiality,
Brings round to all men
Some undimmid hours.”

|Jj January of this year, Dr. Alfred Adler visited Eng-
gli' and delivered a series of lectures in London on In-
v>dual Psveliologv. Dr. Hilda Weber had notes of a
Jfa of a Woman patient, and at one of the lectures, these
es were handed to Dr. Adler, who made an extempore

~ unentary on them. The notes and Dr. Adler’s re-
pii'bs have now been published by C. W. Daniel,
gl 2s, with the title The Case of Mrs. A.
10 Diagnosis of a Life Style). If our daily

t Per* wili not rise to the level of present-day humanity
lj giving more than a misleading notice of the affairs of
tliC °ther than murders, propaganda, and horse-racing,
I0etl Mr. C. W. Daniel will step into the breach, and all
LJVrs of philosophy who have the interests of the human
(+C at heart, will thank him for this publication. A
itS,r>1 reflding of this pamphlet found gleams of light in
€ ;°r self-improvement. A steadier reading the second
e convinced me that it was underpinned with common
fasg> Whilst being devoid of the eternal jargon of ex
Ierts tliat disheartens many readers. The Editor’s Fore-
has this definition of Individual Psychology :
name given to a mode of thought, and examina-

¢p °i the human mind, devised by Dr. Adler, and devel-
op by him, his friends and pupils, during the last
ig bty-five years.” Later on, this definition is put
Vjj~arantine as follows : “ It is concerned with the Indi-
alone, with the Unity, the Whole, and not with the
\JjlI')Onent parts into which the Individual may be re-
at the expense of losing his individuality, by

Jng to be that which he now is.” The blessed trinity
O "dividual Psychology is how to behave to others—
~to he useful in work—and how to confer with a
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person of the other sex. The Postscript describes the
happy recovery of “ Mrs. A,” and readers will perhaps
find some of their own troubles in those of the subject,
in a more or less degree of development. Moreover, |
feel sure that the price asked for the pamphlet is more
than returned in the easy and very human comments of
Dr. Adler, whom | term a Secular Shepherd. But that
may be because | prefer the ethics of the Consulting
Room to those of any Church.

Whoever Vanoc Il in the Referee may be, his writings
stand out in that paper which does not lack talent in its
other writers. Mr. D. B. Wyndham Lewis, who prepares
‘“Mustard and Cress,” makes it of gross vegetables in-
stead of that delightful produce, pungent, fresh, and
appetising. He seems to be too clever and produces his
paragraphs with a turnip slicer. Vanoc Il had an excel-
lent article on the futility of speed in the issue September
13. The world may yet bite the dust of common sense
(Shades of Paddy!) and, speaking of speed experts, he
states :—

Yet their deeds, judged by any reasonable human
ethic, are empty of significance. They travel at miracu-
lous speeds; they create breath-taking records; they
challenge death. And at the end of it all they are no
wiser, in any significant sense, than when they began.

We wish the new Referee every success; there is room
for a good Sunday paper, and the butterflies of theatre-
land who take us to Utopia deserve a champion. We can
live without them—but what an existence!

C-df.-B.

Out of the Mouths of Babesand
Sucklings

It is a commonplace of apologetics that children are
“ naturally” religious; that from the earliest years of
childhood the inborn “ religious instinct” turns the
youthful mind towards God. In Victorian days one of
the most popular portrayals of family life showed a little
girl kneeling with clasped hands at her mother’s knee,
lisping about Jesus and his lambs.

As a kindergarten teacher | have had a better oppor-
tunity than most of finding out how completely and
wickedly false this notion is. When first | was com-
pelled to take “ Scripture,” and teach things T knew to
be false, | was amused at the naive reactions of the child
mind to the absurdities of religion.

The fresh, unspoilt faculties have not yet learned the
secret of belief, of shutting one’s minds’ eye when con-
fronted with impossible conclusions, and of deceitfully
reasoning round the truth; so the boy of five applies the
same criteria to Christianity as he does to poetical matter
of everyday life, to “ real ” things, and cannot understand
the horror and mirth his innocent remarks create. When
told that God created life by breathing into the dust, one
little girl enquired very reasonably : “ But didn’t the dust
all blow away?”

But when | grew a little in experience, my amusement
turned to horror at the way in which the nascent reason-
ing powers of the child arc warped and crippled by the
reception which greets the first fruits of his reasoning.
The child follows his thoughts to their logical conclusion,
without thought as to whether the result is “ reverent.”
A young mother of my acquaintance told her intelligent
four-year-old all about God and his omniscience. He
listened wide-eyed and wondering, but believed it all im-

plicit}y because his mother told him. The next
day he overheard his mother exclaim : “ 1 wish |
knew whether it will be fine next Sunday ” ; the little

boy at once suggested helpfully : “ Then why don’t you
go and ask God—he knows everything.” He was soundly
scolded fo his pains. Can it be wondered that when
the child finds its first attempts at logic thwarted and
condemned, it ceases to think things out for itself and
comes to rely more and more on what it is told? The
damage which is done in this way to the sensitive young
mind is incalculable, for it is just when the child is being
most intelligent, and learning to use the highest and
noblest power of man—independent thought—that, in-
deed, which rasies the civilized man above the savage,
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and the savage above the beast, that its rebuke and dis-
couragement is greatest. That which should soar un-
fettered is weighed down with chains before it leaves the
ground.

What could be more admirable than the reasoning of
another member of my class, during a lesson on “ Crea-
tion ” last week. | had just explained that God made
Adam a perfect man, when this bright boy exclaimed :
“ But he couldn’t; Adam would have to be a baby first.”
Yet the aim of Christian education is to stifle his reason-
ing power, and teach him to accept what he is told with-
out thinking. Agis.

Villanelle.

“ The Cherubim know most; the Seraphim love most.”

The ancient Hebrew legends tell
This story of the Seraphim :
“ A thousand years they wept in hell.”

The Cherubim did most excel
In learning, like the Sanhedrim,
The ancient Hebrew legends tell.

God did the Seraphim expel
From Heaven, so runs the Hebrew hymn;
A thousand years they wept in hell.

Not with proud Lucifer they fell,
But aeons long, long after Him,*
The ancient Hebrew legends tell.

They headlong fell, they fell pell-mell;
They say not why, these legends dim,
A thousand years they wept in hell.

But that is why they love so well,
More than the learned Cherubim :
A thousand years they wept in hell,
The ancient Hebrew legends tell.

Bayard Simmons.

* To the. Devil his due—and capitals.

A Thought for the Week.

Now that times are so hard, money so scarce and the
need for more trade so urgent, it is a patriotic duty for
everyone to buy all they want on credit. In this way
they will stimulate trade and conserve money. All
accounts when due should be met with promissory notes.

Lucianius.
Acid Drops.

Christianity is not in the constitution of the United
States, and unlike us, it has never set up a State Church.
But America is overwhelmingly Christian in numbers,
and also in frames of mind. So it has passed a law that
any one who does not believe in war, and who says he
will not go to war when the government of the day
orders him to do so shall be deprived of the rights of
citizenship. That is quite proper because there has not
been a war for the past thousand years that God has not
ordered, or sanctioned, and in which the Christians en-
gaged on both sides have not been convinced that God
was with them. If people believe in Christianity they
should live up to it.

Mr. Haslam, M.P., declares that the village inn is not
the scene of brawling drunkenness which some temper-
ance advocates believe. And he might have added that it
is the village church which seems nowadays to be
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specializing in  “ brawling,” the incitation n
spiritual, not spirituous. If brawling occurs in a P ’
this is often cited as an argument in favour of snpP
ing the pubs altogether. By a parity of reasoning
might advocate suppressing the churches.

An item in a newspaper runs thus: “ Arthur DO,
ing: described as a human derelict, was at Mortlak0
tenced to one month’s hard labour for begging
happens, mark you, in a country where parsons
mitted to beg millions of pounds annually for ~a
clothing and shelter. And they do so in the aaBie
Master who lived on charity and who glorified P°v g
But if an ordinary citizen attempts to get money 10 f
same necessities he is awarded—one month’s hard ® 5
We presume this is one of the signs that the coun 1
still Christian in practice.

Speaking about Disarmament, a well-known Plcdg
said that the difficulty arose from the fact that the g
nations are unable to trust each other; they have s° nuie
gone back on their word that confidence has gone. C }
so. As regards the cause of the mistrust, it is_bar £
testimonial to the noble influence of the Christian™
ligion where the European nations are concerned- vy
must remember that these nations have been thorotff, ™
Christianized for centuries—yet they have not had, ~
apparently still do not have, a proper appreciati®a j
what “ honour ” means, and of keeping faith in N
to any undertaking or agreement.

It would have been strange if the Faraday celet»'a§?"
had been concluded without an attempt to expl°d
great man in the interests of Christianity. il
hardly a religious, and not many secular journals |
have not lent themselves to this * stunt.” What
the facts ? Faraday was a man of science. He was
a Christian. Even the Dictionary of National j,.
graphy, which is not prejudiced in favour of Free
ing, points out that he did not believe that man com j
searching find out God, and that he kept his science f
religion entirely apart. Faraday was, indeed, an
of the Glasite or Sandemanian sect. It practised ~
ocsulum pads, thought the casting of lots a sacred j
and had the ceremonial washing of feet and a Perl gnte
agape. Faraday would have been the last to attr*
his scientific attainments to his observance of _ ¢
practices or to his belief in the tenets which gave ris ~
them. But no great man’s memory, and no centenaries
celebration is safe from the maul of necessl »
Christian apologists. Finally, he confessed that ]
reasoned about his religion he would not have bc |
it.

.

Less than a century ago the problem of Churcl™”t
State seemed almost “ practical politics,” as ePR® "
policies are called. At that time the Establishmcll. jof
unitedly hostile, and religious opposition counter 5
more votes then than it does now. Disestablishnien ~
threfore left alone by the “ progressive” politician5 j)C
has been even until these latter days. To-day it inaLrgf
come practical politics because no small part of the c
and laity of the Church of England, and all tbe jot
senters want it, albeit for the wrong reason. (We j 0.t
mention Freethinkers for no politician is concerned
what ‘they-want.) ‘We observe, however, that Bi$ AS»Ub
ship of Durham, and other clerical advocates of :
lishment, or prophets of its inevitability of expetl™ ue
are strangely silent upon the intimate and insep®
question of disendowmeut. Now, having regard
need for economy in the national expenditure,

dowment may well be of much greater interest ‘ g
public than disestablishment. The moment it S
gested that the Church should be relieved of some jQ)

wealth, or pelf, there is a great to-do about “ spQL “jyl
and robbery.” As we intend in the near future to j,
with the real facts about the revenues of the Esta
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fiert, .
e, content ourselves at the moment with one
Q I'vo f)—

the reader to be going on with.

(TiiMSrCater I13ar™°i i-I'c endowments of the Established
a 11 this country consist of what are in fact tithes,

Tiiunha /larges upon land and the fruits thereof. The
~ct °f 1836, and successive measures of commuta-

lion

Ko ((MH] it plain that the tithe is, as even the late
1'ieof Unore once admitted, a tax for the mainten-
v the clergy. These revenues, accordingly, are in

SParated from the rest of property for religious
"shep™  k"hHc law, civil and ecclesiastical, and 110th-
P tuwV . 8 3nate them available, and they did not, as

t'e bulk.” originate, as it is suggested they did, in
C,.ate .benevolenee and liberality. We will quote one
a relevant Act as a sample of many to con-

tor tjMcse statements. 27 Henry vill. c. 20. All Act

le Payment of Tithes. (Clause 4)

af  Provided always and be it enacted by authority
oresaid that this Act for the recovery of tithes or any-
N therein contained shall take force and effect, but
ot IUP* such time as the King’s highness and such
, ler thirty-two persons which his highness shall name
appoint for the making and establishing of such
Uir ~aS highness shall affirm and ratify to be called
aq Cccicsiastical laws of the Church of England, and
vtiT ~>e sal'd laws so ratified and confirmed as is afore
.lé{-m{pat then the said tithes to be paid to every ecclesi-
erson according to such laws, and none other
Italics ours.)

Ibc less we hear about the sacred, not to say
of the Church to its revenues, the

Uise
e,
etter'VIUC rTrbti

It js
"ttrij), , )T lecurrent affectation of Christian apologists to

frgjj Ue new discoveries in science a contrary effect
tigr ;b which in fact they have on the foundations of

AQ) iaith. Thus in the time of Tennyson’s In
ad “ honest doubt ” was, as he himself said,
N9) "°f more faith than half the creeds.” But, in

as they had any effect upon opinion, the Victor-

G~ rs' Humphrey Ward in her Robert Elsmere,

e*n Farrer in his Eternal Hope, drove home the

Hit mat orthodoxy was already on the defensive, aird
iV le)ther ecclesiastical censure nor hell-fire were as
S e? SIVe or effective as formerly. .Since then from
time Materialism lias been supposed to have been

les Q1 each time some new advance in knowledge
kwt, knocked one more nail into the coffin of

Chrisood example of this exploitation of discovery by
Ll,s is the pretence that modern archaeological re-

Mit kas made good the historicity of the Old Testa-
hief .Which had suffered so badly from textual and
wt-Beal critics. A new work by Professor Garstang
fled The Foundations of Bible History (Constable)
“if] 31 particular with the books and period of Joshua
lo, -mdges. Because Dr. Garstang says that his pro-
mnf<l study has led him to the conclusion that not
Feve "’ere these records “ founded on fact, but they must
to, )eIn derived from earlier writings, almost contem-
tij)’-' With the events described,” it is at once suggested
if ~me truth of the Old Testament is established. But
"sn, f. historical accuracy of the OIld Testament were
Oitt Ished—and how can that be done when it is ad-
hineti that the Fathers of Old Testament history, Ahra-
if , aild Moses, were myths—that would not have made
liv,f0ro credible as a divine revelation, but only have
'ts human origin and proper period firmly upon it.

o N'lessor Garstaug deals with the story of the dividing
ov,r'c Waters of Jordan so that the Israelite’'s “ passed
thjs 01 dry ground,” and, so far from his treatment of
nO 13cident witnessing to its miraculous character, he
"It CXPlieitly says that it is not necessary to adopt a
toy, r'afural explanation of it because the river is even

sometimes blocked by landslides, and “ in recent
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times several living witnesses have crossed and re-
crossed it on foot.” It is the simple truth that every
branch of science which has been brought to bear upon
the Bible has added to our knowledge of what the books
contained in it actually are, and made it impossible lor
any truthful person to assert, as Christians still do, that
they are what they most obviously are not, namely, a
divine revelation.

It is thrilling to learn that the Bible Society dislodged
nearly 490 tons of sacred paper from its headquarters.
It got rid of twelve million Bibles or parts of the Scrip-
tures last year. Meanwhile, tlier are no signs that this
gigantic effort has improved business in the churches and
chapels. Perhaps the Bible Society doesn’t pray hard
enough, or may be God is getting tired of the ancient
formulas. How about calling in a few advertising ex-
perts to devise some really effective prayers for persuad-
ing God to help ?

The question of emphasizing the duty of reading re-
ligious books in this age of light reading is one that
cannot be exaggerated. »% says the Wesleyan book
steward, Dr. Alfred Sharp. What he really means is—
if parsons are to survive, a great effort must be made to
induce people to read pious books. Naturally, he
doesn’'t put it that way. One of the tricks of the
priestly profession is persuading the faithful that any-
thing which is helpful to the priest is a religious “duty”
of great importance.

The Rev. Dr. Frank Ballard is perturbed at the cease-
less propaganda of Rome. He says :(—

. . . Rome is steadily, ceaselessly, insidiously work-
ing day and night, by means of five district societies
definitely pledged to the conversion of England. llow
far they are succeeding can be estimated from the fact
that recently the wireless evening sendee, which the
B.B.C. broadcast to millions throughout this British
Protestant country, was a Romish service from Plymouth
Cathedral, without any alternative for the millions to
whom “ Hail Mary 1” is sheer idolatry, and the rest of
the service a contradiction of Christian truth.

One gathers that our true-blue Protestant friends would
almost tolerate a broadcast Romish service if only there
were an alternative Protestant service broadcast also.
How the various propagandists of the religion of Peace
and Brotherhood and Goodwill do love one another, to

be sure!

What is curious is that a religion with all these
beautiful attributes should inspire the belief among the
adherents of the Protestant section of it that the teach-
ings of the Roman section is sinister and harmful—and
vice versa. What is also curious is that this belief, so
firmly held by both sections, is completely justified ! Be
this as it may, we notice that neither the followers of the
“ Hail Mary!” sect nor those of the “ Blow Mary!”
sect exhibit any concern about the lack of any alterna-
tive item to the broadcast religious service—an alterna-
tive which would be appreciated by the large majority
of wireless listeners. We notice also that this absence
of consideration for others, this failure to appreciate the
needs of others, this pious selfishness, is characteristic
of the adherents of the Christian religion—a religion
which claims to inculcate unselfishness. We shall there-
fore be pardoned for suspecting the value of that re-
ligion in regard to teaching the world how to be un-

selfish.

From a review of a book or religious essays by the
Rev. Prof. Henry Bett we learn that in his essay on
"Sentimentality,” the professor refers to the moralizing
of religious papers on the supposed fact that because
“ Abide with me” was sung with great gusto at a
Football Final, there is therefore a great deal of religion
in the hearts of people.
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The Professor’'s comment is :—

The incident seems to me rather disquieting than
otherwise, for it falls into line with a good deal else
which suggests that a great many people substitute for
real religious conviction and a really religious life a
mere sentiment of religiosity.

For our part, we doubt whether there is even a “ mere
sentiment of religiosity ” behind the hymn-singing inci-
dent.  Possibly the members of a mob at a football
match may have, owing to early religious instruction,
a vague notion that singing a hjunn confers, somehow
or other, a beneficial effect on the singer. But then they
sing with equal gusto the latest music-hall ditty, and
probably experience exactly the same kind of mental
exhilaration therefrom. Still, we hope the religious
papers will continue their funny habit of jumping at
comforting conclusions. They add to the small total of
gaiety in a drab world.

Mr. Hugh Martin, managing director of the publishing
department of the Student Christian Movement, and
who has assisted the organization of the Religious Book
Week, told a reverend interviewer that the circulation of
religious books is “ our common and joint interest.”
He added that there had not been a single refusal from
the religious journals nor the clergy and ministers of the
country to the organiser’s request for help. How re-
markable ! Mr. Martin regretfully admits that many
booksellers say they cannot sell religious books—nobody
wants them. But he has found some who can sell them.
And he declares that he doubts if there ever was so
widespread and keen interest in religion as now. “ The
B.B.C. religious services are notoriously popular.” Also,
“ there are hundreds and thousands of people who sel-
dom or never go to church, who are keenly interested in
many questions of religion and morals and critical ques-
tions bearing on the conduct of life. More people are
asking for light and guidance on the problems of right
living than we think.” Mr. Martin regards such
people as potential buyers of religious books. We may-
add that they are also potential readers of Freethought
publications. That they are outside the churches,
largely, suggests that religious guidance does not satisfy
them, and that they are willing to investigate other
philosophies of life. That is a sound reason why they
should have the Secular philosophy brought to their
notice. What Mr. Martin said about such people sug-
gests, we think, a line of approach for Freethought
propagandists. If it can be elicited that a man is inter-
ested in “ morals and critical questions bearing on the
conduct of life,” there is then an opportunity to suggest
that Freethought literature offers some instruction on
such matters.

“ Beachcomber,” in the Daily Express, makes some
excellent suggestions to the Churches to enable them
to become popular. They are not what might be called
reverent or in keeping with the spirit of newspapers
when they open the flood-gates of righteous indignation
following the lead of such ecclesiastical Napoleons as
Lord Brentford. In fact, Beachcomber’'s suggestions are
not even sneezes of the reason, but we reproduce them
in case they catch the eye of any theological Barnum :—

Failing that (“ Bowls ”) what about flood-lighting on
the first Thursday of every month? Or prizes for the
first six to be seated in their pews? Or the gift of a
fountain-pen to every one who attended regularly for a
year? Or a free ride on the Whirly-Whirly during the

* summer months ?

The Bishop of Chichester is full of sympathy for the
poor agriculturist who is called upon to pay tithes, but
“ What of the incumbent with a small income who
suffers thereby,” he asks. We suggest that the conun-
drum be best resolved by asking, “ Which would you
sooner have, a prayer for fine weather or a jolly fine
cabbage ?”

In a new Enclyclieal the Pope makes an appeal for
the *“ honest, willing workmen, who are reduced to
idleness, and their families to extreme poverty,” Roman
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stock is very low at present, even in the countries w1l
it has been top dog, and students of history will no
taken in by this attitude of an organization that 1
had its chance and failed.

The Daily Sketch says that “ Interest in ‘ sex
days is certainly overdone. But with many of the ) dJ
it is an almost academic interest, which is to be 1
ferred to the morbid interest bred of the prudery O
older day.” For our part, we are inclined to be
that the “ almost academic interest” mentioned IS f
so widespread as our contemporary would suggest-
is the “ prudery of an older day ” anywhere near
tinct. The churches and chapels are still breeding
wholesale—and hence the morbid interest in * seX”/a
still pretty common. It would be better to say
to-day there is a far more wholesome view of sex cm
among the young than has ever been before during
Christian era. And for this improvement the Chris®
religion has had nothing whatever to do. On the
trary, it has delayed the improvement and is still de
ing further progress in the same direction.

A man inside a certain profession should have 1
insight into the men of that profession. There
when the Rev. A. E. Whitham, presumably sPca"Ni
about the Wesleyan ministry, writes thus we listen '
respectful attention :—

Many are labouring to fill the sanctuaries of of fir
who have not found the buildings to be sanctuarjcs .e
themselves; many are striving to bring more ul 8;\
sound of the Gospel who are too busy ushering lﬁls,
to hear for themselves the music in their own be
spending their time announcing values they baT X
tested and the blessings they have not receive
might be well for many of us to cease talking of 0
or in thinking of them—the man in the street
stranger in the gallery crowd, or the chowd at all
direct our own steadfast gaze at the altar . . . The
at this moment does not want ministering hau@.’\
hurrying feet all the machinery and activity of «0
saviours; it wants God-possessed men and women
have ceased acting . . . |
So when we accuse many of the parsons of not |e4e539
in what they teach, nor practising it, let it be Tell)
bered that we are not the only one who says so.

N

A strike has taken place at Woodstock Churf!! ~
Oxfordshire, and only six of the forty members Q
choir took their places on Sunday, October 4. Tke
no pleasure in carping criticism, but one can at §
ask where is the brotherly love that is the sole Po" ji
sion of Christianity. If the incident had taken PGAC
connexion with a Freethought function it would j*
had a prominent place in the daily papers, but as 1
the record is found tucked away with American Mar
and Kerb Stock quotations. Hallelujah.

Fifty Years Ago.

Deceiving priests of God’s swine—slaughtering s°'’
Whose swindling system tricks the world to-day>
Roll with the tide of time your vagaries on,

Through many changes to a sure decay;

Could ye.but see, deceived, deceiving fools—e

The crime and bloodshed from your teaching spru-
Yon might well mourn that e’er ye were its tools»
And lent his godship’s scheme the lying tongue.
Ah'! dead apostles of a tyrant creed,

Slow dies the octopus ye left behind.

But men have risen, inspired with freedom’s need,

To cut the fetters from the searching mind;
Truth moves apace, and soon the Ghost's weak sol

Must go thg way the older Gods have gone.
Thf “ Freethinker," October i6>
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TO CORRESPONDENTS.

’c\é<HU,ker Endowment Trust.—(Mrs.) Margaret Taylor,

~*R He H advertising the Freethinker. R. Dodd, £1.

aW*-0*— trust you will realize all, and more, of your
‘oous in the service of Freethought. You are only

1 | a multitude who have been prevented by their re-

training from knowing earlier about the world of
])_"Rethought.

rial HBAS = (Johannesburg).—Thanks for report of the
ridl. Nothing seems to  convince the natural spook-
tcr. and we have no doubt that in spite of the ex-
Sire of yet another spirit photographer the game will

j, "™huue. The report will be very useful.

~hoDD,—Very pleased to hear from you again, and to
j Ye y°ur appreciation of our recent statement on the re-
D 101 °f our movement to political parties. One has to
.eeP a level head in such matters and to act with justice
Oall concerned. Your enclosure, as you will see, is duly
acknowledged.
'f‘ Davies—Much obliged for paper.
— capital letter, in spite of the cuts. The dis-
honesty of these parsons who claim scientific men as
Ulstians because they profess belief in some nebulosity
n'ey cah “ Reality,” is equalled by the timidity of so
, any scientists who feel they must throw out some
» ll(™°f a sop to religion. The pity of it all!
—Articles appear from time to time in the
“ thinker dealing with the teachings of Jesus, and
. 1 appear in the future. In the near future we intend

pl 'nshing a very powerful pamphlet by the late G. W.
e II'm Christ Save Usf This will meet vour point,

K
— Buocki.ehurst—Thanks for cutting. As you sug-
't will be useful for reference later.
Feguiy.—As you see, we keep pegging away, and, we
<cVe, not without good results. Pleased to hear from
1Gu after so many years absence in the  wild.”

IC " Freethinker ” is supplied, to the trade on sale or
chirmn, /iny difficulty in securing copies should be at once
r,t°rtcd to this office.
e Secular Society, Limited office is at 62 Farringdon
~reet | ondon, E.C.4.
National Secular Society’'s Office is at 62 Farringdon
. Sreet, London, E.C.4.
rs for the Editor of the " Freethinker" should be
I Tessed to 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.
<n the services of the National Secular Society in con-
n<xion with Secular Burial Services are required, all conl-
I’Unications should be addressed to the Secretary, Mr.
j: f tl. Rosetti, giving as long notice as possible.
wfl0 send us newspapers would enhance the favour
~ marking the passages to which they wish us to call
“Itention.
ders for literature should be sent to the Business Manager
( Nie Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4,
not to the Editor.
f "Freethinker ” will be forwarded direct from the pub-
I'shing office at the following rates (Home and Abroad)
ne year, 75/-; half year, 7/6; three months, 3/9.
~ Ure notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London,
?';4, by the first post on Tuesday, or they will not be
. Nerted.
IIkCheques and Postal Orders should be made payable to
‘ he Pioneer Press," and crossed "Midland Bank, Ltd.,

,trhcnwell Branch.”

Sugar Plums.

v'''l'ay (October 18) Mr. Cohen lectures at 3.0 and

ji,1 11 the Hulme Town Hall, Stretford Road, Man-

Of'cer- It is easy to reach the building from any part

NChester, and the usual good gathering is antiei-

C 1- The subjects will be, afternoon, *“ Secularism,”
a8 “ The Disease that Kills Religion.”
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The burst of fine weather and electionitis were to-
gether responsible, we expect, for Mr. Cohen’s meetings
at Plymouth being smaller than usual. But both meet-
ings were very earnest, and obviously interesting. We
hope that Plymouth Freethinkers will work hard to see
that the rest of the course is well attended. The Branch
has an attractive programme. Next Sunday (October
25) Mr. Cohen visits Leicester.

At the Study Circle on Monday there was a good at-
tendance and the subject, “ The Materialistic Concep-
tion of History,” gave use to an animated discussion.
Next Monday, at 8.0, Mrs. H. Grant will open a discus-
sion on “ Citizenship.”

Arrangements for the formation of a Branch of the
N.S.S. in the Bournemouth District are nearly complete,
the response to our recent note having been very good.
.Saints in the area wishing to be numbered among the
Founders should communicate at once with 36 Victoria
Park Road, Bournemouth.

Birmingham saints are reminded that the local Branch
will open its indoor session to-day (Sunday), when Mr.
R. H. Rosetti will lecture in the Bristol Street Council
Schools, at 7.0 p.m., on “ Do We Need Religion?” A
Freethought lecture provides a happy escape from the
atmosphere of the present topsyturvy,election campaign,
and we hope the local Freethinkers will take full ad-
vantage of the situation.

Mr. J. T. Brighton again reports trouble in Durham,
and as usual the local Christian bigots are responsible.
Beaten in discussion a gang of Catholic hooligans way-
laid the speaker and an aged companion of seventy
years of age. At a dark spot the old man was felled
with a cowardly blow and badly bruised. Cowardly
brutality on behalf of Jesus is a time-honoured Christian
weapon, and the only way to check it is for Freethinkers
present to quietly indicate that the speaker is not with-
out friends. We would like Freethinker readers in the
district to prevent this kind of tiling occuring again by
being present. The man assaulted, Mr. Birtley, is well
known to us, and he lias our sympathy.

Mr. J. Clayton continues to take the message of Free-
thought to outlying districts in Lancashire, and has
been fortunate in securing an occasional minister of re-
ligion to help show the shocking stuff Christianity is
made of, and the primitive mentality of its professional
champions.

The New Branch of the N.S.S. at Birkenhead had an
enthusiastic send-off for its winter programme. In
spite of ]xilitical meetings the ball was well filled, and
Mr. R. H. Rosetti’s lecture was very attentively followed,
and full opportunity was taken of question time. The
Branch officials have youth and energy on their side
and the prospects are encouraging. To-day (Sunday)
Mr. E. E. Stafford, President of the Liverpool Branch
N.S.S., will be the speaker. We are pleased to note
Mr. Stafford gave an excellent address to a large
audience at the Transport Hall, Liverpool, last Sunday,

WHEN PRAYERS AVAIL.

Old Remus u'as asked if, in his experience, prayer was
ever answered, and lie replied : Well, sail, some pra’ers
is ansiul and some isn't—" pends on wa't you axes for;
once it was mighty hard scratehin fo’ de called bredden,
an’ | 'bserved dat w’enebber | pway de Lo’d to send one
o’ Marse Peyton’s fat turkeys fo’ de ole man, dare was
no notice took ob de partition ; but we’en | pway dat he
would sen’ de ole man fo’ de turkey, de matter was
'tended to befo sun of nex moniin, dead sartin.

Brgf. Harte,
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Religion’s Supports.

During a long period the Churches have been forced
into saying and doing things which proclaim aloud
the low state into which they have fallen in the popu-
lar regard. For the last three centuries Rationalism
and Freethought have been gnawing away the coasts
of superstition and supernaturalism, and the erosion,
long ignored, has become so obvious as to cause
alarm.

There has been a succession of publications during
the last hundred years, the burden of which has been
this admission. These constitute, without intending
it, a history of the decline of religion. They have
been written to tell the household of faith how neces-
sary it is to gird up their loins and wrestle with the
Lord for a revival and for help against the invading
foe, proposing at the same time sundry convulsive
expedients for answering the prayer themselves, willy-
nilly.

Some of these expedients are attempts to apply
Christian principles to the ordinary social needs of
men, but they are not distinctive Christian institu-
tions, being a tardy recognition of the claims of human
society which Freethinking sociologists first made
prominent. In fact, the best of these innovations
have nothing religious about them except the name,
and have been forced upon the unwilling Churches by
dire necessity. Others, having as object the capture
of the young, more fittingly belong to the War Office
than to the Church which has been so conspicuously
pretentious in the cause of peace—when there has
been no war to bless. A more characteristic creation
of the Church, and of which considerable use has been
made, is the travelling evangelist, a person, generally,
whose mental obtuseness qualifies him to preach the
soul-saving truths which the accredited minister, who
was called by God for the purpose, has not the cour-
age to preach.

But, with all these expedients, there is no sign of
the revival, except in the imagination of those whose
interests lie in fostering its expectation. If, as some
of them say, religion is looking up, it is because it is
lying on its back, sickly and moribund, awaiting the
hour when it must pass away as other superstitions
have done before. Its dying condition is the theme
which converts conference after conference into a per-
fect love-feast of tearful remonstrance and holy vitu-
peration, during which the mutual forbearance of the
Christian brotherhood is strained to the snapping
point as the blame is apportioned to one another. The
evangelicals blame the modernists, the modernists the
evangelicals; the parson blames the laity and the laity
retaliates that the parson is at fault. So it goes on
until, but for a few words sobbed in prayer, the con-

ference would end in an unseemly quarrel. Indeed,
the prayer is not always effective.
Nevertheless, the Christian Church remains, an

arrogant challenge to human freedom and defiant ob-
stacle to human progress. Whenever the rights of
the people collide with its views, its leaders swarm,
like blowflies around a piece of meat, and, with an
effrontery out of all proportion to their numbers, poke
their sanctimonious noses into other people’s affairs.
The factors contributing to the continuance of this
dangerous anachronism do not spring from any merit
it possesses, nor from the so-called divine mission of
which its priest like to boast.

One is ministerial dishonesty. The Church has
been beaten back by science again and again, making
casuistic compromises at every step; it has been forced
to abandon or refine dogmas, the denial of which, in
times past, led to torture and the stake; the truth of
its Bible account of creation, the foundation of the
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whole spstem of its doctrine, has been shattered ?
geological and ethnological research; but how 11
of its ministers have the honesty to admit the Pja
inference that Christianity, as a vehicle of truth, IS®
monstrous imposture? They so fear the awake,e
intelligence of the people that they stoop to all km
of dishonest subterfuges rather than disturb 1/
superstitious beliefs by such an admission. E '
been said that only fools persevere in their error-
what are they who persevere in disseminating d
cause they live in it, or who, by silence, allow tn
dupes to continue in it? Where honesty is esteemej
there can be but one name for them. A derl<
writer in a religious weekly recently said :(—
A leading Solicitor in the Midlands, who occuP’ ~
the highest honorary position that is available 1° j
Solicitor outside London, said to me, “ You nie"of.
was then an Anglican Vicar) treat your solemn ~
dination vows in such a way, that if a man sW°rje
solemn affidavit in a law-court, and treated d If
same way that you treat your solemn ordm® ~
vows, he would be incarcerated for contempt
court without option of a fine.”

The same writer said that a friend of his, who
a Vicar in the Church of England, told him that ~
his ordination he was instructed by his Bishop Ik
he could take the oath about the Thirty-nine Attic
making it mean something absolutely different u
what it said. .u

Similar deceitful mental reservation is Pr.
among Nonconformist ministers. It runs 1. 9
blood, a family complaint, inherited from those P10
progenitors who foisted on the world, as a mv ()
revelation, a compilation of writings ascribed »
authors who never saw them, and the confusion ‘
absurdities of which have defied a host of lear
theologians who have devoted their lives to then" '
position, with the vain result that we have a bevwu(
ing number of contending sects, each claiming
possess the only true interpretation. alf

Another is the favour bestowed upon it by
ruling powers.

In the dark ages, the external defences of ortluK ‘Cj
were supported by the secular arm which, at the »
of the Church, stretched its enemies on the rack ,
burned them at the stake; the connexion of Ch
and Staet still preserves those defences, as far as
can be said to be preserved; and by the same
are Christian doctrines imposed on the people to
day. Why this alliance with the ruling powers? 1 ~
fessor Bury, in his History of Freedom of Tho”S
reminds us that at a time when unbelief was com A
among the ruling classes, “ the view was firmly 1 ~
that religion was necessary for the populace n
“ was regarded as a valuable instrument to keeP
poor in order.” That is the secret of the allja
The ruling classes themselves may be ignorant ot™g(
merest urdiments of religion, and may have no 0
use for the Bible than to furnish names for j,.
horses and dogs, but they will insist that Bible-teil ®
ing shall be compulsory in the schools of the P%f
vSome wise man has said : “ Only Christianity s
between civilization and the jungle.” It is true, j
there is little hope of the jungle ever being civl »
while Christianity with its mummeries stands in
way. tlie

The ruling powers have made it possible t°r £
Church for so long to hold its terrors over the P
and to dope them with promises of mansions )Feeti
skies. Under the shelter of the laws, it liaS
allowed to declare, unchallenged, from every P1 ~
teachings which are an outrage on common sense, * ™
now that congregations are dwindling, under
same shield the Churches, hoping to render
nauseating doctrines the more acceptable by
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u ~®Usn> have secured a monopoly of the
sub ™ proframme °f the thus robbing the
theSO'k'D8 Puhhc.  In this way they think they serve
Cause of religion. It may well prove a false move,
ready the Babel of religious deliverances is a matter
duiicUle to those who formerly had no idea of the
khshness of it all.
tol Ur ~'niicipal Authorities, too, often show a desire
re f considered “ on the Lord’s side,” and frequently
ad N Nenise’Ves ridiculous by their pusillanimous
lei Week-kneed subservience to the Churches’
guilds. 'The Press also lends its aid. On the prin-
Pe that all is good that brings grist to the mill, our
t/'fP~ers publish much that must be an anathema
tae Christian Church, but they soothe its injured
r sceptibilities by carefully chosen articles on quasi
TI°Us subjects, or by a weekly sermonette full of
Ufort and simplicity, while it rigidly excludes from
scolumns anything which might damage religion in
6¥ the people-
Uls is a decadent Christianity being supported. As
aotise, who foundations have been undermined, its
S seamed with cracks, its windows twisted out of
aPe, its doors sunk below the level of the road, i
etiines kept standing by means of stays and
Chn,Ps, a grotesque and ludicrous landmark, so the
, I'stian Church, shaken and weakened, is supported
~ these props, an incongruous survival of barbarous
Petition : and as the occupiers of the house some-
es stay on, in spite of the ominous signs, coming
Soing like cavedwellers of a prehistoric past, so
lj .*ae priests endeavour to cajole the people into
rVlag in religious bondage rather than as free and
j 10Jal human beings. But their cajolery becomes
reasingly ineffective and vain. The people’'s eyes
j]e °Pened, and they have no respect for those who
»ave exercised authority over them and have stood in
s'e 'vay of their enlightenment. Nor have they re-
KPect for the obscene, self-contradictory, amd bar-
arjous collection of writings which is the fetish of
heir enslavers. No longer will they be fed with a
‘amed-up hash of mouldy superstitions, nor calmly
ear with the barriers to their freedom raised by the

m"eyors of those superstitions.

a

Ei, Liberto.
Substance and Behaviour.

&, , e PurPose f°r which they were used by Mole-
ott and Bichner “ matiter ” amé “ farcé " (Kraft

Stoff) might now well be replaced by “ sub-
aice 7 an(f “ behaviour.” Everything results from
Play of dynamic substance. In its behaviour are
all phenomena. Substance, to use Santayana’s
aicitous expression, is “ the natural parent of all
rCattered empirical facts.” Substance is ultimate,
ri'analysable, irreducible, primary, self-existent,
, Slc. given; i.e., “ pure being,” the datum of ex-
eilce and the subject for metaphysics; denied by
j)i/\e save Gorgias_ It is the simple of which all
~Hoinena are compounded.
. By substance,” says Spinoza,

1

9

“ 1 mean that

th’ch is in itself, that of which a conception can be j Russell’s Neutral Monism; and,

independently of any other conception.

' cjence,” says Thomson in his outline, looks for

one primordial substance from which all the
~>nig fonns have been built up.”

Instance is excited, changeful; and science also

i» ks for laws whicli will enable us to understand the

M tirer its change. In the light of modern

f sies, substance may even be conceived as electric.

substance “ matter” ? Only the metaphysical

* erialist says so. The emergent Materialist is more

I(
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cautious, asserts that substance is unintelligent like
matter, and he leaves its physical quality to science.

“ Matter ” is only a term for a general way in
which substance appeals to us from the ex-
ternal world. It is a name for a class of facts; one
of the categories of existence. “ Mind ” is a similar
general term for another class of facts, and the same
applies to “ life.” “ In itself ” none of these terms
has any added meaning.

“ Table,” “ chair,” etc., are names covering the
inferences from various groups of sense-data. ‘'Jliey
are more concrete ways in which substance behaves;
all having characteristics in common, which entitle
them to be grouped together in the category “ matter.

“ Will,” “ habit,” “ idea,” etc., arc other particular
facts begat by substance; and, for convenience we in-
elude them in the category “ mind ”; they are like-
wise particulars in a category. We note other re-

Iatlonshlps and speC|fy them as ;}\&E‘ace “ time,”
H gravitation,” etc.,
The behaviour of substance at various levels of
complexity is studied e.g., by physics, chemistry,

biology, and psychology. These sciences, or rather
branches of science, aim at establishing laws which
will afford us a mental picture of the manner in which
substance behaves.

Substance, then, is not the same thing as matter or
as mind. He who says that substance is mind, or
mind-eject, is a Mentalist or Idealist. He who asserts
that it is hard “ matter ” and nothing else is a meta-
physical Materialist; thus differing from the Material-
ist. | would prefer the more explanatory terms
Neo-Materialist or Emergent Materialist. The latter
affirms, not that substance is all matter, but that sub-
stance must behave as matter before it can behave as
life or mind.

There is, however, more to be said for the meta-
physical Materialist than for the metaphysical Ideal-

i ist.  Those_events which_appeal to us most readily
are undoubtedly those partaking in the series consti
tilting material objects; that is, material events, e.g.,
those connoting “ table,” and naturally we are led to
| suppose that every event must be a material event;
and so to the conclusion that only matter exists. The
New Realism, with its theories of “ compresence
and “ overlapping,” suggests a solution. Events
can belong to more than one series. For instance,
events in one context give matter; in another, mind.
One event can be a member of two series (say) “ cor-
Itex ” and “ volition ” ; and thus at the same time be
both cerebral and mental—compresent to the two
series, and psycho-physical. There is no reason,
either, why two eventual series— of whatever order—
should not overlap. Those events concerned in the
overlapping will belong, moreover, to two series; and,
theoretically any one event may belong to any num-
ber of physical, psysico-biological, psycho-physical,
etc., series.

An event is to be regarded as the unit of the be-
haviour of substance; and there seems to be no antag-
onism between Monism and a Jamesian Pluralism.
Existence may be conceived either as one substance
(Monism), or as an unlimited number of connected
events (Pluralism). That is the view taken in

in which ever of the
two ways we consider substance, we are denying that
there are two, three, or five (or suchlike) different
kinds of substances. I'or metaphysical purposes
(general description) substance may be conceived as
monistic; for scientific purposes (analysis) as radically
pluralistic; being mentally broken up into units
(events). To facilitate this separation, the mind con-
ceives a further category— space-time—and, in
mathematics, the (non-existent) abstraction from this
is infinity. An event is spatiotemporal; the realm of
its activity is its spatiotemporal field or continuum.
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Now, what is the nature of this substance, mani-
festing itself in series of events? It is not "material,”
" mental,” etc.; for such adjectives would merely
categorise it as one of its own forms. One of the
earliest Greek philosophers said that substance was
water. Clearly, he was wrong. Water is not self-
existent, irreducible. It can be analysed into H. and
O. Substance must be the lowest denominator of
science. What is it? Let us look at its phenomena
and see which of them approximates to our ideal of
self-existence. No mind without life, no life without
matter, no matter without atoms, no atoms without
electrons and protons, no electrons or protons without
electricity. Is substance electric then; and are elec-
tric charges the only entities that exist?

Let us leave the answer to science. Science will
give a suitable noun to self-existence. Meanwhile
metaphysics can proceed. Metaphysics—the science
of pure being—must supply adjectives. It is
language striving to comprehend the nature and
activities of substance. Its function is to find adjec-
tives applicable to the nature of substance, after con-
sulting science to see how substance behaves. Tire
adjective must await the verb. What does substance
do? How does it behave? What adjectives will it
then merit? And so we can arrive at a metaphysic
based on science. Physics supplies the noun, general
science the verbs, and metaphysics (or metempirics)
the adjectives. Physics may discard one noun after
another, but the other two can nevertheless go ahead.
The what of the metaphysician (or metempiricist) de-
pends on the how of the scientist; that is why pre-
scientific metaphysics richly deserved all that Comte
said about it.

Substance, we know', is restless; and everywhere we
see the fruits of its instability. Science has framed a
concept whereby to clothe the report of its behaviour;
that concept is Determinism; i.e., every event is con-
nected in a calculable uBy with other events. A Uni-
versal Determinism will be consonant with a philo-
sophy either monistic or radically pluralistic.

G. H. Taylor.
(To be concluded.)

*Some Sanctimonius Gammon.

In a recent article on .St. Simeon Stylites we referred to
the new edition of Alban llutler’s Lives oj the Saints,
Ol which Father Thurston S.J. is engaged. It was not
strictly relevant in that article to mention one character-
istic of this prodigious work which, since it is significant,
shall he dealt with here. Not content with “ revising ”
and “ copiously supplementing” the original work, and
adding all the persons who have reached the height of
canonization in the last 200 years, and those who have
attained the lesser and preliminary eminence of beatifi-
cation, Father Thurston is including a number of names
of persons who, so far as he knows, may have had no
actual existence at all, let alone a sanctified one. We
will take a few examples of this curious form of historical
writing from Volume | (January) :—

(D St. Munchin (a.d. 640) ? “Nothing, practically, is
known of St. Munchin, though he is the patron of the
diocese of Limerick, and his feast is kept there as a
double of the first class.” That he was ever bishop of
Limerick, or a bishop at all, “ seems extremely doubt-
ful.” Also, “ no historical information exists as to what
he did, or the epoch at which he lived.”

(@ St. Apollinaris (Syncletia) (a.d. 420)? Appears in
the Roman Martyrology on January 5, “ but belongs to
the category of religious romances.” Supposed to have
disguised herself as a man, and lived as a hermit. “ Her
sex was only discovered by her fellow hermits after
death.”

@ St. Valentinus (? ad. 440) “ Very little is known
about St. Valentinus, though a fairly long medieval bio.
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graphy of him is printed in Acta Sanctorum, but ths.
as all are agreed,” is “ historically worthless.

@ St Remold, (a. 960)? Very little is KO
of St. Reinold,” but “ tradition connects him wl
family of Charlemagne.” He could “ have had noj ~
to do with Charlemagne.” He is variously repou
have died in 697 a.d. and 790 a.d. His alleged j®
were “ translated ” to Dortmond, Westphalia, 11
eleventh century.” m

St. Garibaldus. (ad. 762)? “ We know Pr,

eally nothing about the life of this holy (sic) P™Jf/jved
® S.S. Julian and Easilissa. (@d. 30H)?

together by mutual consent in perpetual chastity- /g
“ acts ” of these saints “ are mere romances abou
in contradictions.” Gt

(7 and 8 St. Taliana (a.d. 230)? St. Martina
25)? The acts of St. Taliana “ are almost won
word indentical with those of St. Martina.” The 1° ©
is supposed, “ having been torn with hooks and
exposed to wild beasts, and cast into flames,” to ™%
“ suffered no harm,” but “ at last passed aW..
heaven when smitten by the sword.” This was a¥ &
end of St. Martina. She was the subject of y ifC
devotion in the seventh century.” Her *“ acts
“ full of preposterous miracles,” such as that “ when ~
\Was wounded, milk flowed from her body in
blood.” The *“ very existence of St. Martina i€l
doubtful.”

Father Thurston justifies his hook, which inrift®,
many other items of this sort, and hopes it will s1
by the additions, that the * great variety of aspects
which the sanctity of the church has manifested ~"4
in more recent times “ do not fall short either in i,§'C.jj
or practical helpfulness” of the earlier records. We sy .c
like to knew-why it is werth-while ‘to retail to-tay, " *
interests of piety, “ romances ” like some of those a0l
quoted ? These learned volumes will not be reaC\
more than were the original Acta Sanctorum, by t';'&ij
who will hear only of the vast researches that ha\le
involved in their production. Tf it pleases a poor, iffilp
ant Catholic in Limerick to think that St. Munch'tt®,
the patron of that city, so that he can (according j¥f
Church’s teaching) pray to him in his difficulties, -
Thurston is not interested in the fact that “ he was
a bishop at all,” and is doubtless quite ready, j $
Limerick on that day, to join in keeping his feast U
double of the first class.” And, if it should he sUgSL,,-.
that this was a deception of the Irish peasant, his re'.|(
ence would reply that he has himself put it on iei &
that “ nothing practically is known about St. Munc'P
What transparent honesty! It is not for nothing 1 ~
in his own Preface to this volume, Father Th"y~
smugly observes that these tales are not meant fal ~

learned, and that “ curiosity and vanity ” will hinde
reception of them in the spirit intended.
Alan llandsacT

* Passages in inverted commas are from the text.
Science and Obscurantism.

One of the most amusing things in this highly iflt ty-
ing world of scientific marvels, bootlegging and r
teering, wisdom and folly, is the fashion in wh'dl .(fis
sons prominent in the public esteem air their oP1 &
on everything under the sun, and also beyond that
ficent orb, on everything in general and nothing 11°'
ticular. Dtid
Exemplification of the above remarks may he ~
in an interview given to the Daily Herald of SeP/™lpc
16, by Sir Francis Youughusband, the explorer. , ja>
are not Alone in the Universe,” is the title of the 1 jGi
view, the somewhat question-begging nature of ' jtc
will hardly he noticed by the thousands of fans, u~d
innocent of any knowledge of science, who regulaty pic
that infallible organ. For who are they to questi®'J
opinions of a man who is prominent in the world 0 v,
ploration, irrespective of whether or not he kno'vg,;Jis
thing at all about the subject on which he condesL ji
to enlighten or mystify his audience ? Therefore, jL
believe—because a prominent person has said it!
Sir Francis leads off with the remark that “
who has contemplated the starry heavens on n
night can help coming under their spell,” Well’

a-
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ad 1* InyseR> | have often “ contemplated ” the stars,
re- . e reafl scores of books on astronomy, but | have
yo Or keen conscious of a “ spell ” as such. Sir Francis
abj'~kusband would, | suppose, put this quite deplor-
0,? sfate of mind down to my hopelessly materialistic
j °Qa oh existence, but it is nevertheless true. There
sT! £°°d deal of insincerity in this talk about celestial
Peil-binding. People who have never read a line of

thent'~C/erature or looked through a telescope, mumble
are T°~s “awe,” “reverence,” etc., and tell us how we
ref <War*tt and humbled by the discoveries of modern

tael°n°my. ~ *s a ~°~ow Piece of rhetoric. The spec-

¢, e °i the universe unfolded by science is not properly
feel ~ed  Aspire any emotion whatever. We do not
is reverent, awed, or humbled in contemplating it. It

Brfi c’i°ssal fact, and if any emotion whatever were

sho'i  ~ in Razing upon this grandoise panorama it

fai°U one °i pride in the modern mind which has so
tl,. .30 stupendously mastered the universe, and a wish

j, @ this wonderful power should be expended more upon
~Practical problems of life.

s . ‘le gist of Sir Francis Youughusband’s excursion into
rentific matter lies in his assertion that, as " life has
fbeared on earth,” it “ proves that there is a Power
°rking in and on the universe which is capable of pro-

ijCing life.” The connexion is not at all obvious, and

any case modern science knows nothing of any
ysterione “ Power” working in and on the universe,
itind 6 Producing anything. That arch-mystic of
jle_urn times, Sir O. Lodge, could have told Sir Francis

(, ver to invoke the word "power” if you want to

U clecarly- ~he fallacy is plain. A person who is

,» acquainted with science talks freely about “ power,”

rt\Mtaf force,” etc., and imagines them to be substantial

are'tleS' This is altogether wrong. Energy and force
merely expressions for certain relations of particles
masses of matter to each other. It is a pity our ex-
Orer did not look up a few of the expressions used in

Physics; he would not then have fallen into such a child-

jSlerror with reference to the word “ Power,” and there

Shot the slightest justification for endowing it with a

-apital “ P,” thus making a gratuitous entity of the

~Ord and mystifying the ignorant.

” are next asked to consider how this “ Power ” has

r I'reduced life and mind ” on the earth. Previously our

Jracle had remarked on the fact that as our solar system

«ad been displaced from the unique position it had once
em owing to the sun’s central station in the universe,

,.c oould “ now argue that since life has appeared here,
lerefore it must be characteristic of the universe and
11st appear elsewhere.”

. before, when men thought they were uniquely situated

‘Il the universe, we could not have so argued. Now, |

quite willing to entertain the idea that there may be
ler planets with populations upon them, somewhere in
le depths of space. We must beware of narrowness in

y h matters. But the logical position of Sir Francis

yetiiighusband does not seem to me to be overwhelming.

0 argue that because the solar system has been dis-

! aped from a once lauded position to one of comparative

"'significance, and that a life has appeared on the earth,
1erefore it must have appeared elsewhere in the uni-

‘erse, is like arguing that because Bill Jones the dust-

"an is expecting a new addition to his family, therefore

,;'e family of his workmate John Smith is anticipating a

I'ke event. There is no “ must ” about the matter. It

I*:] question of evidence. There is life on the earth, and
*s the only life science knows. If there are condi-
I0«s elsewhere approximating those of the earth it is

"eisonable to assume an evolution of life with the same

“¢'ieral development of organs, etc. That is why | say

\t& must beware of narrowness in these things. We do

"°t know. Science does not know, and the inferences,

"'ich .Sir Francis says he “ cannot help drawing through
Oubining the results of science with the view which

"°st philosophers hold, that the universe is ultimately

Spiritual. not material,” ade just ignorance of all that
Q«nee teaches about the universe in general.

The dogmatism of our oracular explorer is at times

T°st amusing. Says he : “ All that we can be sure about
that the universe, being in its essence spiritual, life

"hist be manifesting itself in one way or another in

Blintless other parts of the universe,” and he goes on
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to remark that “what particular forms in (life) may take

j there we cannot possibly say. Even human beings show

extraordinary variety.” Then comes the following price-
less gem : “ A cannibal from the South Seas is a very
different man from the Archbishop of Canterbury,” a
most unfortunate combination! The difference between
the cannibal and the Archbishop is to the eye only, one
of degree, not of kind. For they are both religious, both
as superstitious in their own way, and both believe in
Mumbo-Juinbo!  The only difference being that the
Mumbo-Jumbo of the Archbishop is more elaborate than
that of the cannibal.

I have not space enough to deal with all the debatable
points raised in Sir Francis Youughusband’s press inter-
view, but | may notice his final non requitud. He
enunciates the totally erroneous and indefensible proposi-
tion that “ the conservation of values is just as much a
law of the universe as the conservation of energy.” This
coupling of one of the great generalizations of physical
science with a so-called mystical conservation of values
could only be done by one who did not know what he
was talking about, To talk about values in discussing
the universe at large is to land oneself in a morass of
obfuscation. What does the phrase “ conservation of
values” mean? Apart from the relations expressed be-
tween human beings it does not, and cannot, mean any-
thing at all. And to raise it to the dignity of a general
law of the universe is just windy clap-trap and nothing
more, ft is nonsense, and the mere fact of a prominent
person in the public eye, like Sir Francis Younghusband,
giving vent to such an utterance ought not to prevent
us from calling it by its proper name.

H. Sanger.

Correspondence.

TOo the Euitor Or the “ Freethinker.”
SOCIALISM AND FREETHOUGHT.

Sir—1 believe that Socialists who are not Atheists,
and Atheists who are not Socialists are intellectually
“ half-baked.”

That does not alter the fact that | consider that in the
Freethinker for October 4, 1931, you state the case abso-
lutely for the N.S.S. not seeking alliance with any
political body.

But will the Freethinker he logical and refrain from
advocating, as it has done in the past, that readers give
their votes at elections to individuals prepared to sup-
port Freethought measures? For political elections mv
mind is made up politically, and my views on religion
are subservient (this; follows the argument in your
article.) * J. Hutchison.

[There is an obvious distinction between standing clear
from any political party and advising Freethinkers to sup-
port a candidate who will support a Dill for, say, the repeal
of the Blasphemy Laws.—Ed.]

Sir,—| have been a member of the N.S.S. now for nine
years, but have never pestered you yet with a letter.
But after reading your article in the Freethinker, Octo-
ber 4 issue, 1 decided that | would like to congratulate
you on the masterly way that you dealt with your sub-
ject, “ Socialism and Freethought.” I have been a
Socialist for the last thirty-five years, but | can see the
danger of such a body as the N.S.S. getting attached to
any political party. | stand firstly as a Secularist,
secondly as a Socialist, thirdly as a Humanitarian. As
for myself 1 am the lone bird here and things do not
improve, hut later on | hope to get in touch with the
Plymouth Branch and see if we can make some headway.

Hoping that you may live long to direct the policy of
the N.S.S. T. Tresidder.

Sir,—In the issue of the Freethinker for October 4,
you deal with the position of the National Secular
Society in relation to Socialism. Woriting as an outsider,
it appears to me that your general attitude on the ques-
tion is a logical one. But why the misleading state-
ments about the attitude of Socialists towards religion ?
You know that the Labour Party in this country does
not carry the title “ Socialist Party,” and you also know
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that the Socialist Party of Great Britain is utterly op-
posed to the Labour Party, and claims that Socialism
and religion are incompatible. Why do you carefully
omit all reference to this? and at the same time give
the name “ Socialist Party ” to the party whose name is
the Labour Party ? What would you say if Catholics
argued from the assumption that all non-Catholics must
be Lutherans? | am surprised that you should be un-
willing to allow to the Socialist Party of Great Britain
the accuracy of statement that you endeavour to allow
to your religious opponents. You should be able to
prevent your hostility to the Socialist Party’s political
doctrine from colouring your comments on the religious
issue. P. Lewis.

[We are not aware that the Socialist Party of Great
Britain included all the Socialists in Great Britain, nor that
there were no Socialists in the Labour Party. Our critic’'s
remark seems to be built upon the assumption that this is
the case. There seems a little of the three tailors of Tooley
Street about this letter.—Ed.]

ECONOMY, WISE AND UNWISE.

Sir,—I1 would like to point out one of the glaring
anomalies in our present-day so-called civilization, as
exemplified in this highly Christianized country.

lit the September 23 issue of the Listener—the official
organ of the B.B.C.—was published a letter, in which
was expressed surprise by a number of highly eminent
men, at the manner in which the taxpayers’ money is
being squandered Oll armaments; the Government have
voted the huge sum of £108,000,000 for possible des-
tructive purposes, for the taking of human life, that
most sacred of all possessions to those who profess
“ brotherly love.” With £108,000,000 it should be
possible to start a most magnificent war !

Under the plea of economy the Public Health Service
grant has been reduced from a paltry 1)/, million to a
miserable 1% million—it seems so utterly ludicrous this
disparity between the two sums voted, one for the main-
tenance of a destructive institution. And in the face of
this, on Sunday, September 27, a broadcast appeal was
made for aid for the Mount Vernon Cancer Hospital,
which is supported by voluntary contributions. At this
hospital where they have but 150 beds, they are so
handicapped by lack of funds that fifty per cent of the
beds lie idle and are unavailable for the treatment of
this dread malady from which over 50,000 people die
every year in this country.

The average initial outlay to maintain a hospital bed—
in perpetuity—is about £1,000, so that to keep these
seventy-five empty beds available for patients, all that
is necessary is a relative paltry £75,000. But no,
whilst we can afford to spend annually anything around
100,000,000 pound on death dealing instruments, the
alleviation of suffering humanity to the extent of £75,000
is beneath our notice.

Plow futile, how very futile.

H. TeiTEL.baum.

FREETHOUGHT IDEAS.

Sir,—For my part | would hold that instead of shying
pebbles at Drs. Inge and Barnes, we as Freethinkers
ought “ to burn a proud candle ” in their honour for the
inestimable service which they do us in bringing our
ideas before thousands upon thousands of people who
have either never heard about them at all, or else have
regarded them with utter contempt in the belief that
they were invented by a set of base fellows worthy of
nothing but the pillory and the stocks.

C. Clayton Dove.

ARDENER, life experience (Atheist) already partly en-
gaged, wants odd jobs or whole days. H. H., 5
Hillside Road, Stamford Hill, N.15.

ACADEMY CINEMA, Oxford Street,
(Opposite Waring & Gillows). Regent 4361,
Sunday, October 18.

The Banned Russian Sound Film.
“ THE BLUE EXPRESS,”

Trauberg’s Brilliant Picture of the Chinese Revolution. >E. Egerton Stafford, President

(Adults only).
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October 18,
Obituary.

Mrs. Lily Robinson. aiil

I am sorry to have to report the death of one of
most loyal and enthusiastic members. jdy

Mrs. Lily Robinson has been a Secularist for a
number of years, and was one of the founders O
Chester-le-Street Branch. She has been suffering 1T
past few years, but even during her suffering-’
thoughts, were for others, and the Freethought "0
ment always had a loyal supporter in herself- Yy

Her noble character and generosity endeared ‘Je* .
all with whom she came in contact. As she had WS 4
a .Secular Service was conducted at the graveside 1®
presence of a large number of relatives and fncn »
myself. She had no fears for death, and in he)
moments was strengthened by her interest in our ¢

.She was forty-nine years of age. Our sympaBo
with her husband, son, and relatives.—J.B.

SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, #tC

LONDON.
OUTDOOR.

Fulham and Chelsea Branch N.S.S. (corner of Sb°n'°||?))
Road, North End Road) : Saturday, at 7.30, Messrs
Barnes, IL Day and C. Tuson.

North London Branch N.S.S.—Every Tuesday eveflqeit
80, Mr. L. Ebury will lecture outside Hampstead
Station, L.M.S., South End Road. Every Thursday ewe
at 80, Mr. L. Ebury will lecture at Arlington Road. &

North London Branch N.S.S.—A meeting will be he efy
White Stone Pond, Hampstead, near the Tube Station .
Sunday morning at 11.30 a.m. Speaker to-day Mr. L-

South London Branch N.S.S. (Liverpool Street, k
berwell Gate) : Friday, October 28 at 80—Mr. L. FN'r
Lecture. i

West London Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 120" ¢
B. A. Le Maine; 330, Messrs. C. E. Wood arAd -I|6
6.30, Messrs. A. H. Hyatt, A. D. McLaren, B. A Ee ]l
Every Wednesday, at 7.30, Messrs. C. E. Wood a
Tuson; every Friday, at 7.30, Messrs. A. D. MlLaf®1 Ml
B. A. Le Maine. Current Freethinkers can be O
opposite the Park Gates, on the corner of Edgware
during and after the meetings.

indoor. 0

Hampstead Ethical Institute (The Studio TheaBf/j;
Finchley Road, N.W.8, near Marlborough Road S®N"jjh
11.15, Lord Snell of Plumstead—“ What is our ®
Heritage?” _jed
ford Road, Clapham, S.W.4, Hall No. 5 near C
North Station, Underground) : 7.30, Debate—* Is S°c’
Sound?” Affir.. Mr. L. Ebury; Neg.: Mr. H. Cutnef-»

South London Ethical Society (Oliver Goldsmith »
Peckham Road): 70, D. Harold Moody-"
Dangers in Governing Weaker Peoples.” i@

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red frdD
Square, W.C.i) : 11.0, S. K. Ratcliffe- Fresh News
Russia.”

Study Circle (N.S.S. Office, 62 Farringdon Street,
Monday, October 19, at 80 p.m., Mrs. H. Grant >
a discussion on “ Citizenship.” d k.éD

The Conway Discussion Circle (Conway Hall. R%O r
.Square Holborn, W.C.i) : Tuesday, October 20, a) . L
Leo Chiozza Money—" The lithies of Unemploy H"\itf

The Non-Political Metropolitan Secular Socie*  fjf
of London Hotel, 107 York Road, Camden Road, NJ'y™N'
minutes from the Brecknock) : 7.30, jMr. C. Powell’
section is Cruel and Useless.” . jti

Wembley and District Branch N.S.S. (Zealley’'s Co ~ t"

(’H,l

High Road, Wemblev) : 7.30, Mrs. Grout— L*es
Children.”
COUNTRY.
INDOOR.

Yol

Birkenhead (Wirral) Branch N.S.S. (Boilermakers
Argyle Street, Birkenhead, entrance in Lorn Stree'
Liverpool (~er
Branch—* Modern Atheism.”
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73 ...°RD Branch N.S.S. (Godwin Cafe, Godwin Street) : THE
jo, Morgan—* Was Joan of Arc a Spiritualist ?” T

Shod WoHM Branch  N.S.S.  (Bristol Street Council N - S S -
ondon—- bo we need 1 NEIONAN  Secular Society

Religionj»70 ~r' "R osetti

Stfegjl Lancashire Rationalist Association (28 Bridge . .
apa ' urnley) : 230, “ The Wide Issues of Rationalism,” President:
t° Jeer 'vr'tten by Charles McLean, Esq., of S.D.F. Burnley,
tias re” Ly Enoch Atherton, Esq., of Blackburn. Ques- CHAPMAN  COHEN.
b and_discussions. Secretary:
Kom) GOW ranch N.S.S. (City Hall, Albion Street, No. 2 '
'3°. Open Meeting—" Is Atheist Propaganda R. H. Kosetti, 62 Farringdon Streei, London,
eretle? ECi

Lown Halli, Stretford Road, Manchester, Sunday

"ill I€?n’ at 3-°> Mr. Chapman Cohen, President N.S.S.,
"ihe rv16 °n "Secularism.” In the evening, at 630, on PRINCIPLES AND OBJECTS.

"%B Isegissecutg?(thil:]I\s/iteRdell|g|on. Admission free. Ques- ECULARISM teaches that conduct should be based
Lae) ES'IR Secular Society (Secular Hall, Humberstone = . on reason and knowledge. _IF knows nothing of
~on,’ &> Mr. Harry B. Lowerison— The Religion of divine guidance or interference; it excludes super-

natural hopes and fears; it regards happiness as man’s

pj‘ 1 Leicester.’ " Te: r f
i,,sM - 0°t (Merseyside Branch N.S.S. (Transport Build- Pproper aim, and utility as his moral guide. _
Secularism affirms that Progress is only possible

) 'T7Y Islington, Liverpool, entrance Christian Street) :
fre  Clayton (Burnley)—* »Spirits or Spoof?” Admission through Liberty, which is at once a right and a duty;
p, Current Freethinkers and other literature on sale. and therefore seeks to remove every barrier to the fullest
Lifd) 110, TH Branch N.S.S. (Plymouth Chambers, Drake equal freedom of thought, action, and speech.
§|kS,Tall No. 5): 70, Mr. A. E. Knowles—" A Free-  Secularism declares that theology is condemned by
p ers Experience of the Splryltuallst Movement.’ reason as superstitious, and by experience as mis-
Higygy Branch N.S.S. (Baker's Hall, s Forbes Place): chjeyous, and assails it as the historic enemy of Progress.
mt , J- McMillan—" A Survey of Industrial History.l  gecyjarism accordingly seeks to dispel superstition ; to
spread education; to disestablish religion; to rationalize
OUTDOOR. - L
Al . morality ; to promote peace ; to dignify labour ; to extend
gSTon Branch N.S.S.—Branch meetings at 164 EIm  material well-being; and to realize the self-government
eh corner °f Linton Street) on the third Thursday
@ In°npB at 80. Will members please take note of the people. . .
V. OPiRaTive Women's Guild, Cheapside, Tuesdéy, Octo- The Funds of the National Secular Society are I(?gally
i"ctA *931, Lecture at 7.30 p.m., by Mr. J. Clayton. Sub- Secured by Trust Deed. The trustees are the President,
ji the Birth of the Soul.” Treasurer and Secretary of the Society, with two others
gJSTleONF-Tynk—Wednesday, October 21, at 80, Mr. appointed by the Executive. There is thus the fullest
possible guarantee for the proper expenditure of what-

»p
3} Brighton.
ever funds the Society has at its disposal.

1¢"*1 Harbour—Saturday, October 17, at 7.0, Mr. e So X d
fiC Brighton. The following is a quite sufficient form for anyone
D ~ ™ U nd—Sunday, October 18, at 70, Mr. J T. who desires to benefit the Society by legacy :—

I hereby give and bequeath (Here insert particulars oj
legacy), free of all death duties, to the Trustees of the
I W[ i National Secular Society for all or any of the purposes

|_ E I C EST E R of the Trust Deed of the said Society.
) MEMBERSHIP,

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

1 I desire to join the National Secular Society, and |
\] Ubl I ee ' B az aar pledge myself, if admitted as a member, to co-operate ia
promoting its objects,
| Member 14th and 15th : 1931

Name,

Held in celebration of the
50th ANNIVERSARY AGAIESS. v st s .

of the Opening of the Secular
Hall, and to assist in raising OCCUPALION ..o .

funds for the paying off the
debt on the BUIldlng. .o Dated this...... day Of. i 19.......
This declaration should be transmitted to the Secretary

'VER £ 2,000 REQU IRERD. | Witha subscription.

P.S—Beyond a minimum of Two Shillings per year,
i every member is left to fix his own subscription according
Gifts of Saleable Goods, Books, to his means and interest in the cause.

etc., and Subscriptions to the

Bazaar Funds will be gratefully

received by the Secretary— UNWANTED CH I LDREN

In a Civilized Community there should be no
UNWANTED Children.

Herbert E. Anderson,
Secular Hall, Humberstone Gate,

Leicester.
For an lllustrated Descriptive List (68 pages) of Birth Con.

trol Requisites and Books, send a ijd. stamp to:
years of FREETHOUGHT PROPAGANDA i

" HELP ob to carry on THE GooD work. : = § J, R, HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantage, Berks

|| Lok L. . ESTABLISHED NEARLY FORTY YEARS.
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Second Edition in Three Months.

GOD AND THE
UNIVERSE

EDDINGTON, JEANS, HUXLEY & EINSTEIN

BY

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

Mr. Chapman Cohen is a philosophical critic of brilliant
intellectual gifts. His book God and the Universe
is the best, and perhaps the only serious attempt to
winnow the scientific work of Eddington, Jeans, Hux-
ley, and Einstein from its pseudo-philosophical accre-
tions.  Such criticism, coming as it does from the
foremost Freethinker in the country, is particularly
refreshing.—The . nd.iy Referee.

(Issued by the Secular Society, Limited)

Postage 2d.
Postage 3d.

Paper 2s
Cloth. 3s.

The Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4.
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A Book every Freethinker should possess, j

The True Story of the Roman |
— Catholic Church — I

By JOSEPH McCABE ]
Six Volumes 10/6 Post Free (Inland Postage Gﬁ‘)‘) I

THE LITTLE BLUE BOOKS 82, Bridge Road, j
Thornton Heath, Surrey. J
ek

4
l

JUST PUBLISHED. |

BRAIN and MIND

BV

Dr. ARTHUR LYNCH.

This is an introduction to a scientific psyc™

# ology along lines on which Dr. Lynch IS ]
t entitled to speak as an authority. It % 3 j
; pamphlet which all should read.

j Price - 6d. \Y/ By post - 7d- \

ISEX and RELIGION

GEORGE WHITEHEAD

?2 — ~ . . i
I Heathen’s Thoughts on Christianity j ] (Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd)
i by | Price - 9d. Postage id-
j —  UPASAKA— | *
f Price—ONE SHILLING. Postage— One Penny J
j The Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4. J - - -
Christianity, Slave
1 and Labour
i BUDDHA The Atheist ; BY
i By TUPASAKAT \ CHAPMAN COHEN
(Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.) .
- I ifIDAI
. Price ONE SHILLING. Postage Id.
f THIRD EDITION. REVISED AND ENLARGED-
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£ -4 Paper - Is. 6d. Postage 2d
P Kid Cloth 2s. 6d. Postage 3¢
; I
i . .
| History of the Conflict 1
1 Between Religion and p OPINIONS
. J ] Random Reflections and Wayside Sa,
1 Science L BY.
1 by Prof. J. W. DRAPER. CHAPMAN COHEN
1 This is an unabridged edition of Draper’s great I (with Portrait of Author)
~ work, of which the standard price is 7/6. I | Cloth G ilt i, 3s-
| Cloth Bound. 3% Pages. | | Superior Edition bound in Full Calf
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